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the petition of about two hundred and fifty of her neighbors, among the best 


citizens in Adams County, Indiana, where she 
person of high character and requesting the passage of this bill. 

The majority of the committee recommend that the bill be amended by 
striking out the word “fifty,” in line 8, and inserting the word twenty-five” 
in lieu thereof. 

During the reading of the report, 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, said: Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the further reading of that portion of the report which sets 
out the evidence be dispensed with, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. MORROW. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I beg the indulgence of 
the committee for a very few moments. I dislike to trespass upon time 
which is so important to every gentleman present, but I desire to ask 
this committee to-night to disagree to the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, striking out $50 a month and inserting 
$25. The history of this case, which has been made known to many 
who are present this evening by the report which has been read, pre- 
sents a most pitiful spectacle. It presents the spectacle of a wife, in 
August, 1864, to whom her husband was brought from the field of bat- 
tle wounded, she then being in good health, and as a result of her 
nursing and anxiety, followed by the death of the soldier, she contracted 
‘ce at that time, and from that day to this has never seen a well 

y- 

For six years she steadily grew worse, and during the last nineteen 
and a half years she has not sat, but has crouched, in her chair in her 
humble home a victim of the disease which was then fastened upon 
her, and which, according to the testimony, would not haye come upon 
her if she had not given this attention to her husband. I have never 
made any criticism and Ido not desire now to make any criticism upon 
the line of conduct pursued by the Committee on Invalid Pensions or 
by the House with regard to pensioning any class of applicants, but it 
seems to me that this silent, plain figure which has sat in her home help- 
less, not able to move, not able to reach out her hand or to extend her 
fingers to give you a cordial welcome for nineteen and a half years last 
past, appeals notalone to the sympathies of this House, but to its sense 
of justice, and I believe that for the few years of life yet left to this 
woman sheshould havea pension of $50 a month just as much as though 
she had been the wife of one who commanded the armies of his coun- 
try or led a regiment. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, intending no disre- 
spect to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which I belong, I ask 
that this Committee of the Whole shall not concur in the amendment, 
but shall reject it and allow this poor woman $50 per month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I feel that I ought to say a word 
in defense of the action of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I de- 
sire to call the attention of this committee to the fact that pensions are 
granted to widows, not on account of poverty or their disability, but 
on account of their being widows, The general law establishes the 
rate of $15 per month for the widow of a lieutenant. In my experience 
on the Committee on Invalid Pensions we have had a great many 
cases brought betore us that appealed strongly to our sympathies, and 
none more strongly than this one, for I can ly conceive of a case 
that would more strongly appeal to the sympathies af the committee 
or the sympathies the House than this case does, 

But we have doubted the propriety of going into that field and of con- 
sidering the condition of each widow who applies for a pension. The 
law makes no distinction between the widow of a millionaire and the 
widow of a pauper; it makes no distinction between the woman in 
robust health and the woman who is confined to her bed by sickness, 
and we felt that we were doing all that we coulddo, consistent with 
our sense of duty, in recommending an increase of this pension to $25 
per month, 

I do not want to appear as opposing this proposition, and yet I think 
it is due to the Committee on Invalid Pensions that I should make this 
explanation of their action in this case. If we are to take up in that 
committee the case of each widow who is now on the pension-roll and 
grade her pension according to her condition in life or according to her 
physical condition, there will be no end to it. , 

A pension of $300 a year is a very liberal pension; it will afford this 
woman a very handsome support; and I do feel that the action of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions in this case ought to be sustained. If 
it is not sustained, we shall regard your action as an instruction from 
the House to consider the condition of the different applicants, and the 
ing ea will be flooded and the Honse will be flooded with bills of 

is kind. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, whenever the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions shall bring in a case parallel to this one, I believe 
the sentiment of the House will be in favor of granting a pension of 
$50a month, This isan unusual case. Here wasa young wife in per- 
fect health. Her husband was brought home from the field of battle 
wounded. She sat by his side and cared for him day and night until 
he died. She was left at his grave, a wreck. 

According to the testimony of the physicians her disability went on 
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increasing from year to year until at the end of six years she was 
utterly helpless, Her knees are so stiffened that the limbs can not be 
moved. Her elbows are so stiffened that theycan not be moved. Her 
fingers are drawn back so that they can not be moved. There that 
woman has sat or lain for nineteen years, utterly helpless, brought 
into that condition by her womanly, heroic, angelic devotion to her 
dying husband. 

For my part, I want to vote a fifty-dollar pension for that man’s wife, 
just as I would vote it for him were he in that condition to-day as the 
result of his army service. Therefore I support the motion of my col- 
league from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN], and I trust that this committee 
will reject the amendment of the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and 
will grant this woman a pension of $50 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was rejected. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA STANTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1482) 
for the relief of Eliza Stanton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, elc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Eliza Stanton, mother of Lafayette 
C. Stanton, late of Company A, One hundred and forty-fifth iment of Indiana 
Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and provisions of the 
general pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1482) for the relief of Eliza Stanton, submit the han, 3 report: 

The claimant is the mother of Lafayette O. Stanton, who served in Company 
A, One hundred and forty-fifth Indiana Volunteers, from Janua y 23, 1865, to Jan- 
uary 21, 1866, Her claim has been rejected by the Pension Office on the ground 
that the immediate cause of soldier's death is shown to have been a wound 
from accidental discharge of a pistol sustained subsequent to the date of his dis- 
charge from the service. Soldier left neither wife nor child power him. 

It appears in evidence that the soldier was a sound and able-bodied young 
man when he entered the service, and on his return home in January, 1866, was 
a great sufferer from diarrhea, in consequence of which he became much de- 
bilitated, rapidly growing worse, and being compelled to keep his room and 
bed the greater part of the time. 

On the date of his death, May 29, 1866, he went into the room where he con- 
ducted his business, when the town marshal came in to arrest one Joseph Wash- 
burn, a boarder a the house kept by the soldier and his mother, the claimant. 
Weshburn resisted, and after some struggling, both be and the marshal drew 
revolvers and both fired, the ball from the marshal’s pistol infil the mortal 
wound which resulted in the soldier's death an hour later. It is opinion 
of others who were present that had it not been for the soldier's enfeebled con- 
dition he could easily have gotten out the way and saved his life for a time, at 
least. None of his friends, however, had sustained any hope of his ultimate re- 
covery. ` 

The claimant is a widow without property and means. The soldier was the 
principal ppor of the family. On this point no question is raised. 

The fact of soldier's debilitated condition from chronic diarrhea at discharge, 
and his gradual decline until his death from the wound, as well as the cireum- 
stances of the shooting, are well known to the member of this House who in- 
troduced the bill in behalf of his old and needy mother. 

The committee are of opinion that the case is one entitled to the favorable 
consideration of Congress, and therefore return the bill with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS, OLIVE PADGETT, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 2173) 
for the relief of Mrs, Olive Padgett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mrs. Olive Padgett, widow of the 
late J. William Padgett, of Company D, First Regiment Potomac Home Bri- 
gos Berang Cavalry,on the pension-roll of the United States, at the rate of 

per month, é 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2173) for the relief of Mrs. Olive Padgett, submit the following report: 

The claimant in this case is the widow of John W. Padgett, who served as 
private in Company D, First Maryland Cavalry, from November 5, 1861, to De- 
cember 2, 1864. He was a pensioner for gunshot wound of left wrist at $8 — 
month and died February 20, 1873, of disease of spinal cord and brain. e 
widow’s claim has been rejected on the ground that in the opinion of the medi- 
eal repens the cause of soldier's death is not shown to be chargeable to his mil- 
itary service. 

Sure: James Willard, in chargo of Harper’s Ferry Hospital, where soldier 
was treated for his wound, testifies that.at first the wound was regarded as a 
simple flesh wound, without injury to either bone. But as treatment therefor 
progressed it was discovered that the healing process was slow, probably due to 
the morbid state of the patient’s system. The wound was slow to suppurate 
and excessively painful. The ordinary anodynes, singly and variously com- 
bined, were unavailing for relief and seemed to augment the general nervous 
irritation. 

While the wound wasstill unhealed a very large abscess formed in the gluteal 
region (side not now remembered), which reduced him so much that it was 
feared purulent infections would result and ultimately destroy his life, He had 
not yet entirely recovered from this abscess when the first invasion of Mary- 
lend occurred, which occasioned the closing of said hospital and terminated 
affiant’s connection with the same, 

Soldier was under treatment from June 24, 1862, when wounded, until Novem- 
ber 3, 1862, suffering also from pneumonia during that time, as shown by the 


reco; 

It is also shown that soldier even after discharge looked pale, was emaciated, 
and frequently had attacks of intense pains in the lumbar region, in close prox- 
imity to the location of the abscess. 

Dr. John Reid, who treated soldier more or less during the last seven years 
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of his life, testifies thatin the attack which resulted in soldier's death the whole 
of the spinal column and base of the brain were involved to such an extent that 
he was thrown into spasms, which continued to grow worse and worse until 
he died, 

Affiant firmly believes that the suffering from the wound and his long con- 
finement in hospital directly caused the abscesses to form and set upin the nerv- 
ous system, and particularly the spine, the irritable condition whieh continued 
through life and which rendered him at any time liable to those violent spasms, 
and that his death is directly traceable tothe wound received inservice. Soldier 
was temperate in all his habits. < 

Your committee are of opinion that the case is meritorious, and therefore re- 
port favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM BOONE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 4840) 
to increase the pension of William Boone. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and required to place the name of William Boone, of Andrews, Hunt- 
ington County, Indiana, late a private in Company F of the Eighty-eighth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pen- 
sion he now receives. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4840) 
to increase the pension of William Boone, hereby make the following report 


thereon : 

A similar bill (I£. R. 3404) was introduced in the Forty-sixth Congress, to pen- 
sion the claimant, and was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, which 
reported recommending the passage of the bill, which report is referred to as 
part hereof, but not set out herein. 

The bill was ordered printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole, but 
died there without consideration. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress a similar bill (H. R., 478) was introduced and re- 
ferred to the Comisities on Invalid Pensions, which made the following favor- 


able rt: 

“A pa granting a pension to this claimant was reported favorably by this 
committee and passed the House in the Forty-eighth Congress, but failed of 
consideration in the Senate. Your committ-e, therefore, adopt the report of 
the evommittee of the Forty-cighth Congress, as follows: 

“*That William Boone was a private in Company F, Eighty-eighth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteers. Noyember, 1862, he was taken prisoner and paroled; and 
while at Aurora, 11l., on parol, July 4, 1553, while en; in firing a salute in 
celebration of the fall of Vicksburg, by the premature discharge of s cannon 
he was assisting to fire he lost his right arm, and his left hand was injured soas 
to render it partially and permanently useless. He testifies in his own behalf 
that the citizens of said town were engaged in said celebration, and that he 

pated therein at thespecial request of said citizens, because he wasa sol- 
and because it became him soto do as a soldier and patriot. 

“Ho has not filed a declaration in the Pension Office, because, he says, he un- 
derstood there were technical objections to granting a pension in his case under 
the rules and regulations of the Pension Office. 

“* The granting of a pension is strongly urged by the late Governor Williams 
and other distinguished citizens of Indiana, The surviving officers of claim- 
ant’s regiment unite ina petition asking that his name be agate on the pension- 
roll, and assert that he was a gallant soldier, and faithfully, pidge Wrage and 
honorably discharged his duties as a soldier, and that by reason of his physical 
disabilities, which were caused and existas above stated, his capacity to earn a 
maintenance for himself, his wife, and three children, who depend upon him, is 
almost entirely destroyed. 

“ "This case appeals strongly to the equity of Congress, and in view of the prec- 
edents for granting a pension in such cases, your committee recommend the 

ge of the accompanying bill, with the following amendment: Add tothe 
Bit these words: ‘Subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 

ws.” a? 

Upon this report the bill passed the House, and upon going to the Senate of 
the United States was referred to the Committee ou Pensions, which reported 
the same favorably in almost the identical words of the aforesaid report of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, which recites, asis true, that said bill had been 
passed by the House in the Forty-eighth Congress. 

This bill was vetoed by the President in July, 1886, but no action was taken 
upon the objections made in the veto to the passage of the bill, thus leaving it 
an open question for the present Congress as to whether this bill shall be passed. 

In view of the fact that this bill received the favorable report of this commit- 
tee in the Forty-sixth, pas tm, yh and For y-ninth Congresses, was passed 
by the House in the Forty-eighth Congress, and by both the House and Senate 
in the Forty-ninth Congress.a d that the oo bape suffered was received by the 
applicant without fault on his part and while he was a private soldier of the 
United States Army, is destitute, and sick, and wounded, therefore the bill 
should ye passed. 

Your committee further gy that the applicant has been drawing a pension 
atthe rate of $ per month since July 29, 1887, which was increased to $6 per 
month since June 19, 1889, for disease of the urinary ns, rheumatism, and 

es, but was refused anything on account of the loss of his hand and injury 
of his other hand. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the Honse with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MRS. ELIZABETH BURRESS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2175) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Burress. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indians) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
Sonatas granting à pension to Mrs, Elizabeth Burress, submit the following re- 


Phe claimant is the widow of John J. Burress, who served in Company D, 
One hundred and sixty-eighth Pennsylvania Drafted Militia, from October 16, 
1862, to July 25, 1863, and in Company G, One hundred and tieth Ohio Vol- 
unteers, from February 28, 1865, to September 7, 1885, when d from gen- 
eral hospital at Huntsville, Ala. He died in January, 1866, of disease of lungs. 


T widow's etn has been rejected on the ground that soldier's fatal disease 
o 


r 
The records of the Surgeon-General show that the soldier was under treat- 
ment for chronic diarrhea prior to and at the date of his discharge. There is 
no evidence that he suffered from disease of lungs during service or at dis- 
charge. It is shown, however, by the testimony of Dr. Moncrief, of Orrville, 
Ohio, a reputable physician, taken by a special examiner of the Pension Office, 
that the soldier came under his treatment on September 23, 1865, for disease of 
inns. and was treated therefor, more or less, until January 21, 1866, when he 
died of acute pneumonia. The dates of treatment are taken from the records in 
possession of the doctor. 

Disease of lungs is a recognized sequence of chronic diarrhea, in particular 
when followed closely upon treatment for the latter. In case there is only 
an interval of about two weeks between the treatment therefor at the hospital 
and the treatment for lung troubles after the soldier's arrivalat home. The 
widow, therefore, should have the bencfit of any doubt that may exist as to the 
army origin of disease of lungs shown in September, 1865. Acute pneumonia, 
following upon an ae diseased condition of the lung due to the service, is 
accepted by the Pension Office as pensionable death-cause. 

Your committee are of oree that the evidence is sufficient to connect the 
soldier's death-cause with his military service, and therefore report favorably 
on the ras ysis Soap bill, and ask that it do pass, amended, however, by strik- 
ing outall after the word “laws,” in line 8. 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the concluding 
paragraph of the report was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


STEWART HERBERT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2168) 
granting an increase of pension to R. Stewart Herbert. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $20 per month, 
the name of R. Stewart Herbert, late a private in Company A,Seventh Regi- 
ment Maryland Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2168) 
granting an increase of pension to Stewart Herbert, submit the following report : 
Stewart Herbert is a pensioner at the rate of $8 per month for loss of sight of 
left eye from gunshot wound received in action injthe Wilderness, May 5, 1861, 

In 186, after having been discharged from the service, he was thrown from a 
mule, striking on his face, breaking the bones near and destroying the only re- 
maining good eye. 

Although totally blind he can only get pension for the loss of the sight of one 
eye. he lost the sight of one eye prior to his enlistment, the injury in 
service and consequent loss of the sight of the other would have entitled him 
to $25 per month froin June 6, 1866, to $31.23 from June 4, 1872, $90 from June 4, 
1574, and $72 from June, 17, 1878. 

The equities are as strong in the one case as in the other, and it would seem 
but proper that some relief should be afforded this unfortunate pensioner. The 
committee therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it 
do pass, amended, however, by striking out the word “twenty,” in line 5, and in- 
serting therein the word “forty; also by inserting, after the word “infantry,” in 
line 7, the words “‘in lieu of the pension now recei by him.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee in the concluding 
paragraph of the report and an amendment striking out ‘‘R.’’ before , 
**Stewart,’’ in line 5, were read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN NAGLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1865) 
granting a pension to John Nagle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro!l, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Nagle, late of Company C, 
Ninety-second Regiment of Lilinois Infantry, 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
1865) granting a pension to John Nagle, have examined and considered the same 
and report it back to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

‘The said John Nagle was a private in Company C, Ninety-second Regiment 
of Iincis Infantry, and filed a claim for pension upon the ground of cerebral 
hemorrhage, resulting in paralysis and hernia, which was rejected by the Pen- 
sion Department use there was no record of his injury in service and his 
inability to furnish the legally required evidence of the origin of his disabilities. 

From the evidence and affidavits on file it appears that on the night of the 29th 
day of November, 1464, he was one of a detail ordered to go to a railroad station 
some distance away for the purpose of acquiring certain information in regard 
to the whereabouts of the enemy, and Nagle claims that in the dark, and when 
notactually seen by any of hiscomrades, his horse, in attempting to jump a ditch, 
fell with and upon him, and thas caused the injuries which finally resulted in 
the disabilities complained of. He is quite well supported in this claim indi- 
recily, but perhaps not directly. The colonel of his regiment swears to order- 
ing the detail for the purpose stated, and that Nagle was one, and has some reo- 
ollection of hearing at the time that Nagle was injured. 

J. N. Nichols, a soldier in his company, swears to a recollection of the detail 
and that when it returned Nagle complained of his injury and was given a 
“jay off” of thirty days on account of it. 

Luther Gedding, another member of the company, testifies that he was one 
of the detail, and thatin crossing a ditch Nagle’s horse fell and that Nagle com- 
penn of being injured, and he alsosays that according to his best Information 

‘agie's horse died from the effects of the fall. 

Allen MeClure, also a member of his company, testifies toa recollection of the 
detail and that Nagle complained of his injury upon his return. 

Itis also shown by uaintances that Nagle was a healthy man when he 
went into the service, and that when he returned to his home in June, 1865, he 
was very much broken down in health and suffering with paralysis, and one 
Anton Giebelstein heard Dr. Fairbanks, who was attending him, tell him that 
his paralysis was from his army service. 

Quite a good showing is made of the reasons for not having more evidence 
from his army office: is captain being dead, his first lieutenant was not with 
the regiment at the time, his second lieutenant does not recall the facts, and 


1890. 


he has been unable to find the whereabouts of his first sergeant, letters directed 
to him to his supposed place of residence coming back uncalled for. 

With respect to treatment after he returned home, it appears from his testi- 
mony that his first physician was Dr. Repke, who left the country, going to 
Germany, and whom claimant has been unahle to reach, and that then he was 
treated by Dr. Fairbanks up to the time of his death in 1879. Dr. J. F. H. Sugg 
was then his family physician for five years, and he testifies to the existence of 
rupture and cerebral paralysis, and that he was not during this time able to 
work. 

Dr. E. H. Hayen testifies to having examined him and finding him suffering 
from paralysis. 

Upon this showing we believe that it is fully established that the disabilities 
exist as claimed, and that there is every presumption that these disabilities 
were acquired as a result of an injury in service as claimed, and that failure to 
establish it in the Department is more technical real, and that it is a case 
that fully warrants giving the soldier the benefit of any doubt that may exist. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


LAURA A. YOURTEE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1471) 
granting a pension to Laura A. Yourtee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Laura A. 
Yourtee, widow of Samuel L. Yourtee, late chaplain of the Fifth and Eighty- 
third ents Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay hera on at the rate pre- 
scribed law for a chaplain’s widow, from April 8, 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1471) 
granting a pension to Laura A. Yourtee, submit the following report: 

The proposed agaa A was a pensioner on account of the death of Clinton 
W. Searce, late chaplain Ninety-fifth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, which occurred 
August 20, 1863, from malarial poisoning. On ag sa 8, 1869, she remarried one 
Samuel L. Yourtee, who also had been chaplain both in the Fifth and Eighty- 
third Regiments Ohio Volunteers, Yourtee at the time of hi to the 
claimant was in good circumstances, but by trying to help others he lost all, and 
left her dependent upon her own efforts. Being now sixty years of age, she is 
no longer able to keep up the struggle of life. 

It also appears that mant’s second husband came home from service in 
broken health and was never thereafter a stout man, and died after a short ill- 
ness of disease of lungs and heart. His death may be directly due to his army 
service, but he having failed to apply and furnish evidence In supportof a claim 
for pension, it would be very difficult for his widow to establish now title under 
the general law. Her character is shown to be of the best. is no one 
now drawing pension on account of either of said husbands, nor has there been 
since March 4, 1876, when the youngest child by the first husband became six- 
teen years of age. 

The circumstances surrounding the case, coupled with the widow's dependent 
condition, appear to your committee as sufficient for favorable action on the 
accompanying bill, and they therefore return the same with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 


Mr. MORRILL. This bill, I observe, grantsarrears. I movetoamend 
by striking out all atter the words ‘‘volunteer infantry,’’ in line 7. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The billas amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

GUSTAVUS ALONZO DRAPER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2131) 
granting a pension to Gustavus Alonzo Draper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Inferior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gustavus Alonzo , son 
of the late General Alonzo G. Draper. 

The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
aie) granting a pension to Gustavus Alonzo Draper, submit the following re- 


port: 

Gustavus Alonzo Draper is the son of General Alonzo G, Draper, of Lynn, 
Mass., who lost his life on the battle-fleld. He has been for two years an in- 
mate of the insane department of the Lynn almshouse, having previously been 
confined in the Danvers Asylum for the Insane. He is twenty-seven years of 
age, is mentally and physically incapable of caring for himself, and, as he has 
no relatives able to support him, is entirely dependent upon public charity. 

General Alonzo G. Draper left a widow, but the pro beneficiary wasand 
is his only child. The widow, Sarah E, Draper, was in receipt of a ion as 
widow of General Draper up to February 14, 1886, when she died and said pen- 
sion ceased, All of which appears from the records and affidavits submitted 
in this case, Therefore your committee, to whom was referred the above case. 
in view of the foregoing facts respectfully recommend the passage of said bill 
with the amendment that said pension pass to his legally constituted guardian, 
and that he be allowed $18 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee, adding to the bill 
the words ‘‘and pay to his legally constituted guardian a pension at 
the rate of $18 per month,’’ was read, and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to. the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

CLARA FREY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6865) 
granting a pension to Clara Frey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clara Frey, widow of George Adam 
Frey, deceased, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment of Missouri Cavalry. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
6865) granting a to Clara Frey, submit the towing report: 
Clara Frey is widow of George Adam Frey, who enlisted September 3, 
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1861, and was honorably discharged July 10, 1865, and died August, 1875, from 

disease contracted in the service andin line of duty, The claim was rejected in 

the Pension Office on the ground that when the records of the Southern army 

in and about Andersonville were captured it ap; that a person by the 

name of Adam Frey had enlisted in said army in January, 1865, and it was sup- 
that it was this soldier. 

While there is no proof of that fact, it is in evidence that this soldier was 
wounded in battle while in the Union Army, and that he was afterwards capt- 
ured in 1864, and was for many months in Andersonville prison, where he was 
taken sick with chronic diarrhea, and a comrade who was there with him at 
the time testifies in the record that he told him, the soldier, that if he did not 
get out of prison he would die, and that it was his opinion he would die atany 
event. 

There ia no evidence how he got out of prison, but he joined his regiment in 
June, 1865, and was honorably Gischarged July 10, 1865, and there cau be no 
questioh from the testimony the soldier continued sick and endured great 
suffering of this disease until he died of thesame, There is no testimonyin 
the record that identified this soldier asthe one mentioned in the records of the 
rebel army as Adam Frey, but it is wholly left to inference, and the committee 
think that it is at least due to the memory of the soldier and his family that 
there should be some testimony more than a mere supposition or probability 

this was the same person mentioned in this rebel army record. 

This man served nearly four years; was a very stout man; was wounded in 
battle; was taken prisoner placed in Andersonville prison, where he re- 
mained for many months, and finally con the disease of which he died. 

The writer of this report is acquainted personally with the claimantin this 
case, and knows of his own knowledge that this woman supported herselfand 
the infant children of this soldier, after the soldier's death, at the wash-tub, at 
50 cents per day; and that she is now wellad in age, and unable to labor 
as she once did, and in the ordinary course of events can not live long. 

In view of the facts of this case, yr Hss Rovian s submit that this widow should 
be placed on the pension-roll, and fore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HENRY STUMPF. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6863) 
granting a pension to Henry Stumpf. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacled, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension la the name of Henry Stumpf, a private in 
Company F, Fifteenth Regiment of Missouri Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
6863) granting a pension to Henry Stumpf, submit the following report: 

The soldier enlisted June 26, 1861, and was discharged September 21, 1864. It 
is in evidence in the record that at Stone River, Tennessee, December 31, 1862, 
while in battle the soldier received a gunshot wound in the head, which has 
disabled him from the performance of mental and physica! labor, and is rated 
at one-half total disability, The claim was rejected in the Pension Department 
for the reason that there was no record of the disability Apa the claimant was 
Woa te furnish the testimony of comrades who knew of the incurrence of the 

sability. 

There is no question that when thissoldier entered the service he was a sound 
and healthy man, and after the battle mentioned he was injured in the head by 
gunshot wound, The soldierstates that he was shot in less than fifteen minutes 
after the battle began and that he is not able to name or find any person who 
sawhim when injured. From the facts of the case this committee has no doubt 
of these statements. 

The high character of the soldier is rg Aird by affidavits filed with the 
committee and on file in the record, and t he has been a pon sufferer for 
many years, and is now of unsound mind at times because of this injury; he is 
now about fifty-five years of age, married, and very eye 

The gentleman who introduced this bill informs the committee that the sol- 
Gier’s wife is compelled to take in washing in order to support the soldier and 
their children. < 

We therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. } 


THOMAS N. MAXWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4532) 
for the relief of Thomas N. Maxwell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Thomas N. Mox- 
well, late of Company I, Ninety-eighth Illinois Infantry, at the rate of $50 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

agah granting an increase of pension to Thomas N. Maxwell, submit the follow- 
ng report: 

Thomas N, Maxwell was a private in Company I, Ninety-eighth Minois Vol- 
unteers, and is drawing a at the rate of kio 
22. 1859, for injury to testicles and resul varicocele of left side. 

From the evidence on file this sum is wholly inadequate to the soldier's dis- 
ability and it seems that the Commissioner of Pensions can not grant him any 


greater relief. 

Affidavits have been filed by A. N. Walker, Thomas J. Fithian, H. K. Powell, 
George W. Fithian, W. L. B. ap Jacob Eck, John Hawk, Charles H. Smith, 
©. W. Marsh, S. W. Clark, and Robb Ross, all neighbors of the said Thomas N. 
Maxwell, that the said Thomas N. gated h paseal condition is such as to 
render him totally unable to perform manual | rof any kind. 

Affidavits have recently been filed 
Allen, and comrades T. C. Dodd, Arch Poor, and others, that said Thomas N. 


quires an attendant to care for hi . 
In the opinion of this committee this is a case that so strongl rappen to the 
generosity of this nation that it would be a great wrong and inja ce to refuse 
the relief asked for in this bill. We therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee rise, 
The motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Morrow having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the 
Private Calendar, had directed him to report sundry pension bills, some 
with and some without amendments, with the direction that they be 


passed a3 reported. 
BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole without amendment, were severally considered, ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed, namely: : 

A bill (H. R. 2824) granting a pension to Charles A. Platz; 

A bill (H. R. 2352) granting a pension to W. S. Yohe; 

A bill (H. R. ion granting a pension to Isabella B. Stimple; 

A bill (H. R. 4821) to pension Eli J. Youngheim; 


A bill a R. 3108) granting a pension to Levi M. Lincoln; 

A bill (H. R. 1030) granting a pension to Allen McCowan; 

A bill (H; R. 4030) granting a pension to Mary Ann Allan; 

A bill (H. R. 5751) to increase the pension of Isaac Endaly; 

A bill (H. R. 4863) granting a pension to William H. Coppinger; 
A bill (H. R. 4027) granting a pension to William A. Merriwether; 
A bill (H. R. 2133) granting a pension to Betsey F. Newhall; 


A bill (H. R. 5905) to pension Thomas K. Edwards for services in 
the Indian war; 
A bill (H. R. 3583) to pension Samuel Wyrick for services in the In- 


war; 

A bill (H. R. 3588) to pension Mary J. Mann, widow of John W. 
Mann, who served in the Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 5862) granting a pension to Margaret Z. Austin; 

A bill (H. R. 2832) granting a pension to Sarah McTavey; 

A bill (H. R. 3056) for the relief of Theodore J. Shandal; 

A bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of W. P. Alexander; 

A bill (H. R. 1581) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Fer- 


A bill 

A bill (H. R. 1586) granting a pension to Augustine McLaughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 4810) to pension Christina Edson for meritorious serv- 
ices rendered the Government during the Indian warsin the Oregon Ter- 
ritory, now the State of Oregon; 

A bill (H. R. 4195) to increase the pension of Mrs. Emma A. Hart; 

A bill (ir R. 1482) for the relief of Eliza Stanton; 


cs R. 1579) granting a pension to John McCool; 


A bill (H. R. 2173) for the relief of Olive Padgett; 

A bill (H. R. 4840) to increase the pension of William Boone; 

A bill (H. R. 1865) granting a pension to John Nagle; 

A bill (H. R, 6865) granting a pension to Clara Frey; 

A bill (H. R. 6863) granting a pension to Henry Stumpf; and 

A bill (H. R. 4532) for the relief of Thomas N. Maxwell. 

House bills of the following titles, reported with amendments, were 
severally considered, the amendments agreed to, and the bills as 
amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 

, they were accordingly read the third time, and passed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 3536) to grant a pension to Samuel G. Dark; 

A bill (H. R. 3962) to increase the pension of Samuel Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 2356) granting a pension to Matthew J. J. Cagle; 

A bill (H. R. 4863) granting a pension to John Carter; 

A bill (H. R. 3584) to pension William Dunn forservice in the Indian 


war; 

A bill (H. R. 4527) granting a pension to Daniel M. Dull, late a sol- 
dier of the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 2435) increasing the pension of Mary Minor Hoxey; 

A bill (H. R. 2175) granting a pension to Mrs, Elizabeth Burress; 

A bill (H. R. 2168) grantingan increase of pension to Stewart Herbert; 

A bill (H. R. ast} granting a pension to Laura A. Yourtee; and 

A bill (H. R. 2131) granting a pension to Gustavus Alonzo Draper. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, were severally considered, ordered to a third reading; and 
being read the third time, were passed, namely: 

A bill (S, 801) granting a pension to Miss Elizabeth A. Tuttle; 

A bill (8, 806) granting a pension to Cyrus Tuttle; 

A bill (S. 807) granting a pension to Mary E. Noll, widow of Philip 
Noll; 

A bill (S. 810) granting a pension to Eliza A. Talbott; and 

_ A bill (S. 813) granting a pension to Stephen Schiedel. 
LUCY HALE. 


The next bill aie from the Committee of the Whole with amend- 
ments was the bill (H. R. 2423) granting a pension to Lucy Hale. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Iask aseparate vote on that bill. I 
do not think it ought to pass, in its present form, at least. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is on agreeing to 
the amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were adopted. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know what merit there is in that 


bill. It does not say how old the beneficiary is. 
ARA tid N I can tell the gentleman she is sixty-seven years 
o 


a e E A A E a 


Mr. KILGORE. Married? 

Mr. DONNELL. No, sir; a widow. 

Mr. KILGORE. The provision of the bill is such that if she mar- 
ries the pension will still continue during her natural life, as the bill 
now provides. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Does the gentleman think there is much chance 
of a lady who is sixty-seven years old getting married? 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, well, they never get too old forthat. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. O'DONNELL. I can say to the gentleman from Texas that her 
father was a soldier in the Revolutionary war, and she cared for him 
in the latter part of his life, when he was blind. It is not likely that 
she will be married again. 

Mr. KILGORE. But there may be some fellow ‘‘laying around” 
for that pension right now. [Laughter.] I will not make objection, 
but I think this is going pretty far. You ought to strike out that por- 
tion of the bill giving it to her during her natural life. 

i Mr. O'DONNELL. Do you want it given to her for her unnatural 
fe? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The Lill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GENERAL HORACE BOUGHTON, 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 3954) granting a pension to General Horace Boughton, 
with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be considered 
the previous question ordered upon its passage, and made the special 
order for next Monday morning immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, debate for fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. KILGORE. Thegentleman does not state the whole agreement 
in the committee. The understanding was that it shall be made the 
special order for Monday, the previous question being ordered upon its 
passage, and that fifteen minutes’ debate shall be allowed on each side, 
with the privilege of amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In theabsence of objection that order 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. 8 er, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 3983) granting a pension to Daniel Sterling, and put 
it upon its 

Mr. MORRILL, I move that the House do new adjourn. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I hope the gentleman will yield for a moment. 
I was here on the last evening and was the last man on the list. 

Mr. MORRILL. The bill of the gentleman can be easily reached on 
next Friday evening, and it is now half past 10 o’clock. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Two or three minutes remain yet, and it will 
take but a short time. r 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman insist on his mo- 
tion? 

Mr. MORRILL. Ido. 

Mr. LANE. I demand the regular order. 

The motion of Mr. MORRILL was agreed to; and (at 10 o'clock and 
29 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under the rule, the following executive communications were taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows, namely: 


IMPROVEMENT OF CYPRESS BAYOU, LOUISIANA. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from 
the Chief Engineer, report in relation to the improvement of Cypress 
Bayou, Louisiana, in reply to resolutions of the House of Representa- 
tives of February 6—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS ST. AUGUSTINE MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Letter from the Secretary of War, returning the bill (H. R. 5972) 
granting to the Jacksonville, St. Augustine and Halifax Railway a 
right of way across the United States military reservation at St. Au- 
gustine, Fla., with report of Chief of Engineers expressing the views 
of the Department and maps—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


MARY E. METTE, ADMINISTRATRIX, VS. THE UNITED STATES. 
Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmi 

a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Mary E. Mette, admin- 

iy pti H. H. Mette, vs. The United States—to the Committee on 
ar Claims, 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and con- 


current resolution were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 


follows: 

The bill (S. 606) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at La Fayette, in the State of In- 
diana—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 1203) granting a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford 
Worth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1237) granting a pension to Mary E. Crimmins, widow 
of Patrick Crimmins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1368) granting a pension to Mary H. Casler—té the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1812) granting an increase of pension to Emily F. War- 
ren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1813) granting increase of pension to Florida G. Casey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 
of the National Academy of Sciences for the one 1888, with its appendices, be 
pean in the usual octavo form, and that 1,000 copies of the reportand memoirs 


printed for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives, and 1,500 for the Academy of Sciences; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, the following reports were filed, and, 
with the accompanying bills, ordered to be printed, and referred as fol- 


lows: 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 3888) for the erec- 
. tion of a public building at Rome, N. Y.—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 7743) granting a pension to Allen Feathers; 

Abill (H. R. 200) grantinga pension to the widow of Adam Shroke; and 

A bill (H. R. 2837) granting a pension to Alvira A. Edwards. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported with amendments the following bills; which were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. en for the relief of Mary Conley; 

A bill (H. R. 2834) granting a pension to Fanny Edgar; and 

A bill (H. R. 5632) granting a pension to Sarah Sheldon. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 1055) for the relief of Maurice G. Griffith—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 99) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to issue certificates to certain persons who owned buildings on Hot 
Springs reservation, for the value thereof, which builaings had been con- 
demned and afterward burned—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2407) for the relief of Mary A. Lee—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LIND, from.the Committee on Commerce, reported favorably 
the bill (S. 1905) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize the 
building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, in the State of Nebraska,” 
approved July 19, 1888—to the House Calendar, 

. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported favor- 
ably the bill (S. 1872) to restore telegraph communication between 
Tatoosh Island and Port Angeles, Wash.—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendments the following bills; which were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union: 

A bill (H. R. 527) for the erection of a public building at Helena, 
Mont. ; and 

A bill (H. R. 928) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Spokane Falls, Wash. 

, Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 16) to enable the Secretary of the Interiorto locate 
Indians in Florida upon lands in severalty—to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bill (S. 161) 
to reconvey certain lands to the county of Ormsby, State of Nevada— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 866) to increase the salaries 
of the circuit judges of the circuit courts of the United States—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills; which were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: À 

A bill $ 123) granting an increase of pension to John F. Ballier; and 

A bill (S. 2195) granting a pension to Emma L. Selfridge. 

Mr. CRAIG also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
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with amendment the bill (H. R. 1832) granting a pension to Mary Ann 
Schirge—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the following 
bills; which were referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 4980) granting an increase of pension to Margaret A. 
Blake; and 

A bill (H. R. 7765) granting a pension to James T, Irwin. 

Mr. CASWELL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported favor- 
ably the bill (S. 172) to credit and pay to the several States and Ter- 
ritories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the 
direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill (S. 617) granting a pension to Hannah R. Langdon—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 3151) for the relief of H. B. Wilson, administrator of the 
estate of William Tinder, deceased—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported favorably the bill (S. 1858) to shorten the terms of imprison- 
ment in the jail and in the workhouse of the District of Columbiaon 
account of good conduct during confinement—to the House Calendar. 

He also, from thesame committee, reported with amendment the bill 
(S. 296) vesting in the vestry of Christ Church, Washington Parish, 
District of Columbia, all the right, title, and interest of the United 
States of America in and to square south of square 1092 in the city of 
Washington, District aforesaid—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, frem the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 1296) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Henrietta O. Whitaker—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. COLEMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 689) for the relief of James and Will- 
iam Crooks—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 1239) for the relief of David Barnhart—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CARLTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 2267) for the relief of Alice E. Robertson—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 3876) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 1073) providing a pension for Matilda C. King: 

A bill (H. R. 4866) granting a pension to Ida L. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 1147) granting an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. Sad granting a pension to Maria Solles; 

A bill (H. R. 6401) granting a pension to Mrs. Fanny W. Mudgett, 
dependent mother; 

A bill (H. R. 5240) granting a pension to Alexander McCormick; 

A bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza J. Drake; 

A bill (H. R. 3393) granting a pension to Jane A. Lusk; 

A bill te R. 3969) granting a pension to Seth M. Walter; 

A bill (H. R. 7685) granting a pension to Julia E. Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 6402) granting a pension to Mrs. Harriet McMann; 

A bill (H. R. sle} for the relief of Mary Dockham; 

A bill (H. R. 5618) granting a pension to Malvina Fletcher, widow 
of John P. Fletcher, late private in Company D, First Michigan En- 
gineers; and 

A bill (H. R. 1086) granting a pension to Sarah Cuthbert. 

Mr. BELKNAP also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported with amendment the following bills; which were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 4406) granting a pension to Jehial J. Oliver; and . 

A bill (H. R. 5263) granting a pension to Sarah C. McCanly. 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 507) granting the counties of Hennepin and Dakota, 
Minnesota, the right to build two bridges across the Minnesota River— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CRISP, on behalf of the minority of the Committee on Elections, 
submitted their views on the contested-election case of Frank H. Threet 
vs. Richard H. Clarke, from the First Congressional district of the State 
of Alabama; which report was ordered to be printed as part 2 of a re- 
port (No. 363) heretofore submitted by said committee. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following bills were delivered to 
the Speaker, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: A bill (H. R. 7898) grantingright of way through 
Indian reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 7899) to increase the appropria- 
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tion for the erection of fhe public building at Jackson, Mich.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAYNES: A bill (H. R. 7900) providing for the erection of 
a monnmentat Put-in Bay, Ohio, commemorative of Commodore Oliver 
Hazard Perry and those who participated in the naval battle of Lake 
Erie on the 10th day of September, 1813—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7901) placing carpen- 
ters’ and blacksmiths’ tools and all agricultural implements, including 
chains 1 inch in diameter and under, on the free-list—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 7902) to establish a fog-signal at 
or near the Cuckolds Island, at the entrance of Boothbay Harbor, other- 
wise known as Townsend Harbor, Maine—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7903) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 

gather full and authentic information as to the present condition and 
reservation of the fur-seal and sea-otter interests of the Government 
in Alaska, and other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7904) for the issue of ordnance stores and sup- 
plies to the State of Maine to replace similar stores destroyed by fire— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. TURNER, of New York: A bill (H. R. 7905) for the better 

tection of human life and property on merchant steam-vessels of the 
nited States—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 7906) to permit the municipal au- 
thorities of the city and county of San Francisco to construct main- 
tain a sewer in and through the tract of land owned by the United 
States on the north of said city and county and known as the Presidio 
reservation—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (by request): A bill (H. R. 
7907) to authorize the building of a bridge at Pine Bluff, Ark., across 
the Arkansas River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7908) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to cause to be investigated and to provide for the pay- 
ment of all claims for the use and oceupation of church and school 
buildings and grounds for Government purposes by the United States 
military authorities during the late war, and all claims for damages 
resulting from the appropriation to Government use of any of the far- 
nishings or materials in said class of buildings—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7909) to divide the 
State of Kentucky into two judicial districts—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 7910) granting a pension to John 
T. Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 7911) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry W. McCarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: A bill (H. R. 7912) for the relief of John M. 
Curry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 7913) for the relief of Isane Samuels— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 7914) granting a pension to Jay 
Marvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 7915) granting a pension to Nancy 
Rarden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 7916) to relieve James Diamond of 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7917) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Ef- 
ner, a pensioner of the war of 1812—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7918) for the relief of Nancy 
Bailey—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7919) for the relief of Mount Holly Church, of 
Fauquier County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 7920) granting a pension to A. Bres- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCADOO: A bill (H. R. 7921) for the relief of Samuel H. 
Poole and George P. Frothingham—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R, 7922) for the relief of the estate of 
Thomas C, Monroe—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 7923) to increase the pension of 
Hezekiah Jennings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R, 7924) granting a pension 
to Christian C. Whistler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 7925) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against B. F. Royse—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7926) to remove the charge of desertion against 
John Earls—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7927) to remove the charge of desertion against | other warlike pu: 


William Riggs—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Jesse G. 
Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINES: A bill (H. R.7929) for the relief of Hyland C. 
Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. Fleteher—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R.7930) granting a pension to Mary 
D. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7931) for the relief of Columbus Alexander—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7932) granting a pension to Jane 
Sav: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mn STIVERS: A bill (H. R. 7933) to relieve George W. Powers 
of the charge of dishonorable conduct—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R, 7934) for the relief of Henry W. Fried- 
ley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7935) granting arrears of pension to James Tracey — 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 7936) for the relief of William R. 
Garner—to*the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TURNER, of New York: A bill (H. R. 7937) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harriet E. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of references 
were made: 

A bill (H. R. 1118) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Frost—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4692) granting a pension to Henry Ann Stewart—Com- 
sgt on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers were 
deliveted to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: Petition of 276 citizens of Michigan, 
for a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce, Sault 
Ste. Marie, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: Petition of 7,000 citizens, 
= the Sunday-rest bill—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of 185 individuals of Michigan, asking 
for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE: Petition of White Water Monthly 
Meeting of Friends, Richmond, Ind., against expenditure of large sums 
for coast defenses and other warlike purposes—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Resolutions of veterans, pro- 
testing against the passage of the dependent pension bil]—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of Georgia Bar Association, for relief of United States 
Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Parker Grubb Post, No. 16, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, New Jersey, in favor of equalization of bounties, and pension 
legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Robert Finnickrou, of Trenton, N. J., against further 
sale of the public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of New Jersey Society of Veterinary Surgeons—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Memorials of W, C. Patton and others, Dudley 
W..Adams and others, H. 8. Greenwood and others, John R. Williams 
and others, J. T. Perry and others, N. H. Thomas and others, George 
W. Davis and others, W. H. Hawkins and others, Samuel Hyde and 
others, W. L. Broderick and others, J. H. Burdick and others, O. B. 
Weeks and others, A. Cleveland and others, George W. Shopley and 
others, Edgar N. Waldron and others, Jobn Coy and others, F. G. 
Sampson and others, J. M. T. Boughman and others, W. P. Gardner 
and others, J, Y. Gaskins and others, A. J. Horrill and others, orange- 
growers of Florida, for a higher tariff on oranges—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. CAINE: Resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Commerce 
of Salt Lake City, Utah, favoring an appropriation of $6,200,000 for 
the construction of a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of August Freeman, F. D. Brant and 
others, of Danville, Ils., asking retention of tax on cigars, etc.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Monthly Meeting of Friends, Vermilion County, 
Illinois, protesting against recommendations of the Senate Naval Com- 
mittee proposing a large expenditure for Navy and coast defenses and 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: Joint resolution, to pay the mileage of James 
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Laird, deceased, for the second session of the Fiftieth Congress—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of Kokomo Monthly Meeting of Friends, 
$10in number, against the appropriation of money to buildup a Navy— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Mr. Marston and others, of Michi- 
gan, relative to Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of 145 citizens of Michigan, for Sunday-rest law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition ofsettlers in Marshall, Polk, and Kitt- 
son Counties, Minnesota, asking relief from effects of railroad land 
grants—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kittson, Marshall, and Polk Counties, 
Minnesota, asking for relief—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, petition urging establishment of navy-yard at New Orleañs, 
La.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of Wadsworth Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Dexter, Iowa, in favor of service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Jason D. Ferguson Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Nevada, Towa, in favor of service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COVERT: Concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of New 
York, favoring the passage of Senate resolution No. 46, authorizing the 
Secretary of War to cause the removal of the naval magazine from 
Ellis Island, in New York Harbor, etc.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of over 700 soldiers of Indiana and Jefferson 
Counties, Pennsylvania, recommending aservice pension, widows’ pen- 
sion, and pension for prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of 244 citizens of Michigan, asking 
for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petitionof B. A. Way, of Windsor, Broome County, 
New York, and 114 others, farmers of same place, asking an increase of 
tariff duties upon various farm products, as stated in petition—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition from William H. Tuttle, of Canastota, N. Y., asking 
that data in relation to electrical industry be collected by the Superin- 
tendent of Census in addition tothe 
already provided for by law—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh 
Census. 


By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial by Woman’s Christian Union of High- 
more, S. Dak., against further expenditure to increase the Navy—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial by Ransom Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Mitchell, S. Dak., for the passage of a dependent pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Memorial and petition of Henry E. Howe and 48 
others, citizens of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the erection of a monu- 
ment at Put-in Bay, Ohio, to commemorate Oliver Hazard Perry and 
others who participated in the naval battle of Lake Erie on the 10th 
of September, 1813—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition and memorial from A. T, Clark and 232 others, citi- 
zens of Toledo, Ohio, for same purpose—to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

"By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of mass meeting of citizens of Sumner 
County, Kansas, asking for the passage of Ingalls-Cheadle service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of old soldiers and seamen of Geary County, Kansas, 
demanding the passage of same measure—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Hopewell Lodge, F. M. B. A., Woodson County, 
Kansas, asking for free coinage of silver, abolition of the national-bank- 
ing system, legislation against trusts and monopolies, and in favor of 
electing United States Senators by the people,.in favor of a liberal sys- 
tem of pensions to the soldiers and sailors, and protesting against in- 
crease of salaries of any public officers—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of the F. M. B. A. Lodge No. 1514, of Mli- 
nois, for relief—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of F. M. B. A. Lodge No. 1779, of Bull Hill, Fayette 
County, Illinois, for relief—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition ef F. M. B. A. Lodge No, 1583, Illinois, for relief—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McADOO: Petition of tea importers of New York, Philadel- 
phia, Boston, and Chicago, to have an ad valorem duty on teas imported 
into the United States from countries west of the Cape of Good Hope— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Pennsylvania Agricultural Society, for 
reimbursement for expenses in holding international sheep and wool 
show in 1880—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, three affidavits in support of claim of Robert R. Matthews, of 
Carlisle, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Resolutions of Upton Post, Grand Army of the 


Republic, Caldwell, Kans., for service-pension law—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the old soldiers and sailors of Gray County, Kan- 
sas, for service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

petition of L. E. Hanson and 37 others, ex-soldiers, of Mound 
Valley, Labette County, Kansas, for service-pension law—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of citizens, merchants, manufacturers, 
anā business men of San Francisco, Cal., in favor of the repeal of sec- 
tions 4 and 5 of the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of citizens and letter-carriers of same city, in favor of 
passage of H, R. 3863—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 7,971 citizens of the District of 
Columbia, against the Breckinridge Sunday bill—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Resolutionsof the Governor Dennison Camp, 
No. 1, Sons of Veterans, in favor of general pension law—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Henry Lorison, for special-act pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of John Earls, corporal Company I, Twen- 
tieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, for amendment of military rec- 
ord and allowance of arrears of service pay, bounty, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petitions and memorials from L, D. Winters, 
E. A. Rosser, and 100 others, citizens of Montgomery County, Kansas, 
asking for the service-pension bill and the passage of the Perkins bill, 
providing for the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petitions and memorials from E. Foster, Charles H, Goodrich, 
Daniel Grass, and 160 others, citizens of Montgomery County, Kansas, 
asking for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Jane G. Hamilton, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, address of convention of colored Americans of United States 
of America, praying for equal rights—to the Committee on the Judi- 


general statistics of manufactures | CATY. 


Also, resolutions of Mossville Grange, No. 1645, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, for the free coinage of silver and indorsing the Post silver 
bill—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of 36 members of G, L. Fort Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, d 

By Mr. QUINN (by request): Petition of 156 individuals, 
for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of citizens of Mulberry, Ark., praying 
for the passage of special act for the relief of John Clark—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition for the relief of Columbus Alexander— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. > 3 

By Mr. SNIDER: Petition of board of park commissioners of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., in favor of the improvement of Fort Snelling reser- 
yation—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Chamber of Commerce, Duluth, Minn., for a 
navy-yard at New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce, 
Sault Ste, Marie, relative to the need of a public building at Sault Ste. 
Marie, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of Cottrell Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, No. 76, Hull, Iowa, urging the passage of the service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions from George B. Divis and 11 others, of Sanborn, . 
O’Brien County, Iowa, asking for the restoration of silver to its consti- 
tutional place as a money metal—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, resolutions from J. R. Brady and 12 others, citizens of O’ Brien 
County, Iowa, for restoration of silver to its constitutional place as a 
money metal—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolutions from E. P. Parker and 27 others, of Sanborn, O’Brien 
County, Iowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, resolutions of M. C. Hills and 104 others, ex-soldiers of Smith- ` 
land, Iowa, in favor of the service-pension bill aud army-nurse bill, 
etc.—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition of William Warren and others, of Kan- 
sas City, Mo., for passage of House bill No. 3863, fixing letter carriers’ 
salaries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois (by request): A petition of 14 citizens 
of Illinois, asking that the Public Printer be directed to conform to cer- ~ 
tain changes in spelling—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: Additional papers in the claim of 
Michael Sherrer for pension—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 8, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D., 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


CO-OPERATION WITH MEXICO IN PURSUING HOSTILE INDIANS. 


Mr. McCREARY. I desire to make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. I am directed by that committee to 
report the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and request that 
it be adopted. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“Resoicwl, That the President be requested to communicate to the House of 
Representatives, if in his opinion it is not incompatible with the public interest, 
any correspondence with the Mexican Government in regard to the employ- 
ment in the regular Army of the United States of Indian scouts for the purpose 
of Lye rien hostile Indians in their raids in the territory of the United States 
and of Mexico, and in regard tothe proposed transfer of the Apache Chiricahua 
Indians from Mount Vernon Barracks, Alabama, to Fort Sill, Ind. T.” 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the resolution re- 

nesting the President of the United States of America to communicate to the 
ouse of Representatives, ifin his opinion it is not incompatible with the pub- 
lic interest, any correspondence with the Mexican Government in regard to the 
employment in the regular Army of the United States of Indian scouts for the 
urpose of pursuing hostile Indians in their raidsin the territories of the United 
tes and in Mexico, and in regard to the proposed transfer of the Apache Chiri- 
cahua Indians from Mount Vernon Barracks, Alabama, to Fort Sill, Ind. T., have 
had the same under consideration, and report itto the House of Representatives 
and recommend that the resolution be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the resolu- 

tion. 


The resolution was adopted. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT LANSING, MICH. 


Mr. BREWER. On Thursday last the House passed the bill (S. 306) 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Lansing, in the State 
of Miehigan. The bill (H. R. 6943) for the same purpose has been re- 

ried and is upon the Calendar. I ask unanimous consent that it be 

aid on the table. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr, BREWER, leave of absence 
was granted to Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, for this day. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at sixteen minutes after 
2. 


Mr. DINGLEY. On Thursday last I asked unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has commenced, and unani- 
mous consent can not be asked in that hour; but without objection the 
Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I simply desire to ask that, as the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries was passed on Thursday in the absence 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS], on account of sickness, 
and its time taken by another committee, it may be allowed to retain 
its place in the call of committees without prejudice. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think if the gentleman from New York under- 
stood that this request was made on account of the absence of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois on account of sickness he would not object. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I object, Mr. Speaker. 


COMPULSORY ATTENDANCE OF WITNESSES BEFORE LAND OFFICERS. 


The SPEAKER. The bill before the House is the bill (H. R. 7216) 
providing for the compulsory attendance of witnesses before registers 
and receivers of land offices; and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Coss], having offered an amendment, is recognized. 


[Mr. COBB withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I propose now, as I said in the outset, to 
withdr:w my pending amendment, and to offer in lieu of it the one I 
send to the desk, 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Amend by striking out all of section 3 down to the word “provided,” in the 
ninth line, and inserting the following: 

“Thatany person willfully neglecting or refusing obedience to such subpeena, 
or neglecting or refusing to appear and testify when subpcenaed, his fees havy- 
ing been paid if demanded, shall be proceeded against as follows: The register 
or receiver shall, if required so to do by the party in whose behalf the witness 
is summoned, return the original subpcena and the affidavit of the person who 
executed the same, together with a statement from such register or receiver 
that the witness failed to obey the subpæna, to the district court of the United 
States; which court shall, on motion by said party who caused the subpena to 
issue, cause a conditional pucemens in the sum of $100 to be entered against 
said defaulting witness; which judgment may be made absolute, in whole orin 

rt, if said witness fails, on notice issuing from said court and served upon 

im at least ten days previous to final hearing, to make sufficient ex either 
in peron or by evidence deemed satisfactory the court. Said conditional 
and final judgment shall be in the name of the United States and the recovery 
shall be disposed of as a fine collected in said court.” 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question upon 
the engrossment and third reading of the bill as amended. 

Mr. COBB. Iask the gentleman to withhold that fora moment. I 
want to offer an amendment to the third section which I presume the 
gentleman will accept. 

Mr. PAYSON. What is it, in substance? 

Mr. COBB. It is, in substance, providing for depositions where the 
party lives out of the county or is a female. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection to that. That may be inserted 
by unanimous consent. Then I demand the previous question, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment, which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In section 3, strike out all after the word “act” in the twelfth line, being the 
second proviso in the section. 

Mr. LIND. I do not desire, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered. The 
question is upon agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Minnesota. 

A MEMBER. Let the proviso proposed to be stricken out be read. 

The proviso was read, as follows: 

Provided further, Thatin case any party to a contest shall be unable to pay 
witness fees and shall make and file with the register or receiver an affidavit 
that he is unable to pay said fees and that he has a meritorious cause, and set 
forth in said affidavit what he can prove by said witnesses, if the register or re- 
ceiver shall believe and so certify that the testimony so set forth is material to 
the issue, said witnesses shall be subpcenaed and attend without first having 
their pay, and in such case the subpoena issued shall state that the witness is re- 
quired to attend without prepayment of fees or mileage, and all the provisions 
of this act, for the attendance of BAE Erry ong apply to said witnesses, and 
they shall receive certificate of attendance the officer before whom he is 
subpænaed, which certificate shall be a liability of the person at whose instance 
they were subpcenaed, 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment; and the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LIND. Iask for a division. 

‘The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 44. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, has not the hour 


ired ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it has not quite expired. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The indicator shows that the hour began at 12.17, 
and it is only fifteen minutes past 1. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is operating, which will 
carry the matter through. 

‘The question was taken upon the passage of the bill; and the Speaker 
declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 29. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


TheSPEAKER. Sixty minutes ofthe morning hour having elapsed, 
in accordance with the order of the House it is now in order for the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] to move to go into Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask whether it is in order nowto 
present a privileged report from the Committee on Appropriations. It 
will take but a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] has 
preference under the order of the House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills reported from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

The motion was a to.. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Payson in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds under the special order, and the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. MILLIKEN ] has the floor. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWARK, N. J. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7156) 
to provide for the increase of the limit of cost of site and public build- 
ing at Newark, N. J. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the act of Congress approved March 1, 1888, be, and the 
same is hereby, amended so as to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to uire, by purchase or condemnation, such land as he may deem 
necessary in addition to the site of the custom-house and post-office building; 
to remove the present custom-house and post-oflice building, and to erect, in ad- 
dition to the panang known as the Ohurch building, a suitable, commodious, 
and substantial building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and ventilating ap- 
paratus, elevators, and appr es, complete, for the use and accommodation of 
the United States custom-house, t-office, and other Government offices, in 
the city of Newark and State of New Jersey; and for said purposes the limit 
of cost of site and buildings be, and the same is hereby, increased from $350,- 
000, fixed by act of Congress approved March 1, 1888, to $650,009, and that the 
sum of $300,000, in addition to the sum of $350,000 appropriated by act of Con- 
gress approved March 1, 1888, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to reserve the point of order that this bill 
makes an appropriation of money. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to know when that bill was introduced. I 
wish to raise a question of order that it makes an appropriation of 
money. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is advised that it was introduced on 
the 18th of December. For that bill the pending proposition was re- 
ported as a substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Chair laid some stress on the time the bill was 
introduced; that perhaps it was introduced before the present rules 
were adopted. i 

Mr. MILLIKEN, If the gentleman will ‘allow me I will move to 
amend the bill by striking ont all of that portion of it against which 
the gentleman makes his point of order, commencing in line 20, and 
which is as follows: 


and that the sum of $300,000, in addition to the sum of $350,000 appropriated 
act of Congress approved March 1, 1888, be, and the same is hereby, approp: 
ae aos of any moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 


The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent that can be done. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would be glad to take the Chair’s ruling on the 
question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, Ifthe motion of the gentleman from Maine pre- 
vails to strike out that portion of the bill on which the point of order 
is made, of course argument on that point would be unnecessary. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But if the amendment should be voted down, then 
under the practice prevailing here it would be too late to make the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order may be reserved, and if the 
amendment the gentleman proposes to make be voted down then the 
point of order can be made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Theobject Ihave, Mr. Chairman, is to get the ruling 
of the Chair on this point. Iam not reasoning on the saving of the 
amount of money in this particular bill, but I think it proper that the 
practice in relation to this class of bills should be fixed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If we can have a vote on that point of order now 
I will withdraw my amendment; but if that point of order is to be dis- 
cussed for two or three hours, I prefer it should be discussed at some 
other time than that allotted to this bill. 

Under the new rules the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
ean not get in unless they have days set apart for them. When our 
committee is called we take up only bills on the Calendar of the House. 
The bills coming from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
have to be considered in the Committee of the Whole, and if we can 
save time I will agree, as I have already said, to strike out that portion 
of the bill making an appropriation. Ido not object to the point of 
order being made if we can have the vote on it at once. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Under the rules to which I refer the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds having the right to report at any time 
is another reason why we should discuss the questions of order when 
they come up, so we may ascertain the correct mode of procedure. I 
think my friend from Maine will save time if he will allow the point 
of order to be decided. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the proposition made by the gentleman 
from Maine it would still be in order to raise the point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I am not undertaking to determine whether the 
amount of appropriation is too large or too small. Iam trying to as- 
certain what the rule is, 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment strikes out the appropriation, 
and if agreed to it will strike from the bill that portion against which 
the point of order is made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that. It is quiteclear tome. What 
I am endeavoring to do is to get the ruling on the question of order 
raised by myself. The amendment may or it may not be adopted. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let us have a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is an important question, and if the Chair 
is called upon to decide it he desires the fullest opportunity should be 
given to discuss the question of order and at such length as gentlemen 
wish. The gentleman from Maine is recognized and will take such 
course as he may think proper. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have raised a question of order, which I insist is in 
order before the amendment of the tleman from Maine. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask whether it is not in order to concede the point 


of order for the purpose of facilitating business. I propose that the point 
of order be conceded. We consent that the section bestruck out on the 
point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That would be a novel performance. 

Mr. DIBBLE. There can be no possible objection, if we concede the 
point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not know whether the gentleman has the right 
to take from the Chair the duty of ruling upon the point. Ifthe Chair 
thinks so, Iam content. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thedifficulty, under the suggestion made by the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE], is that, while he may be 
willing to concede the point for himself, he can not do so for the Com- 
mittee of the Whole or for the Chair. 

Mr. BAYNE. I submit that the rules which we have adopted were 
intended to facilitate business. I submit, moreover, that when a bill 
is in charge of a committee and of the chairman of the committee and 
a point of order is raised against one feature of it, and the chairman 
of the committee in charge of the bill, representing that committee, is 
willing the provision against which the point of order is raised should 
be stricken from the bill—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. But let the Chair interrupt the gentleman at this 
point to say, Suppose the majority of the Committee of the Whole 
should not be willing that the provision be stricken from the bill? 

Mr. BAYNE. Then let a vote be taken. As the Chair suggested, 
the point of order might be reserved, and if the ph be not 
stricken from the bill the point of order can be discu by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia and others. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Georgia insists that he has 
the right to present the point of order at this time and have it argued 
and disposed of in a parliamentary way. 

Mr. BAYNE. Notwithstanding the fact that the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and the committee itself 
are willing that the provision against which the point of order is raised 
shall be stricken from the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman think that the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds or that the commit- 
tee itself can waive a point which the Committee of the Whole has the 
right to act on? 

Mr. BAYNE. Undoubtedly not, but the Committee of the Whole 
can dispose of the proposition in the summary way now proposed and 
can eliminate this paragraph from the bill, thus obviating the waste of 
considerable time in the discussion of the point of order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask unanimousconsent that the paragraph objected 
to be stricken out under the point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, thereit is ! 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask a vote on my motion. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Now, as no objection is made to striking out this 
paragraph—— 
ce gear But objection is made by the gentleman from 

rgia. 
Mr. DIBBLE. The gentleman from Georgia can not object for this 
reason: that heis himself moving to strike out the paragraph on a point 
of order; therefore he can not object to its going out. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from South Caroling submits 
a request for unanimous consent; that request is submitted to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the gentleman trom Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
objects. That ends the request of the gentleman from Sonth Carolina. 

Mr. DIBBLE. But the Chair will permit one remark. The gentle- 
man from Georgia when he makes a point of order against this para- 
graph moves in effect that it shall go out of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, By thedecision of the Chair. Itis nota motion. 

Mr. DIBBLE. It is not a motion; but the effect of itis to carry the 

ph out of the bill on a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. By the decision of the Chair, 

Mr. DIBBLE. Now, when unanimous consent is asked that this 
paragraph go out of the bill on the point of order, unanimous consent 
is asked to accomplish the precise thing that the gentleiman has under- 
taken to accomplish by his point of order, and he can not be on both 
sides of the same question at the same time. 

A MEMBER. Oh, yes, he can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to think that is a matter 
of personal consistency of which the gentleman from Georgia is enti- 
tled to be the sole judge. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GEAR. Is it competent to move to strike out the paragraph? 

TheCHAIRMAN, It is when the bill has reached a stage which will 
allow that motion to be entertained. But the bill has been read for 
general debate only; it has not yet been read by paragraphs for amend- 
ment. The Chair expresses the wish that the gentleman from Georgia 
would allow the genileman from Maine to take the course indicated; 
and, if the motion should not be sustained, all rights of the gentleman 
from Georgia will be reserved. 

Mr. RLOUNT. I would like very much to accommodate the Chair 
personally; but I have an object in debating this question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will hear the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask for the regular order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BAYNE. Before the bill is read? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The bill has been read. 

Mr. BAYNE. But before the bill has been read for consideration by 
paragraphs, is it competent to raise this point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order may be en- 
tertained now. In order that the Chair may be understood, the com- 
mittee will please give attention, and the Chair would be glad to have 
the attention of the gentleman in charge of the bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the Chairman listen to me for one moment? 

TheCHAIRMAN, The Chair has been endeavoring to have the gen- 
tleman from Maine listen to him. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, The suggestion I wish to make to the Chair, if I 
may be pardoned a moment, is that I understand this is a question of 
order raised by the gentleman from Georgia, and that the argument 
upon it is a matter within the discretion of the Chair as to duration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Now I move, if in order, to strike out the para- 
graph in order to save the time of the committee. I have nothing 
whatever to conceal—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Maine that at present that motion is not in order, the bill not having 
reached the condition where the motion could be entertained. 

The Chair wishes to state, and to be understood by the members of 
the committee when he states, that when the point of order was made 
against the bill on tho last day when reports from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds were under consideration, it was sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CANNON Jand embodied pre- 
cisely the same point that is now made by the gentleman from Georgia. 
At that time, however, the bill had been read, the general debate had 
been cally closed, and the gentleman from Maine in charge of 
the bill had been recognized to move to lay the bill aside with favor- 
able recommendation. Then the point of order was submitted by the 
gentleman from Illinois, and the Chair held that in the parliamentary 
condition of the question then prevailing, whatever might have been 
the decision of the Chair if the point of order had been made at an ear- 
lier stage of the proceedings, the judgment of the Chair was that it then 
came too late. That was the decision of the Chair at that time and the 
extent of the decision only. 

The point of order of the gentleman from Georgia, however, is now 
interposed when the bill is first presented fur consideration; and, as it 
embraces a question of considerable importance, the Chair desires to 
hear the gentleman from Georgia and other gentlemen who may wish 
to submit their views upon the question. The gentleman from Georgia 


Mr. BLOUNT, It is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to exhaust the 
time allowed to the committee, nor do I think it necessary to occupy 
any considerable length of time in presenting the reasons why this point 
of order should, in my judgment, be sustained. 

It is not by any means a new question here. It is a question of ju- 
risdiction which has been raised between the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds and the Committee on Appropriations. It has 
been raised in former Con and I raise it here because I believe 
it to be in the interest of the public service that it should be raised and 
decided by the Chair at the present time for the guidance of the House 
in future. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XI the jurisdiction of the Committee on Ap- 
aan is specifically defined, It provides that all subjects relat- 


to Seorereencs of the revenue for the support of the Government, as herein 
provided, namely, for legislative, executive,and judicial expenses; for sundry 
civil expenses; for fortifications and coast defenses; for the District of Colum- 
bia; for pensions; and forall deficiencies : tothe Committee on Appropriations, 


I need scarcely say to the i A occupant of the chair that one of 
the features of the sundry civil appropriation bill specifically mentioned 
in this paragraph of the rale has always been a provision making ap- 
propriation for the construction of public buildings. 

Clause 21 of this same rule provides for and defines the jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

h relati th buildin. occupi 
Samed popoa r t ead Binion kotea apanr abiy eeraa oE 
be refe: to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

There is first a direct committal of jurisdiction and the creation of 
jurisdiction of the appropriations for public buildings and grounds to 
the Committee on Appropriations. Then there is a distinc denial to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the right to frame 
appropriation bills for public buildings. The language of the rale is 
clear and specific in both of these clauses, and I think there can be no 
question about the correctness of the statement I have made. 

As I have said, it is not a new question to-day. It has been con- 


tended in prior Congresses that because the House had permitted a bill 
to go to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds providing 
for the construction of a building, and in addition thereto providing 
for an appropriation to pay the cost of construction, it gave to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds jurisdiction thereof. 


= 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that question was raised in a former House and 
every argument was urged in favor of the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds; and the Chair has uniformly, so far ss my present 
recollection goes, sustained the jurisdiction of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations as against the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
The Chair will observe that it would be a difficult thing to keep a bill 
of this character from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
as a part of the subject-matter embraced in the bill belongsin the lan- 
guage of the rule to that committee, to wit, the authorization of the build- 
ing itself. Itissoin this case. A part of this bill embodies a subject 
which that committee has unquestionable jurisdiction of,and the Speaker 
rightly referred it there; but will the Chairman undertake to say that 
the mere reference of the bill under these circumstances indicates apur- 
pose on the part of the House to do away with the rules of the House 
on this question and confer jurisdiction upon a different subject? 

Again, sir, the importance of this subject demands that we give a 
proper construction to the rule. You have a Committee on Appropri- 
ations of this House and a system by which the appropriations are re- 
ferred to that. committee, a system originating in a wise and conserva- 
tive purpose, that is, to submit to one committee of the House. as a gen- 
eral proposition, all matters of expenditure for this great Government. 
They are the guardians of the Treasury in that regard. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I submit that the gentleman is not 
speaking to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I am somewhere about there, as my friend from 
Texas sitting near me suggests. 

That Committee on Appropriations is charged with the duty of ad- 
monishing the House of the condition of the Treasury and the amount 
of the appropriations that are proper. The jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations ought to be carefully guarded, more carefully 
guarded—thatand the Committee on Ways and Means—than that of an 
other of the committees of this House, because they are charged with 
regulating the burden to be imposed on the people of the country. 
And when this rule was created and placed among the methods of pro- 
cedure in this House, and when the policy has been pursued in prior 
Congresses, during a long series of years, by the same animating spirit, 
the present occupant of the chair appreciates too well its force to per- 
mit by inadvertence the whole policy of the House to be destroyed. 
Why, sir, are you bound, in directing the proceedings of this House, 
by a flimsy technicality, or will you with strong hand hold the com- 
mittees of this House to the jurisdiction assigned by the rules of the 
House? I do not care, sir, to occupy further the time of the House. 
If it were a new question I might ask to be heard further upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman from Georgia concludes 
the Chair desires to hear from the gentleman his opinion, and the rea- 
son therefor, as to where the bill should have been referred when it 
was first introduced. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This bill, one part of it, the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds has jurisdiction of, and one part only, to wit, 
the authorization of a public building. The Committee on Appropri- 
ations has jurisdiction after that authorization is made—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Georgia will pardon mea 
moment, does the gentleman mean to say that a bill could be divided, 
one-half part committed to onecommittee and the other half to another? 
I understand that isa point that has been decided in the House fre- 
quently, that a bill can not be divided, but must be referred either to 
one committee or the other as a whole. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Would not that then make 
the reference of a bill depend upon the will of each individual mem- 
ber? By putting in separate clauses he would obtain jurisdiction for a 
committee which would not otherwise have jurisdiction. Forinstance, ` 
the Committee on Ways and Means might get jurisdiction of an appro- 
priation and the Committee on Appropriations of a question of taxation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It would be impracticable to divide a bill which 
was pending before the House for reference. Must it not be referred 
as an entirety? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If I understand the position 
of the gentleman from Maine, then his question would lead to this re- 
sult: That simply so much of the bill as is lawfully within the juris- 
diction ofa committee is referred to that committee and so much of it 
as refers to or comes within the jurisdiction of another committee 
should go to another committee, and those portions of the bill of which 
the committee has not jurisdiction could not be taken consideration of 
by that committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don; I did not know that he desired to retain the floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thegentleman from Maine, knowing that the decla- 
ration of this House in its rules is that the Committee on Appropriations 
shall have jurisdiction of questions relating to public buildings and 
that the Committee on Public Buildings und Grounds shall have juris- 
diction only of matters relating to the authorization of buildings, would 
have a response from me that, notwithstanding these rules, the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, because the gentlemen saw 
fit to couple one matter within the jurisdiction of that committee to 
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another not within the jurisdiction of the committee, would thereby 
have conferred upon it jurisdiction which it had not under the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Georgia will pardon the 
Chair for suggesting a question. Ifa bill is introduced, say in the pre- 
cise form of this one, involving a proposition for the erection of a build- 
ing and making appropriation to pay for it, it being introduced by a 
member under his right, in the judgment of the gentleman, where 
should that bill be referred under the rule? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would unhesitatingly say that it ought to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and for two reasons. 

The CHAIRMAN. That much of it? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. I want—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Then, if it may be properly —— 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the Chair will allow me. I want to say that part 
of it which relates to the authorization of a public building ought to be 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and that 
pa containing the appropriation belongs to no committee of this House, 

hen, if that properly were referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
in anticipation of the law, if reported upon by that committee, it would 
be subject to a point of order, even if referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘Then, does the gentleman from Georgia think 
that a bill proposing to make an appropriation for a public building in 
contemplation of legislation for its erection can not be introduced and re- 
ferred in any event? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not say that it can not be introduced and re- 
ferred, because the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds would 
have jurisdiction of it; but the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds has not jurisdiction of the question of appropriation, because 
it is expressly denied to it by the House. 

Sa CHAIRMAN, Suppose the House should send it there, then 
what? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, if the House should by inadvertence 
send a bill to that committee what hasthat committee todo? Whathasit 
done in the past? The House has trusted the committee to send it back. 
What is the plan now? You have provided that in three days a mem- 
ber of any committee may get up and have the reference corrected. 
Yon have directed the method of getting at it, The introduction and 
reference of a bill do not give jurisdiction; the power of correction is 
left, and it may be made at any time within the limit of the rule; 
but the provision of a mode of correcting a reference to the committee 
rightfally haying jurisdiction does not repeal the rule conferring juris- 
diction upon the committee where there has been no purpose manifested 
to give that committee jurisdiction of it. But, Mr. Chairman, this is 
not a newquestion. It has been in every Con in which I have had 
the honor to serve from the Forty-fourth on down until now; and for 
sixteen y 
the Committee of the Whole has invariably given the construction that 
the mere reference of a bill to a wrongcommittee did not give thatcom- 
mittee jurisdiction of it. 

When the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds had a bill 
referred to it, containing an appropriation for a building, it has on a 

uestion of order been the practice to rule it out. So that we are not 

eft in the construction of this language to the literal terms of it. If 
there was a desire to adopt that, and while an exact construction of it 
pointed in that way, this language will be construed in the light of the 
precedents and of the course of the House for all time past. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will be glad if the gentleman from 
Georgia would state an instance in the fine he has su ted. The 
Chair was unable last night to find any in the line that gentleman 
suggests. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can not just now cite any. I was not expecting 
to have to cite any instances of the kind; but the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds during the last Congress knows 
the proceedings on this question. I had not expected to have anything 
to say or to have any occasion to bring these cases to the attention of 
the House. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would like to ask my friend one question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. DIBBLE. During the Fiftieth Congress the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. CowLxs] moved a reference of a revenue bill for 
the repeal of the tobacco tax to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Under the rules it unmistakably would go to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. Now, do I understand when the House had referred that 
bill—a revenue bill—to the Committee on Appropriations it is the 
opinion of my friend that the Committee on Appropriations could not 
report it because it would be obnoxious to a point of order? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the case there cited by my friend is 
very far off. There was a distinctissue made in this House ina most 
aggressive form. The manifestation was a clean, clear, and unmistak- 
able purpose of the House; and it was so referred. The matter of ap- 
propriations for public buildings was never brought to the attention of 
this House, and it only develops when these bills are being read here 
to-day. And I say, if the Chair takes the rules and the spirit of the 
rules as the mode of procedure by the House, and being bound to ex- 
ecute them in letter and spirit, for the purpose of carrying out the in- 


so far as I have been able to observe, the Chairman of | PO 


tention of the House, the Chair will not rule because of this sort of 
reference—this unconscious reference of this matter to a committee— 
as he would where the distinct issue had been raised. So that I think 
the illustration of my friend is very far off, 

I think he would have been much more aptif, instead of going off to 
that question in which high feeling was evidenced,he had followed his 
own history in debate on jurisdiction of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds and cited us instances from that. < 

ír. Chairman, I do not care to occupy further time, ‘This is all I 
expect to have to say about these panie buildings, and it is for this 
House to determine for itself whether it shall lay the bars down and 
make the appropriations in all of these bills, ignoring the check and re- 
straints made by their reference tothe Committee on Appropriations, 
and recklessly and carelessly and unprecedentedly vote money out of 
the public Treasury, 

r, DINGLEY. I wish simply to remind the gentleman from Geor- 
gia and the Chair that this point has been repeatedly decided, and de- 
cided to this effect: that whatever the House or the organ of the House 
may refer to a committee the committee thereby obtains jurisdiction. 
The last ruling on this point was by Speaker CARLISLE on the 29th of 
of February, 1884. The Committee on Military Affairs reported a bill, 
as a substitute for another bill, granting a pension to General Pleas- 
anton. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] made the 
point of order that the Committee on Military Affairs had not juris- 
diction of the subject of pensions; whereupon the Speaker [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE] ruled: 

Vv 
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committee thereby obtained jurisdiction of the matter. 

I have ae further to say. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question on 
this point. There can be no doubt of the power of the House at any 
time to refer a bill to whatever committee it may deem proper. But 
under our present rules bills are not referred in any public manner; 
the House knows nothing about the reference unless members take oc- 
casion to look over the RECORD. Now suppose this bill providing for 
the erection of a public building, referred as it was, had contained a- 
provision on the subject of taxation, a provision for raising revenue by 
the imposition of duties on imported articles, would the gentleman 
contend that the bill having gone to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds there would be no way of avoiding the consideration of 
the question of taxation on that bill? Wonld not a point of order lie 
against it? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It has been decided otherwise. And Imay say, in 
reference to the penran e suggestion, that under our new rules the act 
of the Speaker in referring a bill is the act of the House. Whatever 
wer the Honse had in that direction is now given to the Speaker. 

Mr. BURROWS. My friend will allow me just one other word. 
Rule XI of our new code provides: 

AJl proposed 1 lation shall be referred tothe committees named in the 
preceding rule as follows, namely: Subjects relating— 

To the public buildings and occupied and improved grounds of the United 

, other than 
and Grounds. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely. 

Mr. BURROWS. The question of appropriations for these purposes 
is expressly excluded. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But at the same time the gentleman will remem- 
ber that in the last Con , notwithstanding our rules specifically 
provided that revenue bills should be referred to the Committee on 
‘Ways and Means, a bill relating to internal revenue was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and that committee thereby obtained 
jurisdiction of it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, the Speaker in referring bills acts as the 
organ of the House; whatever he may do is the act of the House. But 
I am informed that the bill now under consideration was referred by 
the House. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. It was referred December 18, 1889, before the 
adoption of the new rules. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Whether the Speaker referred this bill or whether 
the House referred it—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that the bill was referred by the 


ouse. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Whether the Speaker referred it or whether the 
House referred it, is there anything in the proceeding indicating any 
purpose on the part of the House or the Speaker to make any reference 
of this bill other than that provided in the rules? 

Mr. DINGLEY. But if there had been a mistake in the reference, 
there is a method of correction provided by the rules, and that method 
of correction was not availed of for the purpose of changing in any 
manner the reference of this bill. Now, this is a question which has 
been repeatedly decided. 

Mr. BURROWS. I did not 


appropriations therefor: to the Committee on Publie Buildings 


uite comprehend the answer of my 


friend from Maine [ Mr. DINGLEY ] tomy question, Suppose there had 
been in this bill a section proposing to raise the amount necessary for 
the construction of this building by imposing an additional duty upon 
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imported articles. Does the gentleman claim that we would now be 
obliged to go on with a consideration of that question upon this bill 
and that a point of order would not lie? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Imake no statement with respect to anything that 
might arise in that way. I simply say that this bill is in the same po- 
sition as though it had been referred by the House; and I understand 
the bill was in fact so referred; and it has been repeatedly held and is 
established as a matter of precedent that when a bill has been referred 
to a committee and no steps are taken for a correction of the reference— 
of course in regard to such a matter as that suggested by my friend 
from Michigan steps would undoubtedly be taken to make a correc- 
tion, either by the committee which had received the bill or by the 
committee which claimed jurisdiction of that portion of the bill—but 
I am referring to the decision of this simple question, and I say that 
when the House has referred a bill to any committee, whatever may be 
contained in that bill, the committee obtains jurisdiction of it unless 
there shall be a correction of the reference. ‘That principle has been 
repeatedly affirmed in the House. Ihave here the opinion of Mr. CAR- 
LISLE on this precise subject. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no doubt that where the House refers a 
bill the rule is as the gentleman from Maine states. 

Mr. BOUTELLE,. This bill was referred by the House on the 18th 
of December. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understood the gentleman to say that it was re- 
ferred by the Speaker. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It could not have been; our present rules were 
not adopted at that time. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire toask my friend from Maine a question. 
Here is a bill authorizing the construction of a public building—in other 
words, a bill containing legislation. By virtue of the clause of the rales 
which has been referred to, clause 21 of Rule XI, this bill goes to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thatis, the Speaker, as the organ of the House, re- 
fers it there. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I do not see that there is any difference be- 
tween the Speaker referring it and the House referring it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; there is no difference. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, underclause3 of the same rule this bill, which 
appropriates $350,000, would go to the Committee on Appropriations. 
I ask the gentleman, could this bill be referred to both committees ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It could not. The bill must be referred as an en- 
tirety to some one committee. That has been repeatedly decided. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, that being the case, I ask the gentleman 
whether itis not true that a motion made by direction of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations under the rule would take this bill from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and refer it to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations because it contains a provision which, under the 
rules, would give the Committee on Appropriations jurisdiction? 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the House should by vote change the reference 
of the bill to the Committee on Appropriations, that action, under the 
repeated decisions which have been made upon this question, would, 
as to that particular bill, give the Committee on Appropriations juris- 
diction. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. I now understand the gentleman’s po- 
sition. So that, according to the gentleman, it isin the power of any 
member of this House, by putting into a bill different propositions 
which should go to different committees, to give any committee of the 
fifty-one jurisdiction of the measure by having the bill referred to that 
committee, 

Mr, DINGLEY. Itis undoubtedly in the power of the Honse to re- 
fer any bill containing any subject-matter to any committee that the 
House may choose. That has been repeatedly held. The reference of 
a bill is a matter for the House to determine. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to ask the gentleman whether there is 
anything in the third clause of Rule XI defining the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Appropriations that requires any such bill as this to go 
to that committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Only a usage, that is all. And I may say with ref- 
erence to this whole question that it is not an uncommon thing for 
almost every committee of the House to report occasionally a bill au- 
thorizing a particular thing to be done, and then to include in the bill 
itself an appropriation for the object. So that if the House has given 
jurisdiction in this case there can be no question of the right of the 
committee to take it. The question whether a particular matter shall 
be referred to one committee or another is simply a question of conven- 
jence and orderly proceeding. The rules provide in this case a method 
of orderly proceeding, and the intention always is to refer measures in 
accordance with the rule. But it frequently happens that a single bill 
contains subject-matter a part of which may appropriately go to one 
committee and a part to another, and the general rule is in such cases 
to refer the bill to that committee which has jurisdiction of the subject 
which seems to be the predominant or main subject in the bill. 

Gentlemen understand very well that there have been in the Honse 
bills containing provisions some of which would appropriately go to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency and some to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures; and the question has in such cases 


frequently been submitted by the Speaker to the House whether the 
bill should be sent to one committee or the other. It is entirely com- 
petent for the House to determine where it will send any bill. In this 
icular case, the House having sent the bill to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, that committee, under the invariable 
practice, has obtained jurisdiction asa matter of order. As to the ques- 
tion of the abstract propriety of the reference, that should have been 
raised, if any member desired to raise it, at the beginning; but there 
never was any step taken toward a correction of the reference. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I wish to inquire whether this bill was sent to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds by a vote of the 
House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was, I understand. But it would make no dif- 
ference whether the reference was by the House or by the Speaker, the 
Speaker being, in reference to this matter, theorgan of the House. But 
I understand that this particular bill was referred by a vote of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will allow the Chair to say that 
his last statement is not quite correct. This bill was introduced on the 
18th of December, in open House, read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, but not by 
a formal vote of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that, but it was the act of the House; 
it was done in the presence of the House. ; 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let us have a ruling. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In view of the fact that the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds has only one day remaining —— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Only halfa day now. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well. As the time of the committee is so 
limited, I shall not trespass upon it or the patience of the House at any 
great length. 

Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me that there is no occasion for any 
unusual construction of the rule, for,in my judgment, the rule con- 
strues itself by the mere statement of its terms. The question in- 
volved is solely a question of jurisdiction. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds can not possibly exercise jurisdiction over 
appropriations unless the authority be given by the language of the rule 
or by a direct vote of the House, and, so far as I am advised, this view 
has not heretofore been seriously called in question. 

It is notdenied that the House has the power to make any reference 
of a bill that it may desire, regardless of the express termsof the rule, 
but this action is taken on a motion after discussion and a thorough 
understanding of the text of the bill. The reference of the bill pro- 
posing a repeal of the tobacco tax to the Committee on Appropriations 
during the last Congress was thus made, and, of course, gave that com- 
mittee full jurisdiction despite the rule requiring such propositions to 
be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The CHAIRMAN, On that point will the gentleman from Missouri 
be kind enongh to advise the Chair as to what the difference is in prac- 
tice between the reference of a bill by a direct vote of the House and a 
reference such as there appears to have been in this case, in accordance 
with the former practice, because the new rules had not then been 
adopted? In this case the bill was read a first and second time by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
in open House, and with the acquiescence of the House, but without 
a direct vote. ~_ 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, Mr. Chairman, the difference is material. 
In the one case the House acts advisedly in thus suspending the rule; 
in the other, the reference is made upon the reading of the title, and 
is, in fact, proforma, with the full purpose, however, of maintaining 
the integrity of the rules. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when this bill was referred I venture to say that 
as a matter of fact no gentleman on this floor, including the Speaker, 
knew that bill carried an appropriation, because the title failed to make 
any reference to the fact, and the Speaker therefore properly referred it 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Indeed, sir, such 
reference should have been made even though the title revealed the 
presence of an appropriation, for legislation must precede appropriation. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thetitleof the bill is “‘ to provide for the increase 
of the limit and cost of site of public building at Newark, N. J.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. The reading of the title verifies my statement. 
In other words, the bill provided for legislation, and, as the Committee 
on Appropriations had no authority to report legislation, the bill was 
properly referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Of course the House can, as heretofure stated, by a formal vote on a 
question of reference, suspend its rules, but in this case nosuch action 
was taken, and we must therefore look tothe language of therule to de- 
termine the question of jurisdiction. 

‘What does the rule say, Mr. Chairman? The answer is plain and 
its meaning unmistakable. The rule provides that: 

Snbjects relating to the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds 
of the United States, other than appropriations therefor, shall be referred tothe 
Committee on Public Buildings and Groun: 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, if you can not refer ‘‘subjects relating to 
appropriations’? to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
how is it possible for that committee to Jawfully report appropriations 
for public buildings? ; 
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This rule is binding upon the House and upon its presiding officer, 
and should be strictly construed, especially in view of the fact that 
under the new rules the House is practically without power to correct 
an improper reference until the question is presented on the report of 
a committee. 

The point of order presented by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT] raises the question of jurisdiction, so that the rule may be 
preserved in its integrity. 

I have no desire to express any opinion on the policy involved in 
this new departure, but leave that for the consideration of gentlemen 
on the other side. My plea is for such a construction of the rules as 
will secare the orderly disposition and consideration of legislation. 
In the absence of definite action by the House the only safe guide for 
the Chair and the members on this question is the plain terms of the 
rule which declares that appropriations for public buildings shall not 
be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. The 
point of order if sustained will simply operate to correct an improper 
reference. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is too late to make that point now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman from Missouri takes his 
. seat, the Chair would like to have his opinion as to that mode of ref- 
erence. 

Mr. DOCKERY. When was it? 

The CHAIRMAN. December 18. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘That was before the new rules were adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. But rules were then adopted for this purpose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The bill was referred under the practice which 
obtained under the old rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title, and then it was referred. The Chair asks the gentleman from 
Missouri whether in his judgment that was the action of the House or 
simply action by the Speaker? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not think it was action by the House in such 
asense that an improper reference would give jurisdiction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Speaker had no power to make a reference 
under the rule. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the Chair holds that view—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not hold any view. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the Chair is inclined to hold that view he will 
see at once the point made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
xox] a moment ago, that the effect of such a construction of the rale 
would be to give the right to any member on the floor of the House to 
nullify the rules of the House. 

Such a construction makes the title of a bill conclusive as to its con- 
tents, and it matters not how misleading it may be, the reference would 
confer jurisdiction despite the plain language of the rule. It can not 
be that the rules contemplate such a flexibility of construction as 
would give to the Public Buildings Committee the power of appro- 
priation, not as a result of deliberate judgment, but by error, the re- 
sult of a misleading title to a bill. I sincerely hope that the Chair 
will hold the point of order to be well grounded, for the contrary view, 
in my opinion, will lead to much confusion and involve frequent con- 
troversies on the floor, growing out of the question of jurisdiction. 

Mr. BYNUM. I will occupy the time of the committee but fora 
moment. I take it, Mr. Chairman, that this bill was referred by the 
Speaker under the rules and in accordance with the rules. Of course 
jurisdiction could only be conferred in accordance with the rules. 
Now it is quite different where a bill is referred by action of the House. 
The ruling of the Speaker has always been that itis within the power 
of the House to refer a bill to any committee, notwithstanding the rale 
conferring jurisdiction of the subject-matter on a particular committee. 

A MEMBER. The House had the power to change it. 

Mr. BYNUM. Itisin the power of the House by affirmative action, 
by a vote of the House, to refer a bill to any committee. In short, 
the bill is referred, notwithstanding the rule of the House, but where 
it is presented in a regular way and in a regular course of proceeding 
it is referred by the Speaker under the rules of the House. 

In the one case it is referred outside of the rules of the House, by the 
House itself, and in the other case it is referred by the Speaker of the 
House in accordance with the rules. Now, the question is, which is 
the proper reference? Unquestionably the Speaker had no power to re- 
fer this bill to the Committee on Ways and Means, for it is a bill pro- 
viding for the erection of a public building. By that reference, with 
this provision embraced in the bill to make the appropriation, it did not 
confer jurisdiction on the Committee on Public Building and Grounds 
to make the appropriation. Here is a bill therefore appropriately re- 
ferred in one sense and improperly referred in another sense, the juris- 
diction of the committee, so far as the passage of a law for the construc- 
tion of the public building is concerned, being unquestioned, and the ref- 
erence of that portion of the bill to that committee no one will question; 
but in the same bill was and isembraced another and a distinct propo- 
sition, namely, making an appropriation for the construction of a build- 
ing of which this committee had no jurisdiction whatever. 

Could that committee have come into the House and stated that 
there was an improper reference of the bill and ask that the bill be 
otherwise referred? Unquestionably not, because they had jurisdic- 


tion of that portion of the bill providing for the erection of a building 
and were the only committee that could have jurisdiction of that por- 
tion ot the bill. But when the bill is brought back and taken up for 
consideration and the question of order is raised that it was improp- 
erly referred, because of the fact that it contained an appropriation, that 
presents one aspect of the case while the right of the committee to make 
an appropriation presents another, and if the point of order is made 
against that right it would unquestionably be decided under our rules 
in the negative. It is just the same in that case as in any other bill, 
If the Committee on Appropriations come in with a bill including leg- 
islation, although embracing items which had been properly referred 
to the committee in the estimates or otherwise, they are subject to 
questions of order when the bill is under consideration by sections, 
the point of order being made on the specific item. And it seems to 
me that this bill, having been properly referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds for the exercise of its jurisdiction in 
making provision for the erection of the building, can not be objected 
to because of a provision contained in it making an appropriation. 

Mr. LEHLBACH Let me interrupt the gentleman to ask if it is 
not a fact that every Senate bill which provides for the erection of a 
public building carries with it an appropriation? 

Mr. BYNUM. I believe so. 

Mr. LEITLBACH. Isit not properly referred to our committee? 

Mr. BYNUM. Certainly. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. And have we the right to report favorably upon 
it? 

Mr. BYNUM. Of course, 

Mr. LEHLBACH, Then how do you make the distinction between 
that and the House bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. Because our rules apply only to our own action. 
Whenever an appropriation bill is sent from the House to the Senate 
for action by that body, they may include in it legislation, because 
that is a privilege conferred upon their committee. But in the H. use 
our rules expressly provide against such things, and such provisions 
could be stricken ont on the point of order, 

Š mr LEHLBACH. Then Senate bills haye a privilege over House 
ills? 

Mr. BYNUM. Certainly. We have deprived ourselves of jurisdic- 
tion and the Senate have retained it. 

Now, one of the difficulties at this time is the fact that our bills are 
referred without being presented to the House in open session. It is 
impossible for any member of the House to know what a bill contains, 
because he is not privileged to demand its reading before its reference. 
It is referred under the rules, and the committee to whom it is referred 
takes jurisdiction and reports it back. If there is any specific matter 
in the bill of which the committee has not jurisdiction, the point of 
order would be directed at the proper time to the specific matter, and 
the Chair can rule it out, which settles the whole matter. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I think that we are altogether too 
technical about this question of jurisdiction. My idea is that the rules 
of the House are simply directory, and that the committee to whom a 
bill is referred takes jurisdiction if a bill is referred by proper authority 
until the bill is withdrawn. 

Now, we have numerous instances where there is a part of a bill em- 
bracing the subject that should go to the Appropriations Committee 
and part to the Committee on the !'ublic Buildings and Grounds or 
some other committee. What are we to do in such cases: divide the 


bill and destroy its object and purposes or shall we decide to refer it ~ 


to one or the other of the committees? And the very committee to 
whom it is sent takes jurisdiction, and jurisdiction is retained by that 
committee until the bill is withdrawn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
make a single suggestion. It is necessary that there shall be two dis- 
tinct and separate acts before a public building is erected: One is the 
act authorizing its construction and the other is the act appropriating 
the money for its construction. Now, the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds has jurisdiction of the first and the Committee on 
Appropriations jurisdiction of the second branch of the subject. The 
provisions to carry out both of these acts may be included in the one 
bill, and it ought to be sent to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds because that committee must necessarily act primarily before 
the appropriation is made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman from Kentucky will permit an 
interruption just there, in view of what he is saying —— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Kentucky to say that in this class of cases he understands the Commit- 
tee on as to have jurisdiction solely of the second propo- 
sition 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then is it the opinion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky that the Committee on Appropriations under the general 
rule would have jurisdiction of the question of appropriation before the 
publie building is authorized ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think not; and hence an 
item making an appropriation for the building may be included in the 
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same bill, and that bill goes to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, which must first act and provide that the building shall be 
authorized by law and specify its location and dimensions and other 
data in reference to it before the Committee on Appropriations can re- 

rt a bill appropriating the money. So the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds returns the bill favorably as to the provisions 
over which it has jurisdiction, to wit, the authorization of the con- 
struction of the building, and the House acts upon that. Then by 
operation of the rules of the House the matter goes to the Committee 
on Appropriations, which returns the appropriation in the sundry civil 
bill. And it does not seem to me that there is any conflict of authority 
or trouble about the question; that it is the natural and ordinary se- 
quence of legislation. : 

A bill is introduced. The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which it is referred, determine whether it is a proper ex- 
penditure, whether at that particular site a public building ought to be 
erected, the amount to be spent in such erection, and report it favor- 
ably to the House. The House acts upon it, and, if favorably, the 
matter, under the rules of the House, goes to the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, which makes the appropriation, and the House, through the 
sundry civil bill, appropriates the money. 

The CHAIRMAN. That, however, has never been the practice, the 
Chair is informed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think that it has been the 
universal practice, with a few exceptions, when occasionally gentlemen 

ut into their bills this provision to appropriate the money fora public 
building, hoping thereby they may get their appropriation quicker 
than they would otherwise do by following the routine of legislation. 
Ordinarily the bill does not make provision for the appropriation of 
money, and it takes its ordinary course, The bill is introduced, goes 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, comes back, and 
then goes to the Committee on Appropriations under the estimates, 
because it is necessary to carry out the law; and in my four years I 
know of no exceptions, except occasionally, where this question has 
arisen as it has to-day, by some gentleman shrewdly putting into his 
bill for the erection of a public building a clause providing for the ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman permit me there? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Notjust now. And then it 
¢omes back, and we have this point of order made and this same dis- 
cussion, and so far as I know it has been uniformly the practice that 
it must go out of the bill and come up in a regular way. 

Mr. WADE. I would just like to suggest to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds want 
- to strike out all the appropriation clauses in these bills. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. So far as I am concerned Iam 
pee willing to grant the committee that privilege. Personally 

do not want to make the point of order, but it looks too important, 
because, if you adopt the principle which you seem to be inclined to, 
it simply gives to each individual member on the floor a chance of ut- 
terly setting aside the ruleas to the reference of bills if any gentleman 
who sees fit todosocan by putting ina clause that ought to be avoided, 
and then handing it in to the Clerk, have it referred by the Speaker, it 
is to give jurisdiction to the committee which the committee had not 
and has not under the rules. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will my colleague permit me to ask him aques- 
tion before he takes his seat? 

‘Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [ fr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] still has the floor, 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand my colleague to say that the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds can provide for the erection 
of a building and then the Committee on Appropriations appropriates 
the money. That was the way, I believe, he divided the authority to 
each committee. Now, if the Committee on Appropriations is intrusted 
with the appropriation of the money, I would like to know under which 
of these heads the Committee on Appropriations will be authorized to 
make that appropriation, Under Rule XI it is declared: 

All proposed 1 ion shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows, namely: Subjects relating to ind Pe, Bia of the rev- 
enue for the support of the Government, as herein provided, namely: For leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses. 

Now, this bill was not under that head. 

For sundry civil expenses. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There. The simple way in 
which this is done is this: This, being legislation, goes to the Secretary 
of the Treasury for the purpose of making an estimate ; it comes from 
the Supervising Architect to the Secretary of the Treasury in what is 
known as the Book of Estimates, which is printed and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on Appropriations, in 
the sundry civil bill ‘appropriates for these public buildings. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, my point is this: There is no 
heading in this rule which defines the authority of the Committee on 
Appropriations that gives that committee the power to appropriate in 
such cases as this, 

Mr, CLEMENTS. The sundry civil bill. 


Mr. McCREARY. The sundry civil appropriation bill is suggested 
by the gentleman from Georgia. Now, this does not refer to anything 
that is contained in the sundry civilappropriation bill. It does not per- 
tain to ‘‘ fortifications,’’ to ‘‘ coast defenses.’’ It does not come under the 
head of “the District of Colambia,”’ of “ pensions,” or of ‘‘ general 
deficiencies,” for there is no deficiency; and these are all the heads 
contained under that rule. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It does come under the head 
of the sundry civil appropriation bill; and if the gentleman will turn 
to page 14, Rule XXII, clause 2, he will find— 


No appropriation shall be reported in an neral riation bil 
rg ad rasan amendment thereto, for any ctpandicine mot preeiouay ood] 

Therefore, any appropriation reported in a general appropriation bill 
which has been previously authorized bylaw, which comes in the Book 
of Estimates from the Secretary of the Treasury to the Speaker of the 
House, is referred by the House to the Committee on Appropriations to 

upon; and it is for that committee to make the appropriation. 

Mr. McCREARY. But in this case the appropriation is previously 
emia by law, because the bill simply anthorizes the erection of 
a building. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But whenever the erection 
of a building is authorized, it is authorized by law. 

Mr. McCREARY. They then would make the appropriation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It being authorized by law. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do you find any jurisdiction given to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds except to authorize the building? 
That is the question. 

Mr. MCCREARY. But that was not the question I asked the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. I was simply asking the gentleman from 
Kentucky under what head of appropriations the Committee on Ap- 
propriations would get jurisdiction of this bill. 

Mr.SAYERS. But that is not the question involved in this case. 

Mr. McCREARY. Where is the power given to the Committee on 
Appropriations? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is not the question involved in this case. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to inquire if the Chair is satisfied 
as to the bearing of this question, whether it is possible that debate 
can be continued interminably. 

The CHAIRMAN, All these matters are in the discretion of the 
Chair. The Chair has invited discussion, but the Chair is ready to 
rule on the question. [Cries of ‘‘ Rule!’’] 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, when the committee that has 
charge of these bills, through its chairman, has signified its willing- 
ness to dispose of this subject and dispose of it virtually on the point 
which has brought up this dispute, why should we have debate upon 
an abstract question about which gentlemen arenotagreed? Why not 
take them at their word and end it? [Cries of ‘‘Amen.’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please address himself to 
the point of order. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. And why cause the Chair to give an abstract 
opinion virtually, as I understand it, in aruling that this provision in 
a bill is in order, virtually repealing the rule which provides expressly 
that these appropriations shall not go to this committee. That is the 
rule, If a proposition like this can be contained in a bill authorizing 
the erection of a public building, you are breaking down the rule; and 
you had better wipe it outif, because this bill was formally referred to 
the Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds relating to the con- 
struction of a public building, it is to confer jurisdiction upon that com- 
mittee which was not conferred upon it by the rules. Under the rule 
for correcting a reference this could not have been referred anywhere 
else. It had to go to that committee; and I presume that neither the 
Speaker nor the House knew what was inthe bill. Isubmit, sir, that 
when a bill of this kind goes to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds they should hereafter do what the Chairman suggests now, 
eliminate that feature and report the bill, and then we shall have no 
more controversies. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill for which the pending bill is a substi- 
tute is the bill H. R. 565, introduced by the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH] on the 18th of December, 1889, prior to the 
adoption of the new rules. The indorsement upon the bill is: ‘* Read 
twice, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed.” The Committee. on Public Buildings and 
Grounds took jurisdiction of the bill. The point of order is made as 
against that clause of the bill which provides for an appropriation, be- 
canse of the provision in clause 21 of Rule XI, which is: 

All proposed bomen 1 be referred to the committees named in the pre~ 
Pipra eg as follows, oh Gubinas relating, R 

. kai = s >. 


+ . 

tothe public buildings and oceupied orimproved grounds of the United tages 

ger than appropriations therefor: to the Committees on Publie Buildings an 
roun: 


It is claimed that, because of the prohibition in the rule as to the ref- 
erence to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of maiters 
involving appropriations for public buildings or for the occupied 
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grounds in the United States, the point of order can be made against 
that provision in this bill which provides for au appropriation, It must 
be remembered that the House is now acting in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, considering a bill which has been reported 
by the committee, to which a bill substantially like this one has been 
referred. It has been frequently decided—and the Chair refers to the 
one decision covering the question—that a point of order as to the ref- 
erence of a bill can not be made for the first time in Committee of the 
Whole. On the 10th day of May, 1879—the Chair reads now from a 
collection of decisions made by Mr. Speaker RAN DALL— 

Mr. John T. Harris, from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, to which 
was referred the bill (H; R.1498) defining the duties of reporter of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, fixing his compensation, and providing for the pub- 
lishing and distribution of said reports, reported the same without amendment, 

Mr. Gartield made the point of order that the bill was not in order to be re- 
ported from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, on the ground that the 
subject-matter of the bill was, under the rule, committed to another committee. 

‘The Speaker overruled the point of order on the nod that it was too late 
to raise the question of the proper reference of a bill when the same was re- 
ported for consideration, the question of reference being in order only after its 
second reading, when, under the rule (Rule OX VILI), it was read for commitment 
or engrossment, which question of reference was not then raised, 

It must be remembered that the fact is, as the Chair thinks, that the 
reference of this bill on the 18th day of December last was the act of 
the House of Representatives, and was not the individual act of the 
Speaker, nor the act of the Speaker in his position as Speaker alone. 
The bill, in legal contemplation, was read a first and second time, and 
then referred, as was assumed, underthe rule. The question has been 
presented in the arguments whether or no that was the proper refer- 
ence. Now, it is conceded by gentlemen who are in favor of sustaining 
the point of order that the subject-matter of the bill, which is the 
erection of a public building, was properly referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and could have been properly re- 
ferred to no other committee. 

It is suggested in argument that as the bill embraced two proposi- 
tions, one of which might properly go to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds and the other involving an appropriation, which, as 
suggested by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], 
coats properly to go to the Committee on Appropriations—in this 
view it has been suggested that some action should be had by which 
that kind of division should be made. But it has been repeatedly held 
that a bill can not be so divided. The Chair reads from the Manual 
and Digest: 

It has been uniformly held that a bill can not be divided among two or more 
committees, although it contains subject-matter which legitimately belongs 
under Rule XI (the rule under consideration) to several committees; but must 
be referred to one committee as an entirety. 

Therefore, under the decisions and under this opinion in the Digest 
collating the decisions, the reference of this bill to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds was, in the judgment of the Chair, a 
proper reference. The question is one of jurisdiction. The Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds has, by the formal action of the House 
itself—not by a formal vote of the House, but by action which, in the 
judgment of the Chair, was tantamount or equivalent to a vote of the 

ouse—received jurisdiction of this bill. 

The bill being before that committee and involving 2 matter upon 
which the House has power to act, namely, to provide for payment 
for the erection of a public building at the same time that it provides 
for its erection, the committee alone had power to act upon the bill, 
because it is conceded, as the Chair understands, by all gentlemen 
who have taken part in the debate that the Appropriations Committee 
would not have jurisdiction of this appropriation until after the erec- 
tion of the public building had been authorized, when the Committee 
on Appropriations would have the power, under the rule, to make the 
appropriation in pursuance of existing law and to include the amount 
in the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Clearly, the proposition for the appropriation for this building must 
go to some committee, and the Chair is of opinion that, under the rules 
of the Honse as they stand now and under the rules of the Honse of 
Representatives in the last Congress, there is no committee of the House 
to which a proposition for the appropriation of a sum of public money 
to pay forthe erection of a public building might properly be referred 
under the rule in the first instance. None has been suggested in the 
argument, so far as the Chair knows. The Chair has made inquiry of 
two or three gentlemen having the floor as to what committee, in their 
opinion, this bill could have been referred to except the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Clearly itcould not go to the Committee on Appropriations, because 
in general appropriation bills nothing is allowable except appropria- 
tions for expenses incurred in pursuance of existing law. As the bill 
had to go somewhere; as it did go to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds; as that committee has reported the bill, and it has 
been committed by the House to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and is now under consideration in Committee of the 
Whole, the Chair is of opinion that it is properly cognizable here and 
that the point of order should be overruled. 

In connection with this question the Chair desires to say that a mat- 
ter of the correction of a reference or taking any advantage of any im- 
proper reference is purely a matter for the House itself. Under the ex- 


isting rules, if this bill had been referred by the Speaker without the 
knowledge of the House—furtively, as suggested—perhaps by the in- 
fluence of some member who desired the bill to go to a committee that 
had not jurisdiction—if a bill under those circumstances should be re- 
ferred to a committee not having jurisdiction, it would be because the 
rules gave the Speaker that power. But the rules also provide that 
any improper reference of a bill may be corrected in any one of three 
ways: Either by unanimous consent, or upon request of the committee 
claiming jurisdiction, or upon the report of the committee to which 
the bill has been referred. 

Because this bill was referred by the House to this committee—and 
not improperly, as the Chair thinks, for the reasons which have been 
stated—and because it is under consideration in Committee of the 
Whole, the Chair thinks this point of order must be overruled. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I now withdraw my amendment and move that 
the bill be laid aside to be favorably reported to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is before the Committee of the Whole 
for general debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, if this report is not long, I ask that 
it be read in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred tho 
bill (H. R. 565) to increase the appropriation for the improvements and changes 
of the public building in Newark, N. J., and for the purchase of additional land, 
respectfully report: 

An appropriation for the purchase of additional ground in Newark, N, J. 
adjoining the custom-house and post-office building, and for the improvement 
of buildings, ete., of $350,000 was during the Fiftieth Congress, and the 
act was approved March 1, 1838. The Secretary of the Treasury purchased for 
the use of the Government the church building adjoining the present post-office 
site, and the same has been altered so as to make it suitable for the transaction 
of the public business, 

The Supervising Architect on examination found that it would be unprofitable 
to attempt to make additions to the present post-office building and that it 
would be more economical and to the t interests of the Government to re- 
moye the same and erect a new building in place thereof. He prepared plans 
and specifications, and it has now been ascertained that the amount a le is 
insuficient to pay for the oust of the erection of a new building. According to 
the plans already prepared the building will adjoin a two-story structure on 
Broad street now being used asa dry-goods store. There would be nos be- © 
tween the buildings, and it is the judgment of the Supervising Architect this 
property should be pur in orderthat the customary open space can be se- 
cured, For the purchase of this land and for the additional amount necessar 
to erect the building in the manner proposed $300,000 additional to what has al- 
ready been appropriated is needed. 

Newark is a city of nearly 200,000 inhabitants. Its postal receipts are over 
$200,000, yielding a net revenue to the Government of about $100,000. The postal 
business is steadily increasing. The internal-revenue bureau is located there, 
and the amount collected in this district is one of the largest in the country. 

The United States courts are authorized to bold sessions in Newark for the 
convenience of the northern part of New Jersey and for the acoommodation of 
over 800,000 of its citizens, and the plans provide for a suitable court-room, 

Your committee is of the opinion that the appropriation asked for is proper, 
ces therefore recommend that the accompanying substitute for bill IL. it. 565 

o pass, 


Mr. HOLMAN. It will be seen from this report that the Governs 
ment has already a public building in Newark, N. J., and has had, I 
believe, since about 1857 a four-story building. Two years we 
passed an act appropriating $350,600 for the publie building in New- 
ark, N. J., which I ask may be read by the Clerk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

An act to authorize the purchase of additional ground in Newark, N. J., adjoin- 


ing the custom-house and post-office building, and for the improvement of 
the building thereon, and the erection of additions thereto, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to purchase or acquire by condemnation sufficient addi- 
tional land adjoining the United States custom-house and post-office building 
in Newark, N. J., and cause such changes and improvements to be made in the. 
building thereon, and to erect such addition thereto as, in his judgment, may be 
necessary to render the same suitable for the transaction of the public business; 
and for the purpose berein mentioned the sam of $350,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to be immediately available, be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved March 1, 1883, f 

Mr. HOLMAN.: Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be observed that this 
act appropriating $350,000 for the improvement of this building and 
the purchase of additional ground was passed two yearsago. We have 
now before us a bill proposing to appropriate the additional sum of 
$300,000 for the same general purpose. I concede that this is not u 
singular case. There are upon the Calendar instances of the same kind 
from the State of New Jersey. The amounts are small, I believe; yet 
in three separate instances in the single State of New Jersey it is pro- 
posed by bills pending on the Calendar tô enlarge the amount of pre- 
vious appropriations for public buildings. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I havetalked toa gentleman from thecity of New- 
ark who is very familiar with thissuhject, Ihave from him thisstate- 
ment: That the original site of the public building in Newark was 140 
feet by 106 feet 8 inches; that was the original site on which the present 
building waserected. Under theauthority of theact justread, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury purchased an additional body of Jand of the same 
width, immediately adjoining the tract I have already mentioned, this 
additional-tract being 78 feet 9 inches in length, and of course 106 feet 
8 inchesin width. He paid for this additional tract, I believe, $60,000, 
and $39,000 more for the purpose of carrying out this act by the im- 
provement of the property. On this additional land there was a Bap- 
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tist church, which has been repaired and fitted up for the purposes of 
the public business. That is the state of the case as it stands now. 
That left still in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury $270,000 
for the further improvement of this property. Now, in addition to that 
$270,000, it is proposed to appropriate in this bill $300,000, so that 
after making the purchase of the land and after repairing the building 
now on it there would be, if this bill should pass, the enormous sum 
of $570,000 still remaining to improve this property. Now I do not 
feel that this is just and fair to the balance of this country. Year after 
year—and the practice is growing worse almost every year—we are ap- 
propriating such large sums in particular localities that the number of 
these buildings is necessarily limited, for gentlemen must remember 
that notwithstanding the supposed surplus in our Treasury there is a 
limit to the amount of money to be appropriated. And you will see 
that the Committee on Appropriations will find it necessary to restrict 
very severely the amount of money to be expended upon public build- 
ings under the various acts which have been 

Now, fet me inquire why should this additional sum of money be 
appropriated in this case within two years after a large sum has already 
been appropriated? Why should it be appropriated in derogation of 
other sections ofthis country? As I have said, there are three bills of 
this character on the Calendar from the State of New Jersey. Iad- 
mit that New Jersey is one of the finest and most prosperous States of 
the Union, but why should three different localities in that State be 
asking for an increase of the amount of their appropriation in deroga- 
tion of the rights of every other locality in this country ? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. If the gentleman had read the report he would 
very readily have seen the answer to hisinquiry. New Jersey has not 
asked for anything extraordinary. We have asked for the city of New- 
ark altogether an approptiation of $650,000. It isa city about as large 
as‘Milwsukee, which has an appropriation of $1,200,000 and is asking 
an additional appropriation of $800,000. Another city in New Jersey 
to which the gentleman refers is Hoboken, a city of about 50,000 in- 
habitants, for which an appropriation of $60,000 was made last year 
and which now requires $15,000 additional to put up the building. 
Is that too much? 

Mr, HOLMAN. 
made was enough. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I want to defend New Jersey, because we have 
been modest in our requests. For Paterson, acity of nearly 90,000 
population, an appropriation was made last year of only $80,000. 
The Supervising Architect found that he could not do anything with 
that amount. He could not purchase a site and have enough money 
left with which to erect one story of a building. ‘The Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds proposes an additional appropriation of 
$75,000 for that city. 

Now, New Jersey has asked for nothing extraordinary; and I did 
think that after the reading of this report no gentleman on this floor 
would object to this bill, especially not the economical gentleman from 
Indiana, because it is a modest bill andsuch a bill as our city of 200,000 
inhabitants has a right to demand. Newark is a large manufacturing 
city, doing a greater manufacturing business, in comparison to its pop- 
ulation, than any other city in the United States. Theamountof goods 
annually manufactured there exceeds in value $100,000,000. Ido not 
wish to occupy the time of the committee by discussing the merits of 
our city. I would call the attention, however, to the fact that there are 
about two hundred employés in this building, and we collect between 
four and five million dollars of internal revenue, The post-office busi- 
ness amounts to twenty millions of pieces of mail matter annually, and 
it turns over into the Treasury $100,000 a year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a very good showing. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I hope time will not be consumed. Already a 
great deal too much has been spent on this bill. I hope, Mr. Chair- 
man, the vote will be taken and the bill 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not responsible for the time consumed up to 
this point. I have taken up little of it myself. The effect is this: 
‘When Congress appropriates $350,000 the money is invested as far as 
it can bedone. Sixty thousand dollars were paid for additional grounds 
and $20,000 for additional expense on that purchase. With the $200,000 
left it seems to me they ought to be able to go forward in the erection 
of asuitable building. But instead of that they come here and ask at 
the very next Congress for the sum of $300,000. 

You gentlemen need not indulge the hope that there is no limit to 
the surplus in the Treasury. Expenses are swelling by bills which are 
being passed in the two Houses of Congress—bills which are calling 
for the consideration of Congress, and which will pass this House and 
the other branch early, and when they do pass there will not be adol- 
lar left in the Treasury. Then, instead of an enormous surplus, there 
will be little left. Gentlemen should not deceive themselves. If they 
continue to make these appropriations they will discover before Con- 
gress terminates there will be little margin left. 

What is this building to be used for? I understand what it is for. 
The report of the committee leaves an impression on the House, unin- 


tentinnally, of course, thata Federal court is held at Newark. Will 


The last Congress thought the appropriation then 


my friend from New Jersey say that a Federal court is held at Newark? 
Mr. LEHLBACH, I will say that at the last Congress—— 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iam asking the question whether there is a Fed- 
eral court held there or not. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, The reason it is not held there now is that there 
is no accommodation for it in the present building. The people of 
Northern New Jersey, having a population of 800,000, are entitled to 
a United States court for their accommodation as much as the people 
of Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In Indiana and other Western States men go eighty 
to a hundred miles to attend court. 

A MEMBER. But they do not like it all the same. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The impression created by the reading of the re- 
port in this case, unintentionally, of course,was that a Federal court 
was held there. Theact which passed at the last Congress simply pro- 
vides that, where both parties consent to it, the judge may order the 
trial of the case in the city of Newark. That is all there is about it, 
If both parties consent, of course the case may be tried there. 

What is the next object of this bill? It is mentioned by my friend 
that there is an office of internal revenue there. Well, that does not 
require a very large building. The district I represent pays $3,000,- 
000 of internal revenue and it does not cost the Government more 
$25, or, at the furthest, $40 a year for rent, The office is held at Law- 
renceburgh in my own district. 

I believe Newark is also a port of delivery, but so little business is 
done there in the way of importation that no very large accommoda- 
tion is required. 

I can not see from the position of the city and the limited amount of 
commerce so far as importations are concerned what necessity there is 
for the erection of this costly building. Then we are told it is required 
= never purposes. We already have an expenditure of $20,000— 

or what 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Temporary use. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Twenty thousand dollars for the temporary use. Is 
that the way the Architect of the Treasury expends the public money— 
expending $20,000 on the building bought in addition to the old site? 

But I have said enough on this question. I hope this is understood. 
When I am satisfied of that fact I feel I have occupied all the time that 
is necessary. I ask why, after appropriating $300,000 less than two 
years ago, we should now propose to appropriate $650,000 for this build- 
ing? In my own State cities and towns which in justice and fairness 
are entitled to attention are asking comparativelysmall sums of money, 
with little prospect of having their requests complied with. I think 
the amount appropriated in this bill should be reduced one-half. I 
think it should not pass, but I hardly feel justified in making a mo- 
tion which would manifestly fail. I therefore move to reduce the 
amount of appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN, General debate is now progressing, and the gen- 
tleman will withhold his amendment until the proper time. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will move to reduce it to $150,000, and we will 
leave it in this form. We will leave it with the additional lands pur- 
chased at a cost of $60,000. 

If this amendment is adopted it would leave this building as im- 
proved by the expenditure of $20,000, it will leave as a balance $270,000 
of the money originally appropriated in the Treasury; and adding to 
that $150,000, you will have a sum of about $420,000 to improve this 
building or to construct a new one, if that shall be the determination 
of the Supervising Architect. That certainly it seems ought to be am- 
ple, when the amount proposed to be appropriated is reduced one-half, 
and at the proper time I shall make that motion and trust in justice to 
other portions of the country thatit will be accepted by the committee. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, a word only in answer to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Indiana. The Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds of this House have made no appropriations or 
recommendations of any appropriations for the erection of public build- 
ings in any part of the country for the benefit of New Jersey or any 
other State, as intimated by the gentleman. The committee recognize 
what they regard asa proper principle to guide them in recommending 
appropriations for such p and that principle is, What is the 
need of the public service? That has been their guide. The Govern- 
ment makes an appropriation of money for this purpose, not to benefit 
any town or city or State, but for its own public service. 

Now, the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, without re- 
gard to any other section of the country, looking only to the public 
service and to its benefit, recommend that this appropriation be made 
by this act for this great and very rapidly growing city of Newark, and 
we did not believe that it was an act of economy to recommend an ap- 
priation which was entirely inadequate to meet the demands of the 
public service there. I know and the committee believed that in rec- 
ommending these appropriations they should be guided as a man would 
be guided in the administration of his own private affairs, not to be ex- 
travagant, but to appropriate enough to meet the exigencies of the public 
service. That has been the rule of the committee. That has been the 
line laid down in its reports to this House, and I hope therefore, in 
view of the fact that the committee gave this matter a thorough inves- 
spree ~~ the amendment recommended by the gentleman will not 

opted. : 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill will now be read by sections for amend- 
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ment and debate under the five-minute rule, unless some gentleman The bill was read, as follows: 


desires to be heard further upon the general debate. 
The bill was read at length. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out all of the bill 
in with the word “ and” in the twentieth line and including 
ine 25. 
Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr, Chairman, I hope that amendment will be 
voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois submits an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. CANNON. I offer that amendment in good faith and for a 
proper purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Strike out the following words: 

“And the sum of $300,000, in addition to the sum of $350,0¢0 spypropristad by the 
act of Congress approved March 1, 1888, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. CANNON. My object, if I can have the attention of the com- 
mittee for a moment, is to try to get the committee to adopt a policy 
touching appropriations in connection with public buildings here- 
after—— 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, in order to avoid further delay, 
I will accept the amendment so as not to prevent the passage of other 
bills. I personally have no objection that the Committee on Appro- 
priations should control this matter, and I hope the amendment will be 


agreed to, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not accept the amendment 
for the committee. The gentleman from Illinois offers an amendment 
which must be consid by the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. It merely strikes out the appropriating clause. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CANNON, it was 


opted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the words ‘‘six hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars,” in the nineteenth and twentieth lines, and in- 
sert the words ‘‘ five hundred thousand dollars.” 

I hope the committee will not misunderstand this bill. Under the 
appropriation made two years ago there has been an addition made to 
the site of this public ground in Newark, an addition purchased at a 
cost of $60,000, known as the Baptist Church property, which is 78 
feet and 9 inches in length and 106 feet and 8 inches in width. The 
bill here contemplates a further purchase of land at that point. Gen- 
tlemen will observe that the original site was 140 feet in length and 106 
feet 8 inches in width. Then under the act passed two years ago the 
addition named, to which I have just referred, this piece of property, 
some 78 feet 9 inches in width, and known as the Baptist Church prop- 
erty, and 106 feet and 8 inches in width, was also acquired. This, I 
say, has already been done, and this bill is conferring not simply the 
power to increase the cost of the building, but also to acquire more 
land. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. To separate it from other build- 


ings. 
Mr. LEHLBACH. And the reason is distinctly set forth in the re- 


port. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And having already this amount of land, 218 feet 
9 inches in length by 106 feet 8 inches in breadth, and with the $500,000 
appropriated, and now an additional appropriation of $150,000, it would 
still leave for the construction of the building or the repair of it, as 
may be hereafter decided, all of the $500,000 originally appropriated, 
except about $70,000, which would be a total of $430,000 for that purpose. 

And this bill, if you notice, gentlemen, does not contemplate an en- 
tire new structure, because the Baptist Church property, which is al- 
ready purchased, is by the terms of the bill proposed to be repaired and 
used for the purpose of the post-office as far as practicable, 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana will be voted down. I will not occupy the time 
of the committee to discuss it, for I think every man present under- 
stands the importance of the appropriation, although the gentleman 
from Indiana not seem to understand the needs of Newark—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, I understand it very well. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, I think the rest of the committee understand it 
and can vote intelligently upon it. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN, the 
committee divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 81, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe there is no quorum, but I wish to say—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman make the point of order that 
no quorum has voted? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say in that connection that the majority 
is so decisive that while there is no quorum voting I do not feel justi- 
fied in making the point. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I now call up bill (S. 903) for the erection of a 
public building in Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 
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ble and commodious public bu ding, vih Sre provos ki for the use and ac- 
or other vernment uses. 


for, shall have been rash wor: b 
urchased shall leave the bnild 


under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury : 
said sum shall be expended until a valid title to the said site shall be vested in 


sive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or 
remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of any civil process therein. 


When the Clerk had read to the twenty-first line of the bill, 

Mr. MILLIKEN said: The part of the bill which follows is simply 
the appropriation clause, andif it is in order to make that motion now, 
I will move to strike it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is notin order at this ogo of the proceed- 
ings, but will be in order after the reading of the bill. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized, and 
the report will be read in his time. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee to which Senate bill 903 was referred report that they have had 
the same under consideration, and also House bill No. 299, on the same subject, 
Accompanying House bill is the following report, which we adopt: . 

, to whom was referred the 


for the erection of a public building at Cedar Rapids, 
ave had the bill under consideration and recommend 


“The Committee on Public pulses and Groun 
bill (H. R. rig prosan 
lowa, report that they 
its passage. 

“Cedar Rapids is situated in the Fifth district of Iowa, which hasa Le Seager a 
of 200,000 and has no public building. It is the center of a very extensive rail- 
road system embracing through lines of the Milwaukee and St. Paul Railroad, 
the Chicago and Northwestern Railroad, and is the center of the Burli 
Cedar Rapids and Northern Railroad system with 1,200 miles of road, and w 
tea pte 2,500 employés. Forty-three railroad mails on various lines are received 
and distributed at this office every day. 

*The population of the city is from 20,099 to 25,000, The gross receipts of the 
office is $42,000a year and the netincome $27,000. Two hundred and twenty-five 
thousand registered letters and packages have passed through the office in the 
last three years, One million nine hundred thousand letters and 
Eee merered by carriers last year, and about the same number directly from 

c office. 

“ Besides this the office is the distributing point of mail over the vast railwa: 
a ce centering there and is the headquarters of thirty-fourrailway 
clerks, 

` Cedar Rapids has expended $275,000 for school buildings. 

“Tt has a Masonic library building which cost nearly $50,000. 

“It has the Holly system of water-works, costing $175,000. 

ien has a system of electric lights and gas-works, and many miles of street 
railways. 

“Tt has the largest pork-packing establishment in the State of Iowa, with per- 
bens Soe exception of Sioux City, packing annually in the neighborh of 

l ORS. 

“It also has a large numberof manufacturing establishments, The resources 
of the city are equaled by few inland cities in the country. It has abundance 
of capital, having five strong national banks, and has never had a broken bank. 

“ Congress unanimously reported in favor of a term of the United States court 
at Cedar Rapids, and the expense of transporting witnesses and prisons, 
amounting to $6,000 a year, warrants the location of the court on the ground 
economy.” 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the Senate bill, and that 
the House bill on the same subject do lie on the table, 


Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the action of the House on the last bill, 
for a public building at Newark, I do not feel justified in any extended 
discussion of this measure, It is obvious, however, to the House that 
this bill is for a post-office. The town, a very prosperous town, has a 
population which may amount to 20,000. It is said to be from 20,000 
to 25,000 in the report. Therefore I take it it may be taken asa city of 
20,000 people; but I will say that this may require the same amount 
of post-office accommodation under our free-delivery system thata city 
four times that population would require. So I can not vote for this 
bill upon the ground that its population is from 20,000 to 25,000; but 
I think, sir, that for a post-office the sum of $200,000 is more than ought 
to be appropriated in justice to other cities of the country. Ihavethe 
honor to represent a city of more than half that population. TheCom- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds reports a bill in favor of that 
location and recommends an appropriation of $40,000. I am not com- 
plaining about it. The proposition of a committee in appropriating 
for public buildings is to give the sum of three times as much as the 
gross revenues of the office. Now, will my friend from Iowa, who I | 
think hears me, state whether or not this is substantially the proportion 
which has been considered by the committee, that the sum to be ap- 
propriated for a public building in any given locality should be three 
times the gross revenues? 

Mr. GEAR. I donot understand the gentleman’s motion. Willhe 
please restate it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out $200,000 and insert $150,000, 
I think $100,000 would be the appropriate amount; but I will askmy 
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friend, does that committee expect to act upon the idea that the amount | ter of that system of railways. [Laughter.] Now, if Cedar Rapids 


appropriated for a given public building s be equal to three times 
the amount of the gross revenues of the post-office? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I will state a fact or two, and 
if the gentleman insists and my friends from the State insist, in view 
‘of these facts after I make the statement, then I-will submit the ques- 
tion. The gentleman says we have no courts. The committee in the 
Forty-ninth Congress, when the district was represented by my prede- 
cessor, Mr. Frederick, reported in favor of a court at Cedar Rapids, and 
twenty adjoining counties have all asked for the location of acourt there. 
The only reason why it has not been established is because there is no 
suitable place there for the holding of the court. Now, as I understand, 
in our deleyation from Iowa there is no one who is opposed to the loca- 
tion of a Federal court at that place; and for these reasons I do not 
think the gentleman’s motion ought to be sustained. 

There isanother thing. The gentleman says his city has much larger 
receipts. The receipts of this fice are $42,000 a year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And three times that would give $126,000. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The increase in the receipts during the last 
twenty years has been at the rate of $8,000 every five years. It isin 
the Cedar Valley, the most beautiful valley in the world, in the center 
of one of the richest countries in the world, and it has better railroad 
communications than any city in our State; and I believe ina few years 
it will have a population of forty or fifty thousand. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman to a 


fact. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. My own colleagues of the State who are ask- 
ing for public buildings insist that I should consent to the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana; and in view of that fact, although it will 
send the bill back to the Senate, I accept it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill go the gentleman from Indiana fifty better, 
and move that it be made $100,000. I think that is enough. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out, where it occurs, ‘‘ two hun- 
dred ” and insert ‘‘one hundred and fifty.” 

Mr. CANNON. And I move tostrike out “one hundred and fifty ” 
and insert “‘one hundred; ” and I want to say a word about it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wishto call the attention of the gentleman from 
Towa to a fact; and I wish to say to him that I am entirely impartial 
in this matter, and there is no gentleman upon the floor of this House 


whose bill I undertake to antagonize with greater reluctance than the | to be chair: 


gentleman from Iowa. 

Take my own State; in the case of the city of New Albany, which is 
a much Jarger city than Cedar Rapids, we thought that $100,000 was 
ample for that public building, and there is a Federal court there, and 
had been for twenty-five years, and also a large and extensive public 

-office business, and in addition to that it is a port of entry and de- 
ivery, I believe; at least, it has a Federal court and the post-office, if 
nothing more. Yet I gavemy consent to fixing itat that sum notwith- 
rare age location is in my own State and bordering my own dis- 
trict. e consented to an appropriation of $100,000. Experience has 
demonstrated that the appropriation was ample, not only for a court- 
house, but also for the post-office. I shall cordially support the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Dlinois to reduce the amount of the ap- 
propriation to $100,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I hold in my hand the Sixth Anditor’s report, from 
which it appears that the gross revenue at this officee—and re- 
member it is a post-office alone that is asked—is $40,000 for the year 
1889. I pick up the census of 1880 and I find that the population of 
Cedar Rapids was 15,000. I presume it has increased since that time. 

Mr. GEAR. Cedar Rapids is a city of considerably over 20,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Probably. 


since, but I prena the city may now have 20,000; I do not know; 
I never was 


lic buildi go, I am free to confess that 
i ought to be a public building in Cedar Rapids for the 
fice, but I submit that $100,000 is sufficient to build a post-office 

a city where the gross postal revenues are only $40,000 per annum. 
Itis said that they have spent $275,000 for school-houses in that city 
to house probably 2,000 or 2,500 or 3,000 children. I do not think 
that that is any argument in this matter, but it would appear that 
$100,000 ought to provide a sufficient building to house one postmas- 
ter, five deputy postmasters, and eleven agents or letter-carriers, and 
still leave sufficient room to receiveand deliver the mails. Certainly, 
I would be very glad to see the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. KERR] have 
$150,000 for this purpose, if thatis the amount that ought to be given 
under the circumstances; but I pick up.a bill which will follow this, 
for a building in the city of Burlington, Iowa, and I find an appropria- 
tion of $100,000 for that. 

Now, I know what my friend, Governor GEAR, thought when he saw 
that. The postal receipts of Burlington are larger than those of Cedar 
Rapids and the population is greater, and Burlington is the center of 
this great system of railways that Cedar Rapids is the center of. 
[Laughter.] In fact, every town all through that country is the cen- 


is entitled to $150,000 for a public building, Burlington is certainly 
entitled to $150,000, and I suggest to my friend, Governor GEAR, that 
he had better have this appropriation cut down $50,000 and $50,000 
added to his bill. : 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman may rely upon it that I shall ask for 
the city of Burlington all I think it ought te have, whether it be $100, - 
000 or $150,000 or $200,000. 

Mr.CANNON. Precisely, and I think you will be very apt to get 
it. P fact, I do not know but what Ishall vote forit myself. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. GEAR. Probably you will, and you will have an opportunity. 

Mr. CANNON. But I want to say that I do think that $100,000 is 
enongh for a public building for Burlington, for which a bill is soon to 
follow, and that $100,000 is enough for Cedar Rapids, both buildings 
being intended for ffices and post-offices only. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 

uestion is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Ilinois 
far. CANNON] to the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN]. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected—ayes 10, 
noes 77. 

The amendment of Mr. HOLMAN was then to. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire tosubmitan amendment. I haye not the 
Senate bill before me, but I move to strike out these words: 

And for the purposes herein mentioned the sum of $200,000 is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I entirely agree with the opinion 
of the Chair, rendered to-day, that the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds has ample power to report an sppiopr ation and I do not 
see any sense in asking thatan appropriation which has the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds shall be afterward submitted 
to the Committee on Appropriations. I can not see any reason in the 
world for that. If any good reason could be shown, I would favor it, but 
Thave heard no reason, and consequently I must resist this amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want, if possible, to see the policy 
of the Housesettled touching appropriations for public buildings. Gen- 
tlemen have said to me, ‘Why, Mr. CANNON, you want to have these 
appropriations referred to the committee of which you have the honor 
irman, so that you can recommend the appropriation of the 
money.” Now, I want to be entirely frank with this committee. I 
have no desire to see these iations for public buildings, after 
they are authorized, referred to the Appropriations Committee unless 
it is to the interest of the House and of the country that they shonld 
be so referred. 

But, as I have said, I want the policy of the House settled. I do not 
know how many public-building bills there are to pass here; I believe 
there are seventy or eighty now upon the Calendar. Nor is it material 
to discuss most of those public appropriations now, because after they 
are authorized the buildings will not be completed within the next fis- 
cal year; but I think it is entirely proper that the appropriations for 
these pitblic buildings should go to some one committee that can in- 
quire fully as towhat amount can be properly and judiciously expended 

uring the coming fiscal year for such purposes, and ean report the 
facts for the consideration of the House, and let the House amend the 
action of the committee, increasing it or decreasing it, as it sees proper. 
And this is true not only as to this Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, but as to other committees. The Committee on Commerce, 
for example, has jurisdiction of legislation establishing light-houses. 
There isa light-house established at Seal Rocks that we have been build- 
ing for ten or twelve years past, and it will take ten or twelve years 
more to. complete it; and soit is at other points throughout the country. 

You establish a light-house; it takes time to build the foundation; 
it takes time to put up the structure. Now, if this committee should 
report full appropriations for public buildings, it might just as well 
report full appropriations for light-houses, and so on through all the 
different committees. The result would be that before Congress ad- 
journed you would pile up millions npon millions in the shape of ap- 
propriations that could not be expended during the next fiscal year. 

I think the former policy of the House has been correct: that all 
these matters after they have been authorized should be referred to a 
single committee, that it may inquire in good faith what amount is 
required from one fiscal year to another to carry on the work and re- 
port the necessary appropriation under the rules of the House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. . I do not care very much about this matter; I am 
not opposing the gentleman very much; bat I would like to ask him 
re it is not true that, should the whole amount of money be ap- 
propriated at once, it willonly be used as fast as required. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And that the public Treasury will not suffer one 
particle more if the appropriation be made now than if it be made by 
and by? The only result is that the amount appropriated looks large 
in the appropriation bill; that is all. 


Mr. CANNON, Let meask the gentleman a question, Suppose that 


for public buildings, light-houses, and various other improvements we | fr 


authorize at this session an expenditure of $40,000,000, as 
has been attthorized at former sessions of Congress, and appropriate the 
whole amount; who ean tell how much is to be expended? Some one 
committee having jurisdiction of this matter, after the legislation au- 
thorizing these works has been had, should inquire how much can be 
expended for the next year and should report the appropriation. I 
think that is good policy. Certainly I do not care to urge this mat- 
ter as a mere question of the jurisdiction for my committee. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If the gentleman will waive any further re- 
marks, I will accept bis amendment. Mr. Chairman, as this bill was 
introduced by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the 


amount $35,000 has been used in of a site, leaving insu ficient provision 
construction of a building that will provide the accommodations required, - 
so inadequate thatthe tect of the Department in 


Supervisin; į! Treasury 

and riaan aee has called ‘attention to the defi- 
that he not felt justi in recommending the prepara- 

By the census of 1889 Scranton was the fourth largest city in the State of Penn- 
sylvania and the thirty-eighth in size upon the list of cities of the Union. Since 
1890 its aromana growth is stated by ils board of trade in its published re- 
ports, as follows: 

The directory of Scranton for 1839 contained 10,323 names. The census of that 
year gave us a population of 45,850. This gave a multiple of 4.4 to use in ascer- 
taining the population in succeeding years. The directory for 1859 contains 
23,876 names. Multiplied by 4.4 this would give the present ulation of Seran- 
ton at 105,054. It is therefore not without resson that the of apopulation 
of 100,000 is made. The increase is tremendous, but other things bear out this 
evidence of remarkable advance. 


Senate, I will accept the gentleman’s amendment and consent that the | In 1880 our buildings numbered Eis Nodes Ui E ne Po NA EON TE A 6,320 
provision indicated by him be struck out. p1 Obale punere Pee 
; Mr. CLUNIE. I want to say a word on this question. [Cries of | The 816, 029. 697 
‘Oh, no!” 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The pending question is on the amendment pro- 


posed by the gentleman from Illinois, to strike out the words he hasin- 
dicated. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. CLUNIE). Let it go. 

Mr. CLUNIE. I have a right to vote on this question, and I do not 

pose to accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. CLUNIE. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word. I do not often trouble 
the House. 

There is a law on the statute-book providing that before you can 
proceed with any of these public buildings you must get the site, and 
your building must come within the appropriation. Now, if we goon 
and pass these public-building bills and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions should see fit to appropriate only $50,000 it means nothing; and 
I want every member—— 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. CLUNIE. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. When the Committee on Appropriations reports its 
bill to the House, the House can increase, decrease, or strike out. 

Mr. CLUNIE. -That does not answer the question. has 
passed a law providing that unless you come within the appropriation— 
for instance, in the case of San José—unless you can buy the ground 
and erect the building for $200,000 you can not do an g; your 
hands are completely tied. So it is with every public building. If 
the course su by the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions [Mr. CANNON] should be adopted, we can not do anything. 
[Cries of “Vote!” “Vote !’"] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that this bill be laid aside to be repo 
favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SCRANTON, PA. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I now call up the bill (H. R. 3331) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘Anact to authorize the purchase of asite and the erection 
of a suitable building for a post-office and other Government offices in 
the city of Scranton, Pa.,’’ approved July 27, 1882. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: ~ 

Be it enacted, etc., That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable building for a post-office and 
other Government offices in the city of Scranton, Pa., be, and the same is hereby, 
increased to $800,000; and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost for the 
erection of said building. 

Src 2. That the sum of $225,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary to 
carry out the provisions of this act, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
out ofany moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds were read, as follows: 

In section 1, line 7, strike out “three hundred ” and insert “two hundred and 
fifty; ” so as to make the sum $250,000. 

In lines § and 9, strike out the words “the erection of said" and insert the 


words ‘site and;” so as toread: “that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost for 
site and building.” 


In section 2, strike out, in line 1, the words “ two hundred and twenty-five" and 
insert “one hundred and seventy-five; ™ so as to make the sum $175,000. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
demands the reading of the report. He will be recognized and the 
report will be read in his time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committe2 on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3331) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a suitable building for a post-office and other Govern- 
rapal, offices in the city of Scranton, Pa., * approved July 27, 1882, submit the 

o report: 

The Fort -seventh Congress, by act of July 27, 1852, authorized the j, ossy 
of a site the erection of a suitable building for a post-office and other Gov- 
ernment offices at Scranton, Pa., limiting the expenditure to $75,000. Of this 


Beard making all necessary deductions averages, in 
no parallel in Eastern cities, and that its prosperity is sub- 


past has ave 
posits is $5,000,000. 
In 1886 sessions of United States circuit and district courts were established at 
Scranton, aap eg fr Archi- 
tect advises this committee $300,000 will be required. com- 


section 2, line 1, strike out the words * two hundred and twenty-five band in- 
sert in lieu thereof ‘one hundred and seventy-five.” 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
Washington, D. 0., January 25, 1890. 
Sır: At the request of Hon. J, A. Scraxrtox Ihave estimated amount required 


for the construction of United States court-house and post-office at Scranton, Pa., 


commensurate with the necessities of the publicservice and the size and impor- 
tance of that city. 

In ney Janeen’, the limit of cost should be increased to $300,000 for a site and 
a sui ə building, with third story for the accommodation of the courts, the 
limit to include the cost of heating apparatus, approaches, and elevator. 


Yours, fully, 
nec arte: £ JAS. H. WINDRIA, Supervising Architect. 
Hon. Seru L. MILLIKEN, 
Chairman Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
House of Representatives, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words in regard 
to this bill. I see that the committee have recommended a reduction 
of the amount in the bill from $300,000 to $250,000. Now, Scranton, 
it must be admitted, is one of the marvels of our country for its rapid 
growth and development, and a suitable building should be erected at 
that point. It seems, however, that this is for post-office purposes 
alone. I believe you have no Federal court there. 

Mr. SCRANTON. We have. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then this building is designed for the accommoda- 
tion of the Federal court and the post-office. Of course, the internal- 
revenue office will not require much 

Now, what I desire is that the facts may be presented to the com- 
mittee. In 1882 it will be admitted that Scranton was not as large as 
it is now, although then it was a prosperous city. In 1882 the House 
thought, and it was a Republican House, that $75,000 was enough for 
a proper public building at Scranton, and it appropriated that amount 
of money fur the purpose. I concede with the present drift of senti- 
ment in this House that that seems to be a small amount, butthat was 
the jndgment of the House of Representatives only eight years ago, 
that for a building for Scranton, Pa., $75,000 was sufficient. Thirty- 
five thousand dollars was expended for a site, leaving $40,000, Tad- 
mit, in the present condition of Scranton, that $40,000 is not sufficient. 

In my own State about five years ago there was an appropriation 
made of $100,000 for New Albany, a leading city of In and an 
elegant building was erected there. The Federal court has been held 
there for many years. The building was for the Federal court and 
post-office. The city is, I think, a port of entry, but I am not certain 
as to that. That sum, I understand, was found to be ample, and the 
building has been completed for that expenditure of money. 

The amount now remaining of the gst ese for Seranton ig 
$40,000. If you fix the limit at $200,000, which I shall pro you 
will have $215,000 for the purposes of this bill; the site has amko 
chased for $35,000. I think $200,000 ought to be the limit, an in- 
crease of $125,000. It is a sufficient sum tọ appropriate. 
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I wish to call attention, Mr. Chairman, to this fact, that while there 
has been a large surplus in the Treasury, which is a state of things 


always perilous to frugal and honest legislation, that surplus is rapid- 
ly melting away. By your laws you have wisely provided that 

e Committee on Invalid Pensions shall have the right to report 
general pension bills at any time. I think the distinguished gentle- 
man from Kansas, chairman of that committee, ought to bring before 
the House at an early hour bills giving proper pensions to the soldiers 
of the Union Army and providing properly for their widows and chil- 
dren. These measures are of the highest importance and will certainly 
sooner or later receive proper consideration; such measures will neces- 
sarily involve the appropriation of a large sum of money. 

I submit that until we know what that legislation will be in behalt 
of the Union soldiers and their widows and children, until we know 
what sums will be appropriated by Congress towards the payment of 
that debt of national justice and gratitude, we ought to move a little 
moderately in appropriations for costly public buildings which can very 
well be dispe with. We have fifty or sixty bills already before us 
for public buildings, and there are others getting ready to swell the 
Calendar, and in this carnival of extravagance there may not be left 
any surplus in the Treasury to meet these higher obligations we owe 
to the defenders of the Union, or at least such a reduction of the sur- 
plus as will be urged as justifying only partial relief. 

I hope gentlemen will remember that we have not reached that im- 
portant legislation, I hope the proper pension bills in contemplation 
and which the public judgment demands will be reported at an early 
day, that the House may understand to what extent it may apply the 
public funds to the erection of costly public buildings and other ob- 
jects of similar character, and yet do justice to the soldiers of the Union 
Army, their widows and children. 

I move to amend the amendment of the committee, 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is not before the committee for amend- 
ment, but for debate. By unanimous consent, it may be considered 
before the House for amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to reduce the amount of the limit from 
$250,000 to $200,000. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Thegentleman misunderstandsthe bill. Itdoes 
not call for an appropriation of $250,000, but it increases the limit of cost. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis the same thing. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not misunderstand the terms of the bill. It 
increases the original limit of $75,000 to $250,000 and fixes the latter 
sum as the amount which is to be appropriated ultimately. Now, we 
take it for granted, from our past experience, that whatever is the limit 
of the law will be reached beyond question. I never knew a less sum 
appropriated during my service here than was fixed as the limit of the 
cost of the site and building. No; we may safely determine that the 
sum named will be ultimately appropriated. „ 

The committee, I say, proposed to fix the limit at $250,000. My 
motion is to make the limit $200,000, instead of $250,000. This is an 
increase of $125,000. 

I observe the anxiety of the distinguished gentleman who represents 
the Seranton district, and his friends, that a fair and proper bill should 
pass, and I am free to say, Mr. Chairman, that no gentieman on this 
floor will go further than I will, consistent with what is just and 
proper to the public service, to carry out the wishes and views of the 
gentleman from that district [Mr. SCRANTON]. 

That excellent gentleman, so far as personal consideration could gov- 
ern our actions in disposing of the public funds, would certainly suc- 
ceed in getting all that he might ask for this building. But public 
considerations intervene and these ought to govern, notwithstanding 
the wish that many of us entertain, and none more sincerely than my- 
self, that the wishes of the gentleman trom the Scranton district should 
be granted. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McCORMICK. If the amendment to the amendment prevails, 
the sum appropriated for the building, as I understand the gentleman, 
will be $240,000? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe that is correct. 

Mr. McCORMICK. The gentleman is mistaken, if he will permit 
metosayso. This isanamendment to theactof 1882. That act made 
the limit of the appropriation $75,000. This bill makes it $300,000, 
and the committee propose an amendment to limit the amount to $250,- 
000, which was the entire cost of the building. So that if the amend- 
ment of the committee prevails it would be $250,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And $40,000 of that is still on hand. 
- Mr.McCORMICK. Forty thousand dollarsof the original limit; but, 
if the gentleman’s amendment prevails, then the amount of the entire 
eost of the building would be limited to $200,000 instead of $240,000 
-as the gentleman states. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That may be the result—— 

Mr. LEHLBACH, I will state, so that the gentleman will understand 


pS 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think that there is no misunderstanding about 
the matter. ‘The original limit was fixed at $75,000. The proposition 


here is to make it $250,000. My motion is to make it $200,000, and 
this bill appropriates $175,000, fi 
Mr, SCRANTON. One hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars, 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is correct, $175,000, and the $40,000 remain- ~ 


ing, and available, would make the total sum $215,000, 

Mr. LEHLBACH, That is correct; $215,000. That is the correc- 
tion I wanted to make, and the gentleman would not allow it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The effect of my proposition would be that the 
limit of the cost of the building and site, the site having been secured 
by an expenditure of the original appropriation, to the amount of 
$35,000, instead of being $75,000 as originally provided it would be 
$215,000. I think that in justice to other sections of the country and 
to the public Treasury that sum is sufficient. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Chairman, when this bill first came up in 
the Forty-seventh Congress—and the gentlemen here want to under- 
stand that at that time the Government was not erecting buildings in 
every little cross-road village, but only in the large commercial cen- 
ters and seaboard cities—when this bill first came up in that Congress 
I was a member of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
of which one of my Pennsylvania colleagues was the chairman. I ac- 
ceded to his request to allow the sum to be reduced to $100,000. When 
it came up by unanimous consent in the House the same gentleman 
who is opposing me to-day, the gentleman from Indiana, rose in his 
place and objected to the consideration of the bill, and sent me word 
over to our side of the House that if I would reduce it to $75,000 he 
would withdraw his objection and the bill might pass. I told my col- 
leagues that that-would not more than pay for the site, as I thought 
at that time. They said, “Al right, let it go; get your building es- 
tablished.’ So Iconsented to the reduction proposed by the gentleman. 

In the census of 1880 this city was thirty-eighth in the Union, and 
yet the cost for the public pubiing there was limited to $75,000. The 
Government went on and acqui the site, for which it paid $35,000. 
That site to-day would sell under the hammer for $150,000, showing 
the advance in property and the rapid growth of that city. 

Now, ever since then we have been knocking at the doors of Con- 
gress for the purpose of getting the building. Every report of the 
Supervising Architect from that time to this has called attention to 
the building and that the amount was entirely inadequate. The con- 
struction has been delayed, and so for eight years we have waited and 
waited—the thirty-eighth city in population by the census of 1880. 
Since that time at least one hundred and fifty public buildings have 
been authorized by Congress, one hundred and forty of them at least 
in cities less in size and importance than the city of Scranton. 

Now, it makes me tired [langhter] when I see the cheap statesman 
from the West get up here and talk about what he does not know any- 
thing abont. e never was in our country and does not know any- 
thing whatever abont it. We need $300,000 for this building and we 
are going to have it Demay 

Now, the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has been very 
kind in‘this matter in this Congress. True, they cut me down $50,000, 
but they would not have done it if they had had the facts aud the 
figures before them, when they considered the question, that I desired 
to submit. The gentlemen constituting the subcommittee, the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH] and my coll e [Mr. DAR- 
LINGTON], when the matter came up, had not the statistics before them 
which I desired them to have. 

Mr. CLUNIE. And the committee did not have them. 

Mr. SCRANTON, So that they cut the amount down from $300,000 
to $250,000. If there had been no motion made to reduce the amount 
here, I would have quietly accepted the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds; but as it is, I ask gentlemen 
not to agree to the amendment of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds and to give us the amount that the bill calls for, $300,000. 
That is the amount that we need, and I am satisfied if the House will 
consider the matter for a few moments they will not object to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The debate upon the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move toamend by striking out the last word, and 
shall ask the attention of the committee for two or three minutes, The 
gentleman having the bill in charge has made complaint that the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds reduced the amount appropri- 
ated by his bill from $300,000 to $250,000, but he has neglected to in- 
form the House of the fact that the original appropriation was only 
$75,000. From that they have sprung up to $300,000, and the commit- 
tee reduced the amount by $50,000. Now, sir, as a matter of practical 
legislation, governed by common sense, if I had charge of the bill, I 
would accept the proposition made by the gentleman from Indiana, and 
accept it so quickly that it would make your head swim. 

Mr. SCRANTON. What do you know about it? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I know about as much about it as you do. 

Mr. SCRANTON. You do not know anything about it. 

Mr. SPINOLA, Idoknow. I know your city, and I have beenin 
your city, and if you take members of this House to be ignoramuses 
you will be very much mistaken. [Laughter. 

Mr. SC. N. The gentleman from Indiana does not know any- 
thing about it. : 
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Mr. SPINOLA. I want to tell you he would not be here if he did 
not know what is required in these cities, and I say to the gentleman 
that he ought to accept the offer that has been made to him. 

Mr. SCKANTON. I would like to tell the gentleman something. 

Mr. SPINOLA. You can tell it in yourown time. Now, I wish to 
say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that in my judgment he is 
making a great mistake. There will be another year, and then he may 
have votes enough in this House to have a majority. 

Mr. SCRANTON. We have been waiting eight years. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Suppose you have waited eight years. The Gov- 
ernment gave you $75,000 eight years ago and you thought that was 
sufficient. 

Mr. SCRANTON, We did not. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is what your Representative said. 

Mr. SCRANTON. I said at that time that it would not be enough, 

Mr. SPINOLA. You asked $100,000, and Congress gave $75,000, 
thinking that that was suflicient at that time. Now you are here and 
ask for $300,000. è 

Mr. SCRANTON. No. 

Mr. SPINOLA. For $200,000 more. 

Mr. SCRANTON. For $175,000 more. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Take my advice. If you want to geta vote and pass 
this bill to-day, take this proposition that the gentleman from Indiana 
has offered; and I will say to you if youdo not you may have the ques- 
tion of no quorum brought up against your bill. Take the proposition 
made by the gentleman from Indiana is my advice. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was put, and the Chairman announced that the ‘‘noes"’ 
seemed to have it, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 12, noes 100. 

So the amendment offered by Mr. HOLMAN was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the second section of the bill, 
which is the section making the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first section of the bill contains an amend- 
ment pro by the committee that must be first acted upon. j 

Mr. SCRANTON. Inasmuch as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] and the gentleman from New York [ Mr. SPINOLA ] have made 
an attack on this bill, as I believe and know that $300,000 is needed and 
will have to be given in the end, why not give it to us at once, asa 
matter of business, and settle this matter? Therefore I hope that this 
committee will stand by me and not adopt the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds; and in this connection I wish 
to say that I have the consent of the chairman and members of that 
committee to make this appeal to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is entirely mis- 
taken when he says that he has the consent of the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to doanything of the kind. 
The committee cut down the bill to what they thought ought to be ap- 
propriated. Now, I will state that I had a bill for my own district, 
and in order to accommodate the gentleman from Pennsylvania I have 

over my own bill and called up his in the place of it. I submit 
that I do not think after having done that that the gentleman should 
provoke all this discussion. I hope his amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Chairman, I think it is due me to say to the 
House that before I proposed to make this objection I consulted the 
chairman of the Committee oh Public Buildings and Grounds in re- 
gard to it; and I told him at that time that I felt under obligation to 
him personally and to the members of the committee for reporting this 
bill at this early date; that I thought they had made a mistake in re- 
ducing the amount from $300,000 to $250,000, and that as bills were 
going here in towns of less importance it ought to be restored to $300, - 
000, and I would object to their amended bill. Mr. MILLIKEN told 
me to go ahead and object, it was all right; that he had no objection 
to the Committee of the Whole taking action on the bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to raise a 
question of veracity with the gentleman; but he is utterly mistaken 
in what he says. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the second amendment 
of the committee. ~ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “the erection of said ™ and insert “site and;” so as to 
pake it read: “that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost for site and build- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 2, strike out ‘two hundred and twenty-five,” and insert “one hun- 
dred and seventy-five; ” making it read; ‘‘ That the sum of $175,000,” ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out section 2, it being the section 
making the appropriation. Idonot desire tosay anything concerning it. 


The question is on the first amendment offered 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I will say so far as the committee is concerned 
they will accept that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CHESTER, PA. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I cali up the bill (H. R. 766) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Chester, Pa., and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate bill S. 859, an act for the erection of a public 
building at Chester, Pa., be considered in its stead, 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected lo acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including tire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilatingapparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accomui on 
of the United States t-office and other Government offices in the city of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania, the cost of said site and building, including 
said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, com- 
plete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby ap- 
propriated for said purpose, out of any moneysin the United States Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, a 

Proposals for the sale of land suitablo for said site shall be invited by publie 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertise ment for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination and of his recommenda- 
tion thereon and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the origi- 
nal proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into 
his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

Lf, upon consideration of said report and acoompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may oppaina, a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may design: 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in rd to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the tary of the 
eee, shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erect 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual eink | ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein le as taaa be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual trave ing xpenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be exrppaitelortian Me hlom rr 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the dy ner ory of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for ilding by 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available imme- 
diately upon the approval by the Secre of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, untila valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Pennsyivania shall haye ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the ech they emt have been prepared by the hinted pry | Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the narin be the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said ap riation 1 be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, inci ng fire-proof vaults, heat- 
ing and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 

The buildingshall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space at of least 
40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. . 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the report in that case be read. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
has been recognized and has demanded the reading of the report, and 
it will be read as a part of his remarks. 

The report (by Mr. DARLINGTON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the 
bill 5. 859, has duly considered the same and recommends its , With an 
prog porate conform it with H. R, 766, already reported (House Report 215), 
strike out the words “one hundred thousand” wherever they occur in the 
bill and insert in lieu thereof the words “eighty thousand,” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I observe from the reading of the report that the 
amount is reduced to $80,600. 


th 
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The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 


~ 


The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent the bill will be regarded . 


as before the committee for consideration and amendment. The ques- 
tion is upon the amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to, . 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the appropria- 
tion section of the bill. 

Mr. DARLINGTON. Iam willing that that shall be done. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, upon that motion I desire to be heard. 
In order that the House may understand the importance of this bill, I 
desire to have read what I have marked in the RECORD of a former 
Congress, which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. BVERHART, It is for ETIRI building in Chester, Pa. 
Speaker, with verity, that s 
ay tekoers of the city. On account o 


I may say, Mr. 
an improvement is essential on account of the 
its Bc amuer ange which, with the suburbs 
to be accomm: , amounts to some 35,000 souls; and of its postal business, 
which will aggregate quarterly over $10,000; and of its domestic and foreign 
trade, employing some three hundred vessels yearly, and its harbor, wider, 
deeper, and nearer the sea than Philadelphia. On account of its industrial 
works, textile, iron, and chemical, ita famous plants for the construction of steel 
and wooden vessels, and its t refineries of oll. On account of its schools, 
miscellaneous, military, and theological, and its churches, banks, and news- 
papers, and its various associations of loyalty and charity. On account of its 
situation, bounded on the front By: the Delaware River, teeming with fish and 
ventures, with the rolling land behind itexuberant with crops and cattle, while 
three great lines of railway send numerous loaded trains through it daily to all 
pops of the compass. On account of its history, as the seat of William Penn’s 

t legislative council, where he cngentsed his commonwealth of free suffrage 
and free worship and proclaimed his immortal policy of peace. On accountof 
its wth, which has duplicated its extent, its correspondence, and resources 
within a score of years. On account of its necessities,because the present build- 
ings are merely leased and inconvenient in size, arrangements, and locality, for 
the transaction of the public affairs. [Applause.] Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
that this bill be at NE and EnA eye 


ughter. 
pa SHA TROTAN, The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tileman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. : 


PUBLIC BUILDING, TROY, N. Y. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up the bill (H. R. 605) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the erection of a public building at Troy, N. Y. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the 
erection of a public building by the United States Government at Troy, N. Y. 
be,and the same is hereby, increased to $500,000, and that sum is hereby fixed 
as the limit of cost for the erection of said building and for the payment for the 
site thereof; and said additional sum, to wit, the sum of $200,000, is hereby ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, tobe 
used and expended for the ded in this act. 

Src, 2. That the officers of the Uni 
the erection of public buildings are 

prescribed in makin 


amended as to require an open space of not less than 
provided by the act of February 14, 1885. 


Mr. HOLMAN, I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. QUACKENBUSH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Gronnds, to whom was referred the 

bill (H. R. 605) to increase the appropriation for the erection of the public build- 
7n er N. Y., having had the same under consideration, respectfully report 

as follows: 

At the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress a bill was passed appro- 

ting $200,000 for the purchase pee reso the erection of a public building 

ercon in the city of Troy, N. Y. At the second session of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress an additional sum of $100,000 was appropriated to the same object, the limit 
of cost of said site and building being increased by act of Congress to 000, ` 

A plat of ground on the corner of Fourth street and Broadway, 131 by 150 feet, 
in the midst of the most active business section of the said city, has ur- 
chased as the site of said building at a cost of $103,000, including sundry inci- 
dental expenses connected with such puenlvaay; tens te, She sum of $197,000, 
which, under the present limit, is the sum available fo e complete construc- 
tion of the said bu ing and the approaches thereto. The site has been cleared 
of the structures heretofore occupying it, and active work on the Government 
buildingis contemplated early in farses Dy et 

The superintendent of construction of sa uilding gave expression to his 
views in a letter of which the following is a copy: 

Troy, January 14, 1888. 


Dear Sim: It is the generally expressed opinion of the citizens of Troy that 
the amount appropriated for the proposa Government buil to be erected 
in this city is insufficient In this opinion I concur, Two hundred thousand 
dollars will pay for a brick bu ding, but the structure to be erected here 
by the United States Government should be built of granite and be made fire- 
proof, and to so build it will require, inmy judgment, a sum double the amount 


of the present a riation. 
LESpeniniie, = 
M. F. CUMMINGS, 
Archilect and Superintendent of Construction U. S. Post-Ofice, Troy, N. Y. 
Hon. E. W. GREENMAN. 


The Supervising Architect says: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
Washington, January 20, 1890. 

Sm: I have the honor to state in regard to the bill (H. R. 605) increasing limit 

of cost of the building at Troy, N. Y., transmitted to you on the 19th instant by 

the chairman of the Subcommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, that the 

nt limit would only of the construction of a non-fire-proof build- 

, With barely sufficient floor space for the present need of the post-office busi- 

ness. To secure floor necessary for the proper transaction of the 

ffice business, which is rapidly increasing, basing this statement upon 

what will be required at the expiration of fifteen years, and erecting a fire-proof 

building, the limit of cost for site, building, and approaches complete should be 

extended to $500,000, 

Should the action be taken as indicated by the bill referred to it will be neces- 

sary to decrease the fire limit to 20 feet. 


Respectfully, yours, + 
eee: JAS. H. WINDRIM, Supervising Architect. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


man arin; 
value the putas of many cities of greeter population. 
The tio e Troy post-office was 73,500, according to 


which receive mail from the Troy office. The gross receipts of said office for 
the fiscal ended June 30,1888, were $100,631.02. A money-order business of 
about 000 is yearly transacted, and not less than 16,900,000 pieces are an- 
nually handled by the carriers and employés. 

The citizens of Troy haye for many years contributed a much larger sum of 
money annually to the Government in the way of internal-reyenue tax than 
very many cities of larger population. 

In answer to the poaguenion: of the Supervising Architect that the fire limit 
should be reduced to 20 feet, your committee would state that since the pur- 
chase of the site for the Government building the parcel of land north of and 
adjoining said site has been sold to the Union ‘Rational Bank, and said corpora- 
tion has erected thereon a three-story and attic fire-proof banking house, 25 feet 
in width and extending the full depth of the lot, namely, 131 feet; so that, al- 
though the open space between the Government building and the banking 
house should be reduced to 20 feet, yet the distance between the former and a 
non-fire-proof structure would be greater by 5 feet than is provided or required 
by the act of February 14, 1885, 

In view of the foregoing facts your committee respectfully recommend the 
passage of the bill, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, this is rather an unusual bill. Two 
hundred thousand dollars was appropriated in the first place for this 
public building in the Forty-eighth Congress, Ibelieve; then $100,000 
more, and now $200,000 more is asked for. Thatis going on pretty 
rapidly. What will be the demand in the next Congress? I observe, 
too, that there is no provision in the bill that this appropriation shall 
be in full. Ido not understand our Supervising Architect of the Treas- 
ury. The spirit of the law is that he shall make his plans according 
to the appropriations made by Congress, but judging from these re- 
ports his opinion seems to be conclusive, and he appears to be recom- 
mending increases all along the line. The Forty-eighth Congress 
thought that $200,000 was enough for this public building; the next 
Congress thought that $100,000 should be added to that amount; and 
now the Fifty-first Congress is expected to add $200,000 more. The 
site for the building has been purchased, if I understand correctly, for 
$97,000; so that there is already $203,000 available for the construction 
of this building, and, judging from the past action of Congress, I should 
not believe that double that sum, or $403,000, would be thought nec- 
essary. s 

I observe tbat motions to reduce these appropriations are not received 
with very much favor, but still, this being so unusual a case, I will 
venture to move to reduce the amount by $100,000, fixing the limit at 
$400,000, instead of $500,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent the bill will be regarded 
as before the committee for consideration and amendment, and the 
gentleman from Indiana moves to strike out ‘'$500,000’’ and insert 

*$400,000."’ 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 16, noes 80. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the second 
section of the bill, which is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The appropriating clause ? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. No, sir; the provision that this amount shall not 
be exceeded. I ask for its reading. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src, 2. That the officers of the United States Government having charge of 
the erection of public buildings are uired to be governed by the limitation 
hereby prescribed in making plans and contracts for said building. 


Mr. BUCKALEW. Ifwe put that irto this bill it will raise the pre- 
sumption that when we do not put it into other bills these officials may 
exceed the limit. : 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not object to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the appropriating 
clause of the bill be stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT COLUMBUS, GA. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I now call up the bill (H. R. 188) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Columbus, Ga., and appropriating money 
therefor. 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it ena elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, 
a suitable building, for the use and accommodation of the post-office and other 
Government offices at the city of Columbus, Ga, The ns, jons,and 
full estimates for said building shall be previously made and approved accord- 
ing to law, and shall not exceed, for the site and building complete, the sum of 
$150,000 : Provided, That the site shall leave the building une: to danger 
from fire in ad nt buildings by an open space of not less than 40 feet, includ- 
ing streets and alleys; and no money appropriated for this pnrpose shall be 
available until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
United States, nor until the State of Georgia shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be and remain the owner of the same, for all purposes except the admin- 
SARAD of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process 
therein. 

Serc. 2. That the sum of $150,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
from any money in the Treasury of the United States not heretofore appropri- 
ated, to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to carry out the provisions of this 
act, which sum shall be immediately available. 


The amendments proposed by thecommittee were read, as follows: 


x Sa Oa of section 1, strike out the words “and fifty;” soas to make the sum 
In line 1 of section 2, strike out the words ‘‘and fifty; ™ so as to make the sum 
«+ $100,000.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Task for the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is 
recognized, and the report will be read in his time. - t 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 183) for the erection of apublic building at Columbus, Ga., submit the 
Dring report: 

Columbus is at this time the center of eight important railroads, at the head of 
steam-boat navigation on the Chattah ee River, and is the seat of numerous 
factories,steam mills, foundries, iron works, and other industries of various 
kinds. Its population is rapidly increasing. A post-office building has at all 
times been rented, and the sum of $1,200 per annum is now paid as rental. 

The populabos of Co'umbas is about 24,000, being an increase of over 100 per 


cent, since the census of 1880, and, including the suburban population, it will ex- 
ceed 35,000. It is alarge manufacturing city, perhaps the |: in the State, in- 
eluding in this cotton and woolen mills, oil mills, ng ry, iron works, 


fertilizing factory, and scores of other enterprising institutions, employing as 
oye d as 5,000 operatives. The annual cotton receipts of this place vary from 
70,000 to 110,000 bales. A free-delivery system was here established in July, 1887. 
The gross revenue of the post-office at this place for 1899 was $19,201.52, showin: 
avery healthy increase over years previous, The money-order business wil 
compare favorably with other offices supplying a like population. 

The gga tomes within the delivery of the office is fully 35,000. From this it 
will be clearly seen that the nag 4 of a very rapid increase is reasonable. 
There are eight railroads running into this city, There are several others char- 
tered which will be soon undercontract. There is located here the largest iron 
foundry in the South, besides other foundries of lesser magnitude. With a 

banking capital and a surplusof about half that sum, Columbus has bright 
Gy ae The assessed value of city real estate is over $8,000,000. 

A bill for a public building at this place, with the same amount of expendi- 
ture which this report recommends, passed the House in the Fiftieth Congress. 

In view of the growing importance of this place, your committee are of the 
opinion that, as a matter of economy, the erection of a public building is war- 
ranted by the increasing importance of this growing city, situated as it is at the 
head of navigation on the Chattahoochee River, which flows to the Gulf of 
Mexico, and which has so large and increasing a wholesale and retail trade. 
The water-power here is known as the Coweta Falls, and is unsurpassed in the 
South. The Judi Committee have agreed at the present session to recom- 
Cer g thers passage a bill to require terms of the United States courts to be 

eld here. 


Wherefore your committee recommend that the bill do pass with the follow- 
ing amendments: 


Amend by striking out the words ‘‘and fifty’ in the tenth line of the first 
section of said bill and by also striking out the words “and fifty ” in the first 
line of the second section of said bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ments proposed by the committee. 
The amendments were to. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to amend by striking ont the second sec- 
on. 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CANNON. Itis now nearly 5 o'clock, on Saturday afternoon. 
It seems to me it is time for the committee torise. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no !’*] 
I make the motion that the committee rise, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

The motion was reject 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DALLAS, TEX. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I now call up the bill (H. R. 848) to authorize 
the construction of an addition to the public bvil‘ng in Dallas, Tex. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacled, etc., That the Secretary of the raoe De; and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to construct a wing or an addition to the publio building 
in the city of Dallas, in the State of Texas, on the lot of land now belonging to 
the Government of the United States, and for this purpose the sum of $100,000 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
CIAA CERT Are yroot YENi heating: sat ventilating apparsten, abe 

n; ng a 
Saidi atas Said sum of pi ,000 shall be inumescingaly available, p! as 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent the bill will be regarded 
as before the Committee of the Whole for consideration and amend- 
ment. p 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report should be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is 
demands the reading of the report. It will be read in his 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildin 


las, Tex., beg leave 
Th 


1885 its 
iways operated by horse-power, 10 miles of rapid transit operated by steam, 


ized, and 
me, 


cities north and east, and with all the cities of the Pacific Slope, the Gulf coast, 
and the city of Mexico. 

On July 7, 1882, Congress passed an act mo eng the erection of a public 
building in said city, not to exceed in cost the sum of $75,000, Subsequent thereto 
two ad ional aata were , each allowing $25,000 more, making in the ag- 
gregate esum $125, 

A building 56 by 85 feet was constructed, but not completed and made ready 
for use until the early part of 1889, 


The wth of the city in population and business had been so rapid and ex- © 
Pgri hidak that the buil when completed was found to be wholly inade- 
quate to serve Jao teal orgs ‘or which it was erected, 

The circuit and ot courts of the United States each hold two terms an- 
nually and are compelled to occupy the same court-room. The United States 
district attorney, marshal, clerk, and other officers and employés of the Govern- 
ment have their offices in said building. Í 

The collector of internal revenue for the fourth collection district of Texas 
has his headquarters and princi offices in said building. In this service, 
the fourth collection district, there are six deputy collectors, one clerk, one 

uger, and four store-keepers. Of these thirteen persons four are permanently 
ocated in Dallas and have their offices in said building. The internal revenue 
collected for the year eading June 30, 1889, amounted to $84,693.43. 

The first floor above the basement is used as a post-office, the floor area of 
which is wholly insufficient for the proper handling of the mail, as will more 
fully appear from the following statement of the business of said post-office: 


There are employed in said office, clerks... 

There are employed in said office, carriers. 

Registered letters delivered... isi 

Letters delivered.............. 

a parechiseaban penres 
Yewspapers delive 4 

TANE letters collected . 


ase eeeneeee 


Weight of second-class matter mailed 
Money-order business (number and amount issued), 


Number.| Amount. 

Money-orders issued : | 

Domestic money-orders .. Å“ 17,441 | $221,251. 48 

International money-orde S4L 12, 539. 85 

Postal-notes PE 10,222 19, 692. 85 

Certificates of depos 15,323 | 1,165,275, 88 
Money-orders paid: 

mestie MONCY-OTUELS «0. ..sccgerseeercecseenenanercene 45, 504 646, 236. 7: 
International money-orders. 183 4,745.24 | 
Postal notes .......cccecseeesseeeecen a 20, 809 36, 518. 47 


The following statement shows the gross receipts, expenses, and net revenue 
for the year ng June 30, 1889; 
Gross receipts... 
EXPENSES... sssr 


-~ Net revenue........ REE ETE E ENS we dan akosea dab aaste . 48,527.82 
= view of the facts in this case the committee recommend the passage of the 


Mr. HOLMAN, I would be very glad if the gentleman representing 
the district in which Dallas is located would give the Committee of the 
Whole a statement as to the amounts heretofore appropriated, how that 
money has been expended, and when, so that there may bea better 
understanding as to the necessity for the appropriation of this addi- 
tional $100,000; for the truth is, Mr. Chairman, that notwithstanding 
the efforts of the Chair to preserve order it is practically impossible to 
hear the reading of these reports. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr, Chairman, I was authorized by the committee 
to offer an amendment striking out the word ‘‘one,’’ in line 7 and in- 
serting ‘‘two,’’ but because of the fact that in other bills the appro- 
ptiating clause has been stricken out I will also includea proposition 
of that kind in this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out all after the word “State,” in line 7, and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: ** not to exceed in cost the sum of 200,000, including 
fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 
eto,; and the Secretary of the Treasury may add another story on the old build- 
ing if he deems it necessary for the public service.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on a tothis amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the amendment is on I should be very 
glad if the gentleman representing that district would state the amounts 
of the appropriations heretofore made, the character of the buildings 

, when erected, and how it happens that we are asked to increase 
this appropriation $200,000 over and above the amount recommended 
pone Committee on Appropriations and provided for in the original 
bill. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman from ` 
Indiana and to the committee that in 1882 there was an appropriation 
of $75,000 for this building; subsequently an act was passed making 
an additional appropriation of $25,000; and still later $25,000 more was 
appropriated, the total being $125,000. The work on this building be- 
gan in the early part of 1883, but was not completed until some time 
ast year, When the work was commenced the city of Dallas had a 
population of about 12,000. It has now grown to be a city of 65,000 
inhabitants. 

A MEMBER. Since when? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Since1883. Mr. Chairman, I have numerous letters 
from public officials whose offices are located in that building and who 
inform me that with an appropriation of $100,000 additional no suffi- 
cient accommodations can be provided there. There are now employed 
in the post-office there 16 clerks, besides 17 letter-carriers. The circuit 
and district courts of the United States areheld in that building. The 
collector of internal revenue for the fourth collection district of Texas, 
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with 13 employés, has his headquarters and principal offices there, and 
four or five of those officers are nently located in this building. 

In view of all these facts, in view of the fact that the officers residing 
there and having charge of the public business have informed me it is 
impossible with $100,000 to erect an addition to this building of suffi- 
cient capacity to enable them to carry on the public business, I went 
before the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and asked their 
authority to offer this amendment in the House, and the committee 
very kindly agreed to the proposition. 

Mr. LANHAM. Unanimously. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Unanimously. I therefore trust the House will sup- 
port the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, if I understand my friend from Texas cor- 
rectly, the present building has been erected since 1882 at a cost of 
$125,000. ‘There is, of course, a court-room in addition to the post- 
office, and a portion of the other offices of the Federal Government are 
in that building now. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will state to the gentleman that the marshal and 
clerk of the United States court also reside in that city and have their 
offices in that building. 

Mr. LANHAM. For the whole of the northern judicial district of 
Texas. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, I wish to ask for what purpose is this addi- 
tional $200,000 to be expended. Is it for erecting an additional build- 
ing? ’ 

Ate. ABBOTT. Foran addition to the building and to elevate this 
building one story higher. I will say to my friend that if he could see 
the miserable structure erected there he would not hesitate a moment 
to assent to this appropriation of $200,000. This building was in proc- 
ess of construction from 1882 to 1889; and during that time by some 
means or other most of the appropriation which the Government al- 
lowed was squandered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What has been the increase in the postal receipts 
between 1883 and the present time? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I have not the figures before me at the present mo- 
ment, but I can get them in alittle while. The present receipts are 
$779,000. In 1883 the gross receipts amounted to $30,000. If desired, 
I will get the facts and present them tothe House. [Cries of ** Vote!’’] 
They are growing rapidily, as everybody knows, in this flourishing 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for a division on the amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 104, noes 2. 

So the amendment was to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ATCHISON, KANS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I now call up for consideration the bill (S. 2406) 
to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at Atchison, in the State of Kansas. 

The Clerk eae with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MIL EN. Iask by unanimous consent that the formal por- 
tions of the bill be omitted in the reading. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall not object to that, but shall insist on the 
reading of the report. 

There was no objection, and the formal portions of the bill were 
omitted in the reading. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be itenacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to acquire. by purchase. condemnation. or otherwise, a 
as ong aang to be thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use 
and accom ion of the Uni States post-office and ot Government ofii- 
ces in the ony or Atchison and State of Kansas, the cost of said site and building, 
including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 

hes, complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 
i hereby appropri» ted for said purpose, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise spoorde 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals, 

he pep made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, whoshall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 

rson by an agentof the Treasury Department, whoshall make written report 
fo said Secretary thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accom ied 
by the original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have 
come into his possession relating to the said proposed sites, 

if, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; and 

id commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secre' of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
compan by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as Hereinbelore provided in regard to the proceedings of 
said t of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
upon finally determine the location of the buildin z 
Bega of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 

a ex- 


The com 
Treasury, e same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual trave 


penses: Provided, however, That the member of saia commission appointed from 
the Treasury a shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of appropriation herein made as may be n to defray 
the expensés of advertising for proposals, actual traveling ex of said 

nt, and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commis- 
sioners, and other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for neces- 
sary survey thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, fication<, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available 
immediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
provided, until a valid title to the site for said building shali be vested in the 
United States, nor until the State of Kansas shall have ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time thej]United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the brilding shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the In- , 
terior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unex to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, inclading streets and alleys, 


Passed the Senate February 21, 1890, 
Attest: ANSON G. McCOOK, Secrelary. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
submitted the following report. to accompany bill S. 2406: 

The Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2406) o peee for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building at Atchison, Kans., submit the following report: 

A similar bill having been introduced in the House and reported by this com- 
mittee at this session of Congress, the passage of this bill is recommended. 


Mr. HOLMAN, There must be some other report; that does not 
give any information whatever. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the House report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
submitted the following report, to accompany bill H, R. 316. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R.316) providing for the erection of a public building at Atchison, Kans., 
having had the same under consideration, respectfully report: 

The city of Atchison,in the State of Kansas, is located on the west bank of 
the Missouri River, at the western extremity ofthe nd detour on that river, 
making it undoubtedly the most natural and desirable “Gate City ’’ for access 
from the East to the States of Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado, and the Territories 
of New Mexico and Arizona. It basa population of about 25,000, Within the 
Jast fifteen years it has more than trebled its population and business. Itis 
the rail center of the commercial metropolis of the State, It has cleven 
railroads, radiating in every direction, including two direct through lines to 
California, one direct to the city of Mexico, and two to Denver. Its railroad 
system embraces more than 30,000 miles; between seventy and eighty trains 
daily arrive and depart from its union depot. 

Itis the terminus of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad, the Cen- 
tral Branch of the Union Pacific Railway, the Atchison and Nebraska kail- 
road, the Missouri Pacific Railway, the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railroad, and 
the Chicago, Rock Island and PacificRailway. ‘Two other roads are under con- 
tract and in process of construction. It is the natural point of shipment forthe 
supply of Eastern and Western markets. It hasa very large wholesale trade in 
groceries, drugs, Is, glass and china ware, saddles and harness, notions, 
tobacco, cigars, coal, lumber, and grain, extending into five States and Terri- 
tories, amounting in 1887 to $12,000,000. 

The grain trade of the city is transacted in six ecg ee fray its ae 
business may be seen by comparison of transactions for the years 1884, 1885, 
1886, 1887, and 1888, the returns for 1889 not yet being made out, 

Atchison handles more grain and lumber than any other point in the States of 
Kansas or Missouri west of St. Louis, Its manufactories are represented by iron 
foundries, furniture establishments, linseed-oil works, pottery, pressed brick, 
harness and saddles, and boots and shoes. It has seven noluding four 
national. Two extensive pork-packing houses have been established imme- 
diately opposite on the east sideoftheriver. A bridge crosses the Missouri at this 

int, costing overa million dollars. Gas and water works have been estab- 
Fished, and many important enterprises are in course of construction. -It is the 
general distributing point for all mailsarriving and departing from all localities 
reached by its extensive system of railroads, 

The business of its post-office is now transacted in a rented building, exposed 
to fire, without vaults or other accommodations for the distribution and protec- 
tion of the mails. No private individual is justified in erecting such a building 
as is absolutely necessary for the transaction of the Government business at this 


int. 
Phe Sixth Auditor makes the following statement of the business of the post- 
office for the year ended June 30, 1889: 


Gross receipts mesecs ++. $33, 501.19 
Net revenue. suguossavessetobscneeseosins E E SSE se s. 17,243.93 


The amount of money-orders paid and issued last year approximated $——. 
There are fourteen Supioyas in the t-oftice, and a large increase is required 
for the proper transaction of the business, A considerable portion of the whole- 
sale stocks of merchandise in the city are imported direct without breaking 
bulk. Some pass throughin bond, which necessitates the stationing ofa weigher 
of customs at this point, 

Atchison is also the location of the United States pension examining board, 
and the natural commercial center of a large collection district under the inter- 
nal-revenue system 

The net proceeds of the post-office can with reasonable mreny be expected 
within the period of five years to pay the entire amount provided for in this bill. 

In view of these facts your committee are of the opinion thata public building 
sbould be erected at Atchison, Kans., for the accommodation of the post-office 
and other offices of the Government now or hereafter to be located at said place, 
and they therefore unanimously recommend the passage of the bill, 


Mr. HOLMAN. The amount named in this bill is $100,000. That 
would seem to be three times the amount of the arnual revenues of the 
post-office, It would seem to come within the rule, I understand, which 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has adopted, of ap- 
propriating three times the amount of the gross earnings of the post- 
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office. In view of that fact I see no objection to this bill. [Cries of 
“Vote !” “ Vote Ph 

Mr. CANNON. e bill makes an appropriation. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to strike out the clause “‘ making appro- 
priation.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIO BUILDING, ALEXANDRIA, LA. 


Mr. MILLIKEN, I now call up the bill (H. R. 401) to provide for 
the construction of a public building at the city of Alexandria, State 
of Louisiana, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is wee 6 au- 
thorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected, a suitable 
building, of brick or stone, with fire-proof vaults, for the accommodation of 
the post-office, United States courts, and other Government offices, at the city 
of Alexandria, State of Louisiana; and that for this purpose there is seater f 
kapha pp ye out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriat 
the sum of $100,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, who shall, upon the passage of this act, cause pnt prope plans 
and specifications to be made, so that no expenditure shall be made or author- 
ized for the purchase ofa site and the full completion of said building beyond 
the sum herein Sppropuataa upon the plans to be previously approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That no part of the money herein appro- 
priated sball be expended until a valid title to the site of said building, which 
site shall leave the building unexposed to danyer from fire in mt build- 
ings by an open space of at least 30 feet, including streets and alleys, shall be 
vested in the United States. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The bill has been reported with twoamendments, 
which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out, in line 10, “one hundred ” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word "fifty ;” also. in line 21, strike out “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof 
“forty;"' so it will read: 

“ Forty feet, including streets and alleys.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The report is long, and I ask, in lieu of read- 
ing the report, that I shall be permitted to make a brief statement. 

The CHAIRMAN, There has been no demand for the reading of the 
report. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is a point in Louisiana where circuit and 
district courts are held and have been held for the last eleven years. 
It is one of the most important towns in the State. We have no large 
towns in Louisiana except New Orleans. The people belong to the 
farming, and not the manufacturing, class. A building is needed for the 
accommodation of the Federal courts there, where a large amount of 
business is done. The amount appropriated is only about $50,000. It 
should be $100,000. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’?] 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr, CANNON. I move to strike out the appropriating clause. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And in lieu of that I move to insert ‘‘ not to ex- 
ceed in cost the sum of $50,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

On motion of Mr. MILLIKEN, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, HOULTON, ME. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I now call up the bill (H. R. 417) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Houlton, Me. 
The bill is as follows: 


3e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise procure a suitable site, and cause 
to be erected thereon, at the town of Houlton, in the State of Maine, a substan- 
tial and commodious Pore building, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and ac- 
commodation of the United States custom-house and post-office, and for other 
Government uses. The site, and the building thereon, when completed accord- 
ing to plansand specifications to be previously made and approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, shall not exceed the cost of $75,000; and for the purposes 
herein mentioned the sum of $75,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be 
expended until a valid title to the said site shall be vested in the United States, 
and the State of Maine shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said an 
the service ofany civil process therein, and the site purchased shall leave the 
building unexposed to danger from fire byan open space of at least 40 feet, in- 
cluding streets andalleys: ded further, That no site shall be purchased until 
estimates for the erection of a building which will furnish sufficient accommo- 
dations for the transaction of the public business, and which shall not exceed in 
cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been pur- 
chased and paid for,shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; and no purchase of site, nor plan for said building, shall be approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the saidsum 
of $75,000 for site and building. 


Mr. MILLIKEN, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out of the appropriating clause all after the word “‘ dollars,’’ in line 
13, down to the word *‘ provided,” in line 17. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust that action will not be taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be re- 
garded as open toamendment and debate under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that is done, Mr. Chairman, I request the 
reading of the report, 
vane CHAIRMAN. It will be read in the time of the gentleman from 

iana, 


The report (by Mr. MILLIKEN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 


bill to provide for the erection of a public building at the town of Houlton, Me., 
submit the following report: 

The committee finds that the customs collection district of Aroostook Me., 
comprises an immense area of territory of 6,800 square miles on the northeast- 
ern boundary of the United 8 lying adjacent to the province of New 
Brunswick, and that its officers are intrusted with the ing of a frontier 
line of more than 250 miles in extent, with headquarters at Houlton, the shire 
town of the county, situated at the terminus of branch of the New Bruns- 
wick Railway, with stations at Fort Fairfield, Van Buren, etc. 

The custom-house and post-oflice are now both located in a wooden building 
in Houlton, rented by the Government from private owners, and the atecommo- 
dations are enacts and insecure for the protection of the records and other 
property against fire. 

Aroostook customs district proves to be the only customs district in Maine 
in which the custom-honse is situated in a rented structure, the Government 
having provided a public building in every other district. Aroostook is by far 
the most rapidly growing county in the State in population and production, and 
its rapidly increasing business with the adjacent province of New Bruns 
renders it an important district in ofr revenue system. The rapidity of the 
growth of the section may be gathered from the following facts: 

In 1870 the district contained 29,453 inhabitants: in 1880, 41,393, an increase in 
break ten of 11,940, or over 40 per cent. increase in population to 1880, and the 
total now probably ex: 50,000 people. A 

The receipts of customs show a much greater ratio of increase, and the aggre- , 


gates for eight years are shown by the official records to be as follows: 


Amount of receipts from June 30, 1879, to June 30, 1887........ sessa sessssise $203, 802, 15 
73, 169, 08 


Amount of expenditures from June 30, 1879, to June 30, 1887......0<ercere 


Net receipts above expenditures for eight years. 
Amount of receipts year ending June 30, 1878.. 
Amount of receipts year ending June 30, 1888.. 


The shire town, Houlton, is the natural center of business for that entire sec- 
tion of country, comprising a thickly settled frontier of over 250 miles,and is 
rapidly ee a | in population and business, the inhabitants being now esti- 
mated at 6,000, Within a few years numerous industries have been established 


there, many buildings have been constructed, and systems of water-works and 
electric lighting have been introduced. Itis be mr phar that the post-office is now 
wns. 

Two branches of the New Brunswick Railway ener the district from Canada, 
one at Houlton and the other at Fort Fairfield, the latter extending into the dis- 
extends along the northern boundary a distance of 40 miles, with several trains 

y, carrying freight into the United States or for transit through 
to be inspected, manifested, ete, 

During the past year a new line of railway has been surveyed and work is ex- 
Serer 100 miles nearer the Boston market. The openingof this road will un- 
doubtedly add great impetus to the growth of the district in population and busi- 
timber lands in ps State, and it is filling with imm on from and 
other places. From the geographical position Houlton is a most important 

he need of suitable and permanent accommodations for the custom-house and 

fice is strongly u: and mt. 
ported by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Con, and 
passed by the Senate, but failed of passage in the House 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass with the follow- 
ing amendment, namely: Strike out, in line 12, the words ‘ seventy-five” and 

The amendment of the committee was adopted. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the motion to strike out the appropriation 

Mr. SCRANTON. I would like to ask what is the population of 
this town? I understand it has 6,000 inhabitants. 
bill can probably answer the question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will inform the gentleman that the population 
rapidly growing county in the State of Maine. Itis the headquarters 
of acollection district that guards 250 miles of our revenue frontier, 

This bill has been reported several times favorably. [Criesof ‘‘ Vote!’? 
‘*Vote!’?] It passed the Senate. I want to have a vote on the appro- 
want the money to put the building up. I want to know whether the 
House will give it or not. I will take up no time, as gentlemen seem 
motion to strike out the appropriating clause. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, before the question is put I desire to 
it appears to me, an extraordinary measure. Weare progressing pretty 
rapidly when we begin to construct buildings in towns of not more than 
trict are located. > 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow me a moment? 
what it contains, but more remarkable for what it does not contain. 
It contains a statement of the area of the collection district, and, to 
years is given, the total amount being $203,802.15. That isthe sub- ` 
stance of the report. 
parts of the country the receipts of which amount to over a hundred 
thousand dollars annually that are scarcely known as existing. 


used by 12,000 oo in Houlton and the adjoini 
trict 29 miles to Presque Isle. The main line of the New Brunswick Railway 
each hig dm 
Canada between Houlton, Fort Fairfield, and Vanceborough, all of which have 
ed to commence in the spring of 1890 on a line that will bring Houlton 
ness. Thecounty isas large as M: usetts, containing the finest farming and 
int on our frontier revenue service, and must constantly become more so. 

A similar bill was favorably re; 

not being 
reached on the Calendar. 
insert in lieu thereof the word “fifty.” 
will not prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine having charge of the 
of this town is 6,000. It is in Aroostook County, which is the most 
where large revenues are collected. 
priation clause, I will say to gentlemen who are calling for a vote I 
anxious to reach a vote. ButI desire to have a separate vote on the 
call the attention of the committee to the provisions of this bill. Itis, 
6,000 inhabitants, where nothing but a post-office and collection dis- 

Mr. BYNUM. Presently. This report is somewhat remarkable for 
make a showing of the amount of customs, the gross receipts for eight 

Mr. Chairman, there are many customs districts and offices in various 

For instance, the city of Indianapolis is a port of delivery, and the 
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gross receipts at that office are over $140,000 per annum. Here isa 
port where the receipts amount to only about $25,000 and it is proposed 
to expend a large sum of money for the erection of public buildings in 
order to provide the collector and postmaster with offices. 

Now, I want to know why the Government needs a customs office to 
collect that amount of revenue? Why, Mr. Chairman, the collection 
of the revenue by the customs officers of a dozen invoices or shipments 
would bring in that amount of revenue, and the room that is needed 
for that purpose is simply a place fora desk. One man, at most not 
over two, will perform all the labor required in less than thirty min- 
utes eath day. 

A warehouse will have to be rented, even if this building is con- 

r The gentleman from Maine [ Mr. BOUTELLE] says that this 
district contains 250 miles of coast to be guarded. Is that the neces- 


due to me to say that there have been repeated and numerous instances 
where very much larger appropriations have been made for public 
buildings in places where the population was very much smaller; for 
public buildings for post-offices and court-houses where there is no 
revenue at all whatever, This is an appropriation for the erection of a 
custom-house where the revenues of the Government are to-day, and 
have constantly been, increasing. 

It is the principal place in the State of Maine upon the border of 
Canada, and is the custom-house for a frontier 250 milesin extent. It 
has grown more rapidly than any other portion of Maine, aad it is a 
place where the receipts of the custom-house will pay for this building 
within two years. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to ask the gentleman tostate where public 
buildings of this sort have been erected in places where the popula- 


sity for this building? Would this line of coast be better guarded by | tion is no greater than that at this place, 


the erection of this building? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is not on tite coast.. The geographical infor- 
mation of the gentleman is as much at fault as his statistics. 

Mr. BYNUM. I think, Mr. Chairman, that before we undertake to 
construct buildings at such points as this we ought to pay attention 
to the requirements of more important towns. The bill pending now 
for the construction of a building at South Bend, Ind., containing a 
pruina of over 20,040, where are situated the great Oliver Plow 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I have a list of them here, giving the place, the 
year in which the appropriation was made, the character of building, 
= amount of the appropriation, and the population of the town or 
city. 

Table showing population, appropriation, character of building, ete. 


| P, y 
Place. Epe ý ear. paeRio,| Character of building, 


orks, the Studebaker Wagon Works, and where there is more mail | ——~ r 


received in one week than at Houlton, Me., in a month — 

A MEMBER. Well, there will be a building there soon. 

Mr. BYNUM. It isalongtime getting onthe Calendar. There are 
other cities in that State, cities with 15,000 and 20,000 inhabitants, not 
asking for public buildings. I might call your attention to the city of 
Anderson, to the city of Shelbyville, in my own district. Richmond, 
one of the finest cities in the country, with over 20,000 population, has 
no public b Icould cite a dozen places in Indiana alone where 
buildings aren more than they are at this place, and if Congress is 

to establish the precedent of erecting buildings for towns contain- 

5,000 or 6,000 inhabitants—and that is the estimate of the popu- 

lation given in this report, and we all know how inflated these esti- 
mates of population are—let us doit with our eyes o 

To keep up buildings at such places will cost the Government more 
than the gross revenues of the office. We ought, however, to first sup- 
ply those places which, by reason of their population and business, will 
at least pay the cost of maintenance. As a matter of fact, the census of 
1880 shows that the population of Houlton was lessthan 5,000 in 1880. 
ue if a building is to be constructed at this place $10,000 would 

ample. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana makes 
the direct appeal to me for information. Now, I can answer the gen- 
tleman’s question, but I am requested by gentlemen around me not to 
take up time of the committee in answering what are entirely ir- 
relevant and factious remarks, and I will not detain the committee from 


acting upon other bills. 
Mr. CANNON. What is the pending question? 
uestion is on the motion of the 


The CHAIRMAN. The pending 
gentleman from Maine to strike out the appropriating clause. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust it will not be done. 
The question was taken; and the amendment of Mr. MILLIKEN was 


to. 

Mr. HILL. I rise to inquire what the limit is upon the appropria- 
tion for this yee building? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. HILL. I understand that this site or town has a population not 
exceeding 6,000 people. Now, sir, I would like to know of this 
House—— 

The CHAIRMAN, There is nothing pending before the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. The motion to strike out the amount has been agreed 


to. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman can make a formal amendment 
if he chooses, 

Mr. HILL. I move to strike outthe last word. I wouldlike to ask 
if this House is prepared to adopt a precedent of that kind. I have, 
Mr. Chairman, in my district more than a dozen cities larger than that, 
where there is no publie building whatever erected at the expense of 
the United States Government. I come from a town of over 30,000 
inhabitants with no public building, no post-office, no building erected 
at the expense of the United States; and I could cite here, not merely 
from my own Congressional district, but from other portions of the 
State of Illinois, other places nearly as large as the city of Joliet, 
from which I come, where thereare no public buildings; and I say, Mr. 
Chairman, that this is a very bad precedent to set. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is a good precedent. 

Mr. HILL. And what I ask is whether this—— 


Mr. BOUTELLE, I would like to know what the gentleman refers 


to as a bad precedent. Why does he single out this bill as if it were 
the only place a public building has been erected where the population 
is so small as 6,000. 


Mr. Chairman, I have not desired to take up a moment of the time 
of the committee, but in justification of my measure and myself it is 


2S Court-house and post-office. 


SIF ¥ SSSFSEEE 


3 


150,000 | Post-offi 
199,590 | Court-house and post-office. 


SEF SPFFes 


* City and county. 
Here is another list of the same character : 


E IEA ETRA RAS ET E R NA $40,000 1, 600 

115,000 | 6,958 

132, 000 5,271 
Shreveport, 105, 000 8,000" 
Annapolis, Md. 100, 000 6, 642 
Huntsville, Ala 100,000 | 4,977 
Fort Sm: Ark.. 150, 000 8, 099 
‘onroe, La..... 100, 000 2,070 

, Colo., 150, 000 8,217 
Greenville, S. C. 50, 000 6, 160 
y Miss 100,000 | 11,814 
Fortress roe, Va..... 15, 000 525 
Wichita, Kans. (additional) .., 50, 000 4,911 
Opelo La. 50,000 | 1,676 
udson, N. Y... 50, 000 8,670 
Wilmington, N. 200,000 | 17,350 
San Antonio, Tex 200,000 | 20,000 
Dover, N. H... 100,000 | 11,687 
Stillwater, Minn 75,000 9,055 
t Š ae ss 100,000 | 15,105 
Petersburgh, Va. onal 50,000 | 21,656 
Montpelier, Vt «...cecseeceressene one 125,000 | 5,847 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pro forma amendment is ex- 
hausted, and it will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I was content to hold my peace about 
this matter, supposing it would do no good to say anything; but 
we should face the facts, as the gentleman has undertaken to speak 
about the matter. And I say, so far as I know, that at no place where 
Federal courts are not held can an instance be found where public 
buildings have been authorized with sosmall a population as this place. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Precisely; because there are always so many 
lawyers in the House that they are always ready to vote for the erec- 
tion of court-honses, which bring no revenue to the Government, while 
the net revenues at this place would pay for the erection of the build- 
ing within two years. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. CANNON. No, we will not vote fora minute. I know of no 
place where the Federal courts are not held with so small a population 
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and solittle use for a building as this where there has been one author- 
ized. Now, the gentleman says that this is the head of a customs dis- 
trict. Here is the report of the receipts. The receipts from June 30, 
nas to June 30, 1887 (that is, ten years), have been $204,000; that is 


Mr. BOUTELLE. That is all thatis stated. The gentleman would 
not men me to state what is not the fact, on the Illinois plan. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to state—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to say to the gentleman that these are 
not Illinois figures. They are State of Maine figures, and they are 
correct. There is not 1 per cent. of brag in them. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, I want to say further that in the last 
census, taking up Spofford’ s Almanac here and looking at this place, I 
find they had 4,000; 4,000 is given as the population of the city of 
Houlton. Is not that ‘the fact? I want to state further that I hold 
in my hand or have it lying on my desk the Sixth Auditor’s report 
of the postal receipts of 1889, and for this city of Houlton they were 
$4,600 and no more. 

Now, then, these are the facts. Iwas content, as I could not ap 
ently help myself, as I had talked corsiderably during these two days 
[Cries of ‘Oh, no!’’), to hold my peace about this matter; but when 
the gentleman jumps up and insists that this is the “center of the 
earth ” [laughter] and tries to sit down on all the Illinois people I 
must protest. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LYNN, MASS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I now call up the bill (H. R. 448) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Lynn, Mass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis getting late on Saturday evening, and I hope 
that the gentlemon from Maine will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. After this, I will. 

The bill is as follows: 

it 

Pig are ea aea A EEA AE 
hereby, authorized and vate pad to oe or otherwise de, a site, and 
cause to be er thereon a substantial and ae buildings with fire- 


groot vaults, for the use and accommodation of betinine there 
overnment uses, at Lynn, Mass. The econ and buil tienen: when com- 


poea upon plans and specifications to be previousl mate: and ved by the 

of the een Ruel not ex in costthe sum of 000; nor shall 

any eatp S purchased unti es for the erection of a ea © , which = 
ublic esan 


furnish sufficient PETEERE T TE for the transaction of the 
which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the 
site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved by the 
Secretary of the T and no purchase of site aok Rian for said building 


reasury ; 
shali be ved by the Secretary a the bg, Bae expenditure 
aber en the said sum of $200,000 f for site and buil = pe e site purchased 
shall leave the building une to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet, including streets and alle sye That n of said sum 
shall be expended until a valid title to the said site shali be in the United 
States, nor until the State of Massachusetts shall cede to the United States ex- 


clusive Jaranan over the same, Apea the time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the cowie of ciyil process therein. 


Mr. GEAR (during the reading). I move to dispense with the fur- 
ther reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous con- 
sent to dispense with the further reading of the bill. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the report will be read. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, I think I can save the reading of the 
report if the gentleman will allow me to make a statement in a few 
words. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana demands the read- 
ing of the report, and it will be read in his time. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 448) for the erection of a publie buil at Lynn, Mass., have bhad the 
— under consideration, and respectfully submit thet following report: 

In the Fiftieth Congress the Committee on Public Buildings and unds re- 
et favorably a bill bill authorizing the en ONR ae building at ivan, 

. The consideration of this bill was not the House. The fol- 
lowing is an extract from the report made in the Fiftieth Congress : 

“The city of Lynn is on the seacoast, 9 miles east of Boston. Itis the 
center in the world for the manufacture of ladies’ boots and shoes, in the trans- 
action of which it has 600 manufactories, employing 10,500 workmen, with a 
capital of $13,000,000, The annual sales are $35,000,000. 

“The epg in een, 083; the population in 1880 was 38,281; the pop- 
Sore Seo was 45. 

he officia ria i for 1882-'S3 show that 796 factories and dwellings were 
San: The municipal receipts for 1883 were $522,000, 

“Two hundred and forty-seven tons of freight arrived vfs = onk, eae 
67 freight cars in the handling, and this amount is Ss ogee ges 

“Five hundred and thirty-nine vessels arrived at the port, sho ; a branch 
customs d 39 of which were foreign (British provinces), from which the 
deputy United States collector received E 670.38. 

“If a public building is erected in Lynn, a suitable and convenient office for 
the transaction of public business will provided in it for the deputy collector. 

“Seventy-seven nsof ger cars arrive daily from Boston and the ip 
It has horse-railroad service with She cities of Boston, 


the adjoining towns of Peabody, Sa: and Swampscott; the last tw: evr 
mises reg — d, raparen AEN tobe eomaklered parts of Lynn, and Auh a 


population of 
“The peeled pags is of the first class; itis located in a building, with a theaier 


Setari pacer. intended for such purpose, in the business center, in the midst of 
large blocks furnished with power and heat from en nes and boilers located 
sr — aironi there is constant danger from fire. The rent is $1,800.” 

he present ulation of Lynn is estimated at 50,000. The 
PB are over $60,000. A large portion of the business of the town has ~~ 
cently been destroyed by fire, and your committee is of opinion that it would 
be sound publio policy to or romptly in the consideration of this bill,” 

We recommend that the bili do pass with the rowe amendment : 

In line 11 strike out the words “two hundred ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “one hundred and twenty-five,” and also in line 20 strike out the words 
a hundred” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ one hundred and twenty- 

ve. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, the bill will be regarded 
as before the committee for consideration andamendment. The ques- 
tion is upon agreeing to the amendments of the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, SPRINGFIELD, MO. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I now call up the bill (H. R. 516) to extend the 
limits for the erection of a public building at Springfield, Mo. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. à 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a 
point of order. The confusion is so great that it is impossible to hear 
what is going on at the Clerk’s desk. 

The C . The Clerk will suspend the reading until the 
committee comes to order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I withdraw the motion that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMS] to move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. A bill has been called up by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] and is being read. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection this bill will be regarded as 
under consideration for amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will ask the gentleman who introduced this bill 
to state what is the extent of population and what are the public pur- 

demanding the erection of a public building in the city named. 

Mr. WADE. I will state to the gentleman that the population of 
Springfield, Mo., is 26,000 and there is a United States court there. I 
would like to have the Clerk read, for the benefit of the gentleman and 
the committee, the letter which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE ipg 
Washington, D. 


C., April 20, 1888, 
Sre: I am in receipt of a communication of the 19th instant from the beng ee of 


I move that the amendment: of the committee be 


your committee why this Department transmitted an estimate for 
public building at Springfield, Mo.,amounting to $145,000, Ta view of the Far 
that the law approved limited its cost to $100,000. 


In reply I have the honor to state thatwhea this bill was referred to the De- 
paruo for examination and report it was the bogey NG Td that the views 
this Department were desired in to whether the latter amount would 


be suficient to coustract a uate for the needs of the Government 
at that n 
‘Actoréing tore aens the Government offi- 


cials to be Sed in th: building and from ee eon postmaster’s 
of the cost of mauitabley site| t Us. ine from an approximate estimate) that 
there would be required about 

I have the honor to further Arey ‘that no drawings nor detail estimate have 
yet been made for this building. The bill for its erection does not carry with it 


an tion. When an agri res ropriated s and 
be mata! accordance with the lim: fredo ci Sati 
Ss this Bapore I beg to call L your r atiention to the eplan E pate And n was 
ado; regardin propona. u! meoc a well 
the ith it rhs sac cost of pa e building $200,000 for same, and p mara 
ment letter of 17th instant to you stating that $100,000 would be sufficient, 
yours, 


HUGH S. THOMPSON, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the appropriation clause in the bill 
be struck out, and that, in lieu thereof, there be inserted a provision 
‘that the limit be increased $50,000.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. While the gentleman is re- 
ducing his amendment to ‘writing can not we have the report read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is entitled to 
have the report read in his time if he demands it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The letter which has been 
read, as I understood it, only shows that no plans or specifications have 
been made for the building, and suggests that probably a larger build- 
ing might be better upon the site selected. 

Mr. WADE. No, sir. 

Mr. BRECKIN RIDGE, of Kentacky. There is no reason given for 
the increase of the limit above that already fixed, but probably my 
friend, the farmer from that district [Mr. WADE], was so seductive as 
toinducethe Supervising Architect torecommend theincrease. [Lau h- 
ter.] Therefore I call for the reading of the report to see what i 
mation can be obtained from that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
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RIDGE] calls for the reading of the report, and it will be read in his 
time. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R.516) for the increase of the limit of cost for the erection of a public build- 
id, Mo.. have had same under consideration and rt: 


at Springfiel report: 
Ke ig jamar rg Fiftieth Congress an appropriation of $100,000 was made for 


in 

the erection of a public building at Springfield, Mo. Atsecond session of same 
Con, a letter was addressed Mr. Freret, the then Papers Architect of 
the wry, relative to the needs of the public service at Springfield. 

In reply Me. Freret stated the amount of floor space needed, and furtherstated 
that the amount of money appropriated was not sufficient to erect ih? brebec ee 
ing to meet the wants of the Government, and suggested that an additional ap- 
propriation of $45,000 be made. 

A bill was introduced increasing the limit of cost $45,000. This bill was re- 
ported favorably to the House by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds and its passage recommended, but failed to pass by reason of not be- 
ing reached on the Calendar. 

he committee has given careful consideration to this bill and diligently in- 

uired into the needs of the public service at Springfield, Mo., and recommend 

tthe words “seventy-five,” in line 7, be stricken out and the word “fifty ” 
substituted, and the bill as so amended do pass. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, that report 

ves no other reason why the limit should be increased except what 

stated in the letter, and the letter gives no reason. There is nothing 
to show that the public business requires the increase, nothing to show 
the volume of public business, nothing to show the amount of rent that 
the Government is now paying, so as to tell us what will be the annual 
loss by the erection of this building. There will be an annual loss, I 
suppose, for I take it for granted that the rent we now pay is nothing 
like equal to 3, or 4, or 5, or 6 per cent. interest upon the $100,000 
which it is proposed to invest in this building. 

Mr. WADE. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman says that I 
am mistaken. I am glad to hear it, because generally we do lose by 
our public buildings, and I am glad to know that there is a case where 
we shall make by a public building. The point I want to submit to 
the committee is that we are doing this thing constantly, first making 
a limit and then, without any good reason, increasing that limit, and 
I do not think it is good policy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Maine [| Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the committee do now rise, 

Mr. CHEADLE. Pending that motion, I ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the bill (S. 606) to provide for the purchase of 
‘a site and the erection of a public building thereon at La Fayette, Ind. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be, and he ishereby, authorized and directed 
to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to be 
erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilatin,; a elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 


tion of the Uni fice and other Government offices in the ay of 
La Fayette and State of Indiana, the cost of said site and building, including 
said vaults, heating and ventilating Ae yer elévators, and approaches com- 
plete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby ap- 
propriated for said p , outof any moneys in the United States Treasury not 
otherwise AORT . 

Pro s for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
adve nt in oneor moreof the newspapers of said city of la t circulation 
for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for the 


opening of said proposals, 

Proposals e in mse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 

rson by an agent of the Treasury Department, whoshall make written report 
Yo eaid Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said proposed sites, 
upor consid n of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 


The aao Ar ao of said commissighers shall be fixed by the Secre! of the 

Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual trave ox 

‘ ens Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 

Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. K 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 

expenses of advertising for Proposals; actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
ve 


and the compensation and act ling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other e incident to the selection of a site, and for necessary survey 
thereof l be immediately available. 

So much of said appro ion as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sk lans, E bi ae prea and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the De ent shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secret the Treasury of such site. 


as hereinbefore 
be vested in the 


United States, nor until the State of Indiana shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be orremain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sket lans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the tary of the Treasury, the Secretary of theiutesion, 
and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be availa- 
ble for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
ara baliding tell os e eres rareta dee ter aol a chon oF ot 
least 40 feet armen side, including atreate and alleys. eee 

The following amendment, reported by the committee, was read: 

Strike out “ $100,000" wherever it occurs in the bill and insert the words 
“eighty thousand dollars,” 

The CHAIRMAN. By ananimons consent, this bill will be regarded 
as before the committee for consideration and amendment. The first 
question is on the amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Does this bill carry an appropriation ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that it does. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to amend by striking out the appropriat- 
ing clause. 

The amendment of Mr. CHEADLE was to. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move that the bill as amended be laid aside to 
he reported to the House with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before that is done I wish to 
ask the gentleman whether there is any United States court at La 
Fayette? 

Mr. CHEADLE. No, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the rent now paid 
for the post-office there? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Eleven hundred dollars. The lease of the build- 
ing will expire in about a year, and it will be impossible to renew it. 

I will state for the benefit of the committee that in the Forty-ninth 
Congress a bill similar to this both Houses, but was vetoed; it 
was passed by the Senate over the veto, and in this House it had the 
right of way on the last night of the Congress. It was used for the 
purpose of obstructing legislation while the House was waiting for con- 
ference reports to come in, and it died while in that position. 

A MEMBER. What is the population of La Fayette? 

Mr. CHEADLE, ‘Twenty-five thousand; and there are 30,000 peo- 
ple who get their mail at that place. 

Mr. POST. The postal receipts were nearly $29,000 for the last year. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The court-house there cost $402,000 and there 
are $233,000 worth of city school buildings. Adjoining the city is the 
Purdue University, the Agricultural College of the State of Indiana, 
with buildings which cost $300,000, including the finest chemical lab- 
oratory in the West. The taxable property of the city amounts to 
$10,000,000 and of the county to $20,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr, CHEADLE] that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BATON ROUGE, LA. 


Mr. ROBERTSON, Now, Mr. Chairman, as one request for unani- 
mous consent has been granted to the other side of the House, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 386) 
to construct a public building at Baton Rouge, La. That is a city at 
which there are courts, a post-office, and everything of that kind. 

* The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Sennte and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Copgron assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or other- 
wise provide a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable, commodious, and 
substantial building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and ventilating appa- 
ratus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the United 
States courts, post-office, and internal-revenue office, and other Government 
oftices, in the city of Baton Rouge and State of Louisiana, the cost of the site 
and the building, inclading fire-proof vaults, panting Ae besierg as by! gneiee 
elevators, and Sees, complete, not to exceed the sum of $150,000, which 
said sum of $150,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated for said purposs out ofany 
moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise appropri ated, upon the 
following provisions: 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisementin one or more of the newspapers of said city for at least fourteen 
days prior to the date specified in the advertisement for opening the pro 
The proposals madein response to said public advertisement, at the time named 
in the advertisement, or within ten days su uent thereto, shall be received, 
opened, and considered by a commission of t Teo: pis a who shall be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and it shall be the duty of said com- 
missioners to forward to the Secre! of the Treasury, within forty days from 
the date named in the advertisement for opening the proposals, a written report, 
with the original proposals, maps, etc., and the oaths prescribed by act of Con- 
frees approved June 23, 1874, and to definitely state in said report the site selected 

y them, and their selection of the site shall be final, and each commissioner 
shall be allowed a compensation for his ces of an amount within the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. said compensation not to exceed 
and actual traveling expenses to each commissioner. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of sayt Gaine for propaan, compensation and actual traveling ex- 
penses of the commissioners, and other expenses incident to theselection of the 
site shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
SESEK; CAV n rf enya and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising tect of the Tresen Gade ing rare shall be available im- 
mediately upon the receipt of the report of the commissioners selecting the site. 
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So much of said appropriation as may be necessary to make payment for the 
site shall be available upon the receipt of the written opinion of the Attorrey- 
General in favor of the validity of title to the site selected, and when the State 
of Louisiana shall have ceded to the United States jurisdiction over the site se- 
lected, during the time that the United States shall be or remain the owner 
thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said 
State and the service of civil process therein, or so much of said appropriation 
as may be necessary to acquire title to the site by condemnation 1 be imme- 
diately available; and, after the site shall have been paid for and the sketch- 

lans and detailed estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the 
Porere Architect, and approved by the Secretary of the mury, the 
Secretary of the Interior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance ofsaid ap- 
ropriation shall be available for the erection and completion of the building, 
neluding fire-proof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and 


ES shall be unexnosed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 

Before the reading of the bill was concluded the further reading was, 
by unanimous consent, dispensed with. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill. 

The following amendment, reported by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, was read: 

Tn lines 14 and 15 of section 1, strike outthe words “and fifty ;” so as to make 
the sum $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I move to amend this bill by striking out the 
appropriating clause, as has been done with other bills. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, I move that the bill as amended be laid aside 
to be favorably reported to the House, 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr, GEAR. Iask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (S. 954) anthorizing the construction of a public building at 
Burlington, Iowa. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN, ‘The gentleman from Maine[Mr. MILLIKEN] stated 
awhile ago, prior to the passage of the last three measures, that he 
would move that the committee rise. It is now 6 o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] has been 

ized to make a request for unanimous consent. $ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the proposition of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] will be carried out in good faith. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido notlike to object to the request of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], but I think these bills should come up in their 

lar order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Business should be proceeded with in order. 
The Chair desires to state the request of the gentleman from Iowa. 
Opportunity will be given to object if any gentleman desires to do so. 
The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill the title of which will be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to be recognized before that title is read. 
One gentleman on each side of the House has been recognized upon a 
request for unanimous consent. Now, if the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] comes in, of course there must be another 
recognition on this side. I therefore insist that the gentleman from 
Maine shall move—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to read unless some mo- 
tion be interposed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move, then, that the committee rise. 

Mr. GEAR. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that motion. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us vote it down. 

The CHAIRMAN proceeded to put the question on the motion of 
Mr. HOLMAN that the committee rise, 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: The two sides of the House have now received 
equal treatment in respect to requests for unanimous consent, and I 
therefore call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The regular order is the announcement of the 
yote upon the motion of the gentleman that the committee rise. On 
this question the ayes are 21, the noes 75. The committee refuses to 


rise. 
[Cries of “ Regular order !’’] 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT FREMONT, NEBR. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I now call up the bill (H. R. 533) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Fremont, Nebr. 

[Cries of *‘ Regular order! ’?] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The regular order is proceeding. The gentle- 
man from Maine has been ; 

Mr. CANNON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Awhile ago I 
understood the gentleman from Maine to say that he would himself 
move that the committee rise. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ihave done so, and the committee refuses to rise. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Maine made a motion which 
was not pos Was it not proper his motion should be put ? 


Mr. IKEN. ‘The motion was put and voted down. 
a Mo NON. The motion of the gentleman from Maine was not 
vot own. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. 
sition. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised by the Clerk that the gen- 
tleman from Maine moved that the committee rise, and pending that: 
motion certain requests for unanimous consent were made and granted. 
Subsequently the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] moved that 
the committee rise, and the committee, by a vote of 21 to 75, refused to 
rise. The committee having thus declined to rise, the Chair supposes 
that may be regarded as substantially a vote upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Icall up House bill 533, for the erection of a 
public building at Fremont, Nebr, 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, secure by condemnation, or othe aeq 
a proper site for and cause to be constructed, at Fremont, Nebr., a suitable build- 
ing for the use and accommodation of the post-office and other Government ofii- 
ces, at a cost not exceeding $60,000, which sum is hereby appropriated r, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall cause plans and 
estimates to be made so that no expenditure shall be made or autho! for afull 
completion of said buildin, yp tan the sum hereby appropriated; and the said 
building herein vided for shall be at least 50 feet removed from any other 
building: Provided, That no money be used or applied for the purposes mens 
tioned until a valid title for the site shall be venient n the United States, nor un- 
til the State of Nebraska shall cede tothe General Government of the United 
States jurisdiction over the property and exempt the same from taxation, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the report be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
submitted the following report, to accompany bill H. R. 533: 

Fremont is on the Platte River, and is the ow seat of Dodge County, Ne- 
braska, Ithasa population of 15,000, and is rapidly increasing in population, 
wealth, pose de ea The volume of business transacted by the ” 
banks, whol e houses, and epea ain “anucyshnes car eia and the shipments 
on the different lines òl railroad show that 


Well, the committee voted upon the same propo- 


near future have extensive machine-shops, which will give emplo; 
in paaa 
a complete system of water-works, several miles of streets paved, and lighted 


rt daily, all of which carry mails, 
istributing point for this service. 
e different systems of 


office for the 

were $9,108.21. A bill fo erect oF erg building in Fremont was favorably re- 

ported to the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses, ` 
Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out “one 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I move that the appropriating clause of the bill 
be stricken out. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes none. 

Mr. CANNON, We oughtto have one hundred people here to trans- 
act business. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the Chair will count the com- 
mittee. [Aftera pause.] There are one hundred and two members 
and a quorum is present. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. GEAR. Ihad the floor, and there was no objection, for the pur- 
pose of calling up my bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is hardly accurate, as the regu- 
lar order was the motion that the committeerise. The Chair will sub- 
mit the request for unanimous consent on the part of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. GEAR]. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BYNUM. I demand the regular order. 

The question recurred on Mr. MILLIKEN’s motion that the commit- 
tee rise; and it was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, Mr, PAYSON reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the special order 
and had directed him to report back sundry bills with a favorable rec- 
ommendation. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Isuggest to thegentleman from Maine thatit would 
be better to take these bills up on Monday. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. If we can get at them on Monday I have no ob- 


jection. 
Mr. HOLMAN. We can get at them on Tuesday. 
Mr, CANNON. It will take about 156 people to pass them, — 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Maine will move an | $500 to establish range lights in Lake Winnebago, Wisconsin—to the 


ourment. 

ba MILLIKEN. I ask that the previous question be considered as 
ordered onall the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of fhe Union. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maine asks by unanimous 
consent the previous question shall be considered as ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would bring them up as unfinished business 
on Monday morning if the House adjourns. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That would be the effect of it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iobject unless the gentleman 

over to Tuesday, because the Committee on the District has Mon- 


Mr, MILLIKEN. I have no objection to Tuesday. 
The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked that the previous 
uestion shall be considered as ordered on all the bills reported by the 

Gommittes of the Whole, and that the bills go over until Tuesday next. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. One observation, Mr. Speaker. I believe that 
nearly all of these bills require an amendment to the title. 

The SPEAKER, That can be done notwithstanding the ordering 
of the previous question. 

Mr. BRECK DGE, of Kentucky. I did not hear the question 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but before giving consent to this, 
Mr. Speaker, I want tomakea parliamentary inquiry. Under the rules 
of the House, if the previous question is by consent ordered, does it al- 
low the forty minutes of debate? I take it for granted that it will. 

The SPEAKER. It has been held that debate in Committee of the 
Whole satisfies the rule. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (EL R.7156) to provide for the increase of the limit of cost of the site of a 
public building at Newark, N. J. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. ~* 

The question was taken, the House divided, and there wore—ayes 
16, noes 74. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I ask unanimous consent that the House take a 
recess until 10 o'clock Monday morning. 

Mr. BYNUM I object. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I move that the House take a recess 
until 10 o’clock Monday morning. 

Mr. LEE. I wish to ask if that will interfere with the District of 
Columbia business ? 

Mr. DORSEY. Not at all 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, 
the Honse divided, and there were—ayes 80, noes 12. 

Mr. BYNUM. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House), 
bers only are present. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move that there be a call of the House, 

Mr, PERKINS. Pendingthe motion of the gentleman from Maine, 
I ask unanimous consent that the previous question be considered as 
ordered on the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole, and it 
be agreed that they shall be called up on Tuesday morning, and that 
there shou not exceeding ten minutes’ debate on each side on 
each bil 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I accept that and withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous con- 
sent that the bills laid aside with favorable recommendation by the 
eommittee be considered as having the previous question ordered, with 
the understanding that they be taken up on Tuesday morning, with not 
ex ten minutes’ debate on each side for each bill. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What time Tuesday morning will these bills come 
up? 

Tihe SPEAKER. They will come up immediately after the reading 

lig ak unless the House understood otherwise. [Cries of “Al 
t! 

j And then, on motion of Mr. CUTCHEON (at 6 o'clock and 23 minutes 

p. m.), the House adjourned. 


Ninety-seven mem- 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


TRANSPORTATION AND RECRUITING, NAVAL SERVICE. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
of deficiency in the appropriation for transportation and recruiting in 
the naval service for the year 1890, submitted by the Secretary 
of the Navy—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

; RANGE LIGHTS IN LAKE WINNEBAGO. 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a let- 
ter from the Light-House Board recommending an appropriation of 


Committee on Appropriations, - 
LIGHT-HOUSE, DETROIT RIVER. 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting H. 
R. 15, and declining to recommend an appropriation for a light-honse 
in the Detroit River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

FLETCHER R. VEITCH ET AL. VS. UNITED STATES, 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Clai transmitting 
a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Fletcher R. Veitch 
and others against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

The bill (S. 328) to provide for the construction of a public building 
at Sterling, I11.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 859) for the erection of a public building at Chester, Pa.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 1265) to provide for the purchase of a site forand the erec- 
tion of a public building at Oakland, in the State of California—to the 
Committee on Public Building and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 1285) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Helena, Mont,—to the Committee on Public Bnildings and 
Grounds. 

The bill (S. 1313) for the erection of a public building at Cheyenne, 
Wyo.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (8. 1339) granting a pension to Joanna W., ‘Turner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1362) for the relief of Mary B. Hook—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, the following reports were filed, and, 
p tbe accompanying bills, ordered to be printed, and referred as fol- 

ows: 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (S. 2427) to provide for the 
purchase of a site, and the erection ofa public building thereon, at St. 
Albans, in the State of Vermont—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DARLINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (S. 859) for the erection of 
a public building at Chester, Pa.—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported with amendment the bill (Ss. 606) to provide for the purchase 
of a site, and the erection of a public building thereon, at La Fayette, 
in the State of Indiana—to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill (H. R. 265) to provide for the erection of a 
ublic building for the use of the post-office and other Government 
pflices at the city of Madison, in the State of Indiana—to the Commit- 
oee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. : 

t Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 5012) for the relief of R. D. Beckley and Leon Howard— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 5666) granting jurisdiction and au- 
thority to the Court of Claims in the case of the towboat Future City, 
her barges, cargoes, etc.—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill (H. R. 7404) for the relief of William G. 
Groom—to the Committee of the Whole Heuse, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported favorably the following bills; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union: 

A bill (S. 1612) to construct a road from the city of Staunton to the 
national cemetery, in the county of Augusta, in the Stateof Virginia; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 904) to provide for macadamizing the road from the 
railroad to the national cemetery in the city of Fredericksburgh, Va. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported with amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 12) au- 
thorizing the use and improvement of Fort Sewall, at Marblehead, 
Mass,—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on the Territories, re- 
ported with amendment the bill (H. R. 3934) to authorize the board 
of supervisors of Maricopa County, Arizona, to issue certain bonds in 
aid of the construction of a certain railroad—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Commiitee on Indian Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 5974) extending the time of payment to 

urchasers of land of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska—to the 
ouse Calendar, 
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Mr. NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 1116) granting a pension to Clara M. Owen; 

A bill (H. R. 7329) granting a pension to Harman Day; 

A bill (H. R. 1114) granting a pension to Mary A. Holland; 

A bill (H. R. 3591) granting a pension to Mary J. Natlage; 

A bill (H. R. 1573) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 1115) granting a pension to Arthur D. and Alfred A. 
Lyford; 

A bill (H. R. 2287) granting a pension to John F. Chase; and 

A bill (H. R. 6801) increasing pension of Alonzo L, Page, late of 
Company B, Third Vermont Volunteers. 

Mr. 2 E also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill (H: R. 6799) granting a pension to Mary A., 
widow of Hiram, Goodspeed, late Company A, Fifty-sixth Massachu- 
seits Volunteers—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 3739) granting a pension to Thomas F, Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 5660) granting a pension to Mrs, Pauline Hohmann; 

A bill (H. R. 7101) granting a pension to Joseph Perkins; and 

A bill (H. R. 3740) granting a pension to Lacy A. M. Norman. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1145) for the relief of the Michigan Military 
Academy—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on the 
bill (H. R. 1146) granting a pension to Mary Fitzgerald. 

Also, from the same committee, on the bill (H. R. 1149) granting a 
pension to Delilah Ferguson, 

By Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, on 
the bill (H. R. 4653) to place upon the retired-list of the Army of the 
United States certain persons. 

By Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, on the bill 
(H. R. 2972) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of John 
N. A, Breno. 

By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Claims, on the bill (H. R. 5693) for the relief of Harrison Wagner. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committecon Accounts, on the reso- 
lution for the relief of Noah W. Halley. 

lso, from the same committee, on the resolution providing for an 
additional laborer in House cloak-room. 

By Mr. McCORD, from the Committee on Accounts, on the resolu- 
tion for the relief of Maurice Raddlesden, 

Also, from the same committee,on the resolation for the relief of 
Robert Dougherty. 

By Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on the 
bill (S. 1213) granting an increase of pension to Catharine M. Lee. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following bills were delivered to 
the Speaker, severally read twice, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 7938) authorizing sale of title of the 
United States in lot 3, in square south of square 990, in the city of 
Washington, to Henry M. Baker and John Jay Sanborn—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7939) to prevent the spread of scarlet fever and 
diphtheria in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 

ct of Columbia. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 7940) for the relief of the owners 
and occupants of Camp Taylor, in Cook County, Illincis—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 7941) to establish a life-saving 
station at Hueneme, Cal.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 7942) toamend section 4153, Re- 
vised Statutes, defining register tonnage, to provide for the ision 
of vessel measurement, and to insure accuracy in the compilation of 
tonnage—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 7943) to restore to market public lands 
in the States of Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minn and to provide 
for the disposition of lands hereafter surveyed in said States—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. - 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R.7973) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the erection of a public building in Dayton, Ohio—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 7974) to establish and define the 
United States seacoast and frontier reserve—to the Committee on Mil- 


itary Affairs. 
By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 7975) for the relief of the city 
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of Astoria, in the State of Oregon—to the Committee on Pablic Build- 
ings and Grounds. : 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 7976) to amend sections 1216 and 
1285 of the Revised Statutes, relative to certificates of merit to enlisted 
men of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARLISLE: A bill (H. R. 7944) for the xelief of Catherine 
Metz—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 7945) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of John A. Augusterfer, deceased, for damages to his prop- 
erty—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7946) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John A, Augusterfer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7947) for the relief of Harriet M. Hennick—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7948) for the relief of Frank J. Augusterfer--to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H, R. 7949) for the relief of the heir or heirs 
of John Howard Payne—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 7950) for the relief of H. K. Bel- 
ding—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R.7951) granting arrearage of peusion to 
Campbell H. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R.7952) to increase the pension of Joel 
Hogler, of Henry County, Tennessee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 7953) granting a pension to Barbara 
Langstaff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: A bill (H.R. 7954) for the-relief of Josiah 
8. Blood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. 2. 7955) for the relief of Lieut. Col. William 
Smith, deputy paymaster-general, United States Army, and others— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 7956) to relieve Elisha Lunsford from 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7957) granting a pension to Laura M. Cheek—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H, R. 7958) granting a pension to Christopher 
C. Funk —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 7959) granting a pension to Fredrick B. Sells— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. + 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 7980) for the relief of Thomas M. 
Swearingen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7961} granting a pension to Mrs. 
Justina Blank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 7962) granting a pension to John Sill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7963) granting a pension to Maria Conlin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 7964) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, : 

By Mr, STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 7965) for the relief of George 
W. Wayson, jr-—to the Committee on Claims, y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7966) for the relief of the heirsof Edmund Wolf— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7987) to provide for 
ascertaining and settling private claims or demands against the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 7968) granting a pen- 
sion to David A. MeCrum—to the Committee on Invalid, Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7969) granting a pension to Gordon Workman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7970) for the relief of J. S. Wilcoxen—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7971) grauting a pension to Lydia Baldwiu—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER, of New York: A bill (H.R. 7972) granting a 
pension to Joseph Whitmore—to the Committee on Pensions, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTI, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (H.R. 2390) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the United 
States of his invention relating to projectiles, for which letters patent 
were ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852—Committee on Claims 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 1288) for the relief of John Stuart—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tion Claims. 

A bill (8. 503) granting a pension to Ellen G, King—Committee on 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
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- PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers were 
delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of Union Veteran Legion, requesting 
support of H. R. bills 3320, 3328, and 3329—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of same, for support of per diem service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of Henry G. Cooley and 36 others, soldiers 
of Montealm County, Michigan, praying passage of per diem pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: Petition of 52 citizens, 
State not given, against running of interstate Sunday trains, mail trains, 
and against military drills—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of 3,000 citizens of Detroit, Mich., for 
increase of pay of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr.CLEMENTS: Petition of Thomas Russell, of Catoosa County, 
Georgia, No. 16026, for $567, quartermaster’s stores—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

Also, petition of Eli Robinson, of Ringgold, Catoosa County, Georgia, 
ety for $1,790, quartermaster’s stores—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Taylor Post, No. 273, Department 
of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Laurens, Iowa, for increase, 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Howland Post, No. 34, Lohrville, Iowa, same pur- 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Kilpatrick Post, Grand Army of the Republic, No. 
415, West Side, Iowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Glidden Post, No. 291, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Iowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, memorial of McCrooks Post, No. 329, Iowa,Grand Army of the 
Republic, Boone, Iowa, for service-pension law—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Fonda Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Iowa, 
in favor of service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Memorial of Wabaunsee County Farmers’ Alli- 
ance, against combines, trusts, and option gambling—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Mort Hobart Post, No. 280, Grand Army 
of Republic, Iowa, favoring a service-pension law—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of I. Dodder Post, No. 446, Grand Army of the Repub- 
~ lie, Iowa, for same pu to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of N. L. MeKinnie Post, No. 213, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Iowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of S. Caldwell Post, No. 360, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Iowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of F. S. Porter, Northfield, Vt., against 
Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, resolutions of the convention of Congregational ministers and 
churches of Vermont, favoring an increase of the number of chaplains 
in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of West 
Superior, Wis., in favor of a central canal across Minnesota Point—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Business Men’s Associations of Rock 
Island, Ill., Moline, Ill., and Davenport, Iowa, in relation to proposed 
gun foundry at Rock Island arsenal—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, ' 


Also, petition by same, favoring deep-water harbor at Galveston, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition by same, for same purpose and for construction of Hen- 
nepin Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

y Mr. HAYNES: Memorial and petition of Mayor A. Hanker, vil- 
lage officers, and 234 other citizens of Put-in Bay and Middle Bass 
Island, Ohio, praying for the erection of a monument at Put-in Bay, 
Ohio, to commemorate Commodore Oliver Hazard Perry and others who 
participated in the naval battle of Lake Erie, on the 10th day of Sep- 
tember, 1813—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Harkelman Post, No. 64, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Indiana, for the repeal of the limitation on the arrears 
of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavits in support of the bill to relieve Elisha Lensford from 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLEY; Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Wabaunsee 
County, Kansas, for a deep-water harbor on the Gulf of Mexico; for a 
law that will prevent the formation of trusts and combines; for a law 
p peoi the dealing in futures in grain or any other commodity, 

for a law to prohibit the owning of real estate by aliens in the 
United States—to the Committee on Commerce, 


By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of George W. ey Se of Frederick 
County, Maryland, asking his quartermaster claim transferred to 
the Court of Claims under the so-called Bowman act—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Memorial from the Amalgamated Society of Car- 

nters and Joiners of San Francisco, Cal., relative to the eight-hour 

aw—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial from the Pacific Coast Eight-Hour 
a pas Francisco, Cal., upon the same subject—to the 

Tr. 

Also, memorials from furniture dealers of same city, for same pur- 
pose—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial from the same city, Union No. 22, United Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, upon the same subject—to 
the Committee on Labor. : 

Also, memorial from Union No. 140, Brotherhood of Painters and 
Decorators of America, same city, upon same subject—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. z 

Also, memorial from Iron Molders’ Union No. 164, of same city, for 
same purpose—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial from the Brotherhood of Carpenters’ and Joiners’ 
Coba No. 304, of same city, for same purpose—to the Committee on 

T 

Also, memorial from Boiler-Makers’ International Brotherhood, ofthe 
same city, for same purpose—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial from Journeymen Coopers’ Union, of the same city, 
for the same purpose—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a memorial from the Wool-Growers’ Association, of the same 
city, upon the same subject—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial from pattern-makers of same city, for same purpose— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a memorial from the Musicians’ Mutual Protective Union, of 
same city, for same purpose—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: Petition of the Boston Forge 
Company and others, asking appropriations for the improvement of 
Boston Harbor by extending a channel from the main ship-channel at 
the southeast line of the Grand Junction wharves, extended thence to 
the southeast line of Samson street extended—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: Petition of W. H. Robinson and 92 others, 
soldiers, of Ohio, praying for passage of service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of Robert F. and George W. Newdi- 
gate, for loss of horse taken and used by United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of George W. McKee, Company K, Twenty-third Ken- 
tucky Infantry, foramendmentof military record, pay, and bounty; also, 
allowance of original invalid pension No. 273098, from discharge, July, 
1868—to the Committee on Military Affairs. > 

Also, petition of L. W. Hatfield and 48 others, asking for the restora- 
tion of silver to its constitutional place as a money metal—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A joint resolution of Legislature of South Dakota, 
asking that the Fort Sisseton military reservation, in said State, be 
granted to the State for use of militia of the State—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial praying for the opening to settlement, under the 
homestead law, of the Crow Creek Indian reservation,in Buffalo County, 
South Dakota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a memorial requesting legislation upon the subject of claims 
arising from Indian depredations—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a memorial praying for the opening to settlement, under the 
homestead law, of the Yankton Indian reservation, in Charles Mix 
County, South Dakota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. POST: Resolutions of the Chicago Board of Trade, for the con- 
solidation of the revenue-cutter service and the Navy—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition from 122 persons in Ohio, for passage 
of a national Sunday law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Statement in the case of Margaret Pratt, de- 
pendent mother of Eugene A. Pratt, late private Sieh neventth In- 
diana Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMYSER: Petition of J. P. Ryan and 36 others, citizens of 
Wayne County, Ohio, asking for the free coinage of silver—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. _ 

Also, petition of William Turner and 159 others, citizens of Wayne 
County, Ohio, for the same purpose—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of St, Paul, 
Minn., to convert the Pipestone Indian reservation into the National 
Indian Pipestone Park, and to establish a Government Indian indus- 
trial school thereon—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolutions of the Michigan Conference, rel- 
ative to the moral and religious needs of the United States Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, : 
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Also, resolutions of the Lake Carriers’ Association, protesting against 
the paxsage of House bill 6451—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr, STEWART, of Texas: Resolutions of Cotton Exchange and 
Board of Trade of the city of Houston, Tex., favoring the appropria- 
tion of $6,200,000 for harbor improvement at Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Memorial of citizensof Graves County, 
Kentucky, praying for free coinage of silver—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of Mansfield Post, No. 157, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Calliope, Iowa, urging passage of the service-pension 
bill, ete. —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SWENEY (by request): Petition of J.H. Riddleand 49 others, 
citizens of Iowa, in favor of a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on 
Labor. 2 

Also, petition of H. C. Evansand 134 others, citizens of Davis County, 
Towa, asking that binding-twine and the raw material therefor be put 
on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petitions of 58 individuals from Ohio, 
asking for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petitions from eightdifferent charges 
of Methodist Episcopal ministers, repro ug 1,188 petitioners, in fa- 
vor of the passage of a Sunday-rest bill—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, resolation of Encampment No. 55, Union Veteran Legion, of 
Cambridge, Ohio, in favor of the passage of the per diem pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, resolutions of the Grand Army post of Cambridge, Ohio, in fa- 
vor of the immediate passage of a service-pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Grand Army post of Cadiz, Ohio, for a service 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Resolutions of board of county 
commissioners of Garfield County, Colorado, in favor of appropriation 
a a deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and 

rbors. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of John G. Fulbright, administrator of Ful- 
bright, deceased, Springfield, Mo:, asking that his case may be referred 
to the Court of Claims under the so-called Bowman act—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan: Petition of H. T. Calkins and 175 
others, citizens of Petoskey, Mich., praying for an appropriation for con- 
struction of breakwater at Petoskey, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, 

Also, petition of vessel owners and masters of Harbor Springs and 
potent Mich., for same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors, 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 10, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid belore the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 25th ultimo, a report of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office in regard to mineral lands in Alabama; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, tra ismitting findings of fact 
in the case of James H. Dennis; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of citizens of New Alabany, 
Ind., praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the White Water Monthly Meet- 
ing of Friends at Richmond, Ind., and a memorial of the Society of 
Friends, of Kokomo, Ind., remonstrating against the recommendation 
of the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs of large expenditures for 
building ships and coast defenses; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Jack- 
son, Tenn., remonstrating against legislation adverse to cotton-seed 
oil; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present thestereotyped printed form of a petition, 
said to contain 227 names of citizens of Coffee County, Tennessee, pray- 
ing for a Sunday-rest law. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL presented the memorial of Milton C. Brown and Mary E. 
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Pearson, on behalf of the Archer Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Ala- 
chua County, Florida, remonstrating against the recommendations of 
the Senate Naval Committee and other measures which proposea large 
expenditure for the Navy and so-called coast defenses and other war- 
like preparations; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, 


He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Florida; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

[No. 7] 


Concurrent resolution requesting Senators and members of the House of Rep- 
reseutatives of Florida in Congress of the United States to urge passage of 
House bill No. 6897. 


Whereas the > psopi of the State of Florida are earnestly interested in bring- 
ing about a settlement of the claims of the State against the General Govern- 
ment and to secure other measures of relief: Therefore, 

Be ü resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Florida (the senate con- 
curring), That our Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States be requested to urge the passage of House bill No, 6897, reported from 
the Committee on Public ds of the House of Representatives in the National 
Legislature during the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, ** A bill to relieve 
purchasers of and to indemnify certain States for swamp and overflowed lands 
disposed of, and for other purposes;’’ and that a certified copy of these resolu- 
ions be furnished each of the ators and members of the 
atives for the State of Florida in the Congress of the United 

Approved May 2, 1889. 


Mr. CALL. I present a petition of citizens of Bluff Springs, Fla., 
stating their belief that the demonetization of silver, by which the 
money standard of the country was changed from gold and silver to 
gold alone was an act uncalled for by the people and one which has 
worked great wrong to the producing and industrial interests of the 
country, and praying that Congress will authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to purchase all gold and_silver that may be offered to him 
and to issue legal-tender certificates therefor in equal sums of fives, 
tens, twenties, fifties, and one hundred dollars. : 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finan 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of 117 citizens of Arkansas, pray- 
ing for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAWES presented resolutions adopted by the Massachusetts 
Civil Service Reform League, in favor of putting additional medical ex- 
aminers in the Pension Bureau under civil-seryice rules ; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public of Logan County, Ohio, and a petition of 19 ex-Union soldiers 
of Ohio, praying for the passage of the service-pension bill ; which were 
referred to the-Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the Toledo Post, No. 107, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the passage of the per diem 
pension bill and the disability pension bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a memorial of the Hopewell Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, of Fayette and Highland Counties, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the recommendation of the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs and 
other measures which propose large expenditures for the Navy and so- 
called coast defenses; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 122 citizens, residents of the State of 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

Mr. MOODY presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Hyde County, South Dakota, and a petition of the 
Mount Vernon Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Davison County, South 
Dakota, praying the Congress of the United States to reject the recom- 
mendation of the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs and other measures 
which propose a large expenditure for the Navy and so-called coast de- 
fenses and other warlike preparations; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of teachers of public schools in 
Cook County, Illinois, praying for an international copyright law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the Society of Friends, 
of Cook County, Illinois, remonstrating against appropriating money 
for coast defenses and other warlike purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Peoria County Grange, Illinois, pray- 
ing for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of 200 citizens of Illinois praying for the 
passage of a national Sunday rest-law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Mankato, Minn., praying for the consideration of the Lind bill, provid- 
ing for redistricting of the State of Minnesota for the purpose of hold- 
ing terms of the United States district court; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented resolutions adopted by the commissioners 
of Sheridan County, Nebraska, praying that an appropriation be made 


ouse of Represent- 
States, 


for a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which were ordered to lie 
on the 

He also ted a petition of Carley Post, 173, Grand Army of the 
Republic, t of Nebraska, praying for the passage of a per 
= rated pension bill; which was reterred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

He also presented the petition of Fleming Grange, Box Butte County, 
Nebraska, praying for national aid for the beet-sugar industry; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture und Fi $ 

Healso presented a petition of citizens of Auburn, Nebr., praying for 
the passage of a general bill for the erection of post-office buildings in 
smaller towns and cities of the country; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of 229 citizens of Michigan 
and a petition of 182 citizens of Michigan, praying for the passage of a 
national Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Edneation and Labor. 

Mr.CHANDLER, I present the petition of B.G. Boothe and 85 
others, legal voters in the county of Quitman, Mississippi, praying for 
the passage of a national election law securing a free ballot and an 
honest count in all elections of Representatives in Congress, and that, 
in addition, such laws may be passed by Congress as it may have power 
to enact for the enforcement of the fifteenth amendment of the Con- 
stitution. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of the Charleston (S. C.) Cham- 
ber of Commerce and a joint resolution of the General Assembly of South 
Carolina, in regard to the jetties at Charleston Harbor; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and the joint resolution of the 
General Assembly of South Carolina was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Under concurrent resolution of the General Assembly of the State of South 
Carolina, we hereby affix our signatures to this paper. 
W, L. MAULDIN, 
Licutenant-Governor and President of the Senate, 
JAMES SIMONS, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Co_umai,S. C., December 23, 1889, 


Upon the joint memorial from the Charleston Chamber of Commerce, the 
Charleston change, and Merchants’ Exchange, relating to the jetties in 
ees Harbor, the concurrent resolution was agreed to, of which the fol- 
lowing is a copy: 

Resulved by the house of tatives (the senate concurring), That our Sen- 
ators and Representatives a Congress be, and they are hereby, earnestly re- 
quested to u upon Congress the importance of appropriating the fall sum 
which the United States engineers report as necessary to the early completion 
of the work upon the jetties in Char n Harbor; that it is the sense of the 
house that said appropriation is in the interest of true economy,and that the 
early completion of the work, whereby deep water can be secured, will greatly 

mote interest of the entire State and of the whole South Atlantic sea- 


Resolved, further, That the president of the senate and speaker of the house 
of representatives be requested to sign the accompanying memorial,and the 
clerks of the senate and house of representatives be instructed to forward a 
copy of this concurrent resolution to each of the Senators and Representatives 
in Congress from South Carolina. 

Ix THe House or REPRESENTATIVES, December 16,1889. 


Resolved, That the honse do agree to the resolution. 
Ordered, That it be sent to the senate for concurrence. 


By order. 
JAMES SIMONS, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
In THE SENATE, December 16, 1889. 
Resolved, That the senate concur in the resolution. 
Ordered, That it be returned to the house with concurrence. 


By order. 
W. L. MAULDIN, 
Lieutenant-Governor and President of the Senate. 


We here’ that the foregoing isa correct copy of concurrent resolu- 
tions adopted by the General Assembly of the State PF South Carolina at the 


W. L. MAULDIN, 
Lieutenant-Governor and President of the Senate. 
JAMES ONS, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


Mr. PUGH presented a petition of citizens of Logan, Cullman County, 
Alabama, praying for the unlimited coinage of silver; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of La Crescent, Minn., 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Minnesota, praying for legislation 
to prohibit fictitious transactions in farm products; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, 
Minn., praying for the establishment of an Indian industrial school at 
Pipestone City, Minn.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. 3 
He also presented resolutions adopted by McIntyre Post, No. 66, De- 


pesemnnt oe Leip ee of the Sees. praying for the 
passage of a repealing the limitation in the arrearage-pension act; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, : 

Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of 44 citizens of North Dakota, 


praying for legislation against the running of interstate Sunday mail 


trains and military drills on the Sabbath; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented resolutions adopted by the commis- 
sioners of Sheridan County, Nebraska, in favor of an appropriation for 
a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Geranium, Valley County, 
Nebraska, and a petition of citizens of North Bend, Dodge County, Ne- 
braska, praying for the unlimited coinage of silver and other appro- 

legislation of a similar character; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Long Pine, Brown County, 
Nebraska, remonstrating against the reduction of the duty on sugar 
and in favor of legislation to promote the beet sugar and sorghum in- 
dustries; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also ted a memorial of 124 citizens of Lincoln County, 
Nebraska, remonstrating against a reduction of the tariff on sugar and 
for legislation to encourage the beet sugar and sorghum industries; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. MANDERSON subsequently said: The memorials presented a 
few moments ago with reference to the beet-sugar industry I think 
should be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
That Domania I understand, bas that matter in charge and will re- 
port a bill, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorials to which the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska refers relate to a reduction of the duty on sugar. 
They will be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL, I think they ought to go to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to state that the whole subject-matter of 
the beet-sugar industry is before the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, and will be referred in the course of a day or two to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, with a report, for their consideration. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry is to report a bill upon this and similar subjects for 
reference to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, for reference to the Committee on Finance, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The memorials will be referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. STANFORD presented sundry petitions of the Pacific Coast 
Eight-Hour League of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enforcement 
of the eight-hour law; which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of San Francisco, Cal., 
praying for the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Danville, Ill., en- 
gaged in the manufacture of cigars, praying that the tax on ci and 
the internal-revenuesystem be retained; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 63 citizens of Illinois, praying for the 
passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a memorial of the Monthly Meet- 
ing of Friends (700 members), of Oskaloosa, Mahaska County, Iowa, 
remonstrating against any appropriation forthe construction of anayy; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of Sam Rice Post, No, 6, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Atlantic, Iowa, praying for the passage of a serv- 
ice-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 50 citizens of Ripley, Iowa, praying 
for the passage of a Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the city council of Colorado 
Springs, Colo., and a petition of the Pueblo (Colo.) Board of Trade, 
praying that an appropriation be made for a deep-water harbor at Gal- 
veston, Tex.; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present sundry petitions signed by 320 citizens 
of Morrow County, in the State of Oregon, earnestly praying that all 
the lands heretofore granted tothe Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
conterminous with and adjacent to the proposed Columbia River branch 
of that road, that is to say, between Wallula, in the State of Washing- 
ton, and Portland, in the State of Oregon, be declared forfeited with- 
out delay. As.a bill looking to the forfeiture of these lands has been 
reported, I move that the petitions lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition signed by many citizens of 
Tualitan, in the State of Oregon, praying for the passage of legislation 
looking to the restoration of silver to its constitutional place as a money 
metal, with the same rights of coinage and legal tender as are now ac- 
corded to gold; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. By reason of the enforced absence of my col- 
league [Mr. Beck], J ask leave to present sundry petitions in his name 
and have them appropriately referred. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be received. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented the petition of 38 citizens of Pilot Oak, 
Graves County, Kentucky, praying for the free coinage of silver; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of 189 citizens of Kentucky, praying 
for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr, EVARTS presented a petition of 33 citizens of New York State, 
praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of 600 members of Marlborough 
Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Ulster County, New York, remonstrat- 

nst expenditures for the increase of the Navy, so-called coast 
defenses, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of tea importers of New York, Phila- 
delphia, Boston, and Chi , praying for an ad valorem duty on teas 
imported into the United States from countries west of the Cape of 
Good Hope; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented the petition of Jacob W. Parker, 
of Hot Springs, Ark., praying that a law be passed to authorize and 
enable him to purchase block 94 from the United States at its assessed 
value in 1880, situate in the Hot Springs reservation, and which the 
commissioners erroneously failed to award him the right to purchase 
heretofore; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COKE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5181) to remove the political disabilities of D. 
C. Stith, a citizen of Texas, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and G 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2974) to construct a public building 
at Baton Rouge, La., reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1002) for the erection of a public building at Bridgeton, N. J., reported 
it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
489) to provide for the erection of public buildings for post-offices in 
towns and cities where the post-office receipts for three years preceding 
have exceeded $3,000 annually, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2614) to appropriate money for the erection of post-office buildings, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
350) to provide for the erection of public buildings for post-offices in 
towns and cities where the post-office receipts for three years preceding 
have exceeded $3,000 annually, reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PADDOCK subsequently said: I move that the vote by which 
the bill (S. 350) to provide for the erection of public buildings for post- 
offices in towns and cities where the post-office receipts for three years 
gages have exceeded $3,000 annually was indefinitely ned 

reconsidered, in order thatit may be placed upon the Calendar with 
the adverse report. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which this bill was indefinitely postponed will be reconsidered and the 

` bill placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1548) for the erection of a 
public building at Taunton, Mass., reported it with an amendment. 

Mr, PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1657) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Indians in Fort Berthold agency, in North Dakota, reported it with 
an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2140) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the 
Turtle Mountain band of Chippewa Indians for the cession of their res- 
ervation, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2457) to dispose of certain lots now unsold of the 
Fort Dalles military reservation, and the improvements thereon, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was pore indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 3041) to of certain lots now unsold of the Fort 
Dalles military reservation, and the improvements thereon; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr, SQUIRE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1030) providing for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Tacoma, Wash., reported it with an 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1031) providing for the erection of a public building at the city of Seat- 
tle, Wash., reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1029) providing for the erection of a public building at the city of Spo- 
kane Falls, Wash., reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S, 


1075) to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of Walla 
Walla, Wash., reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 26) to authorize the a) tment of 
a sanitary engineer in the District of Columbia, and foro purposes, 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 11) to authorize the appointment of*a sanitary engineer in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1145) in relation to the rights and lia- 
bilities of married women, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1146) making a judgment a lien on all real estate, or interest th 
of the debtor in the District of Columbia, and allowing the same to be 
sold under execution, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2424) providing for the appointment 
of an assistant general superintendent and a chief clerk, way mail 
service, to it without amendment. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2907) to grant the Mesilla Valley Irrigation and 
Land Company the right of way for an irrigating ditch across the Fort 
Selden military reservation in New Mexico, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2392) creating an additional land office in the State 
of North Dakota, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1808) for the relief of William W. Webb, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. : 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1682) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to authorize the Denison and Washita Valley Railroad Company 
to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1886, reported adversely thereon, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 3042) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the Denison and Washita Valley Railway Company to constract 
and operatea railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved July 1, 1836; which was read twice by its title. 


COURTS IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2653) to provide for the times and 
to hold terms of the United States courts in the State of Washington, 
to report it favorably with certain amendments. It is very important 
that the bill should go into effect at once, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the question be taken on 
the several amendments when they are reached in the reading of the 
bill. It will save the time of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that course will be ued. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was to strike 
out section 4, in the following words: 


Src. 4. That all offenses committed in either of said divisions shall be iz- 
able and indictable within the division where committed, and all grand and 
petit jurors summoned for service in each division shall be inhabitants thereof. 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment, was in 
section 5, line 11, after the word ‘‘ fact,’ to insert the words “in civil 
causes;’’ so as to read: 


All issues of fact in civil causes triable in any of the said courts shall be tried 
in the division where the defendant or one of the defendants reside, unless by 
consent of both parties the ense shall be removed to some other division, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 6, line 4, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ to insert the word ‘‘not;’’ so 
as to read: 

That the clerk of the cirenit and district courts for said district shall each a 
pas a deputy clerk at the place where their respective courts are required 

held in the division of the district in which suth clerk shall not himself re- 

side, each of whom shall, in the absence of the clerk, exercise all the 


ana poia all the duties of clerk within the division for which hes 
appointed. 


wers 


be 


The amendment was to. 
The reading of the bill was concluded. 


í 


2068 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Maron 10, 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
REVISION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed hy the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions to report a substitute for the resolution referred to that Commit- 
tee, submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
Feb. 24. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, Thatin all future editions of the ConGressioxAL RECORD the follow- 
ing words be stricken from the report of the remarks of Mr. CALL, a Senator 
frum the State of Florida, in the Senate, Thursday, February 20, 1890, as hereto- 
fore published in the Recorp, namely: 

“And murders of hundreds of women and children in the Southern States; 
* * * of these horrid crimes, 

“The biood of Saunders, if the evidence shall show his death was in any way 
connected with the prosecutions in the United States courts, will rest on his 
conscience. The shrieking ghosts of the hundreds of out and murdered 
women and children, the victims of t:e wild lust and passions of a race who 
owe all that they know of religion and civilization to the Southern white peo- 
pe and not to the Senator from New Hampshire, will disturb his sleeping and 

is ich hours. Like Banquo’s ghost, it will not down, and the ocean will not 
wash his blood-stained hands from the guilt of the rape and murder of these 
tender white women and children:” 
said words not having been actually spoken by him, and that the passage of 
his remarks in which said words were inserted be published in such future edi- 
tions as originally reported by the Official Stenographer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar. : 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it ‘was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Rules report for the consideration of the 
Senate a rule defining the extent to which Senators shal] be at liberty to revise 
remarks made by them in the Senate for publication in the RECORD, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 3043) to amend and further ex- 
tend the benefits of the act approved February 8, 1887, entitled ‘‘ An 
act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians on the 
various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the 
United States over the Indians, aud for other pu: ;?? which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 3044) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay the balance found to be due the State of Florida 
according to the account stated between the General Government and 
such State hy the said Secretary, under the authority of the act ap- 
proved March 2, 1889, known as the deficiency appropriation act; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 3045) for the relief of Caroline 
M. McDougal, widow of the late Rear-Admiral David McDougal, 
United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3046) granting a pension to Fanny L. 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3017) granting a pension to Susan Ca- 
vins; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 3048) to amend section 4708, Title LVII, 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3019) to grant a pension to 
Lucinda Stamper; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 3050) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site for a military post near Eagle Pass, Tex., and for the 
construction of suitable buildings thereon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask to submit a letter from the Secretary of War, 
a letter from General Schofield, and the last annual report of General 
Schofield, and move their reference to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to accompany the bill just introduced. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3051) for the relief of Samuel 
Burrell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3052) for the relief of the 
Michigan Military Academy; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3053) granting a pension to William 
H. Ballard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3054) for the relief of William 
Smith and others: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Alr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 3055) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River between the city of 
Chamberlain, in Brilé County, and Lyman County, in the State of South 


Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr, TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3056) to compensate J. M. Bryan 
for property at Choteau Station taken from him by the Cherokee Na- 
tion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 3057) for the reliew of William 
W. S. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the acom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3058) making a further ap- 
propriation for the establishment of a light-ship with steam fog-signal 
to mark the bar at the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (5. 3059) to appropriate dol- 
lars to commence, prosecute, and complete the building and construc- 
tion of Mount Vernon avenue; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 64) to arbitrate 
and settle the questions at issue between the District of Columbia and 
Samuel Strong; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


GOVERNMENT LOANS ON REAL ESTATE. 
Mr. STANFORD submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 


Whereas there is a stringency in money and much consequent distress, the 
energies of the country being depressed, large portions of the farming commu- 
nities heavily burdened and struggling for relief; and 

Whereas the United States Government is alone authorized to make money 
pps Shan be a legal tender, whether it be by stamp upon paper, silver, or 
gold; an p P 

Whereas the value of the three commodities when used as money depends 
entirely upon the stamp of the Government making it legal tender; and 

Whereas it has been found thatthe money ad by the Government upon 
its own bonds to the holders thereof has furnished the best and mostacceptable 
persicae A Be which to-day in our country most of the exchanges are 
made; an 

Whereas the present stringency is largely duc to the retirement of Govern- 
maor bonds which have been so largely the basis of our circulating medium; 
an 

Whereas it is of great consequence to national and individual interests that 
sor should be established, where merited, as far as is safe and practicable; 
an 

Whereas tlie Government can do this abundantly, without risk to itself, upon 
much of the property of the country, as it is now doing upon its own bonds, on 
which it is paying interest: and 

Whereas loans upon a property basis would furnish all the money needed 
without cost to the Government, and a fair interest paid by the borrower would 
give to the Government for the use of its credits in bills a large income: There- 


fore, 

Be il resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to inquire what re- 
lief may be furnished by the United States Government, and particularly whether 
loans may not be made by the Government upon mortgages deposited with it 
upon real estate, independent of improvements, at such rate and to such an 
amount only as will make the security to the Government perfect, the Govern- 
ment to receive some small rate of interest, from 1 to 2 per cent., ample com- 

nsation for the use of its credit, and to prevent the undue applications for 

joans beyond the needs of the country. And the Government, as further re- 
straint and provision against an overissue (if such a thing be possible upon per- 
fect security, where the interestis very slight), shall provide to call in a percent- 
age of its loans, from time to time, upon reasonable notice, as it may deem 
necessary, at its own discretion, for the welfare of the nation. 


Mr. STANFORD. I ask that the resolution lie on the table. I ex- 
pect to be absent for a few days, and I should like to have the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to submit a few remarks to accompany the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California asks 
unanimous consent to submit observations to accompany the resolution 
just offered. The Chair hears no objection, and the Senator from Cali- 
fornia will proceed. 

Mr.BTANFORD. Mr. President, from the earliest civilization there 
has existed in all countries a need of some commodity that will stand 
as the representative of values through which exchanges can be made 
without the commodities themselves being passed from hand to hand. 

In process of time gold and silver came into use for this purpose of 
equalizing exchange, and to-day, when stamped by responsible govern- 
ments, these metals have a value as money far beyond any possible 
value they might have were they only used in the arts. But it is ob- 
vious that their value as legal tender depends as much on the Govern- 
ment stamp as does the paper which is stamped by the Government 
and made legal tender. Money becomes valuable as it stimulates in- 
dustry and facilitates the exchange of the products of man’s labor. 
Property itself is valuable according to the uses to which it isapplied. 
Thus, supposing a man’s wages were a dollar a day, $100 would em- 
ploy one hundred men one day; but could the product of the labor of 
those hundred men be immediately utilized, the $100 might give em- 
ployment to a hundred men every work day in the year. 

The Government bond is valuable to the holder on account of the 
interest it earns. As an energetic factor in the transactions of men it 
only amounts to the percentage which it draws, but when the bond- 
holder by depositing it with the Government receives back 90 per cent. 
in Government bills, 90 per cent. of its value becomes energized into 
an active commodity, giving possible employment to the energies of 
the country. In like manner, if the farmer were able to borrow from 
the Government without interest a certain amount of its bills, giving 


t 
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his farm as security therefor, to that extent his Jand would become an 
active force and he would be enabled, while Sheng enpionant to the 
extent of the money loaned him, to improve his farm and increase its 
value to the full amount of the loan. Thus, the Government loan 
would be doing a double duty. Now, the activities of this money do 
not terminate with its expenditure by the farmer; those who have re- 
ceived it in their turn will make use of it as an energizing factor in the 
forces of life to an indefinite period. As money employs labor it brings 
to life a continuing force, labor begetting labor as certainly as its fruits 
are valuable. Another way by which we can appreciaté what money 
actively used may perform in the settlement of balances is to be found 
in the value of commodities produced and exchanged compared with 
the amount of money in circulation. 

I may here make use of the familiar illustration of a dollar going 
the round among twenty men each of whom owed adollar to his neigh- 
bor, paying twenty dollars of debts and returning to the pocket from 
which it started. This is a small illustration and would be equally 
illustrative for a greater numberof men and a greater amount of debts. 

How far the boundless resources of our country shall be putinto ac- 
tivity depends not only upon the active industry of our people, but upon 
the power necessary to induce that industry, and it should be the fos- 
tering care of the Government to see that such industry receives every 
envouragement. A 

An abundant supply of money means to individuals of capacity a 
field for the use of their abilities in prosecuting their various callings 
of life, and will be particularly valuable to associations of individuals 
by affording them facilities for obtaining capital for the transaction of 
every kind of business. 

An abundance of money means universal activity, bringing in its 
train all the blessings that belong to a constantly employed, industri- 
ous, intelligent people. 

If these proposed loans could be made by the Government without 
risk, I do not think that there would be any serious obstacle in the 
way of the accomplishment of the object of this resolution. In my 
opinion ample protection would be afforded the Government if it limited 
its loan to one-half or one-quarter the assessed value of the property 
given as security, and upon the appraisemeut of Government officers 
especially selected for that duty. 

Abundant and cheap money places the power in the hands of the in- 
dustrious and enables combination of labor that would produce ample 
reseed ofa and prevent anything like an oppressive monopoly. This, 
combination has always done when not accompanied by any special 
privileges, Cheapand abundant money means co-operation of labor to 
an extent heretofore unknown, and with all its consequent advantages, 
Its abundant supply and possible activities would be one of the great 
means of employing labor and controlling and utilizing forces at man’s 
disposal, and would go far towards aiding his intelligence, towards real- 
izing his highest destiny. 

It seems to me that the great thought of humanity should be how to 
advantage the great multitude of toilers, increase their power of pro- 
duction, and elevate their condition. We know that a great improve- 
ment is within the provisions of Providence, and in the prosperity of 
the masses of the people the prosperity of all is assured. 

Manis therighttul heir to peace and prosperity, and very much depends 
upon the intelligence of governments to represent the associated ca- 
pacities and interests of the whole. To me, one of the most effective 
means of placing at man’s disposal the force inherent in the value of 
property is through furnishing a bountiful supply of money based upon 
unquestioned and secure values. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table. 


PATENTS FOR UNION PACIFIC GRANTED LANDS. 
Mr, PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to report the cause of 
withholding patents for lands within the limits of the grant to the Union Pacific 
Railway Company which are free from all claims and were not reserved at the 
date of the definite location of the coupeny er road, and also to forward to the 
Senate the report of the Commissioner of the Gencral Land Office on said sub- 
ject made to the Secretary of the Interior. 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to send to the Senate 
the compilation racently madein the Indian Bureau concerning the legal status 
of the Indians and lands within the Indian Territory. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1471) ting a pension to Laura A. Yourtee; 

A bill (H. R. 1482) for the relief of Eliza Stanton; 

A bill (H. R. 1579) granting a pension to John McCool; 

A bill (H. R. 1581) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Fer- 


guson: 
A bill (H. R. 1586) granting a pension to Augustine McLaughlin; 
A bill (H. R. 1865) granting a pension to John Nagle; 


A bill (H. R. 2131) granting a pension to Gustavus Alonzo Draper; 

A bill (H. R. 2133) granting a pension to Betsey F. Newhall; 
as bill (H. R. 2168) granting an increase of pension to Stewart Her- 

rt; 

A bill (H. R. 2173) for the relief of Mrs. Olive Padgett; 

A bill (H. R. 2175) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Burress; 

A bill (H. R. 2351) granting a pension to Allen McCowan; 

A bill (H. R. 2352) granting a pension to W. S. Yohe; 

A bill (H. R- pont granting a pension to Matthew J. J. Cagle; 

A bill (H. R. 2423) granting a pension to Lucy Hale; 

A bill (H. R. 2435) increasing the pension of Mary Minor Hoxey; 

A bill E R. 2824) granting a pension to Charles A. Platz; 

A bill (H. R. 2832) granting a pension to Sarah McTavey; 

A bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of W. P. Alexander; 

A bill (H. R, 3066) for the relief of Theodore J. Shandal; 

A bill i R. 3108) granting a pension to Levi M. Lincoln; 

A bill (H. R. 3536) to grant a pension to Samuel L, Dark; 

a bill (H. R. 3583) to pension Samuel Wyrick for services in the In- 
n war; 

A bill (H. R. 3584) to pension William J. Dunn for service in the In- 
dian war; 

A bill (H. R. 3588) to pension Mary J. Mann, widow of John W. 
Mann, who served in the Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 3954) granting an increase of pension to General Her- 
ace Boughton; 

A bill (H. R. ion to increase the pension of Samuel Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 4027) granting a pension to William A. Merriwether; 

A bill (H. R. 4030) granting a pension to Mary Ann Allan; 

A bill (H. R. 4195) to increase the pension of Mrs, Emma A. Hart; 

A bill (H. R. 4205) granting a pension to Isabella B, Stimple; 

A bill (H. R. 4527) granting a pension to Daniel M. Dull, late a sol- 
dier of the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 4532) for relief of Thomas N. Maxwell; 

A bill (H. R. 4810) to pension Christina Edson for meritorious serv- 
ices rendered the Government during the Indian wars in the Oregon 
Territory, now the State of Oregon; 

A bill (H. R. teen to pension Eli J. Youngheim; 

A bill (H. R. 4840) to increase the pension of William Boone; 

A bill (H. R. 4863) granting a pension to John Carter; 

A bill (H. R. 5751) to increase the pension of Isaac Endaly; 

A bill (H. R. 5862) granting a pension to Margaret Z. Austin; 

A bill (H. R. 5905) to pension Thomas K. Edwards for service im 
the Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 6863) granting a pension to Henry Stumpf; 

A bill (H. R. mie granting a pension to Clara Frey; an 

A bill (H. R. 7216) providing for the compulsory attendance of wit- 
nesses before registers and receivers of the land office. 

; Te vaese also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ng bills: 

A bill (S. 801) granting a pension to Miss Elizabeth A. Tuttle; 

A bill (S. 806) granting a pension to Cyrus Tuttle; 
pi A bill (S. 807) granting a pension to Mary E. Noll, widow of Philip 

oll; 

A bill (S. 810) granting a pension to Eliza A. Talbott; and 

A bill (S. 813) granting a pension to Stephen Schiedel. 


CORRECTION OF SCHOOL STATISTICS, 


Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] fora moment to the RECORD. I find in the re- 
port of the Senator’s speech delivered last Friday, and which is in Sun- 


day’s Recor, an error which I am sure he will not care to have goto 
the public any further than it has already gone. On 2115 of the 
RECORD, which he will find on his desk to-day, near the bottom of the 


right hand column, the Senator makes this statement: 

In 1888 they spent $122,445,000 for public education ; they had 12,000,000 childrem 
enrolled in thal: schools: the average school attendance was 8,000,000 pupils. 

Those are the statistics of the whole country, The Senator applies 
them only to the Southern States. On the contrary, instead of be- 
ing $122,000,000, which was that of the whole country, the expendi- 
ture in the Southern States, including Missouri, was $20,000,000. 

That is a statement which some five or six times I have endeay 
to get to the country in my speeches, and now I hope the Senator will 
make the correction, so that through him it will reach the State of 
Maine, where, as I understand him, there has been some change in sen- 
timent, probably owing to the circulation of his speeches there. 

Mr. HALE. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for calling my 
attention to this matter, 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will see that he has only exaggerated the 
Southern expenditure some six or seven times, In order that there 
may be no mistake about this matter, I will refer the Senator to the 
official record, which he will find on pages 82 and 83 of the Report of 
the Commissioner of Education for 1887—88. He will find the whole 
matter summarized there, as he will some four or five times in my 
speeches during the present session also. 

Mr. HALE. I have all of these figures. I had not looked over the 
RECORD to see the report of the speech, In what I said I gave no such 
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figures as those, but in making up the wrong tables may have been 
used. 


Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator had made sucha statement on the floor 
I should have corrected him if I could have been permitted to inter- 
rupt him. 

. HALE. Of course I made no such statement. The wrong fig- 
ures got in; that is all. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope, with the correction giving the full statement of 
the actual bie. the Senator will create his speech largely in 
the State of 

Mr, HALE. ‘And I will send it to the State of New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope he will send it to New Hampshirealso. Ihave 
frequently made the statement in just that connection that the ex- 


porai is $122,000,000 for the whole country; $20,000,000 for the 


thern States, including Missouri; that the Southern States expend 
about $1 for the education of a child where the Northern States expend 
$3; and that they require at least twice as much in order to produce 
the same effect because their school plant is deficient, their teachers 
are deficient, and they need, consequently, an increased expenditure for 
each scholar. 

Mr. REAGAN. Before the Senator takes hisseat, I wish to ask him 
if the summary of the amount expended by the States for education 
embraces the amount contributed by local taxation? 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, yes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Or does it include only what is appropriated out of 
the State treasury? 

Mr. BLAIR. It includes the entire expenditure. The Senator does 
not need to rely upon me. I put the figures upon record, but the Sena- 
tor may go to the record which I quoted and take this book and he will 
find that the statistics as I have given them are in fact more than cor- 
roborated. 

Mr. REAGAN. I call the attention of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to thestatement presented. It doesnot, as I imagined it did not, 
embrace the money voted by local communities for education. I see 

the table—now I speak alone of the State of Texas—that there was 
nt $900,000 appropriated last year—$ss7, 000 for 1889; it may not 
Sate been quite that for 1888, but the sum is not far from’ that., 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand the Senator’s statement. I will 
take occasion to examine it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR, Iam aware that this is irregular, but I call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Texas to the fact that the revenues to which 
he alludes include the revenue ‘‘from permanent funds and rents,” 
**from State tax,’ “from local taxes,’’ ‘‘from other sources.” Here 
are the items: ‘from permanent funds and rents,” ‘‘from State tax,” 
“*from local tax,” ‘from other sources.” He will find thaton page #0 
of the Report of the Commissioner of Education for 1887-88, and at the 
close he will find an aggregation showing the whole. 

Mr. REAGAN. That aggregation is here for the State I referred to, 
$2,778,172, and the amount as shown by the report of the superintend- 
ent of education last year was three million eight hundred and odd 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. Regular order. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII 
isin order. The sist order of business will be reported. 

The bill (S. 1219) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing ee Lake City, Utah, was announced as first in order on the 
e 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr, President— 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to appeal to the Senator from Ohio 
to yield for the consideration of the bill which is regularly in order. 
The bill was read at length on Friday. Thequestion, I think, was on its 
final passage when the time for the consideration of the Calendar expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would accede to that request, but I wish, if the 
Senator will allow me, to state that there isa bill on the Calendar in 

to the inspection of meats for exportation which it is very im- 
saurana at this time should be , & bill of great importance. I 
shall call it up immediately after this bill is disposed of, It will, I 
think, only take the time necessary to read it. It has already 
the Senate and has had the consideration of two committees. I will 
withhold it for a moment, but when the public building billis acted on 
I shall insist on its being ‘taken up. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S, 1219) to pro- 
vide for the construction of a public building at Salt Lake City, Utah. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate, and 
4 question is on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas TM. 

UMB]. 

Mr. LUMB. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1471) granting a pension to Laura A. Yourtee; 

A bill (H. R. 1482) for the relief of Eliza Stanton; 

A bill E R. 1579) granting a pension to John MeCool; 

Pera H. R. 1581) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 


ill (H. R. 1586) granting a pension to Augustine McLaughlin; 

ill (H. R. 1865) granting a pension to John Nagle; 

nigra R. 2131) granting a pension to Gustavus Alonzo Draper; 
H. R. 2133) granting a pension to Betsey F. Newhall; 

ill (H. R. 2168) granting an increase of pension to Stewart Her- 


ill (H. R. 2173) for the relief of Mrs. Olive Padgett; 
ill (E R. 2175) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Burress; 
H. R. 2351 grantinga pension to Allen McCowan; 

bill (H. R. 2352) granting a pension to W. S. Yobe; 

bill (H. R. 2356) granting a pension to Matthew J. "J. Cagle; 

A bill a R. 2432) granting a pension to Lucy Hale; 

A bill (H. R. 2435) increasing the pension of Mary Minor Hoxey; 

A bill (H. R. 2824) granting a pension to Charles A. Platz; 

A bill (H. R. 2832) granting a pension to Sarah McTavey; 

A bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of W. P. Alexander; 

A bill (H. R. 3056) for the relief of Theodore J. Shandal; 

A bill (H. R. 3108) granting a pension to Levi M. Lincoln; 

A bill (H. R. 3536) to grant a pension to Samuel L. Dark; 

E A bill (H. R. 3583) to pension Samuel Wyrick for services. in the In- 
ian war: 

A bill (H. R. 3584) to pension William J. Dunn for service in the 
Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 3588) to pension Mary J. Mann, widow of John W. 
Mann, who served in the Indian war; 

A-bill (H. R. 3954) granting an increase of pension to General Horace 
Boughton; 

A bill (H. R. 3962) to increase the pension of Samuel Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 4027) granting a pension to William A. Merriwether; 

A bill (H. R. 4030) granting a pension to Mary Ann Allan; 

A bill (H. R. 4195) to increase the pension of Mrs. Emma A. Hart; 

A bill (H. R. 4205) granting a pension to Isabella B. Stimple; 

A bill (H. R. 4527) granting a pension to Daniel M. Dull, late asol- 
dier of the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 4532) for relief of Thomas N. Maxwell; 

A bill (H. R. 4810) to pension Christina Edson for meritorious serv- 
ices rendered the Government during the Indian wars in the Oregon 
Territory, now the State of Oregon; 

A bill (H. R. 4821) to pension Eli J. Youngheim; 

A bill (H. R. yee to increase the pension of William Boone; 

A bill (H. R. 4863) granting a pension to John Carter; 

A bill (H. R. 5751) to increase the pension of Isaac Endaly; 

A bill (H. R. pert granting a pension to Margaret Z. Austin; 

A bill (H. R. 5905) to pension Thomas K. Edwards for service in the 
Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 6863) granting a pension to Henry Stumpf; and 

A bill (H. R. 6865) granting a pension to Clara Frey. 

The bill (H. R. 7216) providing for the compulsory attendance of 
witnesses before registers and receivers of the land office was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie Lands, 


MEAT EXPORTATION AND INSPECTION, ETC. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 462, Senate bill 2594. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be reported by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I hope the Calendar will be proceeded with. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will take but about five or ten minutes to read 
this bill. There will be no objection to it, and it is admittedly a mat- 
Labo publie importance, as every Senator will see when the bill is 


Mr. MITCHELL. And then can we go to the Calendar? 

Mr. SHERMAN, _ I have no objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 2594) providing for an inspection of meats for ex- 
portation, prohibitiog the importation of adulterated articles of food or 
drink, and authorizing the President to make proclamation in certain 
cases, and for other purposes, 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will not be necessary to read the original bill, as 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute, embodying also certain 
amendments suggested by the Committee on Agriculture, covers the 
whole ground. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reported amendment being to 
strike out and insert a substitute, the Secretary will] read the substitute. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

The Secretary read the amendment of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, to strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert as follows: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture may cause to be made a careful inspection 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2071 


of all salted pork and bacon intended for exportation, with a view to ascertain 
and determine whether the same is wholesome and sound for human food, and 
may appoint 

pees pata ge tion in which such por! 
shall 


of each separate shipmentof such meat, and a third copy shall be delivered to 
the consignor or shipper of such meat; and as evidence that packages of salted 
pork and bacon have been inspected in accordance with the provisions of this 
aa ser found to be wholesome and sound for human food, and for the identifi- 
‘ of the same, such marks, stamps, or other devices as the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture may by regulation prescribe shall be affixed to each of such pack- 


- Sec.2. That it shall be unlawful to import into the United States any adul- 
terated or unwholesome food, or vinous, spiritaous, or malt liquors, adalterated 
or mixed with any poisonous or noxious chemical, drug, or other ingredient in- 

urious to health. Any person who shall knowingly import into the United 
tes any such adulterated food or drink, knowing or having reasons to be- 
lieve the same to be adulterated, being the owner or the agent of the owner, or 
the consignor or consignee of the owner, or in privity with them, assisting in 
such unlawful act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and liable to pros- 
ecution therefor in the district court of the United States for the district into 
which such property is imported; and, on conviction, such person shall be fined 
in a sum not exceeding $1,000 for each separate shipment, and may be impris- 
onia by the court for aterm not exceeding one year, or both, at the discretion 
o e court. 

Sec. 3. That any article designed for consumption as human food or drink, 
and any other article of the olasses or description mentioned in this act, which 
shall be imported into the United States contrary to its provisions, shall be for- 
feited tothe United States, and shall be ed against under the provisionsof 
chapter 18 of Title XIII of the Revi Statutes of the United States; and such 
imported pooper. so declared forfeited may be destroyed or returned to the 
importer for exportation from the United States after the payment of all costs 
and expenses, under such regulations asthe Secretary of the may pre- 
scribe; and the Secretary of the Treasury may cause such imported articles to 
be in or examined in order to ascertain whether the same have been so 
unlawfully imported. 

Sxc. 4. That whenever the President is satisfied that there is good reason to 
believe that any importation is being made, or is about to be made, into the 
United States, from any foreign country, of any article nsed for human food or 
drink that is adulterated to an extent dange os to the health or welfare of the 


and 
isease, or which shall have 
been exposed to such infection within sixty days next before their ip] aap aman, 

e forego- 


7 ra of animals 
ds, buildin, 


orto ex dangerous to other animals; 
and that the value of animals soslaughtered as being so exposed to infection bat 
not infected may be ascertained by the agreement of theSecretary of Agricult- 
ure and owners thereof, if practicable; otherwise, by the appraisal by two per- 
sons familiar with the character and value of such property, to be appointed 
by the Secretary of Agriculture, whose decision, if they agree, shall be final; 
otherwise, the Secretary of Agriculture shall decide between them, and his de- 
cision shall be tinal; and the amount of the value thus ascertained shall be paid 
to the owner thereof out of money in the Treasury appropriated for the use of 
the Bureau of Animal Industry; but no payment shall be made for any animal 
imported in violation of the provisions of this act. If any animals subject to 
narantine according to the provisions of this act are brought into any port of 
United States where no quarantine station is established the collector of 
such port shall require the same to be conveyed by the vessel on which they 
=e imported or are found to the nearest quarantine station, at the expense of 

é owner. 

Sec, 9, That whenever, in the ba jit of the President, it shall be necessary 
for the protection of animalsin the United Statesagainst infectious orcontagious 
d he may, by proclamation, suspend the importation of all or any class 
of animals for a limited time, and may change, modify, revoke, or renew such 
proclamation as the public good may require; and during the time of such sus- 
pension the importation of any such animals shall be unlawful. 

Sec. 10. That the Secre! of Agriculture shall cause careful inspection to be 
made by a suitable officer of all imported animals described in this act, to ascer- 


tain whether such animals are infected with contagious diseases or have been 
ex to infection so as to be dangerous to other animals, which shal! then- 
either be placed in quarantine or dealt with according to the resulations of the 
Secretary of ture; and all food, litter, manure; clothing, utensils, and 
other appliances that have been so related to such animals on board ship as to 
be judged liable to convey infection shall be dealt with according to the regula- 
tions of the Secretary of Agriculture; and the Secre! of lture may 
cause inspection to be made of all animals described in this act intended forex- 
portation, and provide for the disinfection of all vessels engaged in the trans- 
portation thereof, and of all barges or other vessels used in the conveyance of 
such animals intended for export to the ocean steamer or other vessels, and of 
all attendants and their clothing, and of all head-ropes and other appliances used 
in such exportation, by such orders and regulations as he may prescribe; and if, 
upon such inspection, any such animals shall be adjudged, under the regula- 
tions of the Secretary of Agriculture, to be infected or to have been exposed to 
infection so as to be dangerous to other animals, they shall not be allowed to be 
eer any vessel for exportation; the expense of all the ins: jon and 
disin m provided for in this section to be borne by the owners of the vessels 
on which such animals are exported. 


Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. President, one of the greatest barriers in 
the way of the exportation of beef cattle from this country is in the 
municipal legislation of foreign powers, notably of England. By the 
requirements of their law all cattle exported from this country are re- 
quired to be slaughtered at the port of entry and within a very short 
time after arrival. Of course I realize very fuily that that matter 
can only be changed by some diplomatic correspondence and by inter- 
vention of the usual treaty-making power, but I should like to ask the 
Senator from Ohio whether that evil has been contemplated by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and whether there is anythingin this bill, 
resulting, perhaps, from this method of inspection, that would permit 
foreign powers to dispense with that provision. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Mr. President, the complaint that has been made, 
not only by our people, but by our Government authorities for several 
years, has been that France, Germany, and Great Britain bave made re- 
strictions which prevented the importation of our meat products into 
those countries. In England it is true that the rale of their law re- 
quires beef cattle coming from our country to be killed at the place of 
importation there, in order to prevent, as they say, the spread of dis- 
eases among their own cattle, In France our pork products have been 
restrained very much by allegations that they bring over there trichina, 
and therefore they excluded our pork in many cases absolutely from 
their market. The same troubleexistsinGermany. The general com- 
plaint made by these countries is that there are no inspection Jaws in 
the United States such as are enforced in the main in the European 
countries, > 

This bill, which was originally prepared, I think, two years ago by 
the Senator from Vermont, a member of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations [Mr. EDMUNDS], was reported to aid our Government in nego- 
tiating to get a release from these varied restrictions imposed by foreign 
countries upon our food products, It is believed that the passage of this 
bill will enable the proper authorities of our Government to procure the 
repeal and release of these various restrictions, more or less, and it is 
really thought that this bill, by securing the repeal of these restrictions, 
will add at least $50,000,000 to our exports of meat products. I have 
no doubt it will add largely; whether it will add so much as that no 
man can say. 

The bill as it now stands is recommended by the three Depart- 
ments of the Government which will be connected with its enforce- 
ment: first, the State Department, which has conducted the negotia- 
tions; next, the Treasury Department, which must perform certain 
functions connected with the customs duties and so on; and, third, the 
Department of Agriculture, As the bill was reported at first it did 
not embody in it the provisions made necessary by the somewhat re- 
cent act creating the Department of Agriculture, and therefore, upon 
due representations made, the bill was recommitted and the amend- 
ments deemed necessary by the Treasury Department and by the De- 
partment of Agriculture, to conform to the law creating the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, have been made. So I believe it now has gone 
through every possible scrutiny that it can be subjected to. I have 
among the papers connected with the bill a letter from the Secretary 
of Agriculture commending it, I believe that covers the ground. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to state, in connection with what the Sen- 
ator from Ohio has said, that the Secretary of Agriculture has had it 
under contemplation to send a veterinary expert to Liverpool, or to 
ports where this product is sent out, in order to determine upon the 
alleged complaint of unfairness in inspection and to make proper re- 
ports to the State Department. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, of course the general purpose of this 
bill is one which commends itself to the Senate, but I very much fear 
that the bill has been prepared without fall consultation with the per- 
sons who are engaged in the business of packing and exporting meats 
from this country. I know that when the bill was first introduced last 
year a gentleman representing a firm in Connecticut extensively en- 
gaged in packing and shipping pork abroad came here and represented 
to the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Epsunps] who introduced the bill 
that the provisions of the bill as it was then drawn would practically 
destroy the business which he was engaged iu. In other words, it 
would throw such restraints around it as would make it impossible to 
pons the business. Whether this bill is as that bill was amended 

year I do not know. but I think the bill as first introduced was 
amended last year. Whether this bill follows the ove which was in- 
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troduced last year or contains such amendments as were then found to 
be necessary I do not know. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill is precisely as it passed the Senate last 
year, except such modifications as are needed to adapt it to the new 
Department of Agriculture. 

There is one provision in it, a limitation upon the power of the Pres- 
ident to stop certain importations confined to a short term of years, 
but on account of the delay it has been extended and made general. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ohio where it 
is proposed that this inspection of salted pork and bacon intended for 
exportation is to be made? 

r. SHERMAN. At the place of exportation. 

Mr. PLATT. It is utterly impossible to.carry on tbe business of 
exportation profitably by having the inspection at the port of exporta- 
tion; at least, so I am informed; that the circumstances surrounding 
the shipping of these products from the wharves when they are sent to 
New York for exportation are such that any inspection there is prac- 
tically to hinder and impede and so embarrass the business as that it 
will not be profitable. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was not literally correct in my answer to the 
question, that the inspection is at the place of exportation; for there 
is this provision in the bill: 

But any pork or bacon may be exported to any foreign country without such 
on when it is proven to the satisfaction of the inspector that the same 


has been properly saited and packed more than sixty days prior to the date of 
the application for inspection or manifest for exportation. 


In that case it might be inspected in Chicago, in Connecticut, or any- 
where else, and need not then be inspected at the place of exportation, 
although otherwise it would have to be. 

Mr. PLATT. Isee there is that in the bill. Itso happens that I 
received a letter last evening, which I have not replied to, from a gen- 
tleman who appeared, I think, before the Foreign Kelations Committee 
or certainly before the Senator who introduced the bill last year, and 
I desire to read from what he says, because I should be neglecting my 
duty if I allowed this bill to pass without presenting the suggestion 
which he makes. He says: 

‘The bill as now before the Senate will, if allowed to become a law, be destruct- 
ive to a very large part of the export business and will do no good to any one. 
The export of hog products from this country is so large and so satisfactory 
under the present inspection instituted by the various boards of trade of the 
country that any interference by the Government will work irreparable harm, 
and in fact almost destroy a large part of the export trade of hog products. I 
could show you yery clearly the reasons for my statement, but it would be too 
much to give in this letter. 

I hope that you will let me know when the bill is ponia up and I will come 
to oein at once, It will not do to let this Geek zag n the shape that it is 
now in. the sixty-day clause was stricken out and in place of same was in- 
serted the words “fully cured,” that would in some measure relieve the bill of 
its most objectionable features, 

I have had no opportunity to reply to this letter or to give him any 
oprortunity to come here and present his views, so I can only state 
them to the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I inquire if the Committee on Agriculture has had 
anything to do or to say about this bill? 

Mr. PADDOGK. The Committee on Agriculture reported certain 
amendments, amendments requiring that the matter of inspection and 
the performance of quarantine duties should be performed by the Bu- 
reau of Animal Industry rather than to be performed in the Depart- 
ment of the Treasury by a new class of inspectors to be set up there. 
It was intended to simplify the inspection and the quarantine business, 
and to put it where it belongs, under the Bureau of Animal Industry 
as now organized in the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, it seems to me that this bill is one of 
very great importance, and it ought not to be considered under the five- 
minute rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis not so being considered. It 
was taken up on motion andis open to unlimited debate until 2 o’clock, 

Mr. BATE. ! desire to say that there are bills somewhat akin to 
this pendingin the Committee on Agriculture, and two or three of them 
have been referred to a subcommittee, but the subcommittee has not 
had time to investigate thea. I hope, therefore, that this bill will not 
be pressed now. It is one of vast importance, and we should have an 
opportunity of examining it. 

furthermore, I see that this isa substitute for the original bill, which 
has been examined with great care by all who are interested in this 
proposition, and that bill is amended now so as to strike out all aiter 
the enacting clause and insert a new bill. It was only reporied some 
two or three days ago, and I do not think we have had an opportunity 
to consider it properly. I will say that the Committee on Agriculture 
have not had an opportunity to consider it, and I do not think they 
have had this substitute before them at all, but measnres akin toit have 
been referred to that committee. I hope the bill will not be pressed 


now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Tennessee will allow me tosug- 
gest that he probably did not hear what I said. This bill was practi- 
cally referred to the Committee on Agriculture. Every amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Agriculture was adopted, and there is 

.a letter on the files from the Secretary of Agriculture strongly recom- 
mending the passage of the bill. I also have a letter from the Secre- 


ary of the Treasury approving of the modifications proposed between 
he two Departments; and I may say that the two h PAn concur 
n all the amendments which have been adopted and incorporated iu 
the substitute. f 

Mr. BATE. DoI understand the Senator to say that the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture has concurred in it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Departmentof Agriculture and the Secretary 
of the Treasury also concur in these amendments. The amendments 
were prepared by the Department of Agriculture and handed me by the 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, and every amendment pro- 
Domed by them has been adopted and incorporated in the substitute now 

nding, 

Mr. BATE. I did not know that the matter had been presented to 
the Department of Agriculture, but this is a question of very grave im- 
portance, and I only suggested that it should be looked into by the com- 
mittee having ¢ of that subject in connection with others. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I feel bound to make one further statement. I 
have heen urged to bring this matter before the attention of the Senate 
by important Departments of the Government, and I have once or twice 
done so, and I probably do not trespass upon what is proper on this 
occasion in saying that the adjustment and arrangement of all these 
controversies is now a matter of correspondence between our Govern- 
ment and other Governments. This is the season when this bill, if at 
all, shonld be passed. Before the summer commences these modes of 
inspection and organization should be provided. I hope, therefore, that 
the Senate will allow the bill to be disposed of now. If there is any 
tronble about it or any defect or any word that is wrong, there will 
be ample time to correct it in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. TELLER. We had better correct it here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill has been more carefully scanned and 
considered than probably any bill upon the Calendar. It has once al- 
ready passed the Senate, and the changes now made have been in con- 
sequence of a law passed since that time, the law creating the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

Mr. PLATT. It may be somewhat strange that a Senator living in 
an Eastern State should be the first to suggest questions in regard to 
whether this bill has been so considered as to protect the interests of the 
people who are engaged in packing and exporting meat products, but 
my attention was called toit by a very large anda very reputable house 
in my State, and while I have no doubtit is true that the State Depart- 
ment and the Agricultural Department and some other Departments 
have coincided in recommending the object of this bill; I do not believe 
that either of these Departments or the committee have heard the per- 
sons who are most interested in that feature of the bill, persons who 
are engaged in the business of packing and exporting meat. IfI un- 
derstand the trouble, or one trouble, it is that as the bill is now drawn 
the inspection must be on the wharf whence the exportation takes 
place. „Any one who will consider the conditions of business on a 
wharf where meat is to be shipped on board a foreign-going vessel will 
see how utterly impossible it is for an inspection to take place there 
without great injury and great delay and great embarrassment to the 
parties who are engaged in shipping. 

There is the only piace, as I understand, if it is to take place at the 
port of exportation, where the inspection can be made, where the arti- 
cle is delivered from the cars or elsewhere, and whether it is on the 
wharf or in the cars or in the warehouse. The pork product can not 
wait for that kind of inspection to be performed. It has to go forward 
as soon as delivered at the point of exportation. 

The Senator from Ohio says that difficulty is partially obviated, or 
wholly obviated, by aclause in the bill which provides that if ‘‘it is 
proven to the satisfaction of the inspectorthat the same has been properly 
salted and packed more than sixty days prior to the date of the ap- 
plication for inspection or manifest for exportation, and such inspector 
shall in that case certify to the fact that such meat was properly salted 
and packed more than sixty days before the date of such entry.” 
What does that involve? It involves either an inspection at the port 
of exportation, and under all these disadvantageous and embarrassing 
circumstances, or it involves the keeping on hand for sixty days of all 
the pork and meat products intended for exportation. That oughtnot 
to be. It ought to beso that when the pork is properly packed and 
properly cured it can go forward. 

I am not complaining of the general purpose of this bill, but Iam 
complaining that I think there are not proper safeguards for the busi- 
ness thrown around it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr, President, I am in sympathy with the general 
aim and purpose of this bill, and I have no doubt that it has been care- 
fully and fully considered in the Committee on Foreign Relations, as also 
the Committee on Agriculture; but I submit thatitis a very important 
measure as affecting a great manv interests in this country. It has 
been reported here at the present session on the 5th of March. I have 
no doubt that it is wise to pass its substance at the earliest possible 
moment; but the people of my State are deeply interested in this 
question. I have on my table a telegram received this morning from 
one of the most intelligent men in my State who is in this busi- 
ness, and he says to me in this telegram that he fears that this bill 
would obstruct the European export trade already existing more than 
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it would aid it. I have no idea whether he refers to the amendment 
which was reported on the 5th of March or to the original bill which 
was introduced by the honorable Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS], 
or what it is that heobjects to; butit seems to me that it would be wise 
for us to postpone for a few days, if it can be done, the consideration 
of this bill until we shall all have had an opportunity of communicat- 
ing with ourconstituents who have knowledge on the subject. 

A don feas to a very great desire that some bill of this character shall 
be passed, and passed at an early day; and yet if called upon to vote on 
this measure to day I should vote with some hesitation, in view of the 
telegram which I have received from a very intelligent constituent who 
is engaged largely in this business and who is engaged in it wholly for 
exportation. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator if his cor- 
respondent gives the number or the file of the bill to which he makes 
his objection. There are other bills under consideration in the Com- 
mitteeon Agriculture which have excited a great deal of interest through- 
out the country because they are local in their character and relate to 
internal commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON. He gives such designation, I will say to the Sena- 
tor, as enables me to know that this is the bill to which he alludes. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that this bill, properly construed, is 
not amenable to the objections urged by the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. PLatrr]. This inspection can only be made properly, or, at all 
events, the most proper place to make it is at the place where the goods 
are cut and packed, and in order to make this not only a safeguard to 
the purchasing public on the other side of the water, but to give to our 
cut meats that freedom of sale which they are entitled to, the inspec- 
tion must be such as to make it perfectly certain to the public on the 
other side that it has been made with fidelity and under circumstances 
which preclude the idea that it is done in a perfunctory manner or by 
collusion; and that inspection can only be made, as I said before, at the 
packing-house. This provision ought to be made broad enough to re- 
quire the inspection of the materials which go to make up the canned 
goods that find their way into export channels as well. 

Now, the places at which pork and meats of all kinds are prepared 
for foreign exportation are very few in number, probably not more than 
a dozen in the United States at the very outside, and possibly not so 
many. I think it would be of very great advantage that the processes 
and the materials and the packing and every other thing that goes to 
make up what we know as purity, as wholesomeness, as freedom trom 
disease and unfavorable conditions, should be resolved under some 
proper authority through the instrumentality of the law, and by some 
person or the agent of some Cabinet minister of such dignity that what- 
ever certificate he shall give as the result of his examination shall carry 
with it verity in all quarters where these meats shall by any possi- 
bility be sent. Of course, there may be circumstances under which 
this inspection would not need to be made at the place where the ar- 
ticle was packed, and, therefore, it seems wise to leave that open to 
thediscretion of the Secretary of Agricultnre. I have vo doubt, whether 
the law be administered by the present incumbent or any one succeed- 
ing him, that the duty will be administered in a manner to make the 
least possible friction with reference to the exporter and at the same 
time with that fidelity which will give to our meats an unlimited mar- 
ket wherever they may be found. 

Mr. President, this will be of some importance perhaps in another 
direction. The investigation which the Committee on Agriculture 
gave to the subject of lard at the last session of Congress left in my 
mind very considerable doubt as to the wholesomeness of a great deal 
of the material sold as lard in this country. Whether wholesome or 
not, I know that I have since that time always thought that I would 
not care t» buy any packing-house lard. 

There has been enough suggested, from what has been said in regard 
to the method obtaining in these different packing-honses, to leave a 
great many people in doubt as to the wholesomeness of all the prod- 
ucts which come from them, and that has been enforced by an occa- 
sional poisoning of persons eating canned goods particularly, which has 
seemed to make it desirable, within the scope of proper authority, that 
all the processes in use in the various packing- houses should be sub- 
acts to uent and constant inspection. I think the State of Illinois 

a commission which inspects, to some extent at least, the processes 
at the packing-houses in the city of Chicago. Of course we probably 
should be invading the authority of the State to apply our i tion 
to meats designed for domestic consumption, or at Ri events for con- 
sumption within the State where they are packed; but if there were a 
United States inspector, or a half dozen inspectors, or whatever num- 
ber might be nceded, at every place where these articles are put up for 
consumption, whether put in packages which would not be inspected 
until they were taken and opened in order that their contents might 
be eaten, it would undoubtedly tend to make the packers more cir- 
cumspect, and this would give greater assurance to all the people who 
eat these products, and every one is obliged to run the risk of eating 
them whether he wants to do so or not, because they are now univer- 
sally used in the hotelsand in places where men are compelled thrangh 
the necessities of travel and business to resort, and we are all affected by 
the things injurious to health which come from these packing-houses. 


I donot seein this provision anything which, properly exercised, would 
constitute a barrier to trade, either foreign or domestic. As to those 
sections succeeding it, giving to the President power to prevent the im- 
portation of adulterated and unwholesonie articles of food, they are only 
permissive, and undoubtedly the power given will be exercised with 
the greatest possible care; but certainly the authority which is con- 
veyed by the first section, unless it is wantonly abused—which I am 
bound to believe will not be thecase—will be to the last degree useful, 
and not only useful to our foreign trade, bat it will have the inairect 
benefit of giving assurance to the consumers of these products in our 
own country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to say, in the first place, 
that the substance and almost the very form of this bill was first pro- 
posed, I think, by the late Seoator Miller, of California, as many as 
six years ago, and that it has certainly once, and I think twice, passed 
the Senate, but has never been acted upon in the other legislative de- 
partment of the Government. 

1 wish to say, in the second place, that this amendment reported by 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations as a complete’ 
amendment only changes the bill as it was reported in the first place 
this session, and as it was passed before, by turning over the control of 
this inspection from the Treasury Department to the Department of 
Agriculture. That is all there is to this amendment as differing from 
the other bill, Therefore I hope Senators will not be alarmed at the 
idea that the Committee on Foreign Relations found that they had 
been going wrong all the time, as the Senate had before in passing 
these bills, and had found it necessary to substitute an entirely new 
scheme. It was only putin this form of a continuous substitute amend- 
ment on account of the great number of mere verbal changes necessary 
to transfer the jurisdiction of inspection from the Treasury Department 
to the new Department of Agricultare. That is all there is in the 
amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator who introduced the 
bill where he proposes the inspection to take place. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was about to proceed to explain that when the 
matter a few years ago was carefully considered by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations we had before us or before some subcommittee of us 
the gentlemen in Connecticut, the constituents of my friend on my right 
(Mr. PLATT], deeply interested in this packing business of pork for im- 
mediate transportation, not perfectly cared and salted pork such as 
would cross the plains in wavons to the other side of the continent forty 
years ago, but pork that is intended specially for the English market, 
where they do not want it, provided it be sound, to be thoroughly 
salted, but being half cured as we would call it on the farm—bacon and 
pork as well as all sorts of products of the swine are sent over and opened 
there im nediately and farther cured if anybody wants it that way, bat 
in the main it is immediately taken up by the classes who are com- 
pelled to eat American pork instead of American beef because the lat- 
ter is so much more costly, and therefore our original bill required that 
there should be an inspection at the port of exportation, which would 
be in thecase of Connecticut at New York. It wassaid they could not 
stand that, because, if these packages of partly cured pork were to be 
opened out in a hurry on the dock, the thing would not work, 

Accordingly, to their entire satisfaction, we changed the phraseology 
so as to leave it to the discretion then of the Secretary of the Treasury 
and now of the Secretary of Agriculture to cause this inspection to be 
systematically made where, according to the nature of the particular 
trade, whetherof the partly cured or totally cured commodity, it would 
be most convenient for the advantage of the manulacturer and for the 
safety of the public interests to have it done. It will happen in the 
great majority of cases that the inspection should be and must be at 
the place of original packing. 

It may happen again on an imperfect inspection or a good inspection 
of a commodity that turns out by the time it has reached New York 
from Iowa, or Boston from Iowa, that the thing has gone wrong, and 
for the very safety of the Iowa producer, and of the Connecticut pro- 
ducer, and of the Ohio producer, and every other producer, and for the 
sake of the foreign trade as well as in justice to foreign countries, it 
would be necessary that the Secretary of Agriculture in that ease should 
have the power to reinspect it. to be sure that the suspected shipment 
was all right, or else it was all wrong, and he would notallow it to go, 

We thought, therefore, it was the right thing for the producer, for 
the public interest, and for the foreign interest, that the Secretary of 
Agriculture now, formerly the Secretary of the Treasury, should have 
the authority to exercise his wholesome official discretion as to the place 
of inspection, and to be authorized to repeat it, if necessary, after the 
goods had crossed half the continent and were about to go away, in the 
very interest of the people who are engaged in the business, as well as 
in the interest of public justice and the comity of the United States 
toward the foreign consumer. That was the idea. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator from Vermont drew this bill 
substantially as it is before the Senate. I ask, why was the article of 
canned meats excluded from the first section? Why was the provision 
confined to salted pork and bacon? 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. It is due to the late Senator from California, Mr. 
Miller, tosay that the Senator from Vermont did not originally draught 
this bill, although he assisted in some respects, in technical phraseology 
and that sort of thing; but the originator of this bill, as I now remem- 
ber it, was the late Senator from California. 

The state of things then was, as we all remember, that Germany and, 
I believe, France, and in considerable degree Great Britain as well— 
certainly Germany and, I believe, France also—had entirely prohibited 
in effect and in fact the introduction of American pork, whether salted 
or in any form whatever. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In Great Britain they require it to be inspected 
on landing. 5 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Yes, I know, but the Germans and French took 
such steps as excluded it altogether, on the theory that there had not 
been such an inspection in the country of production and the country 
of shipment as to make it safe to their people to consumeit. Really 
I sus; with great respect to the foreign countries, it was done on 
oo (hr yin that it interfered with the home industry. That is my 

i 

Accordingly, in order to Meet that objection and to put it out of the 

wer of our foreign friends to say “‘ we have any doubt about the 

thfulness of this commodity,” which was then the very subject of 
contention, and that alone, this bill was originally framed providing 
for a national inspection and branding in order that there should be the 
best possible assurance, as good as could be anywhere, of the healthful- 
ness of these products. 

If the case were a new one, so far as I now understand it, I should 
certainly be willing to provide for an inspection of canned meats that 
should be exported, as well as pork and bacon, but that accounts for 
the circumstance that pork and n alone were named in this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator to state what is the 
purpose of the provision in line 16 of section 1, that the exportation 
may take place when it is proven to the satisfaction of the inspector 
that the meat has been properly salted and packed more than sixty 
days prior to the date of the application for inspection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The purpose of that was, it being alleged by a 
great many packers of pork that their pork was completely salted and 
packed, and assalted pork absolutely and completely able to stand any 
nomber of years after having been salted and packed in this country 

_ sixty days, that the idea of its danger in foreign countries had passed 
by, and in order to meet the objection of this product being subjected 
to an unnecessary examination, after the hearings that the committee 
had of people interested, we thought it would be safe enongh to provide 
for allowing absolutely salted and packed pork that had been salted 
and packed for sixty days, as distinguished from the other kind that I 
have mentioned, to go without inspection. 

Mr..PLATT. May I ask the Senator from Vermont a question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certairly. 

Mr.-PLATT. I find by an examination of the RECORD that when 

this bill at the last session the amendment which I will now 
read was introduced; of course the inspection was then under the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury: 
Sings tn eaaes ant roenn rete Sea pase kag S teats ok tie blocs of 
See py a re 
in lien of the inspection hereinbefore provided for, ead shall be deemed a com- 
pliance with the provisions of this section. 

Now, I want to ask the Senator from Vermont whether he thinks 
the bill as reported by the committee at this session is as clear on the 
subject of where the inspection may be made as it was when last 

with that provision in it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, 
being the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 

of common schools, 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Iask unanimous consent to finish in three min- 
utes my answers to these questions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have to reply to my friend from Connecticut on 
that side point that the bill, as originally framed and as originally re- 
ported, provided for an inspection at the port of exportation alone. 
Then came my friend’s constituents and said, ‘‘ We can not stand this 
in respect of this partially cured commodity which can not wait on the 
whar! in a hurried shipment to be again explored and torn up, and it 

- will bea great expense besides.” Then this amendment which was 
provided for authorized the Secretary in his discretion not to have 
every inspection at the port of departure, but to allow it to be made, 
in instances at his discretion, at the p'ae of manufacture. Then, in 
the reframing of the bill, to carry out identically the same idea, it was 
provided that the Secretary of the Treasury, as first reported, and now 
the Secretary of Agriculture, without limit of either the port of ex- 
portation or the place of manufacture, should be authorized to cause 
an inspection to be made so as to adjust the inspection to the conven- 
ee al different parts of the country and the necessities of each par- 
cular case, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution: ‘ 

A bill (8. 280) to amend an act to incorporate the Georgetown and 
Tenallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia, which 
became a law August 10, A. D. 1888; 

A bill (S. 308) to ascertain the amount due the Pottawatomie In- 
dians of Michigan and Indiana; 

A bill (S. 1297) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize the 
construction of a wagon and foot-passenger bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at or near Lyons, Iowa;’’ 

A bill (S. 1858) to shorten the terms of imprisonment in the jail and 
in the work-honse of the District of Columbia on account of good con- 
duct during confinement; 

A bill (S. 1905) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorise the 
building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas,” 
approved July 19, 1888; and 

Joint resolution (S, R. 63) providing for taking the censusin Alaska, 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (S, 157) to amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 296) vesting in the vestry of Christ Church, Washington 
Parish, District of Columbia, all of the right, title, and interest of the 
United States of America in and to square south of square 1092, in the 
city of Washington, District aforesaid; and 

A bill (S. 1083) to amend the act giving the approval and sanction 
of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad in the District of Columbia. 

The message further announced that the House bad passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3872) to amend section 2599 of the Revised Statutes of 
the aa States, designating ports of delivery in the district of Michi- 
gan; an 

A bill (H. R. 5179) fixing the rate of interest to be 
ages of general and special taxes now due the District of 
paid within the time specified. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Hiaarns] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I merely wish to make a correction which will take 
but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly. 

. Mr. BLAIR, In the debate on the bill to be found reported in the 
RECORD of March 8, in my remarks on the position of Judge Albion J. 
Tourgée upon this question of Federal aid, I said: 

He has always been in favor of establishing national schools in the South, in- 
terfering with and overthrowing if need be the St teinstitation, going so faras 
toseize upon the illiteracy there with national control, and expending the money 
from the national Treasury for the removal of that illiteracy. 

I have received a communication from Judge Tourgée in which he 
say that Imistook and misstated his position in regard to that matter. 

e says: 

We are both laboring for the same end, though so far apart in our methods. 


I am very glad to know his position. 

Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. President, if the view I take ot this bill be cor- 
rect, it is the most important measure now pending before the Congress, 
and in saying that I do not forget the important r of the other 
measures that will come up for consideration: the adjustment of the 
revenues to the needs of the Government by the further revision of the 
tariff, the settlement of the silver question in its relations to the cur- 
rency, the subject of our sea-coast defenses, the equipment of a navy 
adequate to the needs of this Government, and the great questions of 
our foreign relations that are looming up in the not distant future. 
But this is peculiarly a domestic question, and, it seems to me, still holds 
its place at the fore. 

While we are a nation composed of many States, yet the conclusion 
is forced upon me from time to time that in many respects we are two 
peoples. The social structure of the North was founded upon white 
free labor, the social structure of the South was founded upon black 
slave labor, and the development of each section followed that quality 
oftheir origin, and the divergence between the sections has continued 
and remains until to-day. My sense of the moment of this bill is that 
I deem it the one measure peculiarly within the scope of the National 
Government, and to be the act of the people of the entire sce Pd 
which they can most contribute to the final eradication of these differ- 
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ences between the sections and make us as we ought to be, not merely 
one nation, but one people. 

The North, unhampered by slavery, instinct with every motiveand 
every principle that has gone to make up true and genuine American- 
ism, leaped forward in the pathway of industrial progress. One of the 
consequences of its system was that from the outset it realized and 
acted upon the necessity of public education. That was peculiarly 
so of New England and all those States that were settled by, Fema he to 
speak, sprang from, New England. The South, on the other . was 
met at the outset by the inexorable condition from which it could not 
escape, that it must forbid public, free, common-school education toits 
people, white as well as black. 

It was a crime to educate the black man. Of necessity he was a 
slave, a chattel, a thing, and to educate him threatened the lives, as 
they conceived it, and the property of all their people and the continuance 
of the peculiar institution. But the influence went beyond that, and 
it destroyed the possibility of the education of the poor whites, and 
thus we have it stated, in confirmation of what needs no confirmation, 
by so distinguished and eminent a representative of the public opinion 
of the South and of its thinking, influential statesmen as Rev. Dr. 
Curry, that pva to the schools established since the war there was 
no system of common-school education throughout the South. 

It would be useless and idle, Mr. President, for me to undertake to 
go through with any historic account of all the particulars in which 
this fundamental divergence led apart the two sections; enough to know 
that it dominated the politics of each, that it has created the one ques- 
tion that has remained to plague us here for the last forty years, and 
that at last it culminated in the struggle over the extension of slavery, 
in the rebellion, and, finally, initsoverthrow. In that overthrow slav- 
ery was destroyed, but, with that, the divergence between the two sec- 
tions did not cease. 

On the contrary, it meets us here to-day, where gentlemen, repre- 
senting in the highest sense the ethics and the morals of their respect- 
ive sections and communities, sit on either side of this Chamber and 
judge through different glasses the moral judgment that should be put 
upon, if you please, the assassination of a United States marshal while 
he was serving process, In every way the two sections are living to- 
day in different moral atmospheres, all growing out of this divergence 
which was thus laid in the very foundation and settlement of this 
country. It seems to me that we shall not become one people until we 
become in fact, in our institutions and in all respects, homogeneous, 
identical in onr character and our characteristics, and that until that 
comes to pass we shall have this continuing conflict in which we are 
still so seriously concerned to-day. It seems to me that, whether con- 
sciously or not, when the rebellion was put down and slavery was de- 
stroyed, the South turned its back upon its past; that it turned its 
face to a new future. It did this involuntarily. It did it by force of 
a higher power, another law imposed up-n it by the act of the nation. 

The first step of the General Government was the destruction of slav- 
ery. The South, if it could, would have had a different solution at 
that time from that of public education. It began and enacted a se- 
ries of laws that were meant to reduce the former slaves to a continu- 
ation of subordination in freedmanism in place of their previous estate 
of subordination in slavery. Thus there was forced upon the senti- 
ment and public opinion of the North the necessity of dealing with 
that, and so it followed the amendment establishing freedom with the 
amendment establishing civil rights, and, to ‘‘make assurance double 
sure, and take a bond of fate,’’ it took the other momentous step be- 
yond, and gave to the negro the franchise and the suffrage. From that 
time the South as well as the North was committed to the task and duty 
of educating all its citizens. Then it had taken the first long stride to- 
wards the establishment of its position side by side with the North in 
the development of its industries, the emancipation of its people from 
all and every of those incidents which were the consequences and the 
concomitants of slavery. 

To-day against the adoption of this bill we have brought as the strong- 
est argument that could be urged, the splendid progress that the South 
has so steadily made. Its mines, its manufactories, its railways, its 
banks, its agriculture, even its schools, all are brought up here in order 
to show that it has so far progressed that it no longer needs any aid 
whatever from the nation or from the other States. 

Mr. President, I do not concede that to be the case, It is urged 
here that the census of 1880 startled the country by its disclosure of 
the condition of ignorance and illiteracy throughout the South. With 
all due respect to those who make this statement, I think it ought not 
to have been a startling fact. It ought to have been no disclosure at 
‘all. That state of things was simply the necessary and inevitable con- 
dition of the South. ‘ 

The adult class of the South were simply its freed slaves, and every 
one of them was of necessity illiterate. Only those could have had any 
opportunities of education who had shortly before come of age, and 
not until the establishment of the reconstructed governments throngh- 
out the South was there any initiation or establishment of any general 
system of common schools, Those had not had the time in which to 
make their influence felt at all in the reduction of illiteracy. It was, 
therefore, just what you would expect and must of necessity expect, 


not only of the blacks, but of the whites, for, according to the 

given by Dr. Curry, while there were 69 per cent. of the illiterates of 
the South who were blacks, there were over 30 per cent. of those who 
were whites. 

This vast mass of ignorance was the mountain which the South was 
called upon to remove, and, sir, itcould not be removed in any one day 
or year or decade, and it will strain and test the resources of that peo- 
ple, with all the aid they can have from the General Government, to 
bring them abreast of the Northern section in a half century. 

There is another general fact which lies at the root of this inquiry, 
for the dispute of fact that is here to-day is whether or not the South 
has overcome this illiteracy already or so far overcome it that it can 
be safely and properly left to its own resources in dealing withit. The 
fact to which I refer is one that we are all familiar with. The school 
is but one-half, and the least half, of the education of the child; the 
other and the greater education is that of the parent and the home; 
and when you have illiterate parents you must have the utmost in- 
difference to the education of the child and the least assistance in the 
task that is imposed upon the school-master. 

So, whatever may be the development of the Southern school, it is 
left in the condition of being with one hand tied behind its back. 
They receive no aid whatever from the illiterate parent. 

There is this to be said on the other side of that matter—and I wish 
to discuss the subject with perfect candor and as near as I can absolute 
fairness—that the peculiar status and characteristics of the negro race 
have led them to the utmost concern and anxiety that is possible to 
predicate of so vast a mass of people in such a condition of ignorance; 
they have been to the largest measure anxious to acquire education, if 
not for themselves, at least for their children. 

The black has at least the merit, if not the virtue, of humility. 
There is no pride to keep him from acknowledging his ignorance or 
from seeking in the best way he can to overcome it. It seems to me 
that the problem of illiteracy among the whites has too often been 
obstructed by the spirit and the pride of the race, which, even under 
the conditions of ignorance, led the individual to feel that he was just 
as good as, if he was not better than, anybody else, and made him in- 
different to the interests of education. 

Now, when you come to the facts, the census of 1880 shows that of 
the illiteracy of the country there were in the fourteen Southern States 
on an average 21.6 per cent. and in the twenty-one remaining States 
the average illiteracy was but 3.48. Those are quiet figures, but they are 
deadly. If you will take Missouri and Delaware from the Southern col- 
umn,asthey fairly should be— Maryland, for that matter,should be taken 
from it also—and add them to the Northern States it would make the 
percentage of illiteracy in the twelve Southern States 23.7 per cent., 
while in the twenty-three remaining States it would be 3.95 per cent. 

I take from a report made, I think, in the Congress of 1884, by the 
House Committee on Education and Labor, which was printed in the 
voluminous speech of the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. BLAIR], 
what they had to say on this subject: 

The last census shows that there are 6,239,958 people of this country above the 
age of 10 years who can not wrile—12.44 per cent. or about one-eighth of our 
entire population. The census further shows that 4,715,395, or 73.55 per cent, of 
them, are in the recent slave States, which contain but 36.8 per cent, of the pore 
lation of the country. In six of these Siates one-third or more of the popula’ 
above the age of 10 years are illiterate, while in the Territory of New Mexico 
nearly one-half can not write. Of the white poranaoa of the country only 6.96 


per cent, can not write, while 47.7 per cent. of the colored population are in that 
san ition. Afore than one-fourth of the entire population of those States is il- 
literate. 


That was the admitted state of the country ten years ago. It is not 
disputed; it is not denied; it stands here in all its magnitude, and it 
can not be ‘‘ whistled down the wind”’ or disposed of in any other way 
than the recognition, absolute and complete, of its momentous signifi- 
cance. 

But the argument is that ten years of Southern education, if it has 
not wiped this ont, has at least gone so far as to make it a problem no 
more of concern to the North or to the country. . 

Now, what figures are shown to develop this change? The onus of 
proof is on those who allege it. They find the existing condition of 
things in 1880, and they say that it has changed since. Where do they 
show the change? ‘‘ Why,’’ they say, “wait for the census of 1890 
and that will show it.” Until that comes it is for them to develop out 
of the inherent condition and facts of the case the evidence that would 
lead us to think that this illiteracy and condition of things in the South 
has been overcome. 

But they say that the South is prosperous and that its prosperity is 
the evidence of its ability to discharge this duty of education, and we 
can safely leave that great task totheSouth. We havehere in speeches 
from the South itself, from the State of West Virginia, from the State 
of Texas, from the State of Alabama, Senators disclaiming any need 
for this aid in their States, and the same claim is made in respect of 
Florida, though I do not know what is the attitude of the Senators from 
that State on the subject, and the same position is taken in respect of 
Arkansas. Í 

It seems to me, Mr. President, if you are considering the South as 
whole in this respect and go no further into a dissection of the elements 
that go to make it up, that, so to speak, you stick in the bark; you do 
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not get down to the real truth and the real facts of the case. Take the 
State of West Virginia, so ably represented by the Senator from that 
State [Mr. FAULKNER] in the very strong speech he made in opposition 
to this bill. West Virginia isa part of the South in a certain sense. 
It was a portion of old Virginia. To be sure, it was enough a part of 
the North to make it possible for that step to be taken without which 
the Senator would not be here, and to be joined to the loyal States of 
the North in the agony of the war. Why? Because its people were 
loyal. Why were they loyal? Because, living in a mountainous coun- 
try, there were very few slaves among them. 

The institution of slavery had the very least hold there upon them. 
Now, the geographical and topographical conditions, both of latitude 
and of altitude, inthe north of the Southern country and on its mount- 
ain tops made West Virginia what it is. Why, it is but a part of 
Pennsylvania thrust down into the South. The change that is going 
on in that State, which all the country welcomes as the harbinger of 
better things, is the population that is pouring into it as it is not in 
other parts of the South, drawn there by its industries, by its mines, 
by its manufactures, by its oil wells, by its hard woods, by all the ele- 
ments of wealth, long latent and now being developed, that are des- 
tined to make it as wealthy and important a section of this country as 
the imperial State of Pennsylvania. You might as well go to either 
the State of Maine or the State of Kansas as to talk about my friend 
from West Virginia representing that part of the South which needs help. 
He is the representative here of that new South which is bound to be 
developed first on the lines of commercial and industrial development. 

I ought to have said earlier in my remarks that on top of the grant- 
ing of suffrage and the enfranchisement of the blacks the other great 
force outside of education, which is bringing the two sections to a com- 
mon plane out of which alone can grow that unity and oneness which 
will make them no longer two people, is the development of the indus- 
trial interests of the South, 

Take the State of Arkansas, and of that the same principle may be 
predicated. I was told only a few weeks ago by a former member of 
this body from that State that Arkansas has no black population worth 
mentioning in the western half of it. In the mountains of Arkansas 
there is growing up an industrial development which is Northern in the 
sense that it does not present the problem that always is presented 
where the blacks form a considerable portion of the population. So the 
State of Arkansas is free from the quality which depresses the general 
extent of the Southern country. 

If you go to Texas you see the same condition of things. There is 
an imperial State, an empire. I went across it a few years ago, and 
from corner to corner the distance is over 900 miles, while it is just as 
far between the opposite corners. 

Bear in mind another thing, that all the migration which takes a 
southern course is forced down into Texas. It can not go across the In- 
dian Territory; itcan not go across Kansas or Nebraska without becom- 
ing a partof the North. So the white population of the South seeking 
an outlet as far as it goes south is pressing into that State, and the per- 
centage of the blacks to the whites is growing less and less every year. 
Each year Texas is becoming less and lessa State with relatively a Sew 
black population. Each year it has a larger proportion of white popu- 
lation. On top of that is the other fact, of which I shall have occasion 
to speak in a few minutes, that through the anomalous circumstance of 
its coming into the Union after having been an independent republic 
it is the owner in fee of its own lands, and for it the question of the 
disposition of the public lands within its borders was settled and dis- 
pon of and all of them are atits service for the public uses of the State. 

t presents the greatest example, in the South at least, of the beneficent 
results of abundant funds belonging to the State for the purposes of 
education. 

So when Texas stands here and says, ‘‘ We do not want any help,” 
it may well be answered, *‘ You need none,” although the figures pro- 
duced by the Senator from New Hampshire go to show the results worked 
ont in that State up to the last report from the Commissioner of Edu- 
cation were notsuch as ought to make it an exception out of the benefits 
of this bill. 

Florida presents the same exceptional condition as contrasted with 
the body of the Southern States. Every one knows that the present 
condition of Florida isthe outcome of that Northern immigration which 
has been the result of the attraction of its marvelous climate, its fer- 
tile soil, and the value of its orange and other fruit productions. Much 
over half of Florida, I think, is dominated by thess conditions; and I 
was creditably informed by a gentleman who had the best opportuni- 
ties on that subject, as he was a native of the country, that the portion 
of the State where those disturbances occur which have come into this 
Chamber in such an unpleasant way is confined to half a dozen counties 
on the northern and central border of the State, which are in fact but 
a tongue of Georgia thrust down inte Florida and constituting that a 
cause of trouble and difficulty there. 

Take Alabama, The development of the iron, of the coal, of the 
lime, and the products thereof, in Alabama forms the most remarkable 
industrial fact in the recent history of the Republic. Northern capi- 
tal is pouring into the State, But it would be keeping wide of the 


mark and getting very far from the truth of the whole problem if you 


were to judge all of Alabama by the portion of it where these indus- 
tries have been promoted. They are exceptional; they are not the 
rule; and Alabama stands in need of better educational facilities, just 
as the rest of the South does, notwithstanding the growth of develop- 
ment in a portion, and relatively in a small portion, of that State. 

The same can be said of the like condition of things in Eastern Ten- 
nessee, in Western North Carolina, and in Eastern Kentucky. Grant, 
if you please, the entire development ofall those portions of those States 
and you have left as a fact the problem that faces us, the difficulty we 
have to contend with, the condition of the agricultural portion of the 
South, not materially changed in the features of its illiteracy or its 
poverty by anything that has happened since they started out on the 
task of educating their people. 

Railroads, much as they have helped the country, could not, in the 
nature of things, have been such promoters of prosperity as to work 
that change. 

But, it is argued, cotton hasdone it. Well, we have had one or two 
good cotton crops; but anybody who has indulged in the luxury of 
farming will know that nothing is so illusory or delusive as to suppose 
that a good crop or a good price of one year is going to be followed by 
a good crop or a good price a second year. Neither one swallow nor 
two swallows makeasummer. The wasteful character of Southern 
agriculture, the sparseness of its population, the very fact of the divis- 
ion of its people into the two races, the one white and the other black, 
all create a state of things which makes it impossible that any moder- 
ate prosperity which can grow out of cotton will put the South on such 
a plane of prosperity that it can afford to grapple alone with the prob- 
lem of illiteracy. 

But cotton, Mr. President, can not bein the nature of things the 
only crop in the South. No community which depends upon a single 
crop and does not have an agriculture prosperous in all its diversified 
aspects, but putting all their eggs into one basket, has yet prospered 
as an agricultural community, and it never will. Over the Bouth we 
have the same depression of agriculture that we have in the North, and 
when you take that into the account it is well to see how that fact af- 
fects the remaining Southern States. 

It has often seemed to me that the North had very little conception 
of the true state of thingsin the South. One of the singular manifes- 
tations of it isthat thiscapital, right down here, so tospeak, in the heart 
of the Southern country, between two Southern States, does not seem 
to bring with it the knowledge to the members of the Government of 
the facts that are right around them. 

If you talk about the prosperity of the South you need only get into 
your carriage and drive out into Virginia a day’s drive. Go into 
the old country that was first settled, from the James River up along 
the bay, take any part of it that you pan and you will find those 
people in a state of poverty, if not of destitution, that is distressing, 
Takeany partof the Stateof Virginia not on the western border, where 
mines and minerals and manufactories can be established and devel- 
oped, and you find a State given up entirely to agricultural productions 
and resting under the great depression which now is upon the entire 
country, and there is no escape for them. 

So we see that the representatives in the Senate from that State come 
here frankly, forced by its public opinion, or, if not forced, at least obe- 
dient, I will say, to its public opinion, and tell the assembled law-giv- 
ers of the country what their needs are. 

One only needs to go, as I had occasion to do a year or two ago, to 
the State of North Carolina to find through the agricultural portions of 
that State the same condition of things. South Carolina and the agri- 
cultural portions of Georgia and Alabama are in no degree different. 
Throughout them all, the South proper, the great heart of the body of 
that country called to meet the problem of illiteracy, called to meet the 
problem of education, called to meet it fifty years behind the advance- 
ment which the North has made in its development of it, they have to 
rest upon the outcome of, I will not say the uncertain, but of the cer- 
tain weakness of resting upon agricultural support alone. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that if you compare the actual con- 
dition of those States with the condition of the other States of the South 
that are not in like case to that to which I have alluded, and which 
are enjoying the benefits of the development of manufactures and com- 
merce, to say nothing of comparing this body of the South with the 
great North, you see the enormousdisadvantage under which they rest 
in meeting the problem of the education of their people and‘of the re- 
moval of the mountain of illiteracy. 

The idea of this bill goes upon these two great facts, that the illit- 
teracy existsand that the South is not possessed of the means adequate 
to meet it. But the argument does not stop there. It is urged that 
if you undertake to help the South you destroy their spirit; that you 
take away from them their natural force; that what they should depend 
on is self-help, and that if this is done you will emasculate the South 
of its strength and vigor. Is that true, Mr. President? Will the ex- 
perience of this country bear it out? Will the universal experience of 
the North bear it out? 

I will ask at the outset of that consideration, are the gentlemen who 
urge it serious or are they joking in the light of the condition of their 
own States? The way theproblem arises was well put by the Senator 
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from West Virginia when he said that the State first makes its grant 
to the local school districts, and that the officers for that purposein each 
school district first take the amount of the State grant and then calcu- 
late how much they need to add to that id order to have the schools 
that they want; and that amount they raise by taxation. Thus it is 
the l school district which is the subjectof this self-help. Theyare 
the ones who are to help themselves. But here you have throughout 
the North (for that system, I take it, everywhere prevails; I know it 
does in my own State, and we have it from the Senator from West 
Virginia that it obtains there) the local school district in every case 
aided and helped out of the grant from the State. 

If you are to depend on self-help why not let the local district raise 
all the fund and give it no State aid at all. Itis because of the fact 
that the provision for the schools is universal. It is equal every- 
where. Every locality or certain number of people must have its 
school, and it ought to have a school just as good as every other local- 
ity. Thenecessities, therefore, of each district for that purpose are just 
as great as every other. But all parts of the State are not equally 
prosperous, not equally wealthy; they do not furnish equally the 
sources of taxation. What therefore lies at the bottom of the grants 
from the State Legislature as the product of their State taxation is that 
the taxes are raised from one part of the State to be devoted to schools 
of the weaker part, not so able to bear its taxation. But because the 
State helps the locality is self-help taken away from the locality and 
is it made the less able to help itself? 

Go a pointfurther. All of the Northern States have large permanent 
school funds, not the product at all of taxation, but the result of in- 
vested funds or of the proceedsof public lands devoted for their benefit. 
If the argument will hold that self-help will be destroyed by the grant 
proposed by this bill, then the same argument will hold and the same 
result of necessity must follow if grants are made from State funds, 
funds received from the investments of the State for their local schools. 

But is that argument seriously urged here? If it be so, then to be 
logical and to be candid, it becomes incumbent on every State to give 
up its fund, to strip its people of the benefit of it, and leave them all to 
local taxation either by the locality or through the agency of a State 
taxation. It appears to me that this consideration shows the unfair- 
ness of the argument, the hollowness of it, the absurdity of it. 

I know one example at least. A greatdeal of this argument is but 
mere speculation. I see quoted in the speech of the Senator trom West 
Virginia the utterances of a number of educators, as they are called, 
from the Southern States, from Florida; General Armstrong, of Vir- 
ginia, and others who use the self-help argument. The State of Dela- 
ware had no public-school system until it received the grant from the 
General Government in the distribution of the surplus in 1436. We 
owe the system then adopted in very Jarge part to one of the best men 
this country ever produced, Willard Hall, who migrated to Delaware 
from Massachusetts in 1803. 

After going to Congress one or two sessions he was appointed United 
States district judge by James Monroe in 1823, and it was my privilege 
to practice law before him and to know him well in the evening of his 
days, when he was still active on the bench, the oldest judge in this 
country, both in length of service and in lengthof years, He told me 
that without that grant we could have had no system established by 
the people at that time; that they were unwilling to tax themselves; 
that it was not the best law that could be had; it was not all he wanted, 
but it was all he could get. 

Among its provisions was this, that to each district out of the annual 
income of this fund $125 was to be given if the district would raise 
$75 by taxation, but the option of raising the tax was lelt to the dis- 
trict. I was familiar with thatin my time. I have seen the school 
meeting again and again vote on the question of tax or no tax, and no 
tax was too often voted aud the State grant repudiated in the very 
districts which needed it most, in those where this question came be- 
fore a population where many were illiterate, for the curse of ignorance, 
like that of brutishness, is that it is unconscious of itself and uncon- 
scious of its needs, 

I am glad to say that within the Jast ten or fifteen years that feature 
of the law in Delaware has been changed. We have had introduced 
asa part of it the State and county superintendents and local insti- 
tutes, the establishment of a uniform system of school books, a uniform 
curriculum of studies, and an examination of the qualifications of 
teachers, and in every way the system has been vastly improved over 
what it was, 

But we have this testimony of experience that it was the aid of the 
General Government which enabled us to get. as good a measure of com- 
mon schools as we had and that, so far from its prevent ng the exercise 
of self-help in the State, it was the assistant without which we coald 
not have maintained schools at all or even had a school system estab- 
lished and enacted; certainly not for many yearsalter it was done. So 
I was told by Judge Hall. 

But, Mr. President, there is another feature of this question which 
may as well be discussed in connection with this cognate branch of it, 
It is urged that this bill is unconstitutional. ‘That is seriously urged 
in the face of the fact of the successive and continuous steps taken by 
this Government from a time prior to its origin, from the Northwestern 


ordinance of 1787 to the present time, in the granting of public lands 
and the proceeds of public lands to the new States of the West, from 
time to time, 

As the result of those grants we have the splendid school fund of 
the Northwest. If this self-help of the people is destroyed by outside 
aid, then I ask any gentleman from those States who will vote against 
this bill on that ground to begin by being consistent and advocate in 
their States the surrender of all those proceeds back to the General 
Government to escape the pernicious results that came from the grants 
which have been made to them. Then thev will be consistent; but, ' 
while they are in the enjoyment of that, with what sort of reason can 
they come here to us and say that you will destroy the true cause of 
education in the South if you are going to give any help to them? It 
appears to me that on the claim that this bill is unconstitutional that 
practice of the Government and those successive steps alone make an 
adequate answer. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] made his argument against 
this bill on the idea that Kansas was to get but about $6 for every school 
district, while it wonld be paying outa great deal more through its 
share of this fund which was going from the General Government. I 
would say to him, if he wants to be consistent, let him advocate in 
Kansas the turning back to the General Government of the riches in 
the coffers of that State which are now going to the development of its 
educational interests. Will he say here that Kansas, with all this aid, 
does not tax itself more? Is it not the pride and the boast of that 
State that it does raise so much by taxation notwithstanding that it 
gets so much from the General Government? 

Let gentlemen show us a single example of where the possession of a 
large school fund has resulted in the deterioration of the public school 
spirit and system of any State, and then it will be time for us to con- 
clude that the argument is worth considering. But until then, with 
all respect to the gentlemen who take this ground so seriously, I think 
the argument is all on the other side. ‘'To him that hath much shall 
be given,” and so wherever you have communities with large school 
fu ds you find that it is the concomitant if it is not the cause of the 
condition of appreciation of the interests of education which have led 
to results that are the glory of this nation. ` 

My friend from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] dwelt seriously on this 
matter. I need only turn to the picture presented by his neighboring 
State of Michigan, with its great school fund, with its great school 
system, beginning with the system of public free schools that are the 
envy of the land, and going up through one grade of secondary schools 
to another until it reaches its great university, worthy to rival its older 
sisters o! the East and drawing to its faculty the greatest men among 
the teachers of our land, Take a picture like that, and then tell me 
that the result of national aid to education in any State is to rob its 
people of their force and make them indifferent to education! It is 
irony to urge such an argument as that in the face of this problem of 
the South, presented not only to them, for they can not escape it, but 
presented, as I have urged betore, to all of the States, for it will always 
continue with them until this illiteracy and this want of education are 
removed. 

It appears to me that the South has a right to ask of New England 
and the Western children of New England if they have gone back on 
the canse of education, whether they have grown indifferent to that 
principle in the foundation and the development of a free State. 

I wish to say right here, Mr. President, that if you are going to meas- 
ure the relative degrees of responsibility the South, in my opinion, is 
the least responsible for the problem that it has to meet. The South 
said, ‘‘ Keep the black man in slavery;”’ and, as the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] pointed out in his memorable speech 
a few weeks ago, the North never said otherwise until slavery ceased to 
be profitable. 

Alter the black man was freed the South still said, as I have before 
called to the attention of the Senate, “Keep him in the subordination 
of freedmanism;’’ but the nation said ‘* No; we are going to make this 
race free; we give them civil rights; we give them the suffrage right 
in your midst, to make them help govern you.” Thus this problem 
was forced upon the South by the power of the General Government, 
by the national will and word. 

I say “the South; ’’ and I mean by that the white portion of the 
South. I mean by that the people of the South who own its property, 
the property that has to bear this burden, the burden of a tax which 
in its essence is communistic; for it is taking one man’s property to 
educate another man’s child. They did not ask that this be put upon 
them. We put it upon them, and it seems to me that, in the light of 
that factand of the others I have referred to, there is the largest equity 
on the side of the South in saying ‘‘ You should help us to solve the 
problem which was created against our will, and by yours.” 

It appears to me that I can make this appeal not only to New Eng- 
land, but I can make it to that child of New England, the State of 
Kansas, born out of the agony of the initiation of the conflict between 
the two sections over the extension of slavery, which has contributed 
all her force from that time to this in the conduct of the Government 
upon the same idea, and which to-day, with aschool fund in its treas- 
ury and Jands unsold that make an imperial domain, comes here and 
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begradges this pittance to the South, because, forsooth, out of her 
wealth and her development, or along with it, she is only going to get 
$6 for each school district, It seems to me that such a position will 
not bear examination. 

Like the Senator from Wisconsin, I have no trouble about the consti- 
tutional power to enact this bill intoalaw. I suppose, like the con- 
test between protection and free-trade and necessity and free will, we 
are going to have this class of questions with us till the end of the 
Government. What is the power of the nation? What that of the 
State? What belongs to the peculiar functions ofeach? But it met 
our poopie in the outset of the Government. It seems to me that it is 
almost idle to undertake to discuss the question at this late day, when 
already this bill in substantially its present shape has passed this body 
during the last three Con and largely by the vote of so many of 
the representatives of the Southern States; but if we go behind that I 
find that the earliest advocate. the one who first suggested this subject, 
was no other than Thomas Jefferson himself. In his second inaugural 
address, March 4, 1805, he spoke as follows: 

The remaining revenue on the consumption of foreign articles is paid cheer- 
fully by those who can afford to add fo: luxuries to domestic comforts; be- 
ing lected on our seaboard and fron only and incorporated with the 
transactions of our mercantile citizens, it may be the pleasure and the pride of 
an American to ask, what farmer, what mechanic, what laborer, ever sees a 
tax-gatherer of the United States? These contributions enable us to support 
the current expenses of the Government, to fulfill contracts with foreign na- 
tions, to extinguish the native right of soil within our limits, to extend those 
limits, and to apply such a surplus to our public debts as places ata short day 
their final redemption, and that redemption once effected, the revenue thereby 
liberated may, by a just rtition among the States and a corresponding 


amendment of the Constitution, be applied, in time of peace, to rivers, canals, 
arts, manufactures, education, and other great objects within each State. 


Tn 1836 we had the division of the surplus among the several States 
by way of what was called a deposit, yet everybody knew it was a dis- 
tribution, so to , nakedly, but in fact when that bill passed the 
Senate the first time it was a bill for the distribution of the surplus out 
and out, without any provision for its return to the General Govern- 
ment. Among those who voted for the bill in that shape were Henry 
Clay, Daniel Webster, John M. Clayton, John J. Crittenden, James 
Buchanan, and Thomas Ewing. On the 4th of September, 1841, an act 
was passed to distribute the revenue from the public lands to enable the 
States to pay their debts and for public improvements and education. 
That bill was recommended by a President in whose Cabinet Daniel 
Webster was Secretary of State, and it received in this body the vote of 
Clay, Clayton, and Berrien, and in the House of Representatives of John 
Quincy Adams. 

It appears, therefore, that this question has again come up after 
having laid at rest for so many years. The act of 1841 had but 
little effect, because the surplus was speedily disposed of otherwise. 
The revenue did not reach to an extent to maintain it and so the ques- 
tion away. Then cameon the Mexican war; then a long period 
of relative {ree trade; then came the war of the rebellion; then the 
payment of our public debt and the meeting of the demands for pen- 
sions and other increased expenditures of the nation; and at last the 
whirligig of time has brought us around again to the same question. 

I do not care to go intoany interpretation of the text or the language 
of the Constitution in its attempted interpretations. It is enough for 
me to know that it is for the welfare of the country and that it has 
received the sanction and support, after consideration, of this body on 
this very bill in three successive Congresses, and to have had the sup- 
port of the great Whig and Democratic statesmen of the past. 

I believe that to-day it will be of the utmost benefit to the people of 
the Southern States. I believe that it will be of the utmost benefit to 
the entire country by its action upon the cause of education in the 
Southern States. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] in his 
memorable speech prescribes for the solution of the Southern problem 
justice. I beg to goa point farther, and, I believe, deeper and more 

ng and more enduring, and the only serious contribution that can 
be made by the people of the entire nation to thesolution of that prob- 
lem, and to the bringing about of the homogeneity of institutions and 
characteristics throughout this land, and that is education. Make the 
people of the South as well as the North all free American citizens, as 
alone they can be when their minds are armed with learning and with 
knowledge, as well as their hands with the ballot. 

I have but one more word to add, Mr. President. After all, every- 
body is agreed that the common-school system shonld be maintained. 
The question is, whence and from what source? I should be glad of 
the day when the people of the State, the people of the locality, could 
best carry that themselves, but I do not believe that that day has ever 
existed; I do not believe that it exists now. 

It has seemed to me that one misfortune which arose from our dual 
system of government, and a most serious one, arose out of the fact that 
the maximum of duties and burdens of public functions rests under that 
system upon the States, while they possess and enjoy a minimum of 
the sources of revenue. While the minimum of public functions and 
burdens is cast npon the Federal Government, it enjoys the most con- 
venient system and agency of taxation and of revenue. 

Mr. HOAR. In time of peace, I suppose the Senator means, 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes; I mean that to the Federal Government are 


given the customs and the excise, end exclusively so. The States can 
not enjoy them; they can not set up a tariff as againstone another; and 
if they were to attempt to impose an excise law in the proper sense of 
that word, an internal-revenue tax other than upon consumption, if 
they did it upon manufactures, it would simply drive the manfacturers 
out of their State into some other State that did not impose such a tax. 

Therefore the Federal Government has its coffers heaped to overflowing. 

We hardly know what to do with it. The last canvass was conducted 
upon the question what was to be done with it, the future and inevi- 

table result of the exercise of this, the easiest method and the fairest 

method of taxation; while upon the other hand the States, the coun- 

ties, the cities, the townships, the school districts, the municipalities of 
every character and kind, stagger along under the burdens that are 
heaped upon them, and heaped mainly upon the land, for we all know 
how difficult it is suecessfully and adequately to impose taxation upon 
investments of personal property. Thus the owner of the land is forced 
to bear the heavy weight of these burdens. 

I do not care to carry that idea further. I simply close by saying 
that to my mind it is one of the grave and serious misfortunes that is 
a consequence of our dual form of government that this inequality of 
burdens and inequality of resources of revenue are distributed as they 


are. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Mr, President, the consideration of the 
subject presented by this bill opens a wide field, and, while I intend 
to detain the Senate but a short time, there are some things connected 
with this question to which I wish to allude, which are somewhat apart 
from the considerations heretofore presented. 

Gentlemen who have advocated this measure heretofore have done so 
because of a conviction that in addition to the direct aid to the States 
proposed there would be a resulting, consequential effect from it that 
might bring to the South relief and security from what has been felt to 
bea threatened evil of vast proportions. Educationasaremedy for many 
social and political evils has only begun to be tried in comparatively re- 
cent years, but faith in it as a remedy for many of these has grown with 
experience and is now more firmly fixed in popular esteem than ever 
before. Only a short time since a distinguished political economist in 
England, in speaking of the fifty years of the reign of Queen Victoria, 
then just finished, said: 

The spread of instruction and the diminution of crime have gone hand in 
hand, although the effect of educating the masses was at one time viewed with 
the utmost suspicion. The first who called public attention to the connection 
between crime and ignorance was Judge Coleridge, in 1838, whose words were 
echoed by the special committee of the House of Commons: “ We find thatthe 
neglect of education causes much crime and expenditure that might be avoided,”’ 

Here it has been the habit to consider the common school, education, 
intelligence, as the real basis of the wonderful growth, prosperity, and 
progress of this country, und to consider the common-school system, 
especially of the Northern States, as their crowning glory. Whether 
in our enthusiasm we have not become somewhat forgetful of a great 
truth to which Charles Sumner gave utterance in the following words: 


The true grandeur of humanity is in moral elevation, sustained, enlightened, 
and decorated by the intellect of man, 


I will not now attempt to discuss further than to say that I fear the 
greater influence has been obscured to some extent by the lesser. 

To me there is another consideration connected with this proposal 
which is exceedingly pleasant. It is sometimes asserted here that the 
animosities of the war are not dead; that the intense feelings incident 
to that struggle have crystallized into deep and settled hatred. This L 
am inclined to believe is true of a part of the people North and South, 
but a very small part; and I devoutly believe and have asserted often 
and do now assert again that it is the men who did not fight on either 
side when there was war who can not now be brought to think of peace, 
Those who never heard the whistle of a bullet when they had an op- 

rtunity are those for whom ‘* grim-visaged war” can never ‘‘smoothe 

is wrinkled front.’’ 

Any of these ‘‘ but for these vile guns would himself have been a 
soldier,” doubtless. Here, where there are no guns, where there is no 
danger, their valor knows absolutely no bounds. One scarcely knows 
whether most to pity or despise their rant and bluster. 

He whose name this bill popularly bears was a soldier of the Union, 
and the painful wounds he received in battle bear mute but convincing 
testimony of his devotion to that cause. Now that the war is over he 
is advocating aid not alone to the colored people of the South, but also 
to the children of those he met in mortal combat. 

The brave are always magnanimous, and nobody who knows that Sen- 
ator is surprised by his course in this matter. Whatever may be their 
opinions of the propriety of passing this bill, his conduct in connection 
with it will always command the respect and esteem of brave men 
everywhere—whether North or South. 

On the last day the Senate was in session, indiscussing the course of 
the North toward the South, he showed his ability to look the truth in 
the face and deal frankly with facts, as his words following will prove: 


Now, I undertake to that from the close of the war there has never been 
tendered on the part of the North in any definite, tangible form any great con- 
spicuous act of kindness towards the people of the South, Notone. We have 
stood upon our legal rights. This measure isthe only thing that has ever been 


suggested which could appeal to the better nature of the : 


1890. > 


Butas I was saying a DOPRE no Go, no great icuous act of pathy and 
kin sien has ever been tendere: prevailing power in contest of 
arms, should rae not try ate g ? Amost eloquent member of = Senate 
said a Rte that the South had never tried justice towards the nagre 
in the solution of the race question. I do not think that the South has 
ae fully; but the South labored under great diMculties and many are 

Northern Republicans who say openly, and still more of them secretly, that 

if we lived at the South we would conduct ourselves just as the Sonth does to- 

the colored population, not perhaps inflicting personal violence, butthat 

they should never attain to oN mya equality, much less to supremacy, no mat- 
ter what their numbers might 


The Legislature of my State during its last session adopted a resolu- 
tion instructing her Senators to vote against this measure, and in com- 
pliance with that instruction I shall vote. 

Some years since a Legislature of the State adopted resolutions favor- 
ing national aid to education, and the entire delegation from the State 
has, I believe, voted for this and similar bills heretofore on several oc- 
easions. Believing it to be the duty of Representatives of States to re- 
flect the wishes of their constituents as far as possible, in all matters 
not involving the violation of a constitutional obligation, I shall cheer- 
fully comply with what seems to be an authorized expression from the 
people through their constituted authorities. 

The change in the attitude of my State towards this bill has been 
caused, I believe, mainly from an apprehension that thissystem would 
ultimately lead to Federal control, or at least Federal supervision, of the 
school systems of the States. 

I have considered such apprehensions groundless, and I stated in the 
House of Representatives, when a member of that body, that, in sup- 
porting a measure similar to this, I had no doubt of the power of Con- 
gress to make the appropriation, and that there was just as clearly no 
constitutional authority for Congress to follow the appropriation or to 
control afterwards the objects for which it was made. 

Upon this clear conviction I supported the measure, 

I confess frankly, Mr. President, that I am now, after some years 
of closer observation of the conduct of political much less con- 
fident of the protection of a constitutional limitation than I then was, 
and I am not now prepared to say that the apprehensions of possible 
aggressions growing out of the exercise of the power to pass this bill 
have not some foundation, though I have no doubt that any such ag- 

ion would be unconstitutional, and I still think there is no serious 
ger from this quarter. 

It is true it seems that we as a people are drifting away from that 
old-time spirit of self-reliance and independence which made our an- 
cestors revolt from the dominion of the mother country and set up a 
form of government new tothe world, in which it was intended that 
there should be the largest possible amount of personal liberty and the 
least possible of governmental control. But, so far from now insisting 
on the preservation of such a government, a government of limited and 
specified powers, we seem as a people to be pressing forward towards 
centralization. 

The people everywhere are manifesting a desire to have almost every- 
thing placed under the control of Federal officials. The rights and 
powers of the State are disregarded and the people seem to be utterly 
careless of this radical change. A calamity by fire or flood or drought 
can scarcely overtake any locality but somebody is at once proposing 
sone sort of action by the Federal Government for the relief of the suf- 

TS, 

The numberless branches of manufacturing interests have so regu- 
larly attended the meetings of Congress to present special interests to 
be ‘‘ taken care of” in Federal legislation, to build up privas fortunes 
at public expense, that it has ceased to be asubject of remark and is 
looked upon as simply a matter of course. 

The enactment of the interstate-commerce law is followed by a ay 
mand in some quarters for Government ownership of the ra 
Others clamor for governmental supervision and control of ripen 
lines, while not afew demand that the Government shall buy them out- 
right and become a great telegraph company. Those who contemplate 
building ships are now clamoring for an appropriation ef $100,000,000 
to be presented to them out of the earnings of other people under the 
name of subsidies. 

Another class of citizens are demanding Federal supervision of elec- 
tions, while a large organization of useful and excellent men are insist- 
ing that the Government shall turn warehouse-keeper, or actually 
become purchaser of almost every article that any one has to sell, 
whether it is wanted by the Government or not. The assumption in- 
dulged in by men of ability in the early days of the Republic, that a 
poar of a State was of higher rank than the President of the United 

tates, would now be considered as little short of insanity. In the 
midst of this unmistakable tendency it of course is proper to consider 
whether the passage of this bill would tend to aggravate this evil, 
though I confess it seems to me that there is much less of danger here 
than i in other directions in which we hear no note of warning and no 
word of complaint. 

T shall not now discuss at any length the constitutional power to 
make thisappropriation. I believe the Government has the power, and 
whether or not the bill should pass is a question of expediency, and not 
one of principle. 

By many of the opponentsof the bill the power to appropriate money 
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for such a purpose is conceded, but they rest their opposition upon other 
grounds, while I believe all, the friends and se of the bill alike, 
admit that Congress has full power to appropriate the public lands to 
purposes such as this, and as a necessary consequence that the proceeds 
of such land may be so appropriated. 

The absurdity of saying that Congress can appropriate money to buy 
land, as in the purchase of Louisiana, for instance, and can then ap- 
propriate the land to a purpose that the money could not have been 
appropriated to is ridiculous, and the absurdity of such a proposition, 
as wellas that of saying that Congress may constitutionally appropriate 
money found in the Treasury of the United States derived from the 
sale of public lands to a purpose to which the application of other 
money found in the same Treasury derived from some other suurce 
would be unconstitutional, is so apparent that it needs no other illns- 
tration than the mere statement of the proposition. I would never 
have ventured to attribute such an opinion to any one for fear of giv- 
ing personal offense if it had not been avowed. 

t has been asserted, and I believe never denied, that Congresshas from 
time to time appropriated lands to the aid of schools aggregating more 
than a hundred millions of acres, amounting to vastly more in value 
than the amount contemplated in this bill, and the constitutionality of 
all this is not questioned; and within three days, in debating this ques- 
tion, the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] has stated that 
up to 1869 the Western States had received of this 62,000,000 acres, 
while the South had received 5,000,000. Yet a number of Senators 
from the various States which have received all this Federal aid de- 
nounce this bill as unconstitutional. The donation to railroads of 
140,000,000 acres of land, and the loaning of the credit of the Govern- 
ment to them in sums now amounting to $100,000,000 more, has never 
been declared unconstitutional by the courts. 

Only two years ago Congress enacted a law providing ‘‘that, in order 
to aid in Soquiricg and diffusing among the people useful and practi- 
cal information on subjects connected with agricultare,’’ ebe., $15,000 
per annum should be appropriated to each State for the maintenance 
of agricultural experiment stations, providing that the Secretary of 
Agriculture of the United States should prescribe forms for keeping 
records, ete. This bill was passed in this body without a dissenting 
vote, and ina Democratic House it passed un 
rules with but 12 votes in the negative, and in each succeeding appro- 
priation bill since then about $600,000 has been appropriated for Penis 
purpose, and no man has so much as suggested that it was unconstita- 
tional to make these appropriations. 

Our friends here who are so much exercised about the unconstita- 
tionality of this bill, while I would not suggest that they are of the 
class of men who “‘strain at a gnat and swallow a camel,’’ certainly 
strain at one gnat and swallow a number of others without any appear- 
ance of dissatisfaction. 

Persons who have been more ready to pronounce judgment in this 
matter than to think might with profit remember that John C. Cal- 
houn, Reverdy Johnson, John J. Crittenden, Webster, and Sam Hous- 
ton had no doubt in 1847 of the power of Congress to appropriate $500, - 
000 to the suffering poor of Ireland, and they all voted for such an 
appropriation. 

Ín 1817 Calhoun, in the House, used the following language: 

We granted by a unanimous vote, or nearly so, $50,000 to the distressed inhab- 
itants of Caracas, and a very large sum at two different times to the St. Domingo 
refugees. If we are restricted in the use of our money to the enumerated pow- 
ers, on what principle can the purchaseof Louisiana be justified? To pass over 
many other instances, the identical power which is now the subject of discussion 
has in several instances been exercised. To look no further back, at the last 
session a considerable sum een granted to Complete the Cumberland road. In 
reply to this uniform course of legislation I expect that it will be said that our 
Constitution is founded on positive and written principles, and not on prece- 
dents. I do not deny the position; but I have introduced these instances to 
prove the uniform sense of Congress and the country (for they have not been 
objected to) as to our powers; and surely they furnish better evidence of the 
true rraian rare of the Constitution than the most refined and subtle argu- 
men 

When this question of Federal aid to State schools was first agitated 
the condition of the Southern States was already attracting the anxious 
consideration of thoughtful, patriotic men in all sections of the Union. 
The conditions were such as had never surrounded any people in the 
history of the world and were such as might cause anxiety and the 
gloomiest foreboding to good men everywhere, 

Out of those conditions difficulties were likely to arise which would 
demand for their solution the exercise of intelligence, patience, and for- 
bearance in the dominant race, and conservatism, moderation, and good 
judgment in the other, the exercise in fact of the highest attainable in- 
telligence and prudence in both races; and to-day, ten years after this 
agitation was fairly began, the country is giving close attention to a 
debate in the Senate upon this very question and there scems to be as 
much diversity of opinion now as to the remedy for apprehended evils 
as there was at the beginning. 

These conditions were not long ago set out in burning words by 
Henry Grady, as follows: 

Note its ot conditions. Two utterly dissimilar races on the same soil, 


er a suspension of the- 


` 
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the conditions. Under these, adverse at every point, we are required to carry 
these two races in peace and honor to end, 

Never, sir, has such a task been given to mortal stewardship. Never before 
in this Republic has the white race divided on the rights of an alien race, The 
red man was cut down as a weed, because he hindered the way of the American 
citizen. The yellow man was shut out of this Republic because he is an alien 
andinferior. The red man was owner of the land; the yellow man highly civ- 
jlized and assimilable, but they hindered both sections and are gone. But the 
black man, clothed with every privilege of government, affecting but one sec- 
tion, is pinned to the soil, and my ple commanded to make good at any 
hazard and at any cost his full and equal heirship of American privilege and 
prosperity. It matters not that every other race has been routed or excluded, 
without rhyme or reason. It matters not that wherever the whites and blacks 
have touched, in any era or in any clime, there has been irreconcilable violence. 
It matters not that no two races, however similar, have ever lived anywhere at 
any time on the same soil with equal rights in peace, In spite of these things 
we are commanded to make good this change of American policy which has not 

rhaps changed American prejudice, to make certain here what has elsewhere 
i kapoadie between whites and blacks, and to reverse under the very 
worst conditions the universal verdict of radical history. 

Any proposition offering a reasonable solution of this problem would 
TA E attract the attention of those who were not blind to the sur- 
roundings of the Southern people and who feel any interest in their 
welfare, 

The Southern States were then but just beginning to emerge from the 
desolation resulting from the war. The privations and self-denial of 
those people, the hardships they uncomplainingly endured in the strug- 
gle to rebuild desolated homes, will never be known except to those 
who endured them; but human history has no page showing brighter 
deeds of heroic devotion to duty than is unwritten save in the hearts 
and memories of those who bore this burden alone. 

When in the midst of such a struggle the mighty arm of the United 
States Government made their lines ‘“‘ bitter with hard bondage” by 
compelling them to provide for the education of the negro children out 
of the small amounts they were able to raise for edagation, was it un- 
natural that they should be willing that the Federal Government should 
aid them to the extent at least that it had burdened them? 

There was hope in education. The education of books and the school- 
house might be a help to that broader and higher education to think 
correctly, to value the rights and privileges of an American citizen, 
not for low, mean, or sordid purposes, but for the honorable privilege 
of earning the respect of mankind and exercising the rights as well 
as cheerfully assuming the burdens of American citizenship. The 
unaided efforts of the white and colored people of the South have ac- 
complished much in this direction, though it must be admitted that 
the lapse of time has served to produce the conviction in the minds of 
most men that there is less of potency in the mere school education 
than many hoped at one time to find; and this has served to emphasize 
what all reflecting men have always known, that school education 
which does not go hand in hand with and lean upon moral improve- 
ment and advancement is a delusion and a snare, 

I confess that I did hope that the leading negroes might be led to 
think, to think soberly, to reason in a simple, dispassionate way and 
sufliciently without prejudice, to understand the conditions surround- 
ing us all, not as a result of going to school, but as a result of seeing 
that we wished to do for them the best that could be done. 

Schools and school-books will help to solve the race problem, but they 
are not and can not be the most powerful agency. There must bea 
moral uplifting of the negro before he can be materially advanced from 
his psor position, and this will of necessity be slow work. 

This requires no demonstration. All know that the moral advance- 
ment of an individual is slow, and that of a race must be slower. Todo 
this he must have peace, and it seems that his pretended friends do not 
intend that he shall have peace. Teach the negro to think, teach him 
that when he is sensible, moderate, and conservative his white neigh- 
bors only wish him well and will be a helper in every ambition worthy 
of a man, as they are and have always been, and teach him at the same 
time to know the truth of the following words, spoken by Mr. IN- 
GALLS in his recent speech: 

Mr. President, the race to which we belong is the most arrogant and rapacious, 
the most exclusive and indomitable in history. It is the conquering and the 


uncong race, through which alone man has taken possession of the 
physical and moral world, A j A $ : 


It is sufficient to say that either by instinct or design the Caucasian race at 
every step of its on from barbarism to enlightenment has refused to 
mingle its blood or assimilate with the two great human families, the Mongolian 
and the African, and has persistently rejected adulteration ; 
and, further and better than all this, teach him that those who un- 
dertake to incite him to murder and arson are his worst enemies; that 
his best friends are those with whom he comes daily in contact, who 
employ him, who do him justice, but who will not be ruled by him, 
but insist that for his good as well as their own the intelligence of the 
country must govern it, you will have done him a great kindness and 
will have shown him the only practical way of working out the best 
interest of both races in the South. 

The following, which I find reported in the papers of this city as the 
expressions of a colored man from North Carolina in the recent con- 
vention of colored men held in this city, is full of wisdom, and such sen- 
timents will meet with a warm response among the whole people of the 
South, who will gladly meet sensible, conservative colored men in an 
honest and patriotic endeavor to work out the best results for both races: 

What is the use of the white men of the North jeering the white men of the 


South for their restlessness and annoyance at the prospect of an vated po- 
litical race conflict? The world knows no body of white men on earth, especial: 
of Anglo-Saxon extraction, would do otherwise. Is it done from principle or 
it done for party purpose? If principle underlies the act, let Shilosophy in- 
quire: What has wiped out party lines in the South aud crystallized the white 
population of that section as it is in no other civilized land on earth? If party 
diplomacy dictates this line of conduct in our govermenta! affairs, the scorn of 
an outraged nation should scorpion-lash them from the face of the earth. 

It is plain, perfectly plain, that the sole purpose of the incendiary 
speeches on this subject in Congress and ont of Congress is an effort to 
accomplish partisan purposes. Such expressions as were used recently 
by the Senator from Kansas can bave no effect except to excite and 
aggravate the evils at the South, and it must be with the hope and pur- 
pose of reaping political advantages at the North that he said: 

The South is sitting ona safety-valve. They are breeding innumerable John 
Browns and Nat, Turners. Already mutterings of discontent by hostile organ- 
izations are heard. The use of the torch and the dagger is advised. 
it, butas God is my judge I say that no other people on the face of this earth 
have ever submitted to the wrongs, the injustice, which have been for twenty- 
five years heaped upon the colored men of the South without revolution and 
blood. [Applause in the galleries, | 

I agree with the colored man whose words I have quoted, that such 
conduct deserves ‘‘the scorn of an outraged nation.” 

To stir up old animosities is alwaysan easy thing todo, To respond 
harshly to unjust attacks is always a temptation, but I know full 
well that the purpose of this inflammatory style of speaking is to arouse 
sectional feeling, to ‘‘fire the Northern heart’? and exasperate the 
South, and that harsh and intemperate language used here by Southern 
men only aids those whose trade it is to live on their country’s mis- 
fortunes, who ride into place and power upon bitter sectional animosi- 
ties that the good men of both sections deplore. 

The conditions we have to deal w th are difficult enough without hav- 
ing marplots and incendiaries make them more so, The best interests 
of white and black people lie in exactly the same direction. The in- 
terests of all demand the cultivation of the best possible feeling between 
the races and of even and exact justice to all. If the white men of 
the South prosper the colored people must, and vice versa. Wein that 
section are joined for better or for worse; weare inseparable, and must 
prosper or suffer together. 

I grew up to manhood on a plantation; have lived amongst colored 
people all my life. I know them well, and no man living feels more 
keenly than I do a sincere desire for their prosperity, success, and hap- 

iness. They are peace-loving, quiet, and happy when let alone; but, 

ike all other emotional, superstitious, ignorant people, they are easily 

influenced by agitators, Like such people everywhere, they are fond 
of excitements and agitations, and when under the influence of great 
excitement they are likely sometimes to be troublesome, 

Unserupulous, selfish men, willing to advance their own personal 
interests by any means, good or bad, taking advantage of these weak- 
nesses of these people, use them often to theirown hurt. This class is 
small, and is composed of ‘‘ white trash ’’ and bad negroes. These are 
responsible for ninety-nine-one-hundredths of all the troubles growing 
up in the South. 

The great mass of colored people live in peace, quiet, and content- 
ment, with only the same causes of complaint that white people simi- 
larly situated have, and no more; and all that they and the South need 
is to be allowed in peace and quietness to work out their own destiny. 
The colored people can and will help in this work if the agitators will 
only leave them alone and stop their nefarious practices. 

That some of these people are learning to think and to take, not only 
a patriotic and calm, but also perfectly clear, view of some things bear- 
ing upon their situation, is shown by the following, which is an edi- 
torial clipped entire from a recent issue of a newspaper owned and edited 
by colored men in Little Rock: 


The colored people of the South have had another set-back. The speech of 
Senator INGALLS will have the effect of causing many of the Southern whites 
to distrust and fear the old confidential colo servants that they have for so 
many years trastedand loved. The assertion that the white people of the South 
are sleeping over a volcano is something that the colored ope of the South 
are not thinking about, or would not but for the meddlesome wh , and colored 
men, too, ofthe North. It is true that our ple in the South, in many sections 
of the country, have more or less trouble; but show us a section of the country 
where they don’t Have these race troubles, and when they do occur we would 
like to know when it was that the colored people did not get the worst of it. 

The majority of the Northern whites are the natural enemies of the blacks, 
while the white ple of the South, especially the older ones, are their natural 
friends, and but for the fact that such men as INGALLS are continually throwin 
fire brands among us we would live in perfect peace. There is no deep-sea’ 
batred between the races here, but there is a feeling among the white race that 
they will not allow the black race to control them—politically. And we would 
like to know where there is a spot, North or South, where the whites do not en- 
tertain these same views. Gentlemen, you can’t help us any, and why don't 
you let us alone? Why do you continue to make it hard for us when you can 
do us no good? 


I hoped that such clear views of the truth would gradually find their 
way into the minds of all colored people with increasing intelligence, 
until a clear understanding of the trath would make the solution of 
what is now difficult, easy. If we are let alone, if we can be quiet, if 
we can have rest from the bad elements in both sections, the turbulent 
spirits in the South, exasperated by fancied or real wrong, and the incen- 
diary demagogues at the North seeking for political advantages in the 
trouble and unrest of the country, we can and will work out the solu- 
tion of the difficulties to the best interests of both the white and black 
people and of the entire country. 


I deplore 


1890. 


Progress has been made, a clearer understanding of the rights and 
duties of all is growing up. Prejudice against the negro is not pecul- 
iar to Southern people nor confined to the South, but obtains every- 
where and is less violent with us than at the North; and whether ex- 
isting North or South it can not be overcome by force, and every effort 
in that direction only intensifies the difficulty and postpones the day 
of possible freedom from it. Prejudice like this can met in but 
one way—it must be lived down; a long course of good conduct, up- 
right business methods, attention to business, industry, manliness, sober- 
ness, self-respect, and courtesy will mitigate it, and in the course of time 
wear it away, and with such conduct on the part of the colored people 
now the prejudice as it exists will do no harm. 

Atone time in the history of the South we were subjected tooutrages 
that now seem to honorable, fair-minded gentlemen North as incredible, 
We could not get justice because we were systematically lied about and 
the belief was common that we were all cut-throats and villains. 

Thes in Congress now indicate a return to these methods. 
The most monstrous statements of outrages in the South are now find- 
ing their way into the Recorp. Even tothe most extreme cases there 
is only a shadow of foundation, 

The South is, in proportion to population, as quiet and peaceful as 
any part of the country. There as elsewhere there is sometimes an act 
of lawlessness. When these occur, I assert that they are as heartily 
condemned and by as large a proportion of the community as in other 
sections of the Union; but, unfortunately for us, when such an instance 
occurs it isin the most reckless manner exaggerated and magnified, and 
based upon one or two such unfortunate circumstances; some miser- 
able slanderer, compared to whom Munchausen was the embodiment 
of truth, steals a statement before the public that ‘‘ political murder 
seems to be ‘a pastime’ and a ‘nigger hunt,’ as a sport, is as exhilarat- 
ing as the old-time ‘fox hunt.’’’ 

These falsehoods are of the grossest and basest sort, but I hope that 
it is now impossible to deceive the country as was done formerly. Mil- 
lions of dollars of Northern capital are flowing into the Southern States, 
The men who own and the men who manage all this wealth are inter- 
ested toknowthetruth. They arebusiness men. They wantgood gov- 
ernment and justice, and the ravings of mere political adventurers will 
not deceive these nor lead theminto theattitude of acquiescing in this 
campaign of misrepresentation and slander. They will break the force 
of these infamous falsehoods and will cause them, I hope, to fall harm- 
less to the ground, y 

We, whose lives must be spent in the midst of these people and who 
must of necessity feel the difficulties of the situation more keenly than 
those who only consider them from afar, have hoped for aid in this ex- 
igency from the education of the colored people. We hoped that with 
intelligence might come conservatism, pradence, and a proper respect 
for the rights of others; but to my mind nothing is clearer than that 
schools and school-teaching alone will not reach the evil. There must 
be a broader education, and the necessity for this is clearly demon- 
strated now. Butit is not in the power of the Government to give this. 

Education, after all, is not merely what is learned in schools and in 
books. This is only one of the means of real education. The educa- 
tion that makes character is that which is taught by the mothers in 
the ceaseless admonitions from infancy up to maturity; is that forma- 
tion of intellect and principles, moral character, that makes a man in 
God’s own image or degrades him to the level of a brute. Manliness, 
honor, integrity, firmness of purpose, self-denial, and self-devotion, 
while strengthened by a liberal education, are not created by it. An 
educated man without moral principles and moral conyictions is only 
worse by reason of his education and has the greater power of evil 
thereby. Moral development and elevation is the great need of the 
negro race, 

There are amongst them many men of honorable character, men who 
are a credit to themselves and an honor to their race. These men feel 
this t need of their people more keenly than we do—are earnestly 
weii pep to elevate them—but leaders in moral advancement are too 
often not popular with those less advanced than themselves; un- 
pleasant truths are not sought for by the average man; and it is unfort- 
unately true that amongst all men those who seck to please the pop- 
ulace are listened to more readily than those who, from a sense of duty, 
“tell the truth.” 

A quarter of a century after emancipation it ought not be true, but 
itis, that many negro ministers are by their example teachers of vice 
and the grossest immorality, while pretending to teach virtue from the 
pulpit, It should not now be the case that many favorite preachers 
are ex-penitentiary convicts, bufitis unfortunately the truth. These 
Pe le must be aided to elevate themselves, and this can be best done 

y “good and holy men of God” who know them and their charac- 
teristics. 

Elevated morals, coupled with intelligence, are to be thesheet-anchor 
of this form of government. It requires no argument to prove thatif 
the ignorant, depraved, and vicious class obtain and hold control in 
this country this form of government will at once be wrecked. The 
virtue and intelligence of the conntry must guide and control it if we 
preserve it, and when these are likely to be overrun by vice and igno- 
rance we must either educate and improve that class or disfranchise it, 
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Advancement, permanent, enduring advancement, can not come ex- 
cept by cultivating and developing both virtue and intelligence. You 
can not develop the high moral character necessary to the safety of a 
Government like this without a high degree of intelligence, nor can you 
advance intelligence to an enduring point without a corresponding 
moral advancement. 

When our common-school system was in its formative period our 
social condition as a people was such that there was no necessity for any 
religious and really but little for moral training in the schools, because 
religion and morals were tanghtin the churches and inthe homes. The 
mothers, being of the highest and noblest type of womanhood, did that 
work better and more effectually than it could have been done any- 
where else; hence our common schools were directed to the spread of 
intelligence, while the mothers taught religion and morals at home. 

This, to my mind, indicates the fatal defect in this proposition and 
accounts for what is considered now by many persons to be the failure 
of education to do anything for the negro race. 

Many of them have made creditable advancement, but the feeling is 
general that there has been no such elevation and advancement of the 
race as was expected from the efforts made for education. 

Of course, the State can not now undertake to perform for these un- 
fortunate people the offices our mothers performed for us, and I do not 
advocate it; on the contrary, I would vigorously oppose it. Yet, while 
considering the difficulties of this situation, I wish to call attention to 
what seems to me to have been up to this time a great omission on the 
part of the christian churches in the South. While they have been 
engaged in carrying the gospel to foreign lands the finest field for mis- 
sionary work has been lying at their doors. It is a fine field because 
these people already have the foundation—a belief in Christ—and what 
they need is help to attain a higher moral plane. 

A friend has written me that I have been recently made to say ina 
newspaper that this great work ought to be done by Northern mis- 
sionaries, and it is proper that I say here now that, while I recognize 
the push and energy of the Northern people, they have not one whit 
moreof that, than their Southern brethren, and that Southerners, know- 
ing the negro characteristics better than Northern people, would make 
more efficient missionaries among the colored people and would produce 
much less friction in the work. 

I am glad to see that the church is waking up to this great interest, 
this great necessity. TheCatholicsaremovingasabody, Thatchurch 
with its solemn forms, its pompand methods of church government, will 
make a wonderful impression on the negro mind, and the Protest- 
ant churches must begin to occupy this field, which is ‘‘ white unto the 
harvest,” or they will miss a glorious opportunity. 


The Southern States are, by their own eftorts, solving the question 


of local education. The difficulties of their situation are lessening as 
the struggle goes on. The schools are not yet even approaching what 
they should be, but the progress made gives assurance that a continua- 
tion of the efforts made will be crowned with triumphant success. The 
last report of the superintendent of public instruction for Arkansas 
shows that the following have been the amounts in the treasury for 
school purposes for each school year for the last nine years: 

Year ending June— Year ending June— 


1890. $285, 471.91 | 1885 
1851, 710, 461. 88 | 1886. 
1882. 502, 450.48 | 1887 
1883. 740, 244, 22 | 1888... 
BROT acco sospry sh usia toned waessssacooed 963, 660. 39 


And for the year ending June, 1889, as the superintendent, Hon. 
W. E. Thompson, writes me, the amount is $1,433,666.77. 

The superintendent says: 

The increase of the school population and the enrollment in the public schools 
is equal to the increase in the revenue, 

Again he says: 

A fact to which I wish to call your attention is, there is no State in the Union 
which pays more for education in proportion to her taxable Lady toa than is 
paid by Arkansas. * è * It would be truly ifying as I have before stated 
if I could report a perfect work being done; t 
done under existing circumstances, and that the best results are being obtained 
from the funds expended; but candor compels me to say this is not the case, 
We are not doing the work as it needs to be done, especially in the country dis- 
tricts, where three-fourths of the children live; the limi terms and limited 
means fail to meet the demands of the requirements necessary to educate these 
children that they may become practical, intelligent citizens in the near future, 


Thus it would seem that while the State unaided has not yet been 
able to put her schools upon a satisfactory basis, she has made the most 
wonderful progress and we may reasonably calculate that if we are per- 
mitted to go on with the work we can accomplish the ends desired; 
and that if we are not to be allowed to manage our own affairs in peace 
the appropriation of this money will do no good. Schools flourish in 
peace and only in peace, and if the purpose of the dominant party here 
is that we shall have no peace in the South, efforts to build up schools 
are utterly useless. The majority here has it in its power to destroy 
us. Some things indicate such an intention. We can only wait and 


see. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and the question is on the first amendment 
reported by the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HARRIS. There are some House bills and messages that have 


t we are doing all thatcan be ` 
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Rae eee ee ena, COG LOO ee BI Ah aN ee before 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
bills from the House of Representatives for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 3872) to amend section 2599 of the Revised Statutes 


of the United States, ting ports of delivery in the district of 
Michigan, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


The bill (H. R. 5179) fixing the rate of interest to be charged on 
arrearages of general and special taxes now due the District of Colum- 
bia if paid within the time specified was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 157) to amend the charter 


of the and Soldiers’ Home Railway Compan. SRS 
Mr. HARRIS. I have examined the amendment of the other House 
and I ask that it be read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
resentatives will be read. 
e Chief Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Add the following as a new section: 
“Seo. 6. That this act shall be considered as an amendment to the act of June 
19, peut ped granting a charter to the Ec m and Soldiers’ Home Railroad, and 


be construed as being subject to all limitations and conditions of said orig- 
oo shar except as specifically provided otherwise herein.” 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senate bill did not mean exactly that, it ought 
to have meant it, and I think it did. I move the concurrence of the 
Senate in the House amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator would allow that to go over 
until to-morrow morning and let the amendment be printed. 

Mr, HARRIS. Certainly, if the Senator desires. Just let it lie on 
the table until to-morrow morning and let the amendment be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The point to which I wish to call attention is 
whether it is possible that this amendment will give authority to this 
railway company to extend any overhead electrical wires into this city. 
I wish to be sure about that. 

Mr. HARRIS, Iwill state to the Senator from Vermont that in ex- 
press terms the Senate bill provides that if, in the branch allowed by 
the bill, electric wires or cables are used they shall be placed under 

und, 
eS EDMUNDS. What is the necessity of this amendment, then, 
that the House of Representatives bas put on? 

Mr. HARRIS, Idonotseeany. Itsimply declares that this branch 
shall be subject to all the conditions of the original act as to taxation 
and all other regulations, I think the Senate bill means exactly that 
without the amendment. Hence the amendment is wholly innocent 
and I am perfectly willing to have the Senate concur in it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go over and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will lieon the table 
and be printed. 


CHRIST CHURCH LAND IN WASHINGTON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 296) vesting in the vestry 
of Christ Church, Washington Parish, District of Columbia, all of the 
right, title, and interest of the United States of America in and to 
square south of square 1092, in the city of Washington, District afore- 
said; and it was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate theamendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1083) to amend the act 
giving the approval and sanction of Congress to the route and termini 
of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was, in line 14, after the word ‘‘street,’’ to insert: 


Thatso much of the act of August 1, 1888, as authorized the com- 
named to hog tracks on Seventh ‘street east, between M street 
End ¢ G, is hereby repeal: 
ro tempore. 


The PRESIDENT 
x are RES will referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia and ted, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HA . Itis hardly necessary to print 1,950 copies of the 
amendment. The parties in interest tell me that the am tis 
immaterial, and they are perfectly willing to take the bill with the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
oe the Senate concur in the amendment of the House of Representa- 

ves, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Please let it lie on the table until the Senator from 


pro The bill with the amendment will 
lie on the table without being printed. 


The amendment of the House of 


‘ 


Marcou 10, 


FLORIDA LANDS, 


Mr, CALL. I ask unanimous consent that the resolutions I intro- 
duced some time ago, calling for information from the Interior De 
ment in reference to alleged unlawful selections of land in Florida, and 
upon which I addressed the Senate, may be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that order was 
made at the time, at the close of the Senator’s speech. 

Mr. CALL. I think it was not made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If not made, the resolutions will be 
80 referred, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHEnsoN, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 140) to pre- 
vent the introduction of contagious diseases from one State to another, 
and for the punishment of certain offenses, with amendments in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

‘The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5667) to amend an act to authorize the construction of 
a rip across Trail Creek in the city of Michigan City, Ind.; and 

1 (H. R. 5682) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to constitute 
Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery and to extend the provisions of the 
act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation 
to the immediate rtation of dutiable goods, and for other pur- 
poses,’ to said port of Columbus, Ohio,” approved February 9, 1889. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
resolution of the Senate authorizing the joint investigation of the work- 
ings of the laws of the United States relative to tion of for- 
eigners into the United States, with an amendment in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will state the first 
amendment reported by the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is what I was about to ask. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 21, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ 
to strike out ‘*go to increase the amount for distribution among the 
other States and the Territories as herein provided ” and insert ‘‘ be 
covered into the Treasury;’’ so as to read: 


And if any State, by its Legislature, shall decline or relinquish its share or 
proportii under this act, or any portion thereof, the sum so relinquished shall 
covered into the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Thenextamendment was, in section 2, line6, after the words “United 
States,” to insert ‘‘ except as provided in the fifteenth section; ’’ so as 


to read: 

SEC. 2, That such money shall annually be divided among and ph outin 
the several States and Territories, and in the District of Columbia, in that pro- 
paun ody the whole number of persons jn each who, being of the age of 

n ee nd over, can not write, bears to the whole number of such persons in 
the United States, except as provided in the fifteenth section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 6, after the word ‘‘laws,’’ 
to strike out the following words: 


And copies of all Saria iia authorized by the school boards or other au- 
thorities of the and Territories, and used in the schools of the 
same, shall be fil with the Secretary of the Interior. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 
Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The amendment strikes out that clause from the 


pending bill? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understands. 
Mr. BLAIR. It does. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to strike out section 7, as follows: 


Sec.7. That the moncy es and apportioned ot the provisions of 
this act to the use of any shall be applied to the use of common and 
industrial schools therein, under the direction of the Legislature thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add at the end of section (9) 8 the fol- 
lowing: 

But nothing in this section shall require the training of persons of different 
colors in schools. 


same 
The amendment was to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This concludes the amendments re- 


ported by the Committee on Education and Labor; 

Mr, BLAIR. I will ask that the numbering of the sections be cor- 
rected so as to correspond with the amendments which have been made. 
tore The necessary changes in the enu- 

made by the Secretary. Are there fur- 
ther amendments to the bill, as in Committee of the Whole? If there 
are none, the bill will be reported to the Senate, 
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Mr. BLAIR. Several Senators have indicated a desire to speak on 
the bill before it is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PUGH. Let it be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. 1 have no objection to its being reported to the Sen- 
ate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not quite sure that the Senate is ready to haye 
the bill reported to the Senate. Is it the schoo] bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that in my opinion it would be wise for us to come to an under- 
standing now that on a given hour of a given day (I care not how soon, 
so that She whole Senate may bar esha it) KS vote pea M aa 
upon all proposed amendments and upon the passage e 
Will thie edvin such an hour of such a day? 

Mr. BLAIR. I ald be glad to try to do that AET E Some 
six or seven Senators have indicated a desire and purpose to speak on 
the bill, and I am not in a situation now to indicate, by fixing a day 
and hour, the limit which they may have in expressing themselves upon 
the subject. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator probably do so to-morrow? 

Mr. BLAIR. I think Ican do so to-morrow. My particular pur- 

now is to state to the Senate that, as all at once this bill will be 
of, if Senators have anything to say it is time to be thinking 
about it, and not to be wasting the time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Hence the importance of fixing an early day at 
which we shall dispose of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Another speech may be made to-night. The Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] told me last week that if the bill 
should be postponed he would speak to-day. He tells me that not only 
he will not to-day, but he may not to-morrow. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think the Senator should let me speak for my- 
self on little matters of this kind. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly; when the Senator has the o 4 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam much obliged to the Senator, but Tike itas 
rather personal. I wish to remark that I did not say Iwould notspeak 
to-morrow, but on the whole I am inclined to say now that I shall not, 
and for this reason: As near as I can find, there are five more Senators 
to speak, and four of them are favorable tothe bill. Iam the only one 
opposed to it now upon the list. Ido not propose to leave four 
tors to speak in favor of the bill after me. I can not say much, but I 
do not propose to have four follow me in favor of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think it very reasonable that the Senatorshould not 
= sae to-morrow if others are to speak for the bill. The Senator from 

ew York [Mr. EvArts] is to close the debate. It has been under- 
stood that he will close the debate for the bill. I do not know just how 
much time he will want, but I think other Senators who desire to speak 
one way or the other ought to be in readiness to go on to-morrow at 2 
o’clock, so that we can see what progress is made; and I should think 
that to-morrow we might probably be able to at least see the day when 
we can take final action upon the measure. 


Mr. HARRIS. I shall appeal to the Senator from New Hampshire | J 


to-morrow to let us come toan understanding as to the hour ana the day 
when the vote shall be taken upon this bill; and in order that wemay 
dispose of it for this evening I will move that the Senate do now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question on the bill is, 
Will the Senate concur in the amendments made as in the Committee 
of the Whole? 

Mr. HARRIS. I to say to the Chair that I interrupted the re- 
port of the bill to the Senate in order to prevent its being reported to 
the Senate this evening. If the Chairdid not understand me, that was 
my object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order, then, will be reconsid- 
ered, and the bill is in Committee ofthe Whole. TheSenator from Ten- 
nessee moves that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. Aftersixteen minutes t in executive 


session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o0’clock and 37 minutes p. m.) 


the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 11, 1890, at 12 
o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 10, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved, 

IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Select Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the Senate concurrent resolution which I 
now send to the desk. 


Mr. BAKER. F call for the special onder: 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will yield for a mo- 
ment. ‘Thecommittee recommend the adoption of thisresolution, which 
will take but a short time. 

Mr. BAKER. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of resentatives concurring), That the Senate 
Committee on Immigration and the House Committee ou immigration and 
Naturalization be, and hereby ce authorized jointly to investigate the work- 
ings of the various laws of the Unit ed States and nf adem neg reap og see 


ae from foreign countries to the United States, y the law of 
Con: to regulate immigration,” approved August 3, ; and also to in- 
te the workings of the contracts made ip ora of the Longe 

under said law of A’ 8 with the various te com: ns, boards, an 
— the investigation to be conducted at such times and places as said 
may Seat Oner And the committees are here uthorized 


al 
jointly, a as full oara or through subcommittees thereof, raglie for and 
ne persons, books, and papera, and to administer oaths to wi tnesses, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the concurrent resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, there isan amendment recom- 
mended, which I also send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

je Clerk read as follows: 


d by icy inventions after the word “officers,” in line 10, these w: 


Ed the effect on immigration, and 


capil to report 2o to Congress 
in Fe spe the to mas ae hg berty] Taland, i in oe harbor of ase York, 
an immigrant t, what title the Government! to such island, what 
am fit f poidas een ta ne tale ne Sant une whee UASC RAA nen 
na designed to employ thereon in connection with such pera Soe 

nw in the ence of the committee, after in ion, such is 
the best and most suitable place for such tnmigrant ‘depot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 
EXPENSES OF PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I also ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of a resolution which provides for the tof 
the expenses of the investigation just ordered, but which not be 
incorporated in the Senate concurrent resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

Rene, Clerk read as follows: 


That $5,000, coed much thereof as maf be Boy sense is hereby y APDrO- 
House, to beexpended by and under 
ro Teira of the camry apes of the irene: to pay the of the 
House Committee on Immigration and Naturalization in the joint phan taps 
on 


Senate Commi 
and Naturalization, as 
authorized by Senate concurrent PESES TE 
TheSPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration of 

the resolution? 

Mr. GROUT. I object. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I ask the gentleman to withdraw his ob- 
jection for a moment; it will take but a aes time. 

Mr. GROUT. This day is set apart under the rules for District busi- 


ness. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. But this will take but a few moments. 

Mr. GROUT. It would take but a short time to get through with 
the District business, if we could have our time uninterrupted. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. This provides for the ent of the in- 
Absa yao This is also an inquiry into Bedloe’s Island for an immi- 


E Mir. r GROUT. Is this a part of the resolution just considered ? 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, It isa necessary sequence of the resolu- 

tion just adopted. 

Mr. GRO Is there likely to be a discussion? 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I think not. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the object of this—to pay out of oe con- 
tingent fund the expenses of the investigation? 

Pei OWEN, of Indiana. Yes, sir. The committee needs this to pay 


the expenses. 
pap an If aes is no ones withdraw the objection. 
ANN it proposed to e expenses of both commit- 
tees out of the contingent fund of the | House? 
Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. No; only the expenses of the House com- 


mittee. 
Mr. KILGORE. I object, and demand the regular order. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOPKINS. On Thursday last I was sick, and the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries lost its place on the call of the com- 
mittees. I now ask unanimous consent that it be restored to its priv- 
ileged condition. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I object. 

GENERAL HORACE BOUGHTON. 

The SPEAKER. The first business before the House is the bill (H. 

R. 3954) granting an increase of pension to General Horace Boughton, 


=s oe” se? 
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mi prennas question having been ordered on last Friday evening. The | three nights his wife had not had her clothes off, and that he had taken 


will read the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit spaci, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, su- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Horace Boughton a brevet 
brigadier-general in the Army of the United States, at the rate of $100 per month, 
said pension to be in lieu of that which he now receives, 


The SPEAKER. The previous question was ordered, with theright 
to offer amendments, with thirty minutes for debate. Does any gen- 
tleman desire to offer an amendment? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to strike out $100 and insert the 
amount allowed by law. How much does he now receive? 

Mr. BAKER. He now receives $72. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And insert $72. I think it isa mistake to 
pass so many private bills, increasing the pensions of officers. We need 
all the money in the Treasury to provide for the welfare of a large 
number of men who are not now pensioned; and I consider it my duty, 
and it is the duty of this House, to resist every attempt to make a 
special feature of increasing the pensions of officers. There is no rea- 
son alleged; that is, there are no especial reasons given why this man 
should have more than the amount now allowed by law. He does not 
require any especial attention. If he did he would come under the 

visions of the general law that we passed the other day, providing 
100 a month for persons who need attendance or who need medical at- 
tendance and the attendance of another person. Therefore, I do not 
think this bill ought to pass, or any of that class of bills. The gen- 
eral law on the subject is ample to provide for this class of cases, and 
passing so many of these billsendangers the chances of pensioning other 
men and of having the money to provide for their pensions. 

- Mr. BAKER. The gentlemen from Iowa says that no reasons are 
given for this proposed increase. Now, he simply has not reac the re- 
port or he does not know what he is talking about. The fullest and 
amplest reasons are given in the report in favor of the bill. Itison a 
par with every one of the four or five cases which have been passed in- 
creasing pensions from $72 to $100 a month. This case is one of the 
most pitiable that can be found. General Boughton enlisted from my 

` city and was one of the first to answer when the call for volunteers was 
made. He is utterly helpless, requiring daily medical attendance, and 
daily and nightly care and attendance, and he is in a painful condition 
that is indescribable. 

I wish, Mr. Speaker, the Clerk would read the report. It is only an 
inch long and gives thestatement of the physician who now attends on 
General Boughton. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

mes ) granting an increase of pension to General Horace Boughton, submit the 
o report: 

General Boughton is now in receipt of a onnon at $72 a month for paralysis 
incurred while serving as colonel One hundred and forty-third Regiment New 
York Volunteers. : 

The bill proposes to increase his pension to $100, In support of the same the 
certificate of his attending physician, Dr. F. Donohue, bas been filed with your 
committee, as follows: 

“Tam the attending physician of General Horace Boughton, and I hereb 
certify that he is a total wreck, mentally and physically. His condition is s 
as to require medical attendance daily and the constant attention and assist- 
ance of an attendant. His body is paralyzed to such an extent that he can 
neither dress nor undress himself, can not cut his food or feed self, and can 
not help himself in any way while attending to the calls of nature. So far as 
his mental faculties are concerned, it may be said that he is imbecile. Right 
side of brain and left side of body paralyzed, He is sometimes unconscious ot 
surroundings, and will respond to calls of nature wherever he may be at the 
time and regardless of who may be present. 3 

“Ihave known General Boughton since 1570. Ie was paralyzed in 1875, and 
his disease has been eiman giz until it has reached its present deplorable 
stage. He requires an attendant to dress, undress, and fi him, and to.lead 
him and render him other attentions. Of recent years he has become a con- 
firmed epileptic, resulting from the condition of his brain, and he requires the 

daily attention of the doctor. His case is a bad one, it being a combina- 
tion of mental aeiy and physical disability.” 

The condition above described , in the opinion of your committee, war- 
rant the granting of the relief asked for,and the bill is therefore returned with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr, KERR, of Iowa. This is evidently a meritorious case; but I 
wish toask the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] one question. 
Why does this case under this statement not come under the provisions 
of the general law that we passed the other day ? 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman from New York will allow me, 
as Iam familiar with that bill, I will explain to the gentleman from 
Iowa why it does not come under the provisions of the general law. 
The act that passed the other day only increased pensions from $50 to 
$72 per month for those who require regular aid and attendance of an- 
other person. This is one of those cases which not only requires the 
regular aid and attendance of a nurse, but also of a physician a large 
part of the time. General Boughton was a distinguished general in 
the Army, and it seems to me that for the few weeks that he can live 
the Government ought not to withhold a reasonable support from him. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman from Kansas permit me to 
ask him a question? Is there any doubt that the condition of General 
Boughton was caused by his military service ? 

Mr, MORRILL. None whatever; and there is no doubt that a few 
months must end his existence. I was told s day or two ago that for 


medicine eno to kill many strong men. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. ker, this is a case in which we 
ean not use the apo *sscales, The increased pension askedshould 
undoubtedly be paid to this distinguished general for the little time of 
life he has remaining. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Why not? Whyapply the apothecary’s scale 
to every man and not apply it in such cases as these? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman from Iowa will permit me, I 
will state that this man not only requires the special attendance of a 
nurse daily, but also requires the daily attendance of a physician; and 
all this expense, to say nothing of the pain he endures, is the result of 
his service to the country. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peat, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SHORTENING TIME OF IMPRISONMENT IN JAIL AND WORK-HĦHOUSE. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill (S. 
1858) to shorten the terms of imprisonment in the jail and in the work- 
house of the District of Columbia on account of good conduct during 
confinement., 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all persons sentenced to and imprisoned in the jail or 
in the work-house of the District of Columbia, and confined there on and after 
the Ist day of January, A. D. 1890, for a term of one month or longer, who con- 
duct themselves so thatno c of misconduct shall be sustained against them, 
shall ‘have a deduction of five days in each month made from the term of their 
sentence, and shall be entitled to their discharge so much the sooner, upon 
certificate of the warden of the jail for those confined in the jail, and the certifi- 
cate of the intendant of the Washington Asylum for those confined in the work- 
house, of their good conduct during their imprisonment (with the approval of 
the judge making the EAER TES and it shall be the duty of maid j to 
write, or cause to be written, in the docket of his court, across the face of the 
commitment of the person to be so d , the following words: “‘ Dis- 
rags bet by oner of court [giving date] on accounf of good conduct during 
im nment,” 

a 2, That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. GROUT. This bill is identical with the House bill, on which 
a report has been made. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I would like to hear the reading of the report. 

Mr. GROUT. Of course the report may profitably be read; but I 
think it is a proposition that commends itself so apparently to the judg- 
ment and conscience of every one, and it is the practice now in almost 
all the States, if not in all of them. 

g Mr. DUNNELL. How does it compare with the time allowed in the 
tates? 

Mr. GROUT. Ido not know how it compares with the State laws. 
It is not less than in the States. I do not think it necessary really to 
consume the time of the House with the reading of the report, but I 
have no objection to its being read. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I withdraw the request for the reading of the re- 


rt. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, House bill 5940, of the same 
title, will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CHRIST CHURCH, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. GROUT. LInow call up the bill (H. R. 3296) vesting in the vestry 
of Christ Church, Washington Parish, District of Columbia, all of the 
right, title, and interest of the United States of America in and to 
square south of square 1092, in the city of Washington, District afore- 
said, and, Mr. Speaker, I willask for the reading of the report on this 
bill 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire the Senate bill to be 
considered ? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes. I will ask that the Senate bill, which is iden- 
tical with the House bill, be considered. 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 

A bill (S. 296) vesting in the vestry of Christ Church, Washington Parish, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, all of the right, title, and interest of the United States of 
America in and to square south of square 1092, in the city of Washington, Dis- 
trict aforesaid, 

Mr, HOLMAN. I would like the report read. 

Mr. GROUT. This is a bill which would grant any right, title, or 
interest, whether legal or equitable, of the United States in this square, 
and would therefore require to be considered in Committee of the Whole, 
and I ask unanimous consent that it be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. No point of order has been made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the point of order will be 
reserved until after the report shall have been read. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order not having been made, the bill 
will now be considered in the House, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the report be read, and that the point of 
order be reserved. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee bave examined the bill and think bi Kase fort Pacmag L E 


shon!d be made: In line 9, after the word rwise called 
the vestry of Washington Parish.” With this amendment the committee beg 
to submit the Senate report on a like bill. 

Senate report is as follows, and we make it a part of our report: 

“The committee to whom this bill was referred sent the same to the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, who requested the United States attorney 
for the District of Columbia and Col. John Wilson, United States Army, in 
charge of public buildings and grounna to examine the bill and to report their 
opinion thereon, The commissioners haye returned the bill with the recom- 
mendation that it pass, which recommendation is upon the accompany- 
ing reports of the said district attorney and Colonel Wilson. 

This bill is framed to vest all of the title of the United States to square south 
of square 1092, in the city of Washington, in the vestry of Christ Church, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, who are, by mesne conveyance, purchasers from the original 

roprietors of this whole square—George Walker and William Young. The 

ollowing are extracts from the District Attorney’s report: 

"t All the proprietors of the lands upon which thecity of Washington was laid 
out, with few exceptions, conveyed their holdings to two trustees, Thomas 
Beall, of George, and John M. Gantt, upon trusts, that a “ Federal city ” should 
be laid out upon them, The portion of the deed which affects the present in- 
quiry provides for an equal division of all the building squares between the 
original proprietors fe | the commissioners appoin' under the act of Con- 
gress establishing the temporary and permanent seat of the Government, the 
parts falling to the commissioners on the division to be sold and the p. 
applied to the erection of the public aerea or 

“ ‘George Walker and William Young’s heirs were the proprietors of tracts 
adjoining each other, and part of each of these tracts, in unequal proportions, 
were included within the limits of this square. 

“* The individual aceount of Walker with the commissioners (page 185) shows 
that he is charged with lots 2 and 3 in this square, amounting to 37,6214 square 
feet; his original holding in the square was 14,727} square feet, and of this the 
commissioners were entitled to one-half; the difference in his favor on this 
transaction is made up in favor of the commissioners by allowances from his 
interest in other squares. 

“The individual account of William Young’s heirs with the commissioners 
shows (page 215) that they are charged with lots 1 and 4in this square, contain- 
ing 25,142 square feet; their original holding was 48,036 square feet, of which 
the commissioners were entitled to one-half, and the difference in their favor 
in the transaction is made up in favor of the commissioners by deductions from 
their interest in other squares. 

"+The above facts, in connection with the further entry in the book called 
“Disposal of Public Lot No, 2,” which was prepared by Nich. say eA 
of the city) in 1805, namely," square south of 1092, assigned to George Walker and 
the heirs of William Young, the original proprietors thereot,” show that the 
United States parted with all its interest in the square by the assignment of the 
whole of the same to said pro rietors on the division; nothing was reserved, 

“*TIn my opinion the Un ted States has no title to thesquare. 1 would, how- 
ever, suggest a reference to Colonel Wilson, with the request that he verify the 
statement of facts above made, in order that no mistake may be possible.’ 

**Colonel Wilson reports to the same effect. 

“An abstract of title of the Real Estate Title Insurance Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shows that the said vestry is entitled to the relief sought as 
being the ultimate grantee of the original Kopno Walker and Young. 

“We report that the United States in 1890 were paid for their title to this 
square by the aforesaid settlement with the original proprietors, and that the 
said vestry is entitled to the relief sought,and we therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill.” 

Mr. GROUT. There is an amendment proposed by the committee, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the word “parish” in line 7, the words “ otherwise called the 
vestry of Washington.” 

Mr. GROUT. This amendment is offered simply because it is the 
name under which the original grant was made. r 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman a question. On its 
face the form of this bill is such that the ordinary reader would sup- 
pose it made a donation of lands from the United States to the vestry 
of this church. IfI understand the report correctly such is not the 
ease, and, in fact, the attorney for the District, if I understand his re- 
port, says that the United States has no title whatever to this land. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes. 5 

Mr. CANNON. Then why place upon the statute-book an act which 
ought not to go there if it was to be effectual? In other words, the 
gentleman himself, I apprehend, will admit that if the United States 
really owned this land it ought not to donate it to any religious cor- 
poration whatever. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, this is simply a bill to clear the title to 
this property, which has been owned and occupied by Christ Church 
ever since the year 1800. The defect in the title resulted from the 
failure of the United States commissioners, in the year 1800, to sign 
together with the original proprietors of the ground composing this 
square, and this act is simply to cure the formal defect in the transfer 
then made. Thatis all. = 

Mr. CANNON. Does not the gentleman think it would be better 
policy to amend the bill so as to show just that fact? 

Mr. GROUT. This bill only proposes that the United States shall 
release any claim which it may have. It is not a warranty deed that 
is to be given, but simply a quit-claim. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand; but I say the ordinary citizen read- 
ing this act hereafter would be justified in speaking of it as an act do- 
nating land belonging to the United States to a religious corporation, 
making a donation which ought not to be made, 

Mr. GROUT. Possibly; but the act should be read and will be read 
by the careful reader in the light of the report, and the report shows 
all the facts. This is a Senate bill and the House committee did not 
think it was necessary to make any change in it in that respect; but 


if the House thinks so it can be done, or if the gentleman thinks it is 
necessary it is perfectly competent for him to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, I only submit the suggestion to the gentleman, and 
if he does not accept it I have nothing further to say. The substance 
of the bill seems to be proper. I merely suggest that the amendment 
would avoid criticism on the part of any of the 60,000,000 of our people 
who might hereafter read the statute and claim it to be a precedent 
for the granting of land by the United States to a religious corporation. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. ; 

The title was amended by adding to it the words ‘‘this being an act 
to remove the cloud upon the title of said church.” 

The House bill (H. R. 3296) was laid on the table. 


ARREARS OF TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. GROUT. Icall up the bill (H. R. 5179) fixing the rate of in- 
terest to be charged on arrearages of general and special taxes now due 
in the District of Columbia if paid within a time specified. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the rate of interest to be collected of any pornon owing 
arrearages of general taxes prior to July 1, 1889, or assessments for special im- 
provements, including the laying of water mains, now due to, and the liens for 
which are held by the District of Columbia, shall be 6 centum perannum, in 
lieu of the rate and penalties now fixed by law and of all accrued costs: Provided, 
That this provision shall only apply to taxes and assessments paid on or before 
the 31st day of October, 1890, 

Mr. GROUT. There are certain amendments which the committee 
recommend. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Amend, inline 5, by inserting the words “ ei, yder “ait in place of the words 
“eighty-nine,” making it #1888” i of “1889.” 

Also, by inserting the word “thirtieth” in line 11, in place of “thirty-first,” 
ry pele “ April” in place of October; ™ making it read “ the 30th day 

Mr. CLEMENTS, Will the gentleman state in what respect this 
bill changes the existing law? 

Mr. GROUT. There is no existing law upon this subject. This is 
simply a proposition to allow parties in arrears for taxes an Soper 
to avoid the penalty of 2 per cent. per month by paying their taxes on 
or before the 30th of April next. The commissioners of the District 
thought that if mey offered such an inducement many persons would 
pay within the period named. 

t will be seen by reading the report that there are taxes in arrears 
amounting to $634,000 npon property which has been sold, to be sure, 
but upon which the title not yet matured. The commissioners de- 
sire, if possible, to coax out of the defaulting tax-payer his taxes by 
remitting the penalties and the extremely high rate of interest (2 per 
cent, a month), and simply letting him pay the taxes and 6 per cent. 
per annum, which will place him upon precisely the same basis as the 
aay tax-payers. That is the object of the bill, and that is the whole 
of it. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 


Mr. GROUT. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 5190) to amend 
the act giving the approval and sanction of Congress to the route and 
termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad in the District of 
Columbia, and I yield the floor to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. ATKINSON]. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up 
the Senate bill S. 1083, and have it considered in place of the House 
bill. 

The Senate bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the act giving the sanction and approval of Congress 
to the route and termini of the Anacostiaand Potomac River Railroad, approved 
February 18, 1875, amended March 24,1876, and August 1, 1888, be, and the same 
is hereby, amended so as to authorize the said company to lay tracks and run 
cars thereon from the intersection of its tracks on M street, south, with Eleventh 
street, east, along Eleventh street to its tracks on G street, south. Thatthe time 
for the completion of its track is extended one year. Thatin the construction 
of the tracks herein authorized the pattern of rail used shall beapproved by the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia, and that all rails laid. under author- 
ity of this act shall be on a level with the surface of the street. 

Src. 2; That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. There is an amendment recom- 
mended by the House committee which I wish to have read. 

‘The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert after the word “street,” the last word in section 1, the following: 
Provided, That so much of theact of August 1, 1888, as authorized the compan: 
herein named to lay its tracks on Seventh street, east, between M street and G, 

is hereby repealed, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, this bill merely 
changes the route of a railroad upon four squares. The company wasin- 
corporated in 1888, and the proposed change is one that L believe pro- 
yokes little or no opposition. It has been recommended by the commis- 
sioners of the District, and I think time will be saved if the reading of 
the report is dispensed with. i 

The amendment was agreed to. , 
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The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
et! read eT eas and passed. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
The House bill (H. R. 5190) was laid on the table. 


SALES OF PROPERTY FOR OVERDUE TAXES, 


Mr. GROUT. Inowcall up the bill (H. R. 5825) prescribing the times 
for sales, and for notices of sales, of property in the District of Colum- 
bia for overdue taxes. 

oe bill was read, as follows: 


hve gern ae: , Thatthe commissioners of orks: District of Columbia shall pre- 
cane a list of all taxes on real property. in said District, subject to taxation, upon 
n arrears on the Ist da of July, 1889, and each 
= hinon Ci thereafter, or all — Se to Tate corporations or 

ashington City, Georgetown, the levy court ofthe county o: ington, an 

the District of Columbia. And said commissioners shall publish the same with 
a notice of sale ina oe of which not efor, Said commissioner be printed 
for distribution to tax- ying therefor. EE ran tye SA shall, on 


the third Tuesday of , and the third n March of each r 
‘evens by je aana twicea piste Tai successive weeksin 
the regular of two or more daily newspapers published in said oriya that 
een memphis ian bees prin sony even ak gb steed eer a ang A 
tax-payer ying therefor at the office of commissioners, and that if t 
the taxes Wes ogi her with the ties agadi pe enay pi a ieg on bapana 
Harinen shall bo eed prior tothe day fixed forsale, the property will be me 
under the direction of the said commissioners at public auction at the office of 


excepted, until all said delinquent propert: Eei 
The eee which has once been 7A Sorten ak tory for 
in advertised for the same tax. The ex- 


penses of ad and the nting of said pam blet shall be paid by a 
charge of 20 cents for lot or sees Be of penporiy valiad: pEb 
Sxc. 2. all acts and parts of aor Bos herewith are hereby re- 


Mr. GROUT. I move to amend this bill by striking out, in line 
4 of section 1, the word ‘‘March’’ and inserting “April.” This 
amendment is offered for the reason that there would not be time be- 
tween now and the third Tuesday of March of the present year to make 
these sales. When the bill was prepared it was thought that the third 

in March would be late enough. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROUT. I move also to amend by i after the word 

notice,” in line 15, the words *‘ which shall contain the name of 
each and every person in which said piece of property is assessed, to- 
gether with the amount of assessment upon each piece.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. GROUT. Icall up the bill (S. 157) to amend the charter of 
the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Before that is entertained, I rise to a question of | $ 


privil 
The SPEAKER. A question of privilege is not in order during the 
pendency of this bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home iva Company 
of the District of Columbia is hereby authorized toextend its tracks and to run 


Fifth street, northwest to G street, northwest, and thence west along G street, 


etery; 
and North Capitol street, prongs north prea Fo said street to the south boundaries 
of the grounds of the Soldiers’ H. |, That if electric wires or cables 
are used to l its cars over said st streets mbt ne New York avenueand Fifth to 
t, northwest), the same shal} ae laced under ground: And pro- 
vided further, That the said company shall n permitted to stop its cars at 
its (western) ‘terminus, oratany point within the city limits, for a longer time 
than is necessary to take on and let off its gers. Said company shall 
not exceeding five cents fare for one continuous ride from any point on 
its line to the terminus of its main line or any of its branches. And said com- 
pany is authorized to use overhead wires on its (North Capitol street) branch 
Sec, 2, That so much of the o charter of the Eckin n and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company, by act approved June 19, 1888, as authorized 
the construction ofa branch on First street, west, from New York avenon. a the 
south boundary of the Soldiers’ Home be, and the same is hereby, n Repealed 
Sec, 3. That said company is authorized to increase its capital $175,000 
ae the purpose of enabling it to extend and equip its line as provided in this 


ead 4, That unless said extensions are commenced within three months and 
the cars run thereon within one year from the of this act the authority 
herein granted shall be void: es te said company shall have one year 
to oe the North Capitol Street Branch after said street is opened and 


Src. 5. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 
The amendment proposed by the committee was read, as follows: 


At the end of the bill add the following as a new section: 
“Sc. 6, That this act shall be considered as an amendment to the act.of June 
19, 1888, granting a cha a to the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railroad, and 


shall be construed as being subject to ali limitationsand conditions of said origi- 
nal act, except as ly provided otherwise herein,” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CANNON. I would like to put a question to my friend from 
Vermont [Mr. Grout], and I will preface the question with a statement. 

As I understand, this is a charter to enable an electric railway com- 
pany, known as the Eckington Railroad Company, to extend its line to 
the Treasury Department. 

Mr. GROUT. Pes, sir—to Fifteenth stree 

Mr. CANNON. I am very heartily in jc with the bill and 
shall vote for it, but I want to ask the gentleman what objection there 
is in his mind to the committee considering and bringing in a bill which 
will enable any association of gentlemen to form a corporation under 
general law and construct a street railway in Washington on any ave- 
nue or street, so far as the right depends on the city, provided they will 
use the electric motor or some other rapid motor? 

Mr. GROUT. Well, Mr. Speaker, I know of no objection to formu- 
lating such a measure, unless that it might be well to have each indi- 
vidual proposition carefully considered by itself, with some supervising 
power over the grant, so that there might not be too many of these 
street railways. The proposition suggested by the gentleman has not 
been brought to the attention of the committee, and I am now answer- 
ing individually. If sucha bill should be introduced, authorizing the 
incorporation of street railways under a general act, I promise that it 
will receive careful consideration by the committee; and I do not see 
that it is not a safe and proper way to dispose of these questions. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman understands that I do not antago- 
nize this bill. 

Mr. GROUT. Iam glad toknow that. 

Mr. CANNON. After an experience of a great many years in Wash- 
ington with the horse-cars (crowded as they usually are), and with a 
knowledge of the unavailing efforts for the introduction of any other 
motor ( except that I believe they have almost completed a cable line 
on Seventh street), and after having seen from time to time various bills 
for the construction of various street railways proposed and defeated in 
this House, my object in speaking to the gentleman now was to draw 
his attention, as chairman of the committee, and the attention of his 
committee, to the necessity for taking some steps which will enable 
somebody to build railways about Washington with the electricor other 
rapid motor, so as to accommodate the people of this country who come 
to the national Capital. If I have succeeded in getting the gentleman 
to think about this question, I have accomplished all I desire. 

Mr. GROUT. I will say to the gentleman that the way to accom- 
plish a practical result would be to bring in a bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I moveto amend by adding as a new section the 
provision which I send to the desk. 

`The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec —. That said company shall pay intothe Treasury of the city of Wash- 
ington 5 per cent. of the gross receipts of said company upon that part of said 
road authorized to be constructed by this act, the same to be in addition to any 
other tax paid by said company. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, this bill is an amendment to the original 
charter, which provides for the payment of a 4 per cent. tax upon the 
ross receipts of the company, a sum which was then thought and is 
now thought by the committee to be a suitable amount. 

Mr.SPINOLA. Iam aware of that provision. 

Mr. GROUT. This bill, by a section which the committee has added, 
is made a part of the original charter, and the authority now granted 
will be subject to all the provisions of the original charter with refer- 
ence to the issue of stock, the payment of taxes, etc. 

Mr. HEARD: Ifmy friend from New York [ Mr. SPINOLA ] will per- 
mit inea few words, I think I can convince him that thisact, if amended 
as he proposes, would be impossible of execution. 

Mr. SPINOLA, Iam ready to be convinced. 

Mr. HEARD. As has been stated by the gentleman from Vermont, 
the original act to which this bill is amendatory provides that 4 per 
cent. of the entire gross receipts of this company shall he paid into the 
Treasury, practically asa consideration for the franchise, justas the gen- 
tleman from New York desires in this case. 

Now, the gentleman proposes, as I understand his amendment, on the 
new part of the road or the extension now proposed, that a different rate 
shall be levied; that is, 5 percent. I submit it will be impossible to 
sever the receipts of the new part from the receipts of the old part, and 
therefore a uniform rate would have to be adopted. It would be im- 
possible to say how much was the receipt for riding from Fifteenth 
street to New York avenue and from there to Ivy City, and how much 
to the Soldiers’ Home, for one ticket will carry you over the entire road. 

Mr. SPINOLA. There is nothing in the suggestion of my friend 
from Missouri who has just taken his seat. In regard to the point the 
chairman of the committee has stated it is proposed here to use a new 
power on this road. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman does not understand; they are now 
using electric power. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Theso much stronger my case will be, for roads run 
by electricity or by cable are claimed to be run for one-third less than 
horse railroads. If that can be done then they should pay into he 
treasury of this city for this great right. It is an extraordinary grant, 
and it will run for a hundred or two hundred years. When this city 
comes to have a million of inhabitants this will be a most valuable 
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franchise. No man can say whatit will be worth. There is nospecial 
“tax on it, and if they paid 9 cent. on the gross receipts when com- 
pared with the price of running a horse-road they could make and pay 
25 per cent. dividend. I make that statement on my own knowledge 
of roads of this character. 

I do not wish to interfere with the construction of roads of this sort 
in this city, because they are necessary, but when we grant a power 
like this toa half-dozen individuals who expect to make thousands and 
thousands of dollars ont of it they should be made to pay something 
back to the people. This is all that my amendment proposes. 

Let me say to the ge tlemen here, they should remember when this 
city gets to have a million of population and this becomes a valuable 
franchise, the people will begin to ask how it was it should be given 
for so small a sum as 4 per cent. 

There is no trouble to get a tally for what is paid out on one part of 
the road and what is paid out on another. They get it in New York 
City from Fifteenth street to the Battery, and a separate account is 
kept of every passenger who gets on or off of the cars. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. How much of the gross receipts 
is paid by the Broadway Railroad Company into the treasury of New 
York City. / 

Mr. SPINOLA. Nearly a million of dollars, E believe. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. How much on the gross receipts? 

Mr. SPINOLA. They pay 5 per cent., and they pay also a gross sum 
of $40,000 a year. Here this railroad is to be allowed to use the elec- 
triccable, which isa great saving over the horse-railroad. In myjudg- 
ment we should not give away this valuable franchise without com- 
ree these noayon to pay just compensation for it. 

I understand there is in the charter a right re- 
Stacie a amend, alter, or repeal ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir; to amend, alter, and repeal. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I promise to detain the House but an 
instant in order to explain to the gentleman from New York, becanse I 
think that every member of the House who was a member of the last 
House will remember that when the bill, of which this is amendatory, 

was passed, this new principle of legislation was ingrafted upon it. I 
believe the Eckington c r was the very first granted in this city 
which contained a provision taxing the gross receipts of a road in con- 
sideration of the grant of the franchise. These le have built the 
best road in this District, and the commissioners say it is the best road 
inthe world. As to what that taxshould be, I would submit that the 
House agreed to fix it at 4 per cent., and the House, in doing that, 
thought it was not proper to fix by an irrevocable law any rate, whether 
5 per cent. or 10 per cent., but to providea fair per cent. on the earnings 
of the road now, and leave it in the power of Congress to alter it to suit 


its views as to what may appear right in the future, and upon that | provi 


principle it was considered that 4 per cent. was the right tax now. 

There is reserved to Congress, as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Miris] elicited by his inquiry, the right to amend or repeal this charter 
at any time, so that whenever it becomes apparent to Congress that this 
company can afford to pay more than 4 per cent, they can be made to 
do it. In my judgment, the better course would be, whenever the 
receipts of the beige std will bear it, to benefit the people who ride by 
reducing the rate of transportation. Whenever it becomes practicable 
the people who travel on the road should get the benefit of a lower rate 
instead of being taxed by a high rate in order that the company may 
pay money into the District treasury. Thatis the principle upon which 
this bill was originally constructed. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, Mr. Speaker, there is nothing in that proposi- 
tion. We have beenall through that in New York, and when you come 
down to fixing the benefit for the people alone, then you have got to fix 
the fare at 4 cents and be on the safe side. 

Mr. HEARD. But Congress reserves the right to regulate that here- 
after by amending the act if n 

Mr. SPINOLA. Ob, I know, and we all know what that amounts 
to. Congress reserves the right, but it never exercises it. It hasnever 
been known to interfere with the charter rights of corporations author- 
ized by Congress, by reducing their income—never. What you do in 
that aleection must be done now, at once, in the act of incorporation. 
Now is the time to perfect the bill, to protect the interests of the peo- 
ple and see that what is fair and just shail be accorded to them. You 
will not do it at all if you do not do it now, nor will they ever have any 
relief if you depend on the generosity of corporations or look to the 
action of some future Congress to remedy the evil. It will never be 

re ee out if you do not doit now. Thisis a rapidly growing city, and 
th mte and charter will be beyond value to the corporation inside 
of twenty-five years. Therefore I appeal to the House to protect the 
citizens against these corporations while we have a chance to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York. 
gar question was taken; and there were ona division—ayes 34, noes 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the street-car service in the city of Washington is penne, slow, 
and inefficient, many of the cars being old, unclean, and uncomfortab! ; and 

Whereas the condition of the streets between and on each side of the Sacks, 
paved as they are with stone, presents a rough and dangerous obstacle to the pas- 
sage of vehicles, and is a space for the collection of mud and refuse matter tosuch 
an extent as to be a nuisance alike offensive to the smell and sight and impassa- 
ble for pedestrians without great discomfort; and 

Whereas under the present system of horse power used for propelling the cars 
twice as much time is required as should be to make a trip between any two 
polais in the city: Therefore 

Be it resolved, First. That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and 
is hereby, required to report to this House, as soon as practicable, by pill ye 
otherwise, such legislation as may be necessary to so amend the charters as to 
compel, within a reasonable time, the Washington and Georgetown Street Rail- 
pos Mee sey sed y, with its Fourteenth street extension, and the Metropolitan Street 

Company to substitute some form of cable or electric motor, in place 
of the horses now used. 

Second. To equip their respective lines with more modern and better cars; 
to supply a number of cars sufficient to avoid crowding green age berere and to = 
nish seats for those who pay fares, and in fact to render a service 
in Hid gen gone to the great value of the franchise and monopoly now petri the 

d railroad lines. 

oti. To require said companies to readjust their tracks; to pave,all the 
space between the rails and tracks and for two feeton each side of the tracks 
uniformly with and of the same material as that now used in paving said streets, 

Fourth, To amend said charters so as to compel said street.railroads to pay, 
in lieu of other taxes, 5 per cent. of the gross receipts of said lines into the 
bebe op of the District of Columbia. 

Fifth. That all street railroads in the District of Columbia be compelled to 
issue transfer tickets without extra charge and to transfer rs to and 
with all other street-car lines at their respective points of crossing or junction. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the amendment of the 
gentleman is in order. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and being read the third 
time, was 

Mr. HEARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bili was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. GROUT. I now call up the bill (S. 280) to amend an act toin- 
corporate the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia, which became a law August 10, A. D. 1888. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte, Thatthe act entitled “An act to incorporate the » Georgetown 
and Tennallytown Railway Doujans of the District of Columbia’ ” be, and the 
same hereby is, amended, by substituting, after the words “and along High 
street, in Georgetown, to the Tennallytown road,” the words “and thence alo: 
and in said road” for the words “but wholly outside of the limits of said 
and along the side of said road :™ Provided, the inner line of rails shall be 
at the minimum distance of 8 feet from the center of the improved roadway: And 

rovided further, That said railway bel on such side of the roadway 
as may be indicated by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


Mr. McADOO. I would like to inquire of the gentleman in charge 
of the bill, or some gentleman on the committee, why it is that we 
can not procure any of these District bills? I have sent to the desk 
and am informed that there are none to be had. I would like to vote 
intelligently upon these questions. 

ee GROUT. I will take great pleasure in handing the gentleman 
a bi 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I can accommodate gentlemen 
here who may not be supplied with them. I have several at my desk 
and they can be had at the document-room without difficulty, all of 
them. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ATKINSON]. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. Before the question is submitted, 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask one or two questions of the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill. I desire to ask, first, if there is a provision 
in the act which regulates the rate of speed at which cars may be run 
over this line? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. My recollection of the bill as 
it originally passed the House, and of which this is an amendment, is 
that the speed is limited within the corporate limits of Georgetown, 
and I believe a different rate of speed is fixed outside of the corporate 
limits; at all events, the rate is limited, as I understand it. 

Mr. O'NEIL; of Massachusetts. Another question. The experience 
of other cities which have authorized electric roads or cable roads has 
shown the necessity of placing fenders on the fronts of the cars, and I 
would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill if there is such a 
provision in this act. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I do not understand the gentle- 

man’s question. 

Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. My question is if there is a pro- 
vision in the bill which requires the placing of what would be a cow- 
catcher onasteam-engine, and what ae called fenders on cable or electric 
“cars, the cars of this line. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pastel: In answer to the inquiry of the 
gentleman, I wish to say that the bill is guarded in this way, and, be- 
sides, the construction and equipment of the road is all subject to the 
contro] of the District commissioners, 


I may say further in response to the inquiry of the gentleman that 
animals in the section through which the road runs are not suffered to 
run at large, and whether there is need for the placing of such a struct- 
ure as the gentleman refers to on the cars or not I am unable to say. 
It is the custom, however, to leave practical matters of this character 

_to the judgment of the commissioners of the District, who are capable 
men and able to regulate the construction and equipment of the road. 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. I only wish to say in reply to the 

tleman from Pennsylvania that there is no law which prevents two- 
Beni animals from ranning at large. If, therefore, the cars are not 
limited to a certain rate of speed and they come on people suddenly, 
they may do them a serious injury by knocking them down. If there 
are no fenders on the cars they are almost sure to run over them; but 
there are fenders the chances are that the fender may pick a person 
up who has been thrown to the ground by the car, and, while he may 
be seriously hurt, yet he would not be run over and killed, as would al- 
most inevitably be the case otherwise. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I do not know that there is 
anything in the bill specifically requiring that to be done on this line, 
but if it ought to be done I am satisfied the District commissioners will 
insist upon it. 

Mr. CANNON. The original charter gave to these parties the right 
to condemn private property on the right of way, I believe. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. It did not give the right to con- 
demn, but it provided, and the provision was adopted in the House, 
that the road should be constructed on private property, off the side of 
the main road along which this line is to pass. I believe the gentleman 
who offered the amendment had the impression that the owners of 
pony along the line would be willing to donate it for the purpose 

dicated, But they refused to make any such donation, and the com- 
pany had no power of condemnation in their charter, nor is there a gen- 
eral power of condemnation given under any law now in force in the 
District, and the result is that they were not able to construct their line 
after reaching the Tennallytown road. 

Further, the cost of the front along this road would be so high as to 
render it almost impracticable for any street-railway company to buy it, 
even if they had the power of condemnation given them. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want to ask the gentleman whether this rail- 
way company, in whole or part, by condemnation or otherwise, has 
gotten the right of way along the line of this road upon which it can 
construct this railway. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, It has not a foot of right of way 
ov the face of earth so far as I know, except only on High street, in 
Georgetown, which is a publiestreet, upon which they have constructed 
a double-track road about a mileand a half in length. They are now 
engaged in the construction of the power-house, have made the contract 
for their cars, have purchased a part of the iron necessary to be laid 
along this Tennallytown road, and there is no obstruction or objection 
to the construction and completing of this road, except only that they 
have no place to put it on along the road without authority of Con- 


gress, 

Mr.CANNON. Iam not opposing the gentleman’s bill, yet I have 
heard it alleged or rumored, I do not know where, that after the pas- 
sage of the act, or before, this corporation obtained, in whole or in part, 
a right of way as the original bill provided that it should have, and 
that now, for the purpose of making that property valuable, instead of 
constructing their road upon the property which they own, they come 
here and ask us for this charter. I do not know whether that is true 
or not. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. My friend from Illinois has been 
misinformed respecting that. They will not secure a single foot of 
ground from private parties. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania a question. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Go on. 

Mr. CHEADLE. How far into the country do they propose to ex- 
tend their railroad ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. ‘The bill provides that it shall 
be extended to the District line, which I understand is a short distance 
beyond the village of Tennallytown. 

Mr, CHEADLE. How long will the line be from the city of George- 
town? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, About3 miles long, I think, from 
the city of Georgetown. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, 
the same subject be laid on the table. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

was no objection. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pen vania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I express for the Committee on the 
District of Columbia their obligation for the considerate attention 


Task that the House bill upon 


which the House has given their business this morning, and I will say 
that this completes the business that the committee has to offer. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS OF MICHIGAN AND INDIANA. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will lay before the House the bill (S. 
308) to ascertain the amount due the Pottawatomie Indians of Michi- 
gan and Indiana. The Chair is informed that it is substantially the 
same as the House bill which has been favorably reported by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and that the committee desire to have it 
passcd upon by the House. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 308; to ascertain the amount due the Pottawatomie Indians of Mich- 
igan and Indiana, 


Whereas representatives of the Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan and In- 
diana, in behalf of all the Pottawatomie Indians of said States, make claim 
against the United States on account of various treaty provisions which, it is 
alleged, have not been complied with: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Court of Claims is hereby authorized to take juris- 
diction of and try all questions of difference arising out of treaty stipulations 
with the said Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan and Indiana, and to render judg- 
ment thereon; power is oii E nted the said court to review the entire ques- 
tion of difterence de novo, and itshall not be estopped ned the joint resolution 
of Congress approved 28th July, 1866, entitled “ Joint resolution for the relief of 
certain Chippewa, Ottawa, and Pottawatomie Indians,” nor by the receipt in 
full given by said Pottawatomies under the provisions of said resolution, nor 
shall said receipt be evidence of any fact except of payment of the amount of 
money mentioned in it; and the Attorney-General is hereby directed to appear 
in behalf of the Government, and if the said court shall decide against the 
United States the Attorney-General may, within thirty days from the rendition 
of the judgment, appeal the cause to the Supreme Court of the United States; 
and from any judgment that may be rendered the said Pottawatomie Indians 
may also appeal to said Supreme Court: Provided, ‘That the appeal of said Pot- 
tawatomie Indians shall be taken within sixty days after the rendition of said 
judgment, and the said court shall give such cause precedence. 

Sec, 2. That said action shall be commenced by a petition stating the facts on 
which said Pottawatomie Indians claim to recover, and the amount of their 
claims, and said petition may be verified a member of any “ Business Com- 
mittee ’’ or authorized attorney of said Indians as to the existence of such facts, 
and no other statements need be contained in said petition or verification. 


TheSPEAKER. The question is upon the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, this may be a very important bill, 
but we can not tell from the mere reading of it what its ultimate effect 
may be. I observe that it is proposed to annul a receipt in full here- 
tofore given to the Government by these Pottawatomie Indians, I 
think the House ought to have some information as to the amount of 
this claim and the reasons why the legal effect of this receipt in full 
is to be annulled in this instance. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kentucky is cor- 
rect. ‘The bill is somewhat important in its provisions. It is a bill, 
however, to which the Committees on Indian Affairs in both Houses of 
Congress have given considerable attention. They have considered this 
matter carefully, and the House committee had reported substantially 
the same bill before this bill received favorable consideration in the 
Senate. These Pottawatomie Indians have claimed 7 after year 
that under treaty obligations there was a large sum of money due to 
them. They pressed that claim upon the attention of Congress and 
upon the attention of the Department from year to year, and finally, 
at the time suggested in this bill, Congress passed a joint resolution 
providing that they should be paid $39,000 in full satisfaction of their 
demands, and under the provisions of the joint resolution they were to 
receipt in fall upon accepting this money for all the claims that they had 
against the Government. They accepted the money and gaye the re- 
ceipt. 

‘There is no trouble in regard to that feature of this claim; but the 
Indians claim, and the evidence shows, that we did not pay them in 
full; that there was a large sum of money due them in excess of the 
amountappropriated. The auditing department and the officers of the 
Government who have investigated it have reported from time to time 
thatin their judgment there is from $130,000 to $170,000 due these In- 
dians in excess of the amount paid, to say nothing about interest upon 
thatsum, Your committee upon investigation became satisfied that 
there was quite a considerable sum due these Indians, although it did 
not attempt to ascertain accurately the amount; that the amount ap- 
propriated did not in fact satisfy every demand; that it was unjust to 
compel them to accept it in full satisfaction of their claim, and the 
feeling of the committee seemed to be that the Government was strong 
enough and rich enough to do justice to these Indians; that it ought 
not to plead this appropriation and receipt as a defense or in bar of the 
money honestly due these Indians. 

The bill is recommended by both committees of Congress, and it is 
the judgment of the officers of the Government that it should be paid. 
Senator TELLER, when Secretary of the Interior, recommended its pay- 
ment and Secretary Vilas recommended it ; so also did Commissioner 
Atkins and Commissioner Price during the time they were Commis 
sioners of Indian Affairs; and the present Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs also recommends it, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does this bill propose to allow interest ? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, sir; it simply provides that they may go to 
the Court of Claims and have their claim investigated so that it may 
be ascertained under treaty obligations what is due them, and that the 
receipt and joint resolution are not to standin baroftheirclaim. That 
is the effect of this bill. 
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ee McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 


n 
Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. When was the appropriation of $39,000 made? 

Mr. PERKINS. Itwas made by the joint resolution of July 28, 1866, 
and the Indians accepted the money appropriated, but did so under 
protest, because of their pressing necessities, and, as it is claimed, with 
the assurance of the agent who paid them the money that the Govern- 
ment would do what was fair and right with them, notwithstanding 
their receipt in fall. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ont of what does the indebtedness grow? 

Mr.PERKINS. Out of treaties made with these Indians years and 
years ago. 

Mr, McMILLIN. On what account is it due? 

Mr. PERKINS. Onaccount of lands purchased from them and treaty 
obligations entered into with them years ago, two or three different 
treaties, My friend from Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY], who isa member 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported the House bill and is 
qike familiar with all the circumstances of the case, and I will yield the 

oor to him in a moment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. About what is the amount of this indebtedness ? 

Mr. PERKINS. In answer to the gentleman from Michigan I will 
state that the Department has estimated that there is from $138,000 to 
199 due these Indians in excess of the amount that was appro- 
priated. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to take the time of the 
House in dise this measure further. The gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS] has stated the situation fully. This legisiation was 
recommended by Mr. TELLER when he was Secretary of the Interior, 
and has been recommended by every Secretary of the Interior since 
that time and by all the Commissioners of the Indian Bureau. It 
proposes simply to allow these people to go into the Court of Claims 
and establish their rights, and it provides, as gentlemen observe, that 
either party may take an appeal tothe Supreme Court. It further pro- 
vides that no interest is to be paid upon any sum that may be found 
due. I think itis simply a measure of justice to these people ani that 
no possible harm can result from its passage. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pene and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

i ao House bill (H. R. 7255) was, by unanimous consent, laid on the 
able. 
TAKING THE CENSUS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. DUNNELL. Mr, Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on the Eleventh Census to report back the Senate joint resolution in 
relation to taking the census In Alaska with the recommendation that 
it do pass; and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows : 


Joint resolution (S. R. 63) providing for taking the census in Alaska. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, eic., That the Superintendent 
of Census is hereby authorized to pay special agents in Alaska, in addition to 
their salaries, a per diem allowance to cover all expenses of subsistence and 
transportation, not to exceed $7 per diem. 


Mr.DUNNELL, This joint resolution was passed by the Senate 
reniesgeraad and it is desirable that it should be considered imme- 
iately. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this joint resolution ? 
Mr, HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 
Mr. DUNNELL, I will send to the desk a communication from the 
Superintendent of the Census to show the importance of the early pas- 
sage of this joint resolution: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
‘ashington, February 14, 1890. 

Sr: I have the honor to refer the following matter for your consideration: 

Under section 17 of the “act to provide for taking the eleventh and subse- 
quent censuses” itis provided that “the Superintendentof Censusshall collect 
and publish the statistics of the population, industries, and resources of the 
district of Alaska with such fullness as he may deem expedient and as he shall 
find practicable under the appropriations made, or to be made, for the expenses 
of the Eleventh Census.” 

Under this provision ofthe act, Mr. Ivan Petroff, who conducted a similar in- 
vesti on in the Tenth Census, and who made the first really satisfactory re- 
port in relation to the resources and population of Alaska, has been appointed 
special agent to take charge of the work in connection with the Eleventh Census. 

After carefully going over this entire matter with Mr. Petroffand Mr. Gannett 
(the o of the Eleventh Census), I haye concluded to divide “the dis- 
triet of A &™ into seven divisions, namely: 

First, the Southeastern or Sitka division; second, the Kodiak division; third, 
the Oonalaska division ; fourth, the Nushaga division; fifth, the Kuskovin di- 
vision; sixth, the Yukon division; seyenth, the Arctic division. 

Each division should be placed in charge of 
resident of the division, ifgmch can be found with the 
the duties of each special agent to be the collection of such statistics as are de- 
sirable and o ransmittal of the same to a shipping point near- 
est to his division, 9s ng Ae agreed upon hereafter. 

ve requested of Mr. Petroff an estimate of the proba- 


ble nse of this work. I have the honor, therefore, to inclose a copy of Mr. 
Petroff’s reply to this request, and to ask that the subject-matter be referred to 
the honorable the Secretary of the for reference to the First Co 
troller with the view of obtaining the opinion of the latter as to what latitude 
may be allowed Mr. Petroff relative to expenditures, so that there may be no 
misunderstanding hereafter with regard to the settlement of his accounts and 
that of the other special agents as they come in, 

I should be if you would have this matter determined at as early a date 
as possible, as I do not desire to start Mr. Petroff on this investigation until the 
ee is Rorowely understood by yourself and the officials of the Treasury 

n 


partme: 

In view of the fact that so much interest is just now centering in the develop- 
ment of the resources of Alaska—it being not improbable that discoveries of 
gold may be made there, and the fact that the vast timber interests are a 

ng so much attention from Eastern capitalists—I think it likely that the max- 
imum expenditure suggested by Mr. Fetroff will not be too poat when the im- 
portance of the undertaking is considered. I should be g to receive your 
approval of my proposed action in the premises. 
Very respectfully, 
ROBERT P. PORTER, 
Superintendent of 


Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Census OFFICE, 
Washington, February 12, 1890. 
DEAR Sm: In obedience to your request and supplementary to the pien for 
hereby 


census work in Alaska previously submitted, I have the honor to appen: 
an estimate of cost; 


For salary of 7 special agents, 


= penses of the same, not to ex 


RGR RAE PSA come sdaniaaapreponentspganinenalsatotonees SR 15,523 

To which it may be necessary to add one additional man in the southeastern 
division, $1, 500. 

A reduction of the estimated expense may be made, if the office be located in 
Washington, of $1,140; and if the chief special agent should find it practicable 
to attend to the Arctic division in person, of $1, 500. 

In connection with the above estimate, I would call the attention of the Su- 


perintendent of Census to the fact that the ex of special agents in Alaska 
can not be estimated upon the same basis as in the civilized countries. The ex- 
penditures will have to be made for the hire of boats and canoes, and the E 
ment of native paddlers or oarsman, for which it will be next to imepossihite | 
obtain vouchers, Some agreement should be had previously with the proper 
authorities of the Treasury Department to insure the allowance to such expend- 
itures. My previous experience as special agent of the Tenth Census in the 
same field bas taught mea rather severe lesson. For a period of seven years 
subseqnhent to my services in connection with this office I have been paying 
bills oe the Alaska Commercial Company on accounts disullowed by the Treas- 
ury partment. 

As far as my experience goes, the expense of hiring canoes does not in any 
partof Alaska exceed $1 per day for the canoe and $1 per day for men, from 
two to four men being required for the work. These canoe journeys oe 
continue for a few days at a time. skew Spates by steamer in the sou 
ern and Kodiak division can be obtained at rates yery little in excess of those 
prevailing in this country. 

In the case of the special agent in charge of the Arctic division, for whom 
passes must be obtained on the revenue marine and naval vessels making the 
tour of the Arctic coast of Alaska, the expenses will consist of but little beyond 
his noparenee share of the mess bill on board of such vessels, as boats will 
probed: ly be placed at his disposal. 

In submitting the above I feel confident that the actual expenditures will be 
Veloce the geen a pores 

ery respectfully, 
IVAN PETROFF, 
Special Agent in Charge of Alaska Division. 
Hon. Rosert P. PORTER, 
Superintendent of Census. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS oreca 
4 Washington, February 13, 1890. 

Sw: I have the honor to inclose herewith copy of supplemental letter from 
Ivan Petroff, special agent in charge of statistics of Alaska, in to the mat- 
ter which came up in our interview the other day. Will you please cause this 
letter to be transmitted to the Treasury Department, so that it may be with the 
other papers in the case? 

If this could be done to-day it would be a great conyenience, as I should like 


to mare the letter resist the Comptroller at the time he makes his decision, 
ery y 
: ; ROBERT P, PORTER, 
Superintendent of Census, 


Hon, Jonx M, NOBLE, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


DEPARTMEST OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, February 15, 1890. 

Dear Six: With reference to a plan of operation in taking the census of 
Alaska and the estimated cost thereof, I have the honor to state that since sub- 
mitting the same I have given the subject of enumeration of expenses of s 
agents in Alaska districts additional consideration. Ihave inquiredinto many 
cases which had arisen from difficulties in e g expense accounts pertaining 
to the taking of the Tenth Census in Alaska, and as progress is made the con- 
viction grows upon me that under the usual system of adjusting accounts of 
this nature we shall meet with almost insuperable difficulties in the taking of 
ig treme possibility of obtaini: ial ruli the part of the First 

here be a ility of o! ning as) ruling on oi e 
Comptroller of the Treasury to cover oe icular case, I should like to have 
the opportunity to present an argument on the matter to that official, and to en- 
deavor to convince him of the necessity for special action in this case. 

I will here only mention a few difficulties encountered in the settlement of ac- 
counts during thelastcensus. It was my nal experience to meet with ship- 
wreck and loss of supplies, which had to be replaced at prices higher than those 
originally pelt, and this in places where there was no Se St ee 

roper avits. Iwas compelled to purchase native canoes w. Icould not 
ie tam and having no written au y for such action the accounts were 

In traveling about in the interior of the country or along the coast, tents were 
blown away or torn to pi and had to be replaced. Provisions had to be ob- 


4 
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tainod in many instances by barter, and purchases of supplies to cover such cases 
had to be made at trading posts: 

In one instance the pay of an interpreter, Ivan Ladygin, was advanced by a 
Mr. J. W. Clarke, agent of the Alaska Commercial Company, at Nushagak, and 
in presenting this ag ang account I made the request that the draft be 
made payable to Mr. Clarke directly. This request was disregarded, and a 
check forwarded to Ivan Ladygin after a delay of nearly a year. The check 
found the man at a point 5v0 miles from Nushagak in theinterior. It was then 
indorsed by him, but being just 500 miles from the nearest ink bottle, it had to 
be done in pencil. Upon being poek at the subtreasury in New York, 
more than two years after the original transaction, this check was refused pay- 
ment on the ground that it was not indorsed in ink, and the much traveled 
scrap of paper was sent upom another journey. In this case the final payment 
ofa paltry sum of $25 was not made until three years had elapsed. 

I could recount numberiess other instances of the kind, but they would in- 
crease the bulk of this already long communication indefinitely. I will only 
bricfly mention the case of Alexander Miletich, my assistant in Southeastern 
Alaska during the Tenth Census. In this instance the man died long before any 
decision wes arrived at in the disposal of his vouchers, which had first reached 
this office without signature. 

To a certain extent the difficulties alluded to will be lessened during the pres- 
ent census by the division of the field among a number of special agents, who 


` will have to devote themselves to a comparatively circumscribed section of the 


country; but one of the difficulties remaining consists in the fact that, being 
residents of their respective sections of Alaska, communications with them can 
be had only at rare intervals; in some instances, only twice a year, as regular 
monthly mail service extends only to a part of one of the divisions, the south- 


ts would very 
tion required 


It seems obvious that the settlement of accounts of these a 
bably extend over a more prolonged period; and any ex 
the ^ ury authorities as to items of expenditure would of necessity have 

to be obtained : m Alaska. cane. orao vona — os ie 
posed upon such ageots, employed only for a brief pe of four months, by 
such a mode of procedure. It should not be forgotten that a ruling 
would have to be obtained in these cases also, on account of the inability of the 
agentsreferred to to make the necessary jurat to their expense accounts, 

fficials einpowered to administer oaths are located onlyin two of the districts 
= Iressa and these could not be reached by the special agents of the other 

ons, 

Asitis of the utmost importance, in order to secure satisfactory results of the 
present investigation, as well as for reasons of economy, that the special agents 
sbould be men residing in and familiar with the country, I would most ear- 
nestly u the ty of a strong effort to secure the consent of the First 
Com rof the to a fixed per diem allowance for expenses of the 
special agents in Alaska; and, as mentioned above, I would be glad to have an 

rtunity to argue the matter personally in the proper quarter. 

can only trust that I haye expressed myself strongly enough upon the sub- 
ject, upon which a bitter experience has caused me to feel strong): 
» Should favorable action be had u this suggestion, I show 
that, in order to cover all contingencies, the expense of allowance be placed at 
the ae mentioned Ain the estimate previously submitted. 
wid z AN PETROFF, 


IV. 
Special Agent in charge Alaska Division. 


recommend 


Hon. ROBERT P. aarti 
Superintendent 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, February 25, 159. 


JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 
The SUPERINTENDENT OF CENSUS. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, First COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 21, 1890. 


Sın: Ihave the honor to acknowledge your reference to this ofice, for my 
consideration and report thereon, of the letter addressed to you on the Mth in- 
stant by the of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a letter a 
to him by the Superintendent of Census, accompanied by an estimate submit- 

Special Agent Ivan Petroff, in regard to the expense necessary too 
such statistics from Alaska as are desirable and obtainable, to be transmitted to 
perintendent of Census to be incorporated in the next census; which mat- 
ter the honorable Secretary of the Interior roueni may be refe: to 
Comptroller for his opinion as to what latitude may be allowed Mr. Petroff rel- 
ative to pra ear necessary and proper in connection with the contemplated 
work in Alaska, t 

I have also received, by reference, the letter addressed to you on the 18th 
instant by the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing a copy of letter from the Su- 
perin lent of Census, bearing the same date, accompanied by a copy of a sup- 
plemental letter from Special Agent Ivan Petroff, relating to the same matter. 

These communications sufficiently explain the difficulties which will pons 
be encountered by the special Alaska, 


mts, operating in the remote regions o) 
in obtaining pro; vouchers for their ex; 
with the 


nditures, made up in acco: ce 
d the 


the same no case exceed $ per day and actual necessary traveling ex- 
penses. 

With tothe compensation of the special agents to be assigned to the 
wori: in ka, there can be no room for doubt, provided such compensation 


fixed by the Superintendent of Census, approved by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and does not exceed the limit aae da f S in the act. 

In the estimate submitted by Special Agent Ivan Petroff sevei 
are named at com 
ary for one year, 


n special agents 
nsation of $5 per day, and one chief special agent, at sal- 


190, The compensation named for the chief agent 


hardshi, 
special ruli 
Mr. 
F, 
fi ka, 
ddressed 
btain 
the First 
rdan 
3 th 
That 


is at the rate of So per dayus it should be so specifically stated in accordance 
with the terms of ite, and not by the year, should that rate of compen- 
sation for the chief special agent be fixed by the Superintendent of Census 
and approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

It wiil Do oborret ves Dene proriso to ssia 18 of the cage erreina. to, 
respecting compensation o! expertsand special agents, is: ** the samo 
shall in no case exceed $6 per day and actual n traveli nses,” 

The act of June 16, 1874, (18 Statutes, 72), also contains the fi g provis- 
fons: ** ided, only actual traveling expenses shall be allowed to any 
person holding employment or appointment under the United States, and all 
allowances for mileage and transportation in excess of the amount actually paid 
are hereby declared illegal; and no credit shall be allowed to any of the dis- 
paratag meee of the United States for payment or allowances in violation of 

pro on.” 

The modifications in the law above referred to made by subsequent legisla- 
tion have no relation to the ae agents of the Census Office. 

Therefore, under existing law, I should have no au'hority to consent to “a 
ead Rv diem allowance for expenses of the special agents in Alaska,” as sug- 
gested by Special Agent Petroff. Such authority can only be granted by Con- 
gress. 


In this connection I would respectfully suggest that much diMenlty in the 
settlement of traveling-expense accounts of the Census Office might be obviated 
and perhaps greater economy insured should the Secretary of the Interior or 
the superintendent of Census procure the of a joint resolution by Con- 
gress authorizing the allowance of a per diem in lieu of subsistence, not to ex- 
ceed a reasonable limit to be fixed in the resolution, for such experts, special 
agents, officers, and employés of the Census Office as may be lawfully authorized 
to incur traveling . the amount of per diem to be allowed in lieu of 
subsistence to be fixed by the Superintendent of Census and approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

The actual cost of subsistence is limited to $5 per day, under the circular of 
the Secretary of the Interior of May 15, 1889, governing traveling and 
it is presumed that there will be no occasion or n ty to exceed this amount 
in Alaska, since the cost of hiring canoes and other items of travel referred to 
in thp communication of Mr, Petroff are not included in the actual cost of sub- 

ce, 

Respecting the inability of the special ts to make the necessary jurat to 
their expense accounts, by reason of being at a great distance from any 
official empowered to administer oaths, to which Mr. Petroff adverts, I have to 
say that the requirement that expense accounts shall be sworn to is contained 
in the regulations of the Department of the Interior of May 15, , above re- 
ferred to. Should cases occur where it would be impossible for a rapo agent 
in Alaska to make oath to his account, for the reason 


rged 
count be specially approved by the Secretary of the Interior showing that pro 
tanto the EAR AI the EE are waived. X 
The lettersof the Secretary of the Interior, with the accompanying inclosures, 
are herewith returned. 


I am, very respectfully, 

Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY., 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] for the present consideration of this 
joint resolution? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will at least make a state- 
ment of the purpose of the joint resolution. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will make this statement, Mr. Speaker: It is 
very difficult for the agents in Alaska to get the vouchers necessary to 
adjust the accounts properly in the Department. A great 
deal of money has to be paid out for canoes and boatmen and in vari- 
ous unusual ways, and the vast extent of the Territory combines with 
other causes to render it difficult toget regular vouchers. It has been 
recommended, therefore, by the Comptroller of the Treasury, that in- 
stead of requiring the agents there to render accounts in the ordinary 
form they be allowed a definite amount per day, $8. The Senate, 


A. ©. MATTHEWS, Comptroller. 


however, determined to fix the amount at $7 per day. By adopting 
this plan the accounts can be easily adjusted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution? 

Mr. HOLMAN. How many agents are to be employed? 

Mr. DUNNELL. The entire estimate for taking the census in Alaska 
is fifteen thousand and some odd dollars, no more than it cost ten years 
ago, and the Comptroller is satisfied that it is in the line of economy 
to allow this per diem rather than to require ordinary accounts. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAGUE ISLAND NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to report back the resolution which I send to the desk, 
and ask that it be adopted. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to communicate to the 

House of Representatives, if, in his opinion, it is not incompatible with the pub- 

lic interest, the report of the board of naval officers, or eget ie pointed 

by order of the Secretary of the Navy under date of July 25,1889, and flied with 

© Department October 10, 1889, in relation to elsland navy-yard, Phila- 

ao Ria = to its availability and adaptation for a naval station and ship- 
g yard. 


The resolution was adopted. 

WATER SUPPLY FOR WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I desire {p present a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Appropriations. 

The report was read, as follows: 

‘Whereas there has been appropriated the sum of $2,575,279.30 for increasing 
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the water supply of the city of Washington, as proposed by the act of July15, 
„and nearly all of said sum was expended in said work without xeseenpilel: 
ing the object desired; and 

“Whereas the joint select committee of the two Houses, appointed undera con- 
current resolution of the 8th of October, 1888, to investigate the work performed 
upon the Washington Aqueduct tunnel, and for other pu in their report, 
February 26, 1889, state that “it ap; from the report of the and 
the testimony taken to be beyond all question è substantially the whole 
and every part of the lining of the tunnel is absolutely and enormously defect- 
ive, and that itis scarcely too much to say that there is hardly any continuous 
length of 10 feet in the whole lining where the backing, particularly over the 

1 of the lining, is not either absolutely wanting or only partly filled in, or, 
when fully filled in, so badly constracted as to make the whole backing of the 
lining entirely worthless ;*' and 

“ Whereas it further appears from said report and from the pnag A taken 
by the said joint committee that gross frauds were perpetrated sgainst the Gov- 
ernment in the Egg ower ee of said work: Therefore, 

* Be itressived, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, uested to 
inform this Mouse whether the contractors for the work of lining said tunnel 
are not liable individually and on their bond for loss to the Government inci- 
dent to the defective work done thereon; if so, whether any legal proceedings 
have been or will be instituted against them for such recovery; Rec whether 
they or their snbeontractors, or others connected with said work, are not liable 
to criminal prosecution; and, if so, whether any steps looking towards such 
prosecution have been or will be taken against them,” 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the resolution call- 
ing upon the Secretary of War for certain information touching the construc- 
tion of the Washington Aqueduct tunnel, having considered the same, report it 
back herewith, and recommend its adoption, 


The resolution was adopted. 
WITHDRAWAL OF A BILL. 


Mr.COMPTON. Iask unanimous consent to withdraw from the files 
of the Committee on Claims and of the House the bill (H. R. 4037) for 
the relief of William H. Hayden. 

There being no objection, the bill was withdrawn. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at ten minutes before 2 
o'clock. The call rests with the Committee on Commerce. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT PIERRE, S. DAK. 


Mr. BAKER. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce to call 
up a number of bills. The first on the list is the bill (H. R. 4130) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the 
city of Pierre, 8. Dak. 

‘The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That the Pierre Ponton Bridge bapa pee 4 a corporation duly 
organized and existing under the laws of the State of Dakota, its succes- 
sors or assigns, be, and are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a 
bridge, and approaches thereto, across the Missouri River between the city of 
Pierre, in the State of South Dakota, and Stanley County, in the State of South 
Dakota. Said bridge shall be constructed to provide forthe passage of railway 
trains, wagons, and vehicles of all kinds, steam and street cars, animals, foot- 
passengers, and for all road travel, for such reasonable rates of toll and under 
such reasonable rules and regulations as may be prescribed by said corporation, 
its successors, or es 

Sro, 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States than 
the rate per mile paid for the transportation over the or public high- 
ways leading to the said bridge, and it shall Soy the rigbts and privil of 
other post-roads in the United States; and equal privileges in the use of said 
bridge shali be nted to all telegraph companies, and the United States shall 
have the right of way across said bridge and its approaches for postal-telegraph 


purposes, 

So, 3, That said bridge shall be constructed as a ponton draw-span bridge, 
and shall contain a ponton draw-span of not less than 300 feet in length, which 
draw-span shall be maintained over the main channel of the river at an accessi-~ 
ble and navigable point, and the piers of said bridge be parallel with and 
the bridge itself at right angles to the current of the river: Provided, That said 
draw shall be opened promptly by said company or corporation upon reason- 
able signal for the pene of boats and rafts, and said company or corporation 
shall maintain, at his own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other 
signals on said bridge ss the Light-House Board shall prescribe. No bridge 
shall be erected or maintained under the authority of this act which shall at any 
time substantially or materially obstruct the free navigation of said river; and 
if any bridge erected under such authority shall, in the opinion of the Secretary 
of War, obstruct such navigation, he is herebv authorized to cause such change 
or alteration of ssid bridge to be made as will effectually obviate such obstruc- 
tion; and all such alterations shall be made and all such obstructions shall be 
removed at the expense of the owner or owners of said bridge; and in case of 
any tir, baa arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free 
navigation of said river, caused or alleged to be caused by said bridge, the case 
may be brought in the district court of the United States of the State of South 
Dakota in which any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be located: Pro- 
vided further, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or mod- 
7 any of the ahd of the law now existing in reference to the protection 

the navigation of rivers or to exempt this bridge from the operations of the 
same; Provided, That said company may construct a wagon and foot brid 
alone; and in case of the construction of a wagon and foot bridge alone, the 
draws shall be of the same length herein provided, and shall be of such con- 
struction as shal! be approved by the Secretary of War, and shall be subject to 
all the provisions herein contained in respect to ne pe cota mtg ign ame to ad- 
mitof the unobstructed rity gear net of said river, and of keeping same lighted 
as herein provided in case of railroad and ye esi Dra and in such case the 
provisions herein in relation to the use for ra’ purposes shall not apply. 

Sec. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shal! have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railroad 
trains or cars over the same, and over the approaches to thesame, upon the pay- 
ment ofa reasonable compensation forsuch use; and in case the owner or owners 
of said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desiring 
such use, shall fail to agree upon thesum or sums to be paid, and upon the rules 
and conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at 
issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing 
of the allegations and proofs of the parties. 

Sec. 5. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 
object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, 
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for his a val and examination, a design and Reyes of the bridge, and a 
map of the location, giving, for the space of one-half mile above and one-balf 
ocation, tho topography of the banks of the river, 
the shore-lines at igh and low water, the direction and strength of the cur- 
rents at all st and the soundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream, 
the location any other bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other in- 
formation as may be required for a full and satisfactory Giger of the 
subject; and until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved by the 
Secretary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built, and should any 
change be made in the plans of said bridge during the progress of its construc- 
tion, such chan; shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 
Sec.6, That this act shall be null and void ifactual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date thereof. 


Mr. BAKER (before the reading of the bill was concluded). Mr. 
Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent that the reading of these 
bridge bills at length be dispensed with. They all contain the usual 
provisions, reserving to Congress the right to alter, amend, or repeal; 
and they conform to the recommendations of the War Department. 


Unless some gentleman desires to have this bill read through itis an 


unnecessary waste of time. 
The SPEAKER. Is there unanimous consent that the reading of 
this bill be dispensed with? ‘The Chair hears no objection. 
The following amendment reported by the committee was read: 
After the word “thereof” at the end of section 6 add the following: 
“Provided, That Congress reserves the right toalter, amend, or repeal this act.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. BAKER. I shall, when we get through our business, submit a 
general motion to reconsider and to lay that motion on the table, I 
now call up the bill which I send to the desk, : 


BRIDGE ACROSS TRAIL CREEK, INDIANA. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 5667) to amend an act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across Trail Creek, in the city of Michigan City, Ind. 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Trail Creek, in the city of Michigan City, Ind., approved June 29, be hereby 
amended by substituting for section 2 of the aforesaid act the following: 

“ Szc, 2 tif the construction of the bridge hereby authorized 1 not be 
commenced within two years from the time this act takes effect and be com- 
pleted within four years after its commencement, then this act shall be void 
and all rights hereby conferred shall cease and determine.” 

Src, 2, That allacts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


PORTS OF DELIVERY IN MICHIGAN. 


Mr. BAKER. I next call up the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3872) to amend section 2599 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, designating ports of delivery in the district of Michigan, 


Be it enacted, etc., That subsection first of section 2599 of the Revised Statutes 
ot the United States be so amended as to read as follows: 

“First. The district of Michigan, to comprise all the waters and shores of the 
State of Michigan lying west of the principal meridian and south of the lati- 
tudinal line dividing township 43 from township numbered 44 north of the base- 
line of the State, except the territory bordering on Green Bay and inol 
the island of Bois Blanc, in which Grand Haven shall be the port of entry, an 
Duncan City, Manistee, and Ludington ports of delivery.” 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
In lines 12 and 15 strike out the words “ Duncan City” and insert ‘‘ Cheboy- 
gan.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 


Mr. BAKER. I call up the bill (S. 1905) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, 
in the State of Arkansas,” approved July 19, 1888. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacled, etc., That an act entitled “An act to authorize the building of a 
railroad bridge at Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas,” approved July 19, ae 
be, and the same is hereby, revived and declared to be in full force and effec! 
from and after the passage of this act. And section 7 of said act, which pro- 
vides that said act shall null and void if actual construction of the b: 
therein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date thereof, shall be, and the same is hereby,so amended 
that the time within which said bridge is required to be commenced shall be 
one year from the passage of this act and the time within which it is r 
to be completed shall be three years from the date of the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. ROGERS. I rose for the purpose of moving that the vote on the 
passage of this bill be reconsidered, and that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] has 
announced that he proposes to make one motion of that kind covering 
all these bills. 

„Mr. BAKER. I will submit that motion when we get through. 

Mr. ROGERS. Very well. ` 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
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RAILROAD AND WAGON BRIDGE, SOUTH ST. PAUL, MINN. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: : 


A bill (H. R. 505) for the construction ofa railroad and wagon bridge across the 
Mississippi River at South St. Paul, Minn. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of praan iaraa of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the St. Paul Belt Railroad Company, 
its successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct and 
maintain, at a point suitable to the interest of pal pt a railroad bridge or 
acombined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the pivots 
River, from a suitable point on its west bank, at or near the city of South St. 
Paul, in the State of Minnesota, and within the limits of section 35, township 28, 
rance 22 west, to a corresponding point on iis west bank, and to lay on or over 
said bridge a railroad track or tracks for the more perfect connection of any 
railroad or railroads that are or shall be constructed to said river, on either or 
both sides thereof, at or spurte said places, under the limitations and condi- 
tions hereinafter provided; that said bridge shall not interfere with the free 
navigation of said river beyond what is necessary in order to carry into effect 
the rights and privileges hereby granted, and in case of any litigation arising 
from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said river 
or damage resulting from the same, the cause may be tried before the circuit 
court of the Uni States in and for any district in which any portion of said 
bridge or obstruction touches; said bridge may, at the option of the company 
building the same, be constructed to provide for the passage of railroad trains 
alone or for the of railroad trains and for the safe posesgo of wagons 
and vehicles of ali kinds, for the transit of animals, and for foot-passen; „all 
for sn renee rates of toll as may be fixed from time to time by the Sec- 
retary ar. 

Src. 2. That any bridge built under the provisions of this act shall be con- 
structed as a pivot draw-bridge, with a draw over the main channel of the river 
at an accessible and navigable point, and with spans giving a clear width of 
water way of not less than 200 feet on each side of the central or pivot pier of 
the draw, and the span or spans adjoining the draw shall give such clear width 
of water way as in the opinion of the Secretary of War is required by the 
interests of navigation ; and said spansshall give a clear head-room of not less 
than ten feet above extreme high-water mark; and the piers of said bridge 
sball be parallel with the current of the river where said bridge shall be erected; 
And provided also, Thatsaid draw shall be operated by steam or other reliable 
mechanical power, and shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for 
the of boats, except when trains are passing over the draw; but in no 
case shall unnecessary delay occur in opening the said draw during or after 


the Lag > oi ns, 

SEC. 3. t any bridge constructed under this act and according to its limita- 
tions shall bea lawful structure and shall be known as a post-route, and the same 
is hereby declared to bea post-route, upon which also no higher charge shall be 
made for the transmission over the same of the mails, the troops, and the mu- 
nitions of war of the United States, or for passengers or freight passing over 
said ige, than the rate per mile psid for their transportation over the rail- 
roads and public highways leading to said bridge; and the United States shall 
have the et of way for postal-telegraph purposes across said prtage: 

Sec. 4. That all railway companies desiring to use said bridge s have and 
be entitled to equal rights and privileges in the passage of the same, and in the 
use of the fixtures and machinery thereof, and of all the approaches thereto, un- 
der and upon such terms and conditions as shall be prescri by the Secretary 
of War upon hearing the allegations and proofs of the parties in case they shall 
not agree, 
Src. 5. That the structure herein authorized shall be built and located under 
and subject to such regulations for the security of the navigation of said river 
as the Secretary of War shall prescribe;. and to secure that object the said com- 
pany or corporation shall submit to the Secre of War for examination and 
approval a design and Hadog of the bridge and a map of the location, giving, 
for the space of 1 mile above and 1 mile below the proposed location, the topogra- 
phy ofthe banks of the river, theshore-linesat high and low water, the direction 

ps bey the currentat all stages, and the soundings, accurately showing 
the bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge or bridges, and shall fur- 
nish such other information as shall be required for a full and spree t A under- 
standing of the subject; and until the said plan and location of the br are 
decided by the ry of War to be such as will not materially affect the in- 
terests of navigation the bridge shall not be commenced or built. And should 
any change be made in the plan of said printa ga Reed progress of construc- 
tion such changes shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War; and 
the said bridge shall be constructed with such aids to the passage of said brid 
in the form of booms, dikes, piers, or other suitable and proper structures for 
confining the flow of water toa permanent channel for a distance of not less 
than] mile above the bridge and for a proper distance below, and for the guid- 
ing of rafts, steam-boats,and other water-crafts safely through the draw and 
Sak apace asthe Secretary of War shall prescribe and order to be constructed 
and maintained at the expense of the company owning said bridge; and the 
said structure shall be at all times so kept and as to offer reasonable 
and ay pel means for the eee of vessels through or under said structure; 
and for he safety of vessels passing at night there shall be displayed on said 
bri , from the hours of sunset to sunrise, such lights as may be prescribed by 
the of War; and a record shall be kept, and posted where it will be 
plainly visible to boats passing the draw, showing each day the of water 
and w er the river is rising or falling; and the said structure shall be changed 
or removed at the cost and expense of the owners thereof from time to time, as 
Congress may direct, so as to preserve the free and convenient navigation of 
said river; and the authority to erect and continue said bridge shall besubject 
to revocation and modification by law when the public good shall, in the judg- 
ment of Congress,so require, without any expense or charge to the United States, 

So, hat That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserv 


Mr. BAKER (after the Clerk bad begun the reading of the bill). I 
ask unanimous consent that the reading of this bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it had better be read. 

Mr. BAKER.. The bill is in the usual form. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We had better conform to the usual practice. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


In line 10 of section 1, strike out “ rance” and insert “ range.” 

At the end of the bill add the following as a new section : 

“Seo. 7, That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the brid, 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the approval of this act,” 


The amendments were 


to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en, and read a third 


grossed 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


COLUMBUS, OHIO, A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


The SPEAKER, The next bill in order will be read. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.5682) to amend an act entitled “An act to constitute Columbus, 
Ohio, a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 
rosin ENPE act so ae pamsagsee in relation = f nesr eerie wy 

on of du e goods, and for other purposes,’ to sa rt o umb 
Ohio,” approved February 9, 1889. k i; z ias 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled, That an act entitled “An actto amend an act en- 

titled * An act to constitute Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery, and to extend 

the provisions of the act of June 10, 1890, entitled "An act to amend the statutes 
in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other pur- 
s,” to said port of Columbus,’” approved February 9, 1889, be, and hereby 
s, amended to read as follows, namely: “That Columbus, in the State of Ohio, 
be, and is hereby, constituted a port of delivery, and that the privileges of the 
seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1890, entitled ‘An act to amend 
the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
other sol coat be, and the same are hereby, extended to said port, and that 
there shall be appointed atsaid port a surveyor with a compensation at $1,000 
per annum and the usual fees and commissions.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the time, and passed. 
BRIDGE OVER COLUMBIA RIVER BETWEEN OREGON AND WASHINGTON, 


The SPEAKER. The next bill in order will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H, R. 7617) to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the State 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a post-road. 


Whereas the act of Congress approved July 16, 1888 (25 Statutes at Large, 
page 296), has become null and void by failure of the Columbia Bridge Com- 
pany, the corporation in said act named, or its assigns, to commence the con- 
struction of the bridge in said act authorized within one year from date of said 
act: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represontatives of the Uniled States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Oregon and Washington Bridge Com- 
pany, a corporation o; ized and existing under the laws of the State of Ore- 
gon, its successors and assigns, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and 
maintain, if in the opinion of the Secretary of War the same be a public neces- 
sity, a bridge across the Columbia River, at a place suitable to the interests of 
navigation, ata point at or near La Camas, in the State of Washington, and to 
lay on or over said bridge a track or tracks for the more perfect connection of 
any railroad or railroads that are or shall be constructed to said river, on either 
or both sides thereof, at or opposite said point, under the limitations and con- 
ditions hereinafter provided; that said bridge shall not interfere with the free 
navigation of said river, and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruc- 
tion, or alleged obstruction, to the free navigation of said river, the cause may 
be tried before the circuit court of the United States in and for any district in 
whose jurisdiction any portion of said obstruction or bridge touches, Ssid 
bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of railroad trains, and, 
at the option of the said company or corporation, its successors and assigns, for 
the safe and convenient passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, animals, 
and foot-passengers, for such reasonable rates of tollas may be fixed from time 
to time by the Sec: ot War. 

Src. 2. That said bridge shall be provided with two or more draw-openi 
each having not less than 200 feet clear channel-way; and in addition to sai 
draw-openings one or more fixed channel-spans, each having not less than 350 
feet clear channel-way; and every part of the superstructure of said bridge sball 
give aclear head-room of not less than 10feetabove extreme known high-water 
mark: Provided, That all spans shall be so located as to afford the pos- 
sible accommodation to the river traffic, and a draw-opening shall, if practica- 
ble, be located next or near shore: Provided, also, That, if the physical charac- 
teristics of the locality so require and the interests of navigation be not injured 
thereby, the anjis of the fixed spans or the number of draw-openings may be 
reduced: Provided, also, That, for any two adjacent draw-openings of 200 feet 
each, one draw-opening of 300 feet may be substituted if the interests of navi- 
gation be not injured thereby. 

Sec. 3. Thatall draw-spans authorized by this act shall be operated by steam 
or other reliable mechanical power, and shall be opened promptly upon reason- 
able signal for the passage of boats, except when trains are passing over said 
span or spans; but in no case ehall unnecessary delay occur in opening said 
draw after the passage of trains; and also, that in case the o ing of a draw 
is delayed by reason of the passing of a train after the signal has been given 
from a boat ready to pass through, the draw shall be opened for the pass- 
age of such boat before another train is allowed to pass over the said span or 
spans; Dor shall there be any unnecessary delay in the passage of trains over 
the ge. 

SEC. 4. That all piers shall be built parallel with the current of the river at that 
rae of water which is most important for navigation, and the bridge itselfshall 
be built as nearly as may be at Fight angles thereto; and that riprapping or 
other protection for imperfect foundations which will lessen the required water- 
way Jl not be permitted; and also that piers which will produce cross-cur- 
rents or bars dangerous to navigation shall not be constructed ; and if after con» 
struction any piers or accessory works are found to produce the above-men- 
tioned effects, or if any riprapping or other prorsonon prohibited by thissection 
is found to exist, the nuisance shall be abated or corrected under the direction 
of the Secretary of War at the expense of the company or persons owning, con- 
ae cory or operating said bridge. 

Sec. 5, That the approaches to said bridge shall be so designed and constructed 
as not to interfere with the free discharge of said river in seasons of flood; 
and any encroachment on the high-water cross-section by piers, solid embank- 
ments, or otherwise which will result in undaly accelerating the high-water cur- 
rent at the site of the bridge shall not be allowed. 

Sec. 6. That any corporation, company, or persons owniug, controlling, or 
operating the bridge built under the authority of this act shall build and main- 
tain at all times, as accessory works to such bridge, such booms, piers, dikes, 
guard fen and similar devices as may be necessary to insure at all times a 
permanent channel for a sufficient distance above and below the bridge site, 
and for the guiding of rafts, steamboats,and other water craft safely under or 
through said bridge; and if at any time after the construction of the bridge and 
its accessory works the Spprcennes to enw opsninas: channel spans, or raft 

s in said bridge are found to be dangerous or difficult of access by any 
| aasa SEA class of river traffic, the Secret: of War may, upon the recom- 
mendation of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, order the corpora- 
tion, company, or persons owning, controlling, or operating sald bridge to con- 
struct under his directions, and to maintain such additional sheer booms, dik 
and other devices as will obviate the difficulty mentioned, which additio: 
sheer booms, dikes, and other devices shall be built and maintained at their 
own expense by said company or persons; and that said company or persons 
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shall maintain at their own expense, from sunset to sunrise throughout the 
season of navigation, such l and other signals on said bridge as may be re- 
quired by the ht-House for the security of na D. 

Sec. 7. That the bi authorized to be constructed by act shall be located 
and built under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation 
on said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that object 
said corporation shall submit for his examination a design and drawings of the 
bridge, piers, approaches, and accessory works, anda map of the location, giv- 
ing, for a space of at least 3 miles above and ] mile below the proposed location 
the to aphy of the banks of the river and the shore-lines at h and low 
water. This map shall be accompanied by others drawn on the scale of Linch 
to 200 feet, giving for a space of one-half a mile above the line of the pro 
bridge and one-quarter of a mile below an accurate representation of the bottom 
of the river by contour lines 2 fect apart, determined by accurate sound and 
also showing over the whole width of this part of the river the force and direc- 
tions of the currents at low water, at high water, and at least one intermediate 
stage by beeen po observations on suitable floats, ~The map shall also show 
the location of other bridges in the vicinity, and shall give such information as 
the Secretary of War may require for a full and satisfactory understanding of 
the subject, and the construction of the proposed bridge shall not be commenced 
until the location and plans thereof are approved by the Secretary of War. 

Sec. & That any bridge constructed under the authority of this act shall be 
built under the general supervision of the Secretary of War, and no changes or 
alterations in plans shall be made during construction of said bridge or after its 
completion, unless said changes or alterations conform to the provisions of this 
act and are authorized by the Secretary of War. That such alterations and 
changes as may be required by the Secretary of War or Con, in said bridge 
so as to preserve free and convenient navigation shall be e, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War, at their own expense, by the com: y or persons 
owning, controlling, or operating said bridge. That during original construc- 
tion or in carrying out any authorized changes or repairs of said bridge a navi- 
gable channel shall be preserved at the site of the bridge at all times, and the 
water way of the river shall not be obstructed toa er extent is abso- 
lutely necessary, and such lights and buoys shall kept on all coffer-dams, 
piles, ete., as mmay se necessary for the security of navigation. 

Sec. 9, That whenever the Secretary of War bas reason to believe that 
any of the provisions of sections 4,6,and 8 of this act have not been complied 
with by the company or persons owning, controlling, or operaia the bridge 
autho: under its provisions, it shall be the duty of the tary of War, on 
satisfactory proof thereof, to require the said company or persons to comply 
with the provisions of said sections, and on failure ofsaid persons or company to 
pi aod with said requirements within s reasonable time the Se ar 
shall proceed to cause the necessary work, in the form of additions, alterations, 
repairs, or removals of obstructions,to be made at the expense of the United 
States, and shall refer the matter, without delay, to the Attorney-General of the 
United States, whose duty it shall be to institute,in the name of the United 
States, proceedings in the circuit court of the United States, orany State in which 
any portion of said obstruction or bridge touches, for the recovery of the cost 
thereof, and all moneys accruing from such proceedings shall be coyered into 
the Treasury of the United States: Provided, That in the construction of addi- 
tional accessory works not contemplated by the ig cpa plan of bridge and 
accessory works no greater sum than $15,000 shall sie bien to be expended 
upon said bridge in a single year; And provided further, That such sum of 
money as may be necessary to execute the provisions of this section is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not other- 
wise appropriated, to be paid on uisition of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 10, That all railroad companies desiring the use of the bridge authorized 
by this act shall haye, and be entitled to, equal rights and privileges relative to 
the passage of railway trains or cars over the same,and over the approac! 
thereto, upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for such use; and in 
case the owner or owners of said bridge and the several railroad companies, or 
any one of them, desiring such use shail fail to upon the sum or sums to 
be paid,and upon rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using 
said bridge, afl matters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary 
of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties; and equal 
privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph and tele- 
phone companies. 

Src. 11. That the bridge constructed, maintained, and operated underthis act 
and according to its limitations shall be a lawful structure, and l be recog- 
nized and known as a post-route, upon which also no higher charge shall be 
made for the transportation over the same of the mails, the troops, and the 
munitions of war of the United States than the rate per mile paid for transpor- 
tation of said mails, troops, and munitions over the railroads and public high- 
ways leading to said bridge; and the United States shall have the right of way 
for postal-telegraph and ear ampere purposes over said bridge. 

Sec. 12. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bri 
herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within 
four years from the date of passage or approval thereof. 

Sec. 13. That all former acts or parts of acts granting authority for the erection 
of any bridge or bridges over the portion of said Columbia River over which the 
construction of s bridge is authorized by this act be, and the same are hereby, 
re in each and every case where actual construction of said bridge or 
= noe be not commenced on or before the date of the passage or approval of 
this act. 

Sec, 14, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act Ishereby expressly 
reserved; and theright to require the entire removal of the bridge constructed 
under the Leet fee had this act, at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever 
ee shall decide that the public interests require it, is also expressly re- 
served, 


Mr. BAKER (when the Clerk had begun the reading of the bill). 
I ask unanimous consent that the reading of this bill, which is a bridge 
bill in ordinary form, be dispensed with. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think I must object. 
Mr, KILGORE. The bill had better be read. 
Mr. BAKER. It will take considerable time. 
Rigs KILGORE. We had better transact our business in a business- 
ike way. 
Mr. HERMANN. This bill has been approved by the Secretary of 
War and is properly guarded. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made by two gentlemen to dispensing 
with the reading. 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 
The Dill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
PREVENTION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 
/Mr. BAKER. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 140) to perce 
the introduction of contagious diseases from one State to another and 
for the punishment of certain offenses. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction 
of the President that cholera, yellow-fever, small-pox, or plague exists in any 
State or Territory or in the District of Columbia, and that there is Sanger of the 
spread of such disease into other States, Territories, or the Distriet of Columbia, 
he is hereby authorized to cause the ry of the uiguri ee make and 
promulgate such rules and regulations as in his judgment may be necessary to 

vent the spread of such disease from one State or Territory into another, or 
m ány State or Territory into the District of Columbia, or from the 
of Columbia into any State or Territory, and to employ such inspectors and 


other persons as may be necessary to execute such ations to prevent the 
of such disease. And any pacon who shall lly violate any rule or 
regulation so made and promulgated shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 


and upon conviction shall be punished by a fine of not more than $500 or im- 
prisonment for not more than two years, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec.2, That any officer or person acting as an officer or agent of the United 
States at any quarantine station, or other person Snpoyad to aid in preventing 
the spread of such disease, who shall willfully vio! any of the quarantine 
laws of the United States or any of the rulesand ions made and promul- 
gated by the Secretary of the Treasury,as provided for in section 1 of this act, 
or any lawful order of his superior o: r or officers, shall be deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be punished by a fine of not more 
—= $300 = imprisonment for not more than one year, or both, in the discretion 
of the court. 

Sec. 3. That when any common carrier or officer, agent, or employe of any 
common carrier shall willfully violate any of the quarantine laws of United 
States, or the rules and regulations made and promulgated as provided for in 
section 1 of this act, such common carrier, officer, agent, or employé shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction, be punished by a 
fine of not more than $500, or ae Le not more than two years, or 

th, in the discretion of the co 

Tf it does 


Mr. CRISP. Does not that bill carry an appropriation? 
not, I reserve the point of order. 
The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 


In lines 10 and 11 of section 1, being line 9 of the printed bill, after the word 
“to,” strike out the words “ make and,” and in line 20 of section 1, being line 
16 of the printed bill, after the word ** ” insert: “The said rules and reg- 


ulations be pre by the Supervising General of the Marine-Hospital 
Service, under the on of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Mr. CRISP. Does not that bill involve an appropriation or charge 
upon the 


Treasury ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see anything which impliesan 
appropriation. 

Mr. CRISP. There is in the law a provision for payment for diseased 
cattle which may be killed. If this has any relation to that the point 
of order lies against it. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing of that kind in this bill. The 
gentleman misunderstood it. 

Mr. CRISP. There is a law providing for payment for diseased cat- 
tle which may be killed. 

The SPEAKER. This does not apply to that. 

Mr. BAKER. It makes no charge upon the Treasury. 

Mr. CRISP. I understood from the reading of the bill at the Clerk’s 
desk thatit relates to the transportation of cattle. Ithoughtit related to 
the transportation of cattle, butif it isa different bill, of course Idonot 
insist on my point of order. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bil] as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REGULATION OF STEAM-VESSELS. 


Mr. BAKER. [I call up for consideration the bill (S. 1629) to amend 
section 4414, Title LII, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
“Regulation of steam-vessels.”’ 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4414 of the Revised Statutes be amended to 
read bole repay, E i 
“Sec, 4414. There shall be, in each of the following collection districts, one 
inspector of hulis and one ee of boilers, namely ; The districts of New 
York, N. Y.; Boston, Mass.; P. pany Tne Pa.; San Francisco, Cal. ; sivesy, A 
Y.: New London, Conn.; Baltimore, Md.; Buffalo, N. Y.; Cleveland, Ohio; New 
orrena cas Norfolk, Va. ; St. Louis, Mo. ; Galena, Ill. ; Detroit, Mich. ; Chi z 

lll.; Michigan, Mich.; Milwaukee, Wis.; Port Huron, Mich.; W. 
> Puget Sound, Wash. ; Savannah, Ga.; Pittsburgh, Pa. ; 


Oswego, N. Y.; C eston, S.C.; Duluth, Minn.; Louisville, Ky.; Evansville, 
Ind.; Lime TE Tenn.; Nashville, Tenn.; Cincinnati, Ohio; Gallipolis, Ohio; 
Wheeling, W. Va.; Superior, Mich. ; Burlington, Vt.; Apalachicola, Fla. ; - 


veston, Tex.; Mobile, vidence, R. I. 

‘The inspector of hulls and the inspector of boilers in the districts enumerated 
in the preceding paragraph shall be entitled to the following salaries, to be 
paid under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, namely: 

“In bepob eg inspecting less than one hundred steamers, to a salary of $1,200 

r year each, 

Per n districts inspecting over one hundred and lessthan one hundred and fifty 
steamers, toasalary of $1,500 per year each. 

“In districts inspecting over one hundred and fifty and less than two hundred 
steamers, to a salary of $1,800 per year each. ` 

“Tn districts inspecting two hundredand less than three hundred steamers, to 
a ery of $2,000 per year each, 

istricts ing three hundred and less than five hundred steamers, 
to a salary of per year each. 

“In districts inspecting five hundred steamers and upward, to a salary of 
$2,500 per year each. 

“The Supervising Ins; 
ay. at the end of each 


la,and 


ear, in the ratio described in the p: n, 
n addition the Secretary of the Treasury may appoint, upon the nomination of 
the supervising inspector of the district, in collection where there are 


2094 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 10, 


two hundred and twenty-five steamers and upward to be i annually, 
assistant Br keee for the district of New York, $2,000a wearanch? 
for the districts of New Orleans, La.: Philadelphia, Pa.; Baltimore, Md.; Bosto: 


n, 
Mass; and San Francisco, Cal., at $ per year ; and for all other dis- 


triots, at a salary not exceeding $1,600 a year each; and he may appoint a clerk 
to any such board at a compensation not exceeding $1,200a year to aion pason 
ane Pee provided for in this or the peenei of 

paid for his actual and reasonable traveling expenses at the 
rate of 8 cents per mile, incurred in the performance of his duty, together with 
his actual and reasonable expenses for transportation of instruments, which 
shall be certified and sworn to under such instructions as shall be given by the 


of the Treasury. 
Seo. 2. That the said original section 4414 be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 
Sec. 3. That this act shail take effect July 1, 18%. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thatinvolyes an appropriation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make the point of order that the bill involves 
an appropriation and must have its first consideration in a Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand how it got upon 
the House Calendar. It does not properly belong upon this Calendar. 

"Mr. BAKER. All right. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The bill is not before the House. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman makes the point of order that the 
bill makes an appropriation and should have its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole. Unless the bill fails to change existing law 
it seems quite apparent, on the face of the bill, that it should go to the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It increases largely the number of offices. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. BAKER. I withdraw the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not understand how this bill got 
on the House Calendar. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If it requires a motion I move that it be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. It does not, but the bill will go to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union under the rules. It 
should not have been put upon the House Calendar. 


BRIDGE OVER MISSISSIPPI RIVER NEAR LYONS, IOWA. 


Mr. BAKER. I now call up for consideration the bill (S. 1297) to 
amend an actentitled ‘‘Anact to authorize the construction of a wagon 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Lyons, 
Iowa.” zs 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BAKER. I move, at the request of seyeral genilemen, that the 
reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Is it in the ordinary form? 

Mr. BAKER, Itis. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That an act entitled “An act to authorize the construction 
of a mand foot-passenger bridge across the popeseag myst River at or near 

‘ons, Iowa,” approved March 2, 1889, be, and the same is hereby, amended as 
follows, namely: 

Strike out the title of said act and insert in Heu thereof the following: 

“An act to authorize the construction of a railroad or wagon and foot-passen- 

bridge across th: 


subject to approval and ol y the Secretary of War, 
Strike out pits a 2 of said act and insertin lieu thereof the following: 


ous spans, or asa orga raped orasa ponton draw-bri : ded, Thatif 
said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuons spans it have 
one or more 1 spans, each giving not less than 350 feet clear channel way 


height: And 


Surther, That 
this act 


shall be constructed as a draw- 
pager ya beara giving not less than 200 feet clear channel way, and, in addition 
to said w ings, shall have one or more fixed channel spans, cach givi 
not less than feet clear channel way, and every part of the superstructure o 
draw-bridges shall give a clear head-room of not less than 10 feet above high- 
water mark: Apah TERI further, That if any bridge built under the provis- 
AISA (ONDD an acai ONST) C AIN tee DFES TOLUN OSAN ADA AMIE 
as herein m e requirements, and limita- 
ome contained in the Avy entitled ‘An act to é Pals 
t rent 


Iowa,’ a ved June 
‘also, Tha 


6, 1574, so far as they may be applicable thereto: An t itshall 
with one sui o ponton draw giving not less than 500 fect clear 

nel way, and such other ton draws and r openings as may,in the 
opinion of the Secretary of ; And provided further, That the 


grea 
of any such bridgeshall be opened prompt! 


and the dra y 
for the 


by steam or o! reliable mechanical power upon reasonable signal 


of boats: And provided further, That the dimensions of all spans, not 

efinitely fixed by this act, shall be such as in the opinion of the Secretary of 
War will best serve the interests of navigation: And provided further, That for 
any two adjacent draw-openings of 200 feet cach one draw-opening of 300 feet 
may be substituted, if the interests of navigation be not injured thereby: And 
provided further, Thatif the —— characteristics of the locality where a bridge 
authorized by this act is to be constructed require, and the interests of naviga- 
tion be notinjured thereby, the length of the fixed openings or the number of 
draw-openings required by this act may be reduced by the of War.” 

Strike out section 4 of said act and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“See. 4, That if any bridge built underthe provisions of this act shail be con- 
structed to provide forthe passage of railroad trains, all railroad and other com- 
panies desiring to use the same shall have and be entitled to equal rights and 
privileges in the passage of the same, and in the use of the machinery and fixt- 
ures thereof, and all approaches thereto, under and upon such terms and con- 
ditions ag shall be prescribed by the Secretary of War, upon hearing the allega- 
tions and proofs of the parties, in case they s not agree.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
neti and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion wa’ agreed to. 


BRIDGE OVER RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 


Mr, BAKER. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 3876) au- 
Sporain the construction of a bridge across the Red River of the 

orth. 6 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the assent of Congress is hereby given to the Crookston, 
Fort Stephenson and Montana Railroad Company, a corporation existing under 
the laws of the State of Minnesota, and to its successors and assigns, to construct 
and maintain a pivot draw-bridge and approaches thereto, across the Red River 
of the North, between the State of Minnesota and the Territory of Dakota at 
such point on said river, on the boundary-line between Polk County, in the 
State of Minnesota, and the Territory of Dakota, as may accommodate the lines 
of railroad which said corporation may build to said point. Said bridge shall 
be constructed to provide for the passage of railway trains, and, at the option 
of the said corporation, may be used for the passage of wagons and vehicles of 
all kinds, for the transit of animals, and for foot-passengers, for reasonable rates 
ortollsto be fixed by the Secretary of War; and the Secretary of War shall have 
the right, from time to time, to revise such rates or tolls, 

Sec. 2. That the said bridge shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, and 
shall be so constructed that a free and unobstructed passage may be secured to 
all water-craft, rafts, or logs navigating said river at the point aforesaid: Pro- 
vided, That the draw of said bridge shall be opened prmipy upon reasonable 
signals for the passage of boats or vessels; and said corporation shall main- 

n, at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other signals on 
said bridge as the seppien d of War shall prescribe, The said bridge shall be 
located and built under and subject to such regulations for the security of the 
navigation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure 
that object the said company shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his ex- 
amination and approval, a design and drawings of said bridge and piers, and a 
map ofthe location, giving, forthe of one below and one mile above 
the proposed location, the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines 
at high and low water, the direction and s of the current atall stages, and 
the soundings, accurately showing the bed and channel of the stream, and shall 
furnish such other information as shall be required fora full and satisfactory un- 
derstanding of the subject; and until the said location and plan of the brid, 
hereby authorized to be constructed are approved by the Secretary of War, the 
said bridge shall not be built; and should anv change be made in apua of 
such bri during the of construction thereof, such change shall be 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 3. That all railroad companies desiring (he use of the bridge constructed 
under this act shall have and be entilled to equal rights and peiyiieges relative 
to the passage of railway trains, cars, and locomotives over the same, and over 
the approaches thereto, upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for 
such use, to be fixed by the Secretary of War, in case the owner or owners of the 
said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any of them desiring such 
use, shall fail to upon the sum or sums to be paia; and the Secretary of 
War shall prescribe the rules and conditions to which each shall conform in 
using said bridge, and all matters of difference between them shall be decided 
by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the a'legations and proofs of the 


parties. 
Sec, 4. That the bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be a 
lawfal structure, and be recognized and known asa post-route, and the 
same is hereby declared to be a post-route, upon which also no higher charge 
shall be made for the transmission over the same of the mails, troops, and mu- 
nitions of war of the United States, or for through railway passengers or freight 
passing over said bridge, than the rate per mile for their transmission over the 
railroads leading te said bridge; and the United States shall have the right of 
way across said bridge and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 

Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act,so as to prevent or 
remove all ma and substantial obstructions tothe navigation of said river 
by the construction of the said bridge, is hereby expressly reserved; and any 
alterations or that may be required by Congress in the bridge con- 
structed under this act shall be made by the corporation owning or controlling 
the same, at its own expense. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is not the next bill on the Cal- 
endar. 

The SPEAKER. The committee is not required to call them up in 
their order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Whyshould the next bill on the Cal- 
endar be superseded ? 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing in the rule which requires the 
Calendar to be followed. 

Mr. BAKER. Iask the Clerk to read the amendment reported from 
the committee in the nature of a new section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BEC.6. That the time within whioh the construction of said bridge shall be 
commenced shall be three years from and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER, I ask for the readingof the other amendments. ‘The 
bill as reported was not reprinted, but the amendments were indicated 
in the report. 
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‘The SPEAKER, ‘The amendments will be read. 
The Clerk read the amendments, as follows: 


Section 1, line 8, strike out the word “Terri! * and insert in lieu thereof the 
word " State,” and before NTR “Dakota” rt the word “ North;” also, 


make the same c n line 10. 

Section 2, line 11, r the word “river,” insert the following: “and such re- 
quirements as to location and direction of piers and spans, clear headway at 
high water and clear spans at low water,” 

Baws section, line 14, strike out the words “a design and.” , 

Same section, line 15, after the word “ bridge,” insert the words “and piers.” 


The amendments were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en; and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. BAKER. I now call up the bill (H. R. 7618) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Columbia River in Oregon and Wash- 
ington by the Columbia Bridge Company; and I make the same request 
with respect to this bill. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of 
the bill be di with, it being in the usual form. 

Mr, McMILLIN. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that bills that are of suf- 
ficient importance to demand the attention of Congress ought to be at 
least read once in the presence of the House, 

Mr. HERMANN. Ifthe gentleman from Tennessee will permit me, 
I will state that this bill is word for word, except as to the location of 
the structure, similar to the language of the other bill which has just 
been passed. The same phraseology is used and every provision is in- 
corporated which is demanded by the Secretary of War for the protec- 
tion of the Government’s rights. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think that these bills ought to be read when the 
Honse is called upon to consider them, and I therefore object. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


cic., That the Columbia Bridge Company, a corporation organ 
under the laws of the State of Oregon, its successors and as- 
be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain, if in the opinion 
the Secretary of War the same be a public necessity, a bridge across the Co- 
lumbia River at a place suitable to the interests of navigation at a point at or 
near a crossing of the Columbia Slough road and the section line rira Fe 
tions 9 and 10, township L north, range L east, of the Willamette m jan, 
in Multnomah Connty, Oregon, and to lay on or over said bridge a track or 
tracks for the more perfect connection of any railroad or railroads that are or 
shall be constructed to said river, on either or both sides thereof, at or opposite 
said point, under the limitations and conditions hereinafter ded; that said 
bridge shall not interfere with the free navigation of said river, and in case of 
any Fitigation arising from any obstruction or al! obstruction to the free 
navigation of said river, the cause may be tried before the circuit court of the 
United States in and for any district in whose jurisdiction any jon of said 
obstruction or bridge touches, Said bridge shall be constru to provide for 
the of railroad trains, and, at the option of the said company or cor- 
poration, its successors and assigns, for the safe and convenient passage of 
wagons and vehicles of all kinds, animals, and foot- ngers, for such reason- 
able rates of toll as may be fixed from time to time by the Secretary of War. 

Sec, 2. That said bri shall be provided with two or more draw openings 
each having not less than 200 feet clear channel way, and in addition to said 
draw openings one or more fixed channel spans, cach having not less than 350 
feet clear channel way, and every part of the superstructure of said bridge shall 
give a clear head-room of not less than 10 fect above extreme known high-water 
mark: Provided, That all spans shall be so located as toafford the greatest possi- 
ble accommodation to the river traffic, and a draw opening shall. if po wean 
be located next or near shore: Provided, also, That, if the physical character- 
istics of the locality so require and the interests of navies on be not injured 
thereby, the length of the fixed spans or the number of draw opens may be 
reduced: Provided, also, That for any two adjacent draw openings of 200 feet 
each one draw opening of 300 feet may be substituted if the interesis of naviga- 
tion be not injured thereby. 

Sec, 3, Thatall Seats se authorized by thisactshall be operated by steam 
or other reliable mechan power, and shall be opened promptly upon reason- 
able signal for the passage of boats, except when trains are over said 

n or spans; but in no caso shall unn delay occur in opening said 
w after the passage of trains; and also, that in case the ning of a draw 
is delayed by reason of the passing of a train after the signal has given 
from a boat ready to pe through, the draw shall be opened for the passage of 
such boat before another train is allowed to pass over the said span or spans; 
Se shall there be any unnecessary delay in the passage of trains over the 


SEC. 4. That all piers shall be built parallel with the current of the river at 


that s of water which is most important for navigation; and the bridge it- 
self s be built as nearly as may be at right angles thereto, and that riprap- 
ping or other protection for imperfect foundations which will lessen the re- 


F kepe water way shall not be permitted; and also, = which will pro- 
uce cross-currents or bars aom vedi to navigation not be constructed ; 
and if, after construction, any piers or accessory works are found to produce 
the above-mentioned effects, or if any riprapping or other protection prohibited 
by this section is found to exist, the nuisanceshall be abated or corrected under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, or at the expense of the company or per- 
sons owning, controlling, or operating said bridge. 

Sxc, 5. That the approaches tosaid bridge shall be so designed and constructed 
as not to interfere with the free discharge of said river in seasons of flood, and 
any encroachment on the high-water cross-section by piers, solid petrecraago ren 
or otherwise, which will result in unduly accelerating the high-water curren 
at the site of the bridge, shall not be allowed. 

Sec. 6. That any corporation, company, or persons owning. controlling, or 
on n the bri built under the authority of this act build and main- 

na 
guard-fi 


dgeand 

or raft 
by any 
A recom- 
mendation of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, order the corporation, 


said bri bag roma 
sheer- = dikes, an 


and for the guiding of rafts, steam 
through said bri ; and if at any time after the construction of the 
its wageoy ni Birdies channe 


other devices as will obviate the difficulty mentioned ; which additional sheer- 


boo om and other devices shall be t and main at rawn ar 

pense by company or persons; An said com or persons shal 

maintain, at their perm eat cpg rab pct, Bor TO sunrise, TAEA the season 

goa such lights and other signals on said bridge as may be required 
e 


cated and built under and subject to such regulations for 
tion on said river as the 


of the bridge, piers, approaches, and accessory works, and a map of the location, 
givin, , for a space of at least 3 miles above and 1 mile below oca- 

„ the to, phy of the banks of the river and the shore-lines at high and 
low water. is map shall be accompanied by others drawn on the ie of 1 


term te by triangulated observations on suitable floats, Themapshall 
also show the tion of er bridges in the Peat and shall giye such in- 
formation as iland satisfactory under- 


the Secretary of War may seas fora 
eti 


persons owning, controlling, or opens ona bridge. That during ori 

out any au 

bridge a navigable channel shall be preserved at tho site of the bridge at all 
times, and the water way of the river shall not be obstructed to a greater ex- 
tent than is absolutely necessary, and such lights and buoys shall be on 
eS ee ete., as may be necessary for the security of navigation. 

Src. 9. That Whenever the Secretary of War has good reason to bel 
any of the provisions of sections 4, 6, and § of this act have not been complied 
with by the company or ns ara deryan or operating the bridge 
authorized under its provisions, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War, on 
satisfactory proof thereof, to require the said company or persons to comply with 
the provisions of said sections, and, on failure of said persons or company to 
Ne gd with said requirements within a reasonable time, the Secretary of War 
shall proceed to cause the necessary work, in the form of additions, alterations, 
repairs, or removal of obstructions, to be made at the expense of the United 
States and shall refer the matter without delay to the Attorney-General of the 
United States, whose duty it shall be to institute, in the name of the United 
States, proceedings in the circuit court of the United States, or any State in 
which any portion of said obstruction or bridge touches, for the recovery of the 
cost thereof, and all moneys acoruing from such proceedings shall be covered 
into the Treasury of the United States: Provided, That in the construction of 
additional accessory works not contemplated HA C eren plan of bridge 
and accessory works, no greater sum- than $15,000 shal réquired to be ex- 
pended upon said bridge in à single year: And provided further, That such 
sum of money as may be necessary to execute the provisions of this section is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated, to be paid on requisition ofthe Secretary of War. 

Sec. 10. That all railroad companies desiring the use of the bridge authorized 
by this act shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privil relative to 
the passage of railway trains or cars over the same, and over the approaches 
thereto, upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for such use; and in 
case the owner or owners of said bridge and the several railroad companies, or 
any one of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to 
be Fak and upon rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using 
said bridge, all matters at issue between them shall be decided by the or yf 
es; and eq 


of War npon a hearing of the allegations and proofs of the 
legraph and tele- 


privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all 
phone en on 

Sec. IL. That the bridge constructed, maintained, and operated under this 
actand according to its limitations shall be a lawful structure, and shall be rec- 
ognized and known as a post-route, upon which also no higher charge shall be 
made for the transportatiomover the same of the mails, the troops, and the mu- 
nitions of war of the United States than the rate per mile d for transporta- 
tion of said mails, troops, and munitions over the rail and public high- 
pelea re to — bridge; sna the United States e m rid the right of way 
for -telegraph an ephone purposes over sa. s 

Sec. 12, That this act shall be null and void if actual constrnotion of the 
orage herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed 

four years from the date of passage or approval thereof, 

Sec. 13. Thatali formeracts or parts of acts granting authority for the erection 
of any bridge or bridges over the portion of said Columbia River over w 
the construction ofa bridge is authorized by this act, be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed in each and ev case where actual construction of said bridge or 
bridges be not commen on or before the date of the passage or approval of 
this act. 


Seo. 14. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved; and the right to require the entire removal of the constructed 
under the provisions of this act, at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever 
Congress 1 decide that the public interests require it, is also expressly re- 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE MINNESOTA RIVER. 


Mr. BAKER. I now call up the bill (H. R. 507) granting the coun- 
ties of Hennepin and Dakota, Minnesota, the right to build two bridges 
across the Minnesota River. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


TS place for 
ridge and approaches thereto; and one bridge and ap- 
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proaches thereto, between and connecting said Hennepin Countyand the county 
of Scott, in said State of Minnesota, at the point or place on said Minnesota 
River commonly known as and called “Bloomington Fe ” or “Lyndale 
Avenue,” or at any place where said board of county com oners of Henne- 
pin County may decide between said points. Said bridges aud approaches 
shall be of such plans and material as said board of county commissioners of 
Hennepin County shall in their discretion determine, except that said bridges 
shall be cted as draw-bridges, and shall be and remain forever free. 
Said bridge or bridges shall be constructed to provide for free passage of wagons 
and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals and for foot-passengers. 

Src. 2, That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations 
shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized asa post-route, and shall en- 
Irtis rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United States: Provided, 

the United tes may construct a postal telegraph over said bridge or 
bridges without charge therefor. 

SEC. 3. That any bridge built under this act shall be constructed as a pivot 
draw-bridge, with a draw over the main channel at an accessible and the best 
navigable point, and with draw-spans; a clear water way, measured atthe lowest 
stage of water known at the locality, of not less than 80 feet in clear width, as 
herein provided for, shall not be reduced by deposits of rip-rap, or by other ma- 
terial about the piers and abutments; and the spans shall not be of less eleva- 
tion than 3 feet above extreme high-water mark, as shown at the poras of loca- 
tion, measuring to the lowest part of the superstructure of said bridge, and 
provision shall be made in the location and construction of the abutments and 
approaches to allow the free passage of flood water; and the piers of said bridge 

l be parallel to and the bridge itself at right angles to the direction of the 
current of said stream: Provided, also, That the suid draw,or draws, shall be 
opened promptly upon reasonable signal, for the passage of boats,and said 
board o! pena § commissioners of said Hennepin County shall maintain at the 
expense of said Hennepin County such lights or other signals thereon as the 
Light-House Board may prescribe, and sai apse im County shall provide at 
its own expense such sheer-booms, guide-piers, or other device as may beat any 
time deemed necessary by the Secretary of War to facilitate the nee panoni of 
boats or other water craft through the spans of said nenge: No dge shall 
be or maintained under authority of this act which shall at any time 
substantially or materially obstruct the free navigation of said river; and if any 
bridge erected under such authority shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of 
War, obstruct said navigation, he is hereby authorized to cause such change or 
alteration of said bri to be made as will effectually obviate such obstruc- 
tions, at the expense of said wanty of Hennepin. and in case of any litigation 
rye from any obstruction, or alleged obstruction, to the free navigation of 
said river pifia fpr alleged to be caused, by said brid oreither, the case may 
be brought in the cirouit court of the United States of the district in which said 
obstruction or bridges are located: Provided further, That nothing in this act 
shall be so construed as to repeal or modify any of the provisions of law now 
ara aE ed reference to the protection of the navigation of rivers, or to exempt 
any ge or bridges constructed by virtue thereof from the operation of the 
BA: 


me. 

Sec. 4. Thatany bridge or bridges authorized to be constructed under this 
act shall be built and located under and subject to such regulations for the se- 
curity of navigation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and 
to secure that object the said board of county commissioners of said Hennepin 
County shall submit to the Secretary of War, for hisexamination and approval, 
desi and drawings of the proposed bridges and a map of the location, giving 
for space of one mile above and one mile below the proposed locations the 
topography of the banks of the river, the shore lines at high and low water, the 
direction and strength of the currents at all stages, and the surroundings, accu- 
rately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other bridges, and 
shall furnish such other information as may be required for a full and satisfac- 
tory understanding of the subject; and should any change be made in the plan 
=F said ane or bridges such change shall be subject to the approval of the Sec- 

of War. 

Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to uire any changes in such structure or structures, 
or the entire removal thereof, at the expense of the owners, whenever Con- 
gress shall decide that the ublic interest uires it, isalso expressly reserved. 

Src, 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the brid, 

_ herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date thereof. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 


Section 3, line 4, omit semicolon after the word “draw spans” and insert the 
word“ having.” , 

Same section, line 6, strike out the words “as herein provided for” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ which,” and after the word “not™ insert the word 


Same section, line 9, strike out the word “three” andinsertin lieu thereof the 
wo: “ ” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

INSPECTION OF HULLS AND BOILERS, GALENA DISTRICT, 

Mr. BAKER. I call up the bill which I send to the desk, and ask 
its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (BL R. 278) to amend paragraph 3 of section 44114 of the Revised Statutes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That paragraph 3 of section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of 

the United States be amended as follows: ‘Strike out the word ‘Galena’ in said 
paragraph 3 and insert the word ‘ Dubuque.’ ” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit that bill. It con- 
cerns the district which I represent. Iwas not informed of the con- 
sideration of the bill, as the gentleman states, by inadvertence; but I 
telegraphed and have just received a response from the city of Galena, 
the board of trade of that city, requesting this action, and stating that 
they desire to be heard upon the bill. I therefore move to recommit 
this bill to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. HENDERSON, ofIowa. One moment, Mr. Speaker, before that 
motion is submitted. 

Mr. HITT. I wish, before the gentleman from Iowa proceeds, to 
state the reason why I did not appear before the committee. In the 


first the title of the bill does not disclose its true nature; and the 
gentleman on the committee with whom I conferred had no suggestion 


in reference to the time it would be called up or as to my appearin: 
before the committee. y fe . 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Mr. Speaker, this same bill, identi- 
cally of the same title, was introduced in the last Congress, and the 
gentleman from Illinois had full knowledge then of the character of the 
bill. I have been fighting ever since I have been in Congress, in pur- 
suance of the demands of the commerce of the Mississippi River, for this 
legislation. It was introduced before the adoption of the new rules 
and has been fully considered in the Committee on Commerce. The 
gentleman from Illinois, as a member of that committee, knew of the 
presence of the bill before the committee. 

This bill has its merits in a nutshell, and that is to provide that the 
Mississippi River interest shall not be compelled to transact their busi- 
ness in the interior of the State of Illinois instead of on the river, 
where it should be done. 

Now, Iam opposed to the recommittal of this bill, and I want to 
say to my colleague from Illinois that he can have ten minutes to dis- 
cuss the bill and I will take but two, and then I am perfectly willing 
to leave it to the House to determine what shall be done. I want 
action on the bill now. Ido not want it to be hung up again, by being 
sent to the Committee on Commerce for further delay or to throttle 
this legislation. Hence I earnestly protest against its recommittal. 
This bill was introduced in the House, was considered by the commit- 
tee, is fairly on the Calendar, and I myself spoke to the gentleman from 
Iinois about this coming up three or four days ago, supposing all the 
time that he knew everything about it—— 

Mr. HITT. Be fair, now. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam fair. Did I not inform you? 

Mr. HITT. You told me so on Saturday. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, thatis three daysago. Youonly 
confirm my own statement. 

Now, I have been diligent in trying to secure this legislation. Let 
us have a fair discussion, which must necessarily be brief, because there 
can not be much said about it. It isa simple thing, important to be 
done, and I am opposed to its recommittal, and hope the motion will 
not prevail. 

Mr. HITT. Well, the gentleman stated, and I know that he did not 
mean to be misconstrued, for he is truthful, that it had been fully con- 
sidered by the committee, and that the member from Illinois was there. 
Why, I think—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Why, I did not say that the gentle- 
man from Illinois on the committee was in the committee-room when 
it was considered; but I said that the member from Illinois on the 
committee knew that it was done, and got the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. SWENEY] to hold up the report for several days on his account. 

Mr. HITT. That gentleman seemed to me, when I spoke to him, to 
know nothing about the merits of the bill, and the chairman had to 
have it described to him in order to know what it was. I ask that a 
constituency have a hearing by the committee. It is the usage on bills 
of this kind to have the state of facts from the Department, and not 
trust to the declamation of a member representing the district. I will 
not undertake to go into the merits of the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish you would go into the merits 
of the bill. 

Mr. HITT. I donot think it fair to dispose of it now, as I have re- 
ceived a telegram from the board of trade of that very well known city 
asking that they shall have an opportunity to make argument on the 
proposition. I desire that they shall be heard at the proper time and 
place before the committee, where I had the right to appear and where 
I certainly would have appeared had there been any intimation ee 
me that such legislation was pending, or as any member of the House 
would have been where the interests of his constituents were involved. 

I know that the gentlemen on the committee are incapable of being 
unfair; and I think they would have given me an intimation that this 
bill was pending; and, being a bill affecting my district, I ask of the 
House that it go back to the committee so that I may have a hearing. 
If the committee shall then report it, I will meet it here fairly. These 
people are requesting that I have a chance to speak for my people be- 
fore the committee on this bill. k 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. ‘This bill is here regularly. It was 
introduced roenan, considered by a full committee, and reported. 

Mr, HOPKINS. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to me fora 
question ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, if this proposition has merit, how will you 
or your interests be harmed by recommitting the bill to thecommittee 
and give the constituency of Mr. Hitt an opportunity of being heard ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ido not want it to be recommitted. 
I did not know that he was not before the committee, but I will give 
you and your colleague [Mr, Hrrr] and the entire Illinois delegation 
ten minutes to my one to present it here on the floor ofthe House. My 
objection to its reeoommitment is that we do not want the bill taken 
back to the committee and there hang up and its final settlement de- 
layed. The committee has considered and reported it, and I want it 


d of. 
Mr. HOPKINS, That is not the point at all. The point is to give 
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the gentleman from the Sixth district of Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] an oppor- 
tunity for hi- constituents to be heard before the committee. Now, 
this is a matter that seems to me appeals to the fairness of any gentle- 
man, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman asked me to yield to 
him for a question, and he is making a statement. I have the floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will your interests not be as well served by let- 
ting it go to the committee? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. All I want is fair treatment in this 
matter. I have taken no advantage of any one. The constituency of 
the gentleman from Illinois knew that this was pending in the last 
Congress, and know that the owners and shippers on the Mississippi 
River have petitioned Congress year after year asking that the offices 
of the inspectors of boilers and hulls be on the Mississippi River. and 
not in the interior, where there is no navigable stream connecting it 
with the Mississippi River. 

The gentleman can well represent in this House the interest of his 
constituents. My bill is here, honorably and honestly brought here; 
and I do not want the third time to have delay in this Congress on a 
matter that isso simple that I would be willing to make a referee of 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] on the merit of this question, but 
would not do so because he represents that district, 

Mr. HOPKINS. You have never answered my question as to how 
you will be harmed by the recommitment of this bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Because it will delay action on the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, is this a motion to re- 
commit the bill? 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a question of order, and my 
point of order is that this is a matter that is before the House and that 
the motion made by the gentleman from Illinois is not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules it is debatable. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, Then that settles it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Mr, Speaker, I desire to say that Mr. 
SWwENEY, of Iowa, stated to me that Mr. MASON, a member on the com- 
mittee from Illinois, came into the committee-room, and Mr. SWENEY 
called his attention to the bill and that it had been acted upon favor- 
ably. That is the way the bill has come before the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is it not also true that Mr. Mason 
asked that the bill be held up until he could inguire about it? Was 
that the bill on which he made that reque-t? I know he made that 
request in reference to some bill, and I think it was this one. 

Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Speaker, I will answer the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. This bill was acted upon by the committee, and 
I was authorized, as amemberof the committee from the State of Iowa, 
to make the report of the committee favorably. Immediately after 
that action was taken Mr. MAson, from Illinois, who is a member of 
the committee, came into the room, and it occurred to me that he, rep- 
resenting the State of Illinois, ought to have knowledge of what had 
been done; so I called the attention of the chairman of the commit- 
tee, Mr. MASON, and other members of the committee to the action 
had. Mr. MASON asked that it be held up for afew days, that he might 
have a chance of conferring with reference to it. , 

Mr. HITT. With whom? 
Mr. SWENEY. He did not designate the party. 
Mr. HITT. I was the one who ought to have had the knowledge of 

I never knew of this bill until it came here, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That was not the fault of Mr. Swenry 
or myself. 

Mr. SWENEY. I supposed I had acted with entire courtesy and 
fairness in the matter in considering Mr. MASON’S reasons. I held up 
the report for a week or ten days, and hearing nothing from him until 
after he went from here to Chicago, I made the report on the bill. 
[Cries of ** Vote! ”'] 

Mr. HITT. I never heard of the bill. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, I have some personal knowledge 
of the situation in this matter. For many years I resided in the city 
of Dubuque, and I know the situation of the city of Galena. Itis no 
longer upon the navigable waters of the Mississippi River. Galena 
River, eutering the Mississippi, long ago ceased to be navigable. Galena 
is not the proper place for the office of inspector of hulls and boilers of 
steam-boats plying on the Mississippi River. He might as well reside 
at Chicago as at Galena. Such has been the case for anumber of years, 
and the men engaged in the navigation of the Mississippi River can not 
go to Galena, 12 miles away from a navigable stream, to have their 
boats inspected; any fair and impartial man who lives either in Illinois 
or in Iowa must say that these inspection officers ought to be at Du- 
buque, and notata distance from the navigable waters of the Mississippi. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill be recommitted to the committee, they to have the privilege of re- 
porting it back for consideration at any time, and to be required to re- 
port it within ten days. 

A a HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will consent to that suggestion cheer- 
ally. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


it. 
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` ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to proceed as 
in Committee of the Whole with the consideration of certain bills re- 
poitea by the Committee of Conimerce and now upon the Union Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has not expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How long is this hour? 

The SPEAKER. As long as the House chooses to make it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Have the sixty minutes expired, so that it would 
be in order to move to take up other business? 

The SPEAKER. That motion would be in order. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, thereare some other bills reported from 
the Committee on Commerce, but not yet printed, that should be on 
the Calendar, and I suppose the committee will have the right to the 
floor to finish the second hour on t e next call. 

The SPEAKER. Which second hour? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER. The committee did not have the whole of the first 
hour. 

The SPEAKER. The committee will have the right to finish the 
first second hour, but not the second one. [Laughter. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House resolve i into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill of the Senate S. 895, 
with the House substitute therefor, 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I should have made the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bills called up by the Committee on 
Commerce were ` 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] gave 
notice that he would make a general motion to reconsider the several 
votes upon the bills passed this morning at the instance of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. Withoutobjection, the motion to reconsider will 
be entered in each case, and will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LACEY. Pending the motion of the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS], I ask unanimous consent to presenta privileged report. 
It is a resolution reported unanimously from the Committee on Elec- 
tions, and its consideration will take but a moment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will give way for that. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the report. 


CLAYTON VS. BRECKINRIDGE. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr, Lacey, from the Committee on Elections, makes the following report: 

On the 16th day of December, 1889, the following resolution was passed by 
the House of Representatives: 

“Whereas it is well known that a contest fora seat in this House was duly 
commenced by Hon. John M, Clayton, of Arkansas, against Hon, O, R. Breck- 
arago a sitting member; and . 

=% ereas itis a matter of public notoriety that said Clayton, while engaged in 
taking testimony in the said contest, was assassinated, and all further proceed- 
ings thereby suspended: 

“ Resolved, therefore, That the Committee on Elections be, and is hereby, directed 
to inquire and report what further proce should be had in relation to the 
said case; and they are authorized to send for persons and papers, if deemed 
necessary by them, for the investigation of the said matter,” 

In pursuance of the directions contained in the foregoing resolution, the com- 
mittee have obtained the notice of contest and answer of the contestee and all 
the evidence which had been taken up to the time of the death of Mr. ary Page 
The attorney for Mr. Clayton has presented to the committee a memorial in re- 
lation to the said contest, which memorial has been submitted to Mr. Breckin- 
ridge, and he has presented to the committee a statement in his own behalf. 
ws tare directed that the foregoing papers be printed for the information of 

e House, 

The committee have proceeded as far as they can under the said resolution, 
and they therefore Naa eae 

That, owing to the alleged assassination of Colonel Clayton, whereby the con- 
test has been suspended, it is of the highest importance that the facts in the case 
gaul epi stead investigated, and recommend the passage of the follow- 

ng resolution: 

“Resolved, That a subcommittee of five be appointed by the chairman of the 
Committee on Elections to make a full and thorough investigation of the con- 
tested-election case of Clayton vs, Breckinridge; to take and report all the evi- 
dence in regard to the methods of said election, and as to whether the contest- 
ant or the contestee or either of them was lawfully elected, and report such 
evidence to the Committee on Elections, and said committee will report said 
evidence and its findings to the House for further action, 

“Said subcommittee is empowered to issue subpmnas for witnesses; to send for 
persons and papers; to employ a mote oe and deputy sergeant-at. 
and to sit during session of the House. id subcommittee may proceed to Ar- 
kansas, if deemed necessary by them, to take any part of said testimony. 

“ That all expenses of said committee shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
ofthe House. Thai all vouchers or expenditures shall be certified by the chair- 
man of the subcommitte - of the Committee on Elections. The Clerk of this 
House is authorized to adyance the necessary funds to the chairman of said sub- 
committee upon his drafts therefor in sums not exceding $1,000 at any one time, 
to be accounted for under the terms of this resolution, under the supervision 
the Committee on Accounts.” 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I have submitted that resolution to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and he suggests an 
amendment to the resolution, and I now offerthe amendment, to come 
in at the point indicated in the manuscript. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding, after the words “in regard to the method of saidselection,” 
the words “to the contest, and all events relating thereto or arising therefrom 
after said election.” 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Elections was directed 
by the House to inquire into the question as to who was elected to this 
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House as a Representative from the Second district of Arkansas. That 

committee, by a subcommittee, after seeing all the pa: that are in 
existence and the evidence already taken in the po ecided that, in 
order to determine the question- as to who was elected, it would be 
necessary to take more evidence. 

As I understand the amendment just offered by the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr, LACEY] it relates to another matter than the question who 
was or was not elected from this district in Arkansas. If I correctly 
understand the amendment, I object to it. Idonot know of any con- 
stitutional power in this House or the other House, or in both Houses, 
to inquire into any matter in Arkansas or in any other State, unless 
the inquiry be made by virtue of some special power in the Constitu- 
tion authorizing it or in pursuance of some power incident to or con- 
nected with a power expressly conferred upon us by the Federal Con- 


stitution. 
I am perfectly willing (and that is the extent to which the resolu- 
tion as brata d goes—a resolution which, I may say, was unanimously 


reported from the Committee on Elections without any objection any- 
where)—I am perfectly willing that this committee shall proceed to as- 
certain who was elected in this district in Arkansas. Any fact incident 
thereto or connected therewith or that will throw light upon that ques- 
tion would necessarily be investigated by this committee. But I un- 
derstand ‘that this amendment proposes to extend the investigation to 
events which have transpired since the election; and in my judgment, 
unless such events are directly connected with or throw light upon the 
prol osition, this House has no authority to ordersuch an inguiry; and 
for one shall object to it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Iowa was drawn by me, as I believe 
the gentleman hasstated. Wé know that while it has often been said, 
and upon this floor, that my opponent was killed while taking testi- 
mony, yet the remark has been uniformly made in a connection which 
conveyed the meaning on the part of the person speaking that my op- 
ponent was killed because he was taking testimony. We know also 
that the ition has been brought up in various quarters that it is 
time for the Federal Government to consider whether some meansshould 
not ke devised for protecting contestants from the animosities of their 
opponents. 

As to the constitutional question involved here, I believe that every 
question of the constitutional power of Congress "should be proceeded 
with prudently and advisedly. Butitdid not seem to me, and it does 
not row, that there is any impropriety in making an inquiry as to the 

propriety of legislation of the character I have just spoken of. Ican 

not almit for a moment that any part of our country is more interested 
in 4 question of that kind than another. Neither can I see impropriety 
-in an inquiry into events subsequent to an election or prior to it if they 
have any real or supposed connection to the right of eee here. 

I did not draw the amendment with very special care nor with that 
consultation of which I would have availed myself if I had felt that 
the proposition needed to be particularly guarded. My idea was that 
inasmuch as it is claimed that the death of this gentleman was intended 
to prevent the taking of testimony in a pending contest and to affect 
the right to a seat on this floor, it is eminently proper and ly 
due to the community in which that event occurred that a full inquiry 
should be made into all things incident to this matter, 

If my language is faulty I trust it will be improved upon, but not 
in any way to circumscribe the inqiiry. My idea is to broaden the 
inquiry so that this House will have the fullest possible information 
upon everything relating to this matter or shedding light upon the elec- 
tion, directly or indirectly, and to serve full and fair notice upon all who 
have any complaints to make of that people or of this election, upon 
all who have any charges to make in these matters against the officials 
of my State, to come before this inquiring tribunal now and prove their 
case, or else forever hold their peace. That is the object I had in view, 
and I am anxious that this object should be carried out. 

The SPEAKER. The aaka isupon agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON HON. WILLIAM D; KELLEY. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the proceedings in commemoration of the life and services of 
my late colleague, Judge Kelley, be held at 2 o'clock Saturday next, 
the 15th instant, instead of 3 o'clock, as heretofore ordered. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order wiil be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 

papers in the case of Martha B. Stribling. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr, Wrison, of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of sickness 
and important business. 


To Mr. Perry, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
B Mr. FEATHERSTON, for six days, on account of the sickness of his 
e. 
To Mr. Knapp, for ten days, on accoant of important business, 
To Mr. BLAND, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 


SALES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FOR OVERDUE TAXES. 

Mr. GROUT. Taskunanimous consent for a verbal correction in one 
of the bills which was passed this morning, the bill a R. 5825) pre- 
scribing the times for sales and for notices of sales of property in the 
District of Columbia for overdue taxes. I ask the Clerk to read the 


amendinent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line l4 of section 1, amend by striking out w ' third” and inserting 
in lieu thereof the word ** first." s 

There being no objection, the amendmen agreed to, 


OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. PERKINS. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 895) to provide a temporary government for the 
Territory of Oklahoma. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. PAyson in the chair), and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (S. 895) to provide a temporary government for 
the Territory of Oklahoma. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read section 4 of the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. I desire to offer an amendment to section 3. 

The CHAIRMAN, As the Chair understands, section 3 was 

Mr. McRAE, But it was passed while I was on my feet for the pur- 
pose of offering the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be en- 
tertained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 3 by etre after the word “Territory, ” in line 6, as follows: 

“And who shall be qualified electors of the Territory.” 

Strike out the rt gird Depe pni in lines 27 and 28: “has not been a bona fide 
resident of said Territory sixty Gests abegia to said election,” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “are actual resi ts of said Territory at the time of the 
passage of this act.” 

Mr. MCRAE. Iask the eee be agreed to. 

The amendments were 

Section 4 was read, as ice 


therein, to 
County, thee Second County, the Third County, Fourth Coun 

Oen and the Sixth County, the Teonasien, of which shall be Whe Been’ by the 
governava the Territory un l otherwise provided by the Legislative Assembly 


The county seat of the First County shall be at Guthrie. The county seat of 
the Second County shall be at Oklahoma City. The county seat of the Third 
County shall beat Norman. The county seatof the Fourth County, which shall 
embrace the Fort Reno military reservation, shall be fixed by the mprerner. 
The county seat of the Fifth County shall be at Lisbon or Kingfisher City. 
place also to be fixed bythe governor. The Sixth County shall embrace all hed 
portion of the Territory lying west of the one hund ™ , known as 
the Public Land Strip, the county seat of which shall be at Beaver. 

At the first election for members of the Legislative Assembly the pe ple of each 
county may vote for a name for such county, and the name which receives the 
greatest number of votesshall be the name of such county. If twoormorecoun- 
ties should select the same name, the county which casts the greatest number 
of votes for such name shall be entitled to the same, and the names recejving 
arg a cae number of votes in the other counties shall be the names of 
such counties. 


Mr. HARE. I move to amend as follows. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words "fixed bythe governor, ” in lines ldand 15, and 
insert “El Reno.” Also strike out the words “or Kingfisher City, the place 
also to be fixed by the governor,” in lines 16 and 17; so it will read as follows: 

“The county seat of the Fourth County, which shall embrace the Fort Reno 
military reservation, shall be at El Reno. The county seat of the Fifth County 
shall be at Lisbon.” 

Mr. HARE. The bill provides for six counties and designates the 
county seats for four of them, but leaves the county seats in the other 
two unnamed, and provides they shall be fixed by the governor of the 
Territory. Why four are designated and two are not I do not know, 
but I do know there is a contest about the county seats of the two 
counties not named. In order to prevent any contest down there I 
have designated these two places to be named with the other four 
county seats. The adoption of this amendment will settle the contest 
so far as these county seats are concerned. 

Mr. PERKINS. lLhope the amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
will not be agreed to. I think it fair to these towns we should not 
become parties to the contest prevailing for county seats. We should 
not, by designating one, prejudice the other. 

In the county in which Fort Reno will be situated there are three or 
four growing and ambitions towns. Frisco is perhaps the largest. 
Frisco is anxious to be designated as the county seat. El Reno is an- 
other growing town and El Reno City is ambitious to be named as the 
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county seat. Darlington is another growing town and ambitious to be 
designated as the county seat. 

The committee thought that it was not right at the present time to 
designate one of these places to the prejudice of the others. We be- 
lieved when the governor was appointed he would be able to give to 
the question more intelligent consideration and be better able to deter- 
mine which should be the county seat. x 

As to Kingfisher and Lisbon the contest is substantially the same. 
They are growing and rival towns. It was the general belief of the 
committee they should be left to settle it between themselves. As to 
the other towns designated there is no contest or rivalry. There is no 
rival to Guthrie and no rival to Oklahoma as to the county seat. 

There is no rival to Norman, and none to Beaver, in No Man’s Land, 
so far as the commission could find. Hence we designated them, But 
as to the two mentioned by the gentleman from Texas, we did not 
think it right or proper to indicate the site where there was such a con- 
test as I have reterred to. For that reason, Mr. Chairman, I hope the 
amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, the very reason that there is a contest, 
as suggested by the gentleman, is the very reason why the amendment 
should be accepted. The town of El Reno has a railroad now running 
through it and another is being graded in another direction. The town 
of Lisbon is joined to the section in which Kingfisher is located, and 
the railroad line is run through the adjoining section. Now, the very 
object of the amendment is to take away this contest amongst the set- 
tlers and put at rest those questions of the county seat by establishing 
them here, as should be done, in this bill. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, 

I am opposed to the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, 
though I am opposed to this provision of the bill which leaves the selec- 
tion of the county seats tothe governor. I believe with the gentleman 
from Texas that this bill ought to select a location for the county seat 
of the county in each case. But I think, also, that El Reno is not the 
place which should be so selected, for several reasons. In the first 
place, it is a town situated upon one side of the county as proposed 
to be designated by this bill. In the next place, it is not very much 
of a town, tostart with. There are onlya very few houses there. It 
is simply a newspaper town, or probably nothing more than a station 
upon a railroad. The fact of itis, Mr. Chairman, that Frisco is the 
place that ought to be designated as the county seat of this county, 
not only because it is by far the largest place in the county, having a 
population of 500 now, I understand, but also because it is more nearly 
in the center of the county, as proposed to be formed by the bill. 

I hope the amendment of the gentleman from Texas will be voted 
down. 

Mr. HARE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas aques- 


on. 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HARE. Is not Frisco several miles from any railroad ? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir; it is not on any railroad now, but itisona 
line which is proposed to be built east and west. 

But, Mr, Chairman, so far as that is concerned, it is much more con- 
venient to the people who will probably be the inhabitants of the 
county to go to the center of the county to the county seat, instead of 
being compelled to go to one corner of it, simply because it may happen 
to be on the line of arailroad. The mere fact of its being located upon 
the line of a railroad that is off on one side of the county entirely 
overbalances any benefit that might be understood to arise from having 
railroad communication, 

As'a matter of fact, all ofthe people in this new county will proba- 
bly have to travel 40 or 50 miles to get to the county seat. But if, as 

ted by the gentleman, it should be placed at El Reno, near one 
side of the proposed county, and not put in the center of the county, 
where it should be, a small proportion only of the populace would have 
the advantage of railroad communication. Al those living in the in- 
terior, or at the other extreme of the county, would have to go entirely 
across it to the opposite side in order to reach the county seat. Man- 
ifestly this would be a great disadvantage to them. But if the county 
seat is established in the center of the county, it would be equally fair 
to all persons who live in the county, whether they be on or off a rail- 
road 


Mr. HARE. Does not the governor control the establishment of 
the boundaries of the counties? Ifso, then how does the gentleman 
say this is on one side of the county? 

Mr. PETERS. As I understand it, the county seat of the Fourth 
County, which shall embrace the Fort Reno military reservation, shall 
be fixed by the governor—that is, the county seat. 

Mr. HARE. But the boundaries of the county are fixed by the 
governor, 

Mr. PETERS. The difficulty is this, if my friend from Texas will 
give me his attention fora moment. The governor can not extend the 
boundaries of the Territory, and yet he would be obliged to do so if he 
made a county in that section of the Territory which would place El 
RRN in the center of it. Itis very near the Arapaho Indian reserva- 

on, 

Mr. HOOKER., Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire, before offer- 


ing an amendment, ofthe chairman of the committee, if he will be kind 
enough to give me his attention, as to what is the object and purpose 
ot the committee in providing in the 4th section as follows: 

The county seat of the Fourth County, which shall embrace the Fort Reno mil- 
tary reservation, shall be fixed by the governor. 

I should like to know what is the meaning of the expression, ‘‘which 
shall embrace the Fort Reno military reservation,” and where was the 
necessity of making sny such provision in the bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. In the temporary division of the Territory into these 
six counties, for the convenience of the people, we thought it well to 
designate to that extent where this county should be; that is to say, that 
it should be on the southwest border of the Territory, embracing the 
Fort Reno military reservation. ‘That was all we had in view. 

Mr. HOOKER. About what part of the county would the Fort Reno 
military reservation be in? 

Mr, PERKINS. I can not say, because I do not know what bound- 
aries will be fixed by the governor, and I can only answer from my 
general knowledge of the geographical character of the country that it 
would necessarily be in the western part. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not precisely understand the terms of the 
amendment proposed by my friend from Texas, but I want to give no- 
tice of the following amendments, and as probably they might inter- 
fere with the construction of the bill if the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Texas was offered first, I desire to state now that I have two 
amendments which I propose to offer. One is tostrike out these words 
in the fourth section: 

The county seat of the Fourth County, which shall embrace the Fort Reno 
military reservation, shall be fixed by the governor, 

I do not understand what particular reason there can be for direct- 
ing that the Fort Reno military reservation shall be included in any 
particular county; and I would ask the chairman of the committee fur- 
ther if the Fort Reno military reservation is in point of fact within the 
imits of the Territory as designated by this bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is, 

Mr. HOOKER. How far from the Kansas line? 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, 150 miles at least; it is nearer to Texas. 

i Mr HOOKER. Iintended to ask how far it was from the Texas 
ine? 

Mr. PERKINS. Itis probably 75 miles from the Texas line. 

Mr. HOOKER. I offer this amendment to the fourth section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Texas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out, in lines 14 and 15, the following words: ** Fixed by 
the governor,” and inserting in lieu thereof “ El Reno.” 

Also strike out, in lines 16 and 17, the following words: “ Or Kingfisher City, 
the place also to be fixed by the governor;” so that it will read : 

“The county seatofthe Fourth County, which shall embrace the Fort Reno Mil- 
ay, reservation, shall be at El Reno; and the fifth county seat shall be at Lis- 

n,” 

Mr. HOOKER. I now offer the following amendment as anamend- 
ment to that of the gentleman from Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 


Amend by striking out all of the section which designates the county sites. 


Mr. HOOKER. If the Clerk will return the amendment to me I 
will read it in the form I desire to offer it. 

I offer this as a substitute: 

Amend section 4 by striking out all of the section which designates the county 
seats or allows the governor to do so, from line 10 down to line 20, inclusive, in 
section 4, and add: 

"The people shall by yote fix the county seats and names of the counties at 
the first election held in said Territory.” 

I do not see any reason, Mr. Chairman, why the committee should 
fix the designation of the counties by numbers, nor do I see why they 
fix the names of the counties. Now, I want to call the attention of 
the committee to the peculiarities in the phraseology of this section. 
It provides, after designating in the first paragraph of section 4, that 
in order to facilitate the organization of a temporary government there 
shall be six counties, to be known, until after the election in the Ter- 
ritory, as the First County, the Second County, the Third County, the 
Fourth County, the Fifth County, and the Sixth County. That— 

The county seat of the First County shall be at Guthrie. The county seat of 
the Second County shall be at Oklahoma City. The county seat of the Third 
County shall be at Norman. The county seat of the Fourth County, which shall 
embrace the Fort Reno military reservation, shall be fixed by the governor. 

Why should the governor be invested with the authority of fixing 
the county seat in this county and not given the same authority in re- 
spect to all the counties? What, motives can there be for this? The 
county seat of the fifth county is fixed alternatively at Lisbon or King- 
fisher City, that place also to be fixed by the governor. Then it pro- 
vides: 


The Sixth County shall embrace all that portion of the Territory lying west 
of the one hundredth meridian, known as the Public Land Strip, the county seat 
of which shall be at Beaver, 

It will be observed that all the county seats are fixed with the excep- 
tion of two. The provision for the Fourth County is that it shall em- 
brace the Fort Reno military reservation, most probably with a view of 
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fixing the county seat at El Reno. Why should it not also he left to 
the people of this county to fix the naming ot the county as well as to 
indicate the county seat ? 

I have received a letter from a gentleman entirely unknown to me, of 
whom I have never heard a word at all until I received his letter, in 
reference to this provision of the bill, which provides that the Fourth 
County shall embrace the Fort Reno military reservation. Hisname is 
John M. Canon, and in a part of this letter he objects to the fixing of 
the county seat or allowing the governor to fix it. He objects to the 
fact that the Fourth County is to embrace the Fort Reno military reserva- 
tion with a viewof fixing the county seat at or near Fort Reno. This 
gentleman, as I stated, is a total stranger to me. He writes trom the 
Indian Territory. 

Mr. PERKINS, From Frisco. 

Mr. HOOKER. From Frisco. He refers me in his letter to Hon. 
JOHN MORRILL, chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, from 
the First district of Kansas. Before using this letter, as I did not know 
this gentleman, I spoke to the gentleman from Kansas to know whether 
or not this gentleman's statements were credible and would be admit- 
ted. He stated that he was a neighbor ot his; that he knew him well, 
. and that any statement made by him would be worthy of credit. Now, 
in connection with my remarks I will ask to have this letter read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Frisco, Inv. T., February 27, 1890. 

Dear Sir: I am a resident of Frisco and consequently am very much inter- 
ested in the welfare of the town, and on this account it might be said that I 
would color statements, Be that as it may, I believe that 1 can tell the truth, 
ne less, Frisco is the largest town in population by far of any town in 
the southwest portion of Oklahoma, It has not so many houses as Keno City, 
but it has more people than Reno City and El Reno both together. It issituated 
upon the east side of section 1, township 12, range 6, and the west side of section 
6, township 12, and range 5, in the very best farming lands in Oklahoma, and 
you can see that it isin the phical center of this country. It has no 
rivals but the two Renos, El Reno and Reno City. The west line of each of 
these towns joins upon the Cheyenne and Arapaho country, and they are only 
3 miles apart, north and south, 

Members of the committee who framed this bill say that they have named a 
few of the county seats for the convenience of the people. Now, would it not 
look very much like a travesty upon justice to name a town clear outside of 
Oklahoma as one bill, the first that was offered upon Territorial government 

RINGER'S), when it placed the location in these words," ator near Fort Reno?” 
nd others say there were so muny towns that wanted the county seat in this 
county that Congress could not go into this matter, but would leave the loca- 
tion to the governor. If that was a good thing for us why uot a good ane all 
round and not nameany? That kind of talk is a good deal like what is said by 
Bret Harte about the gambling Chinaman, “child-like and bland.” A little too 
lamb-like for Western Congressmen, especially when in the fourth section of 
the bill they say that the Fourth County shall embrace the Fort Reno military 
reservation. Why do they wish this to be taken into this Territory, when in 
the State of Kansas and other States the Government asks the States to cede 
jurisdiction to it? 

1 was a member of this last or present Legislature of Kansas, and one of its 
last acts was to cede jurisdiction to the Government of the Fort Riley military 
reservation, There might be a plausible reason given by some men that it was 
on account of the prohibition law of Kansas. Even that would not look well or 
sound well for a Congressman to speak of in Congress assembled, but when 
you a little farther into the bill you can see the symptoms of the true in- 
Arc satel of this matter; for instance, the first clause of the fourth section says 
that the governor shall establish the county line, subject to the future action of 
the Territoriai Legislature. Yet in this particular county that bill says that 
this county shall embrace the Fort Reno military reserve. If the governor 
was to have the establishing of the county lines, why not let him do so? But 
no; this particular county must have that post embraced within its limits. 
Now, the majority of the people of this county, and I believe of the whole Ter- 
ritory, think this is an injustice and an iniquity that should not be allowed to 

so honorable a body as the Congress of the United States, nor do I believe 
k will be, if the members understand the situation fully. 

The military reservation does not adjoin Oklahoma proper, but a part of the 
Cheyenne country intervenes between thetwo. But the crowning infamy of 
this proposed measure is that un-American part which places the lovation of the 
county seat ofthe county beyond the reach of the governor or the Legislature of 
this Territory, or even the vote of the people themselves to change it; nothing but 
an act of Congress «ould change it. Now, do you believe that all these things 
could or have happened in the usual course of legislation? No, these things do 
not happen that way; there is a pu in all these things that willdevelop 
furtheron. As the Chaplain of your House once had as the theme for a lecture 
“What a blind man saw in England,” so can we who are here see though we 
have not the eyes of Congressmen. 

1 feel assured that when this matter is fully understood such a measure will 
not be forced upon us,.as there is no presedan that I have ever heard of for such 
action, What possible benefit would it be to the Government to have the Fort 

mo reserve embraced in this county? None; but on the other hand there 
would be embarrassment on account of conflict of jurisdiction. I believe that 
the workers of the scheme ex ed that the infamy of placing the county seat 
beyond the reach of the people might be discovered. Then they would still 
have the leyerage'of all of the Army attachés at the fort and agencies there, 
and it could be used for a herding nd for voters, to keep the county seat at 
some point ator near Fort Reno. When Kansas was admitted, or rather was 
organized into a Territory, all of the attachés of troops were debarred from vot- 
ing, but — is nothing of the kind in this bill. 

y yours, 


Hon. Hooker, Washington City. 


P., 8 —You can ask Major MORRILL of the First Kansas district if I am responsi- 
ble for what I say. Fa? 


JOHN M. CANON, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose, Mr. BREWER in the chair as Speaker 
tempore, and a message was read from the Senate, by Mr. McCooxr, 
ts Secretary, announcing the passage of bills of the following titles; in 
which concurrence was requested: 
A bill (S, 2653) providing for the terms and place of holding terms 
of the United States courts in the State of Washington; 


A bill (S. 1219) providing for the construction of a 
at Salt Lake City, Uth; and 

A bill (S. 680) for fhe relief of Alice E. Robertson. 

The committee ed its session. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to be compelled on an 
occasion of this kind to reply to letters which are read in debate by 
members of this House, and which I am sure they do not indorse. 

This gentleman sends a letter to a Representative in Congress in 
which he impugns the motives of the Committee on Territories and in- 
sists that there is some sort of a job or scheme in this proposition, and 
the honorable gentleman from Mississippi has had it read as a part of 
his remarks, 

Now, Mr, Chairman, in the first place, this letter relates to the sec- 
tion of the bill before it was reported to this House and while it was 
pending in the committee,when the text was that the county seat of 
this county should be ator near Fort Reno. I believe that the people 
who live in the town that this gentleman represents object to that lan- 
guage, because it cuts that town out from competing for the county 
seat, and to oblige this gentleman I suggested this change; and it seems 
that he is not obliged now. Now, if there is any scheme about the 
gentleman who wrote that letter, he wrote me also, and objected to the 
text of the bill, which was amended to suit him, I think, and that ob- 
jection comes from himself. $ 

Now, the text originally stated that the county seat should be at or 
near Fort Reno. He objected to that because his town of Frisco, 12 
miles from Fort Reno, he thought would be cut off from competing. I 
asked the Committee on Territories to make this change, and I thought 
this change was made necessary. There was no point at which we 
could designate the location of the county unless we stated that it was 
a county that was to embrace this reservation of Fort Reno, as the reser- 
vation had to be in some county; it wassimply a geographical designa- 
tion of the southwestern po of the Territory, and if gentlemen want 
it better understood than by having it stated as the county which shall 
embrare Fort Reno, they can make it in the southwestern part of the 
Territory. 

This gentleman supposes that he knew more than members of Con- 
gress about it who had studied this matter from a disinterested stand- 
point and did not have any town-site or town interest in the place and 
who had no other disposition than to be fair, We had this change made 
simply so as to obviate such an objection; and I am periectly willing 
that it shall not be designated as the county to embrace the Fort Reno 
military reservation, but it shall be called the southwestern part of the 
Territory. There must be some county within which the Fort Reno 
military reservation must be, and for the purpose of a geographical des- 
eee it wassonamed. Here isa map, if any gentleman desires to 

ocate it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANSUR. In regard to this matter, Mr. Chairman and gen- 
tlemen of the committee, I remember full well when it was before the 
committee, and I opposed the proposition at the time that the location 
should be at or near Fort Reno, because there were three or four towns 
almost right together within two, three, or four miles of each other, 
and knowing that there would be a conflict between them I proposed 
that it ought to go, as I thought, to Frisco, that being about an equal 
distance between Fort Reno and Oklahoma City. It was discussed 
fully by the committee. There was considerable difference of opinion, 
and finally, for the purpose of reconciling the different opinions as to 
where the county seat should be, we thought of this: That, inasmuch 
as the governor was to be appointed by the President and inasmuch 
as he was to call the Legislature within thirty days after its election, 
it wasa question that could be left to the people there at the time to 
determine which town ought to have it. 

We thought that the best thing to be done with the rival contests be- 
tween three or four towns (three, I believe) that are within two and a 
half and three miles in distance. It will probably be determined by 
whichever Lae may happen to be selected in the extension of the 
Rock Island road, which is ranning down there. The railroad town 
will most likely be made the county seat, and it will be located in the 
interest of the public; so that it was finally determined to leave it to 
the governor to locate it. That is the reason for the adoption of that 
language by the committee. ‘ 

Mr. HARE. Thereport of the committee I indors¢throughout with 
the exception of not naming the county seats of the two counties named. 
To adopt the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Hooker] would simply bring up the six counties in which there 
would be so many contests for the county seat. I think it was proper 
to lay off the Territory into counties, and, wherever it was practicable, 
it was right to name the county seats, in order to keep them from be- 
ing matters of contest among the people. This letter that has been 
read shows that there is a contest; and to settle such questions right 
here, whenever it can be done, is, in my judgment, right and proper. 
The town I have named is crossed by railroads, and the other one, 
Kingfisher, is on a disputed pre-emption. Therefore, to settle these 
controversies here and now and take away the occasion for these con- 
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tests, I oppose the gentleman’s amendment and insist that my own is 
roper. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move tostrike out the last word. I desire toask 
the gentleman who has charge of this bill a question. The bill pro- 
vides for temporary county seats by these locations ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. How are the permanent county seats to be fixed ? 

Mr. PERKINS, They will be fixed as the Legislature of the new 
Territory of Oklahoma shall provide. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the bill make that provision? 

Mr. PERKINS, There is nothing in the bill which precludes them 
from doing that, and it provides that these county seats shall be only 
temporary, until the organization of the Territorial government. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The language of the bill provides that 
the government of the counties or the boundaries of the counties shall 
be temporary, but there is nothing in it which provides that the county 
seats shall be temporary, and I was about to suggest an amendment in 
the second line of the last paragraph of section 4, so as to make the 
provision read: ‘‘ At the first election for members of the Legislative 
Assembly the people of each county may vote for a county seat and for 
a name for such county,” ete. 

Mr. PERKINS. The only objection to that is that at the time of 
the first election the Legislature will not yet have had an opportunity 
to define the boundaries of the counties; so that it would not be well 
for the people at that time to undertake to permanently locate their 
county seats. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. So far as this bill is concerned it does 
specifically designate the county seats. Now, this beingan act of Con- 
gress and there being in it no language which indicates that the county 
seats shalt be temporary, while there issomething in it which indicates 
that the boundaries shall be temporary, may it not be held that the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature could not pass any act by which the people would 
change the county seats, even after the new counties are designated by 
the Legislature? 

Mr. PERKINS, I think not; but we have no objection that an amend- 
ment shall be offered to the effect that these designations are only tem- 
porary in their character if any one desires it; because they are so in 
fact and in effect. The counties are temporarily designated and the 
provision of the bill is that they are temporary, and when the legisla- 
ture convenes and marks out the boundaries of the counties then neces- 
sarily the county seats must conform to those counties, as the Legisla- 
ture shall prescribe. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
The amendment which I have offered as a substitute for that of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. HARE] proposes to give the people the right 
to deterrniine the names of the counties and to fix the sitesof the county 
seats, and I submitted the letter which has been referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], because it seemed to me to con- 
tain an argument for not doing what the bill proposes todo. If there 
isin it any reflection upon the committee, I do not very well see it, and 
I certainly do not see any suggestion that there is any ‘‘ nigger in the 
wood-pile,’’ as one honorable gentleman seems to think. 

The letter speaks for itself. It was written to me by a man whom I 
have never seen and never heard of before. He is one of the people 
there. He went from the good State of Kansas, and he seems to have 
been a member of the Legislature of that State at one time, and is a 
mau of high character. Heis evidently in favor of Frisco, which is ad- 
mitted, I believe, to be the largest and most populous place in that 
county. 

The writer of this letter has a right to be heard upon the subject as 
a citizen, and in writing that letter toa member of Congress I presume 
that he exercised simply his right to express his opinion, and to give 
not only the committee, but the House the benefit of the information 
which he has acquired by being on the spot. He certainly knows 
vastly more than I know or can pretend to know on the subject. and 
Isubmitted his letter because it seemed to me to present a forcible ar- 

ment in support of my amendment, which refers to all the counties. 
f think there should be no designation of the names of the counties 
by Congress, and certainly no designation of the county seats, because 
upon that question the people ought to have the right to pass. 

If there be a contest or anything of that kind as between El Reno 
and Frisco, let the people determine where they think the county seat 
onght to be. As I anderstand, it is conceded that the town of Frisco 
is more central than any other in this southwestern county and has a 
larger population. TI offered my amendment to apply to all the coun- 
ties. If there be towns in the other counties so well situated by nature 
and having so large a population as to be naturally indicated for the 

` county seats, there will be no difficulty in applying this amendment 
to them, but I think the county seats should be selected by the people. 
For instance, it is provided that the county seat of the First County shall 
be at Guthrie; of the Second County at Oklahoma City; of the Third 
Countyat Norman, Now, if these are the places which would probably 
be selected by the people, and if there be any doubt as to this county 
whether the county seat should go to El Reno or Frisco, why not allow 
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the people to designate thesite? Itseems to me there can be no possi- 
ble objection to my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to amend by pags out the last word. 
I desire to explain this matter briefly to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi. Itis provided in the bill that the laws of Arkansas be extended 
over this territory until the adjournment of the first session of the 
Territorial Legislature. If these county seats be fixed before a vote is 
taken in the Territory, the Territorial Government will be in full 
operation the very-moment the governor enters upon his duties; the 
county officers will then all take their places. The returns of the first 
election must be sent to some place; there should be some point desig- 
nated which the people will recognize as the county seat; and we pro- 
pose visa to tix this county seat until the Legislature can otherwise 
provide. 

Now, as to Guthrie, as to Oklahoma City, as to Norman, they are just 
as much fixed as county seats, by reason of their great preponderance 
of population, as the capitals of any of the States of the Union are 
fixed as capitals, These designations are made in the bill for the pur- 
pose simply of facilitating the temporary government. 

Mr. HOOKER. I moveto amend by striking out the last two words. 
It has heen said that this change was made in committee. As I un- 
derstand, this gentleman in his letter refers not to the present bill, but 
to the bill of a former Congress with regard to the first organization of 
Oklahoma Territory, In that measure, as I understand, it was pro- 
vided that the county seat should be at or near Fort Reno. But that 
bill of a former Congress embraced an entirely different area. 

As to the argument that the laws of Arkansas are extended over this 
Territory, I do not understand that that provision has been adopted; 
it has not yet been reached inthe consideration of this bill, and we 
may never adopt it; there is every probability, I think, that it may 
not be adopted at all, 

I submit, therefore, that this important matter of the selection of a 
county seat should be left to the people interested, and I do not see any 
reason why the selection should not be made by them at the first elec- 
tion. Ifthese places have been indicated by population, by geographical 
position, etc., as the proper points for the county seats there is no rea- 
son for supposing the people will not select them. But if there be in 
any one county two points between which a question may arise, it 
seems to me the most obvious method of settlement is to allow the 
people of the whole county to vote on the question whether the county 
seat shall be at one point or the other. 

As has been well suggested by my friend from Kansas, there is very 
good reason for apprehending that if we now fix the county seat by the 
terms of this act, it may be out of the power of the Territorial Legisla- 
ture to make a change in that respect without further action by Con- 
gress. That would seem to be the natural construction of the phrase- 
ology of the bill: that, as this county seat is fixed by Congress, it can 
only be unfixed by Congress. When we, by this act, establish the Ter- 
ritory and designate this particular point, it may very well be assumed 
that we thereby take away trom the people the right to determine this 
guestion, though it is one naturally belonging to them. Look at the “ 
language of the bill: 


Sec. 4. That, for the purpose of facilitating the organization of a temporary 
government in the Territory of Oklahoma, six counties are hereby estaplished 
therein, to be known, until after the first election in the Territory, as the First 
County, the Second County, the Third County, the Fourth garage E the Fifth 
County, and the Stxth County, the boundaries of which shall be fixed by the 

erua of the Territory until otherwise provided by the Legislative Assembly 
thereof. 


Under this language it is a very serious question for the consideration 
of this Committee of the Whole whether the Territorial Legislature 
would have any power to make any change on this subject; whether, 
a‘ter Congress has made this location, as it has the right to do, the Terri- 
tory will have any authority to supersede the legislation of Congress on 
this subject. So that, as has been very properly suggested, an act of 
Congress might be required to get rid of the incumbrance which you 
would thus place on the people of the county by fixing the county seat 
at a particular point, although a majority of the legal yuters of the 
county might desire another. 

The question being taken on agreeing tothesubstitute of Mr. HOOKER, 
there were—ayves 23, noes 39. 

Mr. HOOKER. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mississippi makes the point 
that no quorum of the Committee of the Whole has voted. The Chair 
will count the committee. [A pause.] One hundred and eight mem- 
bers are present in the body of the Hall. The noes have it; and the 
proposed substitute of the gentleman from Mississippi is rejected. The 
question now recurs upon the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. OATES. Irse toa parliamentary inquiry. I desire to know 
by what rule the Chair, under the present circumstances, counts toas- 
certain whether a quorum is pr: sent or not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair expects that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OATEs] is as well advised on that point as the Chair. The 
Chair undertakes tocount the members present because, the point being 
made, it is necessary to know whether a quorum isin attendance or not. 
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Mr. OATES. The gentleman from Alabama does not know any rule 
which authorizes the Chair to count in that way to ascertain whether 
there is a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. In answer to the gentleman’s parliamentary in- 
quiry, the Chair states that, on the point being made he assumes the 
power to count whether a quorum is present in the Hall, precisely as is 
done under the rules in the House, and announces that a quorum is 

t, there being 108 members actually in the Hall. 

Mr. OATES. ‘The Chair refuses to specify any rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is unnecessary. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN, As the Chair understands, the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Dakata [Mr. PICKLER] is not an amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. PETERS. Imove toamend the ameydment by striking out ‘‘ El 
Reno,” in the first portion of the amendment, and inserting ‘‘ Frisco,” 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the amendment is already 
pending, and no other motion to amend is in order unless it be in the 
form of a substitute, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
know whether an amendment I propose to offer would be a substitute 
for the amendment both of the gentlemen from Kansas and the gentle- 
man from Texas? If so, I shall now submit it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it is a substitute for both the Chair thinks it 
would be in order at this time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentvcky. The amendment is to strike 
out the word ‘‘governor,’’ where it occurs in this section, and insert 
the word “President.” 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to have my amendment read first. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman propose it as an amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Then let it remain for the present until this 
other amendment is disposed of, and the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. - I move, asasubstitute for both 
the pending propositions, that the word “‘governor”’ be stricken ont and 
**President’’ inserted in the fifteenth and seventeenth lines of sec- 
tion 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that would hardly be proper 
as a substitute. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I doubted it myself. But I 
submitted it with this idea, that, if the committee made it a substitute 
for the proposition of the gentleman from Texas as proposed to be 
amended by the gentleman from Kansas, that would be a declaration 
of its purpose that the sites should not be ramed, as proposed in the bill, 
but should be named by some officer, and then the proposition would 
stand as an amendment to the original text. : 

' The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman to offer 
the amendment later. 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to be heard, Mr. Chairman, for a moment 
on the amendment I have submitted. I stated in my remarks belore 
the main reasons why I believe that Frisco should be made the county 
seat of this county, and do not deem it necessary to do more than to 
call the attention of the committee succinctly to these reasons. 

I hope that in the consideration of this question, whatever might have 
been supposed to be offensive in that letter, which has been written 
and read, will not have any weight upon the committee in fixing the 
county seat of thiscounty. We all know and have had experience in 
county-seat elections how terribly bitter these contests may become. 

I have heard it remarked frequently that the most bitter cases in 
court were those between members of the same family, members of the 
same church, and county-seat cases. And I think it safe to say that 
these cases, which involve the question of settling county seats, will 
create more bitterness, antagonism, and feeling than any other cases that 
can probably be brought into the courts. I state this much in extenua- 
tion of whatever may have been improperly said in the letter which 
has been already quoted here on the floor. 

The town of Frisco, Mr. Chairman, is the largestin the county, hav- 
ing, as I have said, a population of about 500 people. It is nearly in 
the geographical center of the proposed county, as it must be formed 
by the governor by reason of the Territorial lines. These are strong 
reasons in favor of its location, and the only objection to the location 
is that it is off the line of the railroad, whereas the town proposed by 
the gentleman from Texas being on the railroad it is claimed gives it 
an advantage in that direction. It should not, Mr. Chairman, give it 
any advantage, because the large bulk of tue population of that county, 
which will necessarily be agricultural, must in the nature of things be 
off the line of the railroad; and consequently it would be more subserv- 
ient to their convenience and more to their advantage, as far as the 
mass of the population of the county is concerned, to locate it at the 
point I have named rather than on the line of the railroad. 

Now, I hope the committee will take into consideration in the Joca- 
tion of these county seats, although they be but temporary, the fact 
that they ought to be located with reference to the convenience of the 
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people that will. probably inhabit tbe Territory thus to be made into 
counties; and as there are houses in Frisco, a number of them, for the 
convenience of the county officers and for the convenience of the records 
of the county and as it isin the center of this newand proposed county, 
it seems to me it is just and wise legislation to locate the seat at Frisco, 

Aside from that we have named Guthrie, which is already a town of 
considerable importance; we have named Oklahoma City, a town of 
considerable importance; we have named Norman, which is not equal 
to the claims of Frisco, for it has not half the population of Frisco, as I 
am informed, and we have named either Kingfisher or Lisbon, neither 
of which alone has the population of Frisco. And so, Mr. Chairman, 
if you take into consideration the question of population, the question 
of where the people can most conveniently go to the county seat, the 
question of where they have settled and the geographical location of 
the county seat, certainly Frisco should be named as the county seat 
of this county. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, the reasons that Judge PETERS has as- 
signed for the establishment of a county seat I fully indorse. These 
county eOntests, wherever they are waged, are extremely bitter. He 
states, however, that Frisco should be named as thecounty seat instead 
of El Reno. 

I want to say that since this bill has been introduced in the House 
arailroad passes from north to south through El Reno and another from 
Fort Smith, running west, is now graded through the same point. I 
want to state further that since the introduction of this bill the popu- 
lation of that town to-day runs up, as it isclaimed, in the neighborhood 
of 1,000 souls, or nearly twice the population of Frisco, and since this 
bill was introduced people are flocking there by the hundred daily. 
This is my information; and the reason is that, the governor having the 
power to determine the boundary lines of the county and to name where 
it is, El Reno being near or within 4 miles of Fort Reno military res- 
ervation, it makes the county in the southeast part of the Territory and 
a proper site for the county. And the very reasons which the gentle- 
man from Kansas urges indicate the correctness of my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The-question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Kansas to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

The amendment of Mr. PETERS to the amendment of Mr. HARE was 
rejected. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HARE, the com- 
mittee divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 46. 

ae TURNER, of New York. I make the point that no quorum has 
voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will count the members of the committee present. 

After counting, the Chair announced the presence of 121 members— 
more than a quorum of the committee. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire now, Mr. Chairman, 
to submit the amendment which I offered a few moments ago, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word ER abans in the sixteenth and seventeenth lines of 
this section, and insert the word “‘ President.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I would suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky 
to designate the Secretary of the Interior instead of the President and 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no objection to the 
modification. I thought originally of doing that, but concluded that 
as the Secretary of the Interior would be only asecretary to the Presi- 
dent, I would insert the name of the President. But I accept the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman. 

The amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was adopted. 

Mr. PICKLER. I now ask the reading of the amendment which I 
have submitted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after the word “‘ Beaver,” in the twentieth line of section 4, the following: 
“Provided the county seats located by this act may be changed in such man- 
ner as the Territorial Legislature may provide.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I submit the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 4 by striking out the word “ six," in the third line, and inserting 
in lieu thereof the word **seven;" also amend by adding the words “and the 
Seventh County” after the words “‘ Sixth County” in the sixth line of section 4, 

Also by adding the following wordsafter the word ** Beaver "in the twentieth 
line: “the county seat of the Seventh County shall be at Stillwater, and said 
county shall embrace the northeast corner of | the Territory.” z 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The object of that amendment is to provide an 
additional county, with the seat at Stillwater. As I understand the 
geography of the Territory, it is about 60 miles from any of the county- 
seats provided by the bill, and this makes a county in the northeast 
portion of the Territory. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 bope that that amendment will not be agreed 
to. The committee discussed this very thoroughly. We thought these 
were enough for the temporary organization of the government, and 
when the Legislature meets they could provide for the rest of them. , 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr, Chairman—— 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the “‘noes”’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 28. 

[Cries of ** Tellers.” ] 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair-will appoint the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PERKINS] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] as 
tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 60, 
noes 40. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

I tried to get the foor before the last vote was taken, but did not 
succeed. My purpose was simply to state that, for the credit of the 
House of Representatives, if we are going to create a seventh county in 
this bill (and about that I feel no concern whatever), we ought at least 
not to send it over to the Senate in the language of that amendment. 
The amendment says that the ‘‘ seventh county shall be composed of the 
northeast corner of the Territory.” I would like to know whether itis 
to contain 1 acre, 2 acres, 3 acres, or 40 square miles. I would dislike 
to be the father of an amendment to a bill the language of which was no 
more definite than that of the amendment which just beenadopted, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas withdraw 
the pro forma amendment ? 

Mr. ROGERS. I withdraw it, of course. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 6, That criminal cases shall be instituted and tried in the district court 
held in said Territory in the county in which the offense was committed, unless 
the case shall be removed to another county by change of venue. Civil suits 
shall be instituted in the district court in the county in which the defendant re- 
sides, or where the contract waa made or the cause of action accrued, or where 
the defendant may be found, and shali be tried therein, unless the case shall be 
removed toanother county by change of venue. 

Personscharged with any offense or crime in the Territory of Oklahoma, and 
for whose arrest a warrant has been issued, may be arrested by the United States 
marshal or any of his deputies wherever found in said Territory, but in all cases 
the accused shall be taken, for preliminary examination, before a United States 
commissioner or a justice of the peace of the county whose office is nearest to 
the place where the offense or crime was committed. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to submit an amendment to that section. 
I wish to cali the attention of the gentleman having charge of the bill 
to the words in lines 4 and 5 of the section: 

Civil suit shall be instituted in the district court in the county in which the 
defendant resides, or where the contract was made or the cause of action ac- 
crued, or where the defendant may be found. 

Now, that does not seem to me to be a fair proposition. I think all 
after the word ‘‘ resides’? ought to be stricken out, so that it will read: 

Civil suits shall be instituted in the district courts in the county in which the 
defendant resides, 

That is the law in most of the States of the Union, I believe. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Suppose you can not find him. He may be tem- 
porarily away. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You serve process by copy in all the States of the 
Union by leaving them at the last known place of residence of the party. 
I do not believe that it is in harmony with the spirit of legislation for 
the last twenty-five years that a citizen shall be called to answer in a 

‘civil suit except in the county in which he resides. Prior to 1850 in 
the State of Indiana a provision similar to this proposition here was in 
existence. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is the common-law rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And in 1850-51 the constitution was amended, and 
one of the strongest contentions in the convention was concerning this 
very proposition relative to suing a man wherever he was to be found, 
whether he was traveling in the country or absent for any temporary 
purpose. Under the constitution as adopted the suit must be made 
where the man resides. Theretore, for twenty-five years in Indiana a 
citizen has not been called upon to answer in a civil suit except in the 
county in which he lives; and I think we are going backward in this 
provision toa state of things favorable to the creditor and injurious to 
the debtor, contrary to the reforms of our age. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ifa citizen of one county should have a contract 
to build a building in another county, and was in that other county 
where the building was being constructed and where the work was be- 
ing done, it seems to me that the proper place for this suit to be laid 
would be where the contract was made and where the work was going 
on. 

Mr. HOLMAN, My friend is occupying the little time I have. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I just wanted to understand the gentleman's posi- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink that some consideration ought be had for 
the debtor class instead of the creditor class entirely, and thata citizen 
should not be called upon to answer a civil action anywhere else ex- 


cept in the county in which he lives. If he does not live in the State 
he ought to be sued wherever he can be found. I would be astonished 
to learn there was such a law in existence in the State of Kansasas this. 
I think if there is, it is about the only State now left in which such a 
law does exist. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the gentleman could improve his amend- 
ment by leaving out, in the sixth line, the words ‘‘or where the con- 
tract was made or the cause of action acerued.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. That will do. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to hear the amendment read. I did 
not hear if. - - 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words in the sixth and seventh lines: “ or where the 
contract was made or the cause of action accrued,” 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman an- 
nounced that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 5. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I make the point that no quorum has 
voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did you not voteintheaffirmative? If you did, 
then you have got what you wanted. 

Mr. TURNER of New York. I do not like business to be transacted 
without a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN counted the committee, and announced that there 
were 113 members within the Hall of the House, 

Mr, TURNER, of New York. I made the point that no quorum 
voted; and in the second section of Rule XXIII I find it stated that — 


Whenever a Committee of the Whole House or of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union finds itself without a quorum, which shall consist of 100 
members, the Chairman shall cause the roll to be called, 

And I made the point of order that the House is without a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee does not find itself without a 
quorum, there being 113 members within the Hall, as ascertained by 
the count by the Chairman. So the committee has a quorum. The 
point of order that no quorum has voted is overruled, and, the count by 
the Chair showing that 113 members are actually present, the amend- 
ment is to. : 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. From that I respectfully appeal to 
the House, 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifa quorum is actually present it is immaterial 
whether a quorum vote. One hundred and thirteen members are act- 
ually present, and the Chair only announces a fact, which is nob dis- 
puted, of the actual presence of a quorum. 

The Chair, following the precedent which has been set in the House, 
and which precedent the Chair thinks is right and should be followed, 
because no provisionis made for a count of members present except by 
the Chair, declines to entertain the appeal. 

An actual quorum is present and, in the judgment of the Chair, the 
statement of the fact cannot be questioned in this way. [Cries of 
* Read!” “Read!” : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Serc, 7. That the general statutes of Nebraska, which are not locally inappli- 
eabie or in conflict with this act or in conflict with any law of the United 
are hereby extended to and put in force in the Tersitory of Oklahoma until 
after the ournment of the first session of the Legislative Assembly of said 
Territory. he governor of said Territory is authorized to divide each county 
into voting precincts and into such political subdivisions and schoo! districts as 
may be required by the laws of the State of Nebraska; and he is hereby au- 
thorized to appoint all officers of such counties and subdivisions thereof, and 
all election officers until their election or appointment shall be provided for by 
the Legislative Assembly, but not more than two of the judges or iuspectors of 
election in any voting precinct shall be members of the saine political party, 
and the candidates of each political party who may be voted for at such elec- 
tion may designate one person who shall be present at the counting and can- 
vassing of the votes cast in each precinct: Provided, That the supreme and dis- 
trict oourts provided for in other sections of this act shall constitute the courts 
in said Territory in lieu of courts of like jurisdiction provided for by the laws 
of the State of Nebraska; and jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon said courts 
to enforce said laws. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to this 
section. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, pending the consideration of that 
amendment I hope the gentleman in charge of the bill [Mr. PERKINS] 
will move that the committee rise, 

Mr. PERKINS. Let us consider this amendment first. 

The amendment of Mr. MORSE was read, as follows: 

Amend section 7 by inserting immediately after the word “ Territory,” in line 
6, the following: 

“And provided, That no intoxicating liquor shall be introduced, under any pre- 
tense, into the Territory of Okiaboma until authorized by law, and that every 
person who, except for medicinal or mechanical purposes, sells, exchanges, 
gives, barters, or disposes of any intoxicating liquor to any person, or attempts 
to introduce any intoxicating yr in the Territory, or to set up or continue 
any d or manufacture of any intoxicating liquor within said Territory, 
shal} be punished by imprisonment for not more than two years and by a fine 
of not more than $1,000. 


Mr. MORSE, Mr. Chairman, the Territory of Oklahoma, with refer- 
ence to the government of which we are legislating, is surrounded by 
the Indian Territory and by the i and this amendment~to the 
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seventh section which I have offered substantially continues the exist- 
ing regulations of the liquor traffic with Indian tribes in Oklahoma 
until a Territorial government is organized and the people of that 
Territory have an opportunity to vote upon the question of allowing 
the manufacture orsale of strong drink within the Territory. 

Mr. KILGORE. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts as to whether or no his amendment is the law of Massachusetts 
upon the subject of the liquor traffic. 

Mr. MORSE. Ifitisnotitought to be. The sale of rum toa white 
man is bad, but it is very much worse to sell it to an Indian. I read 
of an Indian once who pointed to a barrel of whisky that was being 
unloaded in his country, and remarked in his native tongue that there 
were five murders in that barrel and fifty fights ; and it is easy to fore- 
see the effect of legalizing the saloons, as the existing bill will do, in 
close proximity to the Indians. Brawls, massacres, and murders are 
certain to follow the sale of strong drink to the Indians surrounding 
and inhabiting this Territory. Citizens of the Territory of Oklahoma 
have waited upon me since this bill has been under consideration and 
urged the adoptionof thisamendment. Thepending bill fixes the same 
regu!ation upon the liquor traffic as exists in Nebraska, which is high 
license. 

It will not matter much, in its effect, whether an Indian buys ram 
and whisky at a high or low license saloon. Fights, bloodshed, and 
murder are sure to follow, and in the interests of the citizens of this 
Territory and in the name of justice and fair play I demand that the 
bréweries, distilleries, and licensed saloons shall not be forced upon the 
people of that Territory without their consent. 

Mr. KILGORE. _I desire to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts has the floor. 

Mr. MORSE. I can not hear the gentleman from Texas—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts allow me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to say to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that he is mistaken in his assumption in regard to the position of 
the Indian reservation after this bill passes. The law of Congress which 

rohibits the introduction of intoxicating or spirituous liquors of any 
kind into those Indian reservations is not changed by this bill at all. 
That law will still exist, and, as gentlemen know, it contains a most 
stringent prohibition against introducing intoxicating liquors into any 
Indian reservation. Therefore the gentleman’s amendment would ap- 
ply only to that portion of this Territory that is opened for settlement, 
and over that is placed the law of Nebraska. 

Now, any gentleman upon this floor who is familiar with the law of 
Nebraska will tell you that it prohibits the sale of intoxicating liquors 
of every kind until it has been authorized by a vote of the people and 
a license given therefor. Therefore, if the gentleman’s object is to ac- 
complish what he has stated, that object will be best obtained by let- 
ting the matter alone. Í 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the zmendment is exhausted. 

Mr. MORSE. I move tostrike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] I desire to say that no harm can possibly arise from mak- 
ing this matter so plain and distinct that he that runs may read, and I 
believe the gentleman irom Illinois is too wise and too patriotic to desire 
to open liquor saloons in close proximity to these Indians. If they 
are opened there it is easy to see what will happen: murders, fights 
among the Indians, and massacres of the white people. 

This amendment | believe to bea wise and judicious one. I believe 
it has the approval of at least some members of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, and I trust the House will adopt it. 

Let us take no chances. Let us make the law so plain that there 
can be no mistake. This amendment simply excludes the sale and 
manufacture of rum in that Territory until the new government has a 
right to act upon that question, nothing more, nothing less, and I sub- 
mit that this amendment is in the interests of law and order, morality 
and virtue. and good government, and ought to prevail. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I trust that this amend- 
ment prohibiting the sale of alcoholic liquors in this newly organized 
Territory, or about-to-be organized Territory, will receive at least the 
deliberate consideration of this House. I believe that no more serious 
matter can weigh upon the consciences of the several members of this 
committee than the question whether these untutored children of the 
willerness, as we are tanght by this Committee on Territories to believe 
they are, shall be assailed by this most dangerous temptation of civili- 
zation, I confess, sir, I for one feel that I should be unmindfal of my 
duty to my constituents and to my fellow-men did I not rise in my 
place and raise even a feeble voice against any legislation which would 
expose these untutored children of nature to this most subtle tempta- 
tion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANSUR. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I yield with much pleasure. 

Mr. MANSUR Is the gentleman aware that the laws of the United 
States in full force to-day make it a criminal offense to take intoxicating 
liquor into the reservation of any Indians? 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. But I suggest to the gentleman that 
this is no longer a reservation, but a Territory. 

Mr. MANSUR. But I desire to remind the gentleman that, as this 
bill expressly declares, this Territorial government or organization is not 
for any Indian reservation whatever; it does not apply to Indian reser- 
vations. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I admit that I ought to have known 
that this committee, in the paternal care which they have exercised 
over the poor red man, in their intense and earnest solicitude to help 
him onward in the path of civilization, would not have neglected a sin- 
gle point. It is really presumption on my part to rise here and raise 
any question as to all these points, having received the most careful and 
deliberate consideration in all their minutiæ and details. 

But I would suggest thatas long ago as 1819 these people who, we are 
told here, are unable of themselves to go forward in the road they have 
so nobly trod toward civilization—as long ago as 1819 the Cherokee 
people passed a prohibitory act. Am I not entitled to claim that they 
have been the vanguard in this army of temperance reform? I sub- 
mit it is too bad that these Indians, after seventy years of faithful ad- 
herence to the total abstinence policy, should now be exposed to this 
temptation. I hope, therefore, this committee will consider very seri- 
ously and very soberly this question; and I suggest that the committee 
now rise that we may go home and in meditation—possibly in the re- 
tirement and secrecy of our closets—consider whether we should thus 
put temptation in the way of the untutored savage. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves that the 
committee now rise, 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PAyson reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, having had under conside:ation the bill (S. 895) 
to provide a temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 12 min- 
utes p, m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
ESTABLISHMENT OF LIGHT AT ST. JONES RIVER, DELAWARE BAY. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an appro- 
priation for establishing proper lights for marking the entrance of St. 
Jones River, Delaware Bay—to the Committee on Commerce, 

LIGHT AND FOG SIGNAL AT MARY OR ST. MARY’S ISLAND, ALASKA. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an appro- 
priation for the establishment of a light and fog signal at Mary or st. 
Mary’s Island, Alaska—to the Committee on Commerce. 

LIGHTS IN YAQUINA BAY, OREGON. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an appro- 
priation for the establishment of proper lights in Yaquina Bay, Oregon— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

RANGE OF LIGHTS, DETROIT RIVER, MICHIGAN. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an appro- 
priation for the establishment of a range of lights between Windmill 
Point, Lake St. Clair, and Belle Isle, Detroit River, Michigan—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

NAUTICAL ALMANAC OFFICE—RENT OF ROOMS. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Navy for rent of rooms for Nautical Alma- 
nac Office—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

SUPPORT OF THE ARMY. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the 
Adjutant-General of the Army, suggesting certain amendments to H. 
R. 7619, making appropriations for the support of the Army fur the 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

MAPS OF SURVEYS OF OCMULGEE RIVER. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting blue-print maps to 
accompany the report on the survey of Ocmulgee River, already trans- 
mitted—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES, 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DIBBLE: 

Concurrent resolution of the General Assembly of the State of South 
Carolina, in favor of an early completion of the jetties of the harbor of 
Charleston, 8. C.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
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RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was delivered 
to the Speaker and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CARLTON: 

Whereas report No. 558, accompanying the findings of the Court of Claims in 
divers cases, Known as the French spoliation claims, made by Commitee on 
Claims, has been fully exhausted; and 

Whereas this repost is an. able and elaborate presentation of ali the facts and 
history appertaining to said French spoliation claims; Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That 2,000 copies of said report be pr nted for the use of the House 
and that 500 copies beyond the usual number be printed for deposit in the docu- 
ment-room; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, the following reports were filed, and, 
with accompanying bills, ordered to be printed, and referred as follows: 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 570) for the relief of Enoch Davis— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the following 
bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House: 

A bill (H. R. 1910) for the relief of Isaac H. Wheat; and 

A bill (H. R. 2842) for the relief of Carl F. Kolbe. 

Mr. DOLLIVER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 1662) for the relief of B. F. Moody & 
Co., or their legal representatives—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 

rted favorably the bill (H. R. 3639) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza E. 

ebart, widow of Jules J. Hebart, deceased—to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse. 

Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 1565) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate 
of George W. Lawrence; and 

A bill (H. R. 4196) for the relief of the Washington Iron Works. 

Mr. SPINOLA also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 

rted favorably the bill (S. 1074) for the relief of John Hollins Me- 

lair—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. KINSEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 885) providing for the building of a road to 
the national cemetery at Yorktown—to the Committee of the Whole 
House ov the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
favorably the following joint resolutions; which were severally referred 
to the House Calendar: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the heirs of Rear Admiral 
Charles H. Baldwin to receive a snaff-vox irom the Czar of Russia; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 68) authorizing Capt. George 5. Anderson, 
Sixth Cavalry, to accept from the President of the French Republic a 
diploma conferring the decoration of Chevalier of the National Order 
of the Legion of Honor. 

Mr, POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 232) for the erection of a 
public building at Logansport, Ind.—to the Committee of the Whole 
.~Hou-e on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BOOTH MAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favora- 
bly the bill (H. R. 4039) for the relief of O. W. Boyd—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 6563) increasing the 

nsion of Mrs. Dorothea D. Yates—to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 

Mr. PARRETT, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 6294) for the relief of Isabel Hensley—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 3 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 1006) to erect a public build- 
ing at Lima, Ohio—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported with amendment the following bills; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union: 

A bill (H. R. 7314) making an appropriation for the construction of 
anew light-ship, with fog-signal, to be established at Frying Pan Shoals, 
North Carolina; and 

A bill (H. R. 7313) making an appropriation for the construction of a 
new light-ship, with fog-signal, to be established at Martin’s Industry 
Shoal, off Port Royal entrance, eastward of Tybee light, Georgia. 

Mr. WILLCOX, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the following bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 6062) for the relief of Andrew J, Calahan; and 


A bill (H. R. 2723) for the relief of William W. Burns. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported favorably the following bills; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 7245) tor the relief of Snowdon & Mason; and 

A bill (H. R. 7489) tor the relief of George W. Quintard. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
reported favorably the bill (H. R. 3716) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to convey to the State of Kansascertain lands therein—to , 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following bills were delivered to 
the Speaker, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. O° DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 7977) providing for the levying 
of a duty on coffee in certain cases, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 7978) to establish telegraphic com- 
munication between’Alpena, Mich., and certain life-saving stations— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 7979) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to restore pensions,” approved June 9, 18&30—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 7980) amending section 4708 of 
the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ? 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R.7931) to provide tor the erection of 
a public building in the city of Portsmouth, in the State of Virginia— 
to the Committee on Public Bui dings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DORSEY : A bill (H. R. 7982) fixing compensation to be paid 
for use of telephones in the different Departments—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. f 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 7983) amending an 
act of Congress July 12, 1882, relative to fire limit of site of post- 
office and Federal building. Brooklyn, N. Y.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 7984) to amend an act entitled “An 
act for theestablishment of a Bureau of Animal Industry’’—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 4 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R: 7985) to amend an act entitled 
“An act toaid vessels wrecked or disabled in the waters conterminous 
to the United States and the Dominion of Canada,” approved June 19, 
1873—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 7986) to provide for the erection of 
a public building at Bradford, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 7987) to appropriate dollars to 
cominence, prosecute, and complete the building and construction of 
Mount Vernon avenue—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAINES: A bill (H. R. 7988) granting pensions to ex- 
soldiers, sailors, and marines who are incapacitated for the perform- 
ance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows and children 
of decea-ed soldiers, sailors, and marines—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 7989) to promote the adminis- 
tration of justice in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Alxo, a bill (H. R- 7990) to amend Rules and Articles of War 79 and 
$0, and improve the administration of justice in the Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 7991) to prevent fraudulent transac- 
tions on the part of commission merchants and other consignees of 
goods and other property in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Colambia. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 7992) for the erection of a publie 
building at Newberyport, Mass. —to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 7993) to amend section 4 of ‘‘ Au act to 
authorize the county of Laurens, in the State of Georgia, to construct 
a bridge across the Oconee River at or near Dublin, in said county and 
State,” approved June 18, 1888—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas: A bill (H. R. 79:14) to establish a 
uniform system of bankruptcy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 7995) to provide for the erection of 
a public bnilding at Oil City, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7996) defining lager beer; 
also imposinga special tax upon and regulating the manuilacture, sale, 
a d importation of adulterated lager beer—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7997) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Alpena, Mich.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 7998) authorizing the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral of the Army to correct the muster-rolls o! the Missonri Home 
eer of the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Military 
A 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7999) granting an increased pension 
to Adaline Whelan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 8000) for the relief of Louisa F, 
Gu ie—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8001) for the relief of 
Charles H, Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CARLISLE: A bill (H. R. 8002) for the relief of Fannie Bost- 
wick, widow of Martin B. Strader—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 8003) granting a pension to Julia 
A. Colby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8004) granting a pension to Mary M. Luther—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R.8005) for the relief of Joseph Bar- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 8006) for the relief of George F. 
Bratt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 8007) granting a pension to Mary 
R. Blood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: A bill (H. R. 8008) granting a pension to Chloe 
Quiggle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8009) for the restoration 
of Abner Morehead to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 8010) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Joel Towsand—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. - 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 8011) granting a pension to Ephraim 
G. Skinner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request) a bill (H. R. 8012) granting a pension to Charles 
A. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

“By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 8013) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. E. F. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 814) for the relief of Richard M. 
Edwards—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORMAN: A bill (H. R. 8015) granting a pension to Will- 
- iam McAlister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8016) inereasing the pension of John B. Reed— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 8017) granting arrears of pension to 
Elizabeth C. Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8018) for the relief of Francis W. Seeley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 8019) to compensate George P. Laflin 
for property destroyed by Comanche Indians—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8020) to compensate George P. Laflin for prop- 
erty destroyed and stolen by Indians—to the Seleet Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8021) to compensate George P. Laflin for prop- 
erty destroyed and stolen by Navajo Indians—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 8022) for the relief of Chyles C. Blan- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 8023) granting a pension to Nancy 
Rodgers Macomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8024) for the relief of John D. Waterman—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 8025) to pay TERETNE for prop- 
erty unlawfully confiscated and destroyed—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 8026) for the relief of O. P. Phillips— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8027) for the relief 
of Alexander Hogeland—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander 
Callison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8029) granting a pension 
to James C. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL (by request): A bill (H. R. 8030) to compensate J. 
M. Bryan for property at Choteau Station taken from him by the Chero- 
kee Nation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8031) to authorize Mitchell Brothers to erect dam 
and irrigating ditches on Neutral Land Strip, Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 8032) granting a pension to John 
M. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 8033) for the relief of William F. 
Gibson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 8034) for the relief of John W. Breck- 
. enridge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8035) granting a pension to Naoma Skeels—to the 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8036) granting a pension to Mary Younghaus—to 
the Committee on Invalid anon = 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 8037) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Sanchez—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 8038) for the relief 
of Norman Wiard—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SAYERS (by request): A bill (H. R. 8039) forthe recognition 
of Thomas P. McManus as acolonel of discontinued commandsin Texas— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8040) granting a pension to 
Henry M. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8041) granting a pension to Henry M. Hunt—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mgr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8042) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Urs Ambrose Nunlist—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8043) for the relief of 
Emeline E. Musgrave—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8044) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 8045) granting a pension to Hariet 
Fisk—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill {S. 134) for the relief of Rear Admiral Carter—Committee 
on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 4625) regulating settlement of military claims and for 
other purposes—Com mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of Dinnitia W. Bates, widow of Isaac 
Bates, deceased, of Johnson County, Texas, praying for the reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims, under act of March 3, 1883—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A petition and report to accompany H. R. 
4712, for the reliefof Harris Philpot—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: Petition of John G. Dew and many 
citizens of King and Queen and King William Counties, for appropria- 
tions for improvement of the Mattaponi River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Application of George W. Stineback, for the re- 
moval of the charge of desertion against him as private Company K, 
Eighteenth Regiment, Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, affidavit of above-named applicant in support of said applica- 
tion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAR1 ER: Protest by citizens of Red Lodge, Mont., against 
extending boundaries of the Yellowstone National Park—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Peter Boland, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, statement of M. H. Chesney, relative to his claim for back pay— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers in case of Herman Krumbach—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Mrs. R. C. Hamilton, of Nannie, 
Floyd County, Georgia, praying that her claim for property taken by 
the Army during the late war be referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Horace G. Mooney, Rome, Ga., praying for same 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Margaret Morris, Rome, Ga., praying for the same 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of J. W. Guthrie Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Woodward, Iowa, in favor of service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of O. P. Lewin Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Hartiord, Iowa, forsame purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolutions unanimously adopted by the commis- 
sioners of Sheridan County, Nebraska, in reference to deep-water har- 
bor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Eliza Beuchom, of Henderson County, 
Tennessee, for reference of claim for stores and other supplies taken by 
United States Army to the Court of Claims under provisions of Bow- 
man act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Resolutions of D. B. Hawkins Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Illinois, ior service-pension jaw—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. GEAR: Resolutions of Joe Mead Post and W. C. Harper 


a 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


2107 


Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, in regard to 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of 34 voters of mlade puia; Pa., for 
free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protests against Central Canal across Minnesota 
Point, from the Chamber of Commerce of Superior, Wis.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions of John A. Davis, Lieu- 
tenant Bruden, G. W. Nelson, Phil, Sheridan, Cascade, Janesville, Hart- 
man, Fairbank, E. C. Buckner, and F. M. Thompson Posts, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Iowa, urging the passage of the service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

Also, resolutions by the Business Men’s Association, Davenport, Iowa, 
indorsing the Hennepin Canal and the improvement of natural water 
ways in general—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

, resolutions from same association, indorsing the deep-water 
movement on the coast of Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, petition from farmers at Providence, Iowa, urging legislation 
against gambling in grain—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, letter from Mr. John H. Hale, Waukon, Iowa, and memorial 
in behalf of the deaf soldiers, praying for increase of pensions—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Astoria, 
Oregon, for improving the Lewis and Clarke River and Columbia River 
between Astoria and Wood's Landing, in Oregon, and Gray’s River, in 
Washington—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 82 persons of Oregon, asking for a national Sunday- 
rest law—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Astoria, Oregon, in 
support of Senate bill 305—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Richard Barnett and about 500 others, cit- 
izens of Galena, Ill., for the improvement of Galena River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOUK (by request): Petition of 227 persons of Tennessee, 
asking fora national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania: Petition of members of William 
Lemmon Post, No. 260, New Bethlehem, Pa., and other soldiers and 
sailors, signed by 3U8 names, asking for the passage of an act whereby 
all pensioners of the war of the rebellion shall be treated equally, ete.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic post, Rich- 
land, Iowa, for service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of Grand Army of the Republic post, Colfax, Iowa, 
favoring same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Grand Army of the Republic post of Rose Hill, Iowa, 
for service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Grand Army of the Republie post, Keota, Iowa, for 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Grand Army of the Republic post, Drakesville, Iowa, 
for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Grand Army of the Republic post, South English, 
Towa, for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Oskaloosa (Iowa) Monthly Meeting of Friends, 
against increase of expenditures for Navy and coast defenses—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Hedrick (Iowa) Grand Army of the Republie post, 
for service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Fremont (Iowa) Grand Army of the Republic post, 
for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), petition of J. H. Riddle and 49 others, citizens of 
Towa, in favor of a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of H. C. Evansand 134 others, citizens of Davis County, 
Iowa, asking that binding twine and the raw material therefor be put 
on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McADOO: Petition of Winter Bull Manufacturing Company, 
of Jersey City, N. J., with reference to the tariff on canes and um- 
brella sticks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Mrs. Fannie Donnelly, asking that 
her quartermaster claim be referred to the Court of Claims under the 

rovisions of the so-called Bowman bill—to the Committee on War 


ims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY : Petition of citizens of Damascus, Ohio, pro- 
testing against armor defense as a menace to peace—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of soldiers and sailors, favoring the passage ofa service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, p tilion of many ex-soldiers and sailors of the late war, favor- 
ing the passage ofa service-pension bill—tothe Committeeo Invalid 

ensions, 

By Mr. MORRILL: Resolutions of Bond Post, No. 24, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Ohio, in favor of pension legislation— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MORROW: Petition of manufacturers of macaroni, vermi- 
celli, ete., in California, in favor of therestoration of the duty on said 
articles—to the Committee on Ways and Means. É 

By Mr. NORTON: Petition of the Mexico Electric Light Company— 
to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. Ọ' NEILL, of Pennsylvania: „Petition of certain laborers in 

ublic stores in which imported gocds are stored, asking that American 
Eae be employed in preference to foreigners—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: Resolutions for the relief of Harry B. 
Keffer—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of George Sides and 40 other farmers 
of Gibson County, Indiana, in favor of a law to prevent dealings in 
futures, remonetization of silver, and other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of B, B. Spredley and 32 others, of Warrick County, 
Indiana, in faver of payment of all Government obligations in equal 
shares of silver and gold, and the full remonetization of silver—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. F 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of citizens of Neutral Land Strip, to grant 
right to Mitchell Brothers to erect dams and ditches forirrigating pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petitions of J. E. Green and 20 others, ex-Union 
soldiers, residents of Montgomery County, Kansas, and P, J, Meurer 
and 7 others, asking for the passage of the Ingalls service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of O, Householder and 78 others, of Crawford County, 
Kansas, asking for legislation restoring silver to its proper place as a 
money metal and praying for its free coinage—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Arkans s City, Kans., ask- 
ing Congress to appropriate $6,200,000 to construct a deep-water harbor 
at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. PETERS: Petitions of ex-soldiers of Rice County, Kansas, 
for service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Newton Board, county of Newton, Kansas, 
favoring appropriation for deep-water harbor in Gulf of Mexico—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, affidavits of John W. White and David White, in support of 
bill pensioning Mrs, Harriet B. White, stepmother of Francis White— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of James B, Faires, administrator of 
Samuel R. Garner, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tennessee, for ref- ~ 
erence of claim to Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bow- 
man act and fourteenth section of Tucker bill—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of J. A. Andrews, administrator of estate of William 
Noland, late of Shelby County, Tennessee, for same relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Augustine Phischke, of same county and State, for 
same relie{—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of Nancy Dunn, of Lauderdale County, 
Tennessee, for reference of claim to Court of Claims under the provis- 
ions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. POST: Petition of James P, Lisenby and 92 others, citizens 
of the Tenth Congressional district of Illinois, for pension legislation— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the American Bar Association, favoring the crea- 
tion of intermediate courts of appeal in order to relieve the Supreme 
Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Mary Younghons, for widow’s pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James Cubbage and 34 others, citizens of Illinois, 
for pension legis!ation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Jasper J. Brown and 24 others, citizens and letter- 
carriers of Peoria, Ill., for the passage of House bill 3863, fixing the 
maximum pay of letter-carriers at $1,200 a year—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAINES: Petition in reference to electrical industries—to 
the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

Also of Prattsburgh Grange, No. 112, for higher duties on farm 
products—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of letter-carriers of Springfield, 
Mass., in favor of the passage of H. R. 3863—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Board of Trade, Pittsfield, Mass., in favor of a 
uniform system of bankruptcy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Congregational ministers of Hampden County, 
Massachusetts, against the construction of heavy armored line-of-battle 
shi the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROWLAND (by request): Petition of railway postal clerks 
for the passage of House bill 6459—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of 29 farmers of Greene County, New 
York, for protection to farmers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of 35 farmers of Livingston County, New York, for same 

to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of A. C. Cook and others, Lewis 
County, New York, for increase of duty on farm products—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: Petition of citizens of Glastonbury, Conn., for 
protection from encroachments of the Connecticut River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petitions of William Bakerand Van Davis Posts, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, urging the passage 
of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAKSNEY: Memorial of Anheuser Brewing Company and 
Brewers’ Association of St. Louis, Mo., against increase of duty on hops, 
Teo corks, barley, and barley malt—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

_ By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Resolutions of the board of county 
commissioners of Pueblo County, Colorado, in favor of appropriations 
for dewp-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Board of Trade of Pueblo, Colo., in favor of appro- 
riation for deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on 
ivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the city council of Colorado Springs, Colo., for 

same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of E.G. Denny and 200 others, citizens of 
South Fork, Mo., praying for the passage of a bill to repeal the special 
limitation on pension claims of State militiamen disabled in the mili- 
tary service of the United States and to subject them to the limitations 
of the general pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Harvey Meredith and others, of Southwest Missouri, 
for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ky Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: Additional papers in the pension 
claim of R. W. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON; Petition of J. M. Harding, administrator, 
for reference of his case to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Affidavits of Hugh McCallough and 
others, relative to the removal of the charge of desertion against him— 
to the Committee of Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of George W. Smith, 


for pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. . 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 11, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I move a call of the Senate, There 
is evidently not a quorum present. I make the point of no quorum. 
Se PKESIDENT' pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll of 
the >enate. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to ti eir names: 


Aldrich, Daniel, Hoar, Reagan, 
Bate, Davis, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
naj d Edmunds, McMillan, Sherman, 
Blu. burn, Evarts. McPherson, Spooner, 
Blair, Farwell, Mitchell, Squire, 
Butier, Faulkner, Mopar Stanford, 
Call, Frye, Morrill, Teller, 
Cascy. 4 “ Turpie, 
Chandler, Hale, Pierce, Vest, 
Co! e, Harris, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hawley, Pugh, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-three Senators have answered 


to their names. A quorum of the Senate being present, the Journal of 
the proceedings of yesterday will be read by the Secretary. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentialsof WILLIAM 
B. ALLISON, chosen by the Legislature of Iowa a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1891; which were read, and or- 
dered to be placed on file. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
„tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a communication 
of the 7th instant from the Commissioner of Indian Aftairs, explanatory 
of the nece-sity for additional buildings and improvements at the Chil- 
occo school in the Indian Territory: which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (IT. R. 5667) to amend an act to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across Trail Creek in the city of Michigan City, Ind., was 
» read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PORT OF COLUMBUS, OHIO. 


The bill (H. R. 5682) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to constitute 
Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery and to extend the provisions of the 
act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation 
to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other pur- 
poses,’ to said port of Columbus, Ohio,” approved February 9, 1889, 
was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. FRYE. The Committee on Commerce of the Senate has reported 
a bill identical with this one, and it ison the Calendar. As it is to 
correct a mistake, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] would like 
to have the bill passed now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information, if there be no objection. 

The bill was read the second time at length. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Reserving the right to object, I ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce or the honorable Senator from Ohio to 
explain how this changes the existing law. 

Mr. FRYE. It simply provides for the appointment of an officer ata 
thousand dollarsa year, which was leit out, probably by mistake, when 
the act was originally passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And that is the whole of it? 

Mr. FRYE. Thatisthe wholeof it, Itisrecommended by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro témpore. The bill having been read at length, 
a further reading will be waived, if there is no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the bill (S. 2582) to amend an act entitled 
t An act to constitute Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery, and to ex- 
tend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of duti- 
able goods, and for other purposes,’ to said port of Columbus, Ohio,” 
approved February 9, 1889, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEES ON IMMIGRATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to a concurrent resolution 
of the Senate. The resolution will first be read as it passed the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution passed by the Senate January 23, 
1890, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of eg bore ene concurring), That the Senate 
Committee on Immigration and the House Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization be, and hereby are, authorized jointly to investigate the work- 
ings of the various laws of the United States. and of the several States relativeto 
immigration from foreign countries to the United States, especially the law of 
Congress “to regulate immigration,” approved August 3, 1š>2; and also to in- 
vestigate the workings of the contracts made by the Secretary of the Treasury 
under said law of Augu-t 3 with the various ~ta e commissions, boards, and 
officers, the investigation to be conducted atsuch timesand places as said com- 
mittees may deem proper, And the committees are hereby authorized jointly, 
as full committees or through subcommittees thereof, to send forand examine 
persons, books, and papers, and to administer oaths to witnesses, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Amend by adding, after the word “‘officers,”’ 
in line 10: 

And also to investigate the effect on immigration, and incidentally on Ameri- 
can wong. which is likely to follow the purchase of American indus- 
tries by foreign capital, and also to report to Congres- the official correspond- 
ence in the proposal to make Bedloe’s [Liberty] Island, in the harbor of New 
York, an immigrant depot, what title the Government ba» to such island, what 
buildings, if any, are intended to be built on said isiand, and what officers and 
employés it is designed to employ theron in connection with «uch immigra- 
tion, and whether in the opinion of the committee, after investigation, such 
island is the best and most suitable placc for such immigrant depot. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment made to the concurrent resolution by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I inquire trom what committee the original 
resolution of the Senate came, if any? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not appear upon the file. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be that it was not referred; very likely it 
was not. 

I have one observation to make in reference to one particular part of 
the House amendment, which I think is worthy of the consideration of 
the Senate before it agrees to it hastily, and thatis in regard to Bed- 
loe’sIsiand. As to the inquiry part in respect to foreign capital, ete., 
I have no objection, and perhaps 1 shall not have to the Bedloe’s Island 
matter when the thing shall be periectly understood. But weall under- 
stand from public prints that owing toa difference between the execu- 
tive department of the Government and the authorities of the State 
of New York the immigrant station, it is said, is to be removed to Bed- 
loe’s Island, and that arrangements accordingly are being made, upon 
the supposition, as I take it, and the assumption, that examination 
would show that the present laws of the United States can have sway 
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and dominion over that island as a part of the property of the United 
States, or by some arrangement with its owner; and that without any 
action by Congress this change of the place for landing immigrants can 
be attained. 

Now, the effect of agreeing to this House amendment is likely to be, 
according to our experience, and perhaps with a certain propricty, a 
temporary and perhaps indefinite stay on the part of the executive de- 
partment in carrying out the change that has been arranged and agreed 
upon, I think the Senate ought to consider somewhat seriously the 
effect of agreeing to this amen(iment in respect of Bedloe’s Island, so 
as to understand that it is likely to prevent the removal of the immi- 
grant landing station from the foot of the island of New York, where 
I believe it is now, to this island in the bay, during the period of the 
investigation of this committee, which as we all know is likely to last, 
and may last, until the 4th of Murch, 1891. 

I hope, therefore, that the matter may go over for to-day until we can 
ascertain from the executive department their views in regard to this 
very important affair about Bedloe’s Island; and I suggest to the Seu- 
ator from New Hampshire that he allow it to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no objection to the resolution going 
over. An investigation of the steps taken by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to transfer the immigrant station to bedloe’s Island would 
have been competent under the resolution as it originally passed the 
Senate. The House of Representatives have affixed an amendment 
specifically specifying the proposed transier as one of the subjects of 
inquiry. It did not occur to me that there would be any objection to 
giving that authority to the committees, nor did I anticipate that giv- 
ing that authority would operate to delay or hinder the Secretary of 
the Treasury in the performance of his duty under existing statutes. 
So I saw no reason to oppose the enlargement of the inquiry, and 
moved that the Senate concur in the House amendment. I have no 
objection to allowing the resolution to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. McPHERSON, I hope it will go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will lie over until to-morrow. 


INTRODUCTION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES, 


The PRESIDENT pro temporelaid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 140) to prevent the in- 
troduction of contagious diseases from one State to another, and for the 
punishment of certain offenses; which were read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How will the bill read consecutively? 

Mr. HALE. In the absence of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS], who is chairman of the committee having the matter in 
charge, I ask that the amendments may lie on the table for the pres- 


ent, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will lie on theta- 
ble. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let them be printed, for the changes proposed 
may be very important. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be printed. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1083) to amend 
the act giving the approval and sanction of Congress to the route and 
termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad in the District 
of Columbia; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no other disposition pro- 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the amendment is a repeal, Iam in favor of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no other disposition pro- 
posed, the bill with the amendment will be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That, I think, is the best way. 


CHRIST CHURCH LAND IN WASHINGTON. 


The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 296) vesting in the vestry 
of Christ Church, Washington Parish, District of Columbia, all of the 
right, title, and interest of the United States of Americain and to 
square south of square 1092, in the city of Washington, in the District 
aforesaid; which were read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no motion, the bill, with 
the amendments of the House of Representatives, will be referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senate to consider at this time the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 157) to amend the 
charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill and amendment have been 
sent to the Printing Office under the order of the Senate to print, and 
have not yet been returned to the files of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It can be taken up later. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 505) for the construction of a railroad and wagon bridge 
across the Mississippi River at South St. Paul, Minn.; 

A bill (H. R. 507) granting the counties of Hennepin and Dakota, 
Minnesota, the right to build two bridges across the Minnesota River; 

A bill (H. R. 3-76) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Ked River of the North; . 

A bill (H. R. 4130) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the city of Pierre, in South Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 5825) prescribing the times for sales and for notices of 
sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes; 

A bill (H. E. 7617) to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River 
between the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to es- 
tablish it as a post-road; and 

A bill (H. R. 7618) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Columbia River in Oregon and Washington by the Columbia Bridge 
Company. 

The message also requested the Senate to return to the House the 
bill (S. 140) to prevent the introduction of contagious diseases from one 
State to another, and for the punishment of certain offenses. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and reterred to the Committee on 
Conimerce: 

A bill (H. R. 505) for the construction of a railroad and wagon bridge 
across the Mississippi River at South St. Paul, Minn.; 

A bill (H. R.507) granting the counties of Hennepin and Dakota, 
Minnesota, the right to build two bridges across the Minnesota River; 

A bill H. R. 3876) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North; 

A bill (H. R. 7617) to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge 


Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River _ 


between the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to es- 
tablish it as a post-road; 

A bill (H. It. 7618) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Columbia River in Oregon and Washington by the Columbia Bridge 
Company; and 

A bill (H. R. 4130) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the city of Pierre, in South Dakota, 

The bill (H. R. 5825) prescribing the times tor sales and for notices 
of sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
ot Columbia. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro temporc presented sundry petitions, numerously 
signed by citizens of Wellington, Belle Plaine, Geuda Springs, Cald- 
well, Sonth Haven, Coffeyville, and Dalton, in the State of Kansas, 
and sundry petitions of citizens of Montgomery County, Kansas, pray- 
ing for the passage of the service-pension bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS. I presenta memorial of the Cotton Exchange of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., and a memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange of Memphi 
Tenn., remonstrating against the levying of a tax upon cotton-seed oi 
or any compound of which cotton-seed oil is a component part. I be- 
lieve similar memorials have hitherto gone to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry, and I move that these two be referred to that 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, FAULKNER presented a petition of the Sugar Grove Farmers’ 
Alliance of Ruckman, W. Va., favoring what is known as ‘‘ the sub- 
treasury plan;’’ which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, STEWART presented thirty-seven petitions, signed by 1,383 
members of the Farmers’ Alliance and citizens of Nebraska, praying 
for the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Commi ttes 
on Finance, 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of certain fire-insurance companies 
of Philadelphia; a petition of the editors of the Electric World and 
others, citizens of New York City; a petition of the Merchants’ Are 
Light and Power Company, and other firms and citizens of Chicago, 
and the petition of Frank E. Warren and others, praying that the Su- 
perintendent of the Census be directed to collect certain data in re- 
lation to the electrical industry; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Census, 

Mr. SHERMAN preseuted a memorial of the Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, of Wilmington, Ohio, remonstrating against the proposed in- 
creased expenditure for the Navy and so-called coast defenses; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of 41 ex-Union soldiers of Ohio, praying 
for the passage of the service-pension bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MOODY presented a petition of 53 citizens of Lenox, S. Dak., 
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praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Com- 


~ mittee on Finance. 


Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Del Rio, Val Verde 
County, Texas, praying for the establishment of a four-company post at 
Camp Del Rio for the protection of that part of the country; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a pees of Pomona Grange, of Kosci- 
usko County, Indiana, praying for the enactment of a law prohibiting 
the selling of promises to deliver farm products by those who are not 
owners thereof; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr, CALL. I present a petition of a large number of citizens of 
Florida, representing that the production of oranges in the United States 
as an industry is yet in its infancy, and is capable of being made valu- 
able to its citizens and of reaching very large proportions; that the 
best oranges are produced in this country, and that in order to cripple 
the present growers and check the increase of home production im- 
mense importations of foreign oranges are being made just before the 
domestic fruit is ready for the market, The petitioners pray Congress 
n pea duty upon the importation of foreign oranges at the rate of 

per box. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a resolution adopted by the Douglas County 
Bar Association of Wisconsin, favoring the establishment of a term of 
the Federal court at Snperior, Wis.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Yaquina, Oregon, praying for further and larger appropriations for the 
improvement of the month of Yaquina Bay, in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Je also presented a petition signed by 63 citizens of Oregon, praying 
for a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. à 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of As- 
toria, Oregon, submitting a report and estimate of the cost of improving 
the various riversand bays tributary to Astoria, Oregon, and praying that 
an appropriation be made for that purpose; which was referred to the 
Con mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the board of county commis- 
sioners of Jewell County, Kansas, and a petition of the board of county 
commissioners of Pawnee County, Kansas, praying for the passage of 
the bill how on the Senate Calendar appropriating $6,200,000 for the 
improvement of the harbor at Galveston, State of Texas; which were 
ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of old soldiers and citizens of Anderson 
County, Kansas; a petition of old soldiers and seamen of Geary County, 
Kansas, and a petition of Emporia Post, No. 55, Grand Army of the 
Republic, praying for the passage of certain pension legislation; which 
weie referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ife also presented a petition of Edgerton Grange, 435, of the State of 
ragrvg paying for legislation concerning trusts; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a memorial of the Wabaunsee County Far- 
mers’ Alliance, of Kansas, on the subject of transportation of agricult- 
ural productions, grain, land and various other subjects of interest to 
the farming class, I move that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, praying that the constitution of the State of Kansas be 
taken as the model for the constitution of the Territory of Oklahoma; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr, PLATT, I present resolutions adopted by the people of South- 
west Oklahoma, remonstrating against annexing the Fort Reno reser- 
vation to Oklahoma Territory. As the bill has been reported and passed 
from the Senate, 1 move that tle memorial be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, it relating to a military reservation, 

The motion was to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5161) granting a ion to Robert Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 3582) to pension Joel B. Tribble for service in the In- 


war; 
A bill (H. R. 3581) to pension John D. Prator for service in the In- 


war; 
A bill (H. R. 4202) to pension Henry S. Morgan; and 

A bill (H. R. 4854) to pension Green B. Lee. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1510) granting a pension to Fedolin Buckwiller, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2962) to provide for thein- 
crease of the limit of cost of site and public building at Newark, N. J., 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2860) to authorize the construction of an addition to the publie build- 
ing in Houston, Tex., and to provide a cistern, heating apparatus, etc., 
for said building, reported it without amendment. 

Mr, SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3382) granting a pension to Lucy R. Olmstead; 

A bill (H. R. 3597) granting a pension to Cynthia Day; 

A bill (H. R. 3381) for the restoration to the pension-rolls of Nelson 
G. Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. ret granting a pension to Bridget Carroll; 

A bill E R. 4855) granting a pension to Delia W. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 5995) granting a pension to Amasa Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 5030) granting a pension to Henrietta L. Arlin; and 

A bill (H. R. 4984) granting a pension to Thomas Kelly. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to wbom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2649) granting a pension to John Franklin, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1405) to establish a penitentiary in the State of North 
Dakota, and to carry out the provisions of section 15 of an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the division of Dakota into two States, and to 
enable the people of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Wash- 
ington to form constitutions and State governments and to be admit- 
ted into the Union,” approved February 22, 1889, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report accompanied 
by a bill (S. 3060) to carry out the provisions of section 15 o! an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for the division of Dakota into two States, 
and to enable the people of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, 
and Washington to form constitutions and State governments and to be 
admitted into the Union,’’ approved February 22, 1889; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr, PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1524) granting a pension to Mena Holmes, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of M. L. Ritchie and 502 others, citizens of Council Grove, Kans., 
praying for the passage of a bill granting arrears of pension to W. J. 

iller, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
ue committee were discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition, 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the bill (S. 1848) to restore the pension of Mrs. Helen S. Spring, and 
the bill (S. 2023) to restore the pension of Mrs. Helen S. Spring, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bills were postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 2132) to restore the pension of Mrs. Helen S. Spring, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FARWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S 706) for the reliefof James W. Walsh 
and others, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report accompanied 
by a bill (S. 3061) referring to the Court of Claims the claims of James 
W. Walsh and others; which was read twice by its title. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3062) making appropriation for con- 
tinuing the erection of the public building at Worcester, Mass. ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3063) to establish Rockport, in the 
district of Belfast, Me., as a port of delivery; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committée on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3064) to establish a fog-signal at or near 
the Cuckold Island, at the entrance to Boothbay Harbor, otherwise 
known as Townsend Harbor, Maine; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. Tintroduce a bill at the request of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], who is obliged to be absent from the Cham- 


i 

The bill (S. 3065) to amend section 691 of the Revised Statutes cone 
cerning writs of error in certain cases was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3066) granting a pension to Alvin 
J. Gould; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr, MOODY introduced a bill (S. 3067) for the relief of James W. 
Garland, of Whitewood, 8. Dak.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2111 


Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (8. 3068) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Sally Sterrett Tate, late of Wileox County and State 
of Alabama, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3069) to extend the benefits of 
section four of ‘“‘An act making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending June 30, 1866,’ approved March 3, 1865; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
relerred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 3070) for the relief of the North- 
German Lloyd Steamship Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3071) to provide for the security 
of the national-bank circulation by the deposit of silver bullion atits 
value when coined in dollars, less estimated cost of coinage; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3072) for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Portsmouth, Va.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3073) to construct a macadamized road 
from the city of Petersburgh, Va., to the national cemetery in the 
county of Dinwiddie, in said State; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3074) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to place the name of Charies C. Jones on the roll of 
the Metacomet; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3075) granting a pension to John 
Moog; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, r 

e also introduced a bill (S. 3076) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Robinson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 65) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing for 
the election of Senators by the votes of the qualified electors of the 
States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the joint resolution lie on the table, 
and I give notice that at a very early day I shall call it up for the pur- 
pose of submitting some reasons why I think it should be passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will lie on the 
table for the present. 

Mr. HAMPTON. [ask to have a correction made in an amendment 
regarding the French spoliation claims which I offered to the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill a few daysago. I will send it to the desk. 
The initial Sg salamat one of the claimants is incorrect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That correction will be made. 

CROW INDIAN RESERVATION, 

Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be instructed to communicate to 
the Senate whatever information is in possession of the Department concerni 
the oceupation of portions of the Crow Indian reservation by white eng a 


what steps, if any, have been taken by the Department to exclude 
occupation persons not entitled thereto. 


PORTRAIT OF JOHN PAUL JONES. 


Mr, VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on the Library: : 

Resolved, zon the Sornos on ihe eT een to marie into A 
nting of Pee Paul Sonas. now in cane-ot tha Navy Department. 


LOTTERY COMPANY. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to report any informa- 


tion in the possession of the Department in relation to authorizing any lottery 
company by the Indian Territorial government of the Creek Nation. 


APACHE INDIAN CORRESPONDENCE. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secre of War be instructed to communicate to the Sen- 


ate copies of the correspondence between Lieutenant-General Sheridan and 
Gen, George Crook regarding Apache Indians between March 26 and April 


Brig. 0 
5, 1886, inclusive. 
REVISION OF REMARKS, 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to call up, as a matter of privilege, the resolu- 
tion reported yesterday from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


of Be eee Mr. ee perpen 
ursday, rua , 1890, ere- 
tofore published in the RECORD, namel 5 oz zy 


y: 

‘And murder of hundreds of women and children in the Southern States.” 

“ Of these horrid crimes.” 

“The blood of xaunders, if the evidence shall show his death was in any 
connected with the prosecutions in the United States courts, will rest on h 
conscience. The shrieking ghosts of the hundreds of outraged and murdered 


women and children, the victims of the wild lust and ions of a race who 
owe all that og Samet of religion and civilization to the Southern white people, 
and not to the tor from New Hampshire, will disturb his sleeping and lis 
waking hours. Like Banquo’s ghost, it will not down, and the ocean will not 
wash bis blood-stained hands from the guilt of the rape aud murder of these 
oer cette rig Date mt yori ag Sab ken by him, and that the of 
w n x 5 passage 
his remarks in which said marae: seve TOUSA he published in such future edi- 
tions as originally reported by the Official Stenographer, 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from Massachusetts if he wili con- 
sent that I may call up nowa House amendment toa Senate bill which 
I do not think will take half a minute to dispose of. 

Mr. HOAR. I had not supposed that this Order of Business would 
take half a minute to dispose of. Ih.d no reason to suppose that the 
resolution I have called up woul lead to debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I chance to have reason to believe that it will take 
a good many half-minutes to dispose of it, but I am not certainly ad- 
vised on that subject. 

Mr. HOAR. The resolution which I have called up is the nnanimous 
report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. However, if it - 
be true that there will be debate upon it, I shall cheerfully yield tothe 
request of the Senator from Tennessee. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 


Mr. HARRIS. I understand the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railroad bill has been returned from the House of Representatives and 
is in the hands of theSecretary. I move that the Senateconcur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to that bill, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 157) to amend the charter of 
the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company. 

Mr. HOAR. The pending resolution being informally laid aside for 


that purpose, 
Mr. VEST. Is t to the Senator from Tennessee that he had 
better let that bill lie over. I think it ought to be amended from what 


I see of it in the RECORD this morning. It only came from the House 


rete HAR 

Mr. RIS. Dogs the Senator think that it requires any amend- 
ment? 

eae I do, from what I see in the RECORD, but I may be mis- 
taken. : 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly, then, I shall let it lie over, if the Senator 


wishes to look at it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table. 


CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 


Mr. HARRIS. Here is another bill returned from the House of Rep- 
resentatives with an amendment, which I ask may be referred to the 
Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The title of the bill will be reported. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 140) to prevent the introduction of con- 
tagious diseases from one State to another, and for the punishment of . 
certain offenses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, This bill, with the amendment pro- 
posed by the House of Representatives, will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Epidemic Diseases and printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 8th instant approved and signed the act (S. 993) to constitute Min- 
neapolis, Minn., a subport of entry and delivery in the collection dis- 
trict of Minnesota, and for other purposes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 188) for the erection of a public building at Columbus, 


Ga. ; 

A bill (H. R. 401) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at the city of Alexandria, State of Louisiana; 

My bill (H. R. 417) for the erection of a publie building at Houlton, 

è; 

A bill (H. R. 448) for the erection of a public building at Lynn, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 516) to extend the limit for the erection of a public 
building at Springfield, Mo. ; 
= = bill (H. R. 533) for the erection of a public building at Fremont, 

ebr. ; 

A bill (H. R. 605) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Troy, N. Y.; 

A bill (H. R. 848) to authorize the construction of an addition to the 
public building in Dallas, Tex. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3331) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable building for a post- 
office and other Government offices in the city of Scranton, Pa.,’’ ap- 
proved July 27, 1882; and 

A bill (H. R. 7156) to provide for the increase of the limit of cost of 
site and public building at Newark, N. J. 


> 
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The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills with amendments in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 606) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at La Fayette, in the State of Indiana; 

A bill (S. 859) for the erection of a public building at Chester, Pa.; 
: A bill (S. 903) for the erection of a public building in Cedar Rapids, 

owa; and 

A bill (S. 2046) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a publie building thereon at Atchison, in the State of Kansas. 


REVISION OF REMARKS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution reported from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
which has been read. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, as faras my very limited experience 
goes in the Senate, this resolution appears to me to be without a prec- 
edent. It is the outcome of a resolution introduced by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] asking the Senate to censure 
theSenator from Pcs a CALL] for an unauthorized and improper 
correction of remarks ein open Senate. The resolution, if passed, 
whilst it does not expressly contain a censure, is certainly capable of 
that implication. 

I speak with some difficulty when I speak of the usages of the Senate, 
because I am not so familiar with those usages as Senators who are older 
in the service of the Senate than I am and who have paid more atten- 
tion tothem. Ata very early day after taking my seat here I learned 
that it was within the rules and usages of the Senate for Senators who had 
made speeches in this body to give them such correction as they deemed 

in accord with the general intent and meaning of the speech. 

Since this resolution has been reported by the committee I have 
looked over the debate about which this controversy hasarisen. I find 
that it was a debate characterized by extreme acrimony, bitter per- 
sonal allusions contained in more speeches than one, I find that the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], a very able and very dis- 
creet Senator, in the beginning of the debate thought proper to use this 


T have listened, so far as the confusion in the Chamber would permit, to most 
of the remarks of the Senator from Florida. and have listened ca: y to his 
prvnosed amendment, and both seem to me to be a sort of premature apology 

for murder. ° 


And again, in the same speech, that distinguished Senator used this 


guage: 
Now, let the gentleman understand distinctly that I, for one, regard his speech 
and his resolution as an attempt to make a sort of left-handed apology for mur- 
der and to avoid investigation. 

I do not read these extracts from the Senator’s speech for the pur- 
aed of criticism or animadversion ofany kind whatever, but simply to 

ring to the attention of the Senate the character of the debate abont 
which this controversy has arisen. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] spoke on that occasion with 
great force and eloquence and under strong feeling. In order to un- 
derstand exactly the point in the controversy, I will read an extract 
from his speech, occurring in it before that place to which the resolu- 
tion before the Senate refers, The Senator from Florida said: 

When these men, des: te, and reckless, and lawless, are sent throughout 
the entire country to stir up in communities a war of races, and rape 
and the outrage of women and children, who, in their indiscreet partisan zeal, 
indecently prompt these acts and are particeps criminis in the outraging of 
women and the murder of infant lifein a peaceable community, inciting the use 
of the torch and the dagger, that the public indignation, the profound sense of 
wrong and oppression, which wiil pervade the mind of every community, will 
not communicate itself to the more fiery and bolder spirits and lead to acts of 
violence and the taking of human life? 

At this point of the speech the Senator from Florida distinctly put 
forth the idea that the acts of these Jawless men, these officials in the 
State of Florida, were calculated to bring about the results which are 
deprecated in the extract which I have read to the Senate. Furtheron 
he said: 

I say it is a pera: Beem in these happy and prosperous communities some 
wicked and evil-min men, inspired m the regions below, could, for the 
sake of personal interest and for the money that they may obtain from the courts 
of the United States, enter into those communities and incite those easily mis- 
goner people to acis of crime and violence which render every man’s house- 

old a place of danger and insecurity, not only to life, but to the virtue of the 
wife and the child that he is bound to protect. 

Then comes another sentence : 

Can you not see that such acts of fiendish malevolence will move any people 
to the profoundest de of feeling, and that when this feeling becomes a con- 
viction it will spread like fire to the bold and restless spirits, to whose excited 
minds and inflamed feeling acts of violenceand blood rect nag in theseductive 
forms of temptation to wrong and the corrupt tyrannies of another Jeffreys? 

Then comes next the sentence which was complained of in the reso- 
lution of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and a 
sentence which I undertake to say, and which I will undertake to prove 
in a calm way to the Senate, contains every allegation distinctly and 
unequivocally contained in the clause which the committee in their 
resolution have recommended shall be expunged from the RECORD. 

That is the feeling— 

The one which I have just described— 
which in the hearts of desperate men leads to lawless acts, That is the feeling 


. 


relative to the Nar ‘ace ofand murder of hundreds of women and children in 
the Southern States for which the Senator from New Hampshire is personally 
responsible. The blood of these ple rests upon him. The destruction of the 
happiness of these households is his, and not that of the miserable men who are 
the emissaries of these horrid crimes, s 

I understand the resolution of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions does not complain of any change made in the sentence which I 
have just read, but only of the added sentence. 

Mr. President, I desire, because this is a matter of some importance 
to our brother Senator from Florida, to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to this part of the speech, which passed without criticism and with- 
out amendment the scrutiny of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, and the first allegation in that is this, referring to the feeling 
produced in Florida by these lawless acts: 

That is the feeling which in the hearts of desperate men leads to lawless acts, 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mississippi allow 
me to make one statement to him? 

Mr. GEORGE. I would be glad to have the Senator make any state- 
ment that he thinks proper at this stage of the debate. 

Mr. HOAR. The committee conceived, as I understood them, that 
they had no jurisdiction under the resolution of any change made by 
the Senator front Florida in his speech or of anything in the original 
speech except what was recited in the resolution itself directing the in- 
quiry. 

Mr. GEORGE. As I only heard the resolution read at the desk of 
the Senate, will the Senator inform me whether the committee took 
any exception to or made any recommendation with reference to the 
sentence which I have just read ? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the committee, I will repeat, conceived 
that they had jurisdiction only of the matter which the original reso- 
lution of the Senate referred to them as having been inserted in his 
speech by the Senator from Florida which was not spoken by him orally 
on the floor. The purpose of the draughtsman of that resolution, ac- 
cording to the view of the committee, was to restore that portion of 
the speech to the condition in which it was spoken. If anything which 
is complained of as having been inserted in the speech of the Senator 
from Florida that was not spoken in debate but inserted afterwards is 
not adverted to in the resolution as drawn, that is an accidental omis- 
or of the draughtsman; but I conceive that there is nothing of that 

ind, 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator has not given me the exact informa- 
tion for which I asked. I will therefore ask that I be allowed to get 
the information by a second reading of the resolution presented by the 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the resolution reported by Mr. 
Hoar from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and having 
read some time was interrupted by— 

Mr. GEORGE. The reading may stop there. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, the Senator will observe—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I discover now what is complained of. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator was asking me a question. I 
desire to repeat, for the information of the Senator, that the committee 
conceived that they had jurisdiction under the reference to them solely 
of the insertion in that particular passage of the speech of certain 
words not uttered upon the floor, and they report recommending that 
those words which were not uttered on the floor be stricken from the 
report and that the passage in which they were inserted be printed as 
originally reported by the stenographers. Now, when the Senator asks 
me if the committee took exception to this, that, or the other phrase 
or approved it or disapproved it, I have to reply that I have no au- 
thority from the committee to state anything on that subject in their 
behalf. All I was authorized by the committee to do was to report 
this resolution. I suppose each member of the committee had his own 
view on that. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand from the reading of the resolution that 
certain words are to be stricken out of the clause which l-have read. 
I would call the attention of the Senate, and I hope (although I may 
present this case in a somewhat feeble and disjointed manner) that as 
the rights and interests of a brother Senator are involved in this matter 
I may have the attention of Senators who propose to vote upon the 
resolution. $ 

In regard to this clause certain complaintsare made and certain rec- 
ommendations are made by the committee, 

That is the feeling which in the hearts of desperate men leads to lawless acts. 


That is not complained of. 

That is the feeling relative to the outraging of and murder of hundreds of 
women and children in the Southern States. 

The words ‘‘ and murder of hundreds of women and children in the 
Southern States’? are recommended to be stricken out. In place of 
these words recited in the resolution of the Senator from New Ham 
shire, were inserted the words ‘‘of these poor women;’’ so that the) 
sentence, as it is claimed by the committee to have been spoken by tho! 
Senator from Florida, is as I shall now read it: 


That is the feeling relative to the oaea | of these r women, for which 
the Senator from New Hampshire is y responsible, 
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The in that part of it occurs, as alleged by the committee, 
by the striking out of the words ‘‘of these poor women” and the in- 
serting of other words, so that the sentence as printed reads as follows: 

That is the feeling relative to the outraging of and murder of hundreds ot 
women and children in the Southern States, for which the Senator from New 
Hampshire is personally responsible. 

So that the point made against the speech of the Senator from Flor- 
ida is that instead of the words ‘‘of these poor women,” the language 
reading ‘‘that is the feeling relative to the outraging of these pees 
women,’’ the Senator from Florida in revising his inserted ‘‘hun- 
dreds of women and children in the Southern States.” Take what 
I have read before, ond it will be seen at once that whilst there isa 
verbal ch there is no change in the meaning of the language used; 
certainly it is just as objectionable to charge a Ratha with being the 
author of and responsible for an outraging of these poor women as it is 
to charge him with being responsible for the outrage and murder of 
hundreds of women and children in the Southern States, and thatisall 
the difference. And then the next correction made in that sentence 
is this: 

The blood of these people rests upon him. 

That is admitted now by the committee and by the Senate to have 
been spoken. 

The destruction of the happiness of these households is his, and not that of 
these miserable— 

That language is admitted by the committee to have been used by 
the Senator from Florida. 

The destruction of the happiness of these households is his, and not that of 
these miserable men who are emissaries behind him. 

Up to that point it is admitted by the committee that the report 
speaks truly the language of the Senator from Florida, but the change 
comesin here. ‘Men who are emissaries,’’ as spoken by the Senator, 
is followed by the words ‘‘ behind him, ’’ so that the sentence as actu- 
ally spoken reads as I was now reading it to the Senate. ` 

The destruction of the happiness of these households is his, and not that of 
these miserable men who are emissaries behind him. 

The change made is that the words ‘‘behind him ” are stricken out 
and the words ‘‘of these horrid crimes” are inserted, so that the lan- 
guage of this particular sentence is changed from an averment that the 

estruction of the happiness of these households is the act of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, and not that of the miserable men who are 
emissaries behind him, but is the act ‘of the miserable men who are 
the emissaries of these horrid crimes.’’ The change, if it changes the 
meaning at all, relieves the Senator from New Hampshire of a respon- 
sibility and does not fix upon him a responsibility not stated by the 
Senator from Florida. What is the difference, except favorable to the 
Senator from New Hampshire, whether these acts are said to be the acts 
of ‘‘emissaries behind him ’’ or whether they are said to be the acts of 
*t emissaries of these horrid crimes?” 

So, Mr. President, I think, unless the Senator is held to the exact, 
literal use of language employed by him in debate, there is no complaint 
on that ground. 

I come now to the inserted sentence. The committee claim that this 
sentence was inserted de novo: 

The blood of Saunders, if the evidence shall show his death was in any wa 
connected with the prosecutions in the United States courts, will rest on h 
conscience, 5 

That is, the conscience of the Senator from New Hampshire. Does 
that change in substance the charge which the Senator from Florida 
had Apo made against the Senator from New Hampshire? Let us 


The blood of these people rests upon him. 


Everybody admits that the Senator from Florida used that language. 
Therefore is it an aggression or an encroachment upon the rights of the 
Senator from New Hampshire that there should be a specification of 
Saunders as one of the parties whose blood rests upon him? The Sen- 
ator from Florida had already stated, in the broad language which I 
have read, that ‘‘ the blood of these people rests upon him.’’ 

Has anything been added to the enormity of the charge against the 
Senator from New Hampshire by the lan that the blood of Saun- 
ders rests upon his conscience? It would be a degree of hypercriti- 
cism which I have not seen heretofore employed with reference to 
changes in language made by Senators when they come to revise their 
speeches. It is absolutely the same idea expressed in different words, 
without as much precision and force as tad bosn expressed before. 

Next we come to another alleged insertion: 


The saraking hosts of the hundreds of outraged and murdered women and 
children, the victims of the wild lust and passions of a race who owe all that 
rea 3 know of religion and civilization to the Southern white people, and not 
re ne Senator from New Hampshire, will disturb his sleeping and his waking 
urs, 

Mr. President, every one can see that is a mere rhetorical amplifica- 
tion of the statement which he had already made—‘ The blood of these 
people rests upon him.’’ Of course, the introduction of the ghosts is 
an addition, but I do not know that there is anything in the use of 
that poetical machinery which ought to be offensive to any Senator. 
Ghosts, in my opinion, are myths. There was a time, I think, when 
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the world believed that the disembodied spirits of men who had left 
this earth came back and visited us, sometimes on friendly and some- 
times on unfriendly missions, but I believe that idea has been exploded, 

I am a very old man, and I have been sedulously looking out for 
ghosts and inquiring for ghosts all my life. Ihave never had the pleas- 
ure of seeing one, and I have never had the pleasure of seeing and con- ` 
yersing with any man who had seen one. So this is no more than 
a rhetorical amplification of what the Senator had previously said, ex- 
cept there is something complimentary in it to the Senator from New 
Hampshire which was not in the original charge. The original charge 
as stated is ‘‘ The blood of these people rests upon him.” The ampli- 
fication is that the Senator from New Hampshire has a conscience, 
which is not implied in the first charge, and that that conscience has 
= oven, and disturbed by these shadowy beings from the other 
wor 

Like Banquo’s ghost— 


That is an addition— 


it will not down, and the ocean will not wash his blood-stained hands from the 
guilt of the rape and murder of these tender white women and children. 

Mr. President, if he was responsible, as the Senator said he was, in 
the which I will again read, ‘‘The blood of these people 
rests upon him,’’ how is the Senator injured by a charge about Ban- 
quo’s ghost? I admit that the Senator from Florida was guilty of a 
breach of taste in bringing out Banquo’s ghost. That ghost has been 
brought ont for duty now for some three or four hundred years. It . 
has been brought out on former occasions, I believe, in this body; and 
for a mythical being that had no existence except in the disordered 
imagination of the people of the Middle Ages, I had thought that this 
particular ghost, particular myth, had served its full time, and 
ought to have been dismissed from farther attendance upon the Senate 
[laughter], put on the retired-list, as my friend from Tous a [Mr. 
Eustis] suggests, and, as my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] would 


suggest if he were not too modest, without a ion. 
So, substantially, there is nothing in thisadded paragraph, whichis 
not fully, substantially, in all respects whatever, stated in the language 


which the committee and which the Senator from New Hampshire ad- 
mit was in fact used. 

Now, Mr. President, whilst this is allowable, while Senators by the 
lamp at night are allowed to trim and fix up their speeches so as 
to make them rheterically attractive, woad. they do not substan- 
tially change the meaning of what they said in the Senate, I under- 
stand that there is a limitation to that rule, which is that in personal 
matters, personal controversies, crimination and recrimination in the 
Senate, Senators are confined to the exact letter of whatthey have said 
on this floor. 

Mr. President, probably that is a good rule; but when has it been 
enforced? When did it originate? I want to call the attention of 
Senators now to a fact which they will all recognize at once, that when 
the rule was held to be strict about the changing or the not changing 
of lan used in debate of a nal character, there was a custom 
then existing which does not exist now. I believe I will add, though 
it is not necessary forme to say so, but I believe I will: Iam glad that 
it does not exist. 

In former times personal remarks made by one Senator towards 
another were supposed to involve somewhat of personal accountability 
and personal responsibility on the part of the speaker towards the Sen- 
ator about whom the words were spoken; but that has all passed away. 
There is no safer place in the world, in all of God’s creation there is no 
safer place for a man who desires to insult another with immunity from 
personal responsibility than the American Senate. Everybody knows 
it, and it is no evidence of spirit, no evidence of courage that a Senator 
gets up here and uses insulting and abusive lan towards another 

nator, and, J willadd, since this custom prevailed it is no evidence of 
a want of spirit or of a want of courage that the Senator about whom 
this insulting and personal language is used does not call the other Sen- 
ator to a personal account. That is the way we stand to-day. 

Of ali the hard things that I have heard said in times of excitement 
by Senators towards other Senators in the last nine years—and I haye 
heard some very hard things—I have never heard that any Senator 
about whom this harsh language has been used has thought it necessary 
even to inquire whether the Senator using the insulting language con- 
sidered himself personally responsible. ‘That is the fact. Everybody 
knows it and everybody understands it. So the sanctity of the rule 
which formerly existed requiring the exact language used orally in de- 
bate to be printed in the RECORD no longer exists, because if language 
more insulting than the language used in debate is actually inserted 
the RECORD, and no notice is taken of it, there is no imputation that 
the Senator abused and insulted has not taken or will not take the 
proper steps for personal vindication. Everybody understands that. 

Then, why shall the rule as to these personal matters, which former! 
existed, I admit, and for which there was a good reason then, though 


growing out of a bad habit, why should it be extended now to a case 
in which the is no greater, the insult is no greater in the lan- 
guage employed in the printed report than the language used in de~ 


bate actually? Will Senators say that the other Senator, the Senator 
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who is abused or who has been insulted, ought to have the right to 
know the language then and there, so that he may do, what? Now, 
let ussee. The duello is clear out of the question; personal conflict on 
the street is clear out of the question; a hostile meeting between the 
pos isutterly beyond the contemplation ofanybody whatever. Then 

wis hetoanswer? He ought to have the opportunity of doing, what? 
Why, the fish-woman opportunity to blackguard back, and that is all, 
and that is the way the thing stands. é 

Mr. President, I aver—and I ask Senators before they take this vote, 
which is an implied censure upon as amiable, as truthful, and as good 
a man as ever sat in the American Senate—I speak these words with 
the understanding that I impute to them their full significance—why 
attempt now to bring an implied censure upon him for doing, what? 
For pursuing the custom, the usage which ail of us exercise in making 
our speeches a little more rhetorical in the revision than they were in 
the delivery. That is all. 

I challenge Senators to point ont in what respect the Senator from 
New Hampshire is injured in character, in feeling, or in any way what- 
ever by the supposed changes, or the chang:s as found by the commit- 
tee, made in the speech of the Senator from Florida. If you desire to 
hold Senators strictly and literally to the very words used by them in 
debate, accomplish that purpose by devising a rule requiring them to 
do that; but do not allow your rule to mean different {rom what every- 
body understands it to mean, that a Senator may in revising his speech 
change the phraseology, improve the rhetoric, if he does not substan- 
tially depart from the general tenor of hisspeech. Thatis not the way 
to do it. 

This is an ex post facto proceeding. You, upon the other side, Sen- 

have a majority of six or eight. We are in the minority. We 

ask only that in the administration of the rules of the Senate party 

feeling shall not be aroused so that one kind of justice may be admin- 
on one side of the Chamber and another kind on the other. 

I believe I have pointed out in this disjointed way the grounds upon 
which I ask the Senate, as no good can come from it, as the fault, if it 
be a fault at all, is a venial one, and as the injury, if there come any 
injury at all, will be nil—I ask the Senate not to do this (so far as my 
experience in the Senate is concerned, now of nine years) unprecedented 
thing. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I ted when this resolution came 
up, as I said, that it would receive the unanimous support of Senators 
on both sides of the Chamber, including the Senator whose remarks 
were under discussion. 

I think the observations of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
have ed from an entire misconception on his part of the effect 
of this resolution, of the opinion of the committee, and of the practice 
of the Senate; bat I suppose after he has spoken I ought to occupy a 
few minutes at least in stating what I understand those to be. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. With the permission of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, as I suppose he intends to occupy the floor for some 
time, and in connection with what he has just said, I wish to make a 
statement for myself so far as the report is concerned. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould rather complete my statement, I think, than 
have interpolated in it the Senator’s speech. 

Now, Mr. President, I understand one thing is settled by general 
parliamentary law and is affirmed by a clear implication by the rules 
of this body itself, and thatis that no Senator is amenable to censure 
or toa call to order for anything said by him in debate unless that 
point is made upon him at time of the utterance and the words are 
taken down as they came from his lips, That is the statement of Mr. 
Jefferson in his Manual, originally prepared for the government of the 

ding officer of this body, and which is still the accepted authority 
all matters of parliamentary law in legislative assemblies in this 
country. Mr. Jefferson says on page 213 of our edition of Jefferson’s 


Manual: 
ken or other business intervened after offensive 
words spoken, they can not be taken notice of for censure, And this is for the 
and to t mistakes which must happen if words 
are not taken down DOAS. FOLDO they might be taken down at any 


3. If a Senator be called to order for words spoken in debate, upon the demand 
the Senator or of any other Senator the exceptionable words shall be taken 
down in writin and read at the table for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. President, it is quite clear therefore that the Senate could not 
have been presumed by the committee to have referred to them the 
words actually spoken by the Senator from Florida for animadversion 
by reason of anything disorderly or offensive to anybody they might 
have contained, if they did contain any such offense. 

The committee also conceived that a resolution which selected a cer- 
tain passage from the of the Senator from Florida and com- 
plained that certain uttered had been stricken out from that pas- 
sage and that certain other words not uttered had been inserted, did 
not intend to refer to their jurisdiction any other passage in the 
of that Senator, whether correct or not. That was the limitation of 
the jurisdiction of EA Goei N DAY TROO te 

e committee, however, conceived tit was within their juris- 


diction and was their duty to inquire whether the subtraction of cer- 
tain words from the report and the addition of certain other words in 
the report were properly made; and the committee were unanimously 
of opinion that nei by the law nor by the usage of the Senate is it 
permitted to make substantial changes in that report, which is the se- 
curity and the protection of the public characters of all of us, and 
upon whose substantial photographic picture of what occurs here we 
must stand or fall in the judgment of our countrymen and contempo- 
raries and in the judgment of the future. 

We were not, as I conceived, called upon to enter into the motives 
of the Senator from Florida, and in speaking of these motives I must 
be understood to speak only for myself. But I will say for myself that 
I acquit the Senator from Florida of any design to escape answer or 
conflict or responsibility on the floor of the Senate by uttering one 
thing here and writing out another thing there. The character of the 
language which he used, and which I have no doubt he expected to 
have heard by all Senators, repels any such harshness of judgment as 
against him, in my opinion. Ent at the same time the Senator from 
Florida did do something quite otber than to make the mere change of 
style, which I think has been somewhat practiced under the usages of 
the Senate where grammar or taste or clearness of expression has not 
been accomplished in the Senate; he did something quite different 
from the suppression by the consent of both parties to an angry and 
heated conflict of language of severity and reproach which both parties 
after the heat was over desired to have dropped, and which has been a 
great many times, I suppose, dropped from the RECORD to the entire 
approbation of everybody. 

Lut it is pot true, in my judgment, as ihe Senator from Mississippi 
states, that there is no substantial difference between the words uttered 
and the words printed. The Senator from Florida, if I conceive it cor- 
rectly, in that passage of the speech imputed to the Senator from New 
Hampshire responsibility for certain things as the result of his public 
conduct or public speech, and that he had a perfect right todo. I have 
a perfect right to stand up here this afternoon and say to the Senate 
that every man who votes against the education bill of the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] will be responsible for the ignorance and 
poverty of thousands and hundreds of thousands of American citizens 
and American children in the future. However severe that statement 
may be, itis within the fair limits oforderly debate. ButIhavenoright 
to stand up here and say that the Senators who differ with me upon 
that important measure will be guilty of causing the ignorance. The 
one is a statement of the logical consequence or the historical conse- 
quence of an error of conduct or of judgment; the other imputes to the 
Senator charged the personal pu and guilt of doing wrong. That 
distinction also islaid downin Jefferson’s Manual, which is the law of 
our conduct. 

The consequences of a measure— 


Says Mr. Jefferson, on the two hundred and twelfth page of the 
manual— 
may be reprobated in strong terms; but to arraign the motives of those who 
propose to advocate it is a personality, and against order. Qut digredifur a 
materia ad personam, Mr. Speaker ought to suppress. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Florida in strong language said in 
his oral utterance that ‘‘the blood ” of certain persons who had per- 
ished by these crimes in the South ‘rested upon the Senator from New 
Hampshire” [Mr. CHANDLER], and that ‘‘the destruction of the happi- 
ness of these households is his, and not that of those miserable men who 
are emissaries behind him,” whatever an emissary behind a man means, 

That, as I understand the Senator from Florida to have uttered it 
and intended it, however severe, was within precisely the limits laid 
down by Mr. Jefferson for the government of the Senate when he took 
the chair in this body in the year 1797. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishall finish what I have to say in three or four min- 
utes. I ask the indulgence of the Senate for that purpose. 

Mr, BLAIR. This matter, I suppose, will naturally go on to its con- 
clusion, and I very ly yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the unfinished business 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will be laid 
aside informally. The resolution reported by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. HOAR] is before the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Senator—— 3 
een HOAR. Let me finish this proposition; then I will listen to the 

nator. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Florida, by words spoken iñ debate, 
charged that the deplorable and dreadful facts which had taken place 
were the uences of the policy of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, and that I conceive he had a right to say, and if he amplified it 
by the rhetorical phrase that ‘‘the blood of those people was upon 
him,” that is but a Ho pig oe of the same thing. How often have we 
heard that thing said in debate? I believe our Southern brethren 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2115 


used to think that every slave who was chastised south of Mason and 
Dixon’s line owed the agony he suffered to Charles Sumner and Will- 
iam Lloyd Garrison. They were the arch fiends in those days upon 
whom all the crimes and blood and suffering and ignorance and pov- 
erty of slavery rested, and Mr. Sumner heard enough of that after he 
cameinto the Senate. Thatisonething. Suppose, by a mistake in the 
negotiations going on with Great Britain, our distinguished Secretary 
of State should plunge this country into a war and should come to the 
Senate—his equally distinguished predecessor has come to the Senate 
after filling that oflice—does anybody doubt that it would be perfectly 
in order for a political opponent to say to him, ‘‘ Your mistaken pol- 
icy brought about this war, and the blood of every man who has fallen 
in it is upon you.’’ That is one thing, severe enough, uncomfortable 
enough to listen to, harsh enough, I grant, but in order. 

The Senator from Florida, when he had said that the responsibility 
of ihe public conduct of my friend from New Hampshire, with whose 
opinions I perfectly agree in regard to all these questions and with 
whom I am very happy to share any responsibility which belongs to 
his expression of indignation against what has happened south of Ma- 
son and Dixon’s line, when he had said that, that was one thing; but 
he proceeded to add in what he wrote out, ‘‘ The blood of Saunders 
will rest on his conscience,” and that is an affirmation of personal and 
guilty responsibility, and not merely of the historical responsibility of 
a public course of conduct or policy. 

' Like Banquo’s ghost, it will not down, and the ocean will not wash his 
blood-stained hands from the guilt of the rape and murder of these tender white 
women and children, 

That is what the Senator from Florida wrote. So, independentiy of 
the question of the proposition on which this resolution rests, that there 
shall be no change in the picture of our proceedings which this RECORD 
is to give, there has been a change most substantial and important and 
complete, as I have pointed out. 

I shall not follow the honorable Senator from Mississippi into the 
jesting and joking and comic-almanac view about the lamentable pub- 
lic oceurrences which have given rise to these differences of opinion here 
on the floor of the Senate. 

There is one thing, however, which the Senator from Mississippi said 
in regard to which I have an observation to make. He said that the 
safest place on the face of the earth for a man tospeak his honest mind 
in regard to the opinion or conduct or character of another was the floor 
of the Senate of the United States, and I hope that always will be true; 
and in order to make it true and to keepit true, I do not mean that the 
secrecy of any man’s chamber at midnight shall be a safer place than 
that of the floor of the Senate, from which he may send out his poisoned 
arrows which are to charge his companions with guilt, with rape, with 
murder, or with the blood of innocent and unoffending women and 
children, 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ido notrise, Mr. President, to discuss the negro ques- 
tion, nor do I feel called upon to express any opinion as to the justice 
of the accusation which was made the other day by the Senator from 
Florida against the Senator from New Hampshire. I am disposed 
rather, without any excitement or any passion, to consider the real ques- 
tion that is submitted by the proposed order as reported from the Com- 
mittée on Privileges and Elections, 

The Senator from Massachusetts quoted Jefferson’s Manual to show 
that the Committee on Privileges and Elections had no right to cen- 
sure the Senator from Florida, because the unparliamentary language 
which he used, assuming it to be such, was not noted down at the time 
that it was uttered. I would remind the Senator from Massachusetts 
that even if it had been noted down at the time and even if that tech- 
nical objection had been waived by the action of the Senate, yet, under 
the resolution introduced by the Senator from New Hampshire, the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections would have had no jurisdiction to 
pass upon the question of censuring the Senator from Florida because 
of the unparliamentary language which he had used. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. The committee have acted 
and reported upon that fally. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I understand, Mr. President, what I am talking 
about, I think. That is not the proper excuse for not having re- 
turned here an order to censure the Senator from Florida, because, under 
the resolution introduced by the Senator from New Hampshire, that 

uestion was never submitted to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. The question whether the language used by the Senator from 
Florida was parliamentary or unparliamentary was never brought within 
the cognizance of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, was never 
submitted to its jurisdiction by the very terms of the resolution which 
was introduced by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The cause of complaint of the Senator from New Hampshire was not 
that the Senator from Florida-had used unparliamentary language 
toward him, that he had violated the rules of the Senate, that he had 
violated the prerogatives of the Senate, the customs of the Senate, be- 
cause he had indulged in harsh and severe and personally abusive lan- 

towards him. That was not the complaint that was made by 
him to the Senate and to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
The complaint made was that certain language which in the 
RECORD as having been uttered by the Senator from Florida was never 


uttered in this Chamber, but was inserted into the RECORD, . That was 
the entire complaint made by the Senator from New Hampshire; that 
was the only question within the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections; and it is the only question which is submit- 
ted to the judgment of the Senate. What did the Senator from New 
Ham: ask? He asked, first, that the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections should discover the fact whether or not his charge was true 
that the Senator from Florida had inserted language which he had never 
uttered in the Senate, and, secondly, according to the terms of the reso- 
lution, if the committee discovered that fact to be as he alleged, then 
he asked the committee to report an order censuring the Senator from 
Florida because ‘it constituted a breach of privilege for which the 
Senator is hereby censured.” That was the demand made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Now, Mr. President, this order implies a censure upon the Senator 
from Florida—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EUSTIS. This order can have no other meaning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will not interrupt the Senator in the middle of 
a sentence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wished to ask the Senator a question if it 
is agreeable to him. i 

T PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senator this question: I was not 
present, I believe, when this debate occurred as reported, and I should 
like to find out what the real truth of the transaction is as regards what 
actually took place. Now, I have been told-—— 

Mr. EUSTIS. I prefer not to be interrupted. If the Senator will 
allow me to conclude—— 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Then I will ask my friend a question when he is: 
through, when that unfortunate time shall come. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I can very briefly give the Senator the information. 
If he will read the speech of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
he will there find all the information he can possibly seek. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wished to ask the Senator whether he 
would say that a particular paragraph as printed in the RECORD was 
uttered or was not uttered by the Senator from Florida, and I was about 
to read the paragraph. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is admitted. Everybody knows that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will depend on what the paragraph is, whether 
it is admitted or not. i 

Mr. EUSTIS. Probably the Senator was not present during the dis- 
cussion, That could be the only reason why he does not know what 
the phis, It has been read in the Senate abont six times. It 
is admitted on all sides that that paragraph was inserted in the RECORD 
and was not uttered by the Senator from Florida, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. That being the case, then, if the Senator 
alludes to the paragraph I do—and I assume that he does—I wish to ask 
the Senator from Louisiana, so that I may understand it, whether he 
defends the propriety in any sense whatever of the printing of the para- 
graph just as it stands that he refers to, that was not uttered in the 
presence of the Senate and of the Senator to whom it alluded. 

Mr. EUSTIS. If the Senator from Vermont had not interrupted me 
tea by this time have discovered exactly the position which I 


e. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me discover it now if I can. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is exactly what I was proposing to inform the 
Senator upon. 

Isay, Mr. President, that although in terms the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections do not report an order of censure, yet, inasmuch as 
they have found that there was a paragraph which appeared in the REC- 
ORD that wasinserted by the Senator from Florida and was not uttered 
by him in this Chamber, and inasmuch as they ask an order of the Senate 
that that paragraph shall be effaced from the Recorp, and whatever 
words appear in the RECORD which he did not itter in debateshall be ex- 
punged from the RECORD, I should likein all seriousness to ask whether 
they have not found the Senator from Florida guilty of something. 
What is it they have found him guilty of? A mutilation of the REC- 
ORD? A falsification of the RECORD? That he has violated the cus- 
tom of the Senate of the United States, that he has committed a breach. 
of one of the rules of this body? The committee upon this question 
indulge in absolute and serene silence. They leaveit to inference, and 
any member of this body or any citizen of the United States is at liberty 
to draw what inference he chooses with reference to the conduct of the 
Senator from Florida as passed upon by the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

My own position with reference to this matter is simply this—and I 
call the attention of the Senator from Vermont to my statement, for 
he seemed awhile ago, and I hope he still entertains the desire of know- 
ing exactly what my position is—— ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I have been struggling to find out 
for a good while. : 
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Mr. EUSTIS. As I understand it, we have no rule of the Senate 
whatever with regard to the revision of the RECORD by any Senator. 
I believe I am correct in that statement. 

Mr. GEORGE, There is none that I know of. > 

Mr. EUSTIS. So that we have to fall back upon some vague, unde- 
fined, antiquated, shadowy custom of the Senate, and, if we had been 
inexistence long enough, I would probably say, which had been wet with 
the spray of the Deluge. What that custom is no one in this Chamber 
that I have ever heard has undertaken the task of defining, of explain- 

What the limitations of that custom may be I do not know; 
what its license may be I do not know. I have heard some Senators 
say that we are at liberty to correct grammatical errors, but that is 
hardly a privilege, Mr. President, for I know that no Senator ever com- 
mits a grammatical error. 

I have heard other Senators state in this Chamber that when any of- 
fensive language is exchanged, which sometimes happens in what is 
called the heat of debate—though I do not know exactly what that 
means—then by common consent and common agreement these two 
minds get together, and they by a mere contract and consensus expunge 
from the RECORD and probably insert something that has never been 
said. Where do you get that right? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Sure enough. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Senator from Vermont says ‘‘Sure enough.” 

Mr. President, I am asked’ by my vote to do what I consider a griev- 
ous wrong and a grievous injury to a brother Senator on this floor, one 
whom I know is as regardful of the feelings of others as any other Sen- 
ator, and who I know also will be as sensitive under reproach as any 
other Senator. For what? For having concealed his opinions? No, 
sir. For having suppressed his convictions? No, Mr. President, for 
those who heard him the other day repeat the language which he had 
used before, whatever opinion they may have had as to its parliament- 
ary character, could not but admire the courage and the manhood of 
the utterances of the Senator from Florida. 

Therefore, I ask, why should he be censured? Read, sir, the accusa- 
tions which he made and the accusations which he inserted in the REC- 
orp, In spirit, in emphasis, in significance, and I say in truth they 
are identical. Follow the line of his argument, the line of his thought, 
and you will find that there is not asingle exaggeration in what he has 
inserted in the RECORD compared to what he publicly uttered on this 
flocr. It is true the language is not thesame, but the accusation is the 
same, the idea is the same, the arraignment is the same, only I will con- 
fess that the language which he inserted in the RECORD coming from 
the State of Florida is probably a little more flowery than the language 
which he uttered in this Chamber. 

Iam glad that this controversy has produced one result, and that is 
that the Committeeon Privileges and Elections have asked for an order 
instructing the Committee on Rules to report a rule in order that we 
shall know what liberties we can take with thissacred RECORD and 
with our debates. If we are notto dotan ‘‘i” orcross a ‘*t’’ or spell 
a word correctly which has been misspelled; if we are not to indulge 
in any figures of speech, in any rhetorical license and rhetorical ampli- 
fication which my friend from Florida indulged in, Jet us know it, Mr. 
President. We shall then observe that rule which has an ascertained 
and determined and limited significance; but until then, for the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections to ask me by implication, however 
remote, to cast a vote which carries with it a serious censure upon a 
brother Senator whom I know we all respect and to whom we would do 
no wrong and no injustice, because he himself would treat us as he 
would have us treat him—I say that the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections will have to bring in a very different indictment, presenting 
some very different offense from that which is presented in this order, 
before I will cast a vote to censure a brother Senator. ’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am yet unable to understand, 
although probably it can be inferred, what the view of the honorable 
Senator from Louisiana is in regard to the paragraph that has been re- 
ferred to, which I take now to be admitted to have been interpolated 
into the print of the RECORD, and no part of which, as a paragraph, 
whatever the idea may have been in other ps of the speech, had been 
spoken in the presence of the Senate or of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, to whom it alluded. Now, the Senator from Louisiana, in vot- 
ing on the resolution reported from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, be it good or bad, has either to affirm that he vindicates and 
justifies the after-insertion of that paragraph or that he condemns it. 
From what he has stated, I suppose he means to say that he vindicates 
and upholds the subsequent insertion of the whole of that paragraph, 
in which the Senator from Florida alludes to one member of this body 
as being a person with blood-stained hands, a criminal, and guilty of 
wicked intentions. That is the short of it. 

Mr. President, I believe the Senator from Louisiana, as highly as I 
respect him personally, as he knows, misrepresents the people of the 
State of Louisiana; that ifan honest yote and an honest count had been 
had in that State when the Legislature was elected that elected him, we 
should never have had the pleasure and the honor of his presence. 
Now, there I stop. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Why do you make that statement? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make it because I believe it, 


Mr. EUSTIS. Oh, not because it is true. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because it is true, also, as I believe. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to the point. I have said that to illus- 
trate this matter to the honorable Senator from Louisiana, if he will 
give me the honor to listen to me for a few minutes, if he can stand it. 
To-morrow there appears in the RECORD this statement purporting to 
have been made by me here and now, that that result, which I have 
stated I believe to be true, as I think, was accomplished in some wa; 
by the action of the Senator from Louisiana himself, and that wi 
blood-stained hands and wicked intentions he had managed by violence 
and by fraud to construct a Legislature of that character. My friend 
from Louisiana would say, ‘‘In what you said yesterday you meant, 


you know, really that; ’’ and therefore it was perfectly a! , behind 
the back of the Senator from Louisiana, for it to appear in the RECORD 


to-morrow as if I had said here and now that he was a party guilty, 
personally, with blood-stained hands and wicked intentions, of con- 
structing a contrivance that should send him to the Senate. 

Is there anybody on either side of the Chamber except my friend 
from Louisiana who would think that that was exactly the right sort 
of thing for a Senator to do? We are obliged on this resolution to say 
one way or the other, that we think it was right or we think it was 
wrong. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President—— 

aes PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, certainly; certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I thought when the Senator asked me the question 
that he knew nothing about this case. He wants to convey the idea 
that the Senator from Florida said nothing of that kind. I read to the 
Senator what the Senator from Florida did say in the Senate. It is 
very short; 

That is the feeling which in the hearts of desperate men leads to lawless acts, 
That is the feeling relative to the outraging and murder of hundreds of women 
and children in the Southern States, for which the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is personally responsible. 

Mr, EDMUNDS, May I interrupt the Senator long enough to cor- 
rect him in his reading? Heis reading the interpolated text. The 
word ‘“‘murder” was notin asit was spoken here, If the Senator will 
only confine himself to reading what was said here it will be a great 

tification probably to everybody except the people who do not want 
it that way. 

Mr, EUSTIS. Of course the Senator and I are trying to get at the 
facts in this case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
good while, apparently. 

Mr. EUSTIS. This is the language of the Senator from Florida used 
in the Chamber: 

liat e feeli ive to f whi 
Gus aena tine: NSE BAEENT BENNI TADEN Io Coe A NEE 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is your “murder?” 

Mr EUSTIS: 

The blood of these people rests upon him, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the “murder?” 

Mr. EUSTIS: 

The destruction of the happiness of these households is his, and not that of 
these miserable men who are emissaries behind him, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why did not the Senator read it as he did in the 
first place? What has become of his “murder?” 

Mr. EUSTIS. Of what? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What has become of the ‘‘murder’’ that the Sena- 
tor read the first time? Is that a post hac murder or what sort of a 
murder is it? 

Mr. EUSTIS, The Senator from Florida changed only two or three 
words. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis only a Florida flourish, I think, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I think murder is a Florida flourish from the conduct there 
latterly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. What does this mean? 

The blood of these people rests upon him. 


Does not that cover everything? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator may think so. I rather think in 
Louisiana they suppose that there is no distinction between justifiable 
homicide and any other; they call it murder possibly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I assure the Senator from Vermont that in my part of 
the country when it is said the blood of these people rests upon them, 
the people there understand what it means. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be so. I think they doin Florida and 
perhaps in Louisiana; and if I adopt’what the Senator from Louisiana 
defends to-day and can employ a good newspaper man or a clerk or some- 
body who can furnish ideas and words for me, I can put intothe Recorp 
to-morrow a splendid picture of the state of things in Louisiana, and a 
splendid picture of the personal blood-stained hands of that Senator, 
and have him stand up the next day and say that I did just right; it 
was only a Florida flourish, of roses and jessamines and of sugar-cane, 
possibly, and that sort of thing. 


Well, that is what you have been wanting for a 


Now, does the Senator really mean that? 


he does not. His zeal in supposing that he is defending (as we do our 


Mr. President, I am sure 


country, they say, right or wrong) a particular Senator of his par- 
ticular way of thinking, has led him beyond what I am sure after a 
little reflection he will be willing to go. 

But how does this happen? If this is only a mere piece of rhetoric— 
I think the Senator said frills, or farbelows, or flounces, or something 
of that kind—— 

Mr. HOAR. Embroidery. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Embroidery, What is the object, Mr. President, 
of you or me or even anybody in a warm climate to put into a perma- 
nent and official record of the Government, which the newspapers tell 
us, and, I think, very truly, nobody ever sees except the students in 
musty libraries, this kind of embroidery which describes a fellow Sen- 
ator in a body that is bound in respect of itself, to say nothing of its 
respect to each other, to use language which comports not with the Deluge 
(for I believe that was not a delugeof blood-stained hands, but of water, 
as far asI have heard), but that comports with the decency of statement 
relating to public interests, and not in turning the Senate of the United 
States into a bear-garden, of which each particular member is a partic- 
ular bear, atone time or another, to fight out with his own claws and on 
his own lines the best he can? 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. I desire 
that the words of the Senator from Vermont as applied to the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] shall be taken down. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let them be taken down immediately. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iunderstood that the suggestion as to me was a sup- 

ititious case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itisnotopen to debate. Let the words be taken 
down, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words to which the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] refers will be taken down as reported by 
the Official Reporter as they stand upon his minutes. [A pause.] The 
Reporter desires that the words may be more specifically indicated in 
order that the page of the minutes may be referred to. 

Mr. DANIE I can not repeat the precise words, sir, but I under- 
stood the Senator from Vermont to charge the Senator from Lonisiana 
with intending murder, and it was on that line that I wished to have 


the words taken down. 

The PRESIDENT pro pipe se As soon as the words can be found 
they will be read. While the Reporter is searching, the Chair would 
state that in his comprehension of parliamentary law it is requisite 
that the particular Senator complaining should state the words to which 
he takes exception precisely as he conceives them to have been spoken. 
Then, by referring to the official minutes, the accuracy of the memory 
of the member can be ascertained, and the Senate can then pe, through 
the Chair, upon the question whether the words were disorderly and 
in violation of the rules of debate. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to say that that would be making the test 
the accuracy of the Senator’s memory instead of the record made by 
the Reporter. 

The PRESI DENT pro tempore. The subject is not open to debate, 
but the Chair will willingly listen to suggestions that may be submit- 
ted by unanimous consent, 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from Ver- 
mont distinctly to impute to the Senator from Louisiana, designating 
him as such, the defense of murder upon this floor, and it is to that 
language that I take exception on the ground that no Senator on this 
floor has the right to impute to another 

rips (to Mr. Hoar). He is making a strong point on 
our side. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ido not make it, sir, on your side or on my side. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator must address the Chair. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont did not ad- 
dress the Chair. I did not intend any disrespect in not doing so myself. 
The point I make is this: I say no matter what side it strikes on, for 
in a judicial case in which I consider that the honor of the Senate is 
involved I do not speak for any side, but for its dignity alone; I except 
to that remark as imputing to a Senator a dishonorable thing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words to which the Chair sup- 


poses the Senator from Virginia to refer will be now read by the Secre- 
tary, having been furnished to him by the Reporter. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Irather think that in Louisiana there is no distinction between justifiable 
homicide and any other; they call it murder possibly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont willnow 
have the opportunity of affirming or denying that the words as read 
were used by him. 

Mr. DANIEL, Those are not the words. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I stand obstinately mute and take my fate. 

Mr. DANIEL. ‘Those are not the words that I except to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator insists upon his de- 
sire that the words shall be taken down, the Official Reporter will fur- 
ther search the record. 

Mr. DANIEL. If I had the record before me, while it is true accord- 
ing to my ear, I could put my finger upon it; but I can not undertake 


to repeat whole sentences. I will repeat the exact words which struck 
my ear, and to which I took exception. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, That the Senator has already done. 

Mr. DANIEL, Yes, sir; but the words just read are not the words, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire that the 
search shall continue further? 

Mr. DANIEL. It seems so difficult, sir, to find words just uttered 
that I have no desire to press the matter. I only wished tocall atten- 
tion to them. I do not wish to interrupt the proceedings now. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Virginia that it will not 
take two minutes for the Reporter to read to him from his minutes the 
passage where the words he complained of occur, and he can then call 
the attention of the Senate to them. 

Mr. DANIEL. With the permission of the Chair I will look at the 
language. 

Mr. DANIEL thereupon withdrew from the Chamber with Mr. Shuey, 
who had taken the notes of Mr. EDMUNDS’S remarks, and after some 
minutes returned and said: 

Mr. President, the stenographer has not fully written out his notes, 
but having read them to me from his stenographie report, I do not find 
the words there as I recollect to have heard them and as I am sure I 
= hear them. I therefore have nothing in the notes to call atten- 

on to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Am Iat liberty now to proceed for a few moments? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now that I am at liberty to speak (for I wish to 
observe the rules of the Senate), I wish to say to my honorable friend 
from Virginia—and after what he supposed he heard he should have 
done exactly what he did; it was his duty as he understood it—thatthe 
only allusion I made to the Senator from Louisiana or any other Senator 
was merely to put to him a supposed case of what I might say, stating 
in a general way that I believe in the State of Louisiana, for illustra- 
tion, and that is not the only one, the islature of that State had been 
composed by unjust methods, to which I did not intimate in the least 
degree that he was a party, but he had been elected by that Legislature, 
and what would be thought of meif officially in the RECORD I should be 
reported to have said here in the presence of the Senate that he was a 
guilty party with blood-stained hands in the composition of such a Leg- 
islature, in order to illustrate to my friend from Louisiana, who knows 
just as well as anybody can how much personally I respect him, the 
argument that I understood him to deliver to tie Senate in favor of 
vindicating the Senator from Florida for the interpolation that he made, 
it appears, of a whole paragraph in the RECORD. I should never say 
such a thing here or elsewhere; and I am rather confident that not 
having said it I should not put it in the RECORD to-morrow. I am 
rather strongly of that opinion. 

Now, Mr. President, let us come back to the earnest aspect of the 
very thing that we have here. It is not party; it is not person; it is 
the just and orderly administration of the public duties of this body. 
In justice and parliamentary law, not of the time of the Deluge or of 
any other time, but inherent in the deliberations of every body, from 
the board of city or town aldermen up to the councils of the President 
of the United States or of the two Houses of Congress, whatever may 
be personal feeling, whatever may be personal passion, personal preju- 
dice, neither this body nor any other public body has anything to do 
with that; its members are equal before each other; and it is the pub- 
lic business, and not their private passions and opinions or prejudices, 
we to be drawn into consideration in the public deliberations of such 
a body. 

The Senator from Florida, as I think in what appears from the report 
and from the Recorp and the undisputed statement of fact, so far for- 
got himself—and I use no terms other than mere implication of the re- 
proach of thinking that he did wrong; I make no characterization of 
it—so far forgot, in a moment of warmth or heat or whatever, his duty 
to this body and to the public in the feeling he may have had upon the 
subject as to cause to be printed, as in the permanent official records of 
the United States and for public information, distinct and apparently 
carefully drawn out statements imputing to a Senator from another 
State, and in new language, whatever he meant before, a crime, and, 
worse than an ordinary and common crime, a concerted and systema- 
tized crime, such as, for illustration, I have stated to my good friend 
from Louisiana I might have the power (I certainly have the power if 
this sort of thing goes on) to put into the Recorp to-morrow; and I 
use him for illustration because I know that neither he nor anybody 
else will misunderstand it. 

Now, is that right? Ifitis right we ought to reject the resolution 
reported from the Committee on Privileges and Elections. If itis > 
wrong, we ought to say so, in justice to the Senator from Florida, and 
to every other Senator, and to the public interest. It is one way or 
the other, and voting one way or the other on this resolution defines 
our respective positions as to that sort of thing. 

Mr, President, I have said and endeavored to say nothing that should 
wound the sensibilities of any Senator, but the honor and fairness that 
is required in this body compels me to say in all kindness that I think 
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the Senator from Florida far transgressed, the right of 
correction, and even embroidery, as the Senator from Louisiana has so 
happily imagined as being possibly the case, and that he ought to stand 
up like a man and take whatever is implied in this resolution in saying 
that that sort of thing shall not be done any more, 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, this isa question, as I understand it, 
which addresses itself to the sense of honor of the Senate, I have had 
some advantage (if that word may be used) as to the understanding of 
this question, because I heard the discussion in which the words ap- 

that are now under consideration, and listened to that discussion 
with close attention. I was also one of the auditors to another discus- 
sion not long antedating that, in which the Senator from Florida was 
engaged. 

I do not rise, sir, with a consciousness of any partisan bias, and, in 
my judgment, any man who would permit himself to be governed by 
partisan bias or by personal friendship in determining the right and pro- 
priety of the procedure to be pursued in this case is utterly incapable 
of being a judge. 

I heard the remarks made by the Senator from Florida, and I did 
not regard those remarks as coming within the pale of parliamentary 
poi I go further, sir, than even the Senator from Massachusetts 

my idea of the range of parliamentary privilege of any Senator who 
rises to address this body. I conceive, however poorly I may illustrate 
the idea in myself, that this is the grandest deliberative body the sun 
has ever shone upon; and in my judgment the rules of order and the 
decorous procedure which govern the Supreme Court of the United 
States should not exceed or transcend it any degree the personal polite- 
ness and dignity of demeanor of one Senator towards another. 

The Senator from Massachusetts takes the ground that a Senator has 
the right to say to another that he is responsible for any train of evil 
co uences which may have eventuated from his vote or policy. 
That I respectfully deny. No Senator upon this floor has a right to 
point his finger at another and, separating him from the mass of his 
coll es or from the mass of his poli associates, attribute to him 
anything which is personal and which would naturally cause a just 
and honorable spirit to flinch. I would have the right to say with refer- 
ence to a proposition pronounced by the Senator from Massachusetts 
that the consequences of that proposition involve any calamities which 
might fall upon the human race; I would have the right to say that 
the to which he belongs was responsible for those consequences; 
but I have not the right to single that Senator out from amongst his 
colleagues and associates and to hold his mality up to the contempt 
or scorn or indignation of any individ The Senator loses his per- 
sonality when he stands upon this floor in the character that he repre- 
sents, and unless you acknowledge it, insult, contumely, reviling, and 
all manner of things which lead to discord are the inevitable conse- 

uence. 

z Sir, I hesitate not to say that I do not believe the Senator from 
Florida had the right to designate the Senator from New Hampshire in 
his personality as a person who was responsible for crime or misde- 
meanor or anything that he chose toimpute, for, if he should do so, the 
collision of the two men is made immediate, face to face, and invidious; 
and the great character in which they stand here as representatives of 
a sovereign nation and of sovereign States is immediately minimized 
to the personality of the two men. 

In what I have tosay upon thissubject I shall pronounce my opinion, 
such as it may be and for whateyer it may be worth, with as absolute 
an impartiality between these gentlemen as I am capable of maintain- 
ing. While, sir, these are my opinions, I would call the attention of 
the Senate to my view that the proper way to correct any order of pro- 
cedure which has deviated from a correct line is not to single ont one 
Senator and to make him the victim. If I know myself, I would vote 
exactly as I shall vote in this caseif the Senator from New Hampshire 
occupied the shoes of the Senator from Florida and if the Senator from 

- Florida should occupy his. 

Mr. President, it was with that view upon my mind that I made the 
allusion I did to the remarks of the Senator from Vermont. It seems 
that I must have misunderstood him, though I was quite clear as to 
what I thought I heard him say. I wish to point out to the Senate 
the fact that this is not the first case here, nor is it without many as- 
sociate cases, in which Senators have transgressed this rule, and that 
in order to correct the evil which must inevitably result if personality 
is ever to be permitted upon this floor you must strike at the root of 
that evil and tear it up root and branch. I was the much-pained wit- 
ness of a discussion between two Senators which occurred upon this 
floor a few weeks ago. I shall not even designate them by name, as I 
do not wish to revive any personally unpleasant associations; but I 
heard one Senator who sat upon this side of the Chamber denounced 
with excoriation of invective, with personal charge and insinuation such 
as I had never heard delivered against any individual personally in any 
deliberative body of which I have ever had the honor to be a member. 
There was not a single member who noticed it, 

I have the highest appreciation of the distinguished gentleman who 
presides over the deliberations of this Chamber, but, as I conceive, it was 
the duty of that gentleman the moment he heard those personalities 
uttered and aimed and directed towards a Senator to call the Senator 


to order who uttered them and to cause him to cease tospeak until he 
spoke in decorous order towards allof his companions, There is arule 
in the rules of the Senate which seems to be regarded almost as obso- 
lete in this body which provides that— 


If any Senator, in pene or otherwise, fendar the rules of the Senate the 
presiding officer shall or any Senator may call him to order; and when a Sen- 
ator shall be called to order he shall sit down and not proceed without leave of 
the Senate, which, if granted,shall be upon motion that he be allowed to pro- 
ceed in order; which motion shall be determined without debate, 

There is also another rule, a companion to this, which provides that— 


If a Senator be called to order for words spoken in debate, upon the demand 
of the Senator or of any other Senator, the exceptionable words shall be taken 
down in writing. 

Mr, President, it is a very disagreeable thing for any Senator here to 
take ro to any remark made by one of his coll He is 
putting himself into a position of conspicuous prominence which nat- 
urally leads to friction and to unpleasantness before this Chamber. 
Therefore it is necessary that the Presiding Officer of this body, listen- 
ing to the debate, should instantly check the first word, and no Sena- 
tor here ought ever to be called upon to say a single word that might 
grate with insulting import upon the ears of another. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has said that the Senate 
of the United States is a safe place forone man toinsult another. The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has rather congratulated the 
Senate upon the factthata man may utter here with absolute freedom 
his opinions in such a manner as that,and that the Senate is safe. Mr. 
President, there ought not to be any spot of earth on which any man 
can with safety insult another, Ido not mean to say that violence 
ought to result from the insult, Far from it. I do not look upon it 
as a matter of courage in any man tovisit harsh and opprobrious terms 
upon a colleague; neither do I regard that the colleague is acting un- 
manly if he chooses to pass it by with the contemptuous scorn that a 
gentleman has the privilege of showing when he has been rudely and 
unmannerly treated. : 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Virginia if he understood either me or the Senator from Mississippi to 
express any sentiment other than that which he is now expressing for 
himself, because, if he did, so far as I am concerned and so far as the 
Senator from Mississippi is concerned in what I said I concurred with 
him, I had no other meaning than that which he now states himself, 

Mr. DANIEL. I think I understand the Senator perfectly correctly, 
but I beg leave respectfully to take issue with him. Ido not think it 
ought to be safe for one Senator to point the finger of scorn at another 
in this body or to utter a contemptuous term towards him. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator—— 

Mr. DANIEL, Will the Senator permit me to finish my sentence ? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Virginia yield? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. ’ 

Mr. HOAR. I paused because I understood the Senator to ask me 
to let him finish the sentence. When I said, and I suppose when the 
Senator from Mississippi said, that this place ought to be absolutely 
safe, I was referring and he was referring to safety from personal vio- 
lence or quarrel in consequence of the utterance of opinions, 

Mr. GEORGE. That is what I meant. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not mean to intimate for a moment that a Sen- 
ator who utters opprobrious language against another here should be 
safe from the very much severer punishment and greater danger of 
public condemnation of loss of the respect of gentlemen. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I am not quite as dull as the honor- 
able Senator would seem by his language to think that Iam. Ithink I 
understand him perfectly, and I think if he would be just a little patient 
in order that I might express myself one sentence after another and 
collect the whole idea I am endeavoring to give utterance to, he would 
find that he and myself are not very far apart, if at all, in the judg- 
ment which I yenture to sabmit to the Senate. 

I think the word “‘safe’’ is a misapplied term to any indecorum in 
the Senate of the United States. I think it is an ill-chosen adjective, 
if the Senator will permit me to criticise with becoming respect one 
who is generally so choice in his terms. It ought not to be safe in any 
sense beyond that of personal violence, which I of course except, for a 
Senator to use opprobrious epithets upon this floor towards another; 
and the only way in which it can be made unsafe is for the presiding 
officer to check the first intimation of such an utterance and for the 
universal common law and self-respect of this body to visit such a 
breach of its etiquette and privilege with its own emphatic disclaimer 
and disapprobation, 

Mr. President, I wish to say this about the Senator from Florida: 
He has been made upon this floor the subject of much grosser animad- 
version than the Senator from New Hampshire. No one checked the 
utterance; no one chided the speaker; no one called him to order. 
This breach of privilege, which I call a departure from decorum, has 
gone on in various debates from time to time until now we have this 
case brought to our attention. 

No objection is made in this place and now to the language of the 
Senator from Florida on account of its personal character. The time 
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has passed, as I understand, when it could be made a matter of excep- 
tion on the ground of being out of order. The exception which is taken 
to it is not that it was out of order, but simply that it was not uttered 
upon this floor. It is true that the words which were published in the 
speech of the Senator from Florida in the order in which they are used 
and in their amplification and ornamentation, as some might style it, 
were not used by himin debate. But this is a point which I think the 
Senator from Vermont has not entirely attended to; words of like im- 
port were uttered, and words mach severer in the imputation which 
they carried, than the mere adjectivorous and rhetorical flourishes which 
were attached to them. p 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. DANIEL, Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I wish in all sincerity to ask my honorable friend 
from Virginin, whose propositions upon this subject I entirely agree 
with, as I did with his calling me to order when he misunderstood me 
as stating an allegation of fact when I was using an illustration, why 
it should be proper for the Senator from Florida or for any other Sena- 
tor, if it was rhetoric, to rub it in the next day and behind the back 
of the patient by a distinct and entirely separate sentence—not a mere 
correction of the rhetoric of a phrase, but a whole bodily thing? 

If my friend will pardon me fora moment, I may allude to a similar 
instance, although not of personal imputation, which more strongly il- 
lustrates this proposition, that oceurred here about a dozen years ago 
when one of the best of my personal friends (and I am glad to say still 
living, I believe, as a judge in North Carolina), Senator Merrimon, in 
alittle discussion with another Senator in this body, taking the liberty 
that was supposed to belong to everybody of revising his remarks (I be- 
lieve that is the phrase) made his adversary to appear, without intend- 
ing it atall, as haying made an entirely untenable and an almost ridic- 
ulous proposition. The attention of the Senate was called to it the 
next day as soon as it was printed, and my good friend from North 
Carolina and the whole Senate agreed that that was a mistake and a 
wrong and an injustice, and the very same order I think was made in 
substance that is proposed here, that the RECORD should stand as the 
thing actually took place, and that even in a case where it was not a 
personal imputation, butonly an arrangement of argument which might, 
as my honorable friend perfectly understands, by a very slight chan; 
in language be made to put one person in the wrong and the other in 
the right. 

I thank my friend for allowing me to make the suggestion. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam happy to have heard the very entertaining ar- 
gumient of the Senator from Vermont. Its conclusion was so far away 
from the question he asked me that I must recur now to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is 500 miles nearer, for North Carolina is only 
that far away from Washington. 

Mr. DANIEL, When the Senator gets through (though I am so 
much entertained by his remarks that I regret he should so soon stop), 
I shall try to answer his question. The Senator puts to me the ques- 
tion, why should I say that the Senator from Florida did right and 

roperly in adding these rhetorical flourishes and remarks to his speech? 
as the Senator understood me to say that he did properly ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, No; Iam trying to find out what my friend thinks. 

Mr. DANIEL. If my distinguished friend will only be a little pa- 
tient (Iam not quite so ready as he is upon a floor to which he has been so 
long accustomed) perhaps I shall state my own opinion upon that subject. 

I do not think that any Senator ought ever either to utter or to put 
in the RECORD anything personally reflecting upon one of his col- 
leagues. That is a sound principle, and I think that as to that propo- 
sition I shall have the assent of the Senator from Vermont, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Decidedly, 

Mr. DANIEL. In the manner in which this question comes up and 
with this little naked record of it in the form of a resolution and a re- 
port, my objection to the proceeding is that it involves an implied 
censure for something more serious than it on its face imports. 

I will state that proposition again, in order that the Senators who do 
me the honor to listen to my statement may understand the clear, dis- 
tinct ground upon which I put my line of action. It is that to make 
simply this record of this transaction, although the purpose to censure 
may be disclaimed by the committee which makes the report and al- 
though the jurisdiction to censure was not reposed in it by the Senate, 
this naked record speaking by itself, imports a much more serious mat- 
ter than that which it deals with. That is to say, Mr. President, if 
any one who had not heard this discussion, if any one not familiar 
with the res gestæ of the transaction, were to take that separate fact 
and endeavor to deduce from it what had been the conduct of the 
parties, he would arrive at a conclusion which is opposite from the 
truth, although in terms no misstatement might have been made. 

In order to produce the effect of trath upon a mind which you are 
addressing you must present the main facts and the surrounding facts 
in thrir proper colors and in their ine proportions; and you may produce 
upon the mind of another whom you are addressing, by the selection 
of a part of a truth or a disjointed trath, an im on which is ab- 
Bolutely false. That being the case, if I, iar with this transac- 


tion, were to take this report and were to peruse it, I would reach the 
conclusion that the Senator from Florida had made a personal assault 
of words upon the Senator from New Hampshire, had done it behind 
his back, a term which the honorable Senator from Vermont uses, with 
all the implication which would attach to a cowardly and to an im- 
proper deed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. President, I did not mean that at all, 
because I know perfectly well that the Senator from Florida is not a 
coward or anything of the kind, and I do not wish to be so understood. 
But when I say behind one’s back in this connection I mean that, after 
there has been a stand-up discussion and the body has separated, for 
one of the debaters to put into his speech a distinct and separate and 
new paragraph; whether it means the same thing that another did or 
not, is a thing done behind the back of that person, not in his presence, 
where he could then and there have defended himself from the impu- 
tation, whether it was a repetition or not. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand the Senator perfectly, and I have no 
doubt that every Senator does. But he illustrates, in the explanation 
that he makes of his own words, which I correctly apprehended, the 
very thing which I object to in this resolution. It placesa Senator, in 
my judgment, in a false position. 

While it is unpleasant to me to repeat the words of a painful dehate 
(no Senator can have pleasure either in lingering upon it orin quoting 
language of this character uttered in this body), I state from my clear 
recollection as an attentive auditor of that discussion that there is not 
in the published remarks of the Senator from Florida any form of in- 
culpation or charge against the Senator from New Hampshire that he 
did not make here; in fact, I have before me now what the Senator 
from Florida did utter, and, in my humble judgment of the weight of 
words, the distinct charge is stronger even than the rhetoric with which 
it has been furbished up in the RECORD. 

A little partisancy has crept into this discussion. and my honorable 
friend from Massachusetts, who is here delivering his judgment upon 
the propriety of conduct as involved between two of his colleagues, did 
not preserve his judicial pose and his judicial character long enough 
to forget the old battles of twenty-five and thirty years ago in which he 
was militant; and to listen to his address about the old-time abolitionist 
and the lash of the slave-master, it would seem to be the conclusion of 
his judgment that the Senate is incapable of deciding a naked question 
upon the rules without permitting its imagination to range the old 
battle-fields of a by-gone generation and to be illustrated trom those 
sensitive points which are always calculated to disturb rather than to 
promote cool and deliberate judgment. 

He speaks about the humor of the Senator from Mississippi. Ban- 
quo’s ghost when it originally started upon its errand through the . 
world, both upon the stage and in rhetorical illustration, was doubt- 
less a very serious affair. But I am sure that eyen the grave Senator 
from. Massachusetts is not incapable of detecting a little humor in the 
reiterated appearance, after the last appearance had been so often an- 
nounced, and in my judgment a little humor about this matter is at 
least as much in order as a fiery invective based upon the memories of 
Charles Sumner and old-time issues which have long since died away, 
and which every good citizen, as it seems to me, would wish to see 
buried in oblivion. 

Recurring to this matter I address you, Senators, as far as I am con- 
scious, with a clear intent to endeavor to do what is justand right be- - 
tween man and man in this proceeding. I do not think that under all 
the circumstances of this case it would be the proper thing to place 
upon your record a conclusion which would be inevitably construed as 
a censure of the Senator from Florida upon an objection raised ata 
time when the matter to be censured in its personal character has 
by. Neither do I consider that it would be right and proper in the 
Senate in returning to and contemplating the enforcement of a rule, 
which has been neglected, to make any one of its members the illustra- 
tion of its restored sense of order and propriety. 

The order of the Senate murt be located in its Chair and must pér- 
vade the whole body, and it is not the right and fair thing to do to se- 
lect one man who has but done what is done daily in the Senate, who 
has amplified an idea which he has stated and illustrated it by terms 
of rhetoric. The personality and everything in that language which 
conid have been objected to at any time, the gravamen of that utter- 
ance, was in his utterance here as I heard it fall from his lips once, 
twice, thrice, often repeated. And yet if you take up that speech and 
cut off the hem of the garment and ignore the garment, you put your- 
selyes in the attitude of judging a thing which was not the substance 
of the matter complained of, and of misdirecting your judgment to an 
annex of rhetoric rather than to the main question which might at one 
time have been brought before you. 

I have heard speeches made upon the floor of the Senate time and 
again, and I haveseen them appear in the RECORD with diversified illus- 
trations. I acknowledge that they furnish no clear or positive prec- 
edent for this, because this relates to personality, whereas some of 
them or indeed all of them may not have done so; and yet the very 
personality which is the subject of exception by the committee did ap- 
pear and was the subject of discourse by the tor from Florida in 
repeated utterances. 
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I-can not, therefore, vote for this resolution, because in my judgment 
the effect of such a sentence would be a reflection, and not the accurate 
aim of justice. It would misguide the mind to a side light, and not to 
the main light of this controversy, and it would put the Senator from 
Florida, in my judgment, in the false light, before those who did not 
know the fact, of saying at night, in darkness and behind the back of 
a Senator, things which he had not uttered and reiterated in his 
ence.. In reaching this conclusion, sir, I again repeat that if the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire was in his place and the Senator from Florida 
in his I would reach the same conclusion, and that the conclusion is 
utterly devoid of the control of bias on account of those engaged in it. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, as a member of the committee from 
which this resolution was reported by its chairman, I feel that I ought 
to say a word in explanation of the vote that I shall give upon it, in 
justice to myself and in justice tomy distinguished friend from Florida. 

I was not in the Senate Chamber this morning when the resolution 

was brought up for consideration, nor did I hear much of what has pre- 
ceded the remarks of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. I 
was surprised, however, upon entering the Chamber, to find that the 
resolution was before the Senate and had given rise to a debate the 
character of which surprised me still more. I had supposed that when 
this resolution was ordered to be reported to the Senate it would have 
been passed without a word of objection on any side of this Chamber, 
and would have been accepted as the orderly and best considered deal- 
ing that we could make with the subject-matter which had been re- 
ferred to the committee by the resolution of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 
As I understood the meaning of the committee in ordering this res- 
olution to be reported, it was that no attempt was to be made by the 
committee or on its recommendation by the Senate to pass upon the 
language used by the Senator from Florida or the language used by 
the Senator from New Hampshire; that the language of which the 
Senator from New Hampshire complains, not having been objected to 
at the time it was uttered (and which he explains by saying that he 
did not hear it), had passed out of the jurisdiction of the Senate, and 
that therefore it would be something outside of the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections to suggest to this body that 
they should revamp the issue and undertake to pass upon the question 
as to whether the language of the Senator from Florida was deserving 
of censure or not, 

Therefore when I voted—as I am privileged, I suppose, to say that 
I did vote—for this resolution in the committee, I did not understand 
nor do I now know that any of my colleagues on that committee un- 
derstood that the resolution was intended to imply a scintilla of cen- 
sure upon the honorable Senator from Florida. All that I understood 
the resolution to mean is this: That it is the right of any Senator in 
this body, apart from the rules, and not by reason of privilege conferred 
by rules, ‘put as inherent in those rules of decorum which should govern 
every assemblage of gentlemen, whenever a Senator calls attention to 
the fact that language personal to himself has been uttered by another 
Senator and that that is opprobrious, to have that utterance 
remain upon the record, if he so wishes, precisely as it was uttered. 

The question of the changes that were made by the Senator from 
Florida, in conformity to a habit that has grown up somewhat loosely 
in this body, how far he changed the purport of the language originally 
uttered, how far he modified it, as I certainly think he did modifyit, was 
not a question considered by the committee nor submitted by it to this 
body; we simply and alone assert what I have characterized as the ab- 
solute right of every Senator to require language which he objects to 
as personal to remain upon the record precisely as it was uttered, ver- 
batim et literatim et punctuatim. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I must vote for this resolution, and my 
vote imports not only no disrespect to the Senator from Florida, but it 
imports not the slightest censure, The language that he uttered, and 
which I donot understand he denies that he uttered, will, if this res- 
olution is adopted, simply remain upon the record, and the modifica- 
tion which he made in the stenographic report will be in future edi- 
tions of the RECORD obliterated. 

‘The Senator from Florida did say, according to the stenographic re- 
port: 

‘That is the feeling which in the hearts of desperate men leads to lawless acts, 
That is the feeling relative to the outraging of these poor women, for which the 
Senator from New aga ine is personally responsible. The blood of these 
Siren Aa Ea A N EE 

Whether it is more objectionable to use like that than to 
say, as the Senator from Florida saw fit to amend and modify that lan- 
guage in his corrected report— 

The blood of Saunders, if the evidence shall show his death was in any way 
connected with the prosecutions in the United States courts, will rest on his 
conscience. The shrieking ghosts of the hundreds of outraged and murdered 
women and children, the victims of the wild lust and passions of a race who 
owe all that mane doe sited of religion and civilization to the Southern white peo- 
pic: and a dys Senator from New Hampshire, will disturb his sleeping and 
we do not undertake as a committee to pass upon. In adopting this 
resolution we do not undertake as a Senate to pass upon the question 
whether one form of words is more objectionable than the other, whether 
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it is more opprobrious to charge one with ility for ou 
poor women than to him with the responsibility for the kil 
ofmen. That is a question which is left open to the decision of every 
zen De te Donnis and every man in the country who shall read this 
reco. 

Therefore, Mr. President, with that understanding and because I 
believe the Senator from New Hampshire had a right, which I would 
notsee impaired, to have the language which was uttered by the Senator 
from Florida remain upon the record exactly as it was uttered, I shall 
vote for the pending resolution. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of prolong- 
ing this debate, but, being a member of the committee by which this 
resolution was reported, I simply desire to concur fully in what has been 
so well said by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Iam much surprised at this debate and much surprised at the oppo- 
sition to the of theresolution. Senators who oppose the resolu- 
tion, in my humble judgment, totally misconceive its plain meaning 
and purpose. So faras the committee who considered this matter are 
concerned, I can say that there was no difference of opinion, and no 
purpose whatever in the language of the resolution or in its effect to cast 
any censure whatever upon the Senator from Florida. There was no 
suggestion by any member of the committee that the resolution was 
capable of any such construction; and in my judgment that construction 
is distorted and is a misconception and a total mistake as to how the 
resolution will be construed by the Senate or by the public, 

My opinion is that the defeat of this resolution would put the Sen- 
ate in a false position, and every Senator who votes against it, in my 
jadgment, places himself in a much worse position before the country 
than the Senator from Florida would be placed in by the adoption of 
the resolution. The resolution upon the face of it recites the language 
that it orders stricken from the RECORD, and it gives one single reason, 
and no other, for striking the language from the RECORD, and that is 
that the words that the committee ask to be stricken out were not 
actually spoken by the Senator from Florida, They may have been 
spoken in substance so far as the language of the resolution is con- 
cerned, but the recital is that they are asked to be stricken from the 
RECORD for the sole reason that they were not actually spoken. There 
is not a Senator who hears me who will say that that recital is not true. 

Mr. President, having vindicated myself from a possibility of doing 
anything that would be a reflection upon my friend from Florida, 
with whom my associations are of the kindest nature and our friend- 
ship of the warmest character, I am utterly surprised that any friend 
of that Senator or any Senator can distort this ge into the mean- 
ing that it amounts to a censure. It simply asks to have that lan- 
guage of a personal character, which can be construed to imply a per- 
sonal offense, stricken from the RECORD because the words were not 
actually spoken. 

We ought to take care of the verity of this RECORD, and especially 
in reference to language that can be construed into a charge of a per- 
sonal character or implyinga personal insult in words personally offen- 
sive. The RECORD ought to be guarded against it. And Iam surprised 
that my friend from Florida desires that language which he admits was 
not actually spoken shall be added to the RECORD in the place of what 
the reporter put there, which he did say, and which, in my judgment, 
in substance, was contained in the words he added to the RECORD. But 
the language he added there might be differently construed by differ- 
ent persons, and because it might be so construed and was admitted 
not to have been actually spoken the committee thought it best to put 
ei in the position of correcting the RECORD and making it speak the 
truth. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not rise, of course, to make any 
lengthy remarks in this matter, but an observation by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Evstis] leads me to call his attention to some remarks 
made by Thomas H. Benton in 1850 as reported in the Congressional 
Globe of Tuesday, April 2, 1850. They are confirmatory of what the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PucH] said, and he came very near using 
the same language. In a case somewhat similar to this, Mr. Benton 
said: 

Now, Mr. President, I haye to say, what every Senator well knows, that it is 
not only the right, but the duty, of a Senator to revise his es, improve 
the style, and improve the argument, if it relates to argument; but where there 
is something of a different r—some g personal—there can be no al- 
teration of the words. This is parliamentary law, and it is the law, I will not 
say of honor, but of civilized man. 

Further, he said: 

Sir, in what is personal in this Chamber there can be no alteration of words— 
there can be no substitution of equivocal or convertible phrases. The words 
spoken,so far as character or feeling is concerned, are to stand. They are to 
stand, sir, and he is to abide what is to result from them in public opinion, or in 
an. cer way. There is to be no made-up case—there is to be no alteration in 
asing 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the reason given by the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH] a few minutes ago why he thought 
every member of the Senate ought to vote for the resolution is exactly 
the reason why I shall vote against it. 

I believe the reporters of the Senate are as accurate as any reporters 
could be expected to be, but that they are infallible nobody will claim. 
I was present at the time of the discussion and I heard it, and I do not 
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believe that I remember more distinctly that this body was in session 
yesterday than I remember that these words were spoken by the Sena- 
tor from Florida: 


And the murder of hundreds of women and children in the Southern States. 


I remember to have turned in my seat and looked at that Senator, 
and in my astonishment at the force of the words he was using I turned 
and looked at the Senator from New Hampshire, who was in his seat. 
The expression made such an impression on me at the time that I do 
not believe it is saneny to be mistaken about it, and because I believe 
as firmly as I believe I am standing in my place to-day in the Senate 
that those words were spoken by the Senator from Florida Ishall vote 

this resolution. 

The Senator from New Hampshire, the Senator from Massachusetts, 
the Senator from Delaware, the Senator from Alabama, have each 
insisted that it was right that the Recorp should record exactly what 
was said. I believe that to be true. So far as the remainder of this 
reported matter is concerned, I heard nothing of the expression, and I 
take it for granted that it was interpolated in the RECORD; but this ex- 
pression, the one which embraces the gravamen of the charge, was, I as 
firmly believe, spoken by the Senator from Florida as I believe I am 
alive and standing here to-day; and for that reason I can not vote to so 

the RECORD as to have it speak an untrath when it says the 
Senator from Florida did not use those words. 

Mr. EVARTS obtained the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will theSenator from New York permit me to make 
a single remark further? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The line upon which the Senator from Arkansas 
has just now commented is in the notes submitted to the printer in the 
handwriting of the Senator from Florida as if it had been inserted. 
You may say it was omitted by the Reporter, but in the manuscript 
sent to the Printing Office those words are in the handwriting of the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I do not know anything about that, but 
when I heard the words spoken in this debate, whether they were not 
heard by the Reporter does not change the fact that they were spoken. 
I have no more doubt that those words were spoken than I have of my 
existence. They made an impression upon me that it would be difi- 
cult for me to forget. I could not forget such an impression made at 
such a time and under such circumstances, and I remember distinctly 
to have looked at the Senator from New Hampshire sitting in his seat 
and to have wondered that such an expression could be used by one 
Senator to another, and that it could be passed by with as little com- 
ment as it seemed to provoke at the time. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from New York [Mr. 
EvARTSsS] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It was by the indulgence of the Senator from New 
York that I spoke. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut in- 
terrupted the Senator from New York with his consent. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I hope within a very short compass 
to bring the attention of the Senate to the real matter that has been 
committed to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and that has 
been followed in their report, and that whatever may follow in debate 
here and in the vote must proceed upon the record as thus presented. 

The matter was introduced to the Senate upon the complaint of one 
Senator that in the speech of another Senator the RECORD had pre- 
sented not merely the words that were spoken by the Senator, but ad- 
ditional matter that was not expressed in the Senate, that neither in 
form nor in words was presented to the Senate; but that there was in- 
terposed in the RECORD a separate composition made after the Senate 
adjourned, and in phrase and in rhetoric that it was not pretended had 
been expressed in the Senate. 

The committee were desired to look into that, not in vindication of 
anything but the RECORD, for it was that the Senate was interested 
and that the country is interestedin. The persons, Paene who had 
submitted to the action of the Senate and the supervision of the com- 
mittee this RECORD pass out of observation and no longer are impor- 
tant. It is the verity of the RECORD that we are concerned with. 

Now, let me show within what narrow limits the question of the 
verity of the RECORD was laid before the committee and is now before 
the Senate. Each of the gentlemen who have brought to the attention 
of the Senate the matter in dispute appeared before our committee and 
submitted in writing whatever he had to say on the subject. The 
only topic and the only interest felt by the committee was what might 
be regarded as almost a mere clerical duty, examining the RECORD as 
printed and the portions of it that were impugned, for it was definitely 
ascertained before us that there was a birth to this secondary invective, 
if that is a proper description of it, quite independent of it, quite sep- 
arated aom it, quite unconnected with it in any physical fact of voice 
or speech, 

Then what remains to be considered but whether this RECORD should 
be made correct or whether the difference was so immaterial, the rela- 


purport as that the RECORD might be suffered to speak falsely, but yet 
not so as to injure? Well, Mr. President, who hasa right to 

the RECORD when the RECORD comes to be a matter of definite and re- 
sponsible attention as to the verity or the falsification of the RECORD? 
Is this a record that we can makeup afterwards and which we can hold 
forth as what we say after our attention is drawn to it that it is the 
record of what occurred here? Senators overlook the fact that that is 
not a matter of style nor a matter of taste nor a matter of interest or 


fi 

The Constitution of the United States has attached importunce to 
words spoken in debate in either of the Houses of Congress. It has 
declared, in protection and for the integrity of our debates, that a Sen- 
ator for words spoken in debate shall not be called in question else- 
where. But is there anysuch provision as that over a composition pre- 
pared in one’s chamber and never spoken in the Senate by which it is 
protected before the courts of justice or wherever else by this constitu- 
tional provision? 

It seems to me, therefore, that we can not afford to be indifferent. 
We can not yield to questions when we reduce the RECORD to what was 
said in debate and omit what was confessedly written afterwards and 
in another place, because the correction may carry an implication of 
this or that degree of severity, that greater care, greater prudence, or 
a larger trespass had been observed or neglected. When we are asked 
to stand up and say that the Senator from Florida is not to be called 
in question for words spoken in debate, we can not afford to add ‘‘and 
for words not spoken in debate;’’ and yet that is the result, practically, 
if we shall assign as the cause of our reversal of the report of this com- 
mittee that as the RECORD is printed there is, in substance and effect, 
in rhetoric and in taste, no difference between what was said in debate 
and what was not said in debate. The question is not how little there 
is, but how much there is that shows that one was said and the other 
was not, and forthis great constitutional proposition it is necessary that 
the thing should itself be as it was said. 

This committee, without turning to the tor to the left in any 
censure or in any approval, have announced that their united and un- 
doubted opinion is that the produced record from the Reporter should 
remain and that the additional and separate appended portion of the 
speech shall be omitted; and yet Senators are here to vote and to, pass 
upon that question; not impugning the facts, not doubting the integ- 
rity and the intelligence of the committee, they are going to vote against 
all of this for fear that they may do injustice in some implication that 
may be made from it. 

Mr. President, I have nothing to say on the habit of enlarging or im- 
proving the RECORD from what literally ap in debate, but when 
it comes to a question that might be and is a matter of importance, 
not only between Senators in regard to used and not 
used that may be charged to it, we are to look to the Senatei as to 
whether it likes to have put under the constitutional protection lan- 
guage that never was uttered in its hearing. Jt is not a RECORD for 
the Senator from Florida, nor a Recorp for the Senator from New 
Hampshire, but it is a RECORD of this Senate that these things were said 
in its hearing and it took no note of them. It might take no note of 
them if they were said in its presence, but the Senate, without stulti- 
fication, can never expose itself to the imputation that it allows words 
to pass unnoticed when they were not said in its presence. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, as I was a member, and am yet, of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections which reported this resolu- 
tion and as I favored the resolution in committee, I want to say a brief 
word in justification of the vote which I shall give. 

Nothing was further from my intention than the idea that by this 
resolution any reflection was intended upon the distinguished Senator 
from Florida [Mr. CALL]. He has said nothing and done nothing 
that required censure, for, although he had used very severe 
toward the Senator from New Hampshire, it will be admitted by 
who remember that debate that he had exceeding great provocation. 

There is a habit here, sir, prevailing in Senatorial courtesy that is 
thought to be very chivalrous and polite and courteous of making all 
remarks of a Senator impersonal towards the Senator who represents 
any people on this floor, It has come to be a habit, an excusable habit, 
a parliamentary habit, for a Senator to get up and say all kinds of hard 
and harsh and mean and unkind and false and slanderous things upon 
the whole people of a Senator’s State, but so long as he makes these 
allusions impersonal to that Senator they are not considered unparlia- 
mentary, and the Senator himself is not considered justifiable in resent- 
ing them in the usual way. 

Senators should remember that there are those whose names and 
reputations are dearer to a Senator than his own. Senators should re- 
member that we each and every one of us are sent here not only to 
transact the business of this country and to promote its welfare by 
every means within our conception, but that we are also sent here to 
take care of the good reputation and the fair name of the people whom 
we represent; and I say, therefore, when the Senator from Florida was 
attacked, as he was, through the people of his State, through the people 
who love and honor him, that he was fully justified in the very severe 
language with which he retorted upon the Senator from New Hamp- 


tion of the two sentences or paragraphs so clearly indistinguishable in | shire. 


2122 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 11, 


But there were certain things appearing in. the RECORD which the 
Senator from Florida admitted were words that he had not said in the 
order « f arrangement and in the language that he had not used, though 
he cla med that he had used a similar idea in the language attributed 
to him by the Reporter. That beingso, this committee—and I presume 
I violute no confidence in what I shall say about it—after much delib- 
eraticn and many castings up of precedents of what had been said in 
the > enate and what had been condoned, etc., and I believe an almost, 
if not entirely, universal disclaimer of any intention of reflecting upon 
the Senator trom florida, the proposition was submitted that, for the 
sake of the integrity of the RECORD, we would have omitted from it 
thom words which it was admitted had not been spoken and let it speak 
the « xact truth as our Reporter gave it to him, and for the sake of the 
veri'y oy this RECORD of this great body I supported that resolution 
and shall now. 

Tut I have already called attention and I desire still further to call 
the . ttention of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber to this 

bit of impersonal abuse, so to speak, of the people of our respective 

tes. When the people whom we represent are assailed, you may ex- 
pect, Senators, recrimination, and you must not al ways expect it in the 
mo ¢ refined and elegant terms that can be selected from the lexicon of 
our language. You can not always expectusto keep our temper. You 
can not always expect us to imitate the wisdom of that great American 
nlosopher, Mr. Josh Billings, who said that the little things of this 
had given him more trouble than the great things, and he illus- 
trated it by Saying that fleas had given him a great deal more trouble 
and uneasiness than elephants. [Laughter.] 

We can not always remember that, but naturally, as a great Georgia 

character, when he afterwards joined the church and was apologizing 


for being in a fight, said that “‘in an unthoughtful moment he 
gave way to human feelings” [laughter], you may expect such 
things. These little jabs and thrusts and gad-fly bites that come in an 


impersonal way are sufficiently irritating to upset the philosophy of the 
aversge American citizen, and not conformable to the tenets 
of Sunday-schools and Young Men’s Christian Associations may always 
be expected when such ts are made upon our people. But I want 
the KECORD to speak the truth; that is, I want it to speak the truth so 
far as there is truth in what we give to goin the RECORD. [Laughter ] 
I do not vouch for it any further. Therefore I say I supported in com- 
mittee and shall support here this resolution restoring the original lan- 
guage of the Senator from Florida, as reported by our + Official Reporter, 
to the RECORD, and not denied by him. This will be satisfactory to 
the Senate, it will be satisfactory to all who read the RECORD, if any- 
i deena unfortunately be compelled to read it after we are dead 

and the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. CHANDLER] says 
retin be satisfactory to him. If that is the very jacket that fits bim 
and that he was measured for when he was present and the other does 
not, and if he is satisfied with being charged with the outraging of 
women rather than the murder of men, why, God knows, he may have 
what satisfaction he can from it. [Langhter.] 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think it is due to myself before this 
resolution shall be voted upon that I should submit a few observations 
to the Senate. I have nothing to say as to whether the Senate shall 
areas not adopt the resolution. Ishall only speak in my own vindi- 
cation. 

There are two aspects in which thisresolution can be regarded: First, 
as a rule, custom, and usage of the Senate and, secondly, in its rela- 
son Se peer BASEN or statements, if there be any, contained 

it. 

I have been in this body for eleven years. I have heard during that 
time a great many pagatan between diferent members of this 

ys and I have the Recorp the controversy between Mr. 
Conkling and Mr. Lamar. I will allude only to those controversies 
which relate to members of the Senate who are not now members, in 
order that I may not have any personal allusions or call up any of the 
circumstances which occurred at the time. There are many Senators 
here who have had such controversies and between whom severe personal 
remarks have passed; I will not refer to them. I find that Mr. Conk- 
ling, on the 18th day of June, 1879, used the tollowing language: 


Let me be more specific, Mr. President. Should the member from Missis- 
sippi, except in the presence of the Senate, charge me, by intimation or other- 
wire, with fa , | would denounce him as a as a coward, and 
a liar; and understanding what he said asI have, the rules aad the proprietics 
oft the Senate are the only restraint upon me. 


To which Mr. Lamar replied: 
Mr. President, I have only to say that the Senator from New York understood 
me correctly. i did mean to say Ney apr aspen Fanati aare fame 
Senate 


ported. pardon language. It was 
ar T tare teteees Seance pick oo AO acon aoa eee deserve 
no brave man would wear. 


That passed away. There was no resolution to strike that from the 
records of this body; it was not said to be unparliamentary, and no- 
body rose here to say that any substitution of words was made which 
made it more severe or less severe. If it had not been said in sub- 
stance, it would have been open to a serious but, if said in sub- 
stance, what does it import to the verity of the RECORD whether the 
words ‘‘liar,”? ‘* ” or “coward” was used or not? What 


difference did it make to the insult from either of these distinguished 
Senstors to the other or to the verity of the RECORD that the specific 
language should be used ? 

But I aver upon the authority of the RECORD here that it has been 
the uniform practice of the Senate that there shall be arevisal of the 
remarks, not by the insertion of any new matter which conveyed more 
severe charges than were uttered, but by any language which was not 
more severe. 

In a celebrated debate between two very distinguished men, Mr. 
Thomas H. Benton, of Missouri, and Mr. Henry S. Foote, then Senator 
from Mississippi, on the 2d of "April, 1850, the following observation 
occurs: 


Now, Mr. President— 

Said Mr. Benton— 

Ihave to say, what every Senator well knows, that it ia not only the right but 
the duty of a Senator to revise his aes (oT improve the style, and improve the 
argument, if it relates to argument, 

So much for the rule of this Senate fora hundred years. Now, I vent- 
ure to say that Thomas H. Benton, with his thirty years in the Sen- 
ate, with his compeers, Clay and Webster and Calhoun and Cass, and 
men of that stamp, will not suffer in comparison with the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts or irom New York or trom Vermont or 
from the whole body of the Senate. I venture to say that with that 
distinguished circle of men, whose genius and whose learning were quite 
equal to anybody here, this rule of revisal and correction under the 
authority of Thomas H. Benton is a sufficient authority for any man 
now to revise. 

In reference to the personality of this matter, Mr. Benton goes on to 
say—and in order that I may not misrepresent him I will quote what 
he said, because the verity of the RECORD, if it be impeached, is as 
much concerned in the revisal of one as the other, and they are both 
subject to reasonable in ion. What does he say in regard to 
the personality? He was then engaged, I will observe, in an excited 
controversy with Governor Foote, an able and eloquent man, and Mr, 
Foote had charged Mr. Benton with inserting in the debates language 
which he had not used, and Mr. Benton was ing Mr. Foote with 
precisely the same, inserting in the debates language which he had not 
used. Mr. Benton under those circumstances, and a very aggravated 
ease, made this observation: 

But where there is something of a different character—something personal— 
there can be no alteration of the words. This is parliamentary Inve itis the 
law, I will not say of honor, but of civilized man. 

I accept that. There can be no alteration of the words, not in the 
critical and carping and unreasonable argument that the words can not 
be changed, but that the meaning of them can not be changed, r Mr. 
Benton says, immediately after: 

I filled up these two or three words in the opening sentence, has was ail 


Now, here is this case of a paragraph inserted, and here is Mr. Benton 
announcing the rule and announcing that he had made a change of a 
few words, not altering the meaning, and here is the language of Mr. 
Foote to which he refers: 


So there are two falsehoods there pox pepe oa Tam remarking on an article in a 
newspaper, and I can not be called to order, 


The official reports of the Senate were then published in a newpaper 
and making this evasion of what he supposed was parliamentary de- 
corum in order to speak in the presence of the Senate— 

Mr. Foore (in his seat). I hope he will not be called to order by any one. 

Mr. Bexrros— 

Quoting from Mr. Foote— 

Govan at the ww of honor, e ara agerer “Shielded by his 


age! by hisage! Sir, let any rar e anrea d me where an appropriate chasi 
ment can be employed and nd fodicted upon pom a and he will ead cal out 


paseo I per ond aer e riie ia find out my age without con- 

“His open disavowal of the obligatory force of the laws ef honor.” Tako 
eae oer ee ae itis false. Take it in the sense in which it is perhaps in- 
tended, and it is false. 

That discussion goes on. Mr. Foote replies and charges upon Mr. 
Benton that he had altered the record and alleges that he, Foote, had 
used nothing but language which imported the full sense and mean- 
ing of these corrected and revised remarks in the Globe. Where is 
the precedent obtained from this that these remarks should be struck 
from ve RECORD? Are they not there? Do they not show what oc- 
curred? 

Of what avail is it to the verity of the record when the speech 
comes here showing the substance and the facts of the controversy be- 
tween them and left to the judgmentof Mr. Clay? Mr. Calhoun was 
not then here, but Mr. Clay was, and I think Mr. Webster, though 
ay, Mr. Webster may have been Secretary of State at that time. 

t was, however, left to the judgment of the great men who were his 
contemporaries here, and what was the action taken upon it? Why, 
we heard nothing of striking it out of the record. 

So I might go on and follow it up through numberless cases, and I 
‘oats ia int IA mse, in Sheed be EOAR why remarks shoul: 
be stricken from the RECORD, 

Mr. President, if I am guilty of what is charged by the Senator from 
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Massachusetts or the Senator from New York or the Senator from Ver- 
mont, of having inserted in this Recorp one single word that had not 
its full equivalent in direct allusion and reference to the Senator from 
New Hampshire, I pronounce myself a coward and a dishonorable man 
if there be one word in it that had not its equivalent in the original 
remarks; and, if that be the case, there is nothing to impeach the verity 
of the RECORD. 

Now, Mr. President, let us look a little into this and see. If is ad- 
mitted that I stated: 

That is nae sas which in the hearts of desperate men leads to lawless 
aru Diabas for Wain: Ase BAARDE Door MON TIROTIRO Ee DENNI FAE 
sibie. The blood ofthese people rests upon him, 

The Senator from Massachusetts undertakes to say that to this para- 
graph these words are added: 

The blood of Saunders, if the evidence shall show his death was in any 


connected with the prosecutions in the United States courts, will rest on 
conscience, ete. 


I will not take time to read the whole of it. The Senator undertakes 
to say that that contains a distinct and a new allegation. I will ask 
the Senator from Massachusetts or the Senator from New York if either 
of them will arise in his seat and say that that paragraph does not reler 
to the text of this speech everywhere, if there is any allegation in it 
from me that the Senator from New Hamshire was anes present 
and that his hands were stained with the blood of actual Prey caren rticipation, 

Why, no one will say it. They know that the responsi 
upon the Senator from New Hampshire was the conseqnence oof his his 
official acts. No one will venture to say that that language imports a 
personal participation in the guilt of these crimes. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator asks me to rise, I will rise, with his 
leave, and say that that is not the point. The first utterance of the 
Senator, as I understand it, charges, what the Senator now says the 
second does, the Senator from New Hampshire with a certain course of 
public conduct which these things came in uence of; and in what 
the Senator from Florida wrote out and put in the RECORD he charged 
the Senator from New Hampshire with conscious guilt on those sub- 
jects. He says the Senator from New Hampshire is guilty. It would 
not be at all applicable to a person who had advocated some public 
measure which had resulted in these things, but that the Senator added 
that the Senator from New Hampshire is guilty in his own conscience. 
That is the question. 

Mr. CALL. Now, I will ask the Senator from Massachusetts to see 
if there is anything of that kind that bears such aninterpretation. If 
such an interpretation can be placed npon that language, it is entirely 
beyond my knowledge or my intention. The language everywhere 
shows clearly that the Senator from New Hampshire was not charged 
with being personally present and that he could not have had his hands 
stained with the guilt of these people actually, unless he had been there 
participating in person in it. That is plain and manifest. 

Mr. HOAR. e Senator will pardon me. ‘That is not my point. 
It is not a question of personal presence; it is a question of conscious 
guilt; and in the one ease the Senator did not charge it and in the 
ets he did. That is the difference. 

T, 
think anybody in the world will see but the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. HOAR. Read the la: 

Mr. CALL. Icertainly did not perceive it, nor do I now. Let us 
see where the conscious guilt alleged is. Here is the paragraph which 
has caused all this contention, and as to which I aver now that if there 
is a single word in it, with the exception of the three phrases in refer- 
ence to ghosts which have interested my friend from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] so much, and his old friend Banquo, I do not know and can 
not find it out, and I think I will prove that every word of it is con- 
tained and by direct reference to the Senator from New Hampshire, not 
as his own personal guilt, but as the result of his publieconduct. Now, 
let us see where the conscious guilt is: 


The victims of the wild lust and passions of a race who owe all that they 
know of religion and civilization to the Southern white people, and not to the 
Senator from New et ome nt 

+ e 


The blood of Saunders, if the PERSER shall ‘ead his ‘eath was i fa any 
way connected with the prosecutions in the United States courts, will rest on 
his conscience. 

Now, Mr. President, what is it affirmed there that will rest on the 
conscience of the Senator from New Ham ? That he y 
slew this man? that he personally advised his killing? or isitaffirmed 
that there will rest upon his conscience the knowledge that his official 
actions have led to this? Which is the inference ? hat would be 
the interpretation by any man, no matter whom? And yet I am 
arraigned here for imputing to the Senator a consciousness of guilt. 
What kind of guilt? If there be any guilt, it was of course the guilt 
referred to which follows every public man, the consequences of his 
acts, when they bring death and they bring outrage upon women and 
children, and when they bring in a highly inflamed and excitable 
community to the minds of those people who are subject to be excited 
and misguided the torch and the dagger and arson and rape and mur- 


CALL. That is a very nicely drawn distinction which I do not | the 


der, the im n that his actions, however well intended they may 
have ve Ted to these results. There is no other imputation in 
that allegation, nor is there anywhere throughout that whole speech 
any imputation of anything but the moral responsibility for his pub- 
lic conduct in these ions. Now, let us see what the language is: 

That is the feeling which in the hearts of desperate men leads to lawless acts. 
That is the feeling relative to the outraging of and murder of hundreds of 
women and children in the Southern 8 

That is the stenographic report. "What is that? Will the learned 
Senators tell me or tell the people of the United States or eas $9 in 
this inquiry here to ascertain whether I have inserted 
that impaired the verity of this Recoxp by simply al the arene 
ment of certain words—will they tell me that that word does not refer 
to what prrceties it, Forthatis the very first proposition of the interpre- 


tation of language. 
That— 
What? Let us see— 


That such acts of fiendish malevolence— 

Preeeding. What else? 

When these men, desperate, and reckless, sar reverie are sent 
the entire country to stir up in peaceful communities a- war of races, 
and the outrage of women and children, who, in ete indiscreet partisan partisan seal, 
indecently Pepe these acts, and are ‘particeps criminis in the outraging 
women and the murder of iofantlife ina | ere pie community, inciting thease 
of the torch and the dagger, that the public indignation, etc, 


Here we have the whole, the torch and the dagger, the murder of 
infant life, the rape of women, the burning of h the murder of 
men, every one of these allegations substantially and in terms which 
are contained in the paragraph which is amidan to, and therefore 
contrary to the declaration of Mr. Benton, contrary to ererig 
that has preceded in the history of this body, I am arraigned here 
for what? For making a new arrangement in five sentences of the 
words used a dozen times in the course of that speech. 

Mr. President, I have said that I shall not say anything to the Sen- 
ate in regard to the passage of this resolution. I do, however, wish to 
say a few words in reference to the circumstances under which this 
speech wasdelivered. Ihadno idea of offending the rules of the Senate, 
I think I may call upon Senators who have been here in the eleven 
years I have served in this body to say that no one has been more care- 
fully observant of the rules and decorum of this body than I have been, 
that no one has shown a disposition to be more amiable and to avoid 
everything offensive than I have. But let us see a little as to what 
were the actual facts of that day. 

The Senator from New Hampshire has conceived it to be his duty on 
repeated occasions to bring to the notice of the Senate what he conceived 
to be violations of law and outrages of every description in the Southern 
States. In that very debate the Senator from New Hampshire used 
these words: 

I donot know whether he— 

John Bird— 
was or was not a friend of the Senator from Florida |Mr,. CALL]. 

And then the Senator added : 


And I hope the Senator from Florida willremember 
Democrats of Florida are about to-day, individ ay and collectively -o 
representatives on this floor. From the e this judge, a: 
and this marshal were inted they eth been hunting phan 
wz them and rapera pion k i every possible S under 
ees and in every possib le place. 


S Danon of Florida aes rallied to Es these men, the aia are 
kiled, the United States deputy marshal is killed, and if there are not more of 
them killed before this business is over it will not be the fault of the Democrats of 
these half a dozen counties where, by frauds innumerable, crimes beyond meas- 
ure, a Republican candidate for Congress was eoatiod out and a Democratic 
candidate for Congress was counted in. 


The Senator from New Hampshire farther went on to say: 

If I were able to give the name of my informant I would not do ittothe Sena- 
tor, for fear he, too, would be naded 10 “the silent voters” of Florida 
within ashort time. 


What is this language? A charge that the representatives upon this 
floor, the Senators from Florida, would communicate the name of the 
Senator’s informant to those who had assassinated John Bird, and so 
he was afraid to communicate it! 

In 1888 the Senator from New Hampshire used this language: 

I denounce it— 

The election in Louisiana— 
as the result ae deliberate conspiracy of wrong and crime on the part of Gov- 
ernor Samuel D, McEnery and Sore Francis T. Nicholls, two stupendous 
criminals free su ; two i rs of the intimidation and mur- 
der of voters; two guilty leaders Aiia of reckless, law-brenking election 

desperate. cruel, brutal torturers and murderers of black citizens 
of their own State. I denounce this return of 136,746 votes as a crime against 
the Depubheans of Louisiana, not only against those whoare living, but against 
those who are dead, butchered by bloody ruffians, nts of the 
ments of McEnery and Nicholls, in order to make a Democratic victory. 

I denounce it as a crime against republican government, which it tends to de- 
stroy ; as a subversion of the Senate of the United Stat which is to be invaded 
as one of its results; as an outrage upon Ne which is being d 
and dishonored the frauds, fi hippi ngs, and killings of innocent 
citizens of our coun of boasi Eies eah and liberty in order that Grover 
Cleveland may be again President of the United States. 


But that was notall. The Senator from New Hampshire in the same 


for [say that that is what 
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~ before 

I find in the Sunday Herald, published in this city on August 19—last Sun- 
—the two following There seems to be an epidemic of negro- 
going on at the South about this time, and it prevails there to a much 

greater extent than does either cholera or yellow fever: 

“ SHOT HIM TO DEATH, 
“APALACHICOLA, FLA., August 18. 

“A lynching took place at Ocheekhee, Calhoun County, Wednesday. Nash 
Griffin, a negro, wake an insulting letter to a young white lady, Miss Kimmie 


debate, on the 294 of August, 1888, read to the Senate a letter, and 
reading it said: j 


Then said the Senator from New Hampshire— 
if he did write such, but that is not the way to measure out justice. 

Here is a case of a respectable, refined woman, with proposals of the 
most brutal character made to her in a community where outrages by 
violence are not uncommon, and the indignation which led to a viola- 
tion of law at the occurrence of these events brought here without 
knowledge of the facts or the circumstances which attended it, as a re- 
proach trage committed wantonly by people who had been 
stirred up to violent indignation by acts of this description. Iwasjus- 
Hand, Romain when the Senator from New Hampshire said here in 

ebate: 


Mr. President, murder is an old wispon of the Democrats of Florida. The 
Senator from Florida wishes to go back into olden times. Iam willing to go 
back with him into the history of the State of Florida ever since the war. In 


Mr. President, here upon the floor of this body is a charge that mur- 
der is an old weapon of the Democrats of Florida. Here is acharge 
of outrages committed because the indignation of a community has 
visited upon aculprit, wantonly assailing the virtue of a white woman 
and inviting her to acts of impropriety, which exhibit the danger ina 
community where there are a great number of these people of leaving 
them unprotected, and the imputation upon the Senators of the State, 
upon the Re tatives from the State, and the entire Democratic 
party of the State of Florida, of being parties to murder as a political 


weapon ! 

Mr. President, I felt myself justified in saying that the result of the 
action of the Senator from New Hampshire was the commission of these 
crimes. I said that he was the mouthpiece and the representative 
here of the lawless, the anarchists, the law-breaking population of the 
Southern States, the enemies of property and social order, and without 
imputing to him any intention whatever or looking into his motives, I 
characterized the result of these efforts of his, the line of political con- 
duct he was parening, as the destruction of the happiness of the house- 
holds of the Southern people, as the cause of the murder and the arson 
and the rape which were committed there. 

Mr. President, that was legitimate, that was in the line of debate, 
and that imputed no personal imputation to the Senator from New 
Hampshire to which any of us are not subject for the consequences of 
our political action; and I therefore say in my justification here to- 
night, let the Senate take such action as it may see fit, I appeal to the 
just and impartial judgment of good men throughout the country 
whether in the addition that I have made to these observations of mine, 
and which were printed in the RECORD, there is a single word that con- 
veys a new imputation or a different offense than that charged by me 
upon the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iask leave to make a report. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us have a vote on the pending resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question? 
The Chair understands the Senator from Massachusetts to object to 
other business. 

: ur HOAR. Icall for the yeas and nays on the passage of the reso- 
ution, 

Pcie fae and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
© TO! 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present I 
I have a general pair 


should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], but, as I understood his 
remarks this afternoon, he is in favor of this resolution. I am also in 
favor of it, and therefore I vote “yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. If he were here he would 
**yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. I think this is a case in 
which I should withhold my vote. 

Mr. EVARTS Traen his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from AJ [Mr. MorGAN], and withhold my vote. 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the senior 
Senator from land [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. (when his name was called). I am pee with the 
senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], and withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here he would vote 
“nay ” and I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present I should vote 
nay. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], but I understand that 


that has b; arrangement been transferred to the junior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Woxicotr], and I will therefore vote. I Yote 
“yea.” 


Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who is detained from the 
Chamber by illness. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. I should vote “nay” if he were 
present. 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. WASHBURN’sS name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. WASHBURN] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Greson]. If present, my colleague would vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. TELLER (when Mr. WoLcor?’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Woxcort] is paired with the junior Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. BARBOUR]. My colleague would vote ‘‘yea”’ if present. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to know if the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] is recorded as voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withhold my vote. I havea standing pair with 
that Senator; otherwise I should vote “‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, Hawley, Moody, Squire, 
Blair, ' iggins, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Pierce, Teller, 
Davis, Hoar. Platt, Turpie, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Pugh, Vance, 
Dixon, MeMillan, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Gray, Manderson, Sherman, 
NAYS—L1. 
Bate, Coke, Hampton, `, 
Colquitt. Jones of Ark. Wilson of Md, 
Blac’ burn, George, McPherson, 
ABSENT—4. 
Allen, l, Hale, Plumb, 
Allison, Daniel, Haris, Quay, 3 
Barbour, Dolph, Hearst, nsom, 
Beck, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Blodgett, Eust Ken Stanford, 
Brown, X Mitchell, Stewart, 
Butler, K Morgan, vi 
Call, Faulkner, Morrill Voor! 
Cameron, Frye, Paddock, Wal 
Casey, Gibson, Pasco, Washburn, 
Chandler, Gorman, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The state of the vote disclosing the 


want of a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it in order now to move to adjourn? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is, 

Mr. PLATT. Let the roll be called. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and, at 5 o’clock and 8 minutes p. m., the 
Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 12, 1890, at 12 
o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 11, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the Journal will be regarded as 
approved. 

CORRECTION OF A BILL, 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to make a correction in one respect concern- 
ing the bill (S. 140) to prevent the introduction of contagious diseases 
from one State to another and for the punishment of certain offenses, 
There is an error in one of the amendments which was adopted in that 
bill. The amendment, as it appears on page 2147 of the RECORD, pro- 
vides: 

The said rules and regulations shall be prepared by the Supervising General 


1890. 


of the Marine-Hospital Service, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury, 

The word ‘‘Surgeon,’’ which should have been inserted before the 
word ‘‘ General,” appears to have been omitted. It is a mere clerical 
error, and I ask unanimous consent that the correction be made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent, as the 
Chair understands, that the bill be amended by ing the word 
‘Surgeon’? before the word ‘‘ General ’’ in the clause which he has re- 
cited. 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir; I think the correction had better be made 
in that shape. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. ‘The 

amendment will accordingly be made. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I filed yesterday a protest by citizens 
of Red Lodge, Mont., against extending the boundaries of the Yellow- 
stone National Park. I observe that this protest has been referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I desire to have the 
reference changed to the Committee on Public Lands, before which com- 
mittee the bill to which the protest relates is now pending. > 

The SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection, the correction of reference 
will be made. The Chair hears no objection. 


BOOK-KEEPER IN CLERK’S OFFICE. 


Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. I desire to report a resolution from 
the Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized to 
employ an assistant book-keeper for the Clerk's office during the sessions of the 
Fifty-first Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House until 
otherwise provided for, at a salary of $100 per month.” 

Your committee, to whom was referred the resolution authorizing the em- 
ployment of an assistant book-keeper in the Clerk’s office of the House of Rep- 
resentatives during the Fifty-first Congress, to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House until otherwise provided for, respectfully report said reso- 
lution favorably, and recommend its passage. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to have present 
consideration of the report. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of the bills 
reported from the Committee of the Whole on a previous day author- 
izing the construction of public buildings, which come oyer under the 
operation of the previous question. 

Mr. ENLOE. Irise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman will be in order after 
the execution of the previous question. As the matter now standsthere 
are certain bills upon which the previous question is operating, after 
which the Chair will recognize the gentleman, unless his motion refers 
to the pending business. 

RETURN OF BILE FROM THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the bill which has just 
been corrected on motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER], 
has been sent to the Senate. It is therefore necessary to submit to 
the House the following resolution, directing its recall for the purpose 
of making the necessary correction, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to return to the 
House of Representatives the bill (S, 140) to prevent the introduction of con- 
tagious di from one State to another, and for the punishment of certain 
offenses. 


The resolution was adopted. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWARK, N, J. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill coming over 
under the operation of the previous question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.7156) to provide for the increase of the limit of cost of site and 
public building at Newark, N. J. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole was 

to. 

‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I believe, under the order, these bills 
are subject to twenty minutes’ debate? 

The SPEAKER. Not after being ordered to engrossment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that? 

The SPEAKER. Before that they were. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Would any motion to amend have been in order? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is informed that the right of debate 
alone was retained, not the right of amendment. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 115, noes 7. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as the vote is so decisive in 
favor of erg of the bill, I will not call for a quorum. 

cr no 
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er count being demanded, the bill was 
MILLIKEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
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eri and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ta 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments was the bill (S. 903) for the erection of a public building 
in Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 

The bill was read at length. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 
read and to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
poral; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SCRANTON, PA, 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments was the bill (H. R. 3331) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to authorize the purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable 
building for a post-office and other Government offices in the city of 
Scranton, Pa.,’? approved July 27, 1882. 

The bill was read at length. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 
read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being en; , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
ta 


è. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHESTER, PA, 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments was the bill (S. 859) for the erection of a public building 
at Chester, Pa. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
formal part of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill ought to be read at length, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. My only object was to save time in reading the 
formal part of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. - 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 
considered and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and s 

Mr. MILLIKEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pared; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, TROY, N. Y. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments was the bill (H. R. 605) to increase the appropriation for 
the erection of a public building at Troy, N. Y. 

The bill was read at length. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


Amend by striking out the following words: “And said additional sum, to 
wit, the sum of $200,000, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treusury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be weed and axpendad for the purposes provided 
for in this act;” also by striking out section 2, as follows: 

“Sec. 2. Thatthe officers of the United States oni easers erg Copal Fy charge of the 
erection of public buildings are required to be governed by the limitation hereby 
prescribed in making plans and contracts for said building.” 


rage pa ‘Task that the last amendment may be again re- 


ported, 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that 
that is the law now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If I remember correctly, that was stricken out on 
account of its being substantially the generallaw. If itis the general 
law, of course it is not necessary to repeat it here. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, COLUMBUS, GA. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments was the bill (H. R. 188) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Columbus, Ga., and appropriating money therefor. 

The bill was read at 1 

The amendments were read and agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. GRIMES moved to reconsider the vote by which the was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Imoveto amend the title by striking out the words 
“and appropriating money therefor.’ 

The SPEAKER. Withont objection, that amendment will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, DALLAS, TEX. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments was the bill (H. R. 848) to authorize the construction of 
an addition to the public building at Dallas, Tex. 

The bill was read at length. 

The amendments were read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. MILLIKEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
; The latter motion was agreed to. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT ATCHISON, KANS, 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (S. 2406) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Atchison, in the State of Kansas. 

The bill was read at length. 

During the reading of the bill, : 

Mr. MILLIKEN said: I ask by unanimous consent that the reading 
of the formal part of these Senate bills be dispensed with. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 

. from Maine? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

The amendments were read and to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALEXANDRIA, LA. 


The next business from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 401) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at the city of Alexandria, State of Louisiana. 

The bill was read at length. 

The amendments were read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOULTON, ME. 


‘The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R, 417) for the erection of a public building at Houlton, 


Me. 

The bill was read at length. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out, in line 12 and line 35, the word “seventy-five” and 
inserting “fifty.” 

Also strike out the following words: 


“And for the purposes herein mentioned the sum of $75,000 is hereby appropri- 
ated, out of Loop Sep mead in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be ex- 
pended under direction of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ofKentucky. I will ask the gentleman who 
has of this bill what the gross postal receipts are at this place. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will give five minutes to my colleague from 
Maine, Mr. BOUTELLE, to explain the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say in relation to this bill that it is one 
which has been pending in Congress for seven years. It has been re- 
pn favorably in every Congress since and including the Forty-eighth, 

t, by the misfortune of being low down on the Calendar, it has never 

the House, though it has been passed by the Senate once, and, 
as I have said, has been reported favorably in the House three times 
before this rt. 

Mr. BREC IDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman misunder- 
stood my question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will answer the gentleman’s question.. When 
the bill was introduced by me the population of the town was consid- 
erably less than it is now, and the application fora publie b was 

pally upon the needs of customs service. The town of 
Houlton is the business centerof thecounty of Aroostook, which —t 
larger in area than the State of Massachusetts, with a frontier line of 


miles, which has to be guarded, and the receipts from customs are very 
considerable. It is on the border line between Maine and New Bruns- 
wick. This bill has been recommended by the Treasury Department, 
and I will state to the gentleman that the net customs receipts there 
are sufficient to pay for this building inside of two years. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What was the gentleman's 
last statement? I did not hear it distinctly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I say that the net revenues to the Government, 
seg paying all expenses, would pay for this building in about a year 

a E 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
the custom-house there? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will give you a comparison that was called for 
by the Supervising Architect, and which shows the rapid growth of busi- 
ness there. In 1878 the gross receipts were $8,194 and the expenses were 
$7,421. In 1888 the receipts were $45,286.68 and the expenses were 
$8,600. The net revenue was about $37,000. This bill provides for 
an appropriation of only $50,000, which would be paid ont of the net 
receipts inside of two years. R 

Mr. BRECKIN.: RIDGE, of Kentucky. What are the accommoda- 
tions there now for the customs business? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The business is done in leased premises, which 
are very inadequate. I bave no wish to take up the time of the House, 
but I might have read here letters from the Democratic collector and 
postmaster for the past four years and from the other officials there, as 
well as from the Treasury Department, showing the need for this build- 


ing. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Do you know the amount of 
rent which is now paid? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have not the figures at hand, but can readily 
ascertain them. The amount of rent is not very large, but the accom- 
modations are entirely inadequate. As I have said, this is the leading 
town in the most rapidly growing section of that part of New England. 
It increased over 40 per cent. in population between 1870 and 1880 
and it is increasing much more rapidly now. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. What is the population of the town ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. About 6,000. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Is there a Federal court there? 

Mr. BOUTELLE.. There is no Federal court now, but there must 
be one established shortly to accommodate a large and growing section. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I think we must draw 
the line somewhere on the public-building question, and in the absence 
of a general law defining the localities where public buildings should 
be erected, I think we ought to say a little town estimated to contain 
five or six thousand people, shown by the census of 1880 to have had 
only 4,100 people and which has not a Federal court, should not come 
in here and receive our votes for a public building. 

I can understand why this public-building bill for a little town in 
Maine has been reported. The chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds seems to come from that State—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Allow me to say that my colleague [Mr. MILLI- 
KEN] has only been chairman of that committee in this Congress, while 
this bill has been reported three times before. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Well, he has done rey well since he 
has been chairman. [Laughter.] You do not find fault with him, do 

‘ou? 
Mr. BOUTELLE. This bill has been reported before three different 
times by Democratic committees. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, Well, I do not think that is any credit 
to the Democratic committees [laughter], and I say to you now that 
this ‘‘I tickle you and you tickle me” plan is not a very good one for 
members to act upon in voting away the people’s money. That is what 
I am here to protest against. Isay to you, my tellow-members, that 
we must stop somewhere in this matter. I have seen members of this 
House who a few days ago were arrayed against each other with isan 
feeling come together and embrace on a public-building bill. [Laugh- 
ter.] We must not give away the people’s money through a desire to 
do personal favors to one another. 

I have no doubt that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] 
can come back again without this public building. I have no personal 
feeling in this matter. I never met the gentleman; I never was in his 
little town; I never heard of it until this bill was presented. My ed- 
ueation may have been neglected, but that is the fact; and I do not 
think that this little place, situate in Aroostook County, near the New 
Brunswick line, with only one small railroad and without a Federal 
court, is entitled to a public building at this time. Better wait a lit- 
tle while and get a little larger and stronger before you come in and 
ask to have the public money expended in your locality. In allserious- 
ness, Mr. Speaker, I think this bill should not pass, and I hope the 
members of this House will vote it down. I call a halt in this wanton 
extravagance and reckless expenditure of the people’s money. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ido not think, Mr. S er, that this bill ought to 
pass, and if the members of this House will vote in accordance with their 
judgment and their consciences I do not think that it will pass. The 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] insists that this bill ought 
to pass because there is a custom-house at this point. The customs re- 


What are the net receipts of 


1890. 


a year. There is a collector and twoclerks at this place. Theclerical 
labor in the collection of customs is very small, less than that of the 
post.l-order business of a fourth-class post-office. There is also a post- 
office at this town with a postmaster, and a separating clerk ata salary 
of $300.4 year.. The only clerk at this office is a clerk who receives a 
salary of $300 for separating the mail that is sent out from this office 
to different points. 

The population of Houlton in 1880, according to the census of that 
year, was 3,228. Ihave not been able to find by any enumeration 
what the population is at the present time; but taking the vote of 1880 
in Aroostook County we may be able to approximate the growth of 
this town and county during the last eight years. In 1880 the vote 
polled in Aroostook County was 5,335; in 1888 the vote was 5,541—an 
increase of 206. 

In 1880 the gross receipts of the post-office amounted to 33,795; in 
1889, to $4,716—an increase of $1,079 in the eight years. 

What are the present allowances to that office? For hire of sepa- 
rating clerk, $300; the rent, in regard to which the gentleman from 
Maine does not ap to be amounts to the enormous sum of 
$200. That is the amount which the Government is now paying for 
rent, 

It is said that the building thus occupied is an old wooden structure. 
This must be a very thriving, growing town that can not furnish any- 
thing but an old wooden building for the use of the Government, a 
building the rent of which amounts to the enormous sum of $200. For 
fuel and light the amount allowed is $55; salary of postmaster, $1,600— 
making the total allowances $2,150, leaving the net receipts $2,566, 

Now let us stop for a moment and calculate what will be the cost of 
maintaining the building which it is proposed to construct. On $40,- 
000 the interest at 3 percent. would amount to $1,200. The provision 
for heating will unquestionably wp lotr ; or by — od iron 
requiring an engineer at a o y ere will have 
to be at least two janitors bape Gana of the building, whose salaries 
will amount to not less than $1,440, For fuel and light a reasonable 
estimate is $200. So that the interest on the money expended in the 
construction of the building, together with the expenses of keeping it 
up, will amount to nearly $4,000a year. We are paying now $200 for 
rent, Would it not be wiser to permit some enterprising citizen in that 
enterprising town to construct a decent building and rent it to the 
Government for even $500 or $600 a year, the Government thereby in- 
creasing the rent to that amount? and it would certainly be sufficient 
to secure ample and commodious quarters and would save an enormous 
outlay. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The SPEAKER, The time allowed for debate in opposition to this 
bill is exhausted. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I will not take time toreply to the 
pleasantries of the gentleman who was on the floora few moments ago. 
Í will simply say that this bill or one similar to it has been reported 

by four committees of the House during the last seven years. The 

resent bill has been carefully considered by our committee, who have 
Gecided that the interests of the public and the safety of the records of 
the custom-house demand that this building should be constructed. T 
ask for a vote. 

The question being taken on the amendments, they were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to beengrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

TheSPEAKER (having put the question on the passage of the bill) 
said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BYNUM. Iask for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 121, noes 32. 

Mr. BYNUM. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being ayes 36, noes 117— 
more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
158, nays 60, not voting 111; as follows: 


YEAS—158. 
Abbott, Butterworth, De Haven Henderson, lowa 
bn ag Dibble, Hermann, 

Allen, Mich er, Mass. Dingley, Hooker, 
Anderson, Kans. Carter, Doliiver, H 
Arnold, Caswell rsey, Houk, 
Atkinson, Pa. Catchings, Dunnell Kelley, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cheadle, Edmunds, Kennedy, 
Baker, Cheatham, Kerr, lows 
Bankhead, Chipman, Farquhar, Ketcham, 
Bayne, Clements, Gear, Kinsey, 
Bergen, Clunie, Gest, Lacey, 
Blanchard, well Gibson, Laidlaw, 
Bliss, Coleman, Gifford, Lanham, 
Boothman Compton, Greenhalge. Lawler, 
Boutelle, Comstock, Grimes, Laws, 
Bowden, Conger, Grosvenor, Lehl $ 
Brewer, Connell, Grout, Lester, Ga. 
Brosius, Cooper, Ohio Hall, Lewis, 
Brower, Culberson, Tex. Hansbrough. Lodge, 
Buchanan, X. J. Culbertson, Pa. Harmer, Mansur, 
Bullock, Cu m, Haugen, McClammy, 

m, McComas, 
Burton, Davidson, Henderson, fl McCord, 
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McCormick, Payson, Simonds, Townsend, Colo. 
McKenna, Penington, Smith, W. Va. ‘Tracey, 
McKinley, Perkins, ser, ‘Turpin, 
iken, Pickler, Snider, Vandever, 
Moftitt, Post, Spooner, Van Schaick, 
Moore, N. H. Price, Stephenson, Wade, 
Morrill, Quackenbush, Stewart, Tex. Wallace, Mass. 
Morrow, Ray, t Stivers, Wallace, N. Y. 
Morse, Reed, Iowa Stockbridge, Watson, 
Niedringhaus, Rife. Stamp, Wickham, 
Nute, Robertson, ney, Wiley, 
O'Donnell, Rockwell, Taylor, ill. Wilkinson, 
O'Neill, Pa. Rusk, Taylor, Tenn. Williams, Ohio 
Osborne, Russell Taylor, J. D. ardiey, 
Owen, Ind. Sawyer, Thomas, Yoder. 
Owens, Ohio Scranton ‘Thompson, 2 
yne, Sherman, Tilman, 
NAYS—60. 
Alderso: Covert, Kerr, Pa. Outhwaite, 
Allen, Miss, Cowles, Kilgore, Parrett, 
Barnes, Crisp, Lane, Peel, 
Blount, Cummings, Lester, Va. Pierce, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Doekery Magner, Richardsom 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, in, 5 Sayers, 
Brookshi Enloe, Martin, Tex. Shively, 
Buchanan, Va. Fithian, MeCarthy, Spino! 
Bynum, Forman, MoCiellan, ne, 
Candler, Ga. Geissenhainer, MeMillin, Turner, Ga, 
Cannon, Heard, Mills, ‘Turner, (© 
Carlisle, Henderson, N.C. Montgomery, Walker, Mo. 
th, Herbert, oore, Tex. Washington, 
Cooper, Ind. Hill, Norton, Whiting, 
hran, Holman, Oates, Williams, Tl, 
NOT VOTING—U. 
Anderson, Miss. Darlington, McAdoo, Smith, Til. 
Andrew, Lano, McCreary, Springer, 
Banks, Dunphy, McRae, Stahlnecker, 
Bartine, Eliott, Miles, Stewart, Ga. 
Barwig, wart, Morey, Ste Vt. 
Beckwith Featherston, Morgan, Stockdale, 
Belden, miley, Matchler, Stone, Mo. 
P, Fitch, O’'Ferrall, Struble, 
Bi Flick. O’Neall, Ind. Sweney, 
Bingham, lood, O'Neil, Mass. Taylor, E. B. 
Bland, Flower, Paynter, wosens 
Boatner, Forney, i er, 
Brickner, Fowler, Peters, Turner, Kans. 
Browne, Va. Frank, Phelan, Ve e, 
Browne, T. M. Funston, ley, Walker, Mass. 
Brown, J. B. Goodnight, Quinn, Wheeler, 
Brunner, X ines, Wheeler, Mich, 
Buckalew, 5 Randall, Mass, Whitthorne, 
Burrows, Haynes, Randall, Pa Wike, 
Caldwell, Hemphill, Reilly, Wil 
eae p Rey h Un 
ancy, napp, Rogers, n, Ky. 
Clarke, Ala La Follette, Roweil, Wi Mo. 
Clark, Wis. Lansing, Rowland, . Wilson, Wash. 
Cobb, Lee Sanf Wi . W. Va. 
Craig, Lind, Scull, Ww: 
Crain, Maish, Seney, W: t 
Dargan, Mason, Skinner, 
So the bill was 


During the roll-call the following pairs were announced until further 
notice: 
. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. WILBER. 
. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 
. BELDEN with Mr. DuNPHY. 
. STRUBLE with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. BARWIG. 
. WICKHAM with Mr. SENEY. 
. GIFFORD with Mr. SKINNER. 
. BROWER with Mr. BRUNNER. 
Mr. ScuLt with Mr. Jason B. Brown. 
Mr, Morse with Mr, GOODNIGHT, Mr. MORSE reserving the right to 
yote to make a quorum; that is, if Democrats fail to vote. 
Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts, with Mr, ANDREW. 
. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 
. BECKWITH with Mr. FOWLER. 
. WRIGHT with Mr. BLAND. 
. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. WISE. 
. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. PERRY. 
. FEATHERSTON with Mr. DARGAN. 
. Morrow with Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 
Mr. KNAPP with Mr. MUTCHLER, on all political questions until Mon- 
day, March 17. 
For this day: 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. CRAIN. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. STONE, of Missouri, 
Mr. GEAR with Mr. STOCKDALE. 
Mr. PuGsLey with Mr. McRAr. 
Mr. Hrrr with Mr. SPRINGER. 
On this vote: 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, with Mr. HATCH, 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. MILLIKEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paned and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on he 


ahs latter mofion was agreed to. 


/ 


-~ withdrew the demand. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING, LYNN, MASS. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union was the bill (H. R. 448) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Lynn, Mass. 

The was read. 

The amendments of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union were read, as follows: 

Strike out “two hundred ” wherever it occurs and insert in lieu thereof “ one 
hundred and seventy-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LODGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SPRINGFIELD, MO. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union was the bill (H. R, 516) to extend the limit for 


a public building at Springfield, Mo. 
bill was read. EREE 


The amendments were read, as follows: 


Amend by st out in the sixth linethe word “sum and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “of.” 

Also, insert, after the word “of,” “ the cost of said building is hereby increased.” 

Also, strike out in the third line the following words: “Seventy-five.” 

Also, strike out in the same line, after the word “dollars,” the words "is 
caer appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and reada third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LA FAYETTE, IND. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union was the bill (S. 606) for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon in the city of La Fayette, 
Ind. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move by unanimous consent that the reading 


' of the formal part of the bill be dispensed with. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
The amendments were read, as follows: 


Amend by striking out “one hundred thousand” wherever it occurs and in- 
serting in lieu thereof “eighty thousand.” 

Also strike out the following words: “ which said sum of one hundred thou- 
sand dollars is hereby appropriated for such purpose out of any money in the 
United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

. The amendments were agreed to. : 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 


rage read the third time. 
Mr. RECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I demand a division on the 


passage of the bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 111, noes 4. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I make the point that no quo- 
rum is present. 

Mr. CHEADLE demanded the yeas and nays, but subsequently 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I make the point thata quorum 

ought to be present at the time business is being transacted, and that 
ms who have come in should not be counted, as they were not 

present at the time. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and sixty-five members are present. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Thatdoes not make aquorum. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It does with the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and sixty-sixare present. [Laugh- 
ter. 

at. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Among those the Chair has 
counted are some who were not present at the time business was being 


The SPEAKER. But there is a quorum present now, and the ques- 
tion recurs on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. CHEADLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BATON ROUGE, LA. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments was the bill (H. R. 386) to construct a public building 
at Baton Rouge, La. 

The Clerk ed to read the bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the formal parts of the bill, 


There was no objection. 

Pies ei: resumed and concluded the reading of the remainder of 
e 
The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly the third time, and passed. 
Mr. ROBERTSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, FREMONT, NEBR. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments was the bill (H. R. 533) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Fremont, Nebr. 

The bill was read at length. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 
considered and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. DORSEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paeo ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING BILLS TABLED, 


On motion of Mr. MILLIKEN House bills of the following titles 
were severally laid on the table, namely: 

The bill (H. R. 299) for the erection of a publie building at Cedar 
Rapids, Iowa; 

The bill (H. R. 766) for the erection of a public building at Ches- 
ter, Pa.; 

The bill (H. R. 316) to provide for the erection of a public building 
for the use of the post-office and Government offices at the city of Atchi- 
son, Kans.;and_ , 

The bill (H. R. 234) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at the city of La Fayette, Ind. 

REPORT ON PENSION OFFICE INVESTIGATION. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee will now be recog- 
nized ere an of privilege. 

Mr. E. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions from the further consideration of the resolution I 
send to the desk, and ask to have it read and considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rose to a question of privilege, as 
the Chair understood. 

Mr. ENLOE. It isa question of privilege under clause 5 of Rule 
XXII of the House. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the resolution called up by 
the gentleman. t 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is peroni requested to 
furnish to the House of Representatives the evidence taken and the report sub- 
mitted to him by the committee which he appointed to investigate the m: 
ment of the Pension Office under the late Commissioner Tanner; that he 

uested to inform the House of Re tatives what steps, if any, have 
been taken to recover the money paid to persons who were illegally and im- 
properly yerated; that he also be requested to furnish a list of the names of the 
empoy of the Pension Office who were engaged in rerating themselves and 
ea er, and to inform the House of Representatives who of those on said 
still in the Government employ, and who have been d 
unt of their participation in such frauds on the Government. 
e SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 
r. ENLOE, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a few words upon that 
tion before it is submitted to the House. 
The resolution which has just been read by the Clerk was introduced 
by myself in the early part of this session and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. From that day up to the present time no 
attention has been paid by the committee to the resolution, and no step 
taken to furnish to the House and to the country the information 
which the resolution demands. I think it isa matter of sufficient im- 
portance, not only to this House, but to the country, as well as to the 
gentleman who was investigated and removed from office, to require 
that the Committee on Invalid Pensions should have considered and 
reported it back, and if the committee has failed to doits duty in that 
regard I think itis the duty of the House to adopt the resolution and 
require the information to be furnished which the resolution calls for, 
showing why it was that Commissioner Tanner was removed from the 
office which he held as Commissioner of Pensions and why he was sub- 
jected to an investigation. Let us have the light turned on, not only 
inside of the Pension Office, but upon all those cases that were dis- 
posed of at that time. 

The Secretary of the Interior in his report to Congress furnishes usa 
statement which reflects very seriously either upon the judgment or 
the integrity of the late Commissioner of Pensions. It indirectly 
charges the employés of that office and Mr. Tanner, for it must come 
to him and include him, he beingat the time at the head of the office, 
with having conspired together for the purpose of defrauding the Goy- 
ernment of the revenues collected from the people. 


„if any, 
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Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. ENLE. Iwill yield for a question. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire tosay that I do not see the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, Mr. MORRILL, in his seat. I would 
be glad to have the gentleman present, if the gentleman from Tennes- 
see will defer this subject. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not suppose the gentleman makes that request. 

Mr. CANNON. Ionly desired to call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the fact that the chairman of the committee seemed to be 
absent. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam not responsible for his absence. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; not by añy means. ` 

Mr. ENLOE. The Committee on Invalid Pensions has had ample 
time to consider the resolution if they had desired to do so. 


Now, sir, if there is any reason why the information should not be 


furnished to the House, I should like to know what that reason is. 
find that the Secretary of the Interior furnishes in his report some 
sample cases of rerating, and in these sample cases which he cites the 
majority of those rerated are persons who are employed in the Pension 
Office and have been engaged in rerating themselyes, by which they 
have illegally taken from the Treasury of the United States the sum 
of $16,799.16. 

I find the first case cited by the Secretary is Frank D. Butts—a 
principal examiner—— 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment ? 
I merely wish to ask the gentleman to withold his remarks in the ab- 
sence of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions and in- 
asmuch as I understand that the members of the committee have talked 
about it amongst themselves in the committee and did not think there 
was any immediate urgency for its passage. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It seems that the gentleman is making a speech 
here without the House having official knowledge of the matter to 
which he calls attention, and I understood also that the gentleman rose 
to a question of privilege. 

Mr. LANE. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield to me fora 
moment? 

Mr. ENLOE. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. LANE. I wish to say to the gentleman that I am a member of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions and that I have attended every 
meeting since the organization of the committee. I know that this 
matter has not been mentioned in the committee. Nobody ever men- 
tioned it to me and it never was called up in the committee. 

Mr. ENLOE. There has been enough said in the newspapers of this 
country to call attention to this matter, and the information ought to 
be furnished, whether there was a resolution referred to the committee 
or not, 

The information furnished by the Secretary of the Interior is insuf- 
ficient. It is unjust to the country and unjust to the late Commissioner 
of Pensions, who was removed from that office. Removed for what? 
So far as I have been able to learn from the public prints and the best 
information accessible, he was removed for the reason that he attempted 
to keep the promises that he made on the stump asa leader of the Re- 
publican party in the last campaign. 

Now, I say, Mr. Chairman, so far as Mr. Tanner and his administra- 
tion of the Pension Office are concerned and so far as I have been able 
to observe, he has simply tried to keep in good faith the promises which 
the Republican party made to the country, and upon which this Ad- 
ministration came into power. And now, after he has been kicked 
ont of office for keeping those promises, I want to know notonly a part 
of the reasons, butall the reasons. [Cries of ‘‘ Hear !” ‘* Hear !’’ on the 
Republican side.] I will give you something worth listening to if you 
will keep your ears open and your mouths shut. [Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say that this Frank D, Butts, the first case 
cited, was drawing a salary of $2,000 a year from the Government 
when he received his arrearages of $2,196.54. His pension was increased 
from $17 to $30 per month, and the Secretary of the Interior says that 
he was rerated against the decisions and the practices of the Depart- 
ment. 

The next case was that of James E. Smith, another chief of division, 
who was receivingasalary of $2,000ayear. Thearrea he received 
were $1,236.20, and his pension was increased from $24 to $30 per month; 
and the Secretary has questioned whether this man was ever entitled to 
a pension, but says there is no question about the fact that he was not 
entitled to the increase of pension and the arrearages. 

Next, take the case of Alvah H. Doan, a clerk, receiving a salary of 
$1,600 a year. The arrearages he received were $3,022, and his pension 
was increased from $10 to $30 per month; and the Secretary of the In- 
terior says that this was illegally done. 

Then, take the case of Joseph C. Squire. I believe he was the per- 
sonal and confidential friend of the late Commissioner Tanner, and he 
was drawing a salary at that time of $1,800 a year from the Govern- 
ment. His arrearages amounted to $1,564, and his pension was in- 
creased from $4 to $16 per month. 

‘The next case I cite is that of William P. Davis, a chief of division, 
who was receiving a salary of $2,000 a year. The arrearages paid him 
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were $737.60. He was rerated twice, and his pension increased from 
$18.75 to $25.50 per month. 

The next case iv that of Joseph Dickinson. He was an outsider and 
he did not fare so well as the insiders. Joseph Dickinson got arrear- 
ages amounting to $713.33, but being an outsider he did not get an in- 
crease of pension, so that all he could get was what he laid his hands 
on at the time. 

The next case to which I invite your attention is that of Silas Col- 
grove, an Indiana man—an outsider. I suppose his case was a fulfill- 
ment of some of the promises made on the stump in Indiana. This 
gentleman received $1,822.50 and his pension was increased from $22 
to $30 a month. No medical examination was made in his case to show 
that he was entitled to anything more than he was receiving. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would like to ask whether the gentleman has 
any information that any of these gentlemen were dishonorably dis- 
charged from the Army, as I understand thatthe Commissioner expressed 
the opinion that men who were dishonorably discharged should receive 
the same rate of pension or increase of pension as thos? honorably dis- 


Mr. ENLOE. Ihave not had time to go into the records of those gen- 
tlemen in the War Department to find whether they were dishonor- 
ably discharged or not; but I remember a ruling of the Assistant Sec- 
retary upon that point, and I will come to it after awhile. 

The next case I want to call attention to is that of John L. Paine, 
another outsider, and another of those sample cases referred to by the 
Secretary. He received $2,397.53. His pension was increased from $4 
to $17 per month, and no medical examination had been mace in his 
case. I see from the history of the case of Mr. Paine that he was ex- 
amined by several medical boards, and claimed to have heart disease, 
and he received a pension of $4 per month. In 1889 the Washington 
board found that he had heart diseaseandit gave him $2,397.53 arrear- 
ages; and at that time there were on the files of an insurance company 
an application of this man in which he alleged that he had no iunc- 
tional disease of this character which was calculated to shorten his life; 
so that the Secretary makes the comment that this man either perjured 
himself in the one instance or the other. 

I want to call attention to another matter. These are sample cases 
cited by the Secretary of the Interior, but I do not find a word, I do not 
find a line about Hiram Smith, jr., of the State of Missouri, who I be- 
lieve drew arrearages amounting to $6,000 or a little over. I want, for 
his benefit and for the benefit of the country, all the facts in the case 
of Hiram Smith, jr. He was thought good enough when Commissioner 
Tanner was kicked out of the place to remain in his place and to act 
as a Deputy Commissioner for several months, I sup) that when 
he did retire he retired voluntarily and carried with him the honors 
of the Pension Office. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And the money. ‘ 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, there is no doubt about his carrying the money. 

Hiram Smith, jr., was honored with the confidence of the Adminis- 
tration, though one of the largest beneficiaries of this charitable organi- 
zation in the Pension Office, to begin the reduction of the surplus by a 
distribution among the officers and employés first, which was to be ex- 
tended to thesoldier voters as soon as charity could get away from home. 
Hiram Smith, jr., could be trusted with the management of that great 
office after being one of the chief beneficiaries of what looks like a con- 
spiracy to rob the Treasury, while Tanner, who did not get a cent of 
it, was made the scapegoat to carry these early sins of the Administra- 
tion into the wilderness of private obscurity. The country needs more 
light to enable it to understand this moral reformation. 

There were other cases not mentioned by the Secretary whieh need 
further explanation. There was Captain Phillips, of the middle divis- 
ion, whose pension was, it is alleged, rerated to six times the original 
amount, That case is not mentioned in the report of the Commissioner. 
There was Captain Butts, of the Army and Navy division, whose case 
is not mentioned, and there are the cases of Doctors Bell, Mason, Car- 
penter, Darling, and Baxter, all rerated and not mentioned in the 
Secretary’s report. 

Altogether, I am informed there were some forty-eight or forty-nine 
of these men in the Pension Bureau who were engaged in the laud- 
able business of rerating themselves, and yet we have never been able 
to find out the names of but five or six of them, except through the 
public press. Now, Mr. Speaker, what I want is the adoption of this - 
resolution, which will give us the names of these men, which will let 
us know how many of them are still in the service, how much money 
they received from the Government illegally, and what part of that 
money has been recovered, or what steps, if any, have been taken to 
recover it. 

There are other outside cases that I would like to have a little light 
on. One of them is the case of Senator MANDERSON, who was rerated 
and paid about $5,000, which he found it convenient to return after- 
wards, and I believe that was the only part of the money that was ever 
returned. The public press all on the authority of the Senator, 
that his pension was increased without his even making an application 
or request for an increase, f 
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There is another gentleman with regard to whose case I should like 
some light, a gentleman from Maine, Mr. E. L. Dickey, and a friend of 
the great political reformer Dudley. He received $2,000 as arrearages 
and had his pension increased from $8 to $37 a month. I would like 
to hear from the State of Maine on that subject, 

I will go a little further. Ifind published in the papers a list almost 
as long as my arm, involving hundreds of thousands of dollars, cases 
of rerating that was done by Commissioner Tanner during the month 
of August. Following is the list: 


Table of cases revated. 


Balance 
paid on first 
payment 
under new 


Total Amount 
amount new) paid on old 
certificates. | certificates. 


Name of pensioner. 


Week ending August 10, 1889, 


$7,745.10} $2,033.79 

469. 00 375. 20 

3, 200. 40 824. 92 

477.00 381. 60 

1,378.60 849. 34 

175.87 56. 00 

3,322.59 168,40 

1, 132, 80 944.01 

1,108.41 657.61 

4, 954.02 4,495. 11 

3, 273. 67 2, 252. 00 

3, 508. 80 1,461, 60 

145. 06 95. 47 

1,235.07 729, 13 

3.984. 38 2,725.87 

John H. Radke «.sccccceccscsessseseseorsarseenseee 369.00 295. 20 
Hiram Jacks0on...ssccssccsmmsesssooneesessereee 2,224. 00 830. 61 
Aate Tac MEY. srcuncssssesisheseessitaienrs 3, 318. 13 1,788.40 
Ezekiel Johnson Beene 351. 47 175.73 
1,797.00 1,901.51 

2) 024.40 571.60 

249, 30 230, 80 

2, 247. 93 1, 337. 27 

3,904.27 2, 844.27 

2,187.07 1, 163, 27 


4,563. 80 3,537. 87 1, 025.93 

82. 67 62.00 30. 67 

1,224.00 851, 81 372. 19 

1, 602. 00 1,128.73 473.27 

H, Eni nah s opens sé eavennnnsoeccedopopessene| 640.00 300. 00 130.00 
Joshua R, CB nsrecoveroneespeecee sovvenses secese 4,005. 40 3, 821.08 184. 62 
Charles G MGR ESS 1,705. 40 1,511. 40 194.00 
George D. Lemon.......... 204.46 167.54 36.92 
‘Thomas Shearer 1, 663. 73 1, 206. 40 457.33 
Edwin F. Lam 1, 224. 00 904.40 318, 60 
Nathan Udeil .. 516.00 430.00 86.00 
F. B. in.. 5,710.71 4,444.50 I, 226, 21 
890.00 249, 20 640.80 

15.21 10,77 4.44 

11,783. 05 11,316. 25 466. 80 

1,189 93 1, 640. 20 149.73 

277.23 69. 33 208. 00 

991.53 640. 21 351.32 

6,070, 19 5, 846. 94 228. 25 

1,2%. 0 950.81 273.19 

1,353.61 659.45 594.16 

1,091.19 620, 80 470.39 

145.00 77.34 67.66 

682. 80 569.00 113. 80 

320.27 160.13 160, 13 

1,538. 21 1,370, 39 167.82 

2, 358. 88 2,177.98 180, 90 

2, 858. 97 2,836 66 22.31 

2, 668. 39 2,590. 57 77.82 

863. 81 716. 94 146, 87 

æ 1,558. 34 763. 86 824, 48 
George M. Myers „essers penebet cgseoe 2,333, 40 1,000. 60 1, 332. 80 
George M. Pattan........-rseressersneeeee 2, 405. 07 1,816, 33 588.74 
1,795. 07 1,449. 74 345. 33 

2, 010. 81 _ 7738.47 1,237.34 

1, 020.00 816,00 404.00 

439, 20 377.20 62.00 

156.00 78.00 78,00 


7,800, 80 1,350. 60 450. 
14, 821. 99 7, 909. 05 6,912. 94 
3,442.01 4,019, 88 412.13 
1,300.94 653. 60 647.34 
2, 369. 87 1,578. 60 791.27 
1, 343.80 1, 321, 40 22. 40 
312. 83 173.78 39.10 
1,811.01 1,239. 20 571.81 


270.68 108. 26 
5,940.75 2,021.24 
1,019, 33 76.06 

340.07 183. 34 

815.00 326. 00 

413. 00 82.60 
1,674.00 668.70 
2,515.73 1,900. 80 

439.00 87.83 


Table of cases rerated—Continued. 


Balance 
Amount _ (paid on first 
amount new| paidon old | payment 
certificates. | certificates. | under new 
certificates. 


Name of pensioner. 


$5, 693,74 $3,334.93 $2, 358. 81 

4, 915. 54 3, 889, 1,025. 94 

2,201.73 1,173.45 1, 028, 26 

296. 67 253. 47 43.20 

735. 00 357.30 377.70 

1,157.33 863,50 287. 83 

Gerhard Brader... 1, 184.80 410. 40 774.40 
Charles W. Haskinson . 1,950, 40 902. 77 1, 047. 63 
William arb ESR 1,146, 14 573.07 573, 07 
Join Shadday.. 1, 145, 87 5, 672. 93 572, 94 
S, R. Curtis 4, 655, 00 2,068, 61 2,586, 39 
Abram 9,787.35 9, 508. OL 279, 34 
G. W. Ledebetter. 793. 20 529. 53 263, 67 
F. H. Gilbreth . 445.67 178, 27 267.40 
Baum ...... 49. 60 47.20 12, 40 
William Henry (d 3,146. 41 2,089. 73 1, 106. 68 
Robert N. Hoak. 226, 67 106.40 120, 37 
William Dodge ... 6,515. 47 3,110.72 3,404. 75 
G. D. Adams ..... 2, 456. 87 2, 150, 81 306. 86 
W. B. F. Boggess... 1,247.34 862. 00 385.34 
Ezra Paugh....... 1, 813. 80 990, 39 813. 41 
John M. Libby. 1,719. 47 1,106, 31 573. 16 
Ira P. Wetmore... 2, 156. 93 1,715. 46 441.47 
Charles V. Collins. 3,474.21 2,979.00 495. 21 
Matthew Ellison. 1,584.40 1, 478. 13 106, 27 
Calvin O. Hill 1,151.73 608. 87 517.86 
W. B. H., alias W. 575. 60 293. 93 283.07 
Jerome B. Grover... 4,220. 27 3,508. 67 711.60 
William Christopher . 5, 978.81 2, 894. 00 3,084.81 
Docle Bowden ........,.. 8, 475. 61 2,354.81 1,120, 80 
John C, Baker „sereu. 1,497.60 998. 40 499, 20 
4, 999, 98 6, 234. 85 1,715.13 

1,892.53 1,796, 26 96,27 

1, 209.73 948. 07 341. 66 

1,658. 14 1, 296, 80 861. 34 

505.00 303. 00 202, 00 

4,193, 34 2, 764. 93 1, 492. 31 

A. H. Cheney .. 2, 841.00 1, 410.50 1, 402.50 
Thomas Riley .... 445. 60 898. 47 52,13 
Lemuel Worford..... 2,303. 47 1, 498. 06 805, 41 
H. G. Hopkins.... 3, 133. 20 2,322. 87 810. 33 
3, 906. 20 2,772. 40 1, 133. 80 

1,354.74 870, 98 483, 76 

3, 75L. 27 2,710. 13 1,841.14 

2,763. 20 2,250. 15 513. 04 

2, 007. 27 1,461.54 545.73 

1, 426.13 765. 93 660. 20 

3,553. 69 8, 043. 50 510.19 

2,223. 80 1,816, 20 407. 60 

4, 350. 16 3, 485, 85 873.31. 

2,336, 27 1,760. 18 576.09 

2,332, 97 2, 221: 81 111,16 

80, 00 66. 67 13. 33 

654, 97 560. 94 93,73 

Frank A. Howe... 350. 72 224.79 125. 93 
Miles N. Dawson 1, 422. 47 574.47 848. 00 
R. D. S. Hammond 1,382. 00 1,020.00 312.00 
Milton Corbly ..... 1, 786, 47 1, 080. 67 705, 80 
8. H. Underwood 5, 877. 31 4, 154. 34 1,782. 87 
John R. Wilson... 8, 363. 60 3,040 60 323. 00 
6, 139. 40 8,357.74 2,781, 66 

3,053. 07 1, 800, 47 1, 252. 60 

3, 957.30 2,713. 39 1, 243. 91 

4,142.14 2, 472. 73 1, 669. 81 


Commissioner Tanner said another thing that commended him very 
much to the country, or to certain portions of it, or to a certain element 
in it, when he said that $4 a month was little enough for any man to 
receive, and announced that he would take some 33,000 persons who 
received pensions of less than $4 a month and put them on the roll at 
$4 a month, 

It is true that Assistant Secretary Bussey said of this order of Com- 
missioner Tanner, ‘‘It has neither color of law nor the authority of 
precedent,” and he overruled the decision of the Commissioner. It is 
true that Tanner made a deficit in the appropriation amounting to from 
ten to fifteen millions of dollars, and that his action will cost the country 
one hundred or one hundred and fifty millions more; but that is a mat- 
ter of very little consequence in these times. 

Tanner was keeping the pledges which he had made to the country 
by the highest authority and which he had a right to expect the Ad- 
ministration to sustain him in keeping. And, Mr. Speaker, if the 
Administration had kept its faith as Tanner kept his, he would be in 
thatoffice still and you would have heard the hollow scoop of his shovel 
on the bottom floor of the Treasury long before thistime. [Laughter.] 
But I will tell you what was the matter with Commissioner Tanner, in 
my opinion—if I am wrong the report of the facts will showit, I think 
the trouble with him was that he wanted to talk while he was at work. 
The Republican party wanted a man who would work and say nothing; 
and that work is being just as effectually done to-day and, I believe, 
more rapidly than it ever was before, but the man who is doing it is 
notsaying anything aboutit. I wish, Mr. Speaker, that the line of this 
investigation could be carried a little further. I would like to know 
Mien i is that Bussey, the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, remains 
w Tanner goes. 
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to be pensioned as one who had stood by them to the last? That was 
the effect of his decision, and I suppose it is the law of the Department 
to-day. 

As a naked question of law I do not assume to qnestion it, but as a 
rule of the Department it is so severe on the honest and true soldier 
that Harper’s Weekly Journal of Civilization, in commenting on it, 
uses this ianguage: 

If, as the opinion of the Jadge-Advocate-General, of Secretary Delano, and of 
the Supreme Court holds, it is not the character of the soldier or the terms of 
his discharge, but the disability alone, which is the title to a pension, it is plain 
that unless the law expressly forbids—as in the case of a deserter—a thief, or 
a coward, or even a traitor may be placed upon the pension-rolls. If this be 
80, we sould agree with Commissioner Black that an honorable pensioner 
must feel a little uncomfortable in such company, and the kindly respect which 
has hitherto attended the “old pensioner ™ would soon disappear. 


He also decided that a man who was trying to steal hospital brandy 
was in the line of duty; that a man who killed himself eating pie was 
in the line of duty, and in fact that any injury received by a soldier 
not at the time disobeying orders was received in the line of duty; and 
in that way he broke down the barriers erected by his predecessors 
against unworthy claimants and opened another door to great frauds 
on the Treasury. When he decided, as he did decide, that the testi- 
mony of a commissioned officer should not be required to make out a 

nsion claim, he made it possible for Tom, Dick, and Harry to com- 

ine and swear for each other, and thus defraud the honest soldier and 
reward the bounty-jumpers, camp-followers, and deserters ab the ex- 
pense of the country and of the true and deserving soldiers. 

Why is it, I would like to know, that Mr. Bussey is a patriot and a 
statesman, a man to be trusted and admired by the Administration, 
while plain, blunt, ontspoken Mr. Tanner, who thought it no wrong to 
loot the Treasury to pay for the votes that brought this Administra- 
tion into power, according to his authorized promise, must be made a 
Jonah and pitched overboard to the whale of public opinion? Thecoun- 
try wants an answer to this question. 

Is it because Mr. Tanner boasted of hiswork? If thatis so, itseems 
a pity that a man’s head should be cut off because his tongue is too 
long. Itisa pity that this reflection should be cast upon the late Com- 
missioner Tanner, while at the same time a man who is doing ter 
injury to the country than he ever did is still in office and still fur- 
nishing new legal keys to the back door of the Treasury. 

I want to know how those men who rerated themselves and got the 
money have been treated. I want to know if they are going to be 
turned ont. I want to know if they are going to be honored. I want 
to know if the Administration is going to undertake to keep the prom- 
"ises of the Republican party that it will divide the surplus to meet 
the requirements of the Grand Army of the Republic and that it will 
give every soldier $12 a month as long as he lives. 

I think Mr. Speaker, I have demonstrated pot only that the in- 
vestigation which this resolution calls for ought to be made, but that 
the entire administration of the Pension Office ought to be thoroughly 
investigated and overhauled by a committee of this House. I admit 
that I believe that the business of bidding for the soldier vote has been 
going on here upon both sides of the line. I think it has been done 

m the very start up to the present hour and itis going on here every 
day, especially every Friday night, and I think it is time that we 
should stop that business. 

If the Democratic and Republican parties can not live without rob- 
bing the Treasury for the benefit of men who demand it as a matter of 
course, without regard to their disabilities or their necessities, without 
regard to their rights under the laws enacted and the usages and prac- 
tices heretofore established and observed, then, I say, it is time that 
these parties should give way tosome party that can live withoutitand 
can afford to protect the interests of the laboring people of this country, 
who ultimately have all these burdens to bear. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, Will the gentleman permit a question 
at that point? 

Mr. ENLOE. I will. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I want to know if the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] did not, at the last session of Congress, in the 
interest ot ‘‘economy ” and keeping the money in the Treasury, in- 
troduce a bill providing for the erection, at the expense of the United 
States Government, of a soldiers’ home, into which Confederate soldiers 
should be admitted. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Tennessee did; and it would have 
been a good use of the money to erect a soldiers’ home, as I proposed, 
upon the Hermitage, the place where the great and im Andrew 
Jackson lies buried, the man who said ‘‘ the Federal Union must and 
shall be preserved.” If we have a restored Union, as you say we have, 
then I say that it would have been the part of right and duty, the part 
of wisdom and patriotism for you to take money from the public Treas- 
ury for that purpose. The State of Tennessee would have donated that 
site to you and you should have erected upon it a soldiers’ home that 
would admit the disabled Confederate soldier alongside of his brother 
in blue whom he had met upon the field of battle. 

That measure was prompted by the highest motives of patriotism. 
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Ts it because he decided that a dishonorable discharge was no bar to 
& pension, that a man who had deserted his colors was as good a man 


It proposed to establish a soldiers’ home where the Union soldiers and 
the Confederate soldiers who were unable to care for themselves might 
be cared for by a great and beneficent Government, of which they are 
all equally loyal citizens to-day. It was to commemorate the princi- 
ples and the example of one of the greatest statesmen and soldiers this 
country has ever produced. It was to proclaim to the world the resto- 
ration of that Union which he so much loved and which he didso much 
on the field and in the forum to glorify. I donot believe that the gen- 
tleman himself or that good and patriotic citizens in any part of this 
I kag would have found anything in that measure to reprobate or con- 
emn. - 

I maintain that the day for “‘shaking the bloody shirt” as an excuse 
for plundering the public Treasury ought to pass, if it has not passed. 
I am not in a condition to-day to go into a discussion of all thee mat- 
ters, but I am asking some questions in this resolution which are yery 
interesting to the laboring people of this country, and the anciteks to 
which will be very interesting to everybody if the whole truth can be 
extracted from that Department, z 

I wish to say, in conclusion, that if seems to me we have gone abat 
far enough in the matter of increasing pensions in the reckless fashion 
which has prevailed heretofore. It has been done most recklessly. I 
want to see this competition between political parties bidding for the 
soldiers’ vote and paying for it ont of the public Treasury—I want to 
see this stopped. Let every soldier in this country stand upon his 
merits, upon his services, and not stand, as a Pretorian guard witha 
bayonet, at the polls to compel political parties to grant pensions to 
men who are not entitled to receive them. 

I believe in the Government keeping its just obligations to its soldiers; 
but I do not believe in putting a price on patriotism and tarnishing 
the glory of the volunteer soldier by treating him as a mercenary 
whose sword in war and whose vote in peace can be bought for the 
pars of a pension. That will do for bounty-jumpers and deserters, 

ut not for the volunteer soldiers who fought for principles in that 
struggle and who as citizens are’to-day striving to make this Govern- 
ment worth the cost of its preservation. 

There must come a day when the increase of every person’s pension 
will be impossible. There must be a limit beyond which is slavery 
for the labor of this country. 

There are now in the neighborhood of 500,000 names on the pension- 
roll, and it is increasing at a rate near 3,000 per month, faster than at 
any previous time in our history. 

We have expended during the past year nearly $100,000,000 for 
pensions, and, though the estimates submitted at thissession of Congress 
are less than that amount, we all know that Mr, Tanner was right when 
he said it would take between $110,000,000 and $115,000, 0U0 for the 
next fiscal year to meet the demands on the Pension Office. The $30,- 
000,000 increase estimated by the late Commissioner will not go into 
the regular appropriation bills, because that might alarm the country, 
but it will come in in the deficiency bills next year, as the deficiency 
came over from the last fiscal year to this Congress. 

If the gentlemen on the other side keep the promises made by them 
on thestump last fall to secure their present lease of power, they will 
have to devise new means of raising revenue, The pensions alone would 
absorb the $379,000,000 raised under existing laws, arrearages which 
you have promised would require $170,000,000, and the service pen- 
sions which you have promised would require $146,000,000 annually in 
addition to the $115,000,000 you are already obligated to pay annually. 

The laboring man in this country isa patient man. He feels the 
burden, but he is slow to cast it off, because he is yet able to carry it 
and live. If you keep your campaign promises you will make the la- 
boring man of this country forget what kind of a pensioner is on his 
back, and, in obedience to the great law of self-preservation, he will 
think first of his wife and his children and himself, and he will refuse 
to bear it longer. Before the French revolution it was said that eve 
citizen carried a soldier on his back; and you tread on dangerous petting) 
for the meritorious soldier and on dangerous grounds for the well-be- 
ing of government and society when youso far forget the rights of the 
citizen who toils and earns the wealth of this country as to continue to 
increase the privileges and the bonuses of the classes at the expense of 
the masses. i 

It is all right to reward the soldier for his valor and patriotism by 
adhering to the wise policy of this Government heretofore established 
in dealing w th its soldiers, but when you break down all precedents, 
override all laws, and forget the rights and the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment to its laborers, who maintain its prosperity in peace and in war, 
you are sowing the seeds of communism, anarchy, and death to free in- 
stitutions. 

Mr. Speaker, Iam here not to make a plea in anybody’s interest ex- 
cept the interest of the people who have to labor and earn the money 
to pay the taxes out of which these pensions are taken. If the money 
is rightfully taken, I say all right; butif it has been stolen, if there 
have been jobbery and corruption, if there have been fraud and conspir- 
acy, let the light of day be turned in on it, and let the men who have 
been concerned in it be consigned to eternal infamy. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
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Mr. MORRILL. Mr.§ er, before the vote is taken, I think it 
due to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and to myself that I should 
make a simple statement. 

Coming upon the floor of the House, as I did, after the gentleman 
from Tennessee had commenced his remarks, a copy of this resolution 
was placed in my hands, I want to say to you, Mr. Speaker, and to 
this House, that this is the first intimation I ever had that any such 
resolution wasinexistence. Nomember of the committee, to my knowl- 
edge, has ever known of the existence of this resolution. The chief 
clerk of the committee says it has never been presented to him. It has 
never been referred by him to the committee, and not a single man of 
us ever knew that such a resolution was in existence. If we had had 
knowledge of the resolution, it would have received very prompt atten- 
tion. 


his resolution purports on its face to have been introduced on the 
20th of December, nearly three months ago. Almost daily since that 
time I have met the gentleman from Tennessee, and he never made the 
slightest reference to it. I have never seen his face inside the room of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. My attention has never been 
called to the resolution. We have had no opportunity to take up the 
subject in any shape whatever. Itisentirely new to all of us. Nota 
member of the committee has known of the existence of the resolution 
or has called the attention of the committee to it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman allow me to make a statement? 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam heartily in favor of the adoption of the reso- 
lution, and if the subject be left in our hands we will act upon it im- 
mediately. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman allow me to make a statement in 
reference to this matter? 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. ENLOE] has 
already occupied an hour ‘‘ making a statement,” battling a man of 
straw that he made and stuck up for his own amusement, and casting 
reflections upen the Committee on Invalid Pensions in regard toa mat- 
ter as to which they were not at all to blame, for they had no knowl- 

of it. 

r. ENLOE, The gentleman is now making a statement in refer- 
ence to me in regard to which I might be able to set him right. Of 
course, if he does not wish to beset right, I do not care to say any- 
thing. : 

` Mr. MORRILL. I yield for a moment to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Yonex}. 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I have attended, I believe, every meet- 
ing of the Committee on Invalid Pensions that has been held this ses- 
sion, and I have never before heard of this resolution. Ifit had been 
brought to the notice of the committee it would have received, as our 
chairman has said, prompt attention. I fully corroborate and indorse 
every word which he has uttered. This is all I desire to say. 

Mr. MORRILL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. CHIPMAN]. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. In regard to this resolution I wish to say that I 
have no objection to an investigation of the official conduct of the late 
Commissioner of Pensions, Mr. Tanner, ly in regard to rerating. 
I wish also to say that there were many things in the official career of 
the late Commissioner of which I most heartily approve. I approve of 
his opposition to microscopical pensions, the two and four dollara 
month pensions, which are two small to relieve any considerable dis- 
ability. I approve of his proposal that the oath of an enlisted man 
shall be regarded as entitled to as much dignity in the Pension Office 
as the oath of a commissioned officer. The discrimination against the 
private and in favor of the officer is unjustand wicked. I wish tosay, 
too, that I have served on the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
that, so far as my knowledge is concerned, I approve most heartily of 
their course in the past, and that the legislation they now bring before 
the House is carefully and conscientiously considered; and I wish to 
emphasize another thing: 

In the section of country from which I come there is no party on 
this subject. Weare all of one mind. Weare all determined to do 
justice to the soldiers who fought in our armies during the rebellion 
and defended the flag. 

There is no difference of opinion on that subject there, and I will say 
to my friend from Tennessee that there will be no difference of action 
on the part of the Representatives of that section whenever questions 
of that character come before the House. We intend to fulfill our 
pledges to the veterans. We are not half-hearted. We are earnest 
about that, and I am glad to be able to say that there is no sectional 
feeling against a provision for the old soldiers on this side of the House. 
The veterans of the war are the wards of the nation. They must not 
want. We owe them not only a debt of gratitude, but we are pledged 
to do them justice, and will redeem the pledge. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that after the statement of 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. MORRILL], 
the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. ENLOE] will withdraw his motion 
and permit the committee to give some consideration to this resolution, 
which seems to be new to the committee. The chairman has already 
said that the committee will make a report ew if the jurisdic- 

- tion over the resolution should remain with them. Itdoes seem tome 


the gentleman from Tennessee should withdraw his motion, and let 

the resolution remain with the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

if m MORRILL. Does the gentleman desire to withdraw his mo- 
on 

Mr, SPINOLA. Iwill take the floor. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman from New York wishes to proceed 
I will yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask the discussion shall be opened for a few min- 
utes longer. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the tleman withdraws his motion to dis- 
charge the committee there is nothing further to discuss. 

Mr. ENLOE. In view of the statement made by the chairman and 
other members of the committee, I will withdraw the motion and will 
make this statement: I do not wish to be putin the attitude of reflect- 
ing upon the chairman and members of the committee, It istrue I did 
not approach the committee on the subject of the resolution, but I did 
go to the clerk of the committee and ask him who had the resolution in 
charge. He said nothing had been done in regard to it. As no notice 
was taken of it, if I expected a report at all, it was necessary I should 
do something further. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understood you to say the resolution had never 
been put before the committee, 

Mr. ENLOE. You heard my statement. 

Mr. MORRILL. That ought to have satisfied you. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not desire to reflect on the committee. 

; The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee withdraws his mo- 
tion. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask leave to reoffer the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution remains with the committee. 


ADMISSION OF THE STATE OF WYOMING. 


Mr. BAKER. I am directed by the Committee on Territories to re- 
port back House bill 982, providing for the admission of the State of 
Wyoming into the Union, and for other purposes, and to ask for its 
present consideration under clause 51, Rule XI. Under that clause 
the Committee on Territories is granted leave to report at any time bills 
for the admission of new States. 

This bill was reported from the Committee on Territories and was 
ordered to be printed and recommitted. I now report it back under 
clause 51 of Rule XI, and ask for its present considerason. 

I gave notice several days ago, Mr. Speaker, that I would bring this 
bill up for consideration, and, pursuant to that notice and under an- 
thority of the rule, I desire to ask the House to consider the bill for 
the admission of the State of Wyoming into the Union. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to say to the gentleman from New York 
that it was the understanding in the Committee on Territories that this 
matter was not to be called up until the Oklahoma bill was disposed 
of. I trust the gentleman will not put this side of the House in that 
position by calling up this bill. It comesin this morning as a complete 
surprise to me, 

Mr. BAKER. Ido not wish to antagonize the Oklahoma bill, but I 
had an understanding that the Oklahoma bill would not come up this 
morning. In the mean time we could take up and dispose of this bill 
for the admission of the State of Wyoming. It is not my intention to 
interfere with the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is by the merest accident I happened to be on 
the floor. I meta gentleman who advised me five minutes ago, and 
until then I had heard nothing of this contemplated movement. I 
hope the gentleman will not insist on considering this bill now. It is 
unnecessary to read the bill at length unless we propose to enter upon 
its consideration. I therefore wish, with the permission of the House, 
to make astatement of a minute or two, so thatsome time in the future 
may be fixed for its consideration. 

Mr. BAKER. Who has the floor? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks nobody has the floor. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. BAKER. I have reported this bill from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, and we are ready to proceed with it in good faith. Ihad a con- 
ference with the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] who is in 
charge of the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. If nobody has the floor I will take it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask, by unanimous consent, to make a statement 
not to exceed two minutes in length. 

Mr. BAKER. I think we should proceed in the regular way. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to inform my friend it will facilitate busi- 
ness. It is unfair, and I have not experienced anything like it since I 
have been a member of this body. a 

Mr. BAKER. How much time does the gentleman ask in which to 
make his statement? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have already stated it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Icall for the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BAKER. If no gentleman desires to have the report read at 


length—— 
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se SPRINGER. I raise the question of consideration against this 


I make the further point, Mr. Speaker, that this bill must be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not raise the last point after 
having ra‘sed the first. 

Mr, CARLISLE. But, Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman 
from Illinois has raised the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. That is the question now before the House. 

Mr. CARLISLE,’ Of course he could not make both questions at the 
same time; but I submit to the Chair that after the House has deter- 
mined, if it should determine, to enter upon the consideration of the 
bill, and before it has ac ually commenced its consideration, the point 
could be made that it should have its first consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. That is a point to be determined when it shall 

Mr. CARLISLE. Because, if the contrary opinion was held, there 
would be no time when a member could raise the question of consider- 
ation against a bill, unless he waived the right to have it considered 
in a Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, if it was sub- 
ject to the point of order. So it has always been in order to raise this 
question that it shall have its first consideration in a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union at any time before the House has acta- 
ally entered upon the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is of course a question to be determined after 
the disposition of the other question. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; but I was only anxious that the Chair 
might not decide so important a point in this manner. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not undertaken to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the Chair will permit me, the Chair holds, as I 
understand it, that the gentleman can not raise two questions at one 
and the same time. But another member could reserve the right to 
make the point of order that the bill should be considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois having raised the 
question of consideration, that is first to be determined. 

Apes question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 70, 


noes 79. 

Mr. BAKER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 116, not 
voting 91; as follows: 


YEAS—122, 
Allen, Mich. Craig, Lansing, 
Anderson, Kans. Cu'bertson, Pa, Laws, Simon 
Arnold, Cutcheon, Lehlbach, Smith, W. Va. 
Atkinson, Pa. Dalzell, McComas, Smyser, 
Atkinson, W. Va. De Haven, McCord, Snider, 
Baker, Dolliver, McCormick, ner, 
Banks, Dorsey, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Dunnell, Moffitt, Stewart, Vt. 
Belknap, Evans, Moore, N. H. Stivers, 
Bing! z Farquhar, Morrill, k 
Bliss, Finley, Morrow, Sweney, 
Boothman. ick, Nute, Taylor, 
Boutelle, Funston, O'Donnell, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bowden, s O'Neill, Pa, ylor, 
Brewer, Greenhalge, Osborne, Taylor, J. D. 
Brosius, Grosvenor, Payne, Thomas, 
Browne, T. M. Hall, yson, Thompson, 
Buchanan, N. J. Ha Perkins, Townsend, Colo. 
urrows, Haugen, ters, Vandever, 
Burton, Henderson, I. Pickler, Van 
Butterworth, Henderson, Iowa Post, Wade, 
Caldwell, Hermann, Raines, Walker, Mass. 
Cannon, Hill, Ray, Wallace, 
Carter, Hopkins, Reed. Iowa Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheadie, Houk, Reyburn, Watson, 
Cheatham, Kerr, lowa Rife, ham, 
well, Ke Rockwell, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, Kinsey, Rowell, ht, 
Conger, Lacey, Russell, y. 
Connell, La Follette, Sawyer, 
Cooper, Ohio Laidlaw, Scranton, 
NAYS—116, 
Abbott, Clements, Haynes, Mills, 
Alderson, Cobb, Hemphill, Mon " 
Anderson, Miss, Compton, Henderson, N.C. Moore, Tex. 
Bankhead, Cooper, Ind. Holman, Norton, 
Barn thran, Hooker, Oates, 
Blount, Covert, Kerr, Pa. O'Ferrall, 
Boatner, Cowles, Kilgore, O' Neall, Ind. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Crisp, Lane, O'Neil, Mass. 
Brickner, Culberson, Tex. Lanham, Outhwai 
Brookshire, Cummings, Lee, Owens, Ohio 
Buchanan, Va. Davidson, Lester, Ga. Parrett, 
Buckalew, Dibble, Lester, Va. 
Bunn, Dockery, Lewis, Penington, 
Bynum, . Edmunds, Magner, Pierce, 
Campbell, Ellis, ash, 
Candler, Ga. Enloe, Martin, Ind. Reilly, 
liale, Fithian, McAdoo, Richardson, 
Carlton, Flower, McCarthy, Robertson, 
Caruth, Geissenhainer, McClammy, Rowland, 
Catchings, Gibson, McClellan, Sayers, 
Chipman, Grimes, McCreary, Shively, 
ney, Hare, MeMillin, Spinola, 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, McRae, Springer, 


Stewart, Ga. Tillman, Walker, Mo. Wilkinson, 
Stewart, Tex. > Washington, Willcox, 
Stone, Ky. Tucker, heeler, Ala. will m. 
Stone, Mo. Turner, Ga, Whiting, Wilson, Mo. 
Stump, Turner, N. Y. Wike, Wilson, W. Va. 
Tarsney, Turpin, Wiley, oder. 
NOT VOTING—91. 

dams, Deryan, Kelley, Quinn, 
Allen, Miss. Darlington, Kennedy, Ran 
Andrew, De Lano, Knapp, Randall, Pa. 
Bartine, Dingley, Lawler, Rogers, 
Barwig, Dunphy, Lind, Rusk, 
Beck Elliott, Lodge, Sanford, 
Belden, Ewart, Mansur, Seull, 
Bergen, Featherston, Martin, Tex. Seney, 
Bi Fitch, ason, Skinner, 
Blan Flood, McKinley, Smith, I1 
Bland Forman, Miles, Stahinecker, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forney, Milliken, Stockdale, 
Brower, Fowler, Morey, Struble, 
Brown, J.B. Frank, Morgan, Townsend, Pa, 
Browne, Va. Gear, Morse, ‘Turner, Kans. 
Brunner, Gifford, Mutchler, enable, 
Bullock, Goodnight, Niedringhaus, Wheeler, Mich, 
Candler, Mass. Grout, Owen, Ind, Whitthorne, 
Caswell, Harmer, Paynter, Wilber, 
Clark, Wis. r Perry, Wilson, Ky. 
Clunie, H n Phelan, ilson, 
Co z Herbert, Pugsley, ise, 
Crain, Hitt, Quackenbush, 


£o the House determined to consider the bill. 

Mr. MORSE. I desire to state that I am paired with the gentleman 
from Kentucky, Mr. GooDNIGHT. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Hirr with Mr. HEARD, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. PuGsLey with Mr. MORGAN, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. BLAND, for the rest of the day, 

Mr. LODGE with Mr. HERBERT, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Witson, of Washington, with Mr. CLUNIE, for the rest of the 
day. 

Mr. De LANO with Mr. BULLOCK, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. HATCH, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, for the re- 
mainder of the day. s 

Mr. DIxGLEY with Mr. MANSUR, on this vote. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Iam paired with the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. SKINNER]. If present, he would vote ‘* no” and I would 


vote "‘ay.” 
I would vote 


Mr. GEAR. I am paired with Mr. STOCKDALE. 
“ay; he would vote “no.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I am paired with Mr. PuasLEY, and would vote 
**no;’? he would vote “ay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that this bill must 
have its first consideration in Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BAKER, I move that the House resolve itself-—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BAKER, I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of this 
bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Pending that motion I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, Mr. SPRINGER de- 
manded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 122, not 
voting 91; as follows: 


YEAS—116. 

Abbott, s Mansur, Rusk, 
Alderson, Culberson, Tex. Martin, Ind. Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss, Cummings, artin, Tex. Shively, 

khead, vidson, McAdoo, Spinola, 

rnes, Dockery, McCarthy, Springer, 

Blanchard, Edmunds, McClellan, Stewart, Ga. 
Blount, Elliott, McCreary, Stewart, Tex, 
Boatner, chlis, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Enloe, McRae, Stone, Mo. 
Brickner, Fithian, Mills, Stump, 
Brookshire, Flower, Montgomery, Tarsne 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, Moore, Tex, Tillman, 
Buckalew, ibson, Norton, Tracey, 
Bunn, Grimes, tes, Tucker, 
Bynum, Hare, O' Ferrall, Turner, Ga, 
Campbell Hayes, O’ Neall, Ind. Turner, 
Candler, Ga, Haynes, O'Neil, Mass. Turpin, 
Carlisle, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Venable, 
Carlton, Henderson, N.C. Owens, Ohio Walker, Mo, 
Caruth, olman, Parrett, Washington, 
Chipman, Hooker, Peel, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clancy, Kilgore, Penington, Whiting, 
Clarke, Ala. ne, Pierce, Wike, 
Clements, : Price, Wiley. 

b, y Quinn, Willcox, 
Compton, Lester, Ga. Reilly, Wiliams, Il 

per, I Lester, Va. Richardson, Wilson, Mo. 

ran, Lewis, Wilson, ‘a, 

Covert, Rowland, Yoder, 


` 
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NAYS—122. 
Allen, Mich. Conn: La Follette, Simonds, 
Anderson, Kans. Geoper, Ohio Laidlaw, Smith, W. Va. 
Arnold, g. Laws, Smyser, 
Atkinson, Pa. Culbertson, Pa. Leh! Snider, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cutcheon, Lind, Spooner, 
ker, Dalzell, MeComas, Stephenson, 
De Haven, McCord, Stewart, Vt. 
ne, Dingley, McCormick, Stivers, 
Belknap, Dolliver, McKenna, Stockbridge, 
Dorsey, Miles, Sweney 
Bingham, Dannell, Moffitt, Taylor, im 
B) Evans, Moore, N. H. Taylor, 
Boothman, Farquhar, orrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Boutelle, Finley, Morrow, Taylor, 
Bowden, Flick, Nute, Thomas, 
Brewer, unston, O'Neill, Pa. Thompson, 
Brosius, Greenhalge, Osborne, ‘Townsend, Calo. 
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, Payne, Vandever, 
Buchanan, N, J. Grout, Payson, Van 
Burrows, Hall, Perkins, Wade, 
Burton, Hansbrough, Peters, Walker, Mass. 
Butterworth, ugen, Pickler, Wallace, Mass, 
Cald well, Henderson, IIL Post, N.Y. 
Cannon, Henderson, Iowa, Raines, Watson, | 
Carter, R Reed, lowa Wickham, 
Cheadle, o Reyburn, Williams, Obio 
Chea: Houk, e, Wilson, W: 
Cogs Kerr, Iowa Rowell, Wright, 
Coleman, etcham, Russell, Wi ey. 
Kinsey, Scranton, 
Conger, KA Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—91. 

s, Darlington, Kennedy, Randall, Mass. 
Allen, Miss. De Lano, Kerr, Pa. Randall, Pa. 
Andrew, Dibble, Knapp, Ray, 

Bartine, Dunphy, ng, Rockwell, 
Barwig, Ewart, Lawler, Roge: 
Beckwith, Featherston, > San 
Belden, Fiteh. i Sawyer, 
Flood, Mason, Seull, 
lAa ak, Sorcery: Mekinley.” Ski 

n “ ‘orney, e Y, nner, 
Brower, Fowler, Milliken, Smith wi. 
Brown, J. B. F Morey, Stahlnecker, 
Browne, Va. Gear, Morgan, Stockdale, 
Brunner, Gest, Mo Strable, 

4 Gifford, Mutebler, Townsend, Pa. 
Candler, Mass, Goodnight, Niedringhaus, Turner, Kans. 
. Caswell, Harmer, O'Donnell, Wheeler, Mich. 

Catchin Hatch, Owen, Ind, hiti b 

Olark, Wis. Heard, Paynter, Wilbor, 
Clunie, erbert, Perry, Wilkinson, 
Cowles, Hermann, Phelan, Wilson, Ky. 
Crain, . Hitt, Pugsley, ise. 
x A Quacken 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


The following additional pairs were announced on this vote: 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
fron New York, that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Upon that I rise to a question of order. Under 
clause 4 of Rule XXIII it is provided that— 

_In Committees of the Whole House business on their Calendars may be taken 
up in regular order, or in such o as the committee may determine, unless 
the bill to be considered was determined by the House at the time of into 
committee; but bills for raising revenue, general appropriation bills, and bills 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors shall have nee. 

What I desire to ask is whether that precedence must be insisted on 
before going into Committee of the Whole or after? If before, I de- 
sire to make the point now. 

Mr. HOOKER. I can not hear what the gentleman says. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam not responsible for that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mn. SPRINGER. I did not make a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman says he did not make a point of 
sue and the question is on the motion of the gentleman from New 

ork. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rose to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the ‘“‘ayes”’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 91. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand tellers. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
116, nays 103, not voting 105; as follows: 


YEAS—116. 
Ad Bayne, Burrows, 
Allen, Mich. e knap, Bano th, Goleman, 
erson, Kans. ngham, utterwo! r, 
Arnold, Bliss, Caldwell, Connell, 
Atkinson, Pa, Boutelle, Cannon, Cooper, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Bowden, Carter, Cut 
. Baker, Brosius, Ohexdie, 
Buchanan, N. J. De Haven, 


Di x Kennedy, Stivers, 
Dolliver, Kerr, lowa Payson, Stockbridge, 
Dorsey, nsey, Swe cy, 
Dannell, x Tager, J 
La Follette, Pickler, Taylor, Tenn. 
Farquhar, Laidlaw, Post, Taylor, Kk, B, 
Finley, ng, Raines, Taylor, J. D. 
Flick, Laws, Ray, Thomas, 
Funston, Lehlbaci, Reed, Iowa Thompson, 
est, Lind, sy da Townsend, Colo, 
Grosvenor, McComas, Vandever, 
Grout, eCord, Russell, Van Sehaick, 
1, McCormick, Scranton, Vade, 
Hansbrough, MeKenna, Sherman, Walker, Mass. 
Haugen, omit, Simon Wallace, Mass. 
Henderson, DL. Moore, N. H. Smith, W. Va, Wallace, N. Y. 
Henderson, lowa Morrill, Smyser, Watson, 
Hermann, Morrow, Snider, Wickham, 
Hill, Nute, Spooner, Wiliams, Ohio 
Hopkins, O'Neill, Pa. Stephenson, Wright, 
o! Osborne, Stewart, Vt. Yardley. 
NAYS—108. . 
bott, Covert, Lester, Ga. Robertson, 
Anderson, Miss. les, Lester, Va. Rogers, 
Bankhead, Culberson, Tex. Lewis, Rowand, 
Barnes, Cummings, Mansur, Savers, 
Blanchard, Davidson, Martin, Ind. Shively, 
Blount, Dibble, Martin, Spinola, 
Boatner, Dockery, McAdoo, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Edmunds, MeCarthy, Stewart, 
Brookshire, Eliott, McClammy, Stone, Ky. 
Buchanan, Va. Ellis, MeClellan, Stone, Mo. 
Buckalew, loe, Stump, 
Bullock, Fithian, McMillin, Tarsney, 
Bunn, Flower, oRae, Tillman, 
Byn er, Mills, ‘Tracey, 
Campbell Gibson, Montgomery, Tucker, 
ler, Ga. rimes, Moore, 5 Turner, Ga. 
Carlisle, Hare, Norton, Turner, N. Y, 
Carlton, Hayes, Oates, in, 
Caruth, Haynes, O’ Neil, Mass. Walker, Mo. 
Catchings, Hemphill, Outhwaite, Washin. 
Chipman, Henderson, N, Parrett, Whiting, 
Clancy, Holman, Wike, 
bran Ala. a ie Pontogtsn; a x 
ements, gore, erce, kinson, 
Cobb, x Price, Willeox, 
Cooper, Ind. Reilly, Williams, MI. 
Cothran, Lawler, Wilson, W. Va, 
NOT VOTING—165, 
Alderson, Crisp, Lee, Rowell, 
Allen, Miss. Dailzell, Lodge, Rusk, 
Andrew, a Magner, Sanford, 
Bartine, Darlington, Maish, aor 
Barwig, De Lano, Mason, Seull, 
Beckwith, Dunphy, McKinley, Seney, 
Belden, Ewart, Miles, Skinner, 
Bergen, Featherston, Milliken, Smith, M. 
Biggs, Fitch, orey, Stahinecker, 
Bland, Flood, Morgan, Stewart, Tex. 
Boothman, Forman, Morse, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Forney, Mutcbier, Struble, 
Brewer, Fowler, Niedringhaus, Townsend, Pa. 
Brickner, Frank, O'Donnell, ‘Turner, Kans. 
Brower, Gear, O’ Ferrall. Venable, 
Brown, J. B. Gifford, O’Neall, Ind. Whevler, Ala. 
Browne, T, M. Goodnight, Owen, Ind. Wheeler, Mich, 
Browne, Va. Greenhalge, Owens, Ohio Whitthorne, 
Brunner, Harmer, Paynter, Wilber, 
Candler, Mass. Hatch, Try, Wilson, Ky. 
Caswell, Heard, Phelan, Wilson, Mo, 
Clark, Wis. Herbert, Pugsley, Wilson, Wash, 
Clunie, Hitt, Quackenbush, Wise, 
Com A Kelley, uinn, Yoder. 
Comstock, Kerr, Pa. Randa'l, Mass. 
Craig, Ketcham, Randall, Pa. 
Crain, Knapp, Rockwell, 


So the motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union was agreed to. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, said: Mr. Speaker, I would like to 


vote. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The chair is not allowed to entertain a motion to 
record a vote. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. Yoprr, on all questions, for the rest of this 


day. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. LEE, on all political questions, for the rest of 
the day. 

On this vote: 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. MAISH. 

Mr, GREENHALGE with Mr. Crisp. 

Mr. Comstock with Mr. O’FERRALL. 

Mr. BERGEN with Mr. VENABLE. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington, with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reca- 
pitulation of the vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 5682) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to constitute Columbus, Ohio, a port 
of delivery, und to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, 
entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’ to said of 
lumbus, Ohio,” approved February 9, 1889. 

ADMISSION OF WYOMING. 


The House then resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union (Mr. BURROWS in the chair), 

TheCHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill the title of 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 982) to provide for the admission of the State of Wyoming into 
the Union and for other purposes. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the reading of the bill before we con- 
sider it. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to enter into a 
formal discussion of this bill at any great length to-night; but I think 
I ought to make one or two observations in regard to the intimation of 
my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER], that some degree of bad faith has been practiced in forcing 
this bill to consideration now. 

It ought to be understood the Committee on Territories ordered this 
bill reported favorably without a dissenting voice. Instruction was 
given to me to move it at the first opportunity. A week or ten days 
ago it was reported to the House, ordered to be printed, and recommit- 
ted. Immediately after it was printed I gave notice in the House, as 
the Recorp will show, that on to-day I should move the bill unless it 
should interfere with the Oklahoma bill. Advised by the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], who had charge of that bill, that it would 
not be moved, the way was clear for the moving of this bill, Now I re- 
gret exceedingly, Mr. Chairman, that my good friend from [linois 
should show any feeling about this matter. ‘The bill for the admission 
of Wyoming has had most careful consideration in the Committee on 
Territories. It was carefully perfected, the report prepared was ee 
without a dissenting voice by our Committee on Territories, and I think 
it is unfair for my friend from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to impute to 
the committee, or any member of it, bad faith. This bill is before the 
House for consideration. It has been the desire of the Delegate from 
Wyoming [Mr. DuBois] to hayeit forwarded as rapidly as could be con- 
sistent with good management and with the proper conduct of legisla- 
tive business here. 

The duty has been assigned to me to move this bill at the earliest op- 
portunity. Notice was given to every man in the House, and every 
member upon this floor has at hiscommand a copy of the reportand of 
the bill as recommended here. No; the real truth of the matter is— 
and we may as well understand it—that the purpose of my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER ]—perhaps he can justify himself in it—is toso 
delay this bill and so delay the Idaho bill that he may attach to them 
and bring before this House an ‘‘omnibus” bill. Omnibus bills are a 
specialty with my friend from Illinois. He spent the better part of last 
Congress and the Congress before in building up, or attempting to build 
up, anomnibus bill that should bringin at one sweep several States be- 
sides thosethat did comein. Asa matter of necessity, we yielded to his 
determination to havean omnibus bill, inorderthat justice might bedone 
to the two Dakotas, Montana, and Washington; but now I believe the 
policy of Congress is to let each State stand upon its own merits, 

Wyoming has been reported favorably; Idaho has; we shall soon 
come to the consideration of New Mexico, and I believe there is a dis- 
pasition in the committee and in this House to give New Mexico the 
fullest and fairest consideration. Iam strongly inclined to the opin- 
ion that New Mexico should be admitted as speedily as ble. Ari- 
zona is proposing to ask for an enabling act. Arizona should have the 
fairest consideration. I know there is no disposition on the part of 
any member of the committee to obstruct or delay the consideration 
of any of these bills, and there ought to be no disposition on the part 
of my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] or on the part of any other 
member of the House to obstruct or delay the prompt consideration of 
the bill for the admission of Wyoming. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. What about Utah? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER. . Now, Mr. Chairman, the hour of 50’clock has 
and I do not care to detain the committee this evening, Therefore, in 
order that the bill may have consideration by a full House and in or- 
der to give everybody an opportunity to be fully heard, without yield- 
ing the floor to any other gentleman I will now move that the commit- 
tee rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the gentleman ought to yield to me to 
make an explanation. 

Mr. BAKER. My good friend from Illinois shall have abundant 
opportunity later on. I move that the committee rise. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask this House todo me the justice to give me 
an opportunity to make an explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Laskunanimousconsent. [To Mr. BAKER.] You 
think you are facilitating this bill, but I tell you you are not. 

Mr. BAKER. Waita moment. Mr. Chairman, if my friend from 
Tilinois wants to make any statement in regard to the matter of good 
faith I hope he will be permitted to do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York withdraw 
his motion ? 

Mr. BAKER. For the present. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to make a statement. 

Mr. BAKER, Iwill give the gentleman five minutes of my time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can not accept any limitation. I want to make 
a statement in my own way. It was understood in the Committee on 
Territories that this bill was not to be called up for consideration until 
the Oklahoma bill was disposed of. The gentleman [Mr. BAKER] so 
stated this morning when he called upthis bill. I understood that that 
agreement was still subsisting, and, knowing that it was subsisting, I 
had arranged a pair and had left the Hali to be engaged on another com- 
mittee of this House during therestof thea: ternoon, when I accidentally 
met a member of the Committee on Territories in the corridor below, 
who informed me that this bill wastocomeup. Iwas never more sur- 
prised at any statement in my life. I did not believe it was true, but 
I came up into the House and found that it was true. I went to the 
desk of the gentleman [Mr. BAKER] after this bill had been called up 
and asked him if he did not remember the agreement we had made. 
He said he did, but that he had been to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS] and had asked him whether he was going to call up 
the Oklahoma bill and that gentleman had said he was not, whereupon 
he [Mr. BAKER] had conelnded to call up this bill. 

I stated to him that the agreement not to take up this bill was made, 
not with the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], but with me 
and the minority of the committee, and that the minority was not to 
be closed out upon this proposition by any agreement made between 
members of the majority. But, Mr Chairman, when I called upon the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] he informed me that he was 
as much surprised as I was when this bill was called up; that he had 
only stated to the gentleman from New York that the Speaker desired 
to recognize some other gentleman for other business this afternoon, 
and that nothing was said to him about the Wyoming bill. 

Another reason for my surprise at this action was that this bill was 

to the House by the Committee on Territories and ordered to 
be printed and recommitted, and since that time that committee has 
never, in my presence, made any order to re-reportthe bill. If the com- 
mittee has made any such order I was not present and it was without 
my knowledge, so that I was not even expecting the bill to be re-reported. 
Every gentleman here understands, of course, that when a bill is ordered 
to be printed and recommitted to a committee, it can not be re-reported 
without an order by that committee. It will be seen, therefore, that 
I was totally taken by surprise. 

Now, all that T ask of the House and of this committee is thata rea- 
sonable time be given to the minority to prepare some amendments and 
also to prepare a statement of views with regard to the admission of 
this Territory, to be printed with the report of thecommittee, Thatis 
all I ask. It was understood that I was to have that, and if I had not 
been so preoccupied with business upon other committees—I can as- 
sure gentlemen that I have nut wasted any time during the past 
month—if I had not been so preoccupied with other business I might 
be ready now. As it is, however, I am not ready to present the views 
of the minority or to submit the amendments which I desire to sub- 
mit. 

There is another reason why I was surprised at this action. The 
chairman of our committee, the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. StRUBLE], 
has been absent for nearly ten days on important business, and when 
he left he requested that the committee should not consider the bill for 
the admission of New Mexico until he returned. In deference to his 
wishes we have laid aside the bill for the admission of New Mexico,so that 
it is not on the Calendar. I had desired, in justice to these Territories, 
to have the bills taken up inconsecutive order and considered from day 
to day until they were disposed of, and that no one of them should be 
taken up until they were all on the Calendar for consideration. 

To that end I proposed to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] 
that two weeks from to-day should be set apart for the consideration 
first of this bill, then of the Idaho bill, then of the New Mexico bill, 
and then of the bill for Arizona, and that we should proceed to con- 
sider each of those four bills separately, as he has suggested, until they 
were finally disposed of, and I stated that with such an understanding 
I would not at that time offer any amendment or make any motion that 
was not made in good faith for the purpose of facilitating a fair and 
honorable consideration of these great measures. I asked that of the 
gentleman from New York and he declined to grant it, Isubmit that 
it was a fair request, and that when we do reach this bill we ought to 
reach it with a determination to consider fairly, not only this case, but 
each one of the eases of the four great Territories that are now asking 
to be admitted into the Union, 
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Mr. BAKER. A word in reply, Mr. Chairman, before I renew the 
motion that the committee rise. : 

I want to read the notice which was given in this House on the 5th 
day of March and published in the RECORD of March 6. I then stated: 

I desire to give notice that on Tuesday morning next I shall call up the bill 


‘for the admission of Wyoming, reporting it from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, unless it shall interfere with the Oklahoma bill. 


Now, my friend from Illinois makes the point that the bill was not 
ordered by the committee to be re-reported. When the bill was orig- 
inally ordered reported it was distinctly understood and stated that it 
should be reported for the purpose of being printed and recommitted, 
so as to have it in shape in printed form for introduction under the pro- 
visions of clause 51 of Rule XI, in order that it might be placed in the 
hands of members of this House and that they should understand its 
provisions. Thearrangement to which my friend alludes that this bill 
should not be moved until the Oklahoma bill was disposed of is all 


nonsense. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Donotsay that; I can prove that arrangement by 
every member ofthe committee. 

Mr. BAKER. Wait a moment—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. BA- 
KER] allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BAKER. With pleasure. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Thegentleman from Illinois has stated that there 
was no order made to report this bill at any time when he was present 
‘alter it had been reported to the House the first time; that is, after the 
recommittal. Now, what I want to know from the gentleman from 
New York is whether there was in fact any order made by the commit- 
tee, after the bill was recommitted, to report it to this House. If not, 
I submit to him that the bill is now improperly here. 

Mr. BAKER. I answer my friend with pleasure. When the bill 
was ordered reported by the committee it was the understanding and 
instruction that it should be reported for printing and recommitment, 
in order that we might have it in printed form—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that, 

Mr. BAKER. And, further than that, the instruction was given that 
I should move it at the earliest opportunity. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. But I submit to the gentleman from New York 
and the Chair that this measure is in an extraordinary position; that 
when the House recommitsa bill toa committee, the committee can not 
get rid of it by reason of any precedent action. 

Mr. BAKER. Butthe instruction of the committee was—and it was 
well understood—that the bill should be moved at the earliest oppor- 
tunity, rakes pnp 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the point to which I wish to call my friend’s 
attention is that the House had taken action in regard to this bill, had 
ordered that the bill should go back to the committee; and that in 
order for the committee to get rid of it there must be subsequent ac- 
tion by the committee upon the bill. 

Mr. BAKER. Now, then, it isa nice time for my friends on the 
other side to raise this point, when for a week the notice has been upon 
the pages of the Rrcorp that this bill would be moved. It was un- 
derstood of all men that the bill wasin order for consideration. It was 
the understanding of the Committee on Territories; it was their direc- 
tion; and there was nota dissenting voice in the committee in regard to 
the reporting of this bill and its consideration at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I now renew the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. MANSUR. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York 
a question before he takes his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BURROWS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
` House on the State of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 982) to provide for the admission of the State of Wyoming 
into the Union, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. BAKER. I move that the Honse adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, the following business was transacted, 
by unanimous consent: 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 306) for the erection of a public building in the city of Lan- 
sing, in the State of Michigan; 

A bill (S. 801) granting a pension to Miss Elizabeth A. Tuttle; 

A bill (S. 806) granting a pension to Cyrus Tuttle; 

A bill (S. 807) granting a pension to Mary E. Noll, widow of Philip 


Noll; 
A bill (S. 810) granting a pension to Eliza A. Talbott; 
A bill (S. 813) granting a pension to Stephen Schiedel; 
A bill (S. 1272) to increase the limit of cost of the public building au- 


thorized by act of Congress approved June 30, 1886, to be erected at 
El Paso, Tex.; and 

A bill (S. 2994) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Ar- 
kansas River, in the Indian Territory. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to submit certain changes of 
reference suggested by the Committee on Appropriations. 

There being no objection, changes of reference were made as follows: 

House Executive Document No. 243, letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, recommending an increase of the limit of cost of site and build- 
ing for post-office, custom-house, ete., at Charleston, S. C., from $300,- 
000 to $350,000—Committee on Appropriations discharged, and docu- 
ment referred to Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Petition of Massachusetts Board of Gas and Electric Light Commis- 
sioners, for the collection of certain data relative to the electrical in- 
dustry—Com mittee on Appropriations discharged, and petition referred 
to Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

Memorial of South Dakota for 5 per cent. of the proceeds of all sales 
of public lands within the present boundaries of the State from June 
30, 1880, to the date of admission of said State—Committee on Appro- 
shove discharged, and memorial referred to the Committee on the 

ablic Lands. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. STIVERS, until Saturday next. 

To Mr. FRANK, for fifteen days, on account of pressing business, 

Mr. MILLS. I move to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER. That motionispending. Does the gentleman call 
for the regular order? 

Mr. MILLS. Ido, 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 25 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


COLLECTING REVENUE FROM CUSTOMS. 


Letter from the Secretary,of the Treasury, recommending that the 
permanent annual appropriation for expenses of collecting the revenue 
from customs be increased in the sum of $2,000,000, and the receipts 
from fines, penalties, etc., be covered into the general Treasury—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 


WATER WAY FROM LAKE MICHIGAN TO THE ILLINOIS RIVER. 
Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief 
of Engineers, with a copy of a report from an officer of the Corps of En- 
gineers upon the survey of a water way from Lake Michigan to the Illi- 
nois River, at La Salle, Ill.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
SALARIES OF OFFICERS IN INDIAN OFFICE. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, urging an increase of 
the salaries of the Commissioner and Assistant Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and the financial clerk of the Indian Office, and inclosing a bill 
to effect these objectég—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Inte- 
rior Department. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, the following reports were filed, and, 
with accompanying bills, ordered to be printed, and referred as follows: 

Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 105) to continue in force 
an act authorizing the constraction of a bridge over Bayou Bernard, in 
the State of Mississippi—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favora- 
bly the bill (H. R. 2751) for the relief of Phillip S. Post—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, except the last named bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union: 

A bill (H. R. 4498) to correct the military record of Roswell M. 
Shurtleff; 

A bill (S. 750) for the relief of Christian Fredericksen; and 

A bill (S. 381) for the relief of soldiers and sailors who enlisted or 
served under assumed names, while minors or otherwise, in the Army 
or Navy during the war of the rebellion. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for the bill (H. R. 3803) to increase the compensation of the em- 
ployés of the Government Printing Office to that paid prior to March 
3, 1877, a bill (H. R. 3046) to revise the wages of certain employés in 
the Government Printing Office—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, 
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Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 7133) for the relief of James Lansburgh 
and Julius Lansburgh—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CARLTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported {.vorably 
the bill (H. R. 6845) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost check, 
drawn by O. M. Carter, lieutenant United States Engineer Corps, in 
favor of Charles C, Ely—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3365) to provide for the reorganization of the 
artillery forces of the Army—to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bill of the 
Senate (S. 378) to amend the act approved March 1, 1887, relating to 
the Hospital Corps of the Army—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 

with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 174) fixing the sal- 

aries of the several judges of the United States district courts at $5,000 

annum—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
nion. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 5906) to increase the pension of James C. Copeland—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the bill 
(H. R. 6647) for the relief of John A. Whitcomb—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. McCORMICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the House 
Calendar: 

A bill (H. R. 64) to limit the time to six years within which suits 
may be brought against accounting officers and the sureties on their 
official bonds; and 

A bill (H. R. 121) providing for the administration of oaths. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported favorably the bill (H. R. 7179) in relation to claims arising 
under the provisions of the captured and abandoned property acts, for 
extension of time in which to bring suit—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 7166) to amend section 3 of an act entitled “An 
act to amend the act dividing the State of Missouri into two judicial 
districts, and for other purposes’’—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WICKHAM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a 
substitute for the joint resolution (H. Res. 99) instructing the Secre- 
tary of War to cause an examination to be made of the necessity, prac- 
ticability, and approximate expense of tunneling the Detroit River at 
or near Detroit, Mich., a joint resolution (H. Res. 119) requesting the 
Secretary of War to cause a further report to be made as to the practi- 
cability and approximate cost of tuuneling the Detroit River at or near 
Detroit, Mich.—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. KINSEY, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 608) making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of new buildings and the enlargement of the military post at 
Platisburgh, N. Y.—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, 

On February 26, Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported with amendment the following bills; which bills, 
amendments, and reports thereon were referred to the Committce of 
the Whole House on the state of the Une 

A bill (S. 1507) to establish a light-sta 
Inlet, Florida; 

A bill (S. 461) making an appropriation for a new light-house tender 
for use in the thirteenth light-house district, with headquarters at 
Portland, Oregon; 

A bill (S. 465) providing for the purchase of a site and the construc- 
tion of a wharf in Astoria, Oregon, for the use of the Light-House De- 

rtment; 

A bill (S. 936) making an appropriation for the construction of anew 
steam-tender for service in the first light-house district; 

A bill (S. 463) making an appropriation for the construction of a 
first-order light-house on North Head, Cape Disappointment, in the 
State of Washington; and 

A bill (S. 1508) to establish a light-station at Gladstone, Mich. 


at or near Hillsborough 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were deliv- 
ered to the Speaker and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CUTCHEON: 


To fix and set apart a day for the consideration of business reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


eones That Wednesday, the 2d day of April next, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, be set apart for the consideration of business reported 
from the Committee on Military A ‘airs in such order as that committee may 
present it; and should not the consideration of such business be completed by 5 
o’clock p. m. of that day, the House shall take a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. to 
continue the consideration of said business, the evening session not tocontinue 
beyond 10.30 p. m.; 


ġo the Committee on Rules. 


By Mr. PERKINS: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
be discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill (S. 895) to provide a 
temporary government for the Tertitory of Oklahoma, and the substitute there- 
for reported by the Committee on Territories, and that Thursday, March 13, 1890, 
be set apart for the consideration of such bill, immediately after the morni 
hour, and that two hours be given for general debate and for the offering ol 
amendments to such bill and substitute, at the expiration of which time the pre- 
vious question sbail be considered as ordered on such bill and pending amend- 
ments, and immediately thereafter the vote shall be taken in order upon such 
pending amendments and the passage of the bill and the substitute recom- 
mended therefor; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following bills and joint resolution 
men delivered to the Speaker, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
ows: 


By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 8047) to construct a wagon bridge . 


across the Mississippi River at Hastings, Minn. —to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 8048) for the erection of a public 
eulding at Medford, Mass.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal of 
the abandoned Fort Ellis military reservation in Montana under the 
ee ages law, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public 

nds. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8650) to provide for 
the times and places to hold terms of the United States courts in the 
State of Washington—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 8051) permitting farmers and 
producers of tobacco to sell leaf-tobacco in any quantity to unlicensed 
dealers or to any person without restriction, and repealing all laws in- 
consistent therewith—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr, CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8052) to amend section 6 of an 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1883—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMS (by request): A bill (H. R: 8053) to establish a corps 
of architects—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 8054) to provide for grantin 
leaves of absence to employés of the Post-Office Department employ 
in the mail-bag and mail-lock repair shops connected with said De- 
partment—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SNIDER: A bill (H. R. 8055) togrant Lake Minnetonka to 
the city of Minneapolis, in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Ry Mr, LESTER, of Georgia: A joint resolution (H. Res. 118) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to cause an exataination and survey to 
be made, and the cost of improvement to be estimated, of Branswick 
Harbor, in the State of Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


bors, A 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows : 

By Mr. BLISS; A bill (H. R. 8056) granting a pension to Mrs. Sal- 
lie J. Miner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill |H. R. 8057) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion standing against the name of Ebenezer F. Woodworth—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R. 8058) for the relief of John 
James—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 8059) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Emma A. Stofford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8060) for the relief of William 
Karger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 8061) to increase the pension of Jen- 
nie D. Hoskins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8062) to increase pensions in certain cases—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 8063) to correct the military record 
of Mitchell Brewer, alias Thomas Brown—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 8064) to increase the pension of 
Joseph Langhery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 8065) increasing pension of Edwin C. 
Copeland, Second and Eighth Maine Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 8066) for the relief of John Cleary— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANSING: A bill (H. R. 8067) tu correct the military record 
of John Ragan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McADOO: A bill (H. R. 8068) for the relief of George N. Em- 
erson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCARTHY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8069) authorizing 
the payment of arrears of pension due to the late Thomas Shanley, late 
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ivate Company A, Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry, to his 
eirs at law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8070)’to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of George Erb—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8071) to pay Albert Elsberg, assignee, for Indian 
depredations committed against Gustave Elsberg and Jacob Amberg— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: A bill (H. R. 8072) for the relief of Albert L, 
Seott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 8073) granting a pension to Tim- 
othy Higgins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8074) granting veteran bounty to James Murry— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire (by request): A bill (H. R. 8075) 
granting a pension to Thomas F. Leahey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8076) granting a pension to Jennie M. Swain—to 
the Comittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8077) granting a pension to Mary Flynn—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NUTE: A bill (H. R. 8078) ting an increase of pension 
to James W. Lathe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8079) granting a 
pension to Winifred Keenan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 8080) granting a pension to Catherine 
Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H, R. 8081) granting a pension to James 
McGinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8082) granting a pension to Julia Horrigan, widow 
of Patrick Horrigan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8083) granting a pension to Isaac Reynolds—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8084) granting a pension to Margaret J. Hart—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8085) granting a pension to Ellen O’ Brien—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8086) granting a pension to Cornelias Marsh—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

_ By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 8087) granting a pension to John- 
son Reddick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REED, of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8088) granting a pension to 
Thelbert H. Head—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 8039) to correct the name 
of George D. Parker on the military rolls—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8090) for the relief of 
Andrew C. Fondren, of Washington County, Tennessee—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8091) for the relief 
of A. J. Sampson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8092) granting a 
pension to Lucinda A. Brown, widow of Jacob E. Brown, deceased—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8093) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert H. Milroy, major-general, United States 
yolunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A 

Ey Mr. WILEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8094) for the relief of 
Maria Shuler, administratrix of Dr. John S. Shuler—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: A bill (H. R. 8095) granting a pension to Robert 
Hargraves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (H. R. 1449) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims 
to finally determine the claims of Charles E. Creecy, for the use of the 
Schillinger patent in the Capitol Grounds—Comumittee on the Judiciary 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 1458) for the relief of Hartwell Silver—Committee on 
Pensions discharged, und referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Protest by citizens of Red Lodge, Mont., against extending boand- 
aries of the Yellowstone National Park—Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds discharged, and referred to the Committee on the 
Publie Lands. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition for the relief of J. W. Chickering and 
others—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: Petition of Mrs. Jennie E. Hall, for 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi: Petition of William Burgess, of 
Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, petition of William McKnight, of Mississippi, for the same pur- 
to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: Petition of John A. Logan Post, 
No. 127, Grand Army of the Republic, of Salina, Kans., for service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: Petition of 13 persons of Penn- 
sylvania, for a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BARNES (by request): Petition of 140 persons of Augusta, 
Ga., for Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE: Petition of 25 citizens of the city 
of Richmond, Ind., against the passage of any bill in regard to the ob- 
servance of the Sabbath—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Papers relative to case of Capt. Stephen Martin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COLEMAN; Resolution of the National Farmers’ Alliance 
and Industrial Union, indorsing the action of the commission appointed 
by act of Cougress to select a site on the Gulf coast for a navy-yard in 
their selection of New Orleans—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of Richmond Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Dallas County, Iowa, in favor of service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Lacona Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Iowa, 
for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Concurrent resolutions of the General Assembly of 
South Carolina, in favor of the early completion of the jetties in theim- 

royement. of the harbor of Charleston, S. C.—to the Committee on 
ivers and Harbors 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Major Hutchison Post, No. 370, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, Livermore, Iowa, 
and of Henry Dillon Post, No. 150, Grand Army of the Republic, Em- 
metsburgh, Iowa, for service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Henry Ellsworth Post, No. 336, Grand Army of the 
Republic, West Bend, lowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition from citizens of Nebraska, asking that 
the present rate of duty on sugar may be maintained—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of 8. G. Balding Post, No. 279, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Iowa, for service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Post No. 227, Grand Army of the Republic, Glas- 
gow, Iowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of the Chamberot Commerceof Superior, 
Wis., against a central canal across Minnesota Point—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAYES: Resolutions of the General Assembly of Iowa, in 
favor of law requiring use on all interstate railroads of uniform and 
safe automatic couplers and brakes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of Alden Spear and 57 
others, of Hazelton, Buchanan County, Iowa, praying for the remone- 
tization of silver as it was prior to 1873—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Kesolutions of Aurora Post, No. 20, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Illinois, in favor of the dependent- 
pension bill, ete.—to the mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KELLEY: R tions indorsing the proclamation of the 
President of the United States, dated February 17, 1890, excluding the 
cattle barons, with their herds, from the Cherokee Strip, and protesting 
that the interference of said barons has been the principal obstacle in 
the way of opening said Strip to settlement, and insisting that when 
said Strip is open for settlement, whatever may be the consideration 
awarded in the adjustment of the Cherokee claims, said lands should 
be opened for settlement under the homestead laws of the United States 
only—to the Committe on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions authorizing the carpenters of the House to construct 
shelving in document-room, and instructing the Clerk to pay for same 
out of contingent fand of the House—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the F. M. B. A. of Coffey and Osage Counties, Kan- 
sas, asking for free coinage of silver, for expansion of the paper currency, 
abolition of the national banks, election of United States Senators by 
a direct vote of the people, the suppression of trustsand combines, for 
a graduated income tax, fora Government loan to farmers at nota 
greater per cent. than 2 per cent. per annum, for a law to prevent 
dealings in futures in agricultural products, for a deep-water harbor in 
the Gulf of Mexico—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of 468 citizens of Iowa, for the 

of a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of John Kyle Post. Coggon, Iowa, for a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of William Beaver Post, Tipton, Iowa, for same pur- 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. pringville, I 

Also, petition for same purpose from Cuban Post, 8: e, lowa— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, petition of Union Mills Post, Central City, Iowa, for same pur- 
pose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of citizens of Medford, Mass., for an ap- 
poe for a public building in that town—to the Committee on 
blic Building and Grounds. . 

Also, a petition of the Boston Longshoremen’s Provident Union, rèc- 
ommending a proposed amendment to the tariff laws relating to the 
warehousing of imported merchandise—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, resolutions of Local Assembly No. 7174, Knights of Labor, of 
Boston, upon the same subject—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCORD: Petition of S. S. Cohen and 148 others, citizens of 
Wausau, Wis., in favor of the erection of a public building at Wausau, 
Wis.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolution of the Wausau (Wis.) Business Men’s Association, 
for same pu to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, petition of M. A. Hurley and 118 others, citizens of Wausau, 
Wis., for same purpose—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, remonstrance of E. B. Graham and 60 others, citizens of Fish 
Creek, Wis., against the passage of a Sunday-rest law—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor, 
~ By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire (by request): Memorial of Thomas 
F. Leahey, for pension—to the Conimittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PAYNE; Petition for correcting the military record of Luther 
Green by Hudson Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Fair Haven, 
N. Y.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition for relief of Julia Horrigan—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 

Also, petition for back pension for Ellen 0’ Brien—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition, ete., asking for pension for Margaret J. Hoit—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of James Henderson, sr., for nursing, 
boarding, washing, and mending for a soldier—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions adopted at a mass-meeting of ex- 
Union soldiers and citizens of Anderson County, Kansas, asking for the 
ps .e of the Ingalls service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions, 


Also, petition of A. J. Tapper and other ex-Union soldiers of Inde- 
pendence, Kansas, for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, petition of J. W. Wright and 22 other farmers of Kansas, ask- 
ing for legislation prohibiting bucket-shops and other combinations 
organized to control the price of farm products—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Liberty Alliance, No. 943, Kansas, 
favoring deep-harbor bill—to the Committee on icivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Board of Trade, Larned, Kans., favoring same 
improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also. petition of J. H. Bonsall and 70 other residents of Arkansas 
City, Kans., and vicinity, asking legislation opening the Cherokee Strip 
to white settlement under the homestead law—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, 

By Mr, PICKLER: Petition of soldiers of Andover, S. Dak., asking 
for service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Hyde 
County, South Dakota, asking that Congress reject the recommendation 
of the Senate Naval Committee for large expenditures for navy and coast 
defenses—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

Also, memorial of Society of Friends, of Mount Vernon, 8. Dak., 
numbering over 100 persons, for same purpose—to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

Also, resolution of Luther C. Ludd Post, No, 146, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Dakota, for service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Ransom Post, Grand Army of the Republie, Mit- 
chell, S. Dak., for same purpose— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Meade Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Gettys- 
porgh; S. Dak., for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, petition of General G. M. Dodge Post, Grand Army of the Re- 

public, Beres/ord, same State, for same purpose—to the Committee on 
Tnvalia Pensions. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Petition of Margaret R. Jones, for an in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. POST (by request): Joint resolution to arbitrate and settle 
the questions at issue between the District of Columbia and Samuel 
Stroug—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Also, petition of W. A. Gustin and 24 others, members of George N. 
Kerr Post, No. 619, of Table Grove, Ill., for pension legislation—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Joint resolution providing for the printing of 

* Military Policy of the United States,” by the late Bvt. Maj. Gen. 
Emory Upton, United States Army—to the Committee on Printing. - 


By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia (by request): Petition of 74 young 
men of Atlanta, Ga., for a Sunday-rest law as to mail, military service, 
and interstate commerce, etc.—to the Committee on Labor. 3 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of Bowers Post, No.. 28, Grand 
Army of the Republie, of Ohio, for pension for Margaret A. Bowers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Resolutionsof Charles Green Post, No. 216, Grand 
Army of the Republie, of Wisconsin, indorsing service-pension bill and 
asking that said bill be passed at an early day—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY: Petition for light-house and appropriation for dredg- 
ing at Wilson Harbor, New York—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition for survey at Port Day Harbor, New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Affidavits in support of H. R. 6287, 
on behalf of Sarah Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 12, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


‘The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Represent- 
atives, were severally read twice by their titles, and refe to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. 188) for the erection of a public building at Columbus, 


Ga.; 
A bill (H. R. 417) for the erection of a public building at Houlton, 


Me. ; 

A bill (H. R. 401) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at the city of Alexandria, State of Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 448) for the erection of a public building at Lynn, 


ass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 516) to extend the limits for the erection of a publie 
building at opangni Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 533) for the erection of a public building at Fremont, 
Nebr. ; 

A bill (H. R. 605) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Troy, N. Y.; 

A bill (H. R. 848) to authorize the‘construction of an addition to the 
public building in Dallas, Tex.; and 

A bill (H. R. 3331) to amend an act entitled “ An act to anthorize the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable building fora post- 
office and other Government offices in the city of Scranton, Pa,,’ 
proved July 27, 1882. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The following bills of the Senate 
having the House of Representatives with amendments will be 
reported by their titles and referred with the amendments of the House 
of Representatives to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 903) for theerection of a public build- 
ing in Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to that bill probably will not be disagreed to by the Senate, I ask 
that the bill and amendments may lie on the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, this bill 
and all the Senate bills on the subject of public buildings amended by 
the House of Representatives will lie upon the table for the present, 

The remaining bills were, with the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

A bill $ 859) for the erection of a public building at Chester, Pa.; 

A bill (S. 2406) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a yd eras building thereon at Atchison, in the State of Kansas; and 

ill (S. 606) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at La Fayette, in the State of Indiana. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWARK, N. J. 
The bill (H. R. 7156) to provide for the increase of the limit of cost 


of site and public building at Newark, N. J., was read twice by its 
title and ordered to lie on the table. 


INTRODUCTION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message of the House of Representatives requesting the return to that 
body of the bill (S. 140) to prevent the introduction of contagious 
diseases from one State to another and for the punishment of certain 
offenses. If there be no objection, the bill will be returned to the 
House of Representatives in accordance with its request. 


COMMITTEES ON IMMIGRATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
concurrent resolution of the Senate amended by the House of Represent- 
atives. It was previously laid before the Senate with the amendment 
of the House of Representatives, and was laid over at the request of the 
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Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. The resolution will first be 
read as it passed the Senate. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution passed by the Senate January 23, 
1890, as follows: 
Resolwed by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Senate 
Committee on Immigration and the House Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
tion be, and hereby are, authorized jointly to investigate the workings 
of the various laws of the United States and of the several States relative to 
from fore countries to the United States, especially the law of 
Con regulate immigration,” approved August 3, 1882, and also to in- 
te the workings of the contracts made by the Secretary of the Treasury 
under said rreken ka 3 with the various commissions, and 
officers, the in on to be conducted at such times and places as said com- 
mittees may deem proper, And the committees are hereby authorized jointly, 
as full committees or ugh subcommittees thereof, to send for and examine 
persons, books, and papers, and to administer oaths to witnesses. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
resentatives will be read. 
CHIEF CLERK. Amend by adding, after the word ‘‘officers,” 
in line 10: 
And also to investi 
ga pital, and also to repo: 
on to make Bedloe’s 


, are intended to be built on said island, and what officers and 
employés it is p Finsa to employ thereon in connection with such immigra- 
tion, and whether in the opinion of the committee, after investigation, such 
island is the best and most suitable place for such immigrant depot. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, After this matter was laid over yesterday, I 
thought it to bea duty to communicate with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and ask his views upon the subject, which I did. I received a re- 
ply this morning, and as a part of the history of the operation I ask 
that the dispatch from the Secretary of the Treasury may be read, after 
which I understand the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 

to non-concur and ask for a conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


“ 


te the effect on immigration, and incidentally on Ameri- 
h is likely to follow the purchase of American indus- 
the official correspond- 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 12, 1890. 
To Hon. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS: 


In reply to your telegram regarding the effect of the proposed amendment to 
the Senate concurrent resolution providing for inquiry into the question of the 
removal of the immigrant station from Castle en, I desire to say that after 
careful inquiry and personal investigation I am of the opinion that the removal 
of the nt station from its present environments is essential to the good 
administration of the immigration laws, and that Bedloe’s Island is the best 
obtainable place for such depot. The right to use Castle Garden will expire on 
the 18th of April, and it is therefore necessary that steps be taken at once to 

rovide for reception of immigrants., I deem it my duty under existing statutes 
bo proceed to make this preparation Without delay. I do not construe the pro- 
posed amendment as an expression of Congresa that there should be any inter- 
ruption of said preparations. IfI am mistaken in this construction, I hope that 
the amendment may be so amended as to plainly indicate the will of Congress 
on that point, and reby relieve the Department from the responsibility now 
im by law. In this connection, I desire to add that there is no objection 
on the part of the Department to the proposed investigation. 

WM. WINDOM. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate non-concur in the House 
amendment to the concurrent resolution of the Senate and insist on its 
first resolution, and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I am somewhat surprised at the 
motion made by the Senator from New Hampshire. From the reading 
of the dispatch of the Secretary of the Treasury it is plainly evident 
that the Secretary intends to proceed to take possession of Bedloe’s 

_ Island, or what is now called Liberty Island, and upon that island to 
erect all kinds of structures, barracks, or whatever they may be, together 
with docks and piers along the shore of the island to accommodate the 
business of the immigration department. Now, it seems to meas though 
that is an unwarrantable proceeding. 

It will be remembered that when the statue of Liberty was given 
to the people of this country by a distinguished citizen of France, it re- 
mained on the other side of the ocean for years before the Government 
of the United States had even prepared a site ora toundation upon 
which to erect the monument. To our everlasting disgrace, if I may 
say it, also, it remained for the efforts of a great metropolitan journal 
in the city of New York, the New York World, to appeal to the country 
for private subscriptions with which to erect a foundation for the mon- 
ument. What wasthe result? A sufficient amount of money was con- 
tributed, the site was selected, the foundation was built, the pedestal 
was erected, and thereupon the monument was received from the other 
side of the ocean and erected upon Liberty Island. Every dollar of 
money as I understand—and believe it to have been assumed by the con- 
tributors to this fund—and every dollar of money paid in for the pur- 
pose of assisting in the erection of the pedestal and the foundation, was 


upon the pledge, either expressed or implied, that Bedloe’s Islandshould | have been directed to the mere convenience, i 
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mittee on Naval Affairs of this body, based upon petitions of the Board 
of Trade and Chamber of Commerce ot New York, the Board of Trade 
and Chamber of Commerce of Jersey City, and petitions signed by hun- 
dreds of citizens of both cities, also by the commissioners of naviga- 
tion in the city of New York, who have made the waters in and about 
Ellis Island a place for anchorage, Hundreds of vessels aredaily an- 
chored about Bedloe’s Island and Ellis Island. The Government has 
made Ellis Island, distant only a few hundred feet from Bedloe’s Isl- 
and, a naval magazine, where tons of powder are continually stored. 
The request of the Boards of Trade and Chambers of Commerce is that 
the Government shall provide a powder magazine other than on Ellis 
Island, and a bill, as I say, is now pending before the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, awaiting some action by the Secretary of the Navy, pro- 
viding that it shall be discontinued as a naval magazine. 

Ellis Island will make a most excellent place for an immigrant sta- 
tion. It is much larger in area than the present grounds occupied at 
Castle Garden, in New York, forimmigrant purposes. It can be made 
just as large as is necessary, because of the fact that the waters are very 
shallow about the island, and it may be increased to any extent by 
putting up walls of masonry on the outer side, although there is sufti- 
cient space already for the immigrant business. 

It seems to me as though the proper course to adopt would be not 
to occupy Bedloe’s Island, or what is now popularly called Liberty Isl- 
and, with any of these unsightly structures. I hardly think the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. EVARTS], who had so much to do with the 
obtaining of the site and its preparation and also in the erection of the 
monument there, would consent to have the island defaced or used for 
any purpose other than the purpose for which it is now used. 

The people of New York and the people of New Jersey, since it be- 
came known that it was the intention of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to prepare Bedloe’s Island for this purpose, have sent in a most earnest 
protest. It is not limited alone to New York and New Jersey. The 
protests have come from all sections of the country. 

Therefore it is that I think the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives should be agreed upon now by the Senate, in order that the 
Committees on Immigration may take full action in the matter, and 
immediate action, to enable the Secretary of the Treasury as well to 
fit out a place, and a suitable place, for the immigrant business for the 
city. I think that Ellis Island is a proper place to locate it, for cer- 
tainly the Government must remove its powder magazine from that 
island, as it is only a few thousand feet from the New Jersey shore and 
a densely populated district, with, as I said before, hundreds of vessels 
located in and about those islands lying at anchorage. The vessels of 
course are required to anchor at some point outside of the main chan- 
nel, and this is one of the points selected by the Bureau of Navigation 
where vessels may anchor. There is too much danger in allowing that 
powder magazine to remain there longer. 

If I understand the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire, it 
is to non-concur in the House amendment and toask for a committee of 
conference. Am I correct in the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It seems to me as thiugh that is going to delay 
this matter unnecessarily and prevent the Secretary of the Treasury 
from understanding that there may be another and a better site selected 
than the one he proposes, and one in which the people will feel an in- 
terest, first, in getting rid of the powder magazine; and, secondly, it 
is an island to which no objection will be made for immigrant purposes 
or for any purpose other than a powder station. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON] is quite rightin thinking that I look with nocomplacency 
upon the movement of the Government to use Bedloe’s Island as a de- 
pot for immigrants, after it has been consecrated to the statue of Lib- 
erty and the pedestal there erected upon the action of this Government. 
There was pre the foundation for the gift, and its reception by a 
selection at leisure by this Government of the proper portion of New 
York Bay that would be appropriate to this great object. 

Governor's Island was regarded, the other islands were regarded, and 
this island was selected as one that could be given by this Government 
without any injury to the public service, to this munificent gilt, and the 
liberality of our citizens at home provided for the structure that was to 
receive it. Itis a great international monument. It is on an island 
accessible in fair weather for hundreds and thousands of visitors, and 
if the grounds were put in order, as they ought to have been by this 
Government long ago, it would have been one of the most attractive 
resorts for the citizens and visitors of our great capital through the 
whole summer season and through some portion of the winter. 

Now suddenly a movement is made, after such consultations as may 
ive of this sug- 


never be used for any other purpose; that is, for any purpose of a com- | gestion, that has fastened upon Bedloe’s Island as the place that should 


mercial character, at least. 


Now it is proposed to make it an immigrant station, It is proposed 


to destroy the symmetry and the character of the island, one of the most 
beautiful spots in the harbor of New York, and upon one side of the 
island to erect barracks for immigration purposes. 

Mr. President, there is another view to take of this case which I 
want to speak of here and now. A billis now pending before the Com- 


be adopted as an immigrant depot. I need not say that what remon- 
strance I could make on the subject I have made. 

It is a very serious thing to take from the island of Manhattan itself 
this depot and transfer it 2 miles distant, in the midst of the waters of 
the bay. Those that are interested in particular forms of communica- 
tion and transportation of immigrants may be able toaccommodate them- 
selyes to this new depot, but those that are to be brought up to the 
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city or otherwise are to be distributed in the neighborhood will find 
that this is a burden and inconvenience, and in storms and disaster it 
may be more serious than is now in advance imagined. 

but I do not rise here to debate this question, which does not seem 
to be before the body. It is quite true thatthe date of a new contract 
or the rejection or refusal to continue it may terminate on the 18th of 
April, unless by consent some extension of that opportunity may be 


ven. 

. I rise only to suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire that the 
shortest and easiest way to have this question disposed of satisfactorily 
to the Secretary of the Treasury is to leave this resolution as it now 
stands, to agree to the amendment of the House of Representatives, and 
have this made the first and principal thing, and prompt attention 
given toit. Otherwise, if in conference it is finally struck out and 
the House should agree that this business shall not be retarded by the 
insertion of this question of Bedloe’s Island, immediately in the House, 
as I imagine, a committee will be raised or a resolution will be offered 
for a separate examination to look into this question. 

Then certainly it will be a pending inquiry that the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the executive government, may well regard as requiring 
some attention before this plan so important shall be consummated. I 
therefore would suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire that the 
way to have a prompt disposition of this question prior to the 18th of 
April, and in time for the Secretary to know what the intention of 
Congress is, will be to leave this resolution as it comes up from the 
House of Representatives and proceed to agree to the House amend- 
ment and have the committee set at work. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, with due respect to the Senator 
from New York and the Senator from New Jersey, I suggest that the 
sp ediest way of disposing of this question will be by non-concurrence 
and a committee of conference. I was myself willing yesterday to 
agree to the amendment of the House, but this morning it is suggested 
by other Senators that there is an objection to the language of the House 
amendment, that it implies some hinderance or delay or embarrassment 
to the Secretary of the Treasury; and in deference to their judgment 
and in order to prevent what is unadvisable, a debate on the merits of 
the question here in the Senate now, I have concluded to move a non- 
concurrence and a request for a committee of conference, 

I think that there will be speedy action both in the House and in 
the Senate, and that this investigation may commence within a day 
or two, and that the object which the Senator from New Jersey seeks 
to promote, and which the Senator from New York seeks to attain, will 
be reached easier by the motion which I have made than by a motion 
to concur, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I hope if this question is to be debated it will go over 
until some later day. ‘The morning business ought to proceed. Ido 
not think it has ever been the custom of the Senate—though I do not 
raise any parliamentary objection—to take up important and debatable 
questions that come from the other House by amendment or otherwise, 
to the exclusion of the morning business to which this time is specially 
assigned. I suppose it will meet the views of the Senator from New 
Jersey to have the matter go over, will it not? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to have the resolution passed call- 
ing for the investigation. The Secretary of the Treasury has but thirty 
days’ time in which to investigate. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] now proposes to ask for a counmittee of conter- 
ence. Tbe committee of conference is not an investigating committee. 
If it be the purpose of the executive department to occupy Bedloe’s 
Island for immigration purposes notwithstanding Congress may be op- 
posed to it and the people opposed to it, then I am content that the 
responsibility should rest where it belongs. Certainly, if this resolu- 
tion were passed, the committee could proceed immediately to investi- 
gate, and, farther than that, could proceed to cast some further light 
upon thequestion. If itcan be arranged between the Secretary of War 
and the Secretary of the Navy, through the influence and aid of the 
committee, to transfer the immigration business to Ellis Island instead 
of Bedloe’s Island, it certainly will be much the quicker way of arriv- 
ing at it, for a committee of conference can make no investigation. If 
you want to stop the investigation altogether, the way to do is to call 
for a committee of conference. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A committee of conference will expedite the in- 
vestigation in this way: There is now a difference of opinion between 
Senators on the language of this House amendment. That difference 
may be adjusted in conference between the committees of the two 
Houses, and the object in moving non-coucurrence is not to delay in- 
vestigation but to enable it to go forward at once. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I suggest to the Senator that as I understand 
the Committee on Immigration have a meeting to-morrow morning, 
why not refer the resolution with the amendment to the committee and 
Jet them investigate it and report something back to the Senate ? 

That is arriving at it as quickly as can be; and certainly, perhaps 
to-morrow morning even, the attention of the Secretaries of the Treas- 
ury and of the Navy may be called to the fact that another island may 
be used instead of Bedloe’s Island. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 


Representatives having been read, the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] moves that the amendment be to by the 
Senate and a conference be requested. Is the Senate ready for the 
question? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ord: 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have the proposition upon which 
we are to vote read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution of the Senate will 
be again read, and the proposed amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives will be also again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of the Senate and the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the amendment be disagreed to by the Senate and that a 
conference be requested with the House of Representatives thereon. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, this matter was discussed somewhat 
before the Committee on Naval Affairs this morning, and those of us 
who have not had an opportunity of investigating it, as have the Sen- 
ator from New York, the Senator from New Jersey, and the Senator 
from New Hampshire, are not quite prepared to vote upon the propo- 
sition as it comes from the Senator from New Hampshire. I should 
be very glad if the Senator from New Hampshire would state—for I 
did not have the opportunity of hearing his statement—the object he 
has in non-concurring in that resolution, for it seems to me, as the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey has suggested, that he accomplishes his object 
very much earlier by agreeing to the House amendment and allowing 
this investigation to go on at once. I do not see what is to be accom- 
plished by non-concurrence in the amendment of the House, It seems 
to me it is an urgent matter. 

Mr. HOAR. I would suggest to the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina, if he will permit me, to ask that this subject may go over 
till to-morrow morning, and the amendment be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think that is a good suggestion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am willing to concur in the amendment as it 
stands. I made the motion to non-concur in deference to the jadg- 
ment of others; but, if it will suit the Senator from New Jersey and 
the Senator from South Carolina, I will withdraw the motion and 
move to concur, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, is there objection to the motion being withdrawn ? 

Mr. McPHERSON, I will withdraw the request for the yeas and 


nays. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from New Hampshire withdrawing his motion? ‘The Chair hears 


none. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Then the question recurs on concurring in the 


amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


REVISION OF REMARKS, 


Mr. HOAR. I now desire to call up as a question of privilege the 
resolution which comes over from yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business has not yet 
been called. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I give notice that I shall call it up at the close 
of the morning business. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented resolutions adopted by the Twenty- 
third General Assembly of Iowa; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Railroads, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Whereas reliable statistics show that thousands of our young men are killed 
and many thousands more are crippled for life in this nation in coupling and 
uncoupling cars and from being on top of freight trains to handle brakes; and 

Whereas the National Car-Builders’ Association (an organization of mechan- 
ics in the employ of railroad companies charged with the responsibility of car- 
building and representing in the said association about 90 per cent. of the rail- 
roads of the nation) did, years of earnest naka meng and tests, at their 
twenty-fifth annual convention, held in Minneapolis, Minn., June, 1887, adopt, 
by over a two-thirds majority vote, an automatic safety car-coupler of the ver- 
tical plane hook type, as the standard automatic coupler for general and uni- 
form use upon cars in the nation; and 

Whereas the managers of the railroads represented in that association of Na- 
tional Master Car-Builders did, after ninety days of consideraion, approve the 
action of the Master Car-Builders by over a two-thirds majority vote, thus mak- 
ing what was named by the executive committee of said Master Car-Builders’ 
Association the M, O. B. coupler, meaning the Master Car-Builders’ Coupler, 
the standard car coupler for cars on their own motion; and 

Whereas said executive committee, under instructions from the association, 
did make specification and draught contour lines of said couplers and publish 
them to the world, Pager Sra any automatic vertical plane coupler that would 
couple automatically with the M. C. B. coupler and also couple readily by hand 
to the common draw-bar, with the link and pin poopie, would be considered 
as a standard coupler and could be so used by all railroads (of which there are 
now some ten or twelve already accepted and in use by the roads), thus fore- 
stalling a monopoly in such coupler; and 

Whereas said same Master Car-Builders did in the same convention held in 
Minneapolis in 1887 adopt the report of their committee on freight-car brakes, 
which report showed that power or air brakes were as practically applicable to 
freight as to passenger cars; and - 

ereas there being now no longer any doubt as to the practicability of ap- 
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ying such brakes to freight trains, and were such uniform automatic power 


es and couplers universally and uniformly adopted and used in the freight- 

car transpo: n the nation, it would prevent a very large per cent. 
of the fatalities and injuries now daily and hourly suffered by this elass of 
ung men engaged in the indispensable work of the commerce of nation: 


refore, 

Be ttresolved by the senate (the house concurring 
sentatives in Congress be most earnestly and respectful! 
proper means to bave enacted at the earliest possible 

uire that all cars used on railroads in the interstate commerce of the 

nation I be equipped with uniform, safe, automatic jeer, tee and power au- 
tomatic brakes, to the end that the present terrible sacrifice of life and limb 
be prevented, and this "reproach to our civilization, of subjecting any class of 
American workmen, while in the pursuit of a and useful avocation, to 
speril of life and limb as great as that of a soldier in time of war,” be taken away. 
by certify that the foregoing resolution has been passed by both houses 


re 
of the General Assemby of Iowa, 
W. R. COCHRANE, Secretary Senate. 


Mr, SQUIRE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Van- 
couver, Wash., praying for the of Senate bill No. 1662, to 
authorize the construction of bridges across the Columbia River and 
its tributaries by the Oregon Railway Extensions Company; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the Monthly Meeting of 
Friends of Cæsar’s Creek, Ohio, and a memorial of the American Peace 
Society, favoring legislation providing for international arbitration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MOODY presented a petition of 34 members of the Farmers’ 
Alliance of Flora, 5. Dak., praying for the free coinage of silver; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr, STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 29 citizens of Lansing, 
Mich., praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of J. G. Thomas and other citi- 
zens of Iowa and the petition of E. M. Burrhus and other citizensof 
Iowa, praying for the passage of such Jaws as will prohibit boards of 
trade, bucket-shops, and mercantile bodies and individuals from fix- 
ing the val ueon raw or manufactured produce of American farms by sales 
of promises of future deliveries of anything but the actual produce or 
manufacture; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also parara resolutions adopted by the National Grange of 
Patrons of Husbandry at its annual session held at Sacramento, Cal., 
November 13, 1889, favoring legislation to prevent the false branding 
and adulteration of food products, including liquors and drugs; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Iowa Woman's Synod- 
ical Missionary Societies at a session convened at Iowa City, Iowa, Oc- 
tober 11, 1889, praying the national Congress to use every means to 
stay the iniquity of the liquor traffic in Africa; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. , 

He also presented a petition of 36 citizens of Marshalltown, Iowa; 
a petition of 37 citizens of Marshalltown, Iowa, and a petition of 14 
citizens of Allerton, Wayne County, lowa, praying for the free coinage 
of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of Sam. Rice Post, No. 6, Department 
of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the of the 
service pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of S. C. Thornton and other citizens 
of Hardin ty, lowa, and the petition of H. N. Peckham and other 
citizens of Hardin County, Iowa, praying for the passage of laws pro- 
hibiting gambling in farm products; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BUTLER presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Buford and Port Royal, in the State of South Carolina, remonstrating 

inst the passage of the bill to exempt coastwise sailing vessels from 
the obligations of employing pilots licensed under State authority; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
* Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of North Haverhill, N. H., numbering 15 members, offi- 


), That our Senators and Repre- 
requested to take all 
te efficient laws that 


cially sees and a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Piermont, N. H., numbering 69 members, officially signed, 
remonstrating against expenditures for naval vessels and coast 


defenses; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

` He also presented a petition of Nicholas M. Butler and 7 others, presi- 
dent and faculty of the College for the Training of Teachers, of New 
York City, praying for a statistical investigation of industrial and tech- 
nical schools; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the First Congregational Church of 
Oakland, Cal., praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Weare Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, of Merrimack and Hillsborough Counties, New Hampshire, 
numbering 140 members, officially signed, remonstrating against large 

ditures for naval vessels and coast defenses; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

He also presented two petitions of adult citizens of the United States, 
preying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which were re- 

to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 21 citizens of Warren County, 
New York, and a petition of 24 citizens of Athol, Warren County, New 
York, praying for the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. . 

He also Prmnes a memorial of the Butternuts Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, of Otsego County, New York, remonstrating against increased 
expenditures for the Navy and so-called coast defenses; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of William C. Shimoneck, of 
Washington, D. C., late a band-master, Third Regiment, United States 
Infantry, praying for certain legislation ior his relief; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented the petition of 230 citizens of 
Somerset County, Maryland, and of other parties in interest, praying 
for the erection of a light-house upon Porpoise Point near the mouths 
of Great Annamessex and Manokin Rivers, in the State of Maryland; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Afiairs, submitted 
a report to accompany the joint resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing the 
President to appoint Richard H. Jackson to be an ensign in the Navy of 
the United States, heretofore reported by him. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 846) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay and the executors 
of Donald McKay, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Arizona, urging the acguirement of certain territory from Mexico, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration; which was 


to. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1577) granting a pension to Francis E. Smith; 

A bill (S. 1109) granting an increase of pension to John Kinney; 

A bill (8, 2933) granting a pension to Jane H. Palmer; and 

A bill (S. 1064) granting a pension to Margaret E. Adamson. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
510) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 2058) for the relief of Isabella Hance, admin- 
istratrix of William Hance, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr, CASEY, from the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion of Arid Lands, reported an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, and moved that it be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 

ferred the bill (S. 868) for the relief of J. Henry Rives, reported it 
ithout amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1355) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
survey and mark the boundary line between the States of North and 
South Dakota, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 3089) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to survey and mark the seventh 
standard parallel between the States of North Dakota and South Da- 
kota; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 193) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to re-examine 
and resettle the accounts of certain States and the city of Baltimore, 
growing out of moneys expended by said States and the city of Bal- 
timore for military purposes during the war of 1812, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

SUGAR-BEET INDUSTRY OF BOHEMIA. 


Mr, PADDOCK, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
reported the following resolution; which wasreterred to the Committee 
on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed 5,500 copies of the Sugar-Beet Industry of Bo- 


hemia, a report by Commercial Agent Hawes, of Reichenberg, 5,000 for the use 
of the Senate and 500 for the use of the Committee on miture and For- 


estry. 
PRINTING OF GEOLOGICAL REPORTS. 


Mr. MANDERSON,. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report favorably a House concurrent resolution, and I ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring herein), That 
there be printed at the Government Printing Office, in addition to the number 
steer. ordered by law, 15,500 copies each of the tenth, eleventh, and twelfth 
annual reports of the Director of the United Sta ical Survey, uniform 
with the preceding volumes of the series, of which 3,600 of each shal be for the 
use of the Senate, 7,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for 
distribution by the Geological Survey, 
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The EIEE ye ped sth tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
-sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator if that is the 
usual number of the previous reports which has been printed? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is exactly in accordance with the number 
that has been printed for many years. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I find very frequently that we sometimes get a 
larger number of these reports than at others, and it makes the excess 
of no particular value. There ought to be a regularity in the number 
of these valuable books that are published. so that we can supply 
them in sets, and not have an excess of one volume over others, 

Mr. MANDERSON. This is in exact accordance with the number 
printed for many years, at least as long as I have been connected with 
the Committee on Printing. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and concurred 


in. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back adversely the concurrent resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], the considerationof which is not 
now needed on account of the resolution just passed. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, December 19, 
1889, was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring herein), That 
there be printed at the Government Printing Office, in addition to the number 
aaay ordered by law, 15,500 copies each of the tenth, eleventh, and twelfth 
annual reports of the Director of the United States Geo Survey, uniform 
with the preceding volumes of the scries, of which 3,500 of each shall be for the 
use of the Senate, 7,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 
for distribution by the Geological Survey. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that that resolution be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am also instructed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred a resolution submitted by myself Jan- 
uary 2i, 1890, to report it adversely. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring herein), That 
there be printed at the Government Printing Office, in addition to the number 
already ordered by law, 15,000 copies each of the tentb, eleventh, and twelfth 
annua! reports of the Director of the United States Geol Survey, uniform 
with the preceding volumes of the series, of which 3,500 of each shall be for the 
use of the Senate, 7,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for 
distribution by the Geological Survey. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I move that that resolution be indefinitely 
postponed. 

The motion was agreed to, 

COAST SURVEY REPORT, 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following resolution, submitted December 20, 1889, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed, and bo«nd in cloth, 5,000 extra copies of the report of the Superintendent 
of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1889, toxether with the usual necessary ro sketches and illustrations, 
1,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 2.000 copies for the use 
of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the United States 
Coastand Geodetic Survey, 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3077) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles H. Moore; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3078) to carry 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Tames H. Dennis; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3079) for the erection of 
a public bnilding at Grand Haven, State of Michigan; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pablie Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3080) providing for the con- 
struction of a military store-house and offices for Army purposes at the 
Omaha military depot, Nebraska, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3081) granting ar- 
rears of pension to Emelia Mumm; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 3082) to validate pre-emption fil- 
ings and pre-emption proofs made within the States of North and South 
Dakota, Montana, and Washington; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3083) making an ap- 
a for the relief of Lucy J. Praner, daughter and only heir of 

lack Beaver, a Délaware Indian; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3084) granting an increase of on to 
General James W. McMillan; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3085) for the relief of Mrs. Moivere 


Tousey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (5. 3086) authorizing the Secre- 
ay of the Treasury to appoint commissioners to investigate certain 

ms for damages done to planted oysters in Raritan Bay in 1881; 
sien was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3087) for the relief of the 1 
representatives of Mrs. A. Shirley; which was read twice by its ti 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 3088) granting pay as Indian 
agent to Charles H. Potter; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOAK introduced a bill (S. 3090) for the erection of a public 
building at Haverhill, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, and. 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 388) to 
construct a public building at Baton Rouge, La.; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled biils; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (5. 306) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Lansing, in the State of Michigan; 

A bill (S. 801) granting a pension to Miss Elizabeth A. Tuttle; 

A bill (S. 806) granting a pe :sion to Cyrus Tattle; 

x E bill (S. 807) granting a pension to Mary E. Noll, widow of Philip 
Noll; : 

A bill (S. 810) granting a pension to Eliza A. Talbott; 

A bill (S. 813) granting a pension to Stephen Schiedel; 

A bill (S. 1272) to increase the limit of cost of the public building 
authorized by act of Congress, approved June 30, 1886, to be erected at 
El Paso, Tex.; and : 

A bill (S. 2994) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Arkansas River in the Indian Territory. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was ° ~ 

Ordered, That Mary E. Woodward have leave to withdraw her 
the files of the Senate, subject to the rules of the Senate touching 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of,Sarah A. R: Camp, deceased, be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate and delivered to her representative, no re- 
port haying been made on them. ` 


ADDITIONAL SENATE EMPLOYÉS. 


I submit a resolution which I ask may be read. 
The resolution will be read. 


from 


Mr. HIGGINS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be and heis hereby authorized and directed 

to appoint five additional messengers at an annual salary of $1,440, two skilled 
laborers at an annual salary of $1,000, and two laborers at an annual salary of 
$720, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate during the remainder 
of the current fiscal year, upon vouchers approved by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, N ‘ 

Mr. HIGGINS. I willsay that I introduce the resolution on account 
of the need caused by having committee-rooms outside of the Capitol. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will bereferred, under 
the rules, to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 


VOTES IN EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. PLUMB. LToffer an amendment to Rule XX XIX, which I ask 
may be read and referred to the Committee on Rules. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: : 
Resolution proposing an amendment to Rule XXXIX. 


rantre aera t ti t i hethe yea-and. 

= ie votes cast in executive session, wl rupon -na; 
vote or otherwise, shall be made public at the close of the session at which the 
same are cast. 


REVISION OF REMARKS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further resolutions, con- 
current or other? à 

Mr. HOAR. Icall up the resolution on which the vote was being 
taken when we adjourned yesterday. 

The EEDENI pe tempore. Is there further morning business ? 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, Hoar] moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of a resolution which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution reported by Mr. Hoar, from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, March 10, 1890, as follows: 

Ordered, That in ali future editions of the ConcresstonaL Recor the follow- 
ing words be stricken from the report of the remarks of Mr. CALL, a Senator 
from the State of Florida, in the Senate, Thursday, February 20, 1890, as here- 
tofore published in the RECORD, namely: € 

“and murder of hundreds of women and children in the Southern States.” 

“ Of these horrid crimes.” 

“The blood of Saunders, if the evidence shall show his death was in any way 
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connected with the prosecutions in the United States 
conscience. The shrieking ghosts of the hundreds of o! and murdered 
women and children, the victims of the wild lust and eee of a race who 
oweall that hang cbr had of religion and civilization to the Southern white people, 
and not to the Senator from New Hampshire, will disturb his sleeping and his 
Lesage SEE Like Banquo's ghost, it will not down, and the ocean will not 
wash blood-stained hands from the guilt of the rape and murder of these 
tender white women and children,” 

said words having not actually been spoken by him,and that the of 
his remarks in which said words were inserted be published in such i Setem edi- 
tions as originally reported by the Oficial Stenographer, 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. The question ison the motion to take 
up the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The yeas and nays were ordered yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, That was on the passage of the reso- 
lution. The question now is on proceeding to the consideration of it. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered on the passage of the resolution, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was arated I was paired with two 

ntlemen, one of whom is the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

b was for yesterday afternoon, but I would have continued the pair 
this morning but forhis presence. I havea general pair with the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. Ido not see him here. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and I suppose he would vote ‘‘ yea,” 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Brown], and I withhold my vote on 
this question. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. If he were present 
I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would vote ‘‘yea,”’ 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senater from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. I do not see him 
present, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present I should vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], and therefore withhold my vote, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea” if he were present, 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (when hisname was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. GIBsoN]. If he werepresent, I should 
vote “yea.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
36, nays 14; as follows: 


will rest on his 


YEAS—36, 
Aldrich, Dixon, Ingalls, Pierce, 
Allen, Edmun Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Allison, Evarts, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Blair, Frye, Manderson, Sherman, 

7 Gray, Mitchell, ner, 
Cockrell, Hale, Moody, ‘eller, 
Cullom, Hawley, Paddock, Vance, 
Davis, Higgins, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 

NAYS—l4, 
pate. George, MePherson, Walthall 

burn, Gorman, Morgan, Wilson of Md. 

Coke, Hampton, n, 
Eustis, Kenna, Vest, 

ABSENT—32. 
Barbour, Chandler, Hearst, Ransom, 
Beck, Colquitt, Hi A uire, 
Berry, R Jonesof Arkansas, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Dolph Morrill, ’ anar 
Brown, Farwell, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Faulkner, Platt, Turpie, 
Call, Gibson, Plumb, oorhees, 

Harri Quay, Washburn. 


n, 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE TOWNSHEND. 


Mr. CULLOM. I rise to announce that on Friday morning imme- 
diately after the morning business I will call up the House resolutions 
relating to the death of Mr. Townshend, late a member of Congress from 
my State. 

PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE OF THE SENATE. 
Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I call upin the Senate the privileged 
uestion of the resolution reported by the Committee on Privileges and 
Piections, as to the.office of the President pro tempore and the power 
of the Senate concerning the same. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of the Order of 
Business which will be reported by the Chief Clerk. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


‘from the Committee on Privileges and Elections 


Marcu 12, 


TheChief Clerk read the following resolution, sg “srt by Mr, EVARTS 
‘ebruary 10, 1890: 

ee en it is competent for the Senate to elect a President pro tempore, 
who shall hold the office during the pleasure of the Senate and until another is 
elected, and shall execute the duties thereof when the Vice-President is absent, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The questionis on the motion of the 
Senator from New York to proceed to the consideration of this resolu- 
tion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, EVARTS. Mr, President, when I called up this matter in the 
Senate when it was last considered, I announced that when it was 
brought up again I should ask that the Senate should proceed toa vote 
upon it, The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] who is in his 
seat has now, I believe, the floor upon that question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr, President, I wish to acknowledge the courtesy 
extended to me by the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] in hav- 
ing this matter postponed until it should suit my convenience to ad- 
dress the Senate, I feel that in attempting to present the arguments 
in opposition to this resolution I undertake a hopeless task. The reso- 
lution has received the sanction of one of the ablest committees of the 
Senate, and so far as I know hasreceived the unanimous assent of that 
committee; yet I feel that my duty as a Senator, my obligation to sup- 
port the Constitution, requires of me to say something against this in- 
novation in the practice of the Senate. 

I am sure that I stand on safe ground. I have on the side which I 
shall advocate this morning the uniform practice of the Senate com- 
mencing with the very first session of Congress under the Constitution 
and continued from thatday without a single break up to the present 
time. Certainly, a construction of the Constitution which received the 
sanction of the first Senate, in which there were many members who 
assisted in framing the Constitution, continued without dissent from 
that time to the present, a construction of the Constitution thus com- 
menced and thus sanctioned ought not to be departed irom for light 
and trivial causes, The very first act ever performed by the American 
Senate was the election of a President p'o tempore. In the order made 
by the Senate for that election the term of that officer was fixed in plain 
and unequivocal language. It was ordered that he be elected “' tor the 
sole purpose’? of opening the electoral vote. From that time until the 
year 1861, so far as my researches go, there was unanimous consent on 
the part of the distinguished men, our predecessors in these chairs, as 
to the true construction of the clause of the Constitution now involved. 
At all times and in every conceivable way in which the question could 
be raised, it was uniformly decided until 1861, without dissenton the 
part of any one, that the President pro tempore of the Senate held his 
office, as the words themselves mean, during that particular absence of 
the Vice-President for which he was elected. 

In 1861 an effort was made to change this uniform practice. That 
effort was alluded to by the Senator from New York the other day in 
the speech he madein behalfof this resolution. TheSenator from New 
York misinterpreted the result of that debate, as I understood him to 
say that the conclusion at the termination of the debate was in favor 
of that construction of the Constitution which is favored by his resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President-—— 

BS heen sug pro tempore, Does the Senator from Mississippi 

ie 
z Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator is wrong in the recital of my statement 
if he supposes that I meant to say that the Senate had then come to a 
conclusion and a resolution upon the question. My interpretation of 
the course of the debate, mentioning the principal speakers, on one side 
Mr. Collamer, of Vermont, and on the other Mr. Bayard, the elder, 
of Delaware, was that the general result of the argument was that but 
for the habit which had been followed in the Senate it would be re- 
garded as a new question in the way that I now state. That is all 
that I said. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr, President, I do not understand the position of 
the Senator from New York as explained now by him different from 
what I understood it to be before, That debate and the result of it 
do not show that if the question had then been res nova the decision of 
the Senate would have been different from what it was. . There were 
two principal speakers, Mr. Collamer, who urged that the clause of 
the Constitution requiring the President pro tempore to be elected in the 
absence of the Vice-President merely indicated the occasion of the elec- 
tion, and Mr. Bayard, who insisted that it indicated something fur- 
ther; that it had something todo with the tenure. They were theonly 
two speakers, except Mr. Simmons, of Rhode Island, who concurred 
with Mr, Collamer, and Mr. Trumbull, of Illinois, who dissented. On 
objection made by Mr. Trumbull the resolution was laid aside and 
never taken up again. 

So the result of that effort to change the uniform practice of the 
Senate from 1789 to 1861 was a failure, and thereafter, down to the 
paa time, the practice of the Senate has conformed to the original 

on placed upon the Constitution as I have stated it to be, 

It is hardly worth while, though it would fix in the minds of Sen- 
ators the practice, for me to gointo the various afirmative actions of the 


1890. ; 
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Senate in which the construction placed upon the Constitution by the 
Senator from New York in the resolution which he brings from the 
committee was explicitly condemned. I have some memoranda here, 
however, to which I will refer in order to fix in the minds of Senators 
that this was not a mere silent acquiescence in a w: interpretation 
of the Constitution, but was a reiterated construction placed on it by 
the actual proceedings of the Senate. 

From March 4, 1789, to March 4, 1793, being the first term of Wash- 
ington’s administration, three different persons were elected President 
pro tempore, and in every case the election took place, as it is conceded 
by the Senator from New York it must take place, during the absence 
of the Vice-President, and in every single case the tenure of the office 
was held to be terminated by the subsequent appearance of the Vice- 
President. For instance, the first President pro tempore who was ever 
elected was elected on the 6th day of April, 1789, John Adains not 
having been installed as Vice-President. He held his office until the 
26th day of that month, when John Adams appeared and it was held 
that the office of President pro tempore ceased. 

From March 4, 1793, to March 4, 1797, there were five different mem- 
bers—not merely five elections; there were more—but five different 
members of the Senate were elected to this office, 

From 1797 to 1801, during the administration of John Adams, nine 
different Senators were elected President pro tempore of the Senate. 
‘There were more elections than nine, but nine different Senators were 
upon nine different absences of the Vice-President elected, and in every 
one of them the term of their office was held to have been determined 
by the return of the Vice-President. . 

From 1801 to 1805, during Mr. Jefferson’s first term, five different 
Senators were elected; from 1805 to 1809 there were three; from 1809 
to 1813 there were four, and in every single one of these elections it 
was held by the Senate that there was a vacancy in the office of Presi- 
dent pro tempore by reason of the return of the Vice-President to the 
chair. 

That covers all of the early period of our constitutional history. I 
have some more data furnished me by the report of Mr. Morton, from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, made on January 6, 1876. 
From that report I learn that on the 19th day of March, 1818, Vice- 
President Tompkins retired from the chair and the Senate chose Mr. 
Gaillard President pro tempore. Mr. Gaillard was President pro tem- 
pore on the 19th of March. Mr. Tompkins appeared on the 31st day 
of March, and it was held by the Senate that that vacated Mr. Gail- 
lard’s office. Mr. Gaillard, under that election, held the office exactly 
twelve days, and when Mr. Tompkins retired or became absent there 
was a new election. 

Mr. Gaillard was President pro tempore on the 28th of December, 
1821, when the Vice-President resumed the chair. 

On the 1st day of February, 1822, the Vice-President informed the Sen- 
ate by letter that the condition of his health rendered it necessary that 
he should return to his family, whereupon the Senate again elected 
John Gaillard, who had been displaced only a few weeks before by the 
appearance of the Vice-President. Mr. Gaillard was President pro tem- 
pore on the 2ist of January, 1824, when the Vice-President resumed 
the chair, and on the 2ist of May he retired, and the Senate again 
elected John Gaillard President pro tempore. 

We come down to a little later period. At the first session of the 
Thirty-fifth Congress, December 7, 1857, the Vice-President being ab- 
sent, Mr. Rusk, of Texas, who had been chosen President pro tempore 
at the last session, having died in the recess, the Senate elected Benja- 
min Fitzpatrick, of Alabama, President pro tempore. This appoint- 
ment terminated on the appearance of the Vice-President during the 
session; but on the vacation of the chair by the Vice-President Mr. 
Fitzpatrick was again elected President pro tempore. 

At a special session of the Senate, which met June 15, 1858, the 
Vice-President, Mr. Breckinridge, being absent, Mr. Fitzpatrick, Pres- 
ident pro tempore, resumed the chair. 

We come now to the year 1869: f 

The Vice-President, Mr. Colfax, was present at the assembling of the Senate 
at each of its regular sessions during the Forty-first and Forty-second Con- 

; but uniformly retired from the chair just before the close of each ses- 
sion to enable the Senate to choose a President pro tempore, and this office the 
Senate as uniformly conferred upon Hon. Henry B. Anthony, who was Presi- 
dent pro tempore during the recesses that intervened in those two Congresses, 
as well as repeatedly during each session, upon the temporary absence of the 
Vice-President, 

XLIX, At the special or called session of the Senate which assembled March 
4, 1873, the Vice-President, Hon. Henry Wilson, being absent, the Senate chose 
Hon. Matt. H. Carpenter, a Senator from the State of Wisconsin, President pro 
re ee This appointment ceased upon the appearance of the Vice-President 
at the first session of the Forty-third Congress and his resuming the chair; but 
being forced by indisposition to retire from its duties, the Senate again chose 


vA Carpenter its President pro tempore, who is at presentin the exercise of that 
office, 


So at the expense of frequent elections, at the expense of changing 
the occupant of the chair as frequently as ten or twelve days apart, 
with one uniform consensus of opinion, with a uniformity of practice 
which is without a single break for a hundred years, the judgment of 
the Senate has been that the President pro tempore elected in the ab- 
pore of the Vice-President vacates his office upon the roturn of that 
Officer. 


XXI——135 ` 


I read further from this same report made by very able men, and 
from the same committee which has reported the resolution under con- 
sideration. Mr. Morton’s committee say: 

The office of President pro tempore of the Senate must expire whenever the 
os of the Vice-President is at an end and he appears in the Senate to pre- 

The report quotes from Mr. Jefferson, certainly an authority than 
whom none can be higher. He presided over the deliberations of this 
body for four years, and in his cf abe he says: 


In the Senate a Spruce ot: tempore is proposed and chosen by ballot. His 
office is understood to be determined on the Vice-President’s appearing and 
taking the chair. 

And then the report of Mr. Morton’s committee says: 

The unbroken and uniform practice of the Senate, from its first session down 
to the present time, sustains the pon that the office of President pro tempore 
as Senate is determined on the Vice-President’s appearing and taking the 

In fact, so far as I have been able to learn (the Senator from New 
York or the Senator from Massachusetts in their researches may have 
found out other men), no man except Mr. Collamer and Mr, Simmons 
down to within the last Congress ever asserted the contrary of the view 
that the office of President pro tempore expires with the return of the 
Vice-President from that particular absence, 

Thatis the practice. That has been the uniform practice. ‘That has 
been the uniform construction of the Constitution, commencing with its 
birth and running through a period of one hundred years, The Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections ask us to reverse that. They make 
no report in which an argument is contained upon which we are to rel 
in ascertaining the grounds upon which they propose to change this 
uniform practice, The Senator from New York undertook togive some 
grounds for it. I think I have shown that he was mistaken in the 
principal ground which he gave, and that is, that the result of the de- 
me in 1861 was unfavorable to the old and settled practice of the 

nate, 

The Senator from Massachusetts informs the Senate that his opinion 
at one time had been adverse to the resolution reported from his com- 
mittee, but he stated that he thought the better argument was in favor 
of the rule now attempted to be enforced. However, he did not give 
us the argument. No man, so far as I know, has attempted to give 
any argament in favor of this reversal of the practice of a hun 
years except Mr, Collamer,of Vermont. I propose to answer that argu- 
ment, as I have no other to answer, His position was that the Consti- 
tution merely fixed the occasion of the election of a President pro tem- ` 
pore. I will read the Constitution: 

The Senate shall choose their other officers, and also a President Py tempore 


in the absence of the Vice-President or when he shall exercise office of 
President of the United States. 


The view of Mr. Collamer was that that merely fixed the occasion 
in which the power vested by this clause of the Constitution in the 
Senate was to be exercised. It is true it does fix the occasion, but it 
does more. We are construing the Constitution according to the view 
presented in the pending resolution of the committee, which I will now 
read to the Senate: 

Resolved, That it is competent for the Senate to elect a President pro tempore, 
who shall hold the office during the pleasure of the Senate and until another is 
elected, and shall execute the duties thereof when the Vice-President is absent. 

According to the view of the committee, the officer elected is a con- 
tinuing officer who holds his office, notonly during that particular busi- 
ness of the Vice-President, but during the pleasure of the Senate, and 
not only during the pleasure of the Senate, but in addition thereto until 
a successor is elected. Now, I put this question to the honorable Sen- 
ator from New York and to the honorable Senator from Massachusette: 
If the meaning of the Constitution is that we shall elect a regular sub- 
stitute for the President of the Senate to come in and take the chairas 
often as that chairshall be vacated by the President of the Senate, why 
is it that the Constitution restricts the power of the Senate to make that 
election to the casas in which there will be an absence of the President 
of the Senate? 

Thescheme of the Constitution is that the people of the United States 
shall elect the Presiding Officer of this body, and for very obvious rea- 
sons. The power, the influence which a ent occupant of the 
chair has, does to some extent destroy the equality of the States in 
their representation in the Senate, so that when the framers of the Con- 
stitution determined that there should be absolute equality between 
the States in this body they determined also that that equality should 
not be disturbed by the mere accident of the Presiding Officer belong- 
ing to one State rather than to another. The scheme of the Constitu- 
tion is that he shall preside, 

It is not within the mere election of the Vice-President whether he 
shall preside or not. He has no right to vacate that chair except upon 
a case of necessity. I call the attention of Senators to a made 
by Elbridge Gerry in 1814, when he was Vice-President (and when he 
declined to vacate the chair some time before the adjournment of the 
Senate so that a President pro tempore could be elected), in which he 
declared that it was his duty to preside, quoting the ry ay of the 
Constitution, ‘‘the Vice-President shall be President of Senate,” 
That great man, Vice-President of the United States, a member of the 
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convention which framed the Constitution, declared, in view of the 
im ce of the office, that it was his duty to be present and to pre- 
side, and he refused to vacate the chair so that a President pro tempore 
might be elected except a iew moments before the final adjournmentof 
this body. That isa very valuable speech. It declared that the office 
of Vice-President, or permanent President of the Senate, was not an 
office which the occupant could take up or lay down at his pleasure; 
that he had an important function to perform: first, to preserve theequal- 
ity of the States in their representation in this body and, second, his 
presence preyents the negative States, upon any particular proposition, 
prevailing over an equal number of affirmative States. 

According to parliamentary law, where a body is equally divided 
(and let it be remembered that the Senate, when full, is always com- 
posed of even numbers and therefore may be equally divided on almost 
any question) and when this body compesed of even numbers divided 
equally votes upon a proposition, the negative votes are stronger than 
theaflirmative votes of equal number, forty-one Senators voting ‘‘nay’’ 
outweigh forty-one Senators voting ‘“‘yea.’? The scheme of the Consti- 
tution was that the forty-one negative votes or negative States should 
not be borne down by an equal number of affirmative votes or affirmative 
States; and the Constitution therefore ed for an arbiter, and that 
arbiter was the Vice-President of the United States sitting as President 
of the Senate. 

Mr. President, when a man is elected to the very high office of Vice- 
President he is not elected to a mere sham, to a mere show, to a mere 
honorary office, or toa mere contingency to live until some accident 
may happen to the President of the United States which may call his 

. Vicarious powers into active operation. 
Again, if it wus the scheme of the Constitution that weshould have 
a t, regular deputy, prepared at any time and at all times to 
e the place of the Chair when the Vice-President might be absent, 
I ask Senators to tell me why we can not create that officer until the 
Vice-President is absent. If the scheme of the Constitution was that 
we should havé this deputy President (because that is his real name, 
as I shall show before I get through) selected, set apart to assume the 
duties of the office of Vice-President whenever it may seem pleasing 
to the Vice-President to be absent, why was it that the Constitution 
would not allow us to appoint him when we were regularly organized ? 

Mr. HOAR. It does. 

Mr.GEORGE. Why isit, Mr. President, that when the Constitution 
refuses us the power when weare fully organized, ready to do business, 
to appoint another presiding officer of this body, when that occasion 
happens we can appoint one for all time to come? 

. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me for saying that I understand 
all the advocates of this resolution believe the Constitution confers the 
power to make the choice at any time, whether the Vice-President is 

t or absent. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator believes that? 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that is the universal opinion of all the 

who advocate the pending resolution. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam very glad to have had that admission from the 

‘Senator. Itwillsaveme some trouble. Now, let ussee whether there 
is any foundation forthat. We are still living under the Constitution, 
I believe, though some things occur sometimes that make me doubt 
whether the Constitution of the United States is in force. 

The Senate shall choose their other officers, and also a President pro tempore 
in the absence of the Vice-President. 

Mr. Collamer, in 1861, the first man who ever questioned the tenure 
of the office of the President pro tempore, admitted that the plain lan- 
guage of the Constitution gave the power to be exercised only in the 
absence of the Vice-President. Why is it that during all these long 
years just before the adjournment of the Senate at a session of Con- 
press, under the old law, which put the President pro tempore in the 

of succession for the Presidency, the Vice-President retired, went 
out, became absent, so that the Senate might exercise this power? 
Were all these men, after all this hundred years, mistaken? What 
new light has broken in upon us now that, in opposition not only to 
the uniform practice fora hundred years, butin opposition to the plain 
meaning of the words used, we are to usurp the power of electing a 
President pro tempore with the Vice-President in the chair? 

Why was it that the Committee on Privileges and Elections did not 
move the election of a President pro tempore before Vice-President Mor- 
TON vacated the chair? If the committee believe, as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, that the power exists in this body to elect a 
President tempore when the Vice-President is present in the chair, 
why did t tos, ng for the Senate to become disorganized only a few 
days ago before they called upon the Senate to elect a President pro 
tempore ? I hardly know how to describe it, but can not argue against 
a sham. ie NE eer ferrari E ig edie 
of the learned committee of which he is chairman, but he did not con- 
descend to give a reason why the words ‘‘elect a President pro tempore 
in the absence of the Vice-President” meant to elect a President pro 
tempore whenever the Senate got ready to do it, whenever it suited their 
convenience to do it. 

Mr. President, of course I can not fight a ition of that sort un- 
less it is buttressed up by some sort of g. Lassume that no 


valid reason can be given not only for striking out words in the Constitu- 
tion which are plainly written in it, but also for the insertion of words 
directly contrary in meaning. If the Senator from New York who has 
honored me so far by his presence during my remarks will get up and 
state that that is the basis of the right they claim in this resolution, I 
think I have discussed the matter long enough, and I will take my 
seat. The Senator does not respond. ‘The Senator does not dare say 
that the Senate has aright to strike from the Constitution of the United 
States the words ‘‘in the absence of the Vice-President” and insert in 
it ‘‘ whenever it shall please the Senate.” He will not do that. 

By what kind of reasoning able, ingenious lawyers may reach the 
conclusion stated by the Senator from Massachusetts to be the conclu- 
sion of the whole committee I confess I am unable to anticipate. I 
was going upon the argument made by the Senator from Vermont, Mr. 
Collamer, many years ago, who insisted that this language did fix in 
the Constitution the occasion and only the occasion in which the power 
to elect a President pro tempore existed. I was going to say that I 
thought I had driven the advocates of this singular proposition into a 
corner. Iwill not say that. I think they have run into a corner with- 
out being driven. 

There are one or two other reflections which I desire to submit to 
the Senate upon the question now before us. The first thing I will do 
will be to put in juxtaposition the Constitution and the resolution and 
see if they can stand together: 


The Senate shall choose their other officers,and also.a President 
in the absence of the Vice-President or when he shall exercise 
President of the United States. 


That is the Constitution. Now I will read the pending resolution: 


Resoleed, That it is com t for the Senate to elect a President pro tempore, 
who shall hold the office the pleasure of the Senate pe gom penega 
elected, and shall execute the duties thereof when the Vice-President is absent. 

I do not think it requires a very astute mind to see that these two 
propositions can not stand together. But I will hasten on. 

I have the authority of the uniform practice of the Senate; I have 
the authority of all the great men who have ever preceded us in these 
seats fora hundred years, with two single exceptions—just two, Mr. 
Collamerand Mr. ner. Now, I propose to show that ex vi termini 
the words *‘ President pro tempore” mean a President for the particu- 
lar absence of the Vice-President. ‘‘ Pro tempore’? are two Latin 
words which have a signification. There are other words of that sort 
in the Constitution; and whenever you read the Constitution and come 
across one of those words, if you do not in language you must in idea 
substitute the English meaning of the words for the words themselves. 

What are you going to do about ‘“‘aquoram?’’? What isaquorum? 
What is the meaning of the word “quorum?” It is a Latin word 
meaning ‘‘of which.’ ‘That is the literal meaning of the word, but it 
acquired a meaning at common law longago of this sort: “‘ That number 
of the body competent to do business.’? What will you do with ‘habeas 
corpus,” two Latin words used in the Constitution? Whenever you 
read the Constitution, to understand it you must get in your mind the 
English words which these two Latin words represent, a writ to bring 
in the body of the prisoner before the court to examine into the cause of 
committal. Andsowithalltheothers. Those words had their signifi- 
cation at the time the Constitution was adopted, a well known significa- 
tion at the common law, to which we must refer in ascertaining themean- 
ing of every technical word used in the Constitution. ‘* Bill of attain- 
der.” How will you ascertain what that means iy ard going to the 
commonlaw? ‘‘Jury.’? How will you ascertain what that meansexcept 
by going to the common law and finding that it means a body of twelve 
men above all exception, sworn to try a cause? . “Grand jury.” All 

these words are used in the Constitution. How are you going to know 
was they mean except by going to the common Jaw? When we read 
the Constitution we read itas t repeats unmeaning words, unless 
a EAA ECO D tbe ical words we bear in our minds the 
meaning in the English language which they represent. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
the Senate resumes the consideration of its unfinished business, heing 
the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of 
common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR rose, 

Mr.GEORGE. Is theSenator from New Hampshire ready to go on? 
I shall be through directly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wishto make astatement at this juncture, with the 
consent of the Senator from New Hampshire. There ure a great many 
important measures upon the Senate Calendar. Nearly four months of 
the session have elapsed. Nothing which can be said to be of any na- 
tional importance has yet passed this body, and A think it can be fairly 
said that largely these matters of importance have waited upon the 
progress of the educational bill. While I do not agree with the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire as to the importance of that bill, at the same 
time I have had no objection to its having the opportunity for discus- 
sion and final decision in advance of other measures in which I was in- 
terested; but I want to say now that unless on to-day some agreement 
can be made whereby a date can be fixed upon which that bill shall be 
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voted npon I shall to-morrow at 2 o'clock move that the bill be placed 


on the Calendar, subject to whatever contingency may there awaitit. 

I say this not because of opposition to the bill nor because of any im- 
patience at the delay heretofore occurring, but because I believethat now 
measures in relation to pensions, measures in relation to the forfeiture 
of land grants, a measure in regard to the free co of silver, and 
other measures relating to the prosperity of the e of the United 
Statesshould be considered without the embarrassment which inevitably 
attaches to the fact that this bill, at 2 o’clock every day, in the middle 
of the legislative session, comesin to interrupt and break up. a 

Mr. President, I hope that the Senator from New Hampshire will 
avoid the necessity of a conflict which will only further harass the busi- 
ness of the Senate by agreeing that at some date to be named, and some 
reasonable date, and some date this week, the vote shall be taken upon 
the educational bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Kansas give way so that I 
may ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to go on with my re- 
marks? I wish to conclude them. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to evoke some response from the sphinx of 
New Hampshire upon this subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I must first be dug ont of the sand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent-—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I object until some understanding can be had about 
this other matter, though I do not wish to oppose the request of the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Mississippi to ask unanimous consent that the consideration of 
the unfinished business may be informally laid aside in order that he 
may conelude his remarks. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is all I ask. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the objection, Mr. President. 

Mr. EVARTS. If the Senator will allow me, I will ask that the 
unfinished business may be postponed so that we may proceed to a vote 
on the question which has been under consideration. I hope the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire will not object to that course being taken. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not hear the Senator’s suggestion. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iask that we may proceed with the matter which 
was lately in discussion until we reach a vote. 

Mr. PLUMB. When the Senator from Mississippi has concluded, I 
shall object to any further consideration of this matter, and shall in- 
sist on the special order doing one of two things, either going ahead 
on its own right or giving way indefinitely to other legislation to be 
brought before the Senate. 


PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE OF THE SENATE. 
Mr. GEORGE. I believe, Mr. President, I have unanimous consen 


to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Mississippi is rec- 
ognized upon the resolution reported by the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, when I was interrupted I was talk- 
ing about the technical words used in the Constitution of the United 
States, and saying that we had to resort to the English common law in 
order to find out what they meant. I desire to call the especial atten- 
tion of the Senator from New York to the proposition which I make, 
that in every single instance in which a technical legal term is used in 
the Constitution of the United States, except one, the courts have put 
upon these technical terms the exact meaning which they had at com- 
mon law. There is one exception, and only one, and that is the word 
‘*treason.’’ There the Constitution defines the meaning of the term 
itself, the exception proving the rule. In every instance in which 
a technical term is used in the Constitution it is used in the sense it 
had at the common law at the time of the adoption of the Constitution, 
except the word ‘‘treason,’’ and there our forefathers, being unwilling 
to allow the doctrine of constructive treason to prevail in this country, 
defined in the Constitution itself what treason was. On that basis I 
will go on to show what ‘‘President pro tempore” and “‘Speaker pro 
tempore’ meant, at the time of the adoption of the Constitution of the 
United States, by the common law of England. 

There is some similarity between the Speakership of the House of 
Commons in England and the Presidency of the Senate. In England 
the Speaker of the House of Commons is elected by the House, but he 
has to be approved by the sovereign. The President of the Senate is 
appointed by the sovereign in the United States, the people. Wehave 
nothing to do with his election. In England, on account of the fact 
that the election of the Speaker had to be approved by the sovereign, 
it was held up to the time of the Protectorate of Cromwell, a little after 
the middle of the seventeenth century, that the Honse of Commons had 
no power to electa Speaker protempore. When he was absent they could 
do nothing. I will read some instances: 


In the year 1606, the Speaker being absent, after prayers were read by the clerk, 
the a states: 

‘They [the members] departed the House. This isan intermission of neces- 
sity, no adjournment.” 


The Speaker being absent. 


Atan other time the motion was that the house “be discontinued till 
eet so they arose and departed, yielding assent by a 


So by the common law in England, after whose institutions ours 
were modeled, when the presiding officer had to be merely approved 
by the sovereign it was held that the House could not proceed in his 
al and that they could not elect a temporary Speaker, and it 
would be the iact to-day, if the Constitution had not provided other- 
wise by gi us the power to elect a President pro tempore, that in 
the absence of the Vice-President we conld not proceed. But the 
framers of the Constitution provided for that. The first Lime a Speaker 
pro tempore was ever elected was during the Protectorate of Cromwell. 

On January 27, 1656, the Speaker being sick, a Speaker pro tempore was se- 


How was his place defined? I read from the language ofthe journal— 
“to supply the Speaker's place during his absence.” Thus, at the firsttimea 
parre sie tempore was selected, it was Mpytrce 4 stated that he was to 
Spucker bcs Waar S IEEDIT Wie Gpsakate plas Gertie DU APCO book, 
sioned hy biepreesnt indiepoaision, and no longer.” = 

I quote the language of the journal, and similar entries were made 
in all the other cases, in every single one. So at the common law it 
was defined on every single occasion in which a Speaker pro tempore 
was elected that he was elected for that particular absence of the 
Speaker. That being the meaning of ‘‘pro tempore” as fixed in the 
common law, there being no doubt or dispute as to that, that being its 
meaning in 1789, when this Constitution was framed, it must have that 
meaning now, unless there be something in the context of the Consti- 
tution which gives it a different meaning. 

+‘ Pro tempore” is defined by the lexicographers to mean ‘‘ for the time 
being.” Then, adopting the rule which I have shown we must adopt 
in every single case of the use of Latin words in the Constitution, in 
reading them we mustapply in our minds the English meaning. Then 
tho Constitution would read thus: ‘And shall elect a President for the 
time being in the absence of the Vice-President.” Is there any way 
to escape that conclusion ? 

= MITOAELD. Is there any limit in the Constitution to that 
absence 

Mr. GEORGE. I could not catch what the Senator from Oregon 
said. I wish the Senator would approach a little nearer if he desires 
me to hear him. 

ITCHELL. Is there anything in the Constitution defining 
of that absence or limiting it in any way? 
r.GEORGE. Except the language which I have read, there is 


ne. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May not that absence be one hour or one or 
one week or a month, and still be within the provision of the Con- 
stitution? 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, yes; and I think (and that has been the prac- 
tice of the Senate) when it is for a year or more, as in the case of the 
death of the Vice-President, the election holds because he is absent. 
If it is for a day, the President pro tempore is elected for that time; if 
it is for a week, he is elected for that time; but he is not elected for the 
absence, whatever it may be. 

Mr. President, that being the meaning of the phrase, both in the 
literary sense ‘‘for the time being” and also in the legal sense, then 
the Constitution must be read: ‘‘And shall elect a President for the 
time being in the absence of the Vice-President.” If that be so, that 
closes the argument. 

I was not compelled to make this argument to sustain a construction 
of the Constitution a hundred years old. I might have rested upon 
showing that practice and waited for the gentlemen who contend that 
that practice is wrong to assail it; but, Mr. President, I know that this 
resolution is to pass, and I want to inform my Democratic brethren on 
this side of the Chamber that I have an intimation—I do not know 
whether it is so or not, and if I am wrong the Senator from New York 
will correct me—that this great constitutional question, which has been 
settled by the practice of a hundred years, has recently undergone re- 
vision in the high court of a Republican caucus. The meaning placed 
upon the Constitution by Jefferson and Madison and Clay and Calhoun 
and Webster and by all the great men who have preceded us for a hun- 
dred years, sanctioned by that long line of precedents, sanctioned by 
the precedents in the House of Commons in England for five hundred 
years, is to be set aside because a Republican caneus of this body does 
not like it. 

Now, Mr. President, I have great respect for caucuses, and especially 
for Republican caucuses. I reckon I have more respect for them than 
I have for Democratic caucuses for this reason: that I never ha: ed 
to be ina Republican caucus and I happen to have been in sev m- 
ocratic caucuses, and therefore I know more about Democratic caucuses 
than I do abont Republican caucuses, and I do not think familiarity 
with these meetings is likely to increase one’s respect forthem. Ihave 
a high regard for them upon another ground, as party machinery, In 
a Demoeraticcancus, when anything is debated and decided upon, every- 
body considers that he has a right to go out and vote as he pleases. I 
understand that the decision of a Republican caucus is like the decree 
of an ecumenical council (I believe that is the name) in the Catholic 
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Church. The decree is infallible, and everybody is bound to obey or be 
anathematized. So, of course, this resolution will pass. Having re- 
ceived the high sanction of the Republican caucus, of course it must go 
through. 

I do not see upon that side of the Chamber just now a very distin- 
guished and able Senator, especially able as a lawyer, and I have his 
authority for saying that he agrees to the old rule, the old construc- 
tion, and is opposed to thisnew-fangled construction put upon the Con- 
stitution by the high court of the Republican caucus. He is not here 
to speak for himself I suppose without knowing—this is all guess- 
work, and I want it understood that this part of my speech is pure guess- 
work—that, whilst this high council of the Republican party is not suffi- 
cient to convince the judgment of this distinguished Senator, the chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee, it is at least sufficient to keep him 
outof this fight. So, then, unaided by his genius and his learning, 
I have been compelled to present the side of the Constitution of our 
fathers. I mean what Isay. I have been compelled to present the 
side of the Constitution of our fathers and plead for its observance. I 
know that my words fall on leaden ears, 

What is the Constitution, as expounded for a hundred years, when 
it stands in the way of the convenience or the will of a Republican cau- 
cus? Why point, as I have done this morning, to a long line of un- 
broken precedents, beginning on the first day that this body ever met 
and continuing down to the present time? Why point to that and to 
the plain meaning of the Constitution, recognized by all up to this 
hour, when it suits the convenience of the Republican caucus to annul 
the tution? That is all there is in it. The Constitution says 
that in the absence of the Vice-President you shall elect a President 
pro tempore. The Republican caucus, if the Senator from Massachu- 

_ setts is regarded as an interpreter of Republican opinion, says you may 
elect this President pro tempore whether the Vice-President is absent 
or not. The Constitution says, so interpreted for a hundred years, 
that when you elect in the absence of the Vice-President a President 
pro tempore his office ceases upon the return of the Vice-President. 
The Republican caucus, this infallible council of the Republican party, 
says “No, we will elect one when the President of the Senate is in his 
seat, and he shall hold his place until the pleasure of the Senate is 
manifested to the contrary and until a successor is elected,” 

Sir, did it ever occur to our learned friends of the Republican caucus 
in construing away the Constitution of our fathers, recognized as such 
for a hundred years by every great man and every little man but two who 

' ever sat in this Chamber until the last session of Congress, that they 
are to set aside this Constitution and put their wiil in the place of it? 
“Oh, it is a matter of convenience.’’ I understand it is urged that it 
is inconvenient every time the Vice-President vacates the chair to go 
through an election. Are we to be told that the Constitution of our 
fathers, as expounded and acted upon for a century, is to be thrown 
aside because it is inconvenient for us? I must say we are degenerate 
sons of these illustrious men if we do it whenever it suits our conven- 
ience to set it aside. ‘*Wecan not afford,” is the argument, ‘‘to ob- 
serve the Constitution; we can not afford to preserve the sanctity of 
our oaths to support the Constitution, because it is inconvenient to do 
sọ.” Is that the argument that is to prevail in the American Senate? 
Is that the argument by which that sacred instrifment, once so regarded, 
is to be set aside and trampled under foot? I know that this thing is 
to be done. It is only a slight invasion, it may be true, of the Consti- 
tution. It is only a setting aside of the plain words of the Constitu- 
tion, so understood for acentury, in order that we mng be relieved from 
a little inconvenience, That is all. What new light has poured in 
upon the minds of Republican Senators? What spirit from this or 
another world gave to this conclave an insight into the meaning of the 
Constitution that was denied to all other men for a hundred years? 

Mr. President, in my weak and bumble way I have discharged my 
duty. Ihave thought that at least the plain words of the Constitution 
upon mere little matters of form would be observed in the American 
Congress. I have long since despaired that its spirit and substance, 
when they stood in the way of the will of a majority, would be any 
protection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). 
ate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. EVARTS. I hope the unfinished business may be set aside and 
that we may proceed to dispose of this question of privilege, and the 

ote taken after Senators have spoken, if they desire to speak. 

Mr. BLAIR. Can the Senator from New York indicate about what 
time he will be able to complete the consideration of this question ? 

Mr. EVARTS. I hope the vote may betaken very speedily. Ishall 
in reply occupy a very few moments of the attention of the Senate. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill 185 is the unfinished busi- 


The Sen- 


ness, 
Mr, BLAIR. Mr. President, I will say a word in reply to themad, 
rushing speech of the father of waters, which inundated the Senate— 
eres may apply that description to the Senator from Kansas 
. PLUMB], as he gave me the appellation of ‘‘ the ahah I 
myself to call the attention of the Senate to the situation 


of this bill when my friend from Kansas introduced the subject with 
such marked emphasis, I was about to state to the Senate that the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr, CULLOM] had given notice that on Fri 

he would call our attention to the exercises having relation to the deat 
of a colleague of his in the other House immediately after the morning 
business, and, of course, the ordinary respect that we pay in the pres- 
ence of death will result in an immediate adjournment upon the com- 
pletion of those exercises; so that Friday will be a lost day so far as 
the consideration of ordinary business is concerned. Yesterday was 
absorbed in a matter which could not be evaded. To-day a matter 
which has been pending a long while is before the Senate, and it in- 
volves a point which must early be decided, I suppose, touching the 
choice of the President pro tempore, aud the Senator from New York 
(Mr. EVARTS], who has had this upon his mind for some time, is anx- 
ious to dispose of it, and a brief period is necessary to do so, That 
would leave only the remnant of to-day and to-morrow in which the 
consideration of the school bill may be proceeded with. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who has just taken 
his seat, has the floor upon the bill. Next in order a Senator, who 
will speak at length upon it, informs me that his absence from the city 
is compulsory, so that he can not speak until Monday. The Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLry], who does not desire to speak until 
the friends of the bill have been heard from further, if they are to 
speak at all, will take the floor on Tuesday, and he will be followed 
by the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts], who will, in the natural 
order of events, be entitled to the floor on Wednesday next; and before 
the vote is taken on this bill I shall desire to reserve a short time, not 
exceeding an hour, which I shall occupy, and it seems to me that it is 
necessary to do so, in order to correct some misapprelensions as to the 
nature of the bill and essential misstatements that may have been 
made of a statistical character bearing upon its merits. - 

I have thought, and I wanted to do it without any unusual propul- 
sion from the opponents of the bill, to ask the Senate that we take the 
vote upon the amendments and upon the passage of the bill on Thurs- 
day of next week at 2 o’clock, or during the day on Thursday, at all 
events. If circumstances should so arise, one or two Senators may de- 
sire to speak—the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who will both speak briefly, as 
I understand; and that they may have that opportunity, it may be nec- 
essary to take another day to finish the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Only one speech to be made a day ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps so; I do not know; but I do not suppose that 
there will be much done on Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday, beyond 
the time to be occupied by the gentlemen who are to speak; but I had 
thought that probably the time during those first two days would suffice 
for the short speeches which I refer to as likely to be made, if made at 
all, and so I have not any doubt myself that we shall dispose of the bill 
on Thursday cf next week, or, at the latest, on Friday, and I shall ask 
the Senate to dispose of it on Friday certainly, and, if possible, on the 
day preceding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator make that request 
now? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do, but I will hear any suggestion of the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB, I only want to say that there is no objection, of 
course, toany debate on this orany other measure. ‘The Senate knows, 
and the Senator from New Hampshire well knows also, that whenever 
a Senator gives notice that he wants to speak he can bring un any sub- 
ject on the Calendar or elsewhere, or make a subject, to which he can 
address his remarks, and that is all right. But to keep this bill here 
all the time, week after week and month after month, in sucha way as 
to disarrange all the business of the Seuate, is not fair, and I give notice 
now that on Monday I shall move at 2 o’clock to either put the pen- 
sion bill or the silver bill in place of the pending measure; not because 
I want to prevent anybody from speaking, but simply because I want 
to give the Senate an opportunity to do some other business and some- 
thing which I consider is of a great deal more importance than this bill 
in any possible attitude in which it may be viewed, and yet not with 
the design of in any way impeding the consideration of the bill at all, 
because it can still go on, like Tennyson’s brook, forever, so long as 
there is any disposition to speak upon it. That is all I have to say, 
that on Monday I shall move to proceed to the consideration of either 
the pension bill or the silver bill in place of this. å 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Kansas is not capable of showing 
wherein at any moment, from the time the consideration of this bill 
commenced, it has not been pushed with even as great energy and de- 
termination as he isaccustomed to manifest in urging measures with 
which he is intrusted, and there is not the slightest occasion for the 
Senator to make the suggestions which he does make with reference to 
the assnmed dilatoriness that has been manifested in the conduct or 
the management of this bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not assume that there has been any dilatoriness 
in urging this bill, but I say it is here obstructing the passage of meas- 
ures in which the country is interested, but, whether dilatory or not, 
I know the Senator from New Hampshire is impetuous, and he has 
been crowding this in. Notwithstanding the fact that he crowds it, it 
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does not get ahead, and I would rather the Senate should address itself 
to something else. The Senator from New Hampshire holds the floor, 
and he graciously farms it out. He has been gracious to me and he has 
been gracions to others, and yet there are a good many of us who would 
rather in some day of the week, or some of the month, orsome day 
of the year have rights here rather than to have these concessions made 
to us because the Senator from New Hampshire regards us with grace. 

All I want to say is that on Monday next I am going to test the Sen- 
ate on the maintenance of the present condition, not to interfere with 
the opportunity of any Senator to speak on this bill, but as to keeping 
it in this condition and interfering with everything that comes up after 
2 o'clock, so as to take it out of the will of the Senator who has control 
of this bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. BLAIR. Unless it is to be assumed that the bill is to be set 
aside, of course I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. Notatall. I only desire to make a suggestion as to 
what has been said within the last few minutes about this bill. 

I am one of those Senators who have felt embarrassed by the fact that 
this bill has taken so much time, yet I do not complain of it. I do 
not know how it could well have been otherwise or can be well other- 
wise under the practice which we have adopted here, 1 think the prac- 
tice is all wrong. Ido not think any measure, however important, 
ought to go along day after day and the convenience of Senators as to 
when they can get ready to speak beconsulted. When we reach a meas- 
ure, as it seems to me, however important, then that ought to go for- 
ward without this extreme courtesy which is manifested as to when a 
Senator can get ready to speak upon it. That is the difficulty, not 
only with this matter, but with all bills. 

Now the Senator from Kansas comes.in and says he will try to move 
some other measure to take precedence of this. I do not like that, 
either, because I have some measures, and I may name them, at least 
some of them, bills for the creation of new States, which I think are as 
importantas any bills, and I am anxious to get at them. Ido not want 
to have some other matter come in while this bill is pending. I want 
this bill to be hurried to a conclusion. and then we may all take our 
chances of getting our measures before the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know, unless there is to be a change in the 
usages of the Senate for the first timein its history, how Senators who 
want to speak on this bill can be deprived of the opportunity, and it 
is customary for them to select their opportunity with reasonable re- 
gard for their own convenience in that matter, 

I have done the best Icould with this bill. It is a bill far more im- 
portant than any other one that is pending or likely to be pending, in- 
cluding the appropriation bills themselves, in my judgment, and I am 
not inclined to see a bill of this importance dealt with otherwise than 
with the ordinary courtesy which is extended to public-building mat- 
ters or anything else, even of the most trifling importance. 

I should not probably get into any violent altercation over this bill 
and its postponement, but it would probably be a subject of discussion 
upon every matter that got before the Senate under that license which 
the Senator alludes to, of the privilege of every Senator to speak upon 
anything that is before the Senate, and I might take a notion tomake 
a speech on the school bill myself before we get through [laughter], 
even if some other subject-matter was pending; and if the school bill 
itself should be liable to be set aside the Senator might discover that 
in the United States of America, and possibly in the Senate of the 
United States of America, there would be those who want to consider 
this bill and are willing to give alittle time to the consideration of the 
interests of the childhood of the country; and sooner or later the bill 
will be considered and will be voted upon at this Congress, and I hope 
to get it disposed of by Thursday or Friday of next week, and if it can 
be done earlier I think it will be done. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the Senatoraquestion. I should like to 
ask the Senator if he has ever known, during his experience in the 
United States Senate, of a bill being permitted to drag along fora solid 
month in order to accommodate Senators who said they desired to make 
speeches? Why should not a Senator who desires to make a speech be 
ready to make it? Why should he not recognize the fact that the bill 
is under consideration and that it should continue under consideration 
until disposed of? Why should one speech be made here in a day and 
then go into exéeutive session at 4 o’clock, when two more speeches 
could be made, an hour being longenough for anybody to make a speech 
on the educational bill or anythingelse? Why should this bill be per- 
mitted for over a month, and perhaps for a month longer, to take the 
place of all the pending business before the Senate simply to accommo- 
date some Senator who says he desires to makeaspeech? The Senator 
should accommodate himself to the business of the Senate if he desires 
to make a speech. i 

Now, there is no particular desire to hear Senators make speeches on 
this bill. I have sat therein the presiding officer’s chair three or four 
times during the pendency of this bill when Senators were 
Speeches, and counted less than seven members of the United States 
Senate present and listening. Under those circumstances—— 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has on a ager other bills, too. 


Mr. FRYE. Yes, with many other but I never saw it in the 
case of a bill ding along like this. If the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire would Tosist that his bill should be considered day after day 
against executive sessions or anything else until it was disposed of, it 
would have been disposed of a fortnight ago, but his good nature leads 
him to accommodate this Senator, that, and the other, when the fact 
illustrates itself every time the bill is up that there is no living Sena- 
tor who wants to hear a speech, because the Senators areall in the smok- 
ing-rooms or in their committee-rooms while the speeches are going on. 

Mr. BLAIR, TheSenatorhas put to meagreat many conundrums, but 
I was never a member of the Committee ¿n Rules, and never officiated 
with any frequency as presiding officer of this body, and I never had 
anything to do with the creation of this Senatorial courtesy any more 
than to exercise it towards others in a very much more marked degree 
than it has been exercised by others towards myself. 

Now, Mr. President, this is not the only bill that has taken a great 
deal of time, though it be the most important bijl, and might well 
claim time more than any other that has been pending in this Congress 
since I have known anything of it. I mean by ‘‘this Congress” the 
Co; I have had the honor to be connected with. I know many 
another bill which has drifted along week after week, and I never knew 
any of them that could resist a motion to go into executive session, 
or a motion to adjourn, or the desire for dinner on the part of mem- 
bers of the Senate, and I do not suppose that the pendency of the ques- 
tion of a declaration of war against christendom, against the world, 
against the universe, would prevent Senators from being caught eating 
their salmon occasionally at 2 o’clock in the day, and I think it may 
be fair to presume that at the time when the Senator from Maine ob- 
served the absence of Senators during the discussion of this and other 
bills the absence has generally been during that important hour when 
Senators are attending to the inner, middle man rather than the head- 
work of their Senatorial systems. 

This bill has been pressed with unexampled energy, as the Senator 
must admit, not always, but sometimes, leading the forlorn hope in the 
effort to get a hearing. The Senator knows that, and the fact that the 
Senator is not interested in listening to these speeches is probably only 
by reason of the fact that he is better posted and better remembers what 
he has heard in former Congresses than many of the others, I found that 
a great many members of the Senate did not know much about this 
bill. Ihave found, even up to almost the present day, many Senators 
who certainly had not read the bill, or, if they had read it, did not re- 
member much about it, but seemed to have got their information in 
regard to it more largely from the public prints, which, as I have stated, 
have misrepresented it, than from an examination of the bill itself. 

We are getting on with this debate. It is not any more protracted 
than it needs to be in order that Senators may understand the subject 
fully. I would have been glad to have a vote much earlier, but in the 
exercise of ordinary courtesy, and no more than ordinary courtesy, it 
has not been possible for me to get any further along than I have done, 

Now, I have stated to the Senate just how it seems to me inevitable 
that the time will be occupied from Monday until Thursday of next 
week, possibly a little longer and more likely a little shorter, and if 
this bill continues to be considered, I do not see but that I am helpless 
in the matter otherwise than to do all I can do, and that I have done; 
I havedone the best I could with this bill. Ifyou could have done any 
better with it, you should have been allowed to pass it. That is all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator knows, I think, who the five Senators 
are who desire to speak on this bill. Speaking as one of them, I put 
myselfin his hands to make up his programme. Why are not the others 
willing to do it? 

Mr, BLAIR, Between now and Monday? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know of any speech that: is likely to be made 
except the address of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think I shall not speak more than ten or fifteen 
minutes, 

Mr. BLAIR. There might be some business done this week, to-day 
and to-morrow, undoubtedly, and I should be very glad that that 
might be the case, though I could well occupy the time myself, if I 
felt there was any necessity for my doing so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not count the Senator inthefive. I thought 
he had been speaking. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAIR, Itappears that there are very important views of this 
matter not yet presented, but I am soanxious for a vote that I am will- 
ing the Senate should vote almost in the dark on some important con- 
siderations bearing on the merits of the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I ask the Senator if he has any promises out 
as to time? 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has just 
promised. 

Mr. CULLOM. Has the Senator any promises out that would pre- 
vent him giving notice now that he wi fosist on @ vote on this bill on 
Tuesday next? 
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Mr. BLAIR. Oh, yes. It will be impossible to get throngh with 
the consideration of this bill, as I understand the desire of Senators, 
earlier than Thursday of next week, and I intimated that I would ask 

ission to have the final vote on the amendments and the passage 
of the bill on Thursday of next week. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us vote on the pending resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] intimates 
that this bill will disappear. 

I ask unanimous con-ent that on Thursday of next week at 20’clock 
in the aiternoon I may have not exceeding an hour to make any such 
closing remarks upon the bill as I deem itimportant to make, and that 
upon the conclusion of what I shall have to say the vote be taken im- 
mediately upon the pending amendments and the bill. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimons consent that on Thursday of next week all debate on 
this hill shall cease at 2 o'clock in the afternoon, except such remarks 
as he may desire to make, not exceeding one hour, and that at the con- 


clusion of his remarks the yote be taken on the amendments and the- 


bill without further debate. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. The language of the Senator was ‘‘ upon the pend- 
ing amendments.’ Of course this bill ought to be open to amendment 
until it is finally di of. 

Mr. BLAIR. In which case I suppose the mover of an amendment 
would want, perhaps, five minutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object to the arrangement proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire having charge of this bill, except that I 
think it should be open to amendment until it is rai f disposed of. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is very proper, of course; but I would not like 
to assent that an amendment of which the friends of the bill or the 
enemies of it have had no notice should be moved and action taken 
without any opportunity for debate upon the amendment, I suggest 
that the Senate consider and debate such amendments under the An- 
thony rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to any arrangement the Senator 


suggest, 
a BLAIR. And that what is known as the Anthony rule may be 
applied to debate on amendments which may be offered to the bill. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will restate the proposi- 
tion. The Senator from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent that 
on Thursday of next week, at 2 o'clock in the atternoon, all debate 
shall cease upon the bill and the amendments pending, except such re- 
marks as the Senator from New Hampshire shall desire to make him- 
self, not to exceed one hour, and that, at the conclusion of his speech, 
the vote shall be taken upon the pending amendments, and all amend- 
ments that may be thereafter offered to be subject to debate under the 
five-minute rule, Is that the proposition? 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the way I mean to be understood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is the understanding that it applies to one week 
from to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Thursday of next week. 

Mr. TURPIE. Idesire to offer an amendment to the resolution which 
has been pending in relation to the election of President pro tempore. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the resolution reported by the Senator from 
New York [Mr, EVARTS]. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwill give way informally for the consideration of that 
resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me repeat what I said before. I know that it is 
not usual for any Senator to say he will interpose anything against the 
desire of any Senator to be heard on any question at any time, but on 
Monday next, at 2 o'clock, subject to the desire of some Senator then 
tos and if the circumstances be such that it is manifest at the con- 
clusion of that Senator’s speech that there is an absence of any desire 
on the part of any other Senator to immediately proceed, I shall move 
to take up some other bill, the effect of which will be to displace this 
bill from its present anomalous condition. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand that that—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. Tcokrie]. The Chair will receive the amend- 
ment pro’ by him. 

Mr. TURPIE, I move to strike out the words at the conclusion of 
the resolution, ‘‘ when the Vice-President is absent,” and insert ‘‘dur- 
ing the future absences of the Vice-President, until the Senate other- 
wise order.” 

I desire to address the Senate on the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair would state to the Senator 
from Indiana that the education bill is before the Senate. The Chair 
understood that that was yielded for the purpose of allowing the Sena- 
tor to offer his amendment. The education bill is yet pending before 
the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment can be received and printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not wish in this confusion to lose sight of the 
education bill, which I consented should be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The education bill is pending before 


the Senate at this time, The Chair understood the Senator from New 
Hampshire to yield for the purpose of allowing the Senator from In- 
diana to offer his amendment, but the education bill is now pending 
before the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. At the request of the Senator from New York [Mr. 

EVARTS] I assented that the education bill should be laid aside in- 
formally for the consideration of his resolution. I hope after that to 
call up the bill, and then the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
will speak. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will require unanimons consent 
of the Senate. _ Is there objection to the suggestion of the Senator from 
New Hampshire that the pending bill be laid aside informally in order 
to consider the resolution pending at the conclusion of the morning 
hour? The Chair hears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (8.1701) mak- 
ing an appropriation for the removal of a dangerous obstruction to the 
entrance of the harbor at Milwaukee, Wis. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5074) extending the time of payment to purchasers of 
land of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, and for other pur- 

; and 

A bill (If. R. 7025) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for 

taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses,’’ approved March 1,1889. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to Senate resolution 
of March 10, 1890, the compilation concerning the legal status of the 
Indians in the Indian Territory; which was referred to the Committes 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 386) to construct a public building at Baton Rouge 
was.read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. 5974) extending the time of payment to purchasers 
of land of the Q: tribe of Indians in Nebraska, and for other pur- 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


R. 7025) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
eleventh and subsequent censuses,” approved March 1, 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 


PRESIDENT PEO TEMPORE OF THE SENATE. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the following resolution, 
reported by Mr. Evarts, from the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, February 10, 1890: 

Resol: That it is competent for the Senate to elect a President tempore, 


who shall hold the office during the pleasure of the Senate and until another is 
elected, and shall execute the duties thereof when the Vice-President is absent. 


Mr. TURPIE. I now submit my amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Berry in the chair). The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out at the close of the 
resolution the words “‘ when the Vice-President is absent” and to in- 
sert “during the future absences of the Vice-President, until other- 
wise ordered;’’ so as to make the resolution read; 

Resolved, That it is competent for the Senate to elect a iheni ae tempore, 
who shall hold the office during the pleasure of the Senateand until another is 
elected, and shall execute the duties thereof during the future absences of the 
Vice-President, until otherwise ordered. ‘ 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turrre], who is a 
member of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, has proposed 
this amendment, and, so far as I may speak for the committee and for 
the supporters of this resolution, there is no objection made to the 
amendment, 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I have offered the amendment in the 
terms which I have submitted because I think they are more explicit, 
and that they are an improvement upon the resolution as if was re- 
ported, and put beyond question what the construction should be. 

I do not deny what the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
has said about the former action of the body, but Ido not believe the 
question involved in the practice has ever been settled, and I think the 
unbroken practice or custom which he speaks of is owing to the fact 
that the question has not been discussed, and there has been no deter- 
minate or affirmative decision on the construction of the national Con- 
stitution herein. 

It has always been a mooted question, and the practice and the cus- 
tom have been mooted and disputed also. I heard here twenty-six 
years agoa brief restatement of the discussion between Senator Bayard, 
of that era, and Senator Collamer. I heard a colloquy in which Senator 
Bayard, who took the same ground as the Senator from Mississippi 
now does, conceded that, laying aside what had been the practice of the 
Senate, Mr. Collamer had the correct construction. Indeed, the Sen- 
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ate determined nothing then. They left the dispute undetermined. 
I refer to the debate of 1861 only to show that the question was then 
mooted; and in 1854 there was a debate,-and as far as I know the ques- 
tion has always been mooted, at least in modern times, and in the 
memory of any living man has never been regarded as settled. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave looked up the debate of 1854 and of 1856 
and the question involved there is not the one here. In the one the 
question was whether you could get along when the President pro tem- 
pore was not present at the meeting of the Senate, The debate was 
very short, but Lam sure the Senator is mistaken in supposing that 
this questior now involved, whether the tenure of the President pro 
tempore ceases when the absence of the Vice-President ceases, was that 
involved on that occasion. 

Mr. TURPIE. I only spoke of the debate of 1854 and an earlier 
debate on this question upon the reference to them in the debate of 
1861, between Senators Bayard and Collamer, and there the earlier đe- 
bate was recognized as having a bearing upon the construction of this 
clause. I speak of the diseussion which lasted for half a century, which 
has shown that the question itself was mooted and is yet open. Icite 
in the first place the passage of the Constitution in reference to the 
House of Representatives: 

The House of Representatives shall choose their Speaker and other officers, 


There is an entirely parallel passage in the Constitution respecting the 
other branch, The power contained there is nota common-law power. 
It was the common law that the House of Commons could not choose 
its Speaker except sub conditione, and the Upper House conld not choose 
its presiding officer at all, hut both these powers were granted in the 
Constitution of the United States, and the power is absolute in its 
character, not only as to the Speaker, butas to the other officers. ‘‘The 
House of Representatives shall choose their Speaker and other officers.” 
The passage of the Constitution with reference to our own branch is as 
follows: 

The Senate shall choose their other officers, and also a President pro tempore 
in the absence of the Vice-President. 

The provisions are the same except as to the order of “‘ other officers.” 
“The House of Representatives shall choose their Speaker and other 
officers; the Senate section is ‘‘The Senate shall choose their other 
officers, and also a President pro tempore.” 

Neither section alludes in any way to the time when the election is 
to take place. The time when the election is to take place is fixed by 
the rules of both bodies. It is not fixed with reference to the Presi- 
dent pro tempore or with reference to the Speaker any more than it is 
with reference to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate or the rkeeper 
of the House, or the Secretary of the Senate or the Clerk of the House, 
t the other officers’? of either body. 

The only object of both these sections is to confer upon the two 
Houses the power to effect a complete organization at the time they 
may desire to do so. and under the rules which they may have made 
for that purpose and to change the personnel of such organizations 
whenever they may wish to change the same. Those, then, who adopt 
our constructionare notatall affected by what the Senatorfrom Missis- 
sippi has said about the phrases ‘‘in the absence of the Vice-Presi- 
dent” and ‘‘when he shall discharge the duties of the office of Presi- 
dent of the United States;’’ for, if these two phrases relate to the time 
when the Senate shall choose a President pro tempore they relate just as 
plainly to the time when ‘‘the other officers” shall be chosen, and such 
a construction compels the inference that the other officers, and also 
the President pro tempore of the Senate, could only be chosen in the ab- 
sence of the Vice-President or when he is serving as President. 

Such a proposition can not for a moment be entertained. It is very 
clear that the two latter clauses in relation to the absence of the Vice- 
President or his Presidential service do not relate to the time of the 
election, but to the occasion and time of the service to be rendered by 
the President pro tempore, 

The first phrase is ‘‘in the absence of the Vice-President.’’ Now, 
supposing the Vice-President is absent and a Senator is chosen here to 
preside in his absence under their construction, and during that absence 
the President dies and the Vice-President is fulfilling the duties of the 
President, is another election for President pro tempore necessary? Is 
it not plain that both the phrases refer, not to the time of election, but 
to the occasion and the time of service of the officer so chosen ? 

Iam of the opinion that if the House and the Senate have synony- 
mous powers and equal powers as to the choice of their own officers, 
we can elert a President pro tempore of the Senate when we elect a Sec- 
retary or whenever we choose to do so, whenever it becomes necessary, 
and that phrase ‘‘in the absence of the Vice-President or when he shall 
exercise the office of President of the United States ” does notdetermine 
the time when we shall choose him, but it does determine the times 
when that officer shall serve. 

Again, the Senator from Mississippi would have us make an actual, 
literal translation of the words ‘‘pro tempore.’ Let us have it as act- 
ual and as literal as you please, and it means ‘‘for the time.” But 
what would it mean in this connection? For the time ‘‘ embraced or 


included *’ in the absence of the Vice-President or when he shall exer- 
cise the office of President of the United States? ‘* Pro tempore’? al- 
ludes to the term of service of the President pro tempore. It does not 
allude to the time in which he is chosen or the time of his election, 
and the clauses which follow it form the contemporaneous and indeed 
the textual construction of whatis meant by the phrase *‘ pro tempore,” 
* for the time.’ It means in the absence from here or the service of 
the Vice-President as President of the United States. Either of these 
is the time in which the officer who was chosen may serve as President 
of this body, but neither of these relates in any way to the timeat which 
the Senate may select or choose that officer. r 

I call the attention of the Senate also to another consideration. The 
Senator from Mississippi remarked that the power under this section is 
a power given us to choose in the absence of the Vice-President, and 
he spoke of the practice the other way. I have always understood it 
to have been a matter of courtesy merely that the Vice-President 
should retire—simply a matter of courtesy and not a matter of neces- 
sity at all. He might as well be present, but as a matter of courtesy 
due to the position he does retire while the President pro tempore, his 
successor, is being chosen, not by any command or requirement of the 
Constitution, however. / 

The Senator from Mississippi claimed that we are only given thi 
power to choose a President pro tempore in the absence and during the 
time of the absence of the Vice-President, because itis so inserted in the 
Constitution under the Senator’s construction. Now, sir, I think it 
perfectly evident that without any such grant at all this body would 
have the right to choose a presiding officer. Supposing the Vice-Pres- 
ident is absent, supposing the President pro tempore is absent, and a 
quorum of the Senate meets here, are we powerless? Can we not calla 
member of the body to the chair? We do call a member of the body 
to the chair, and in England the House of Commons calls a member of 
the body to the chair in just such emergencies. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is in the case of a resolution being passed. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam not speaking of resolations or enactments; I 
am speaking of absences for an hour or half an hour or a whole day of 
a presiding officer or of a substituted presiding officer of the body in 
either House. Iam not saying that from the common-law power, but 
from the fact that no presiding officer should have the right to destroy 
legislation and to block it simply by his absence, intentional or unin- 
tentional. From the general legislative power granted by the States 
to this body and by the people to the members of the other body, we, 
have a right to select a person temporarily to preside in the absence of 
both the President pro tempore and the Vice-President, it being a nec- 
essary incident to the exercise of greater power. We exercise that power 
every day. Many a Senator here is called to thechair simply as a matter 
of courtesy to the Vice-President, and takes it. Is such a Senator the 
President pro tempore of this body? Heisnot. Does it take a constitu- 
tional grant of power to authorize that action of the officer presiding? Not 
atali. Onthecontrary, Ido not think that the makers of the Constitu- 
tion, eminent and profound statesmen and learned as they were, would 
have taken the trouble to insert a clause into the Constitution author- 
izing either the Senate or the House to temporarily organize itself for 
a day or for an hour in the absence of the regular presiding officer. It 
would have occurred to them in a moment, as it had a hundred times 
in their practice in the Confederate Congress and in the Colonial Con- 
gress, that such power was exercised without legislation required by 
constitutional enactment, and that it would haye been a frivolous, 
trivial thing to put it into an instrument embodying provisions of the 
importance of the Federal Constitution. No; the makers of the Con- 
stitution recognized the parliamentary power of making ex necessitate 
a temporary presiding officer at any time in the absence of the regular 
presiding officer; and in the absence of a Vice-President they wished 
to make a permanent substitute for him and to make it a constitu- 
tional office, but not to prescribe the time of his election any more 
than that of any other officers, but only the time or occasion of his 


service. 

Therefore I think that the office of President pro tempore of this body 
is a very high permanent position, one not provided for by statute. It 
is higher than any of the judges, any of the executive officers except 
the President and the Vice-President. It comes in rank next to them 
because it is named in the Constitution, and is provided for in that in- 
strument, the fandamental law of the Government. And to think that 
a temporary or casual election should have been provided for in such a 
fundamental measure or that there should bea perpetual procession of 
temporary elections, would be beneath the dignity of the body, and I 
think a fatal misconception and misconstruction uf the power under the 
clause in the Federal Constitution so often referred to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have only afew words to say in reply to the speech 
made by the Senator from Indiana. 

In the first place, I want to correct him, as I have my notes now 
made by myself from a reading of the Globe about these debates in 
1854 and 1856. In 1854 David R. Atchison, of Missouri, was Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate. He wasabsentand J. D. Bright, of In- 
diana, was elected. It was thought by some—— 

Mr. TURPIE. I will ask the favor of the Senator to allow me to 
interrupt him, as he asked the favor to interrupt me. I call his at- 
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tention to the fact that I said nothing about those debates and know 
nothing about them. 

Mr. GEORGE. It answers the Senator’s argument very well, any- 
way. 

David R. Atchison was President pro tempore, and he was absent. 
The Senate then elected Mr. Bright, and the question arose whether 
they could elect a temporary substitute for this absent pro re Pres- 
ident, and the Senate held that, upon the election of Bright, Mr. Atch- 
ison’s term ended. 

In 1856 Mr. Bright was President of the Senate pro tempore and he 
appointed a substitute on the 9th day of June of that year. He wrote 
a letter to Mr. Stuart, of Michigan, asking him to take the Chair for the 
day. Mr. Bright was not in the building and therefore not construct- 
ively present, and the Senate held that he could not make any such 
appointment and they thereupon elected Mr. Stuart as President pro 
tempore, and it was held that Stuart’s election superseded Bright’s. 
They could not have two Presidents pro tempore. As Stuart did not 
want the office and as he understood very well that the Senate wanted 
Bright to be the President pro tempore of the Senate, he held the office 
about fouror five days—I have forgotten which—and then, Bright having 
returned, he resigned and Bright was elected. That is all of the dis- 
cussion of 1854 and 1856, 

Now, in reply to the Senator from Indiana, about the power of the 
Senate to elect this officer at any time, I want to call attention to this 
fact: the very first time this question was raised in the Senate, in 1861, 
by Judge Collamer, of Vermont, he admitted that the President pro 

must be elected during the absence of the Vice-President. He 
held that was the occasion on which the President pro tempore was to 
be elected, but that the absence of the Vice-President was the tenure 
of his office. The Senator from Indiana reverses all that, and he says 
that you may elect at any time, and that the absence of the Vice-Pres- 
ident is not the tenure of the office. 

Another thiug: From the beginning of the Government down to the 

resent day, including the election of Mr. INGALLS as President pr» 

ore of this body, now holding that office, a man never was elected 
President pro tempore exceptin the absence of the Vice-President. The 
Senator from Indiana seems to think that that was not done upon a 
construction that the power did not exist at any other time. 

I call his attention to the speech made by Elbridge Gerry, which I 
quoted in my previous remarks made to the Senate, in which he re- 
plied to the si tions made by Senators to him, asking him to vacate 
the chair as Vice-President so that they might elect a President pro 
tempore, it being conceded on all sides that they could not elect, with- 
out his absence, giving a reason why he refused to accede to the request 
which I have just stated. He said that it was his duty to be there, it 
was his duty to preside, and when he did vacate the chair it was only 
a few minutes before the adjournment of the Senate, it being admitted 
on all sides that the election could not take place until that time. 

Tcall the Senator’s attention to these facts so that he may look through 
the debates and the proceedings of Congress from the very beginning 
down to the present time, and he has the honor of making the first sug- 
gestion which ever has been made that a President pro tempore was 
elected in the absence of the Vice-President simply as a matter of court- 
esy tohim. On the contrary, from the beginning down to the present 
time, without a single break, it has been held, and was so held by this 
Senate when we elected the present occupant of the chair, that the 
power to elect did not exist until the Senate was in a state of disorgani- 
zation by the absence of the Vice-President. 

Mr. EVARTS. If any other Senator desires to speak on this ques- 
tion I will yield the floor. 

Mr. TURPIE. I should like to be heard a moment, if the Senator 
pleases. I do not know that I am entitled to the distinguished posi- 
tion assigned me by the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, you are. 

Mr. TURPIE, IthinkI am not. I think the position taken by 
myself is a familiar one in the debates in Congress on the subject here- 
tofore. I have not heard any one here dispute that this question is one 
of fair discussion which has never been closed. There is no binding 
custom, there never has been any stare decisis, and we are discussing 
now what does the Constitution mean? The whole clause reads: 

The Senate shall choose their other officers, and also a President pro tempore 
in the absence of the Vice-President or when he shall exercise the office of 
President of the United States. 

If the Senator’s construction is right we must choose our ‘‘ other offi- 
cers” in the absence of the Vice-President; that is very plain, just the 
same as we choose the President pro tempore, and we must ‘‘choose our 
other officers’? when he shall exercise the office of President of the 
United States. The construction which the Senator puts upon the sec- 
tion is entirely ungrammatical, illogical, and it is not supported by a 
single authority—I speak now of judicial construction—by this body. 
It is acquiesced in by practice, because every Vice-President has had 
the courtesy to retire when the consideration of the question of his 
successor was open, but that retirement is not necessary and is not to 
be found in a legal construction of our own powers. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I will briefly state the reasons which 
have brought the Committee on Privileges and Elections to prefer this 


form of the exercise of the duty of the Senate, and then will leave it, 
as I hope, to a vote to be taken. 

Senators will notice that this is a mere declaration of the compe- 
tency of the Senate to choose a permanent President, who should take 
the chair in the absence of the Vice-President or whenever he should 
act as President of the United States. Itdoes not preclude in the least 
that the Senate should instantly upon any election limit that election 
to the then present absence of the Vice-President if it should be de- 
sired, but the declaration of the power of the Senate to establish an 
office of President pro tempore is the object of this resolution. 

Now for the historical situation. It is a little difficult to say, with 
all our veneration for the framers of the Constitution, that in putting 
in operation this new Constitution for a new government those wise 
and good men at the first meeting under the Government knew more 
about the Constitution and its workings than their descendants after a 
hundred years of observation of it. The framers of the Constitution 
never claimed for themselves one moment or authority for their descend- 
ants in the Government that the Constitution, as they had left it in the 
executed instrument, was to be construed except by reason and experience 
as their descendants should find occasion. When, therefore, an appeal 
is made to a sub silentio course of procedure, by which the Senate took 
up pro re nata, and only pro re nata, the question whether they should 
choose @ pro tempore President or one for the occasion of the then ex- 
pected absence, they find no decision of this Senate upon a resolution 
such as is now presented for a definite determination. True, we have 
had one debate, the same as thus far we have had a debate in tkis Sen- 
ate, and that was in 1861, in order to define this competency of the 
Senate, and the debate ended as has been stated. 

The arguments on one side were presented by eminent men in favor 
of the resolution that this committee has presented and by other Sena- 
tors to the contrary opinion, and there ended the matter. There was 
no resolution, there was no determination, but, as I have stated before, 
the whole burden ofthe debate shows that all the reason was in favor 
of the construction of this clause that the committee now gives to it, 
and the only answer was that up to that time it had not been advo- 
cated and had not been determined, but that the custom of the Senate 
had been satisfied without dealing with every case pro re nata and with- 
out harm to the public service. Now we have a situation in which we 
find, if this competency exists in the Senate, much reason why it should 
be put in exercise. 

Let us understand for a moment a singular difference in the consti- 
tution of society and of population at the time of the formation of the 
Constitution and thepresent time. Then no man ever came here to the 
Senate, no man ever came here as Vice-President and presided in the 
Senate without the expectation, almost the necessity, of remaining 
permanently at the seat of government without any casual absences, 
unless under some great stress of circumstances. Whenit was as much 
of a task and a burden to leave and return home as it was to come, 
there was no occasion for casual intercurrent absences to be looked into; 
there were none such in the contemplation or in the practice of the 
Senate. 

Now, as we know perfectly well, under the system of our intercourse 
through transportation and by telegraph, there come to be every now 
and then occasionally short absences that are contemplated either by 
Senators or by the Vice-President of the United States. It is thought 
by us unseemly that on casual and unpremeditated occasions we should 
be called suddenly into the election of a President to take the chair 
when there may not be twenty Senators in their places or any consid- 
erable number that are accessible at the moment. We are to look, 
then, at the Constitution and see what it means, and finding this 
power we find a reason for exercising this faculty. 

The Senator from Mississippi hangs wholly upon his own interpre- 
tation of this clause, not on any ancestral and reverent attitude about 
the past, and he takes so peremptory an attitude as to ask whether I 
had a right or the Senate had a right to strike out a part of the Con- 
stitution. I made no response to that request. I have never asked and 
no Senator has ever asked that a clause of the Constitution should be 
stricken out. But the Senator was not satisfied to put it there on my 
silence, but he stated again that I did not dare to say it. Well, Mr. 
President, it was not a question of personal courage. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no; I did not mean that. 

Mr. EVARTS. I treated the question justas it deserved. Nothing, 
I had ever said, nothing I had ever hinted, nothing that anybody had 
ever said or had ever hinted, had suggested aright to strike outa clause 
of the Constitution, and I left the question unanswered. But the Sen- 
ator followed it up by saying that I did not dare to answer! 

Mr. President, what does this clause mean? Those who stickle for 
the technical construction of this sentence would have it read thus, 
very differently from what it does read. They would have it read, 
‘t And also in the absence of the Vice-President, or in case he shall ex- 
ercise the duty of President, the Senate may choose a President pro 
tempore.” Does the clause read in that way? Is the substance, is the 

st, is the meaning that our power arises in the absence of the Vice- 

ident? No, the natural meaning, the literal meaning, the com- 
mon-sense meaning, is exactly in the opposite way. It is thus: The 
previous clause, having furnished us by the Constitution a President 
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within the ers of the Senate, which, if unobserved by the Consti- 
tution at all, would have been the general right of a deliberative body 
to provide for its officers, including its presiding officer when there 
‘was not one provided for it, then proceeds to say, ‘‘and the Senate 
shall choose its other officers, and a President pro tempore.” 

That is the function, that is the power, and if you stop there you 
have the whole deposited power. But now, in order to guard against 
the least suspicion of the dominancy of the Vice-President, although 
not a member of this body, the provision is that this pro tempore condi- 
tion, this pro tempore action, this necessity of having a presiding officer 
is because the constitutional President of the Senate, the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States, is withdrawn. When we choose any of our 
officers, we elect them to fulfill the functions and satisfy the obliga- 
tions that are imposed. This function, this obligation is to preside in 
the absence of the Vice-President or in case of his permanent elevation 
to the discharge of the duties of President of the United States, tem- 

rarily or permanently. We therefore have what the Senator from 

ississippi I believe will admit is within the competency of this Sen- 
ate, the power to read the Constitution and know what itmeans. Quod 
necessarie intelligitur non deest—what is understood in the reading is not 
wanting from the words, 

Mr. President, it is said that this is a question only of convenience, 
of dignity, of orderly proceeding. If we have the power, it is a good 
ground for our exercising it if we find all these reasons, If we have 
not the por all the reasons which we may imagine, powerful, dan- 
gerous, injurious, could not give the power, but they might aid us in 
reading the clause to find what it meant for great occasions, for little 
oceasions, for necessities, and for convenience, 

Now, one can imagine very easily that in our habits of casual ab- 
sences, of a telegram arriving at night, and the Vice-President absent- 
ing himself because of a casual misfortune to himself or his family, that 
we should be in anawkward condition for the moment. But with this 
habit of occasional absences, which can not be imputed at all as out of 
the ordinary course and propriety of conduct on the part of either Sena- 
tors or the President or Vice-President, we should have some disorder 
in finding out in the signing of bills for half a day who was the Presi- 
dent pro tempore and how he came to be chosen. 

Mr. President, the question is a plain one, that we have power to 
choose an officer, and an officer as to which ‘pro tempore’? meang the 
occasion for which the necessity arises and the duty is given. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon agreeing to the resolution? The Chair understands the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] has been 
accepted by unanimous consent, 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE, Ishould like to hear the resolution read as amended, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read as mod- 
ified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That it is competent for the Senate to elect a President pro tem: 
who shall hold the office during the pleasure of the Senate and until another 
elected, and shall execute the duties thereof during all future absences of 
Vice-President until the Senate shall otherwise order. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The consideration of the unfinished 
business will be resumed, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools. 

Mr. BLAIR. TheSenator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire 
desires me to make some remarks on this bill. I have argued this bill 
at three sessions of the Senate. My opinions are very well known on 
the subject. I do not say that I have made an exhaustive argument 
upon it, but I have made an argument which presents all the views I 
entertain on this subject. 

There is some falling away on this side of the Chamber from a sup- 
port of the bill. I desire to say that I have heard nothing and seen 
nothing which lessens my interest in the passage of the bill. 

Its constitutionality has been assailed with t vigor by my 
friends on this side of the Chamber. I think all the arguments they 
have presented have been answered over and over again, conclusively 
answered, by speeches made by my colleagues on this side of the Cham- 
ber on former sessions; and good arguments on the same side, that is, 
on my side, have been made at this session by Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber—the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1cq@rns] and 
others. I have no desire to go intothat argument again. I did think 
atone time after my friend from Texas [Mr. Coke], who sits before 
me, and who finds so much vitality in this bill that he has to kill it 
every session by a longspeech—I did think, as that heresy in constitu- 
tional law maintained by him had made its appearance on my side of 
the Chamber once more, that I would say something in reply, but I 
have been relieved of the necessity of doing so by the speech of the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], who, I think, has removed all the 


little straws placed in the way by the able and learned speech of my 
friend from Texas. 


Idesire tosay simply this, and I will sit down, for Iam tired any way— 
I have spoken too long to-day—that trom the beginning—and I want 


Senators on the other side to understand it—I have regarded this meas- 
ure of the Senator from New Hampshire as a generous offer made by 
the Northern States to the Southern States. 


The bill, in its distribution of the funds, is drawn on purpose, as was 


the bill drawn by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] about the 
proceeds of the sales of public lands, to give the Southern States an ad- 


vantage in the distribution of the fund. Therefore I regard it as an 


offering on the part of the North to the South. I am not here to ask 
alms for the people of Mississippi. 
ness, as my friend from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] did the other 
day, when he got on his high-horse and proposed to spurn all bribes and 
all that sort of thing. I do not think t 

not feel that I have any right, when I look at the condition of a —_ 
portion of the black people of Mississsippi, to reject an offer like 


I shall not go into the spurning busi- 
ere is any bribe init, but I do 


when it is made. 

Ido not regard that this offer is made on dishonorable terms to the 
people of Mississippi. I think—lI will confess that much—that possibly 
there was too much of jealousy and of suspicion in some amendments 
which have been put to the bill by the Senate heretofore, but I am 
willing to waive that. I believe that the donor of the tund has aright 
to prescribe conditions, and I believe that the donor of the fund has a 
right to make such examination as will determine whether the con- 
ditions have been complied with, The Committee of the Whole has 
amended, or has recommended the amendment, and I believe if has 
been adopted by the Senate in one respect, that was particularly obnox- 
ious to me and to the people of the South. 

I voted for the bill, though with that provisioninit requiring the filing 
of school books with the Commissioner of Education, but men like 
my friend from Texas [Mr. Coke], who see the devil behind every 
bush connected with this thing, and who see all sorts of usurpations 
and wrongs to be perpetrated upon the people of the South—I thought 
I would ask them in committee to remove that trouble out of the way, 
so thatthe Senator from Texas would not find a devil behind that 
bush; and that is the extent now of the effort, as was charged by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], to strike out that clause to 
purchase Southern support. That clause was stricken out, if I havea 
right to say so, and I think I have, in committee on my motion, and 
it was acceded to by every member of the committee, Kepublican and 
Democrat, with one exception, and as to that I am in doubt. It was 
a generous action on the part of the Republican members of the com- 
mittee 4 meet the wishes of myself and my colleagues on the Demo- 
cratjé side. 

r. WASHBURN. I should like to interrupt the Senator as to his 
tement in regard to the unanimous action of the committee with 
regard to striking out the language to which he refers as to the sub- © 
mission of text-books, I understood the Senator to say that it was the 
unanimous act of the committee? é 

Mr. GEORGE. With one exception, and as to that I did not remem- 
ber. I was referring to the Senator. That is the way I stated it, 

Mr. WASHBURN. I did not exactly understand the Senator’s al- 
lusion to the action of the committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido not remember how the Senator from Minnesota 
voted. I am set right now. The Senator from Minnesota, I under- 
stand now, was against it. 

The Southern people are having a rather hard road to travel, and I 
am sorry to be obliged to say so. YouSenators on the other side make 
it by your conduct and your declarations here a great deal harder than 
it otherwise would be. There isa condition of affairs in the South that 
you gentlemen who live in the North have no conception of—not a 
particle. You sit serenely in your homes, far away from strife and 
trouble, far away from the men and women of the South, and s 
from one text in the Scripture, and I have only a part of that, ‘‘tha‘ 
God made all men of one blood,” or something like that—that is the 
idea—you imagine that there is nothing in the South except devilish 
bulldozing and force and innocent suffering. There isno where 
you are. I thank God there is not. If my people are to drink the 
bitter cup, it isno reason why I should wish yon an equal calamity. I 
do not do it. 

But, as I was proceeding to say, removed in distance from the scene, 
you know nothing of the situation. You see an account in the news- 
papers of some riot or race disturbance, and you read it always that 
the Southern white people are oppressing the blacks. You have no faith, 
you have no confidence in the political integrity and disposition of the 
people of the South to work out this problem with satety to the country 
and to themselves—nota bit of it. You are ready to believe every idle 
and infamous rumor that is wafted by the press to your midst which 
blackens us, 

You think, and I hope to God you may be right, though I doubt if, 
that the solving of this terrible problem, which you do not under- 
stand, is to be found in the education of the negro. I hope you are 
right. Idare not cherish the apprehensions I have on that subject, 
I dare not give shelter and refuge to the apprehensions which I some- 


2154 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 12, 


times have, which I almost always have, as to what will come in the 
future. - No man knows the fature. You abuse us, you criticise us, 
you denounce us, when you do not know, when you will not take the 
trouble to learn the terrible problem that we have before us. 

I am not to be driven from the path of duty I have marked out for 
myself by a sense or consciousness—and I have that sense and I feel that 
consciousness—of the wrong which is continually day after day being 

trated upon our people. I intend to pursue the path which the 
ights I have before me indicate is right. The people of Mississippi 
have shared their taxation for education, 90 per cent. or 95 per cent. of 
which is paid by the whites, in the Sg eon of three-fifths to the 
blacks and two-fifths to the whites. So as in me lies, I intend to 
do the best I can to elevate, to advance, and to qualify the unfit popu- 
lation who by the chances of war and the terrible passions and ani- 
mosities created by war haye been inflicted upon the people of the 
South as voters. 

So, then, standing here as I do, listening day by day, as I have been 
com pelled to listen, to abuse which has been poured upon the people of 
the South, when I have seen this Senate, which I have so often heard 
spoken of hcre as the highest legislative body in the world, turned into 
a political cesspool, into which all these charges of guilt and venomous 
allegations of this character are poured—notwithstanding all that, I in- 
tend to pursue the path of duty as I understand it. That path is, if 
there be power to elevate, to fit for the high purposes of social order 
and of government the negro, that policy shall be pursued. I intend 
to doit. I hope Iam understood. 

If you would keep your intermeddling from outside of the State of 
Mississippi; if you would allow these diverse races, locally intermingled, 
and yet in all the attributes which distinguish men from one another 
as far apart as the poles—if you would allow us to work out our own 
salvation without your external and, I might add, your infernal in- 
termeddling, we might at last work out something; but I do not ex- 
pect that. As long as $450,000,u00—and I believe our revenues and 
expenditures will amount to that much this year—as long as this im- 
mense sum is the annual expenditure of the Government and as long 
as the honors and the great offices of this country are the prizes 
to be fought for in national elections, I expect nothing, I hope for 
nothing from your forbearance. I know that the love of power is the 
strongest passion of the human heart, and next to that is the love of 
money. These united will make you, I fear, forever unwilling, and 
unable if you were willing, to look at our condition as it is. 

So, first I want to tell you, placing my sole reliance upon the virtue, 
the sense, the nerve, and the patriotism of the people of Missis- 
sippi for salvation, that when you come and make an offer which may 
tend to help us, I will not retuse it. I accept it, so far as my vote is 
concerned. I told my friend from New Hampshire, the author of this 
bill, that I should say to the Senate when I spoke that if my vote would 

this bill against the vote of the majority of the Senators from the 
orthern States, I would move to reconsider it. I will not vote to put 
a burden upon you. Iam satisfied, though, from a canvass on this 
side of the Senate that the bill can not pass unless it is supported by a 
majority of the Northern Senators. In that condition of things, I shall 
vote for it cheertully, vote for it because I hope it may prove of benefit 
to the people whom I represent, vote for it because it appears to be a 
generous and munificent offering on the part of the Northern States 
to thé people of the South. In that view and believing it to be a be- 
neficent measure, I shall cast my vote for it. 

Mr..HOAR. Mr, President, I have too much at heart the passage of 
this most important and beneficent measure to respond to any chal- 
lenge while it is under discussion to a debate upon the great questions 
which separate the two parties in this country or which divide in opin- 
ion the gentlemen who at present, with, I think, one exception, repre- 
sent the Southern States in the Senate from those who represent the 
part of the country to which I belong. Whatever there is in the 
spe: ch of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] which containsa 
taunt—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Contains what? 

Mr. HOAR. A taunt. 

Mr. GEORGE. I did not intend any. 

Mr. HOAR. Whatever there is in it which is provocative of anger 
or ofa just and righteous indignation, so far as I am concerned, is to 
pass unanswered now. The picture which he has drawn of the state 
of mind of the representatives of a large majority of the States of his 
country must stand or fallin the judgment of the people upon its truth 
as they see it, without any attempt to efface any of its colors on my 
part. I have risen, therefore, simply to ask the honorable Senator who 
thinks we so misjudge him, and that we ought to leave this question 
which he has spoken to, of the condition of the two races at the South, 
to him and to those who agree with him to settle, and that their plan 
is so much better than any other—I ask if he will be good enough to 
state for the information of the Senate and the country, in coanection 
with what he has said, what that planis? Whatisit? Does it em- 
brace the absolute security to every man who, under the Constitution 
and laws of this country, has a title to vote, of that title, without in- 
terference by force or fraud or in any other way? Does it embrace the 


security to the colored people of theSonth of the same fair trial by jury 
when they are charged with offenses which their several constitutions, 
as well as the Constitution of the United States, prescribe for white 
citizens and for all citizens in terms? -What are the things which he 
wants done by the proper legal authority, whatever it is, which, as he 
understands the matter, differ from the things we want done? That 
I wish he would tell us. 

Mr, GEORGE. Mr. President, the Senator asks me several ques- 
tions. I have proposed no plan. I have thought that the Senator 
from Massachusetts as well as other Senators in this body could under- 
stand the difficulty of having orderly, good, secure government with 
two diverse races, differing in all things, and especially when the pas- 
sions rof the ignorant race were inflamed by intermeddling from ttie 
outside. 

Mr. President, the theory of this Government is—and if that theory 
be false your Government must come down—that the people are capa- 
ble of self-government, that the people of each State are capable not 
only of discharging State duties and performing State powers, but also 
of exercising their share of national powers. There is no such thing 
in this country under our Constitution as wise States capable of the 
guardianship of inferior States. There is no such thing under our 
theory of government of States in wardship to other and better States. 
But yet, unless I have misread and misunderstood the history of re- 
cent years, the claim is that there are some, the New England States 
and others, wise, great, good, capable of discharging their full duties 
to their own people and to the Federal Union, and capable also of 
guardianship over their more unfortunate sisters. 

That is your theory; tnat is your practice; and in your blind zeal— 
I will not call it by a worse name—to rectify all wrongs wherever they 
may be, in your assumed wisdom and goodness to correct the misfort- 
unes and the short-comings of others, you transgress the comity of the 
Constitution; you incite in the Southern section of the Union the dag- 
ger and the torch. If we of the South are unfit (as we are not) forself- 
government, we do not need your tutelage. When under our system 
of local autonomy in each of the States, you enter with your superior 
wisdom and yoursunerior morality, as you assume, you destroy all har- 
mony, you make co-operation between diverse races utterly impossible, 
and then turn you around and abuse the unfortunate people whose condi- 
tion you have made tenfold worse than it would have been bot for your 
interference, and then this state of affairs is made the occasion for re- 
newed interference. 

Does the Senator from Massachusetts remember that in 1883, I be- 
lieve it was, when the Chinese exclusion bill was before the Senate, 
learned Senators on that side of the Chamber, notably the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Jones] and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
pointed out some of the difficulties in which their people were involved, 
when their communities were composed not only of heterogeneous races, 
but of antagonistic races? Does the Senator remember that the great 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] asked him how he would like 
to have a million of the inhabitants of the Dark Continent settle in 
Massachusetts, declaring for himself that he wanted no such people in 
Vermont? That question the Senator from Massachusetts has never 
answered to this day. Easy it is for him in a State, the richest in the 
Union, millions and millions of dollars being poured into the private 
coffers of her people by a fiscal system which enriches them and robs us; 
easy it is for him with colleges in every county, probably, in his State, 
with high schools everywhere, witha population of which I believe I 
heard somebody say the other day, so far as native Americans were con- 
ya only 3 per cent. were illiterates—I think I heard something of 
that sort —— 

Mr. HOAR. Three-tenths of 1 per cent., I think it is. 

Mr. GEORGE. Three-tenths of 1 per cent.—enterprising, intelli- 
gent, with Anglo-Saxon blood in their veins, with no diverse and in- 
ferior race to disturb them—easy it is for him to content himself with 
that serenity of temper which comes from a consciousness that, how- 
ever the storm may beat upon distant Alabama and Mississippi and 
Louisiana, it can not reach him. 

Mr. President, the Senator asked me some specific questions, and I 
will now turn my attention tothem. I want everybody to vote, but 
I want to show that the Senator from Massachusetts denies to my State 
and other Southern States, claiming it for his own, the power to pre- 
scribe for themselves the rules by which electors shall be made. 

Does not the Senator remember when, in Massachusetts, with the 
population to which I have alluded—educated, progressive, with but 
a small sprinkle of illiteracy—the people found it necessary that there 
should be an educational test for voters, and that he himself and his 
party concurred in putting upon the bills to readmit Mississippi and 

irginia and Texas and Arkansas and the others to representation in 
the Union a provision to the efect that ignorance, vice, brutality of 
charactersbould never, never excludea manfrom the polisin those States? 

I see the Senator smiles. I expect that if there be any one thing that 
gives him supreme satisfaction it is the reflection that whilst he has 
secured for Massachusetts a good and orderly and a safe government 
he has denied to the States that I have named all opportunity of doing 
it. Thatistrue. Ifit is any satisfaction to you, take it. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator must address the Chair. 

Mr. GEORGE. I begpardon; IL withdraw what Isaid. Ifit be con- 
sistent with the rules of the Senate that whatI said ont of order may 
be stricken out, I ask thatit be done. 

I should like to have in Mississippi, if I could get it, at whatever 
cost of influence and power in national affairs, a chance to so organize 
government that there would be and could be safe, orderly protection 
toall, The Senator would deny it to ns. He claims that the power 
of a State to secure itself against improper suffrage is a peculiar pre- 
rogative of his own section. 

As to his other question in regard to the administration of justice to 
the blacks in Mississippi, I have never known, and I have had some 
opportunity to know, any distinction in the administration of justice 
in Mississippi between blacks and whites, except that I have seen 
both in the jury-box and on the bench a leniency accorded to the 
blacks, on account of their inferior and ignorant position, which was 
not accorded to the whites. In Mississippi I venture to say that not 
one black man has been tried for a felony since 1876 where there were 
not black men on the jury. I ask my colleague if I am correct in that 
statement, 

Mr. WALTHALL. Except when the prisoner wished to be tried by 
a white jury. 

Mr. GEORGE. My colleague informs me of something that I had 
forgotten. There are occasions when the black prisoner gpa to 
his counsel a wish to be tried by a white jury. Those are the excep- 
tions to the remark which I have made. 

What right had the Senator from Massachusetts to impute by the 
questions which he propounded to me that there was any difference 
made in the administration of justice in the State of Mississippi be- 
tween the whites and blacks? I know there are certain crimes com- 
mitted in Mississippi that when committed by black or white there 
comes a swift and terrible vengeance in the shape of mob law. I de- 
plore that. I know, too, and I will confess it (it is as well to tell it), 
when there is a conflict between whites and blacks and blood is shed, 
the race instincts and the race animosities produce reprisals, Where 
in the world, where in all of civilized and savage life of which we have 
any knowledge, has not that same thing occurred and does not occur 
regularly? Were there no mobs in California and the other Western 
States where the conflict was incited by the presence of the mild Mon- 

lian? 

AP he antoon millennnium in the South with all these troubles, 
with all this difficulty of harmonizing antagonistic and diverse races. 
That is what he expects. He will never getit. T pray God that there 
shall be that much at least of virtue and wisdom in the American peo- 
ple that there shall be allowed time, opportunity, just means, without 
impertinent interference, to settle the grandest and gravest problem 
that was ever presented to the human mind. Easy it is for men who 
know nothing of actual conditions, men who are familiar only with 
government carried on by the highest type of the Anglo-Saxon race, to 
criticise and to denounce those who are differently situated. 

Sir, I tell the Senator that I am in favor of giving the same justice to 
the white as to the black and to the black as to the white, with one 
single exception. I would do as I know the courts and juries of Mis- 
sissippi do, administer the law more mercifully and more leniently 
where the ignorant black man is involved. 

Mr. President, I have been betrayed by the remarks of the Senator 
and probably by my own feelings a great deal further than I expected 
to go. This trouble is ever present in every Southern man’s mind. It 
is in mine. Probably I have said some indiscreet things. If I have 
said any harsh thingsor any insulting things, I beg pardon. I did not 
intend to insult any one; I did not want to harrow anybody’s feelings 
or to hurt them. 

But going back to this bill; if the bill can do us good I am willing 
toacceptit. Ihopeitmay. Ishall votefor it. I would not vote tor 
it, though, if Idid not know that it would require a majority of the 
Northern Senators upon this floor in order to pass it, and for the simple 
reason—and I hope I shail not be misunderstood on that point—that I do 
not care to be here a member of the American Senate voting npon the 
Northern States of this Union a burden to help the Southern States 
which the Northern States themselves do not want. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi may be 
quite sure that nothing he has said requires any withdrawal or modi- 
fication on his part for fear he has hurt my feelings. I am not much 
in the habit of being disturbed by angry or excited poca from any- 
body. The only thing I have to complain ofin the honorable Senator 
from Mississippi is that he has not answered my question. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have. 

Mr. HOAR. While he has talked about, I will not say everything 
else on the face of the earth or under the earth, the simple question 
which I put to the Senator remains without an answer. I think it is 
rather hard for a Senator to get up and tell us that we are very ignorant 
of a certain subject which we are obliged to deal with in our public 
fanction, that he and those who live in his neighborhood know all about 
it, and that what we say and do tends very much to interfere with 
them in their schemes for dealing with this subject; and then when he 


is asked if he will kindly explain to us what his plan orscheme is for 
dealing with this terrible condition of things which he has depicted in 
such glowing colors, and how it differs from ours, he answers with such 
a volcano as that of which we have just witnessed the eruption. 

Mr. President, our plan, the Massachusctts plan, the Northern plan, 
the Republican plan, the American plan of dealing with this American 
problem which confronts us to-day, is exactly this, as I understand 
it. Without looking tosee what State gets an advantage in the process, 
without looking too closely to see whether anybody else is doing or 
failing todo their duty, where wesee a mass of illiterate American chil- 
dren growing up to be citizens and voters and sovereigns in thiscountry 
of ours without getting the necessary education which will enable them 
to discharge the duties which that sovereignty brings with it, we pro- 

to provide the means as far as we can for curing that evil. 

The children, black or white, who are growing up in these Southern 
States are Americans. They are to be Americans; they are to remain 
Americans; and if they discharge wrongly or ignorantly or criminally 
the great function of sharing in the American administration of this 
Republic every American suffers. You can not tonch the nerve in Mis- 
sissippi with vice or crime or ignorance that the nerve in Massachu- 
setts does not respond and feel as swiftly and as surely as the mandate of 
the brain of the Senator from Mississippi is conveyed to his finger-tips. 

Now, that isour plan: Another part of our plan is this: We propose 
that the law-making power in this country and the law-executing power 
in this country shall, so far as we can influence it, protect the right of 
every American citizen, poor or rich, foreign born or native born, black 
or white, to cast the ballot which the Constitution confers upon him 
and to have that ballot counted. So far as that is a matter of State 
concern, we expect to leave it to the States which it concerns. So far 
as it isa matter of national concern in the election of national officers, we 
propose to provide for it as far as we can by the exertion of national forces. 

We propose, in addition to these acts of public authority, to do what 
we can in our private capacity to aid the Senator from Mississippi or 
any other Senator, to aid the humanity and the intelligence of those 
States, so far as they desire and will accept it, by private benefaction. 
The wealth of New England, to which the honorable Senator has re- 
ferred, has been poured out and shall be poured out like water to aid 
in removing the ignorance or the poverty or the suffering of American 
citizenship anywhere whenever that will be accepted and can be done 
without an affront to its independence and manhood. 

Thatis our plan and that is the whole of it; and I challenge the 
Senator from Mississippi to discover any other plan proposed, enacted, 
debated, thought of throughout the length and breadth of the North. 

When I ask the honorable Senator to tell me in what his plan differs 
from that, he answers me as we have heard. He says, in the first 
place, when Mississippi and Virginia were readmitted we refused to 
allow Virginia and Mississippi to impose upon themselves the educa- 
tional test of the right of suffrage, the qualification which he would 
have been glad to propose and which we impose upon our citizenship. 

The Senator, I think, is very much mistaken. There is not a word 
in the act of readmission of those States, which I hold in my hand, 
or in the act of readmission of any otherState, or in the constitutional 
limitations to which they are obliged to submit themselves to-day, 
which prevents any Southern State that chooses, or any Northern State 
that chooses, from placing in its constitution an educational test of the 
right of suffrage. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator send me that volume? [The vol- 
ume was handed.] Will the Senator give me the page? 

Mr. HOAR. I have not got the page. I did not look at it. 
will have to look in the index. 

Mr, GEORGE. Iwill find it. 

Mr. HOAR. What that statute prohibits and what the Constitution 
of the United States prohibits is that you shall impose any different 
test or obligation upon one American citizen from that which you im- 
pose upon any other, by reason of his race or color. Did the Senator 
from Mississippi mean to be understood that he desired to have imposed 
upon the people of Mississippi and the people of the South a reading 
and writing test like that of Massachusetts which shall apply to every 
white man as well as to every black man? Doas the Senator hear my 
question? 

Mr. GEORGE rose. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator mean to be understood that be favors 
the imposition of an educational test in Mississippi and throughoutthe 
South which shall apply to every white man and to every black man? 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, I will answer that. 

Mr. HOAR. Well. - 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave not expressed any opinion upon that subject 
at all. I have said to the Senate, and I shall prove it before this de- 
bate ends, that the Senator and his party in Congress, he co-operating 
personally, in the act which readmitted Mississippi and Virginia and 
Texas into the Union put in as a fundamental condition that we should 
not do that. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, that I deny. 

Mr. GEORGE. Well, sir, we shal! see. 
record. 


You 


We will try that by the 
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an HOAR. We shall see; but that is not our present proposi- 
Mr. GEORGE. That is mine. 

Mr. HOAR. I will see whether it is yours. I asked the Senator 
from Mississippi to state to the Senate how his plan of dealing with 
this subject differed from ours, and the Senator from Mississippi an- 
swered, not by telling me how he differed with us, but by saying that 
in 1870, twenty years ago, we imposed upon them in the act reorgan- 
izing their States a test which we did not apply to ourselves, That 
is of no sort of importance in the matter of answering the question that 
I put, though, as I said, I do not so understand it. There is nothing 
in the original act of readmission of those States, nothing in the gen- 
eral reconstruction acts, nothing in the Constitution of the United 
States, which prevents the State of Mississippi from doing to-day or 
of having done within the last twenty years exactly what the State of 
Massachusetts has done in her constitution. 

Mr. GEORGE. I mean before this debate closes —— 

Mr. HOAR. I will give way for the Senator to read the clause. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair takes this occasion to state 
that a colloquial debate under circumstances like those prevailing at 
present is liable to degenerate into disorder. 

Mr. GEORGE. I beg pardon, Mr. Presidert. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair therefore begs that Sena- 
tors will address themselves to the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have addressed no other person or 
authority. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GEORGE. I beg pardon for what I did. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. NeitherSenator was being criticised 
by the Chair. The statement was general. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Mississippi will read what he claims 
to be a support of the statement which he has made, I will listen to 
the reading now. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will you give me the floor to comment on it as well 
as to read it? 

Mr. HOAR. . No, sir; I will not. 

Mr. GEORGE. When you get through—I beg pardon, Mr. Presi- 


dent—— 
The Chair again asks Senators to 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
address the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. GEORGE. I your pardon, Mr. President. When the Sen- 
ator gets through I will answer him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will then recognize the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. And I shall answer him in such a way that I think 
he will not make a statement of that sort again in the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will not tell us whether he has got any 
plan for dealing with this subject which differs from what I have 
stated as mine, I asked him whether his plan included the security 
to every person constitutionally entitled to vote in the casting and the 
counting of his vote, and to that interrogatory the Senator was entirely 
silent. I asked him another question, and that was whether his plan 
included the securing to the blacksin the Stateof Mississippi thesame 
protection of their life and property which the laws and usages of that 
community secure to their white fellow-citizens, and the Senator an- 
swers me by a statement, which I am very glad to hear and am very 
glad to believe, that in the ordinary administration of criminal justice 
the people of this race heretofore so unfortunate are treated with a 
kindness which is not always extended to offenders of our own race; 
and that I have no doubt is true as the two Senators from Mississippi 
state it. The Senator’s colleague stated it the other day. I should 
expect from a people of which those two Senators are types and repre- 
sentatives that kind of generosity in the ordinary dealing of justice 
between man and man, 

That is not what I referred to. Iwas king of the case where the 
black man suffers violence or wrong with intent to prevent the exercise 
of his political functions, I was the chairmanof an investigating com- 
mittee appointed by this body to take testimony in regard to the trans- 
actions in the county of Copiah, where for a week preceding an elec- 
tion men who were admitted to be the foremost white citizens of that 
county, some of them holding offices of trust and confidence, went 
around at midnight and visited the cabins of negroes, and someof them 
were slain, others were badly injured, others were flogged, for the pur- 
pose of compelling them to absent themselves from the polls at the 
coming election. There was no question of the facts on the part of any 
member of that committee, Democrat or Republican, and yet there 
never was a finger lifted to bring those offenders to justice. 

Can the Senator from Mississippi point out in the entire length and 
breadth of his State a single instance of a white offender punished for 
an injury to a black man inflicted for the sake of affecting the black 
man’s conduct in an election? Until he is able to answer that question 
in the affirmative, when the Senator provoked this debate by a taunt 
upon this side of the Chamber that they were intermeddling with 
schemes of their betters, at any rate with men who were wiser than 


The Chair was not criticising the 


they on this subject, I think I have the right to inquire whether the 
Senator’s plan Lg res the 1 suppression of things like that. 

Mr. President, I think the tor from Mississippi does a great in- 
justice both to the intelligence and the purpose of his Northern fellow 
citizens and associates. 

Mr. GEORGE, I hope I do. 

Mr. HOAR, So far as I understand the sentiment of the people I 
represent, the one desire of their hearts, a desire greater than that 
which the Senator thinks is the strongest passion in human nature, 
that for political power, a desire greater than that which he thinks is 
the next strongest, greater than the desire for the accumulation of 
money, is the desire that they may see in this country a peaceful, con- 
tented, prosperous, happy, and wealthy South; that that part of the 
country as well as the rest of the country may reach a state of things 
where every American, white or black, will live in peace in his dwell- 
ing, will be clothed with American citizenship as with a robe of honor, 
when the urn in which he casts his ballot shall be sacred as a sacra- 
mental vessel, and when men shall live together of diverse races and 
diverse .occupations and diverse conditions in peace and in friendship 
and in glory as befits American citizens. 

Ido not believe in this doctrine of irreconcilable antagonism be- 
tween racesof men. The Senator from Mississippi in one breath talks 
about that and in the next breath says that the white men of the South 
are the truest friends and the best friends of their colored fellow-citi- 
zens. The two statements can not stand together. One or the other 
must fail and fall. 

Mr, President, I am sorry that while this bill in which Itake so deep 
an interest is on its passage we have been betrayed on either side into 
anything like a political discussion. I have not spoken upon this bill 
or taken part in its discussion this winter or in the last Congress, be- 
cause it was in better hands, and because, in the assignment of duties 
among different Senators, a different class of duties has been assigned 
to me by my associates here, but it is dearer to my heart than anything 
which is now proposed or discussed before the American people. 

I would be glad, if I could secure its passage and if I could be as- 
sured, as I am assured, of the great consequences which I think will 
come from it, to go out of public life to-morrow and never to be heard of 
again among my countrymen. Ihad the honor to draught and to con- 
duct through the House of Representatives more than once the original 
bill from which this bill of the Senator from New Hampshire took its 
leading ideas and its rise. I had the honor to support it more than 
once and to secure its when it came into the Senate, and I 
should be very sorry if anything I have said or anything the Senator 
from Mississippi has said should have a tendency in the least to di- 
minish the probability of its final and successful accomplishment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am obliged to the Senator from 
Massachusetts for any kind words he may say with reference to the peo- 
ple of the State of Mississippi and the South, but there is a little issue 
between the Senator and myself about the bonds which that Senator 
has placed upon the arms and the hands and the feet of the people of 
Mississippi that it is well now to settle. 

I asserted, and the Senator denied, that in the acts of Congress re- 
admitting Mississippi, Virginia, and Texas into the Union there were 
fundamental conditions which prevented Kasian 4 from enjoying the 
right which Massachusetts has of prescribing an educational qualifica- 
tion. Now I will read: 

That the State of Mississippi is admitted to representation in Congress as one 
of the States of the Union, upon the following fundamental conditions: First, 
That the constitution of Mississlp i shall never be so amended or changed as to 
deprive any citizen or class of citizens of the United States of the right to vote 
who are entitled to vote by the constitution herein ized, except as a pun- 
ishment for such crimes as are now felonies at cotstnna LAW, whereo! they shall 


have been duly convicted under laws equally applicable to all the inhabitants 
of said State. 


I believe I have here the constitution of Mississippi which was thus 
recognized and which is made the eternal and never-ending law by this 
act. I will read one clause from the constitution of Mississippi for the 
benefit of the Senator: 


No property or educational qualification shall ever be required for any person 
to become an elector, 


How does that stand with the statement made by the Senator? It 
is not only true, Mr, President, that we are bound, notwithstanding 
the denial of the Senator from Massachusetts, but it so happens that 
the Senator himself was an active agent and participant in fixing this 
fundamental condition upon the people of the State of Mississippi. 
What did he mean by afundamental condition? He meant, asall those 
who voted with him said, that it should never be changed by the peo- 
ple of Mississippi, and yet the Senator comes here to-day, after having 
been one of the main instruments in inserting this fundamental condi- 
tion in the act which readmitted Mississippi to representation in Con- 
gress, and denies that any such act has been passed. 

Now, we will go on a little further, Mr. President, to show you how 
they bound our hands, how they meant that the barbaric foot of the 
ignorant African should always be placed upon the neck of the Anglo- 
Saxon white man, 
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Mr. GORMAN. What is the date of that act? 


Mr. GEORGE, February 23, 1870. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is that the act of Congress? 

Mr. GEORGE. This is the act of Congress. Further— 

Provided, That any alteration of said constitution, prospective in its effects, 
may,be made in regard to the time and place of residence of Voters. 

Here is the general declaration that every class of citizens recognized 
in this constitution (and that embraces all over twenty-one years of age, 
residents of the State—I can find that clause if the Senator desires it— 
residents in the State one year and in thecounty, I believe, three months) 
shall be electors; and that is the exception they give us. No other 
change shall ever be made except you may change the time of the resi- 
dence of the voter. > 

Now, what does the Senator say about that? He wasan active agent 
in passing that law. If I have not misread—I speak doubtingly as to 
that and subject to correction—if I have not misread or misremem- 
bered, the Senator, in the debate on these fundamental conditions in- 
serted in the act admitting Mississippi to representation in the Congress, 
contended in the House of Representatives for the constitutional va- 
lidity of these fundamental conditions, 

I do not want to press the Senator from Massachusetts any further 
upon that question, having exposed him on that point. There isan- 
other little fundamental condition in this act to which I desire to call 
the attention of the Senator and his brethren upon the other side of 
the Chamber. It will be remembered (probably it is forgotten; if it 
is, I will call the attention of the Senate to it) that when the fifteenth 
amendment was being passed through the two Houses of Congress there 
was a proposition—the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] will remem- 
ber it—to insert, as secured by that amendment, the right to hold office 
as well as the right to vote. 

The Senate put it in and the House put it in, and then this remark- 
able thing came out: They differed about education and about creed 
and about some other immaterial things, and referred the matter toa 
committee of conference, and the committee of conference struck out 
the right to hold office, so that the fifteenth amendment now reads that 
‘*the right to vote shall not be denied on account of race, color,” ete., 
and not ‘‘the right to vote and hold office.” 

But whilst the Senator and his friends were not willing to make by 
national guaranty the negro an office-holder so that he might be elected 
in Massachusetts and Illinois and Iowa and Ohio and all the Northern 
States, while they shrank from that and struck it out oi the amendment, 
when they came to deal with Mississippi, having stricken it out of the 
fifteenth amendment, they put in this nice little fundamental condi- 
tion, which I will now proceed to read for the enlightenment of those 
who have forgotten all these old things: 

Second, That it shall never be lawful for the said State to deprive any citizen 
of the United States, on account of his race, color, or previous condition of servi- 
tude, of the right to hold office under the constitution and laws of said State or 


upon any such ground to uire of him any other qualifications for office than 
such as are required of all other citizens, 


So now it stands this way, that the Senator and his confréres, flushed 
with victory, inflamed by on if not with hatred to the bleeding 
and prostrate people of the South, when Mississippi presented her con- 
stitution here for readmission to representation in Congress, said! 
“t Mississippi shall never have the power which Massachusetts claims 
and exercises of prescribing an educational qualification for voters.’’ 

There we stand, sir, Massachusetts serene, with the most enlight- 
ened population, rd suppose, according to its numbers, in the Union, a 
population composed of a race trained for a thousand years in the habits 
and practices of self-government. When Massachusetts through the 
Senator came to deal with Mississippi and Texas and Virginia—and I be- 
lieve this condition was put in all of them, in Arkansas and every one; 
I am notsure about that, but I am as to the three I have first named— 
when they came to deal with these States where this unlettered, igno- 
rant class, unused to the exercise of political power, were in the ma- 
jority, they hastened to bind their hands and to shackle them forever, 
denying to them a power which Massachusetts was quietly exercising 
in her own jurisdiction. 

Then, not satisfied with that, after holding out to the poor negro 
this boon of suffrage, and when a majority in this Chamber and a ma- 
jority in the other House—not very large, I admit, but it was a ma- 
jority, nevertheless—had agreed to secure to the poor negro the right 
to hold office in Massachusetts and in the other Northern States, under 
the cover of a committee of conference they quietly struck it out. 

As was said by gentlemen inthe debate who argued in favorof retain- 
ing the right to hold office, they were perfectly willing to admit the 
negro to suffrage in their States, the race being there few and far be- 
tween, but when it came to securing to him the right to hold office 
they stood back aghast. But in Mississippi, in Texas, in Virginia, 
afraid to put it in the Constitution of the United States, where it would 
be equally binding on all, they putit in the act admitting those States 
as a fundamental condition. 

Mr. President, I should think that the Senator before he asked me 
my plan about suffrage in Mississippi had better introduce a bill here 
and pass it making thelaw stand as hesaid itstood. Take theshackles 


off of our limbs, give us the privilege that Massachusetts has to fix 
suffrage for ourselves, and then when I am at liberty to speak I will 
speak. But, sir, yon have got my hands bound, if only your funda- 
mental conditions are constitutional. I believe they are not only the 
injustice which I have described them to be, as diser ating between 
Mississippi and Texas and Virginia on the one hand and the Northern 
States on the other, but I believe they are a gross violation of the Con- 
stitution, utterly null and void. 

But do you want us to take the risk? Ah, does the Senator ask, 
‘Why do you not act upon your convictions?’’ Ican tell him, perha 
There was a time when the Southern people were prostrate at the 
of the victor, when military rule was established over them, and when we 
appealed to that great tribunal appointed by the Constitution itself to 
settle the question of the constitutionality of these laws, and Congress, 
by a dishonest and disreputable trick, and I repeat the words, by a dis- 
honest and disreputable trick, inserted into a bill, without disclosing 
its true character, a pidge repealing the law which allowed the Su- 
preme Court to decide a case involving all these questions which was 
then before it and which had been argued two or three days before this 
infamous proceeding on the part of the American Congress took place, 

Sir, the Constitution, grand, great as itis, ought to be the palladium 
of our liberties. It ought to be that bulwark behind which every 
American citizen may rest himself secure against oppression and wrong. 
When that Constitution has been invoked on the partof the subjected 
people of the South it has proved a rope of sand. Does the gentleman 
want me to advise the people of Mississippi to embark in the tempest- 
nous sea of disregarding these fundamental conditions upon the idea 
that they are unconstitutional and void? Does he ask me to take that 
risk? Sir, if I weretodoitI would hear the Senator's bugle note sum- 
moning his clans in Congress to preserve, not the Constitution, but the 
sanctity of this act of readmission of Mississippi and Texas and Vir- 
ginia to representation in Congress. 

Sir, Ihave relied upon the Constitution. Ihave pleaded for it; I have 
invoked it; and I am sorry to say I fear itis only the recentamendments 
to the Constitution which seem to have any sanctity in the minds of 
some Senators. 

Now I have answered the Senator. I have proven that I was right 
and he was wrong on the most fandamental point in issue between us. 
Remove your fundamental conditions and I will answer your question 
about my plan, Á 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator seems to have conducted 
this debate a good deal on the principle which is contained in a brief 
which I heard of as given to a famous lawyer in our part of the country 
by his associate: ‘* If you have not got any case, revile the counsel for 
the plaintiff.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not xeviled you; I have exposed you as a 
witness; that is all. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Mississippi provoked this discussion 
by an angry and bitter reproach that the Senators on this side of the 
Chamber and op i of the North undertook to meddle with a mat- 
ter which they did not understand and which he and his associates 
would settle in their own way. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to call the attention of the Senator back to 
these fundamental conditions, that is all. 

Mr, HOAR. I thought the Senator wanted to ask a question. On 
being asked in what his plan differs from ours, he replies in substance, 
though not in words, that he has not got any; that is, he devotes two 
twenty or thirty minute speeches to asserting that an old act of 1870 
or thereabouts, passed now twenty years ago and more, so bound the 
hands of ths people of Mississippi, including his own, that they can 
not do anything for the benefit of this race, and to settle these great 
race issues and difficulties, this gigantic problem before the American 
people. He thinks the act is not constitutional, but he is afraid if he | 
proceeds to disobey it somebody will sammon some clans somewhere who 
will reproach him and his associate, and so he does not propose to do it. 

So this great Senator from Mississippi, this great leader of his people 
and of the men who think with him, when asked if he has any dif- 
ferent plan from that of a liberal provision for education, the security 
of an impartial administration of justice, and the security of the con- 
stitutional right of the ballot, declines to tell us whether he is in favor 
of either one of those things, and goes off to get up an immaterial issue 
as to the exact meaning of the statute of 1870. 

Mr. President, I do not agree with the honorable Senator from Mis- 
sissippi in regard to his construction of that statute. If I did, I should 
agree with him that it was unconstitutional. When we passed our 
constitutional amendment, known as the reading and writing amend- 
ment, in Massachusetts, we expressly enacted that no person should be 
deprived of the right to vote who had it at the time of the passage of 
the amendment, Now, what is said in the statute of 1870 which the 
Senator has read? The statute of 1870 reads: 


That the constitution of Mississippi shall never be so amended or changed as 
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to deprive any citizen or class of citizens of the United States of the right to 
vote who are entitled to vote by the constitution herein recognized. 

It provides— 

Thatany alteration of said constitution, prospective in its effects, may be made 
in regard to the time and place of residence of voters. 

Does the Senator from Mississippi doubt that a provision of a read- 
ing and writing clause like that of Massachusetts would be entirely con- 
stitutional and consistent with this act as applied to all future voters? 

Mr. GEORGE. Do you want me to answer? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, I want to know whether the Senator agrees with 
me or not on that question. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think the intention of the proviso which the Sen- 
ator is discussing was to prevent the State of Mississippi forever from 
im: any such qualification. , 

Mr. HOAR. I do notso understand it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think the proviso is unconstitutional, and when 
the Senator gets through I will show him why I think so. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely wanted to know whether the Senator agreed 
with me on that proposition, not to have him argue the opposite. 

Mr. GEORGE. All right. 

Mr. HOAR. We have always contended and always understood in 
Massachusetts that the reading and writing clause was not in the nature 
of a disqualification of a person for voting, but only in the nature of a 
condition which any person could prepare himself to fulfill if he saw 
fit, like the condition of paying a poll-tax, which we still retain, like 
the condition of residence, like the condition of putting his name on a 
yoting-list, and it is so construed everywhere. 

The representation never has been diminished in those States which 

-have a reading and writing clause, by the reason that there was a cer- 
tain number of illiterates incapable of reading and writing, and there- 
fore incapable of voting in these States. It always has been regarded 
and understood and claimed by every Massachusetts man, as far as I 
have ever heard (a much stronger provision existed in the State of 
Rhode Island until recently), that these were in the nature of condi- 
tions which the individual citizen might prepare himself to fulfill, and 
not in the nature of essential qualifications for voting which would be 
under the regulation of this fundamental provision. So I conceive 
and believe that the State of Mississippi might to-day, as it might have 
done a year after the statute of 1870 was passed, so amended its con- 
stitution as to provide that all future persons coming to the voting age 
or claiming to be voters must possess themselves of the capacity to read 
and write before they should be admitted to the elective franchise. 
That is my understanding of that clause. Ido not stop to debate it 
now. It 4 no new suggestion, because it has been the universal un- 
derstanding and claim in the State of Massachusetts in regard to the 

tion of their own constitution, 

I onght to have added before that the fifteenth amendment was rati- 
fied by the last State just about the time of the passage of the statute 
of 1870. Ido not care to enter upon the disagreeable history of the 
enactments which created the necessity of these provisions in the acts of 
reconstruction, ‘The Senator well knows that many eminent leaders of 
the Northern sentiment, including Governor Andrew, of my ownState, 
including the late distinguished Senator from Indiana, Mr. Morton, 
and many others all over the country, were in favor of remitting the 

control of the States of the South to the old white voters who had gov- 

erned those States before the war. It was a poy which had many 
supporters; but under what was known as Mr. Jo ’s policy consti- 
tational conventions and Legislatures assembled in many States, in 

Mississippi, in Texas, in Louisiana, and in various States—— 

Mr. B And in South Carolina. 

Mr. HOAR, And in other States, I presume in the State of Missis- 

There were some eight or ten of them in all. They werecom- 
of the intelligent white classes in those States. They were men 
who had lived with the colored race in a condition of slavery. They 
were men who had gone through the war, and the feelings of the war 
which the Senator thinks existed and burned with so fierce a flame in 
the breasts of the people of the North I suppose he will hardly claim 
were absent from the breasts of his own people. The natural result 
followed, which I do not speak of now by way of reproach, but by way 
of accounting forthe policy of thesestatutes. They laws which, 
in point of fact, in spite of the Constitutional amendments, if they had 
been carried out would have reduced the blacks to a condition of servi- 
tude again, 

In the State of Louisiana and in some of the other States, there were 

laws which made it a penal offense, punishable by imprisonment in the 

itentiary, for a white man to associate on terms of equality with a 

man. There was another law, which I remember, which provided 

that any man of color who was found for a certain time out of work 

might be sold by a decree of any local magistrate, and that in the sale 

his former master should have preference in the purchase; in other 

ing that American citizens, as these men had become by 

their om and by the Constitution, should be sold at auction for 
the crime of being out of work. 

As I have said, I do not suppose these laws approve themselves now 
even to the persons who passed them. They were laws which were 
passed by persons who had just been forced to abandon the institu- 


tion of slavery and were intended to restore, as far as was within their 
power, that institution. Ino more bring them up now as a matter of 
reproach than I should bring up the institutions which preceded the 
war as a matter of rep) Such a thing would not be attempted or 
vindicated or approved anywhere now. But that was what made this 
change of opinion. That was what led John A. Andrew and Oliver P. 
Morton, after expressing the views to which I have alluded, to become 
the most earnest, radical advocates of extreme and forcible, opera- 
tive, drastic measures of legislation. 

There was no purpose on the part of the men who voted for them to 
tie up forever; there could not be. As I said at the time and as I re- 
peat now, we conquered in that war. The men whom we conquered 
might be brought to our side, but not to our feet. We never had the 
purpose of having a Constitution so framed or so interpreted or soadmin- 
istered that there should be anywhere under the flag of this Republic 
vassal States or subject citizens; but we did mean and we do mean 
that the men who by the beneficent operations of the war, which North 
and South alike concur in hailing with satisfaction, have been made 
free men and equals and citizens shall be protected and preserved and 
secured in the freedom and the equality and the citizenship which 
they then gained. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I simply desire to make one remark. 
It is now late. Iam not going into the fundamental conditions any 
more; I am satisfied on that point. But the Senator made a remark 
in his last speech that is untrue historically, and I want to call his at- 
tention toit. He says the fifteenth amendment was passed on account 
of the black-code laws in the Southern States. 

Mr. HOAR. No; I did not say that. I beg the Senator’s pardon 
for interrupting him, Mr. President, but I desire the Senator’s leave to 
say that he misunderstood me. 

Mr. GEORGE. What was the Senater’s position? 

Mr, HOAR. I was speaking of the statutes of reconstruction. 

Mr. GEORGE. On that subject I desire to make a statement. so 
that the Senator may understand the history of that matter. The 
fourteenth amendment was passed after the black laws were enacted 
in the Southern States and was supposed to be snfficient to annul them. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me I will look at the date. 

Mr. GEORGE. It was February, 1869. 

Mr. HOAR. The statute, if I mistake not, was passed after the 
adoption of the fifteenth amendment. I can give the Senator the date 
if he will wait a moment. 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; not atterits passage by Congress. I desire 
to state for the information of the Senator and others who have curios- 
ity to know about these things, that in Fe! , 1869— 

Mr. HOAR. February 19, 1870, the last State which was needed 
to be counted in making the requisite number for the constitutional 
amendment, Minnesota, adopted it. The statute was passed a few 
days after the ratification of the fifteenth amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. No; the statute was passed the 23d of February, 
1870. 

Mr. HOAR. February 19, 1870, was the date of the ratification of 
the last State which adopted the constitutional amendment. So they 
were substantially scans aint 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. I desire to make thisremark; it may as 
well be known now: The Senator seems to be not entirely clear upon 
these great historical events, The fifteenth amendment was repudi- 
ated over and again by the Republican party, not getting more than 11 
votes in this body at any one time, until February, 1869, when arter 
the election of General Grant upon a platform which promised the peo- 
ple of this country that Congress would not pass the fifteenth amend- 
ment it was passed by Congress and afterwards ratified. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, March 13, 1890, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate the 12th day of March, 1890. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

G. Bowne Patterson, of Florida, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Florida, vice L. W. Bethel, whose term ex- 
pired March 3, 1890. 

UNITED STATES CONSUL. 

James A. Wood, of New Hampshire, to be consul of the United States 
at Sherbrooke, vice D. M. White, recalled. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL, LOUISIANA. 


Charles B. Wilson, of New Orleans, La., to be surveyor-general of 
Louisiana, vice Calhoun Fluker, to be removed. 
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SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 
Theophilus F. Smith, of St. Paul, Minn., to be supervisor of census 
for the third census district of Minnesota, vice William H. H. Johnston, 


“JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 

Joseph W. Davis, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of the 
peace ior the District of Columbia (to be assigned to the city of George- 
town), whose commission will expire March 12, 1890. 

PAYMASTER-GENERAL. 

Lient. Col. William Smith, Deputy Paymaster-General, to be Pay- 
master-General with the rank of brigadier-general, March 10, 1890, 
vice Rochester, retired from active service. 

POSTMASTER. 

George G. Briggs, to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the county 
of Kent and State of Michigan,in the place of James Blair, whose com- 
mission expires March 29, 1890, and who has resigned. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn by the President March 11, 1890. 
William Gregg, to be surveyor-general of Louisiana. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 10, 1890, 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Joseph E. Lee, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the district 
of St. John’s, in the State of Florida. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 12, 1890. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
William E. Craig, of Virginia, to be attorney of the United States for 
the western district of Virginia. 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 
Milton G. Urner, of Maryland, to be naval officer of customs in the 
district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Cecil J. Karsner, of Maryland, to be appraiser of merchandise in the 
district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
William D. Burchinal, of Maryland, to be surveyor of customs in the 
district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
Frederick W. Catlen, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Munich. 
SECOND ASSISTANT ENGINEER, REVENUE SERVICE. 


George B. Maher, of the District of Columbia, to be a second assist- 

ant engineer in the revenue service of the United States. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

William M. Marine, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 

Daniel P. Booth, of Alabama, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Mobile, in the State of Alabama, 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

Georgel. Cunningham, of South Carolina, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of South Carolina. 

Simon S. Matthews, of Mississippi, to be marshal of the United States 
for the southern district of Mississippi. 

James W. Brown, of Tennessee, to be marshal of the United States 
for the western district of Tennessee. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Theodore J. Hutton, to be postmaster at Rushville, in the county o; 
Schuyler and State of Illinois. 

William F. Elgin, to be postmaster at Corinth, in the county of Al- 
corn and State of Mississippi. 

Frederick Chapman, to be postmaster at Woodstock, in the county of 
Windsor and State of Vermont. 

Paul Demanade, to be postmaster at La Fayette, in the county of 
La Fayette and State of Louisiana. 

Americus B, Tinder, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the county 
of Pratt and State of Illinois. 

Benjamin E. Robinson, to be postmaster at Fairbury, in the county 
of Livingston and State of Illinois. 

Charles P. McCabe, to be postmaster at Leesburgh, in the county of 
Loudoun and State of Virginia. 

Park ew, to be $ acer at Alexandria, in the county of Alex- 
sealacanden T. SA to be at Baton in the 

er J. in 

county of East Baton Bones and Sthte of Loaisiane. Senan; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, March 12, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. : 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXPENSES OF IMMIGRATION INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

TheSPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That $5,000, or so much thereof as may be needed, is hereby appro- 
priated, outof the contingent fund of the House, to be expended under the di- 
rection of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, to pay the expenses of the House 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization in the joint investigation of the 
workingof the Federal immigration law by the Senate Committee on Immigra- 
tion and the House Committee on [mmigration and Naturalization, as author- 

by the Senate concurrent resolution. 


> The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the reso- 
ution? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I could not quite catch the 
exact reading of the resolution, and would like to ask if it is contem- 
plated that this is to provide for the expense of both committees or for 
the House alone, as I presume it is intended to do. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, I will state to the gentleman that this is 
for the House alone, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no objection to it, 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and agreed 
to. 
REPORTS FROM COURT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr, RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege, 
or at least, I think, a question of order; at any rate, one that involves 
the eae A procedure of the business of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘The question which I raise, Mr. prakar; in- 
volves the preparation of the Calendar of business of the House and 
refers to the location or position on the Calendar of those cases coming 
over from the Court of Claims from the last Congress—cases 


| from the Court of Claims in the last Congress—which were not dis- 


posed of at the close of that Congress, 

Under the seventh section of the Bowman act, Mr. Speaker, I insist 
that these cases take their places at the head of the Private Calendar; 
and I ask to have read from the Clerk’s desk a ruling upon that ques- 
tion made by the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the Fif- 
tieth Congress, which ruling also embodies the section of the Bowman 
act to which I have referred. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr.M ¥ 
me ~Careesen ae to make Sy 3 nan inquiry. 
Mr. MoComas, The 


La in section CH ebm Sener 
A reports of pater tral cor Shag ETO unak rb atte 


from to 
finally acted upon.” 


Now, in order to give effect and force oh that continuance from 


Congress to 
reported back from the Court of 
nipa e by its committee to the Forty- 


the House has been when a 
ferred to the committee whi 
Committee on War Claims or the 


resent session to place on the Calendar in 
lar 1 
neon order = kirg ports made is committees on reports from the Court < 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This question was afterwards raised in 
mittee of the Whole House—I mean subsequent to the ruling of 
Speaker just read—and I have in my hand the ruling of the Chairman 
of matte Hare which I will read myself. i 
sou . HATCH] was then occupying the chair, and the gentleman 
from Kansas [ Mr. $ ‘ tt 


man of the committee ruled as follows, as will be found by reference 
to page 7437 of the RECORD of the Fiftieth Congress: i 
The Onarnmas. The Chair oe having been reported from the Court 
an 


balleveisthe lastons. i 
That shows, Mr. Speaker, that the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole governed himself by the ruling of the er. 
Now, I want to say that the Calendar, which I hold in my hand, is 
not made up at this present session of Congress in accordance with that 
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ruling of the Speaker and of the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole. I think it ought to be, and hence have called attention to it 
in order that the question may be disposed of properly. 

Asa further ina that the ruling was right, I desire to have read 
from the desk the ruling of the § er of the House of Representatives 
in the Thirty-seventh Congress, mber the 6th, 1861. I want to say 
that, as I understand the Jaw, the seventh section of the Bowman act, 
which has just been read by the Clerk, is literally the law in reference 
to these claims reported from the Court of Claims, which was in force 
in 1862, theseventh section of the Bowman act being simply a repetition 
of the act then in force. I ask the Clerk now to read the decision to 
which I have referred. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Speaker announced that, in conformity with the law and usage of former 
Congresses, such bills from the Court of Claims as were left undis atthe 
close of the last Congress should be again read a first and second time, and, to- 
gether with the adverse reports of the said court, which were also left undisposed 
of, would be committed to the Private Calendar, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. That was in accordance with the law which 
was enacted, if I remember correctly, in 1855. The seventh section of 
the Bowman actis simply a re-enactment of that act, and upon which the 
ruling is made as shown in 1862. I think it right, Mr. Speaker, that 
these findings should be placed properly at the head of the Calendar 
where they belong in order to be disposed of first. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman has no objection, a ruling made 
by the Speaker pro tempore of the last Congress will be read in that con- 
nection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will be very glad to haveit done. May I 
ask when the ruling was made? 

The SPEAKER. The first session of the Fiftieth Congress, on Jan- 

27. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Who was the Speaker pro tempore at that time? 

The SPEAKER. The late Mr. Cox, of New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On motion of Mr, LANHAM the House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House; and after some time spent therein, the Speaker pro tempore re- 
sumed the Chair, and Mr. HATCH reported that the committee, having under 
consideration bills upon the Private Calendar, had reached in its lar order 
the bill of the House (H. R. 6336, first session, Forty-ninth Congress) for the re- 
lief of Martha J. A. Rumbangh, whereupon objection had been made to consid- 
ering the same. 

Mr. LANHAM made the point of order that the said bill was not properly upon 
the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House, for the reason that it was 
a bill introduced into the Forty-ninth Congress, and that the only report upon 
it was from a committee of that Congress, and that it had never been introduced 
or reported upon in the present Congress, 

The Speaker pro tempore overruled the point of order upon the ground that the 
bill referred to was one of the class which were reported to the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress with accompanying reports from the Court of Claims, They were, by di- 
rection of the Speaker during the present session, ordered to pe piason on the 
Private Calendar for consideration on Fridays. In the opinion of the Chair, it 
did not follow that these bills of a former Congress are here for passage by the 
greeni House without the formalities contemplated by our rules. They are on 

e Calendar for cf dhempaorir action, which may be the reference of them to a 
committee or to lay them on the table, etc, The reference of the bills to the Cal- 
endar did not necessarily import that they were to be passed or to be considered 
with a view to their final disposition. Even messages of the President were 
often directed to be placed o- the Calendar; but noone would suppose because 
a President’s message is placed on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole 
that that committee should at once consider, for instance, the question of the 
tariff presented by that message without such preliminary steps as the rules con- 

s panpata: The Chair, therefore, held that the bill in question, being abill of the 
Forty-ninth Congress, was, with the report of the Court of Claims which accom- 
pones a hepe the House for appropriate action, but not for final aiseoaitign, 

inasmuch as under the rules certain preliminary steps are indispensable, 

Mr. COMPTON appealed from the decision of the Chair; 

Pending which 

On motion of Mr. Brovnt, the appeal was laid on the tabic, 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the Court of Claims 
is part of the judicial system of this country and that this section of 
the Bowman act is part of the law of the land. It gives to the find- 
ings of that court a certain status in the progress of the legislation of 
the country, not by indicating to the Speaker an interference with any 
rule of the House, nor any direction to the Speaker to do any particu- 
lar thing; but by virtue of a succession of facts that will arise—that 


is to say, ipse facto—these reports which came from the Court of Claims. 


to a preceding Congress will, by virture of that fact, have precedence 
on the Calendar of a succeeding Congress, and that status should not 
be taken away. 

I think that status can not be properly taken away by a rule of the 
House or by reports from committees or by the fact that these bills are 
to be referred to committees. I think that status was intended to be 
Pe mii by the Bowman act, for the purpose of carrying out the essen- 

rovisions of that act, which were that by this method a citizen 
Scott sue the Government and possibly obtain redress of his grievance. 
I do think that in the interest of this act, in the interest of the findings 
of this court, in the interest of the law of the land, and in the interest 
of the conservation of our judicial system, of which the Court of Claims 
forms a part, these measures and findings of the Court of Claims should 
have their proper relation to the Calendar, namely: that, coming before 
ns from preceding Congresses, they should be placed at the head of the 


Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentlemanaquestion. Do 
I understand the gentleman to maintain that a bill introduced in the 


last Congress end reported by a committee of the last Congress could 
be placed upon the Calendar for consideration of this Congress without 
having been reported by any committee of this Congress ? > 

Mr. BAYNE. This is what the law says: ‘‘ That they shall be car- 
ried at the head of the Calendar.” 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania suggest to 
the Chair how it is possible for any past Congress to lessen the powers 
of the House of cay arpa qettg td 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not say that it could or possibly how this refer- 
ence could. I do not think I conld assent to that proposition, that a 
bill, simply because it reported the findings of the Court of Claims, 
should have precedence in this Congress; but is not the law defeated 
if that bill, after having been referred to a committee of this Congress, 
shall not take its proper status on the Calendar; and is not its proper 
status on the Calendar by virtue of this law and by virtue of the judg- 
ment of this court at the head of the Calendar? , 

There is no difficulty abont placing these cases in that position, even 
although reports may have come in from committees on original refer- 
ence; but yet, when they do come back, there is no difficulty whatever 
practically in placing these findings of the Court of Claims at the 
head of the Calendar. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this step of 
the Bowman act was an effort on the part of Congressto enable citizens 
to sue this Government to obtain money due them. If these cases are 
to be relegated to such place on the Calendar as they may happen to 
find, when they are reported by a commiitee then this act of Congress 
is certainly defeated and its object is not attained. We do not attain 
the object and purpose of that act, 

It seems to me that the proper and orderly method of doing the busi- 
ness would be that when these findings are reported by the committee 
the bill should go to the head of the Calendar. 

Mr, CRISP. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. The question I want to ask the gentleman is whether 
it is competent for any act of Congress to do anything that takes away 
from this House the right to make rules for its own government and 
its own proceedings, its Calendars, and pntting cases there under the 
rules of the House, 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not think it is competent for any act of Congress 
to do that, 

Mr. CRISP. That is the effect of the act, as I understand it, which 
the gentleman cites. It fixes a place on the Calendar of this House 
and says where these bills shall be placed, and that is a question that 
must be determined by this House for itself. 

Mr. BAYNE. No; it does not fix the place. 
governs where they shall go. 

Mr. CRISP. I understand they are to go first on the Calendar. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘They go first onthe Calendar by the fact of their hav- 
ing been reported to a former Congress under the law. 

Mr. CRISP. But my understanding is that no action of a former 
Congress upon reports of committees has any force or effecton this Con- 

, unless it be by its own consent. 

Mr. BAYNE. But it is not the action of a former Congress. It is 
the operation and action of the law of the land. 

Mr. CRISP. Then you understand that the law can take away from 
this House the right to govern and control its own proceedings ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Notatall. It does not interfere at all with theright 
of this House to govern and control its own proceedings. 

Mr. CRISP. ‘That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. BAYNE. It simply provides, by reasonand by virtue of the fact 
that these bills have been reported to a former Congress, that they shall 
be carried over on the Calendar of the next Congress. It does not pre- 
clude the examination of the measure by a committee of this Congress 
atall. The reference can be made to a committee; the committee can 
examine it and a report can be made; but you ignore the law which 
you had a hand in passing, unless these bills take their places on the 
Calendar under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr.S er, if my friend from Pennsylvania will al- 
low me, I wish to ask him this question: Was it not the purpose of the 
Bowman act, in the declaration which he has cited, simply to perpet- 
uate that evidence for the use of any succeeding Congress, and not to 
attempt to provide that a report sent from the Court of Claims of one 
Congress should compel any succeeding Congress to give precedence to 
the subject to which such report might relate, as the gentleman claims, 
by putting the case to which the report refers at the head of the Cal- 
endar without any action of a committee of that Congress? 

Mr. BAYNE. I think theintention of Congress in enacting that law 
was to give to the findings of the Court of Claims a superior status to 
that of the report of a committee, because it was considered — 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps gentlemen will recollect that the Chair is 
to pass upon this question, and that it would be more satisfactory if 
the remarks which they are addressing to each other could be heard by 
the Chair. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEARD. Iam, perhaps, unfortunate in that either the Speaker 
did not understand me or else I do not now understand the Speaker. 


I addressed myself to the Chair and asked on to propound a 
question to the gentleman from asides gaan 


There is a rule which 


` 
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TheSPEAKER. Yes, but itis desirable that the Chair should hear 
the inquiry and the answer. The Chair has not heard a word of the 

dialogue between the gentlemen. [Laughter. ] 

- Mr. HEARD. I regret that, Mr. Speaker, on account of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair regrets it for the very same reason. 
Mr. HEARD. I will uow endeavor to supply the loss. The ques- 

tionI put to the gentleman from Pennsylvania was this: Was it not 

the purpose of Congress in the enactment of the Bowman act to provide 
simply tor the perpetuation of the evidence, so far as it might be con- 
sidered evidence, which is contained in the findings of the Court of 

Claims? Was it not the object to provide that, by reason of the failure 

of any Congress to act upon such finding or such advice coming from 

the court, it should not therefore be lost so as to necessitate another 
reference of the question to the court and another report upon the 
same facts? That is my opinion of the intent of the act. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘That was but a part of the intention of the act. 
When the act was under discussion it was alleged on all hands that 
the committees of Congress could not report intelligently on many of 
the claims referred to them, because of being confined to ex parte evi- 
dence, because there was no cross-examination, because the investiga- 
tion which they could make was not a thorough one; and the purpose 
of referring these claims to the Court of Claims was that counsel might 
be heard on both sides, that the ‘acts might be judicially ascertained, 
that the opinion of the court might be rendered, and that then the 
report of the court might give these claims a legal status, in order that 
such of them as were just and should be paid might obtain early and 
favorable consideration by Congress, All these wer: factors in the dis- 
cussion and enactment of the bill, and all of them should be considered 
now. 

There is no gentleman who will not concede that when an investiga- 
tion is made by the Court of Claims under legal rules, counsel appear- 
ing on both sides and the facts being developed in that way, the find- 
ing of that court is infinitely superior, in a great majority of cases, 
to the finding of a committee of this House, arrived at, perhaps, on 
oh ended evidence, perhaps on the statement of an individual without 

ng sworn at all. It was togivea status to the claims of parties who 
employed counsel to press their cases before that court and to have 
the merits determined there that this law was enacted, and I think it 
should be rigidly adhered to. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make another inquiry of 
my friend from Pennsylvania. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair would like to reserve this question and 
make a decision upon it later, unless gentlemen desire to discuss it 
further now. 

Mr. HEARD, Well, Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a very few ob- 
servations. T will not detain the Houselong. In response to what the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] last said, with regard to 
the effect of findings of the Court of Claims, 1 think it will be conceded 
by every gentleman who has investigated that question and thoroughly 
considered it—and in that class I expect to find my friend from Penn- 
sylvania when heshall have more maturely reflected upon the subject— 
that a finding of the Court of Claims does not have the effect of giving 
the claim any “legal status’’ apart from the fact that when the report 
comes here it may be regarded by the House as furnishing evidence su- 
perior in character to the evidence upon which we ordinarily act in the 
consideration of these claims, That it does have more weight and 
should have more weight I readily concede; but that the Court of Claims, 
by a finding under the Bowman act, can bind Congress at all, I think 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] will notseriously con- 
tend. Ithink it has never been contended that the House of Repre- 
sentatives, as a branch of Congress, is obliged by such a finding to do 
more than consider it as it would consider any other evidence coming 
before it. 

ELECTRIC WELDING. 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
the following resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to communicate to the 
House of Representatives the report of the United States Naval Board appointed 


under orders of the honorable Secretary of the Navy January 9, 1890, to investi- 
ge the welding process of the Thomson Electric Welding Company of Boston, 
ass, 


ALICE E. ROBERTSON. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the Senate bill which I send to the desk. It has 
been favorably, and I believe unanimously, reported by a committee 
of this House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill (S.680) for the relief of Alice E. Robertson was read. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


from Arkansas? 
: Is that bill called up for consideration ? 
The SPEAKER. The request is for immediate consideration of the 


bill. 
Mr. CANNON. I think it had better go to the Calendar. 
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Mr. McRAE. I hope my friend from Illinois will not insist upon 


at = * 
Mr. CANNON. LI object. Regular order. 
Mr. McRAE. This bill has been considered favorably by a House 
committee. 
Mr, CANNON. That may be, but I think it had better go to the 
Calendar, 
, The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


ELEVENTH CENSUS. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I am directed by the Select Committee on the 
Eleventh Census to report back with a favorable recommendation the 
bill which I send to the desk and to ask for its immediate considera- 
tion. There is a short report which gives argument in favor of the 
passt ge of the bill, and which, if any gentleman desires, can be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7025) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for taking the 
eleventh and subsequent censuses,” approved March 1, 1389. 


Be it enacted, ete., That section 18 of an act en itled “An act to provide for 
taking the eleventh and su uent censuses,” approved March 1, 1889, be 
amended by adding to the last line of section 18, after the words “and actual 
necessary traveling expenses,” the words “and a perdiem allowance in lieu of 
subsistence of not less than $3 nor more than $5 per day.” 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


In line 8 strike ont “not less than ” and in line 9 strike ont “nor more than 
five;’’ so as toread: “a per diem allowance in lieu of subsistence of $ per day,’j 


Mr. BLOUNT. That leaves $3 as the maximum ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of the bill 
at this time? The Chair hears none. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the mocion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. WILLCOX. Idesire to presenta privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and to ask for its immediate consideration. The 
committee has directed me to report back with a favorable recommen- 
dation the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to transmit to the House of Representatives a list of a!l claims allowed the 
accounting officers of the Treasury enumerated in House Ex. Nos, 55 and 
* Lads: Pag. tod Congress, second session, for which appropriations have not 

en made. 


The resolution was adopted. 
REMOVAL OF HARBOR OBSTRUCTION, MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be dise 
from the further consideration of Senate bill No. 1701, and that the 
same be considered at this time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. 1701) making an appropriation for the removal of a dangerous obstruc- 
tion to the entrance of the harbor at Milwaukee, Wis. 


Be it enacted, ete., That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $6,100, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, for the purpose of removing the sand-bars formed at the en- 
trance or mouth of the barbor at Milwaukee, Wis., and to make th- same free 
and easy of access or passage by boats arriving at or departing from such port, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? s 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there any special reason 
why this matter can not go into the general river and harbor bill ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. There is. I will briefly explain to 
the gentleman that on account of storms there has been a filling in of 
the harbor at Milwaukee, so that very recently a valuable vessel was 
very greatly damaged, far beyond the amount of money now asked. 
The continuance of this obstruction will seriously interfere with the 
entrance of vessels at that harbor as soon as navigation opens. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
many harbors? Is there any special reason why this sand-bar should 
be dug out any more quickly than all the other sand-bars scattered 
around in our various water ways ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


1701) making an appropriation for the removal of a dangerous obstruction to 
the entrance of the harbor at Milwaukee, Wis., having considered the same, 


of this report, it appears that no Scene has been done in the harbor at Mil- 
wankee since the year 1880, when ac nel was 18 feet deep and 200 
feet wide throughout the entire length of the harbor. From recent soundings 


the depth gth be 
creased to 15 feet, av an estimated cost of $6,100. 

It appears to the committee that the filling up of said harbor is a dangerous 
obstruction to navigation and a constantly increasing source of danger to a'l the 


r 


Is not that true of a great - 
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Jarger class of py map oanrin Padi maha ape the harbor, and that such ob- 
struction should be at once remo for the safety of such vessels and for the 
interests of that important harbor. b 

‘The committee, therefore, in view of these facts, report the bill back and recom- 
mend its passage. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, January 17, 1890. 
Sim: I return herewith Senate bill 1701, ‘‘ making an appropriation for the re- 
moval of the dangerous obstruction to the entrance tu the rat Milwaukee, 
Wis., referred to this Department on the 9th instant, and invite your attention 
-to the report of the Chief of Engineers thereon. 
The recommendation of the Chief of Engineers is approved. 


vi respectfully, 
a ? REDFIELD PROCTOR, Secretary of War. 
Hon, W, P. FRYE, 
Chairman Commitice on Commerce, U. S. Senate, 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, U. 8, ARMY, 
ington, D. C., January 15, 1890. 


Sir: I have the honor to return herewith letter of January 9, 


1890, from the 
` Committee on Commerce, United States Senate, inclosing Senate bill 1701, “A 


bill making an appropriation for the removal of a dangerous obstruction to the 
entrance of the harbor at Milwaukee, Wis.,” and in reply to its reference to this 
office for report, 1 beg to state that no dredging has been done at this locality 
since 1880, in which year there was a channel dred 18 feet deep and 200 feet 
wide throughout its entire length; soundings m on the 6th day of Decem- 
ber, 1889, show a channel 16 feet deep. 

It is recommended that the depth of the channel for its entire length be in- 
creased to IS feet and to a width of 200 feet by dredging, at an estimated cost of 
$8,100. If the money is appropriated now the work can be completed in time 

Rete are PAEA I pon: NIAT er VED, 
Sees pee ae ee 
en » 

Hon. REDFIELD Procro: 

Secretary of War. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. This has nothing to do with the 
general appropriation for rivers and harbors. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will not object. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Ilinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the hill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 


Mr. FITHIAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R..5067) for the relief of Archibald Hunley. 
The bill was read as, follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of resisting his superior officer, and the de- 
cision of said military court-martial upon said charges, and all other charges 
which ap against said Archibald Hunley, late a private in Company H, Thir- 
tieth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, on the records of the War Department: 
and the proper Department of the Government is hereby directed to settle all 
claims for back pay, bounty, pension, or allowances as if such charges did not 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, I would like to hear the report in this case. 
Mr. CANNON. I call for the regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


TheSPEAKER. Theregular orderiscalled for. The morning hour 
begins at five minutes before 1o’clock. The first committee in order is 
the Committee on Elections. f 

Mr. LACEY. Before entering on the regular call, I ask unanimous 
consent to have published in the RECORD without reading—— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will submit that request later. 

The Committee on Ways and Means and the Committee on Appro- 
priations were called, no reports being presented. 

The Committee on the Judiciary was then called. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. On behalf of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary I call up House bill No. 6956. 

Mr. PERKINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I was of the 
opinion that the call rested with the Committee on Indian Affairs. That 
committee certainly has not been called during the morning hour, and 
I do not understand why we return to the head of the list to-day. The 
last committee called in regular order, as I understand, was the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

The SPEAKER. The call was gone through with, but two or three 
committees were passed over, by unanimous consent of the House; and 
those committees having since been called, it became necessary to 
commence again at the beginning of the list. 

Mr. PERKINS. But Iam of the opinion that the Committee on 
Indian Affairs has never been called, because I have been ready to pre- 
sent business whenever the committee should be reached in order. 

The TARER The Chair is quite certain that the committee 
was ca 

Mr. ADAMS. My impression was that the call progressed a certain 
distance and certain committees were passed over, which committees 
have since been called; but, as I understand, the Chair had only reached 


the middle of the entire list. I have examined the RECORD to find 


the entire ca)l of committees, and I can not find it, 


Mr. PERKINS. Iam very certain that the Committee on Indian 
Affairs has not been called. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The committees have never been called through. 

Mr. ADAMS, I went back in the RECORD ten days or two weeks to 
find when the call had taken place; and I respectfully suggest that 
the Chair must be mistaken. 

The SPEAKER. The best information that the Chair can get is 
that the Chair is mistaken. [Laughter.] Thecall rests with the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. [A pause.] The Chair thinks it only fair 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs should be passed over without 
losing its right, because the Chair has given a wrong impression to mem- 
bers on this matter. 

Mr. MORROW. May I be allowed, not being a member of that 
committee, to ask that the Committee on Naval Affairs be passed over? 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Committee on Naval 
Affairs will be passed over this morning without prejudice. It is evi- 
dent a wrong impression was given to that committee. The next com- 
mittee is the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McCREARY. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs is absent. The Committee on Foreign Affairs has not been called. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Foreign Affairs was called at 
the proper time, 

Mr. McCREARY. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs went away yesterday. 

The SPEAKER, The Committee on Foreign Affairs was called in 
regular order. 

Mr. McCREARY. When? 

The SPEAKER. On the 9th of February, when the Committee on 
Military Affairs was called. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask, in the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, that it be passed over this morning without 
prejudice. Itis an oversight. 

The SPEAKER. That committee will not be reached to-day in the 
call. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand, Mr. Speaker, you have passed two 
committees already. 

The SPEAKER. They were passed on the 19th of February. The 
Committee on Foreign Affairs was called in regular order. 

Mr. McCREARY. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs was not aware of it. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will examine the RECORD he will 
see it was called in due order. 

Mr. McCREARY. He asked me when he left to have it passed with- 
out prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. He was under the impression the call would begin 
at the beginning of the list. The next committee to be called is the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

ASSISTANT GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT, RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads to call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 4975) pro- 
viding for the appointment of an assistant general superintendent and 
chief clerk, railway mail service. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This bill has to be considered in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. I reserve the point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order may be made after the bill has 
been read, 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve the point of order. 

The SPEAKER, A point of order of that kind can be made at any 
time before the consideration of the bill has been entered upon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General may appoint, and assign to 
duty, one assistant general superintendent, railway mail service, who shall be 
paid a salary of $3,000 per year; and one chief clerk of railway mail service, 
to be employed in the Post-Office Department, who shall be paid 32.000 per year; 
said assistant general superintendentand chief clerk to be also ps their neces- 
sary and actual expenses while traveling on the business of the Department, 
The salaries and expenses of these officers shall be paid out of the appropria- 
tion for the transportation of mail on railways. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I make the point of order that this bill can not be 
considered in the House, but, as it makes an appropriation, it requires 
its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is not on the House Calendar, and has 
not been properly called up. It is in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. The rule provides the committee 
may call up bills from the House Calendar. This ison the Union Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOPKINS. In the absence of the chairman of the committee 
I ask the committee be passed without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DUNNELL, I object. 


CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE AND ST. PAUL RAILWAY. 


The Committee on Indian Affairs was next called. 
Mr. PERKINS. On behalf of the Committee on Indian Affairs, I 


call up for consideration the bill (H. R, 3732) to accept and ratify an 
agreement made by the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Sioux pecan 
and to grant a right of way tor the Chicago, Milwaukee and St, Pa 
Railway through the Lake Traverse reservation, in South Dakota. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. This isa lengthy bill. It has been carefully con- 
sidered by the committee. The road is now in operation under rights 
secured by treaty with these Indians after negotiation and agreement. 
I ask that the reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I object. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the second article of the treaty with the Sisseton and Wahpeton 
bands of Dakota or Sionx Indians concluded February 19, 1867, duly ratitiedand 
proclnimed (statutes at Large, volume 15, page 506), provides as follows: 

“The said bands hereby cede to the United States the right to construct wagon- 
roads, railroads, mail stations, telegraph lines, and such other public improve- 
ments as the interest of the Government may require, overand across the lands 
claimed by said bands (including their reservation as hereinafter designated), 
ae any route or routes that may be selected by authority of the Government :** 

erefore, 

Be tt enacted by the Senate and House of Representalives of the Uniled States of 
America in Congress assembled, That a certain memorandum of agreement now 
on file in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, bearing date the Sth 
day of December, 1884, signed by Gabriel Renville, principal chief; Dave Fair- 
bault, assistant principal chief; Michael Renville, president of council; Tacan- 
dupaholonka, councilman; Wicanepinonpa, councilman; Ecetukiya, council- 
man; Wamididuta, councilman; leo; rebel councilman: Wakinyancogana, 
councilman; [xakiye, councilman, and 227 other Indians, constituting a duly 
certified majority o all the adult mate Indians of th- Sisseton and Wahpeton 
bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians, occupying or interested in the lands of the 
Lake Traverse reservation, in the State of South Dakota, acting under the su- 

ision and by and with the consentand approval of the Secretary of the In- 
erior, be, and the same is hereby, ratified and confirmed ; and that a right of 
Way, not exceeding 200 feet in width, through said reservation, in the several 
directions and according to the maps of definite location filed in the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, be, and the same is hereby, granted to the said Chicago, 
Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company, its successors and upon 
terms and conditions mentioned in said agreement, which is in the words and 
figures following, to wit: 

“ Whereas by the second article of the treaty between the United States and 
the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians, concluded Febru- 
ary 19, 1867, duly ratified and proclaimed (Statutes at Large, volume 15, page 505, 
ete.), thesaid bands of Indians ceded to the United States the right to construct 
wagon-roads, railroads, mail stations, telegraph lines, and such other publicim- 

rovements as the interest of the Government might require over and across 

he lands claimed by said bands, including their reservation as thereinafter 
designated, to wit: Bostinitig at the head of Lake Traverse, and thence along 
the treaty line of the treaty of W51 to Kampeska Lake; thence in a direct line 
to Reipan, on the northeast point of the Céteau des Prairies; and thence pass- 
ing north of Skunk Lake, on the most direct line to the foot of Lake Traverse, 
and thence along the treaty line of 1851 to the place of beginning, overany route 
or routes that might be selected by authority of the Government; and 

“ Whereas the Chicago, Milwaukeeand St. Paul Railway Saa pens a va poe 
tion organized under the laws of the State of Wisconsin, duly authori and 
em powered by the Legislature of the Territory of Dakota to extend its line of 
road and branches through said Territory, some time since applied to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior for permission to survey and construct a line or lines of 
railroad through said reservation, which said permission was, in exercise of the 
right reserved to the United States under said treaty provisions, granted, upon 
condition that the consent of the Indians to the construction of the road should 
first be obtained and a reasonable compensation paid to them by said company 
for the right of way and other privile; required; and 

“Whereas the -aid Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians, in council assembled, on 
the 2th day of May, 1880, resolved to accept at and after the rate of $1,75 per 
acre as compensation to them in respect of such lands as should thereafter be 
required by said railway company for a right of way not exceeding 200 feet in 
width across said reservation; and 

“Whereas the said Chi . Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Seay ered did, 
on or about the 26th day of May, 1880, file in the Department of the Interior a 
map showing the definite location of the Hastings and Dakoia division of said 
railway, commencing at the eastern boundary line of the Sisseton and Wahpe- 
ton reservation, in the Terri of Dakota, being n point in the southeast quar- 
ter of the northeast Ener of section 35, township 122 north, range 51 west; 
thence in a westerly direction across said reservation to a point on the western 
boundary line thereof, to wit, toa pointin the southeast quarter of fractional 
section 21, township 122 north, range 53 west, which said map of definite location 
was approved by the Secretary of the [nterior on the 22d day of July, 1880; and 
said company has since constructed its railroad upon said line of route, and the 
same is now and for some time past has been in active operation; and 

“ Whereas the said Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company did 
afterwards, on or about the [lth day of August, 1880, file inthe Department of 
the Interior a map showing the definite location of the line of route ofa branch 
of the Hastings and Dakota division extension of said railway (known as the 
Whetstone branch) through a further portion of the said Sisseton and Wahpe- 
ton reservation aforesaid, viz: commencing at a point on the eastern bound- 
ary line of said reservation, being a point on such boundary line about 700 feet 
southwesterly fromthe northeast. corner of fractional section 33, township 124 
north, range 50 west; thence northwesterly to a point in the north line of sec- 
tion 16, township 129 north, range 514 west, about 1,000 fect east of the northwest 
corner of said section 16, a distance of 42.1 miles; and said company has also 
partially constructed its road upon this last-mentioned line of route, and the 
same is now in active operation as far as the Sisseton agone and 

“* Whereas the said Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company did 
afterwards, on or about the 8th day of March, 1883, file in the Department of 
the Interior a map showing the definite location of the line of the said branch 
of the Hastings and Dakota division extension of said railway (known as the 

ne branch) through the remainder of said reservation, as follows, viz: 
commencing ata point on the north line of section 16, township 229 north, 
range 54 west. 1,000 feet east of the northwest corner of said section 16; thence 
running northwesterly on a line curving southerly to a point on the west line 
of section 9, in said township and range, 940 feet north of the southwest corner 
of said section 9; thence on tangent to a point on the western boundary line of 
said reservation 3,240 feet southwesterly from thy northwest corner of said 
reservation, a distance of 6.27 miles : 

* Now, therefore for the purpose of evidencing the consent of the said Sisseton 
and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians to the right of way hereinbe- 
fore mentioned, we, the undersigned chiefs, headmen, heads of families,and 
constituting a majority of all the adult male Indians of the Sissetonand Wahpe- 
ton bands of Dakota or Sioux atai miey z ing or interested in the lands of the 
Lake Traverse reserve; in the Territory Dakota, and acting under the super- 


vision and by and with consent and approval of the Secretary of the Interior, 
do paver soeneas and agree that upon payment by the Chicago, Milwaukee 
and St. 1 Railway Company, its successors or assigns, to the Secretary of 
the Interior, for the use of our said bands of Indians, the sum of $2,668.24, law- 
ful money of the United States (being al and after the rate of $1.75 per acre in 
respect of the lands hereinafter mentioned), the said Chi . Milwaukee and 
St, Paul Railway Company, its successors and assigns, shall have and be eih- 
titled to a right of way extending over and across the Sisseton and Wahpeton 
(or Lake : raverse) reservation, in the several directions hereinafter mentioned, 
that is to say: (1) A strip of land not exceeding 200 feet in width, commencing 
at the eastern boundary of said reservation, being a point in the southeast 
quarter of the northeast. quarter of section 35, township 122 north, range 51 west; 
thence in a westerly direction across said reservation tos point in the western 
boundary line thereof, to wit, toa point in the southeast quarter of fractional 
section 21, township 122 north, range 53 west, as the same is laid down on the 
said map of definite location thereof hereinbefore referred to; said strip of land 
to be used as a right of way and roadbed for the Hastings and Dakota divis- 
ion of said railway and for no other purpose, and containing, in the whole, 352.14 
acres. (2) A Lest of land not exceeding 200 feet in width, ata point on the east- 
ern boundary line of said reservation, being a point on such boundary line 
about 700 feet southwesterly from the northeast corner of fractional section 33, 
township 124 north, range 50 west; thence northwesterly to a point inthe north 
line of section mnt ney 129 north, range 54 west about 1,000 feet east of the 
northwest corner of said section 16; thence running northwesterly on a line 
curving southerly to a point on the west line of section 9, in said township and 
range, HO feet north of the southwest corner of said section 9; thence on a 
tangent to a point on the western boundary line of said reservation, 3,240 feet 
southeasterly from the northwest corner of said reservation, a total distance of 
43.37 miles, or thereabouts, as the same appears on the said two several maps of 
definite location hereinbefore referred to, said strip of land to be used asaright 
of way and roadbed for the Whetstone branch of the Hastings and Dakota di- 
vision extension of said railway,and for no other Purpose sna containing in 
the whole 1,172.56 acres, together with the free and unmolested right in said 
railway company, its successors or assigns, to construct, operate, and maintain 
à line of rail through said reservation between the points aforesaid, sub- 
ject, nevertheless, to the due observance of the Indian intercourse laws and the 
regulations preseribed, or from time to time to be prescribed, by the Secretary of 
the Interior for the benefit and protection of the Indian tribes, 

“ We do further undertake and agree that if atany time hereafter tho said 
railway company, its successors or assigns, shall require the use and occupation 
of additional grounds for depot or station purposes on either of its lines of road 
within said reservation, said company, its successors or assigns, shall be privi- 
leged to select the same from the unoccupied lands of the reserve in quantity 
not exceeding 10 acres for each station, and not more than one station jn every 
10 miles, upon the same terms of compensation as hereinbefore provided for 
the right of way hereby agreed to, subject always to the requirements and ses 
proval of the Secre! of the Interior for the time being; damages to indivi 
ual property to be paid by the said railway company and its successors, in ad- 
dition to the within-contracted payments. 
leg hppa at the Sisseton agency, Dakota, this 8th day of December, A. D, 

Sec. 2. That said railway company shall accept this right of way upon the ex- 

condition, binding upon itself, its successors an ma a that they will 
neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking towards the changing or ex- 
tinguishing the present tenure of the Indians in their land, and will not attempt 
to secure from tne Indian tribes any further grant of land or its occupancy than 
is hereinbefore provided: Provided, That any violation of the condition men- 
tioned in this section shall operate asa forfeiture of all the rightsand privileges 
of said railway company under this act. 

Sec. 3. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this 
act. P 

Mr. ANDERSON. of Kansas. It would seem that the latter portion 
of the bill makes a further grant in several different directions, 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not understand the question of my colleague. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. As I caught the reading of the bill, 
the latter portion of it makes a new grant in two or three directions 
through this reservation. 

Mr. PERKINS. I willsay, in answer totheinquiry of my colleague, 
that this road has been already bnilt and is now in operation. It se- 
cured, after negotiation with these Indians, by treaty the right to enter 
the reservation, The money has been on deposit in the Treasury De- 
partment, but the Indians can not get it because there has been no rati- 
ficationof the agreement. There is no objection, so far as I know, from 
any source. The gentleman from Dakota can answer more fully. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I will state, Mr. Speaker, there are two short lines 
of road provided in this bill, one of which extends 40 miles in the reser- 
vation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How much is the reservation? 

Mr. GIFFORD. It contains somewhere in the neighborhood of a 
million of acres, 

And one line extends across the reservation, the other a short dis- 
tance into it. Now, the additional ground you refer to is simply for 
another station on the line already constructed, not any projected line, 
for this does not propose to grant any land for such purpose. The bill 
does not extend throngh the reservation, the gentleman will under- 
stand. It only grants the right of way for such road as has been 
already built. It does not grant the right to build beyond where the 
road is already built. They do not want that or ask for it, but simply 
to complete what has already been done. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman will allow me a moment, I will 
state that this has been in operation for seven or eight years. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes; it has been in operation for at least that time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How about the payment to the In- 
dians? 

Mr. GIFFORD. The money has been deposited with the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Has it been paid to the Indians? 

Mr. GIFFORD. This money, as I say, is with the Secretary of the 
Interior, and has been for seven or eight years, for their payment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is the object of this bill to return the 
money to the Indians? 
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Mr. GIFFORD. Yes; to pay it to the Indians, to whom it belongs. 

Mr. PICKLER. This bill simply ratifies the agreement of the com- 
pany with the Indians, 

Mr..COBB. Let me ask the gentleman if this road was built under 
an agreenent with the Indians? 

Mr. GIFFORD. An agreement was first bad with the Indians. 

Mr. COBB. But have they any other powers except those which 
were obtained from the Indians or by their consent? 

Mr. GIFFORD. No, sir. 

Mr. COBB. Was this ratified by Congress? 

Mr. GIFFORD. No, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, They did not receive their power from 
Congress, as I understand it? ' : 

Mr. GIFFORD. No; under a treaty. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. With whom? 

Mr. GIFFORD. It was under a treaty which provided that they 
could get the consent of the Indians. Now, by the consent of the In- 
dians and with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, they 
entered into an agreement with the Indians for the right of way. The 
price and everything was agreed upon, with the consent of the Indians 
and the Secretary of the Interior secured. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But from what source did this com- 
pany originally obtain its authority to enter the Indian reservation? 

Mr. GIFFORD. From the Indians themselves, by consent of the 
Secretary of the Interior and with his approval. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But by what authority? 

Mr. GIFFORD. By virtue of a treaty with the Indians that they 

“could do so. 

‘Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. A treaty with the Government, ora 
treaty with the Indians, or under a Government treaty with the In- 
dians ? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I will explain tothe gentleman. The Indians and 
the Government entered into a treaty by which the right of way to 
construct a road across this reservation could be secured with the con- 
sent of the Indians. ‘The Government has always held that the action 
of Congress is of course to be secured to ratify such an agreement. 
That is the objeet of this bill. Now, inasmuch as this agreement was 
periectly satisfactory to the Government and to the Indians, and the 
price regarded as ample, this bill ratifies that right. The gentleman 
will understand that the Government provided that the price should 
be paid for the right of way as agreed upon by the Indians, and for 
the 42 miles of road this money has been deposited subject to be paid 
to the Indians. 

Mr. PICKLER., Let me say to the gentleman from Kansas that 
these Indians are educated, civilized Indiaus—tarmers, supplied with 
schools, churches, and are as capable of making contracts as any white 
men, These are not by any means blanket Indians, but they are civ- 
ilized and understand perfectly well what they are doing. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. What is the amount of money de- 

ited? 
Piir GIFFORD. The amount deposited with the Secretary of the 
Interior is $2,402. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. Tke gentleman has not z% stated in 
yespome to my interrogatory whether the Government has ever au- 
thorized this company to enter the Indian reservation. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Ihave just stated to the gentleman that it was au- 
thorized under the treaty. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But has Congress ever granted the 
authority ? 

Mr. GIFFORD. No, sir, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Just let me ask the gentleman this: 
Has the Secretary of the Interior power to permit a railroad company 
to enter an Indian reservation and construct its lines without the con- 
sent of Congress ? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I think so, in this case. This isan exception. It 
is peculiar. It was a mooted question whether the consent of Congress 
was required at all or not. 

Mr. ANDERSON. of Kansas. Mooted by whom, the railroad at- 
torneys? Because a railroad attorney will assume anything. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mooted by everybody. 

Mr. COBB. Let me ask the gentleman how do these Indians hold 
that reservation ? 

Mr. GIFFORD. As a permanent reservation. 

Mr, COBB, By act of Congress? 

Mr, GIFFORD. No, sir; under a treaty; and the language is that 
they shall hold it as a permanent reservation. That is the exact lan- 

e, I believe, of the treaty. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would suggest, for the information of the gentle- 
man from Alabama, that the treaty provides as follows: 

The said bands hereby cede tothe United States the right to construct wagon- 
roads, rail roads, mail stations, telegraph lines, and such other public improve- 

of cheery eg interest of the Government may require,over and across the lands 


said bands (including their reservation as hereinafter designated) 
over any route or routes that may be selected by authority of the Government. 


Mr. COBB. Was that ratified? 
Mr. GIFFORD, This bill is a ratification of it, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, we have been informed that 
there was a treaty between the Indians and the United States, and we 
have heard a portion of the language of that treaty cited here, What 
I wish to ask is this: Has this company ever received from the United 
States, by an act of Congress, permission to enter that reservation? 

Mr. PERKINS. The object of this legislation is to ratify the agree- 
ment they made with the Indians, including the right of way across 
the reservation. There has never been any legislative action ratifying 
it. The Indians themselves gave the company this permission, Hence 
the necessity for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In other words, the railroad company, 
as I understand it, assume that they are the United States Govern- 
ment, and enter into a treaty with the Indians for the purpose of con- 
structing a railway through that reservation. They construct the road, 
and now come to us under the guise of confirming a treaty to justify 
them in their unmitigated impertinence in the attempt to exercise the 
authority which is only vested in Congress. Am I correct? 

Mr. GIFFORD. No; I donot think you are at all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, That is the position as it appears to 
me from the statements I have heard. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I have no doubt, that is the gentleman's view, 
but it is not correct. 

TheSPEAKER, The question is on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill. 

The question was taken; and there were on a division—ayes 67, 
noes 8. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will save the Chair the trouble of 
counting by not making the point of no quorum. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

Thelatter motion was agreed to. 

LOCATION OF INDIANS IN FLORIDA ON LANDS IN SEVERALTY 


Mr. PERKINS. I now ask consideration of the bill which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. 16) to enable th I i 
Pe shanty toy be ae psc rena ac of the Interior to locate Indians in Flor- 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, this bill is subject to the point of 
order that i can not be considered in this hour for the reason that the 
House Calendar that can be approached in this hour is provided for in 
this language: 

A House Calendar, to which shall be referred all bills of a public character not 
raising revenue nor directly or indirectly appropriating money or property. 

This bill does appropriate money. 

Mr. PERKINS. This money has already been appropriated. Itwas 
appropriated at the last session of Congress, and this simply directshow 
it may be used. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But under the law, if it was not expended in the 
way provided for, it is to be covered back into the Treasury; and this 
is a reappropriation of money. This may be avery proper bill, and I 
might not be disposed to antagonize it if it should come up properly, 
but I think it is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. PERKINS, This money was appropriated by the Jast annual 
appropriation bill for the purchase of land for these Indians. The 
Secretary of the Interior found a difficulty in executing the direction 
of the last Congress, and has asked for this modification. The money 


has already been appropriated. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. But notfor this purpose. Itcould not be for this 
purpose, because there is a modification asked by this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. It was appropriated to buy lands for these Indians, 
and was appropriated for that specific purpose. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I would ask the gentleman from Tennessee, in 
view of the fact that this is a meritorious bill, to withdraw the point of 
order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do notresist thisbill. I do not know anythin; 
about its merits; but I do think that this hour should not be consum 
by i consideration of bills which properly are not tocome up during 
the hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman that it isa 
somewhat doubtful question whether this comes within the rule. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr, Speaker, I have addressed myself to the point 
of order, and I have read the rule, The gentleman confesses what the 
bill does. His confession is that the money can not be appropriated to 
this use without legislation. Legislation appropriating money to an 
use can not be passed in this hour under the second section of R e XIE 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask my friend from Tennessee a ques- 
tion, if he will allow me. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If this bill should pass would not the appropriation 
which has been bal thy A ENT be subsequently covered in? 

is true, 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Therefore this bill does take money out of the Treas- 


amended so as to read as follows, to wit: “That said hag lara wen shall 
build at least 50 miles of its railway in said Territory within three years after 
the passage of this amendatory act, or the rights herein granted shall be for- 
feited as to that portion not built; that said railway company shall construct 
and maintain continuously all fences, road, and highway crossings and neces- 
sary bridges over said railway wherever said and highways do now or 
may hereafter cross said railway’s right of way or may be by the proper author- 
ities laid out across the same.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 1 the following: 

“ Provided, That all of the rights, franchises, powers, and privileges by this act 
granted to said railway company are hereby declared to be, and are hereby 
given, granted, and confe: upon and to itand its successors and assigns, 
subject to the same conditions and limitations as are contained in the act to 
which this is amendatory, except only as to the time in which to complete the 
construction of that part of said company’s road uired by section 2 of this 
act, which shall be done within the time therein set forth.” 


Mr. MoMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I was unable to hear distinctly the 
first section of the bill as it was read, but I am inlined to think it is 
subject to the point of order. With the view of ascertaining the fact, 
I wish to inquire of the gentlemen in charge of the bill [Mr. PERKINS] 
what are the rights and franchises that are made assignable under the 
amendment proposed ? s 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘There is no appropriation whatever in the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is there not an appropriation of public land? 

Mr. PERKINS. No. 

Mr. McMILLIN. A right of way? 

Mr. PERKINS. The right of way through the Indian Territory is 
given to this company—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. And through Oklahoma. 

Mr. PERKINS. If I remember correctly, this line does not con- 
template entering Oklahoma. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I did not hear distinctly the reading of the first” 
section, but I think it shows that the right of way is given through 
Oklahoma. I will ask to have the first section read again. 

Mr. PERKINS. I may be mistaken about that, but I know there 
is no appropriation whatever. 

The Clerk again read the first section of the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That section shows thatit gives the right to con- 
struct this line through the Territory of Oklahoma, and that there is 
an appropriation of public land, the property of the Government. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, if it should be held by the Chair that 
the language of the rule pertaining to appropriations can be construed 
to apply to this—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Perhaps the shortest way of settling the ques- 
tion, if my friend from Kansas will permit me, will be for me to draw 
his attention to the language of the rule, which I will read: 

Second, a House Calendar, to which shall be referred all bills of a public 
character not raising revenue nor directly nor indirectly appropriating money 
or property. 

My friend will see that it is not confined to money. It applies to 
appropriations of money or property. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would suggest to the gentleman that there is a 
public act granting to railroad companies the right of way across the 
public domain, and the language in this section pertaining toa branch 


ury. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Whenever it diverts money, Mr. Speaker, from the 
use to which it was to he applied or from the use that it could be ap- 
plied to under the previous act, it diverts it from the purpose to which 
it would go under this enabling act. This is clearly an appropriation, 
I think, as contemplated under the rules. á 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


EXTENDING TIME OF PAYMENT FOR INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 5974) extend- 
ing the time of payment to purchasers of land of the Omaha tribe of 
Indians, in Nebraska, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to extend the time of payment of the purchase money 
due for land sold on the Omaha Indian reserva ion under the sales made by 
virtue of “An act to provide tor the sale of a part of the reservation of the 
Omaha tribe of Indians, in the state of Nebraska, and for other pu ap 
proved August 7, 1842. as follows: The time for the first payment is hereby ex- 
tended until the Ist day of December, 1894, the second payment to become due 
in one year thereafter, and the third payment to be due and payable in one 
year from the time fixed for the second payment: Provided, at the interest 
on said payments shall be paid annually at the time said payments of interest 
are due’ And provided, That the said act above mentioned, except as changed 
or modified by this act, shall remain in full force and effect: And provided fur- 
ther, That all the lands, the payment for which is hereby extended, shall be sub- 
ject totaxation in all respects by and in the State of Nebraska as if fully paid 
for and patents issued. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding: 

*Seo.2. That any en an that has taken less than 160 acres of land on this 
reservation, and has e payments on the same according to law, may amend 
hisentry and purchase at the appraised price and upon the conditions prescribed 
in the act of August 7, 1582, such additional lands lying contiguous to the lands 
included in his original entry as he may desire: Provided, That the land so pur- 
chased, together with the land included in his original entry, shall in no case 
exceed 16V acres.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Kansas on what basis the rate of payment for this land per 
acre is fixed. 

Mr. PERKINS. The land was appraised, Mr. Speaker, under an 
act of Congress, and this bill provides that they may take it just as the 
other settlers have taken it, at the appraised value, ranging from eight 
to twelve dollars per acre. This wasa high appraisement, and it is for 
that reason largely that the land has not been taken heretosore. 

Mr. HOOKER. What is the equity, propriety, and justice of the 
extension of the time to those who have bought those lands? 

Mr. PERKINS. The low prices prevailing for farm products has 
prevented them from keeving up their payments. They are to keep 
up payments of interest, and that would be as satisfactory to the In- 
dians as though the money was inthe Treasury. Under the provisions 
for the sale they get the interest, and it is a matter of no importance to 
them whether they get it from the settlers or from the Government. 
This bill provides that they must keep up their interest payments. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to ask onefurtherquestion. Are these 
Indians satisfied with this provision ¥ 

Mr. PERKINS. They are. There is no objection to it from any 
source. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DENISON AND WASHITA VALLEY RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PERKINS. I now ask consideration of the bill (H. R. to 
amend section 1 and section 9 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Denison and Washita Valley Railway Company to construct and 
operatea railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1886, 

The bill was read. as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That section 1 of an act entitled "An act to authorize the 
Denison and Washita Valley Railway comping to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 
1886, be. and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows, to wit; “That 
the Denison and Washita Valley Railway Company, acorporatiofi created under 
and by virtue of the laws of the State of Texas, be, and the same is hereby, in- 
vested and empowered with the right of locating, constructing, owning, equip- 
pins, operating, using, and maintaining a railway and telegraph and telephone 

ne through the indian Territory, beginning at a point to be selected by said 
railway company on the Red River, near Denison, in Grayson County, in the 
State of Texas, and running thence in a northeasterly direction by the most 
o feasible and practicable route throuch the Indian Territory to a point in the 
east boundary line of the Indian Territory near Fort Smith, in the State of Ar- 
kansas, and alxo a branch line of rai way from a point on said main line, not 
exceeding 50 milesfrom Red River, to be selected by said company, and running 
thence in a northwesterly direction through the Indian Territory and thé county 
known as Okluhoma, to a point on the southern line of the State of Kansas at 
or about where the same is crossed by the one hundredth meridian, by the most 
racticable route thereto, with the right to construct, use. and maintain such 
ks, turn-outs, branches, sidings, and extensions as the said company deem 
it to their interest to construct along and upon the right of way and depot 
grounds herein provided for.” 
Sec. 2. That section 9 of the act above referred to be, and the same is hereby, 


| 


TheSPEAKER, This bill only gives land—— 
Mr. PERKINS. At most it only gives the right to pass over the 
land, It does not give the fee. 

The SPEAKER, Does it give it as to land which is already appro- 
priated by public act? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, by public statute. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, [ would like to ask the gentleman the 
date of the passage of the act to which this is amendatory. Was it be- 
fore the passage of the Oklahoma section in the appropriation bill ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; it was before that time. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then if this will have the effect to grant the right of 
way through lands that were public lands at that time, without giv- 
ing compensation to those who have taken up those lands since that 
time, it ought not to pass. If the purpose is to give the right of way 
over lands that were public at that time, but are not public lands now, 
the bill ought not to pass, because those who have taken up those lands 
ought to have the right to compensation like other people. 

Mr. PERKINS. Of course where lands have been taken up under 
the homestead or pre-emption laws the Territorial or other existing law 
must govern, and compensation will have to be made as in other cases. 
This applies only to public lands and Indian lands. 

Mr, MCRAE. But there are no public lands in Oklahoma now, be- 
cause they have all been taken up. 

Mr. PERKINS, Yes, they have all been taken up. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then I suggest that this provision ought to bestricken 
out. ` 
Mr. PERKINS. Ihave no objection to that. T regret that the 
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gentleman from Texas [Mr. HARE] who introduced this bill is not | highway to a private corporation; and I submit to the Chair that this is 


present to explain it. 

Mr. HOOKER. -Is there a report upon this bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. ` 

Mr. HOOKER. It ought to be read. 

Mr. PERKINS. I see the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HARE] is 
now in his seat. 

Mr. HARE. I have just come in and do not understand what is be- 
fore the House. 3 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the point of order is not 
waived. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not heard any waiver. 

Mr, COBB. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment that I desire to 
offer to this bill at the proper time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not offer an amendment pend- 
ing a point of order. The Chair desires to be put in possession of the 
facts of this matter. If this bill does not make an appropriation of 
land or of property of the United States, it is not open to the point 
of order. 

Mr. HARE. I do not consider this bill as appropriating lands of 
the United States. This is to amend a charter that was granted three 
years ago. The original charter required the company to construct so 
many miles of railroad within a certain time. The company failed to 
construct as much as was required by the act, and they come now to 
ask that the charter be extended and that they be given three years 
more in which to construct 100 miles. In addition to that, there is 
an amendment authorizing the extension of a branch of the road to 
Oklahoma. 

There is no public land granted, as I understand, by this bill. It 
simply grants a right of way through the Indian‘rerritory. It does not 
appropriate any public domain either of the Indians or of the United 
States, but simply gives a charter for the right to construct a railroad. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. On the point of order I wish to say 
that the portion of the Territory which this right of way proposes to 
enter is now public land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the question of order I wish—— 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Kansas has the floor. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I wish to suggest to the gentleman from Kansas 
that the general law granting right of way through the public lands 
does not apply perhaps to Oklahoma, inasmuch as—— 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] 
is upon the floor on a point of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I was going to call the attention of 
the Chair to this tact: That the charter for this company, as I under- 
stand, has expired; that while in one sense this is an extension of the 
original charter, yet in an actual and substantial sense it authorizes a 
new branch; thata portion of the land through which this right of way is 
intended to be granted to this company is now public land; that while 
in the sense in which the old land-grant roads were spoken of as re- 
ceiving grants of public lands this road does not receive a subsidy, yet 
to the extent of its right of way it does receive a grant of publicland— 
a grant of public land 200 feet wide and a given number of miles in 
length; that this public land is public property; and therefore, so far 
as the bill grants a right of way through any public land, it is giving 


away public pro: and is liable to the point of order. 
aa ow I want to the attention of the Chair to another feature of 
e = 


_ Mr. PERKINS, Ifmy friend will permit the suggestion, I will ask 
to strike out in the bill the words ‘‘and the country known as Okla- 
homa.” That will remove all question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see how this bill in any way 
appropriates public land. ; 

tr. PERKINS. I do not either; but I was willing to remove the 
difficulty by the change I have suggested. 

The SPEAKER. The bill simply grants right of way, which is a 
d fferent affair. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am not through yet. I want to 
call the attention of the Chair to another fact. This bill in language 
does what I never knew any bill to do before: it grants the ownership 
of a public highway to a company. The acts of 1862-1864 did not grant 
ownership; they granted franchises; they granted certain privileges. 
Nowhere have I ever seen an act that granted to a company the owner- 
ship of a public highway. If you take the position that you can ex- 
ercise the power of eminent domain for the purpose of taking from one 
private citizen his property and giving it to another private citizen in 
the form of a railway company, you are running in the very teeth of 
the fundamental principles of law which have been recognized from the 
day that the law 

Now, this bill in language takes a public highway and grants the 
ownership of it toacompany. It does not grantalone the franchise of 
collecting tolls over a public highway; many bills do that; and they 
also grant the franchise of collecting a reasonable rate for operating a 
road as a public carrier. 

But this bill goes away beyond that; it goes away beyond a grant of 
public money or public land; it goes to the point of granting a public 


a grant of public property, and under the rules this bill can not be con- 
sidered in the House. 

The SPEAKER. -The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I thought the Chair would. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has not the hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. The hour has not expired. 
Ng nis sae I ask for the reading of the report accompanying 

is bill. 

The SPEAKER. The questionis upon the amendment reported by 
the committee. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires to address the House, he 
can have the report read as a part of his remarks, ` 

Mr. HOOKER, Iwill take the floor and ask that the report be read 
in my time. 

The report (by Mr. BOOTHMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. $56) to 
amend section 1 and section 9 of an act entitled “An act to authorize the Deni- 
son and Washita Valley Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1886, 


submit the following report: 

In 1886 Congress passed an act granting a right of way through the Indian 
Territory from a point about 100 miles west of northeast corner of the State 
of Texas, at or near Denison, in Grayson County, Texas, toa point near Fort 
Smith, Ark., on the eastern boundary of the Indian Territory, to the Denison 
and Washita Valley Railway Company. This act, among other conditions, re- 
sree the company to construct at least 50 miles of the proposed road in the In- 

ian Territory within three years from the passage of the act. About 10 miles 
have been so constructed and are now in operation therein. The whole line con- 
templated to be built in the Territory was something near 125 miles in length. 
The reason given why the 50 miles have not been built is the failure to secure the 


necessary funds, the company being composed y of persons of limited 
pasar Spa a a ee! the bonds of road for the purpose of 
completing it. 


The committee is informed that the company has now practically succeeded 
in making arrangements by which it can go on and tear fear the road and the 
branch road by this bill proposed to be built in a short time, The advan 
claimed to result from the road when built are that it will open up the lumber 
region of the Red River on the one hand to the people of Oklahoma, the Indian 
Territory, and Kansas, while on the other it will give an outlet to the coal 
mines of the Indian Territory, which are now in operation, to the south, north- 
west, and western portions of that region and to the people of Texas. 

Your committee are of opinion that the bill should be amended so as to 
require the company to complete the construction of not less than 100 miles of 
the proposed road and branch within the limits of the Indian Territory in three 
years; also, that the further privileges conferred by the bill should be given 
upon the same conditions and limitations as were im in the original act 
to which this bill is amendatory, 

We therefore recommend that section 1 of the bill be amended by inserting 
at the end thereof the Arae | proviso, naniely: 

“ Provided, Thatall of the rigbts, franchises, powers, and privileges by this act 
granted to said railway conpanr are hereby deciared to be, and are hereby, 
given, granted, and confe npon and to ít and its successors and assigns sub- 
ject to thesame conditions and limitations as are contained in theact to which this 
s amendatory, except only as to the time in which tocomplete the construction 
of that part of said company's road ar aor by section 2 of this act, which 
shall be done within the time therein set forth.” 

Also amend section 2 by striking out the word “fifty,” in line 3 of said sec- 
tion, and inserting the words * one hundred” in its ; andas thusamended 
we recommend the passage of the bill. 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to offer an amendment. I will 
ask my colleague [Mr. PERKINS] whether the original act of which 
this is amendatory contains the ordinary repealing clause. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is a repealing clause in this bill, and there 
was also in the original act. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I did not hear the repealing clause 
when the bill was read. 

Mr. PERKINS. The original act is very carefully framed in that 
particular. It authorizes Congress to alter or repeal the legislation at 
any time and to declare a forfeiture if the company does not conform 
to ail the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I wish to offer an amendment to strike 
out the word ‘“‘own’’ where it occurs in the first section of the bill. 
It sets forth a grant to this company of certain powers to survey, con- 
struct, ete., a railway company, and among the words employed is the 
word ‘‘own.’’ 

Mr. PERKINS. I move the previous question on the amendment 
and on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to strike out that word. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Kansas[Mr, Pexk1ns] moves 
the previous question upon the bill and pending amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a point of order, 

Mr. PERKINS (to Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas). That includes your 
amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Very well; then let my amendment 
be put. 

The SPEAKER. The question can not be put on the amendment 
until the motion for the previous question is put. 

Mr."ANDERSON, of Kansas. All right. 

Mr. COBB. I had proposed an amendment; I do not know whether 
that is included in the operation of the previous question or not, 

The SPEAKER. No amendment of the gentleman has been stated 
to the House. 

Mr. COBB. I asked the privilege of offering it. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


the bill. ‘ 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes 61, noes 21. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. No quorum. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey makes the point 
thatnoquorumis present, The Chair will countthe House. [A pause. ] 
The Chair counts 124 members—not a quorum. 

Mr. PERKINS. I believe the hour is exhausted or nearly so. 

A MEMBER (to Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey). Withdraw your 


a fair opportunity for amendment be given. 
Mr. PERKINS. I move a call of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 
The roll was called; and the following members failed to answer to 


their names: 
Abbott, Burrows, Grout, Rife, 
Adams, Campbell, Hall, Rockwell, 
Alderson, dler, Hansbrough, Rowell, 
Allen, Miss. Carlisle, er, Rusk, 
Arnold, Cheatham, Haugen, Sanford, 
Atkinson, Pa. Clancy, Hemphill, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Clark, Wis. Henderson, IL Scull, 
Bankhead, Clunie, Hermann, Seney, 

> Banks, Compton, Hitt, Shively, 
Bartine, psi toa Ind. Hooker, Skinner, 
Bayn Cothran, Kerr, Pa. Smith, Dl. 
Beck with, Crain, Koapp, Suider, 
Belden, Daizell, Laidisw, Stahlnecker, 
Bergen, Dargan, Lehibach, Struble, 
Biggs, Darlington, Magner, Thompson, 
Bingham, Dunphy Mason, ‘Turner, Kans. 

chard, Edmunds. McCarthy, Vandever, 

Bland, Elliott, McClammy, Walker, Mass. 
Bliss, Ewart, Miles, Wallace, 
Boatner, Farquhar, Morgan, Wallace, N. Y, 
Boutelle, Featherston, Morrill, Wheeler, Mich, 
Bowden, Fitch, Mutchler, Whitthorne, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fithian, Perry, Wickham, 
Brookshire, lick, Phelan, Wilber, 
Brower, Flood, ce, Willcox, ` 
Browne, T M. Forney, Quackenbush, Willi..ms, Ohio 
Brown, J.B. Fowler, Raines, Wilson, Ky. 
Brunner, Frank, Randall, Mass. Wilson, Wash. 
Buchanan, Va, Funston Randall, ise. 
Buckalew, Goodnight, Ray, 


The SPEAKER. Two hundred and ten members have answered to 
their names, which are more than a quorum. 

Several members asked to have their names recorded, having come 
in after their names had been called. 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides for noting members reporting 
to the Clerk to be recorded as present. 

Messrs. EDMUNDS, SHIVELY, HANSBROUGH, ALLEN of Mississippi, 
BROOKSHIRE, ATKINSON of Pennsylvania, ELLIOTT, ADAMS, GROUT, 
BRECKINRIDGE of Aikansas, TILLMAN, ABBOTT, BURROWS, MOR- 
RILL, FARQUHAR, DALZELL, and HENDERSON of Illinois appeared, 
and were recorded as present. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that all further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. CANNON. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules to su 
mit the following report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the following resolution : 

“ Resotved, That the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
be discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill ($. 895) to provide a 
temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, and the substitute there- 
for reported by the Committee on Territories, and that Thursday, March 13, 1890, 
be set apart for the consideration of such bill, immediately after the mornin 
hour, and that two hours be given for general debate and for the offering o 
amendments to such bill and substitute, at the expiration of which time the pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered on such bill and pending amend- 
ments, and immediately thereafter the vote shall be taken in order upon such 
pending amendments and the passage of the bill and the substitute recom- 
mended therefor; ” 
having had the same under consideration, report the same back with a substitute 
eres and recommend the adoption of the said substitute in the following 
words: 

“Resolved, That immediately after the morning hour this day the House shall 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill (S. 805) to provide a temporary govern- 
ment for the Territory of Oklahoma and a substitute therefor repo: by the 
Committee on Territories; and that the consideration of the said bill be con- 
tinued in committee during this legislative day; and that on to-morrow, imme- 
diately after the morning hour, the Committee of the Whole House shali re- 
sume the consideration of the ssid bill. and at 4 o'clock on said day the com- 
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the House, with such amendments as may 
have been agreed to; and thereupon the previous question shall be deemed or- 
dered upon said amendments, and the engrossment and third reading and pas- 
sage of the bill.” 


Mr. CANNON, This substitute recommended by the Committee on 
Rules, if adopted, provides that the balance of v, and to-morrow 
until 4 o’clock, shall be devoted to the consideration of the Oklahoma 
bill, at which time the previous question sha!l be considered as ordered 
on the bill and substitute therefor and amendments in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 


“The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the gentleman in charge of 


point. PA : 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will not insist on the point if 


RECORD—HOUSE. 
I will now yield for five minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BARNES]. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I have been seriously and earnestly 
opposed, from its first presentation, to the substitute offered by the 
Committee on Territories for the organization of the government of Ok- 
Jahoma Territory, and have given my preference to the Senate bill. _I 
am still of the same opinion. But I recognize the fact that there must 
be a limit to all debate. There are other pressing and important meas- 
ures coming from the Committee on the Territories. They must be con- 
sidered by the House. This bill stands in the way. 

I ize, Mr. Speaker, also, the further fact that it is exceedingly 
important, and is so recognized by the Executive Departments of the 
Government, because of pressing necessities, that a Territorial govern- 
ment in some form should be organized for the Territory of Oklahoma. 
T still hope that the Senate bill may be finally adopted. 

But, sir, in view of all the circumstances and the long time that has 
been already given to the debate on this bill, I believe that a limit should 
be put to it, and after a full consideration of all the circumstances have 
given my assent to this proposition and trust the opponents of the meas- 
ure will, as far as possible, assent to it by the adoption of the resolu- 
tion reported from the Committee on Rules limiting the debate to the 
time specified. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to ask my colleague a question. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. Inotice that the phrase ‘‘ immediately after the morn- 
ing hour” occurs twice in the pending resolution. I had supposed 
that the morning hour under our new rules lasted all day, unless ter- 
minated by a particular motion; and I will simply ask whether there 
may not be some ambiguity in the expression? Itshould have been 
* after the first sixty minutes of the morning hour have expired,” 

Mr. CANNON, I will accept the amendment and modify the reso- 
lution accordingly. 

Mr, HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be heard on this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CANNON, I will yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOOKER. Before that, I would like to have the proposed sub- 
stitute again read, not in my time, 

The substitute as modified was again read. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I am at a loss to understand what is 
the purpose of the Committee on Rules in presenting a proposition of 
this character to limit the debate on a measure of the importance of 
that which is now under consideration. Weare confronted with a propo- 
sition here to introduce a special rule with reference to the considera- 
tion of this Oklahoma bill; but, like all special rules, it is obnoxious to 
the objection that it is intended to apply to a particular measure only, 
and will cease and have no further force or effect after that particular 
measure shall have been disposed of under the special rule invoked. 

Now, sir, we are considering this measure, this amendment of the 
House to the Senate bill, and we are considering it in Committee of the 
We have progressed to a certain point—to the consideration 
en sections of the bill—and now the Committee on Rules, consist- 
f but fiye members of this body, two from the Republican side, 
tyo from the Democratic side, and the Speaker of the House, who is 
officio chairman of the committee, here propose to limit all discussion 
and action on this measure. I want to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that if the Committee on Rules have the power to introduce 
au arbitrary rule for the governance of the House in the consideration of 
any particular measure it may do it as to all measures, We may as- 
sume, if the exigency arises, that they may be to exercise the 
same power and that it will be exercised on every other bill or every 
other occasion on which it may be the desire of the majority to force an 
early vote. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, should this be done? What necessity exists at 
this time for it? Why not abide by the rules that have been adopted 
for the government of the House with regard to this bill and in regard 
to all other bills? Why should we adopt aspecial rule to apply to the 
consideration of this measure departing thus early from the rules, which 
have been incubated after months of deliberation by the Committee on 
Rules and presented for the consideration of the House, and for its 
guidance in the transaction of the public business? Why now stop in 
the midst of the discussion and consideration of this important meas- 
ure and let this committee report its special rule by which the pre- ~ 
vious question shall be considered as ordered at a specific time, and 
thereby force action upon the bill whether the House has considered 
it fally or not? 

Mr. Speaker, there are over thirty sections to this bill. We have 
considered thus far but seven. There are numerous amendments pro- 

in regard to the other measures embodied in the bill, and if you 

a particular time for calling the previous question to-morrow or at 
any future time, as is proposed by the Committee on Rules, you may 
exclude and will, in all probability, exclude the consideration of many 
of the most important amendments. This is a measure, as all gentle- 
men will concede, of the utmost importance, and is one which ought 
to be considered under the rules of the House. Itshould be considered 
in aecordance with the rules adopted by the House for the government 
of all such matters, and if there be a reason why this rule should be 
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introduced by the autocratic power of the Committee on Rules, I warn 
you gentlemen that you may look for a similar innovation on all other 
measures of public importance, and you may expect that when rules 
are adopted by the House to meet certain contingencies and to fit cer- 
tain purposes, cutting off debate on a particular measure—that you 
may expect a like character of rules to apply to other equally impor- 
tant measures, and to any measure, no matter what it is, which may 
come before the House for consideration. 

I do not look, sir, upon the rules which require the House to pause, 
reflect, and consider before expressing its judgment; Ido not look upon 
the rules which require argument which will illustrate and elucidate 
facts and truths and impresses upon the people the great consequences 
involved in that particular controversy; I do not look upon such rules 
as in the way of a proper conduct of the public business, but on the 
contr:ry as auxiliary if not essential to the conduct of such cases, But, 
whatever be their character, they have been adopted by the House; 
they are the rules of the House, framed for its government, and why 
should they be changed? Andif they may be changed in regard to this 
particular bill so they may also be changed and altered in respect to 
every measure which may comebefore the House of Representatives. 

1 can see no reason whatever for it. The committee have a right 
to determine this question in the ordinary manner fixed by the rules 
of the House. We have considered it for some time in committee, 
but now we are asked to ops another rule which takes it away 
from the committee, and I tell you gentlemen again if you do this 
you may well expect your general rules to be superseded at any mo- 
ment by reports from the Committee on Rules, on resolutions offered 
by gentlemen limiting debate upon any A sahara measure, You may 
expect the limitation of debate upon the great question of taxation, 
and you will have it on every other great question. And I say if this 
supersedes the standing rules and orders of the House you may well 
and reasonably expect to have the same proposition made when we 
come to consider that great question of taxation, the most vital ques- 
tion which can be considered by this or any other Congress, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. A word in reply. I yielded to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BARNES] five minutes, and, in simple justice, yielded to 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] for five minutes, as they 
occupied different positions upon this matter. Now, as I said in the 
beginning, this order, if adopted, will devote the balance of to-day and 
to-morrow until 4 o’clock to the considerat.on of this bill, and then 
come to a vote, the consideration commencing to-morrow after the ex- 
piration of rte minutes spent in the morning hour, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Illi- 
noisallow measuggestion, which is this: To strike out “sixty minutes 
in the morning hour,” and let the consideration commence immediately 
after the reading of the Journal ? 

Mr, CANNON. I would prefer not to dispense with the sixty min- 
utes of the morning hour. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It makes a delay of sixty 
minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. For that matter, I want to say that the Oklahoma 
bill almost from the commencement of this session has blocked the way, 
and it has been talked about and discussed till I think all of us under- 
stand the merits of this bill and the proposed substitute. I believe, for 
one, that a great block of our people in a portion of our Territory, with- 
out government and substantially without law, should not be com- 
pelled to further wait in thit condition. Therefore, as I understood it 
was agreeable to many gentlemen upon that side and to many upon 
this side to close the consideration of the Oklahoma bill, for one I voted 
for this order, The gentleman from Mississippi seems to claim that 
other orders may follow. They may or may not; I do not know. I 
have none in mind at this time and know of none that are to follow; 
but if they do follow they will follow by a majority vote in this House. 
We are not alone in this House and in this Congress in making special 
orders, In past Congresses, especially the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, 
and Fiftieth Congresses, they were almost of daily occurrence. I move 
the previous question on the adoption of the report. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the “ayes ”’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOOKER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 103, noes 23, 

Mr. HOOKER. I raise the point that no quorum is present, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that, as itis 
just so much time taken from the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. I raise the point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CANNON. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. [Before the question 
was put.] I will withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays, as it is 
on the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays at 


present. 

Mr. HOOKER, I now call for the yeas and nays, as this is an im- 
portant question. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 108, the noes 23; 


and there being a quorum present, the previous question is ordered. 
The question is now on the adoption of the resolution. 
The resolution as amended is as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately after the call of committees under clause 4, Rule 
XXIV, this day, the House shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of Senate bill (S, 805) to 


rovide a temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma and a substi- 
tute therefor orted by the Committee on Territories; and that the consider- 
ation ofthe said bill be continued in committee during the remainder of this leg- 
islative day, and that on to-morrow, immediately after sixty minutes have been 
occupied by a call of committees, the Committee of the Whole House on thestate 
of the Union shall resume the consideration of the said bill; and at 4 o'clock on 
said day the committee shall riseand report the bill to the House with such 
amendments as may have been agreed to, and thereupon the previous question 
shall be deemed ordered u said amendments, and engrossment and third 
reading and passage of the Bin. 

The resolution was adopted. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYson in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole for the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 895) to provide a temporary govern- 
ment for the Territory of Oklahoma. Section 7 of the bill was under 
consideration, and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse] is 
entitled to the floor upon an amendment which was then under con- 
sideration, 

Mr, MORSE. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to detain the 
House with any remarks at this time. I simply desire to say that, 
after conferring with legal gentlemen who are members of this House 
upon this floor, I think it best to withdraw the amendment I offered 
and to offer the following amendment as a substitute for that amend- 
ment, which will obviate all the objections raised to the other amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

; Amend section 7 by inserting, after the word “Territory,” in line 6, the fol- 

Wing: = 
OR And that the provisions of section 2139 of the Revised Statutes be, and the 
same are hereby, extended to this Territory until otherwise provided by law.” 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I desire to have that section read, Mr. 
Chairman, that it may be thoroughly understood. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No ardent spirits shall be introduced under any pretense into the Indian 
country. Every person (except an Indian, in the Indian country) who sells, 
exchanges, gives, barters, or disposes of any spirituous liquors or wine to any 
Indian under the charge of any Indian superintendent or agent, or introduces 
or attempts to introduce any spirituous liquor or wine into the Indian country, 
shall be punishable by imprisonment for not more than two years and by a 
fine of not more than $390. But it shall be a sufficient defense to any charge of 
introducing or attempting to introduce liquor into the Indian country that the 
acts charged were done by order of or under authority from the War Depart- 
ment or any officer duly authorized thereunto by the War Department, 


[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘* Vote! ’?] 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to dis- 
cuss this matter, but only to make one statement. A gentleman the 
other day made the statement that the laws of Nebraska covered this 
question, . The Nebraska statute provides that by the consent of thirty 
freeholders the right to retail spirituous liquors may be granted under 
license of that State. Thinking that there was some mistake about 
that, I desire to call the attention of the House to that fact. I have 
the gentleman’s statement in the RECORD to that effect. 

Now, I only want to make one prag remark. The provision read 
applies to the Indian Territory. me question has been raised on the 
floor as to the fact that No Man’s Land is not strictly in the Indian 
country, and that question might be made. The provision is that the 
code shall apply to the entire Territory of Oklahoma and make sym- 
metry in our statutes. 

[Cries of “Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’?] 

‘The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the ‘‘noes’’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 44. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that on this amend- 
ment there shall be a yea-and-nay vote in the House. 

A MEMBER. I object. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then I make the 

Cries of ‘‘ Too late!’’ ‘‘'Too late!” 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer an amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend section 7 by striking out the word ** Nebraska”? wherever it occurs in 
this section and inserting “ Kansas.” 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, the object of the amendment is very 
similar to the object of the amendment which has just been voted down, 
but my reason for offering the amendment is not that I have any ob- 
jection to the laws of Nebraska, but because I prefer that the laws of 
Kansas should apply to this Territory. As is perhaps well known to 
every gentleman in this House, in Kansas we have prohibition, and it 
works well, and probably more people have gone to this Territory from 
Kansas than from any other State, and I have been requested by many 
of them to offer this as an amendment to the pending bill. Further 
than that, Mr. Chairman, in Kansas we have a provision of law which 
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allows women to vote upon all questions pertaining to the municipal 
government of cities and towns and in relation to schools, and we find 
that it works very well, and adds a great deal to our power to enforce 
the prohibition law. Indeed, I think that without this provision pro- 
hibition, even in Kansas, would be a failure. Now I hope the women 
who have gone to this new Territory as pioneers will be placed on an 
equality with the men who have made sacrifices by going ont there, 
and that their counsels and their intelligence and their patriotism will 
be felt in the popular vote in the same way that it is in the State of 
Kansas, and will have its influence in the enactment of laws for the 
government of that Territory. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Inaddition to what the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY] 
has just said with regard to this matter, I think it is very important, 
_ in the organization of this Territory, to provide against the introduc- 

tion of intoxicating liquors. The gentleman from Kansas has ad- 
duced forcible reasons why the laws of Kansas should prevail in this 
Territory, but, in addition to that, I wish to suggest that in Kansas, and 
in Iowa, and in every State where the policy of prohibition has been 
adopted we find that one of the strongest arguments made against it 
is that it is a violation of vested rights ; that the liquor-dealers have 
vested interests which the adoption of the policy of prohibition affects 
injuriously The governor of my State, elected last fall, devotes a 
great deal of space in his message to arguing that eur prohibitory laws 
are destructive of vested rights. Now, in order that this question may 
not hereafter arise in the Territory of Oklahoma and the argument be 
made there as it has been made in Iowa and elsewhere, that vested 
rights are affected by prohibitory legislation, I think that in the organ- 
ization of this Territory we ought to begin on the principle that no 
man can have a vested right todestroy his fellow-men by the introduc- 
tion of a system that has proved so disastrous, so prolific of crime and 
of other evils that affect society. For that reason, sir, I hope that the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kansas will be adopted. 

Mr. PICKLER.* Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this amendment. 
I am in favor of it not only because I believe in keeping liquor out of 
this Territory until the Territorial Legislature shall act upon the ques- 
tion, but also because I believe that two men out of every five now in 
the Territory of Oklahoma have gone there from the State of Kansas. 
The laws of Kansas have been over that Territory until the present 
time—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Iunderstood the gentleman to say that most of the 
present population of the Territory are from the State of Kansas. 

Mr. PICKLER. A large percentage of it. 

Mr. KILGORE. My understanding is that most of them have run 
away from Kansas to get rid of the prohibition laws. [Laughter. ] 

Mr.PICKLER, I want tosay to the gentleman from Texas—I donot 
know whether he indorses the opinion or not—that there are Texas 
Prohibitionists down there in Oklahoma who are praying to him to vote 
for this amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the 
proposition of the pending amendment is to import into Oklahoma the 
laws of Kansas. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir; instead of the laws of Nebraska, as the 
bill proposes. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I want toask the gentleman whether, 
under the laws of Kansas, a person who served in the Confederate army 
is allowed to vote. 

“Mr. PICKLER. Ican not answer the gentleman, but if there is any 
objection on that score it can be easily removed. I got acquainted with 
men down there who had been Confederate soldiers and who were law- 
and-order men and helped to keep the law in force, and if there is any 
such prohibition in the laws of Kansas as the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. CULBERSON ] intimates, I should be emphatically in favor of eradi- 
cating it. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I understand that there is such a pro- 
vision. I will ask the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PERKINS] if it is 
not so? 

Mr. PERKINS, That is a constitutional provision. It prohibits 
such a person from voting unless where the disqualification has been 
removed by act of the Legislature. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. And this amendment applies to the 
constitution and laws of Kansas and proposes to introduce them in 
Oklahoma ? 

Mr. PICKLER. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
there is nothing in the bill or amendmentin regard to the constitution 
of the State, but only in regard to the laws. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. But the constitution is the supreme 
law of the State. 

Mr. PICKLER, But this bill or this amendment does not provide 
anything about the constitution of the State being established for the 
government of Oklahoma. The bill only speaks of thestatates. How- 
ever, I want to say further to the gentleman that if that provision of 
the Kansas law or constitution would apply I am sure there would be 
no objection on the part of any gentleman on this floor to eradicate it 
now. In my opinion, there is not a man here who wants any such rule 
to obtain in a Territory like ORlahoma, which is being settled from 


States north and south. The bill, however, speaks only of the stat- 
utes, not of the constitution. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I think the gentleman is mistaken 
about that. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, while I believe in the prohibition 
law of the State of Kansas—while I believe in prohibition upon prin- 
ciple—that is only one reason why, in my judgment, the statutes of 
Kansas should be applied to this Territory. As | was about to remark, 
a large number of the people in that Territory are from Kansas and are 
acquainted with the provisions of the statutes of that State. United 


States marshals from Kansas are the officers who have been protecting ~ 


the citizens in that Territory since it has been settled. Prisoners held 
to answer there are held to answer before the courtsof Kansas, Okla- 
homa City in its organization adopted the laws of Kansas for its gov- 
ernment. There is, therefore, it seems to me, every argument why the 
laws of Kansas, rather than the laws of Nebraska, should be extended 
to this Territory. Why the laws of Nebraska shonld be applied to this 
Territory, as this bill provides, is something that I do not understand, 

Mr, Chairman, aside from what may be the opinion of any gentleman 
on this floor as to the liquor question, this matter of keeping intoxicat- 
ing liquors out of that Territory is a very serious one for the people 
there. Let us provide in this bill, as the General Government has pro- 
vided up to this time, that no intoxicating liquors shall be admitted into 
that Territory until its own Territorial Legislature shall act upon this 
question. It will be time enough, gentlemen, for saloons in Oklahoma 
Territory when the people there vote that they will have them. Dur- 
ing the months of April, May, and June of last year I do not remem- 
bera day wheu Indians did not come to the city of Guthrie, the 1 
city of the Territory, from the Iowa and Kickapoo reservations, only a 
few miles distant. The Indians come there daily on horseback and on 
foot. Now, if you admit liquor into that Territory, it will be impos- 
sible to keep it from the Indians. Only a mile and a half from the 
ci ies of Kingfisher and Lisbon are the camps of the Arapaho Indians, 
In view of the presence of the Indians, I submit that if you allow in- 
toxicating liquors to be imported into this Territory and saloons to be 
established, you take great risk with reference to the peace and welfare 
of that community. The towns with their officers might be able to 
cope with any trouble that might arise; but if the Indians, who must 
travel by the homes of the settlers in returning to their reservations, 
should be permitted to become intoxicated, there will be no safety for 
the settlers, 

Even if there were none bnt white settlers in Oklahoma, there are 
the strongest reasons why intoxicating liquors should not be admitted 
there. There are conflicting interests among the settlers in that coun- 
try. There are questions as to who are entitled to the ownership of 
lots. Other questions which arouse men in any country are coming 
up for settlement. The people there must organize their Territory, 
must erect counties, must vote upon county-seats, must put into op- 
eration the whole machinery of government. There is everything at 
issue to arouse the feelings of men, and every reason, it seems to 
why, before the Territorial organization is effected, Congress shoul 
keep liquor out of that Territory. 

Is it not time enough—I appeal to gentlemen on this floor—is it not 
time enough to have saloons out there, is it not time enough for liquor 
to be introduced among those people, when the Territory has been 
placed under their own Territorial enactments? As I understand, under 
the laws of Nebraska (which this bill proposes to extend to this Terri- 
tory) saloons can be opened anywhere in that Territory upon the peti- 
tion of thirty freeholders. Adopt such a provision, gentlemen, and it 
will not be twenty days after the passage of this bill before there will 


be from three hundred to five hundred saloons opened in this little 


Territory of Oklahoma. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 

Mr. PEEL. I wish to submit to the gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. PICKLER] whether it would not be better to allow the statute of 
the United States which prohibits the introduction of liquor into the 
Territory to remain unrepealed by this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Emphatically; I should be in favor of that; but 
the committee has voted that down. I would prefer a provision of 
that kind to the Kansas enactment, 

Mr. PEEL. The law of the United States, I think, would be better 
than the law either of Nebraska or Kansas 

Mr. PICK]LER. It seems to me that the House can scarcely have 
understood the question in voting down the provision to which the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] refers. I should bein favor un- 
equivocally and emphatically of making the statutes of the United 
States on this subject apply to this Territory until the Territorial Leg- 
islature shall act on the subject. I should prefer such an amendment 
as that to the amendment of my friend from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY]. 
_ Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman will allow measingle remark. I 
concur with the view expressed by the gentleman from South Dakota 
(Mr. PIcKLER]. that it would be wise to keep liquor out of this Terri- 
tory until the Territorial organization is completed. But the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEWART] went far beyond 
that. It was in such terms that it would continue in force until an 
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act of Congress should repeal it; an act of the Territorial Legislature 
could not do so. > : 

Mr. PICKLER. That could be very easily remedied by modifying 
the terms of the provision. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. My amendment provided for that. 

Mr. ROGERS, I did not so understand. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. By its terms, it was provided that it 
should remain in force only during the Territorial existence. 

Mr. ROGERS. I thought the provision was that it should continue 
in force until repealed by a law of Co; 

Mr. PICKLER. I will detain the committee but a moment longer. 
Isubmit that the people of Oklahoma Territory, if they could voice 
their sentiments, would by a large majority say to you in no uncertain 
tones, ‘* Keep liquor out of our Territory until we have our own Terri- 
torial laws.” I know that is what a large majority of them desire. 

Remember this, gentlemen: that the Government of the United States 
has by its strong arm kept liquor out of this Territory from the time of 
its first settlement until the present. Now, can you afford as a House 
of Representatives of the United States to force liquor upon those 
people by voting for this bill as it stands? It seems to me not. 

I say, therefore, this proposition involves a broader question than 
what a man may believe on the liquor question. That is not the prime 
inquiry. The important, the paramount question is whether the House 
of Representatives will continue the policy which the Government has 
heretofore adopted, and keep liquor out of that Territory until these 
people can form their own laws and until these perilous questions to 
which I have referred—because the questions in respect to property 
rights with regard to town sites, etc., are perilous questions which are 
to be settled in the coming months—until these perilous questions have 
been settled by the act on of the people of the Territory. I hope this 
House will coolly and deliberately say by its vote to the people of Okla- 
homa: ‘‘As the United States Government has kept liquor out of your 
Territory until the present, we will continue that policy, and will not 
allow it to come in until you say so by your own enactment.” That 
is reasonable. There is nothing unfair about that, It does not com- 
promise the convictions which any gentleman may entertain in regard 
to the liquor question. It is in the line of peace, good order, right, and 
justice. I hope it will prevail. 

Before sitting down I will say that I do not care in what form the 
purpose I have advocated be accomplished, whether by a continuation 
of the statute of the United States on the subject of intoxicating 
liquors or by extending to this Territory the statutes of Kansas. I 
simply desire that by some effectual provision intoxicating liquors shall 
be kept out of this Territory until the Territorial Legislature can pass 
on the question. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to have the following letter read in 
closing my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


NATIONAL Woman's CHRISTIAN TEMPERANCE UNION, 
Chicago, Ill., March 6, 1890. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

In view of the fat that your honorable body is considering a constitution for 
Oklahoma, we, the undersigned, representing more than one hundred and fifty 
thousand w beg that you will use the constitution of the prohibitory State 
of Kansas as your model, 

Oklahoma has never suffered the disgrace of the legalized liquor traffic, and 
we earnestly entreat that the United States Government will continue to pro- 
tect her in this, as in every particular, and that this may go into her 
fundamental law, 


FRANCES E. WILLARD, 
President National Woman's Christian Temperance Union. 
CAROLINE B. BUELL, 
Corresponding Secretary 
ESTHER PUGH, Treasurer. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair will consider the pro forma amendment 
as having been withdrawn. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. [I ask for the reading of the pending amendment. 

The Clerk pead as follows: 

Amend section 7 by striking out the word “Nebraska” wherever it occurs 
and inserting the word * Kansas.” 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the object of this amend- 
ment is to introduce into the Territory which we are now organizing 
what are known as the prohibitory Jaws of Kansas, I, sir, must op- 
pose that. I do not believe we ought at this stage to fasten any policy 
in regard to the liquor traffic on the Territory. If we do anything 
at a!l we should leave the people there free, as the people of the other 
Territories have been left tree, to shape their policy for themselves. 

I say without reserve that I am utterly opposed to what is known 
as the prohibitive policy. I believe it is vicious in principle and I 
know that it is vicious in practice. It is undemocratic. It is more 
congenial to despotic than to free governments, 

I have observed its effect in my own State fora period of nearly 
twenty years, and the people of that State threw it aside in utter dis- 
gust, because it did not prohibit the use or the sale, even, of liquor. 
Drunkenness was rather encouraged by it, and it was found intemper- 
ance increased nner the operation of that law, and the liquor traffic 
was unregulated, unchecked by any proper code of regulations. It 
was evil in its principle, in its effects. It had no redeeming feature, 
and was cast aside by the people. 


For these reasons, Mr. Chairman, I must op this amendment. 
It undertakes, not to leave the people of the Territory free, as some- 
body said on the other side, te choose a system, but it fastens a system 
on them, a system which is exceptional, a system which does not pre- 
vail in a majority of the States of the Union, and it undertakes to de- 
termine that system in advance and commit this Territory in the direc- 
tion of what is known as prohibition. Is essays to achieve the great , 
papos of the prohibitionist, to lay the foundation of a State in pro- 

ibition. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Ask your question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Either I do not understand the proposition or the 
gentleman does not. We only seek to keep the liquor traffic ont until 
the first LegisJatare is organized to determine the matter. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. ‘Thatis what I am opposed to. I do understand 
the gentleman. Ido him the compliment to say he expresses himself 
clearly, and if is that very thing I object to. I object that the 
ple of my State, that the brewers, that the men who have their 
capital invested in this business shall be handicapped in order that 
the views the gentleman who has just questioned me entertains shall 
be made the foundation of the fature of a great Territory, and of what 
will be a great State, that they shall be the rule of action in advance of 
everybody who. goes into the Territory. That is what I am opposing, 
and thatis what I invite the House to vote down in the shape of the pend- 
ing amendment. Ido not propose that my constituents who are in the 
liquor trafie shall be branded as outlaws. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I am surprised, Mr. Chairman, that my 
colleague would open this Territory to the liquor traffic, by indirection 
or otherwise, until the people thereof have had opportunity to express 
their choice. All must admit that without the presence of statutory 
law saloon-keepers can go now into the Territory as freely as those who 
go there with dry goods and groceries. In other words, under the com- 
mon law there is no restriction on this business. Here we have a Ter- 
ritory which has been kept in order by the good sense and good con- 
science of the people, aided by the United States Army. [Applause.] 
Through the course of procedure relative to this Territory there has not 
been a day oran hour that the use and sale of liquor there have not been 
prohibited. My friend from Michigan who opposes this amendment 
proposes, instead of leaving things in statu quo, to throw down the bar- 
riers and admit whisky with no more restrictions than -upon the ad- 
mission of dry goods, except a small tax and without opportunity on 
the part of the people there in any manner to preventit. It is that 
we object to. Wesay things should remain as they are in this Terri- 
tory until the people have organized their Government and can act on 
the question for themselves. [Applause. | 

Then if they want prohibition let them have it. If they want li- 
cense they will legalize it. But as far as we are concerned it would 
be a fatal mistake for this House or for Congress to reverse what has 
been the policy of the Government ever since the first white man set 
foot in this Territory, to wit, to keep alcoholic liquors out of it. We 
can not afford to allow if, and that is the only question before us now, 
namely, whether we will let things remain as they are or allow whisky 
to come in free as a commodity, when every man, whether he uses it or 
not, knows it to be an evil, and an evil which should be held in check 
by the most stringent laws. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, Will my colleague allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Under what law does the Government exercise 
the policy of keeping whisky out of the Territory now? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Under a special law applicable to the 
conditions there and backed by the strong arm of the military. 

Mr. CHIPMAN,. That isno law at all. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I understand; but let matters remain as 
now relative to liquor, at least until the people have an opportunity of 
framing a law themselves upon the subject. 

Mr. FITCH. Let me ask the gentleman from Michigan whether, if 
that policy is good, that the Army should enforce prohibition in Okla- 
homa—whether it would not be also good to be established as a perma- 
nent procedure in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The cases are entirely different. They 
have no government ont there except the Army, in one sense of the 
word, and the Army of the United States is to-day keeping peace in 
that Territory; and experience has shown that it is absolutely necessary, 
in order to preserve peace, to keep whisky out. Now, does the gentle- 
man want to throw down the door and let New York saloon-keepers go 
down there without let or hinderance and set up their whisky bars? 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, objection has been made to the amend- 
ment that has been offered by my colleague from Kansas, extending 
the laws of Kansas over this Territory, instead of the laws of Nebraska, 
because of a provision existing in our State constitution disfranchising 
those that were in the Confederate army. I propose now an amend- 
ment, if in order, and if not I shall present it at the proper time, which 
I will ask the Clerk to read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: è 

Add to section 7: 

“ Provided, That the constitutional provision of Kansas disfranchising persons 
who served in the Confederate army snall not apply to the qualifications of a 
voter in the Territory,” 

Mr. PETERS. That will obviate any objection on thatscore. Iam 
free to say, from my intercourse with the people in the Territory, that 
they do not desire that any of those who served in the Confederate 
army should be deprived of the privilege of voting. I that the 
time has come when a Territory should be allowed to bx its own citi- 
zenship, as far as the question of voting is concerned, and I believe the 
amendment proposed will exempt from the operation of that provision 
in the law all such persons. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. But does not the constitution of Kan- 
sas go still further and prohibit such persons from not only exercising 
the right of suffrage, but from holding any p~sition under the govern- 


I will accept the modification of my amendment as 
suggested by my colleague [ Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. PETERS. The suggestion of the gentleman from Texas calls to 
my mind an additional provision of our Constitution which will be nec- 
essary to accept also, namely, the provision that men can not hold of- 
fice under the Constitution who served in the Confederate army, and I 
will make that change in the amendment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while I have the floor I wish to say a word upon 
another question which has been raised here, namely, prohibition. I 
want to testify from personal observation that there is not a law that 
can be framed that is more essential to the peace and good order of 
that Territory of Oklahoma, when it shall have been formed, than this 
law of prohibition. We have alaw now, astatute law, which prevents 
the introduction of whisky into the Territory. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. Does it prevent? 

Mr. PETERS, Yes, sir; as much as any law for the prevention of 
crime. It prevents as much as the law for the suppression of murder. 
There is a criminal law on the statue-books of all of our States prohib- 
iting murder and horse-stealing and similar crimes. In every State of 
the Union we have such laws, prescribing punishment for horse-stealing 
and also for the crime of murder. This prohibition law prohibits just 
as well as any of them, 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. PETERS. Iwill yield to the gentleman for a question shortly. 

We have laws in all of the States prohibiting murder, and yet we 
have murder committed even within the shadow of the Capitol of the 
United States. We have laws prohibiting all crimes, and yet the pros- 
ecution of criminals takes up much of the time of our courts for the 
administration of justice; and if that objection is any argument against 
prohibition, the same can be made against any law, whether it be in 
regard to horse-stealing or murder or any other crime prohibited by 
common or statute law. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr, Chairman, it is claimed that this is an attempt 
on the part of the advocates of prohibition to do here in the House 
what they were defeated and prevented from doing in the committee. 
In the committee this same matter was brought up and discussed. The 
advocates of one side desired the laws of Arkansas and on the other 
the laws of Kansas; and the law of Nebraska, where a high license ex- 
ists, was selected as a compromise measure, Now these gentlemen, 
with their pet hobby of prohibition, which has been voted down in 
State after State, North, lately, would attempt to put on to this Terri- 
tory this Kansas law which, as I say, State after State has voted down 
and refused to accept, and the question is, will you override the unani- 
mous decision of the committee on a fair compromise to have the law 
of Nebraska taken, in order to place gentlemen who are the advocates 
of prohibi'ion before their Republican or Democratic constituencies, 
as the case may be? 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BREWER haying taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a m from the Senate, by Mr. Mc- 
Cook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate has passed a concurrent 
resolution providing for the printing of 5,000 extra copies of the report 
of the Superintendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889; in which concurrence was re- 
quested. 

It also announced that the Senate agreed to the amendments of the 
House to the concurrent resolution of the Senate authorizing the Senate 
Committee on Immigration and the House Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization to jointly investigate the workings of the various 
laws of the United States and of the States relative to the immigration 
from foreign countries to the United States. 

Also, that the Senate agreed to the concurrent resolution of the House 
to authorize the printing of additional copies of the tenth, eleventh, 
and twelfth annual reports of the Director of the United States Geo- 
logical Survey. 

It also announced that the Senate returned, in compliance with the 
request of the House, the bill (S. 140) to prevent the introduction of 
contagious diseases from one State to another, and for the punishment 
of certain offenses. 


OKLAHOMA, 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr, Chairman, I have not occupied a single mo- 
ment of the time of the Committee of the House during this session of 
Congress with reference to the Oklahoma bill. 

When this, or a similar bill, was under consideration in the last Con- 
gress it did not meet my approval. It seemed to me that, as I said 
then, we were providing for a government before we had a peuple to be 
governed; but since the adjournment of the Fiftieth Congress the sit- 
uation has changed in the opening of Oklahoma Territory, and I think 
we ought now to recognize the fact that civil government must be pro- 
vided for that Territory. 

I desire to address myself now directly to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY]. The committee have re- 
ported in favor of extending the laws of the State of Nebraska—that 
is, general statutes, which are not locally inapplicable and conflicting 
with this act—over the new Territory of Oklahoma, The first thing that 
strikes the mind of one who contemplates this proposed enactment is, 
that the committee have passed over the State which is most contigu- 
ous to the proposed Territory and taken the statutes of another State, 
entirely removed in locality and in circumstances from the p; 
Territory. No explanation has been given here of this remarkable 
fact, unless it has been done in the remarks just submitted by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Frren]; and that is that the committee 
recognized the State of Kansas had a prohibitory liquor law, while the 
State of Nebraska had a high-license law. 

Mr. DORSEY. If my friend will allow me to interrupt him, I will 
state that there were other objections to the Kansas statutes. There 
was the disqualification of men who had been in the Confederate serv- 


ice. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. For one, Iam in favor of removing that objec- 
tion. 

Mr, MANSUR. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him, 
I wili state the matter as I understand it—and I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Nebraska to inform me whether I am correct—if it be not 
true that they have prohibition in Nebraska by virtue of the general 
law, but that each and every county can by vote adopt high license, 
and that we took that as a compromise in the committee. 

Mr. DORSEY. That is true. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I hope these interruptions will 
not come out of my time. 

The next thing that strikes my mind in regard to thisamendment is 
this: Here isa Territory in which this traffic in intoxicating liquors has 
never been permitted; in which, under the laws of the United States, 
being an Indian Territory, it was a crime against the laws of the United 
States to take, vend, or giveaway a single drop of intoxicating liquors. ' 

There are in this Territory more than 60,000 Indians of various tribes, 
who will be there just the same after this bill becomes law as they are 
to-day. They will be subject to the same passions, subjéct to the same 
weaknesses, subject to the same influences precisely, after this so-call 
Oklahoma bill becomes a law that they bave been under in the 
They will be Indians still. And if it has been necessary in the past, in 
order to protect them, and protect others around them with whom they 
come in contact, from the influences of the sale and use of intoxicating 
liquors it will be equally as important that the restriction shall con- 
tinue in the future. 

We set apart this Territory years and years ago, We said by solemn 
treaty obligation that it was set apart as a perpetual home for these 
Indian tribes. That treaty has never been abrogated by the consent of 
these people. We propose now, contrary to the express stipulations of 
that treaty, to extend a Territorial government oyer the people—a peo- 
ple to whom we committe:! ourselves by solemn treaty obligations that 
we would never extend a Territorial or State government over them ex- 
cept by their consent; and it seems to me that we pro to break 
this treaty obligation. We propose, also, to thrust this unspeakable, 
this indescribable curse upon these Indian people, open whisky shops 
all around them and let a flood of evil in upon them. For one, I stand 
here to protest against it, in the name of humanity, in the name of 
decency, in the name of the plighted faith of this great nation, that is 
not to To these treaty obligations with its weakest wards. [Ap- 
plause. - 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, the proposition is to strike out Ne- 
braska and insert Kansas where it occurs in the bill, thus extending 
the laws of the State of Kansas over the Territory of Oklahoma. Iam 
opposed to this in any shape, but if it is to be done at all I hope the 
amendment will be modified as was suggested by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CuLBERsoN]. Ioppose thisamendment without any refer- 
ence to constitutional prohibition in Kansas or the high-license laws 
of Nebraska. The controlling objection with me is to that clause of the 
constitution which disfranchises Confederate soldiers and other persons 
who aided or abetted in the late rebellion. Until a moment ago I did 
not suppose such a law existed in any State in the Union. Ihave just 
examined the constitution of Kansas and much to my surprise find that 
there is such a provision. I will ask the Clerk to read that part of 
section 2 of Article V relating to this subject. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


e * + No person who has ever voluntarily borne arms nst the Govern- 
ment of the United States or in anv manner voluntarily aided or abetted in the 
attempted overthrow of said Government, except all persons who have been 
honorably discharged frm the military service of the United States since the 

ist day of Awi, A. D, 1861, provided that they have served one year or more 

therein,shall be qualified to vote or hold office in this State until such disability 
“shall be removed by a law passed by a vote of two-thirds of all the members 
both branches of the Legislature. 


Mr. McRAE. Now, Mr. Chairman, whatever gentlemen may think 
about prohibition, the Congress of the United States ought not to sanc- 
tion any such law as this. It can not now at this distance from the 
war od afford to extend such laws over a territory inhabited in part 
by the class of citizens thusdiscriminated against. As a rule, the Con- 
federate soldiers are good citizens, loyal to the Government, and as 
well qualified to vote and hold office as any other class of people in the 
United States. Many of them now reside in the Oklahoma country, 
and they have a right toall the privileges and immunities accorded to 
other law-abiding citizens of that Territory without asking pardon of 
the Kansas islature. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to the pending amendment, offered by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. KELLEY], in regard to substituting the laws of Kansas in 
place of those of Nebraska. In the Committee on Territories, when 
this subject was under co sideration, the whole question was exhaust- 
ively discussed, and delegates were here from Oklahoma representing 


both political es. These gentlemen were divided. Some wanted 
the laws of some those of California, some those of Kansas, 


and some those of Colorado, and others of Texas. After hearing all 

- these various views for some time and after an express declaration of 
the representatives of Oklahoma Territory, citizens who came here to 
represent the interests of the various localities, we concluded that a 
compromise of all these conflicting interests could be effected by taking 
some State that had not been in controversy at all; and in the spirit or 
compromise, on the motion of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Dor- 
sry], the committee unanimously agreed to put Nebraska in the place 
ot all those other States. That was done in the spirit of compromise 
after a very exhaustive discussion of the whole subject. Now, I hope 
this committee will ratify that compromise, and that the good faith that 
prevailed there may prevail here. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to be informed as to what the laws of 
Nebraska are upon this subject? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The laws of Nebraska on the subject of the sale 
of liquor are prohibition in the first instance, and no right to sell ex- 
cept upon certain conditions of obtaining license, for which the lowest 
charge, I believe, is $500. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is not the law of Nebraska, as I understand 
it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I have the statute here. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is it? 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. It simply provides for a license to be 
granted upon a petition signed by thirty citizens. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, it is a high-license law. The gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. Dorsry], living in the State, can, of course, ex- 
plain the law better than I can. I understand, however, that there can 
be no liquor-selling unless the municipality or the county organization 
shall agree to it and order it. The rule in that State, and in other States, 
is that every spring election there is a contest as to whether the town is 
to be “wet” or ‘‘dry;’’ sometimes a town is ‘‘ wet” and sometimes it 
is “dry,” but they always pass upon that question in the spring 


election. 
Mr. HEARD. Does not the history of the case show that the elec- 
tions go ‘‘ wet’? when the people are ‘‘dry?’? [Laughter.] 


Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman can, perhaps, explain that better 
than I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] has expired. 

Mr. CHEON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER] a que-tion. I want to ask him what he thinks the result 
would have been if when this Territory was opened in April last there 
had been the law of Nebraska in force there, under which, upon the 
petition of forty freeholders, saloons could have been opened in every 
town and in every ward. “ 

Mr. FLOWER (sotto voce). The result would have been that any- 
body could have taken a drink if he pleased. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. The consequence was that neither the law of 
Kansas, nor the law of Nebraska, nor of any other State was in force 
there, nor any law except that of the United States. That law was 
found sufficient before there was any regular government established 
there; so it is likely to be sufficient when they have a regular govern- 
ment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There was a law of the United States there pro- 
hibiting the introduction of liquor, and the army of the United States 
was there to enforce it. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘* Vote 1] 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I desire to say, in corroboration of what has been said by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], that this question was carefully 


considered by the Committee on Territories. We listened to gentle- 
men from Oklahoma representing every shade of political conviction 
and of party affiliation. Some were in favor of the adoption of the 
laws of Kansas, others desired the adoption of the Arkansas statutes; 
some favored the statutes of Texas, and some California or Illinois. 
We found these adverse and conflicting views among those representing 
the people of Oklahoma, and we found also that as a committee we 
were divided. 

Personally I favored the statutes of Kansas, and I believe, as the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] says, that a majority of 
the residents of Oklahoma at this time desire to have the statutes of 
Kansas extended over them; but, for the purpose of compromise, the 
committee agreed on this provision in relation to the laws of Nebraska, 
and I think we should stand by that agreement, and therefore I #o 
not favor the amendment asking for the adoption of the laws of Kansas 
under the circumstances. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do I understand the gentleman from Kansas to say 
that the Committee on Territories agreed unanimously to take the laws 
of Nebraska so as to make it easier to open saloons in Oklahoma ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Notatall, sir. That is not the object of accept- 
ing the statutes of Nebraska. The object was what I have suggested, 
to secure harmony, in order that we might report a bill here that would 
receive the unanimous support of the members of the committee upon 
the floor of this House and at the same time secure the best possible 
legislation for the people of Oklahoma. 

Mr. KELLEY, Will the gentleman from Kansas allow me a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. I understood the gentleman to say that, without 
doubt, the majority of the citizens of Oklahoma are in favor of the laws 
of Kansas, 

Mr. PERKINS. So I believe. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentlemen says he believes that, but at the 
same time he tells us that the committee are opposed to taking the 
laws of Kansas. Now I ask him, which had this House better consider 
and obey, the wants and the will and the wishes of the people of Okla- 
homa or the wants and the will and the wishes of the Committee on 
Territories? 

Mr. PERKINS, Ithink we had better pass the bill recommended 
by the committee and secure this important legislation for the people 
of Oklahoma—a bill that, after consideration, has the unanimous in- 
dorsement of the committee and I believe the approval of a great ma- 
jority of the members of this House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, some of these questions anticipate my remarks, 
and I prefer to say what I have to say in order, and then, if any gentle- 
man wishes to ask me a question I shall endeavor to answer it. 

As I understand the statutes of Nebraska they provide for high 
license. The Nebraska system is what is known as the ‘‘high-license’’ 
system. Personally I believe it is better for the people of the Terri- 
tory that during the temporary period of organization, the existing con- 
dition concerning the sale and trafic in alcoholic bev should be 
continued, and continued until they have a Territorial ature of 
their own which can legislate for them upon this subject. 

For that reason I was in favor of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse], but I do not accept the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY], for the reasons which I 
have already suggested, namely: That the Committee on Territories, 
after fully considering the subject, agreed to take the laws of Nebraska, 
which is a high-license State, as a compromise. Under the laws of 
Nebraska no man can obtain permission to sell intoxicating beverages 
until he has presented a petition either to the county commissioners 
or to the city government asking for it, and that petition must be signed 
by at least 30 freeholders of the community or the city in which he 
lives and in which he desires to establish his saloon. 

If the license is for an incorporated city the petition must be signed 
by freeholders, residents of the city. If for a town not incorporated, 
by freeholders and residents of the county. Now I desire to suggest 
that there are no freeholders in any city of Oklahoma to-day; there 
is no person qualified to bea petitioner under the Jaws of Nebraska in 
any town of Oklahoma to-day. No title has been secured to their town 
sites, and hence no petition, such as the laws of Nebraska provide for, 
can be presented alter this bill becomes a Jaw, until the Legislature of 
Oklahoma has convened and has put into effect in that Territory local 
government, or until legal city governments are organized and the town 
sites are entered and a title secured to the land. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for a few 
moments longer. 


Mr. MORRILL. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to puta question tothe gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. Are we to understand the gentleman as say- 
ing that he prefers the high-license system of Nebraska to the system 
of prohibition ? 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not say that at all. 

Mr. HOOKER. What do you say about that? 
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Mr. PERKINS. Isay that personally I think it is better to have 
the present conditions continued and preserved upon that subject, and 
I voted for the amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts for that reason, Pesonally I prefer to have prohibition extended 
over this Territory. But I believe in local government, and in due 
time I would give to the people of Oklahoma the right through their 
Territorial Legislature to legislate for themselves on this subject. 
Every man who has had occasion to investigate this question at all 
knows that the prohibition which has prevailed in Oklahoma during 
the last ten months has contributed wonderfully to the good order pre- 
yailing there, has contributed wonderfully to the protection of prop- 
erty, the preservation of peaceand good order, and the safety of human 
life. I presume that most of the members of this House know that 
under the statute of the United States no intoxicating liquors can be 
introduced or sold within the boundaries of the Indian Territory or 
upon any of the Indian reservations or to Indians, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman whether section 2139 
of the Revised Statutes applies now to the territory included in Okla- 
homa? 

Mr. PERKINS. I was about to remark that the President of the 
United States directed that the forces in control there during the time 
intervening from the opening of the Territory until the present should 
not permit intoxicating liquors to be introduced or sold there. There 
was some question in the mind of the Attorney-General whether the 
section referred to continued in force after those lands were opened to 
settlement; but to avoid any question President Harrison gave the in- 
structions I have suggested. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then the effect of the passage of this bill as re- 
ported by the committee would be to set aside section 2139 of the Re- 
vised Statutes so far as it applies to Oklahoma—— 

Mr. PERKINS, I think so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And substitute the Nebraska license system? 

Mr. PERKINS. Substitute the Nebraska statutes. I think that 
would be the effect so far as Oklahoma proper is concerned, but would 
not change the law as to Indians or Indian reservations. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he 
thinks it quite right that Congress should now set aside this legislation 
which has protected that Territory thus far until the people shall act 
on the question? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have already stated that personally I am in favor 
of continuing in that particular the conditions existing in the Territory 
to-day. Without entering into a discussion of the merits of prohibition, 
for I know that gentlemen differ on that subject honestly and consci- 
entiously, and I am not discussing prohibition on its merits, because I 
am aware of these differences of opinion, but I think this House can 
with consistency and propriety continue the conditions existing there 
to-day until the Legislature of the Territory can be called together and 
can legislate on the subject and can express the voice of the people of 
Oklahoma. 

If the Legislature that shall be chosen should provide for high li- 
cense or for local option or for prohibition, that will be their business, 
and we will have done our duty if we procure for them temperance, 
sobriety, and good government until they can legislate for themselves. 
All that is proposed, as I understand, by these amendments is that 
temporarily, until a Legislature can be chosen, until it convenes, until 
it legislates for the people, the conditions now existing in the Territory 
in reference to alcoholic beverages or intoxicating drinks shall continue. 
Personally, I think that is wise and right. Yet I do not apprehend 
much difficulty from the adoption of the Nebraska statutes, for the 
reason I have su, : that no man under that statute can secure 
authority to sell a single drop of intoxicating drink until he has ob- 
tained a license so to do; and in order to obtain that license he must 
present a petition signed by at least thirty qualified freeholders of his 
county or his city. 

Now, there is no county organization in Oklahoma; there isno board 
of county commissioners to whom in accordance with the laws of Ne- 
braska petitions may be presented, and there can not be such officers 
until the Legislature has met and provided for them by law. Hence 
the adoption of the bill as reported by the committee, putting into 
effect in Oklahoma the statutes of Nebraska, would, in my judgment, 
give to the people of Oklahoma practically prohibition. Yet, in order 
that there may be no question on that subject, I am personally in fa- 
vor of the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
PERKINS] whether it is not a fact that the act of Congress which now 
controls in that Territory would continue in force until the machinery 
was provided for poring in operation the statute of Nebraska? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. Make that certain and we are content. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is certain enough, anyhow. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PERKINS] has expired. 

Mr. SPINOLA, I have listened for a great many years to the dis- 
cussion of the temperance question; and up to this time I have been 


unable to discover that the enactment of any special laws by any law- 
creating authority in the country has ever yet bad the effect of pre- 
venting the indulgence of the people in intoxicating drinks. What 
we want to do is not to undertake to say that a man shall or shall not 
do a particular thing; but we want to adopt on this question the very 
best regulation we can establish; and that, in my judgment, is not 
prohibition. It has failed in every instance where it has been estab- 
lished, In States where they have amended their constitutions to pro- 
vide for prohibition there is as much liquor consumed as there ever 
was. [Applause.] 

Mr. FUNSTON, I dispute every statement made by the gentleman 
from New York City. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr.SPINOLA. Oh, sit down, andspeak in yourown time. [Laugh- 
ter and appia] 

Why, take the State of Maine, which has tried prohibition for thirty 
or forty years, and there is more whisky consumed there to-day than 
when prohibition was begun. So it will continue for all time. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Ideny it, [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. Sit down. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, if you do 
what is right and proper, we will surround the use and sale of liquor 
with proper regulations. You can not stop men from doing what they 
wish to do, even as to the commission of crime. You can not make 
any law so severe as to stop them. Nor, sir, can you frame any law to 
prevent men from the gratification of their appetites, whatever they 


may be. 
Kansas! Prohibition in Kansas! Why, sir, I am sick of Kansas 
and its prohibition! [Great laughter and applause. ] 


Mr. PETERS. They are not your kind of politics, [Renewed laugh- 


ter. : 
ite SPINOLA. No; they are not, andI thank God forit. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I suppose you prefer those of New York City. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir; I do. I come from New York City, one 
of the most christian, intelligent, and enterprising communities on the 
face of this continent. [Applause and laughter.] That Democratic 
State, by the acts of you Republicans, has been made irredeemably 
Democratic for the next eight or ten years. [Applause on the Demo- 
eratic side.] There will be no more Republican Senators from that 
State after the term of WILLIAM M. EVARTS has expired. [Laughter 
and applause.] Kansas! Why, her State constitution has oned 
every man except those who took part in the rebellion, 

Her State constitution says that for every man who took up arms 
against the Union there shall be no toleration. That intolerance of 
Kansas they propose to extend to Oklahoma. Suppose our brethern did 
commit the folly of going into rebellion. Now, after we have given 
them a good thrashing and they want to come back, why should we 
shut the doorin their faces? [Applause.] They are American citizens, 
and they are to-day as loyal as any men in Kansas or elsewhere. [Ap- 


plause. 
Mr. PERKINS. The Legislature of Kansas has always removed 
those disabilities when any man has made application for that pur- 


pose. 

Mr. SPINOLA. But it requires a two-thirds vote, Here is a Terri- 
tory to be organized, over which it is proposed to extend this provision 
of the Kansas constitution im posing these political disabilities. I am 
opposed to it, and I hopeitwillbevoteddown. [Applause.] I would 
leave that intolerance to Kansas and extend it nowhere else. 
newed applause. | 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, it was the furthest from my inten- 
tion to refer to the remarks which the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
SPINOLA] has just made had he not taken upon himself to reflect on 
my State of Kansas. I stand here, Mr. Chairman, to resent his reflec- 
tions upon my State and to hurl them back upon him. [Applause.] 

When he says no State in this Union that has passed prohibition laws 
has observed those prohibition laws, I say so far as the State of Kansas 
is concerned his statement is not the truth. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is ante-bellum talk. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FUNSTON. Iam here to-day to say that we have had prohibition 
in our constitution and in our laws since 1830, and I am here to say 
we have gained about 100,000 annually in population, although it was 
said the State would be depopulated as soon as we that prohi- 
bition law. Appias] I am here to resent the against pro- 
hibition. We have a State 400 miles east and west and 200 miles 
north and south, with a population of 1,600,000 people, and not one 
open saloon in it. [Long-continued applause. ] 

I wish to say further that, as to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SPINOLA] being sick of hearing about Kansas, I have no doubt the 
Republican majority of 82,000 does make him supremely sick whenever 
he thinks of it. [Laughterand applause.] I wish to say still further 
to the gentleman from New York that the Republican party had its 
birth on Kansas soil in the district I represent. 

There was begun the original movement which brought forth this 
grand Republican , and which is to-day dominant in the councils 
of the nation. It brought the cause of freedom to a happy conclusion, 
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and I hope to see the Republican party champion the cause of prohibi- 
tion as it championed the cause of liberty. [Applause. ] 

Mr. TARSNEY, Mr. Chairman, during the month of last May my 
professional duties called me to one of the county-seats of the south- 
western part of Kansas. I was engaged there in the trial of causes 
before the district court of that State. While engaged in the trial of a 
cause, the court being held in a public hall, used as a theater—I say 
while engaged in the trial of a cause and examining a witness, my at- 
tention was attracted by the rapping on the judge’s desk by him of 
his pencil, and, looking up, I observed him scowling in the direction 
of one of the wings of the stage. I looked myself, and there beheld the 
prosecuting attorney of the county shaking a bottle of beer at the judge 
of the court, [Laughter.] The judge was very indignant. Now, the 
~ bottle of beer was not shaken at him in a menacing and intimidating 
manner, but rather in a seductive and enticing manner. [Laughter. ] 
The judge scowled and shook his head. The prosecuting attorney re- 
tired into the wings of the stage, and in a few moments the judge turned 
to the jury and said, ‘‘Gentlemen, we will now take a recess for ten 
minutes.” [Laughter.] ‘* Under the usual instructions you will be 

itted to separate for that period of time. Be prompt, gentlemen, 
returning to your seats. We will now take a recess,” and the judge 
into the wings of the stage. 
. Chairmain, I am opposed to the further extension of Kansas pro- 
hibition. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. FUNSTON. ‘That, Mr. Chairman, was about the only Demo- 
cratic judge in the State. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, this is, strictly speak- 
ing, ‘‘much ado about nothing.” This is simply a question of con- 
struction as to whether the section read does not include the entire 
Territory under the provision of the Revised Statutes, It is no effort 
at establishing prohibition or temperance, but to make clear and cer- 
tain that which is uncertain. The proposition offered is that the pro- 
vision of the section should embrace the entire Territory of Oklahoma, 
and that is all there is of it. 

Now, I am opposed to embracing in this Territorial bill either the 
law of Kansas or the law of Nebraska, or indeed of any other State, 
and I offer as a reason for it what I ask the Clerk to read. I desire to 
advise the House in adopting the laws of Nebraska that we should un- 
derstand exactly what we are providing for, and in that view I ask the 
Clerk to read a section from the law in the State of Nebraska. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Every person, male or female, who has resided in the district forty days and 
is twenty-one years old and who owns real property in the district or personal 
property that was assessed in the district in his or her name at the last annual 
assessment, or who has children of school age residing in the district, shall be 
entitled to vote at any district meeting. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Now, we do not intend, unless we un- 
derstand thoroughly this code of laws—we do not intend, I take it, to 
establish in the Territory any provision of law which would be mani- 
festly objectionable, but nevertheless we are proposing to adopt here 
what we do not understand. Hence the greater reason for adopting 
the Federal statute which my friend trom Texas called attention to 
awhile for many believe now that is already in force and will be 
in force in this Territory. But to put the matter beyond all question 
I offered this amendment, 

Mr. DORSEY. Will you yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I want to have this amendment read. 

Mr. DORSEY. I want to explain to the gentleman that what he 
has read is simply a provision for school elections. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Well, the law you propose is for all 


P agr 
. DORSEY. But in justice to the State the gentleman should 
= that this is not a provision for general elections, but for school elec- 
ons, 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. But the provisions of Nebraska are to 
apply to this Territory. 

Mr. DORSEY. Well, you can not make any mistake if you adopt 
the laws of Nebraska. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. TI ask that the Clerk read the amend- 
ment I have Loe pet 

The Clerk as follows: 

Insert after the word “ Territory,” in line 6 of section 7, the words: 

“ Provided, That section 2139 of the Revised Statutes of the United States shall 
be enforced in said Territo: until after the adjournment of the first session of 
the Legislative Assembly of said Territory.” 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. All I want to say now—— 

_ Mr.CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow the section of the stat- 
utes referred to in his amendment to be read? 

Mr. ROGERS. I will refer to that presently. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I only want to state this. I am op- 
posed to adopting the laws of Kansas, or Nebraska either, in this Terri- 
tory. It is now simply a matter of construction as to whether these 
statutes do not already obtain in that Territory. But in order to put 
it beyond question I have offered the amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS. . Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the substitute 
proposed by the gentleman from Georgia. 


Mr. ROGERS, I desire to be heard for a few moments on this ques- 
tion. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Ar- 


Mr. ROGERS. Ifthe committee will give me its attention for a very 
few moments I will try to place before them the legal status of this 
question as it will obtain by the passage of this bill with the amendment 
offered by the gentleman irom Georgia incorporated. 

At present the statute reads as follows: 
je ardent spirits shall be introduced under any pretense in (he Indian Terri- 

ry. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is the existing law. 

Mr. ROGERS. Justa moment. That is the existing law at present 
applied to Oklahoma. Now, the Kansas courts have jurisdiction to 
enforce that. It is likewise the law which pertains to all Indian res- 
ervations, including the five civilized tribes, certainly those Indians 
proximate to that portion of the country in which I live. If, however, 
the bill is passed organizing the Territorial government over Oklahoma 
without the enactment of the provision offered by the gentieman from 
Georgia, this law will have no application whatever to that Territory. 
I think I make myself clear on that point. 

Bat it is right to say in this connection, also, that while, if the bill 

without the provision, liquor may be taken into Oklahoma, and 
while without any regulation at all unless regulated by the Nebraska 
law, nevertheless so far as the Indian tribes are concerned in Oklahoma, 
or the five civilized tribes, or anywhere else—provided these tribes are 
under control of an agent or still in their tribal relations—any sale, 
gift. barter, or exchange to'any Indian is a violation of the provisions 
of this statute. 

Let me follow it up consecutively; so that, Mr. Chairman, I now ini- 
vite attention to this: 

Every person who sells, exchanges, gives, barters, ord 
liquors or wine to any Indian under the charge of an Indian superintendent 
or agent, or introduces or attempts to introduce any spirituous liquor or wine 
intu the Indian country, shall be punishable by imprisonment for not more 
than two years and by a fine of not more than $300. 

Now, under this statute it has been held by the Federal court that 
a wholesale liquor merchant in Arkansasis liable to prosecution under 
the provisions of this act, even though the sale may take place in the 
State. If, however, the Indian has dissolved relations with his tribe 
and is no longer under thecontrol, management, and general supervision 
of the Government, but has become a citizen of the State, the law re- 
laxes; but in Arkansas it, however, happens we have alaw that makes 
it an offense to sell to him. Now, that leaves this question in this at- 
titude: Is Congress prepared to organize the Territory of Oklahoma 
without some provision to regulate the liquor traffic? 

Mr. HILL, Will the gentleman yield to meforaquestion? Iwould ` 
like to inquire if you consider all these provisions just read from and 
the statute, taken together, refer simply to the sale to Indians? 

Mr. ROGERS, It does. 

Mr. HILL. And notto white men? 

Mr. ROGERS. But, Mr. Chairman, the section I have alluded to 
applies only to the sale to Indians, and every man will observe that if 
this section is extended over Oklahoma Territory itisan absolute pro- 
hibition for any purpose to introduce liquor into the Territory of Okla- 
homa, even for sacramental purposes or for anything else, so far as that 
is concerned, except by order made by the Secretary of War. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, I am not familiar with the Nebraska law, but 
I take this position: That it is a safe thing to do to adopt, in connec- 
tion with the Nebraska laws generally, the provision offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEWART], because that provision sim- 
ply says that this section of the statute shall be continued in force over 
Oklahoma Territory until the adjournment of the first session of its 
Territorial Legislature. If at that time the Territorial Legislature, in 
the exercise of the ordinary local self-government conferred upon it by 
Con; has not made suitable provision for this matter, Congress may 
still regulate it. It seems to me that no people, knowing the influ- 
ences liquor ordinarily has upon communities, will permit this business 
to be carried on without proper restraint and proper legislation. So I 
believe Congress may act wisely and safely by extending the provisions 
of this act—that is, the proviso of this section—over that country until 
the adjournment of the first session of its Legislative Assembly. 

To do that will enable this Territorial organization to take place, en- 
able the election of the legislators to the first General Assembly to be 
had free from the influence of liquor or anything of that description, 
and it will keep away from the tribes or any of them so far as possible 
the sale of these liquors until the Legislative Assembly have made such 
rules as they may deem best. It must be presumed that the Legis- 
lature of that Territory can manage their own affairs and the protec- 
tion of their own people; and I take it that it can be faithfully in- 
trusted to—as I think the American people everywhere can—adopt 
such legislation as will protect their several communities. 

Mr. MORSE. I desire to say that while I am myself personally and 
heartily in sympathy with the laws of Kansas on this subject I hope 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia will be ac- 
cepted as a very wise and just compromise of this matter. Theamend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Georgia is exactly the amendment, 


of any spirituous 
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‘in other words, which I offered this morning and which was voted down. 
in less than a quorum by a very small majority. It seems to me as if 
there was no possible doubt as to whether or not the provisions of ex- 
isting law extended over the Territory of Oklahoma; but this will make 
that matter so that there could be no mistake about it, Now, I wish 
to say that we should not adopt the law of Nebraska nor the law of 
Kansas nor any other law, but simplify the matter by continuing 
the existing restriction in regard to the liquor traffic over this Terri- 


ry. 

Why, will any gentleman here picture to himself what would have 
been the history of the Territory of Oklahoma when that Territory was 
entered upon under the President’s proclamation if there had been no 
restriction of the liquor trafficof that Territory? I venture to say that 
there would have been bloodshed—a good deal of bloodshed—and the 
course o! the President of the United States in ordering the Army to 
banish and keep liquor out of that Territory was very wise and salutary. 
I hope it will be continued until these people may speak for themselves. 
This amendment of the gentleman from Georgia isin the interest of 
good morals; it isin the best and highest interests of the people of that 
Territory, and it is desired by the people of that Territory, and I know 
whereof I speak. 

Mr. CONGER. As a member of this House, who represents in part a 
State which has a prohibitory law upon its statute-book—and which, 
by the way, enforces it—1l simply wish to furnish a little evidence in 
reply to the statement made by my venerable friend from New York 
[Mr. SPINOLA], and I will read from the last annual message of the 
governor of Jowa to the Legislature now in session. He says: 

O t statu’ by the T tieth General As bly, and 
into foros July 4, UNL. Blnce that time sbout thes iuousend antoons bate besa 
closed in Iowa. The law has steadily grown in public favor, and during the 
last two has been nearly as well enforced in ninety counties of the State 
as any o law. There is, indeed, every reason to believe thatin these ninety 
counties it is better enforced than any license law was ever euforeed in lowa, 
and even better than any high-license law is now enforced in any other State 
in the Union. The reports from the States which have license laws bear me 
out in this assertion. 


* * * + 


* * 

It is a well recognized fact that crime is on the increase in the United States, 
but Iowa does not contribute to that increase. While the number of convicts ia 
the country at large rose from 1 in every 3,442 of population in 1450 to L in every 
$60 in 188", the ratio in Lowa is at present only | to every 3,130. The jails of 
many cou ties are now empty during a good portion of the year, and the num- 
ber of convicts in our penitentiaries been reduced from 750 fu March, 1886, 
to 604, July 1, 1889, It is the testimony of the judges of our courts that crim- 
inal business has been reduced from 39 to 75 per cent. and that criminal ex- 
penses have diminished in like proportion, There is a remarkable decrease in 
the business and fees of sheriffs and criminal lawyers, as well as in the number 
of requisitions and extradition warrants issued. We have less paupers and less 
tramps in the State in proportion to our population than ever before. Brew- 
eries have been converted into oat-mea! mills and canning factories, and are 
operated as such by their owners. The report of the superint-ndent of public 
instruction shows an increased schoo! attendance throughout the State. The 

rer classes have better fare, better clothing, better schooling, and better 
Bous. The deposits in banks show an unprecedented increase, and there are 
everywhere indications ofa healthy growth in legitimate trade. Merchantsand 
commercial travelers report less losses in collections in Iowa than elsewhere, 


Mr. Chairman, it is the duty of this Congress to furnish for this 
newly organized Territory the best code of laws possible, and Isubmit 
that such a statement as that which I have read proves that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr, KELLEY] ought to 


ar MILLS. Mr. Chairman, it would seem from the speeches we 
have been listening to and the amendments which have been offered to 
this bill either that the settlers in this new Territory are not a part of 
the American race or that the American people have lost their capacity 
for self-government. The whole of our political institutions are based 
as upon a bed-rock, upon the assumption that man is capable of self- 
government and that each local community is capable of self-govern- 
ment; and the history of the formation of all the governments of this 
Union, from the first in Massachusetts and Virginia, extending all over 
the whole country from ocean to ocean and from the lakes to the gulf, 
has in a century demonstrated that each American community is capa- 
ble of governing itself. 

They tell us, Mr. Chairman, that there are Indians in this Territory, 
and that therefore we must prevent the white people from importing 
intoxicating beverages. Where is there a Territory in the Union in 
which the first nucleus of a government of Engli ng people 
was not formed in the presence of Indians? The first government of 
Massachusetts, of Rhode Island, of Connecticut, of Georgia, of New 
York, of Pennsylvania, of all the older States, was formed in the pres- 
ence of Indians. There is not one of those States to-day in this family 
of the United States whose first local government was not formed in 
the presence of Indians. It was so in my own State, and the Indians 
largely dominated the whites; yet we had no prohibition. The white 
people of that State were capable of governing themselvesand of taking 
care of themselves and of the Indians, too. 

A statute has been read which has been on our Federal statute-books 
these many years, but it is a statute that was made against the In- 
dians, because our fathers never believed that the Indians were capa- 
ble of self-government. They knew that they were not, rnd hence 
they provided that no intoxicating liquor should be carried into the 
Territory where the Indians were and where white people were pro- 


hibited from going. The Indians are not capable of self-government, 
but weare; and the history of the last one hundred years hasshown that 
this Government, based upon the consent and the will of each indivjdual 


and of each community, has attained a greatness, a power, yes, and a 
temperance which exists nowhereelse. Our fathers hated paternalism 
and l inherit that hate. If the people, who are our creators, are not 
capable of self-government, how is it that the,creatare isso much more 
wise and virtuous than those who created it? How is it that we can 
govern these white people of Oklahoma better than they can govern 
themselves? How is it that we, the servants of the people, can gov- 
ern our masters, and yet that those masters are incapable of governing 
themselves? I shall vote against all these amendments, and if you at- 
tempt this paternalism by placing these proscriptions upon this bill, 
prohibiting each man from determining for himself what he will eat, 
what he will wear, where he will go, how long he will stay, when he 
will come back, I will vote against the bill. 

This is a free government, and freedom means that each man shall 
determine for himself what he will do, what he will eat, what he will 
drink, what he will wear, what creed he will profess, everything that 
regards himself alone and dissociates him from his fellow-beings. The 
rightful jurisdiction of government comes in where his action involves 
another; but where his action does not involve another he is not the 
subject of any government but the government of God and his own con- 
science. This, sir, is my creed. 

I believe that I am capable of taking care of myself; I believe that 
each one of the gentlemen before me is capable of taking care of him- 
self, and I believe equally that each one of the white men in Oklahoma 
Territory is just as capable of taking care of himself as you are capa- 
ble of taking care of him. I want him to be permitted to do as he. 
pleases with himself. Ido not want you to dictate what he shall drink, 
or what he shall e«t, or what he shall wear, or what church he shall 
attend, how he shall demean himself on the Sabbath day, what time 
he shall get up, how he shall worship, whether he shall count his beads, 
or whether he shall worship with his face towards Jerusalem or towards 
Mecca. Thatisnone of your business. Itis none of my business. Itis 
a business that he has not delegated to any government on earth, The 
interference doctrine is one that does not belong on this continent. 
Paternalism has cursed all the countries of Europe, and all other na- 
tions except this, which was dedicated by our fathers to be the home of 
a fearless-minded and a free people. [Applause.] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, while this discussion is 
both interesting and instructive, much of it seems to me to be foreign 
to the pending question. 

The question presented by the pending amendment is not a question 
of prohibition or anti-prohibition; it is not a question of bigh license 
or low license; it is simply whether the law now in forcein the Indian 
Territory as to the liquor traffic shall remain until Oklahoma shall have 
a Legislature. One gentleman has remarked that he is opposed to in- 
troducing into this new Territory the policy of prohibition by invok- 
ing the laws of Kansas, a policy which to him is objectionable. We 
are*not proposing to introduce into Oklahoma any new policy. All we 
propo to do is to continue in the Territory the presentstatutes of the 

nited States until the Territory is completely organized and. prepared 
to make provision for questions of this kind. We are proposing noth- 
ing new, nothing different from what has existed in the Territory here- 
tofore and has met the approval of everybody. 

I have in my hand now, and have had for some time, an amend- 
ment almost identical with that proposed by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Stewart], which I had intended to offer; and I think 
that, after all, this is the proper solution of this whole difficulty, as it 
continues in force until the Territorial Legislature shall otherwise pro- 
vide, section 2139 of the Revised Statutes. I never knew a man, 
Democrat or Republican, who was opposed to this section of the stat- 
utesof the United States Ithas always been conceded to be a wise pol- 
icy to prohibit this traffic in the Indian Territory, among the Indians 
and among the whites as well, and it is still a wise policy. It is a 
necessary policy. We have been boasting of the good order that has 
prevailed in Oklahoma. 

The President in his message refers to this matter and points to the 
good order prevailing there as a marvel. Allusion has been made to it 
on the floor of this House in a hundred es. There is order 
there to-day simply because this statute of the United States prohibit- 
ing the introduction of intoxicating liquors in the Territory has been 
in force, and is in force now, and will be until this new Territory is 
organized. Therefore, I beg gentlemen on both sides of the House to 
lay aside all abstract questions with regard to temperance, probibition, 
license or no license, and come to the real issue involved in the pending 
amendment, which is to continue the present policy until the Legisla- 
ture has time and an opportunity to inaugurate some other policy. 

The only thing we now propose is to continue in force in this Terri- 
tory the present statute of the United States prohibiting the liquor 
traffic until the Legislative Assembly of thenew Territory shall enact 
laws on this subject or until the first session of the Legislature shall . 
car peat f which time the people can settle this question for them- 
selves. e ask this much and nothing more in the interest of hu- 
manity, in the interest of peace and quiet, in the interest of good order 
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and gcod sense, and in the general interest of the people of Oklahoma. 
Ithink we ought to agree upon this as acompromise, and I think there 
should be but one opinion as to the wisdom of this adjustment; we 
ought to adopt this amendment unanimously. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I would ask ‘‘in the name of the 
great Jehovah and the Continental Congress’’ whether 200,000 white 
people in the Territory of Oklahoma ought not to be heard and con- 
sulted on a question like this by the great American Congress of the 
nineteenth century. If we are to suffer them to have something to say 
in this matter—if we are to pay any respect to their views as expressed 
to us through their accredited representatives who have spoken to our 
committee from nearly every town in that Territory—then I have some 
reason to believe that this bill reflects their wishes. 

I challenge any gentleman on this floor—I care not who he is—to take 
any one of the first twenty-four sections of this bill and show where it 
touches a red man at all. I repeat, for I would like to have it under- 
stood, that the first twenty-four sections of this bill do not relate to a 
red man or to a tribe, do not relate to the Indians in any manner what- 
ever, The first twenty-four sections relate to white men only, of whom 
there are 200,000 in that Territory now asking for law and order and 
legislation, 

Now, if gentlemen will permit us to explain to them the legal pro- 
visions which are to operate in that Territory they can perhaps under- 
stand somewhat the situation, because it is a fact about which there 
can be no dispute that two things are settled: First, in the whole In- 
dian Territory as now organized all persons are prohibited from intro- 
ducing intoxicating liquor and, next, by the laws as they now exist, no 
white man under the severest penalties can sell a drop of liquor toany 
red man whatever. The wholeeffect, then, of our legislation is simply 
to take out of the existing condition a certain small territory, 2,000,000 
acres in one place and a little more than 3,000,000 acres in No Man’s 
Land, in all less than 6,000,000 acres, and to put this much territory 
under the control of white men when their Territorial Legislature shall 
be organized. 

Now, the second of these twenty-foursections provides that the Con- 
stitution and all the laws of the United States not locally inapplicable 
shall have the same force and effect in the ‘Territory of Oklahoma as 
elsewhere in the United States. There is nothing there that conflicts 
with the law which prohibits the importation of intoxicating liquor 
into that Territory and the sale of such liquor to any Indian, 

Now, as toevery Indian reservation within the whole limits of the In- 
dian Territory as now organized, wesay expressly that those first twenty- 
four sections of the act thus organizing this Territorial government 
shall not apply. Remember, gentlemen, we say in plain, clear lan- 
guage that, as to every Indian tribe and as to the land of every Indian 
tribe, none of these twenty-four sections which apply to the white peo- 
ple shall te. Remember, too, that if any white man sells an In- 
dian a drop of intoxicating liquor he is punished under the severest 
penalties. The laws in that respect are ample. A 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman kindly state the number of square 
miles embraced in this Territory ? 

Mr. MANSUR. There are between 22,000,000 and 23,000,000 acres, 
which would approximate very nearly 40,000 square miles—about the 
area of the State of Ohio. 

Now I call attention to the language of section 7 of this act: 

That the general statutes of Nebraska which are not locally inapplicable or in 
conflict with this act or in conflict with any law of the United States are hereb: 
extended toand put in force in the Territory of Oklahoma until after the ad- 
journment of the first session of the Legislative Assembly of said Territory. 

It will thus be seen that you have the statutes of the United States 
absolutely prohibiting the importation of a drop of intoxicating liquor 
into the Indian Territory and absolutely prohibiting the sale of a drop 

\ of intoxicating liquor to any Indian; and the laws of Nebraska, if they 
should be in conflict with those provisions, do not overturn them. So 
that, so far as the Indians are concerned, we have provided here abso- 
lately all the legislation that can be desired for their protection. 

[Here the hammer fell, ] 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that all debate on section 7 and pending 
amendments terminate in two minutes, 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope that will not be done. I have an amend- 

_ ment which I p to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The motion of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PERKINS] is in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not interfere with the offering of amend- 
ments, 

The CHAIRMAN. Notatall. The closing of debate upon the sec- 
tion and the ding amendments does not, under the rule, preclude 
the off of amendments; it simply prevents debate upon them when 
offered. question is on the motion of the gentleman from Kansas 
that all debate on section 7 and pending amendments be limited to two 
minutes. [The question was put.] The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 21. 


So the motion reps atte 
The CHAIRMAN, bate on the pending amendment is limited to 


„tions, and accomplish a high duty rightfully imposed upon us. 


two minutes; and the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS]. > 

Mr. PERKI I will yield the floor to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to supplement what I said be- 
fore by a single statement. It will not be found to be true, if we 
adopt this bill without the amendment of the gentlèman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. STEWART], that section 2139 willapply to Oklahoma Terri- 
tory. The moment you come out of the Indian Territory, the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, that section of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, so far as it applies to the introduction of spirits, is no longer of 
force in Oklahoma Territory. But in so far as it prohibits and pun- 
ishes the gift, barter, sale, or exchange of ardent spirits to an Indian 
in that Territory, it will be in force. And that is the law all over the 
United States, if such Indian is a member of a tribe under the control 
of an agent or on a reservation. I will make one other suggestion. 
The object of extending or, to use @ more correct term, of continu- 
ing in force section 2139 of the Revised Statutes over what is known 
as Oklahoma Territory is not to organize a government for the people! 
there, butit is simply to preserve the status quo in that Territory until 
= people can have an opportunity to organize a government for them- 
selves. 

I have no doubt, for such has been the history of the Anglo-Saxon 
people the world over, that the people of Oklahoma can take care of 
themselves with the bayonet and with the rifle and the Army. 

But we are not dealing with the Indian question on that line now. 
That line has been long ago by the American people. We ara 
now treating the Indian in this country, or pretending to do so, with 
some degree of humanity, with a view of elevating him to citizenship, 
intelligence, and capacity for self-government. [Applause.] 

The purpose of continuing this law is for his protection in pursuance 
of the plighted faith and settled policy of the nation when it made 
treaties and passed laws keeping liquor from those tribes. 

So I say it would seem the practical effect of this amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia is merely to allow the people of Okla- 
homs to organize a government for themselves, and in the mean time 
to preserve the status quo, protect the Indians, carry out treaty stipula- 
Ap- 
plause]. 

The amendment of the gentleman from Georgia was again read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask that the section of the kevised Statutes re- 
ferred to in the amendment be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not here, and it has been read already. 

Mr. KELLEY. Would the status of Nebraska apply? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is nota parliamentary question, and points 
of construction each gentleman must determine for himself. 

The question recurred on the substitute of Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. MCADOO. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 39. 

So the substitute was ` 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is a substitute for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas, Now, the question is on the adoption of the 
amendment as amended or agreed to by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the adoption of the 
substitute is tantamount to the rejection of the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But this simply takes the pluce of the amend- 
ments, and now the vote is to incorporate it in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isof opinion that the last vote settles 
the matter as to the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the Chair is mistaken as to the parlia- 
mentary situation, The committee have thus far only substituted the 
amendment of the gentleman from Georgia for the proposed amend- 
ments, 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I wish to makea parliamentary inquiry. I un- 
derstand the parliamentary status is this: The gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. KELLEY ] offered an amendment to substitute ‘‘ Kansas” for '* Ne- 
braska;’’ to that the gentleman from Georgia offered a substitute—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. No,thegentleman is mistaken. The gentleman 
from Kansas offered an amendment, and his colleague [Mr. PETERS] 
offered an amendment to that amendment. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia thereupon offered a substitute for both, which has been adopted by 
the committee; and in the judgment of the Chair that determines the 
amendment pro by both the gentlemen from Kansas. If the 
Chair is wrong, it would like to be set right in the matter. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. It was intended to operate as a sub- 
stitute for theamendment of the gentleman from Kansas, but it did not 
strike out Nebraska. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment of the gentleman from Kansas 
was voted down by the adoption of the substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Butit is not yet in the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the Chair will permit me, the committee de- 
cided its preference for the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Georgia over that su, by the gentleman from Kansas. Now the 
question is on the adoption of the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will submit the question to the com- 
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mittee, as it involves some doubt, and the question is on agreeing to | dians as may be there and to white citizens who hold relations with 


the substitute of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 70, 
noes 47. 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to inquire if that amendment now 
takes the place of the word ‘‘ Nebraska.’? 

The CHAIRMAN.. It does not. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 
strike out this section altogether. I think it will relieve the bill very 
much of the trouble that is shown to exist by the discussion which has 
just taken place. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to suggest that the amend- 
ment is not debatable. 

Mr. HOOKER, Why not? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Because the committee has by a direct vote closed 
debate upon the section and all pending amendments. 

Mr. HOOKER. But mine was not a pending amendment when that 
order was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that debate is closed by order 
of the committee, but will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. HOOKER. It was stated by the gentleman incbarge of the bill 
that the motion would not preclude the offering of furtheramendments, 

Mr. PERKINS. No, not the offering of amendments, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But it cuts of debate. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the sixth clause of Rule 
XXIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

6. The committee may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, at 
any time after the five minutes’ debate has begun upon proposed amendments 
to any section or paragraph ofa bill, close all debate upon such section or para- 
graph, or, at its election, upon the pending amendments only (which motion 
shall be decided without debate); but this shall not preclude further amend- 
ment, to be decided without debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that under this Rule the 
debate is terminated. 

Mr. HOOKER. I only wanted simply to make an inquiry as to 
what has become of the Oklahoma bill; for I do not suppose it makes 
much difference to the Indians whether they are robbed drank or 
robbed sober. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read section 8, as follows: 


Sec.8, That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the district courts in the 
Territory of Oklahoma over all controversies arising between members or citi- 
zens of one tribe or nation of Indians and the members or citizens of other 
tribes or nations in the Territory of Oklahoma, and any citizen or member of 
one tribe or nation who may commit any offense or crime in said Territory 
against the paea or property of a citizen or member of another tribe or nation 
shall be subject to the same punishment in tlie Territory of Oklahoma as he 
would be if both pardon were citizens of the United States. And any member 
of any Indian tribe or nation in said Territory shall have the right to invoke 
the aid of the courts therein for cc A arias of his person and property as 
though he were a citizen of the Uni States. 

Mr. HOOKER. Ihave an amendment which I desire to offer to this 
section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 8 by striking out all after the word “citizens,” in line 10, and 
reste | “and any person residing in the Territory of Oklahoma in whom 
there is Indian blood shall have the right to invoke the aid of the courts therein 
for the protection of his personal property as if he were a citizen of the United 
States, 


Mr. HOOKER. It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that the lan- 
guage of section 8 of the substitute bill provides, after conferring juris- 
diction on the district courts of Oklahoma, thatany member of any In- 
dian tribe or nation in said Territory shall have the right to invoke the 
aid of the courts therein for the protection of his personal property as 
though he were a citizen of the United States. 

It was said in debate the other day by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] that the Indians themselves had given their assent to 
this proposition. As I understand from them their assent was given, 
by their attorneys, to the proposition that any Indian embraced in the 
Territory of Oklahoma might appeal, as a citizen of the United States 
would appeal, to the courts thus established for protection or for the de- 
termination of his rights. It was not intended to apply nor was the 
concession made as to any Indian tribe. Butaccording to thelanguage 
of the bill it would imply that he mast be a member of some tribe in 
said Territory. The amendment I propose is to give the right to any- 
body of Indian blood, or holding relations with the Indians; and it is 
proper, it seems to me, in order that there should be protection accorded 
to everybody within the Territory—not the Indian Nation, but the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma—who should have the right to appeal to the courts 
of the United States for protection of his own right, 

There will be Indians embraced in the Territory under the eighth 
section, probably, and if the courtsare established and this bill passes, 
they will have the right when they hold relations with the Indian 
tribes under their law. And I think the amendment ought to be ac- 
cepted by the committee and added to the bill, for that is what the 
Indians assented to. It does not refer to the tribes, but to such In- 
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the Indians, and they ought to be allowed to invoke the protection of 
the courts. 3 

I hope the amendment will be adopted as a matter of right. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let it be again read. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no objection to the amendment, 

‘The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 9. That the provisions of Title LXIT of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to national banks,and all amendments thereto, shall have the 
same force and eftect in the Territory of Oklahoma as elsewhere in the United 

That persons otherwise qualified to act as directors shall not 


States: Provided, 
be required to have ded in said Territory for more than three months im- 
mediately preceding their election as such. 


Mr. HOOKER. I would like to inquire of the chairman of the com- 
mittee what is meant by this provision of this statute: 


Provided, That persons otherwise qualified to act as directors shall not be res 
quired to have resided in said Territory for more than three months immedi- 
ately preceding their eléction as such, 


Mr. DORSEY. Under the law the officers of a national bank must 
have been a resident of the Territory in which the bank was organized 
at least six months, There are so few residents of Oklahoma who have 
been there more than six months that we deemed this provision wise. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 10. That the lands embraced in the section of country lying west of the 
one hundredth meridian and between the States of Kansas and Colorado on the 
north, the Territory of New Mexico on the west, and the State of Texas on the 
south, known asthe Public Land Prip $r hereby declared a of the public 
domain of the United States, and shall be open to settlement under the provisions 
of the homestead laws of the United States, and under the provisions of sections 
12, 13, and 14 of “An act making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1890, and for ot purposes,” 
approved March 2, 1889, and under the provisions of section 2 of “Anact to tatify 
and confirm an agreement with the Muscogee (or Creek ion of Indiansin 
the Indian Territory, and for other ped era approved 1, 1889, and un= 
der the provisions of this act; but all actual and bona fide settlers upon and oc 
cupants of the lands in said Public Land Strip at the time of the passage of this 
act shall be entitled to have preference to and hold the lands upon which th: 
have settled under the homestead laws of the United States by virtue of the 
settlement and occupancy of said lands, and they shall be credited with the 
they have actually occupied their homes’ . respectively, not exceeding two 
years, on the time required under said laws to perfect title as homestead settlers, 
And all otherlands in the Territory of Oklahoma which are not required by law, 
treaty lor, Meagan executive orders, or right of occupancy for the use of any 
Indian tribe or which may be relinquished as an Indian or military reservation 
shall be a part of the public domain, and shall thereupon be open to settlement! 
under the provisions of the homestead laws of the United States, and under pro- 
visions of said acts of Congress approved March 1 and 2, 1889, and under the lng 
visions of this act: Provided, Thatall tracts of land in Oklahoma tory which 
have been set apart for school purposes, to educational societies, or missionary 
boards at work among the Indians shall not be open for settlement, but are 
hereby granted to the respective educational societies or missionary boards for 
whose use the same have been set apart, 


Mr. HOLMAN. It will be observed that the last portion of this 
section, after including the Public Land Strip, provides that— 

And all other landsin the Territory of Oklahoma which are not uired by 
law, treaty stipulation, executive orders, or right of occupancy for the use of 
any Indian tribe, or which may be relinquished asan Indian or military reser- 
vation, shall be part of the public domain, 

Now, in view of that provision I wish to add to that section the fol- 
lowing provision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 10 the following: 

“ Provided, however, That no part of the land embraced within the Territory 
hereby created shall inure to the use or benefit of any railroad corporation (ex- 
cept the rights of way and land for stations heretofore granted to certain rail- 
road corporations), nor shall any. provision of this act or any act of any officer 
of the United States done or performed under the provisions of this act or other- 
wise invest any corporation owning or operating any railroad in the Indian Ter- 
ritory with any land orrightto any fand fa aiie ‘erritory; and this act shall not 
apply to or affect any lands which upon any condition, on becoming a part of 
the public domain, would inure to the benefit of or become the property of any 
railroad corporation.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say a few words in regard to this amend- 
ment. Two railroad corporations authorized to construct railroads in 
the State of Kansas and subsidized with grants of public lands in that 
State, running to the northern boundary of the Indian Territory, were 
by acts of Congress in 1866 authorized to extend their railroads south- 
ward through the Indian Territory, with aa grants of land in the 
Indian Territory when the lands in the Indian Territory through which 
the railroads would pass should become ‘‘ public Jands.’’? In one of 
those grants ten sections per mile, in the other twenty sections per 
mile, through the Indian Territory were to be the property of the rail- 
road companies when the lands became ‘‘lands of the United States.” 

These two roads run north and south. A third road (the Atlantic 
and Pacific) runs east and west through the Indian Territory, and the 
act authorizing its construction and creating that corporation, also en- 
acted in 1866, contains substantially the same provision as to subsidy 
in lands in the Indian Territory, with the stipulation that Congress 
shall provide, when practicable, for the extinguishment of the Indian 
title with the consent of the Indian tribes. Now, the question is, and 
it is a serious one to which I invite attention of the House, whether 
the mere repeal of the acts authorizing those grants will be effectual or 
not, I fear the mere repeal will not accom the purpose, for I ap- 
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prehend the courts, judging from former decisions, may hold that, in- 
‘asmuch as the railroad ions were not entitled to lands within 
the Indian Territory until the Indian title was extinguished, they were 
not in default until the Indian title was ished and the lands be- 
came public lands of the United States; that they were not in default 
until the Indian titles were extinguished, and that when the lands be- 
came ‘‘lands of the United States ” their rights under the grants would 
accrue, 

You gentlemen are familiar with the unexpected decisions which 
have been rendered by the courts in relation to these unfortunate grants 
to railroad corporations. If this view is correct I submit that the last 
clause of my amendment, ‘‘and this act shall not apply to or affectany 
lands which upon any condition, on becoming a part of the public 
domain, woald inure to the benefit of or become the property of any 

i corporation,” is absolutely necessary to defeat any claim the 
railroad corporations may assert under the several extraordinary grants 
made in 1866. I am certain Congress does not intend to extinguish 
the Indian title to these lands at great expense in such form as may 
even by possibility secure several million acres of the most valuable 
portions of these lands to railroad corporations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I offer tlre following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 37, after the word “act,” insert the following : 

Prieta Mol pe pene oc E eg eer ge Top meer org se 
or 
as the Gheroiee Gulla, and— 

Mr. PEEL, Mr. Chairman, I believe the members of the commit- 
tee say that this is substantially a portion of the bill. If that be true, of 
course it would be unnecessary; but, inasmuch as there isa great deal of 
apprehension on the part of the Indians or some of their number as to 
os ah the status of the Outlet might be affected in some way, I de- 
sire to have theamendment inserted. Ifthe bill is whatitis designed 
to be or intended to do, that provision will not certainly hurt it. I do 
not think we ought by any kind of legislation to change the title, 
equitable or legal, that the Indians have to this strip which is known 
as the Outlet. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that amendment will not 
prevail. As suggested by the gentleman from Arkansas, the bill is 
amply guarded so as to protect what rights the Indians possess concern- 
ing the Cherokee Strip as well as other lands within the boundaries of 
that Territory. But I am not in favor of any affirmative proposition 
which may be construed as legalizing or i aclaim which does 
not in fact exist. Iam willing to leave the status of every piece of 
land to which the Indians claim any title whateverunder the provisions 
of this bill as it is, but it seems to me that here is an attempt to get 
legislative recognition which I am opposed to, because I do not think 
we ought to enter upon that field of legislation. Butthen there seems 
to be this question also about that amendment. These Indians, the 
Cherokees, have leased these lands to cattle companies, Thecattle com- 
panies are there in possession of them, and they have been notified by 
the President of the United States that after a certain day they must 
get out of there, because their possession is not lawful and is contrary 
to public policy. Therefore I do not want this House to legalize any 
possession that has been given to these cattle companies in the Cherokee 
Strip. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. MANSUR. I move to strike ont the last word. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit me, I 
would ask that thatamendment be again reported. 

Mr, MANSUR. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was again reported. > 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, theobjectionthatI have tothatis that 
it.dignifies one piece of Indian land in the Indian Territory over and 
aboveall the others. The Indians themselves, by their representatives, 
day after day, before our committee, sought to have us insert some di- 
rect, positive legislation upon this bill. That is true of the Choctaws 
and the Chickasaws; it is true of the Cherokess; itis true of the Osages; 
it is true of every Indian tribe that sent representatives to appear be- 
fore us. They came with the most skillful men that the country can 
furnish. They came with propositions so insidious in character that 
you could scarcely understand them, and when they go away with af- 
firmative legislation they invariably assert at home that they have a 
new recognition and a new lease of life and arestronger than they ever 
were re. 

Therefore I insist, sir, that, in the interest of the white people of this 
country, the true method of dealing with the Indians is to say specific- 
ally—as we have said in this bill, not once or twice, but four times— 


that there is nothing in the bill which anywise the exist- 
ing status of any Indian or any Indian tribe. Ha’ said that, we 
should neither add to nor take from it. Hence I say this House 
ought not to indulge in the recognition of a ific claim or title to 


any one piece or tract of land. More than that, the eye of the nation is 
to-day turned toward the Cherokee Strip as it never was before. We 
have had court after court, two Attorneys-General and two Adminis- 


trations differing in politics, declare that the Indians have no such 
right in this strip as that they can lease or transfer it to any other 
party than themselves; that whatever right they have in the land, if 
any, belongs to the Indians and to the Indians alone, and is not trans- 
ferable for leasing purposes of any kind. 

Now, I say we ought not to embarrass our Government. We ought 
not to legislate againstour whitemen, We ought to stand right where 
we are, because I venture the assertion right here, as an honest convic- 
tion of my heart, that the attempt of the Cherokee Nation to get these 
6,022,000 acres of land is the grandest steal of modern times as agai 
the white men of this country. All that is necessary to sa any 
gentleman of thatis for him to investigate the facts. Two Administra- 
tions, the Democratic one just out and the Republican one just in, 
while they do not use the same kind of langnage that I do, yet, by the 
notices they have given to the cattle barons everywhere, they do take 
the same ground and the same view of the matter. Therefore, let this 
House not indulge in this kind of positive declaration, but be content 
with just what the bill says, that there is not a word in it that 
the status of any right, title, or claim that any Indian or Indian tribe 
has to any lands in the Territory. 

Mr. PEEL. I move to strike out the last word. In justice to my- 
self I desire to say that if I know anything about a negative proposi- 
tion that is exactly what this amounts to. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. MANSUR] has declared that this bill asserts in three or four 
places that it does not interfere with the title to this Outlet. 

Mr. MANSUR. It does not name the Outlet, but it says it does not 
interfere with the title to any land. 

Mr. PEEL. ‘‘Any land;’’ well, if that docs notinclude these lands, 
then I do not know what common language means. Now, I want it 
distinctly understood that I do not recognize any claim that the cattle- 
men have ever set upto this Outlet or to any other country out there. 

I never believed that the Indians had any legal right to lease those 
lands, and I approve of the action of the President ordering the cattle- 
men out of there; but as long as there is any apprehension on the part 
of those who clainı an interest that this bill will in some way em- 
barrass it, while this committee claim that it will not, I think it de- 
sirable that the uncertainty should be removed. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Supposing the amendment which the gentle- 
man from Arkansas proposes adopted, would it not prohibit any ac- 
tion by the Government to dis these cattle syndicates? 

Mr, PEEL. Why, certainly not. It just leaves the status as it was 
before the bill was passed. It is not proposed by this bill to put the 
cattle-men out or to interfere with them in any way. That belongs 
to the executive branch of the Government, and it has the right to do 
it. Icarė very little about this; but in order to allay apprehensions 
and in order that the declarations of this committee to the House and 
the country may not be misunderstood, I propose this proviso, which 
I think will put the question at rest. If we want to interfere with 
Indian rights or Indian claims to lands, let us do it boldly. I amready 
to go as far as anybody, but I am not willing to pass any bill that is 
deceptive in its character. I do not think that this bill is so, but at 
the same time I believe that the adoption of this proviso can not do 
any harm. 

Mr. HEARD. If the word “possession”? were omitted, would not 
the gentleman’s amendment still effect the purpose which he says he 
desires to accomplish? Then it would go to the title, legal or equi- 
table, and would not cut any figure in the matter of the control of the 
leasing by the Government. 

Mr. PEEL. I want to say to my friend that the treaty of 1866 re- 
serves the possessions to the Indians. That isin the treaty, and we 
can not interfere with it by this bill unless we undertake to take the 
possession away from them. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I am advised that there are two or 
three gentlemen who would like to speak on this amendment and the 
further discussion may therefore consume some time. I will move that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I ask the gentleman to withhold 
that motion for a moment until I make a request that an amendment 
which I have prepared be printed in the RECORD, to be considered as 
pending to-morrow when the previous question operates. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey sends to the 
desk an amendment, which will be printed in the RECORD and be con- 
sidered as pending. 

The amendment of Mr. BucHANAN, of New Jersey, is as follows: 

Strike out section 25; strike out section 26; strike out section 27; strike out 
section 23; strike out section 29; strike out section 30; strike out section 31; 
strike out section 32; strike out section 33; strike out section 34; strike out sec- 
tion 35; strike out section 36; strike outsection 37; strike out section 38; strike 
out section 39; strike out section 40; strike outsection 41; strike out section 42; 
strike out section 43; strike out section 44. 

The following amendments, by Mr. PICKLER, were also ordered to 
be printed in the Recorp, to be considered as pending: 

Amend section 11 by striking out all of said section after the words “ final 
proof,” in line Ll of sald $ 
Aaen a APY KE oE ae after the word “patent,” in line 15 of said 
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The following amendment, by Mr. TARSNEY, was also ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, to be considered as pending: 


Amend section 10 by mersa hanin the pac ed a 2 proviso: 
nds in this section declared a part of Masel 


domain of United States and hereby opened to settlement are crea 
into a public land district, and the President is hereby empowered directed 
to locate land offices for the same in said district, and to appoint, in conformity 


peop pre bmp aunties E E es 
necessary, is hereby appropriated. 

Mr. PERKINS. I renew the motion that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Payson reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (S. 
895) to providea temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, business was transacted by unani- 
mous consent, as follows: 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint resolution 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 280) to amend an act to incorporate the Georgetown and 
Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia, which 
became a law August 10, A. D. 1888; 

A bill (S. 308) to ascertain the amount due the Pottawatomie Indians 
of Michigan and Indiana; 

A bill (S. 1297) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
construction of a wagon and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Lyons, Iowa;’’ 

A bill (S. 1858) to shorten the terms of imprisonment in the jail and 
in the work-house of the District of Columbia on account of good con- 
duct during confinement; 

A bill (S. 1905) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas,” 
approved July 19, 1888; 

A bill (H. R. 5682) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to constitute 
Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the 
act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation 
to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other pur- 
poses,’ to said port of Columbus, Ohio,” approved February 9, 1889; 
and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 63) providing for taking the census in Alaska. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Rusk, for this day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. LANSING, for ten days from this date. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
papers in the case of William Hawkins. 


CORRECTION. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state, in regard to the resolu- 
tion submitted by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
calling for Departmental information, that it was incorrectly stated to 
be a report from the Naval Committee. Without objection, the reso- 
lution will be journalized as having been introduced by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts by unanimous consent. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON HON, JAMES LAIRD, 


Mr. LAWS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and adopted: 
Resolved, That Saturday, April 12, 1890. at 4 o'clock in the afternoon, be set 


spars for-paying tribute to the memory of Hon. James Laird, late a member of 
e of Representatives from the Second district of the State of Nebraska, 


CAR-COUPLERS AND AIR-BRAKES ON FREIGHT TRAINS. 


Mr. LACEY, by unanimous consent, presented the following resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of Iowa; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 


Whereas reliable statistics show that thousands of our young men are killed 
and many thousands more are crippled for life in this nation, in coupling and 
uncoupling cars and from being on top of freight trains to handle es; and 

WwW the National Car-Builders’ Association (an ion me- 
chanics in the employ of railroad companies, cha: with the responsibility of 
er nad representing in the said association about 90 per cent. of the 
railroads of the AORA did, after years of earnest investigation and tests, at 
their twenty-fifth annual convention, held in Minneapolis, Minn., June, 1887, 
adopt by over a two-thirds majority vote an automatic safety car-coupler of 
the vertical plane hook type as the standard automatic coupler for general and 
uniform use upon cars in th ion; and ; 

Whereas the mana; of the railroads represented in that association of Na- 


tional Master Car-Builders did, after ninety days of consideration, approve the 
action of the master car-builders by over a two-thirds majority vote, thus making 
what was named by the executive committee of the Master Car-Builders’ Asso- 


. coupler, meaning the Master Car-Builders’ Coupler, the 


car-coupler for cars, on their own motion; 


and 
‘Whereas said executive committee, under instructions from the association, 


did make specifications and draught contour lines of said coupler, and published 
orid, a vertical rs 


them to the w that any s plane coupler that would 
en ay automatically with the M.C, B. coupler, and also couple readily by hand 
to the common draw-bar, with the link and pin coupler. would be considered 
as a standard coupler and so used by all railroads (of which couplers there are 
now some ten or twelve already accepted and in use by the roads), thus forestall- 
es monopoly in such coupler; and è 
hereas said same master car-builders did in the same conyention, held in 
Minneapolis in 1837, adopt the report of their committee on freight-car brakes, 
which report showed that power orair brakes were as practically applicable to 
freight as to passenger cars; and 
reas there being now no longer any doubt as to the practicability of ap- 
lying such brakes to freight trains, and were such uniform automatic power 
es and couplers Srey hoe uniformly adopted and used in the freight- 
car transpo! n service of this nation, it would venta very large percent. 
of the fatalities and injuries now daily and hourly suffered by this large class 
of young men engaged in the indispensable work of the commerce of the na- 
tion: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senale (the house concurring), That our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress be most earnestly and respectfully requested to take all 
proper means to have enacted at the earliest possible date efficient laws that 
8 require that all cars used on railroads in the interstate commerce of the 
nation shall be equipped with uniform, safe, automatic couplers and power au- 
tomatic brakes, to the end that the terrible sacrifice of life and limb be pre- 
vented and that this “reproach to our civilization of subjecting any class of 
American workmen, while in the pursuit of a necessary and useful avocation, 
to a peril of life and limb as great as that of a soldier in time of war,” be taken 
away, 

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution has been passed by both houses 
of the Twenty-third General unity of Towa. 

W. R. COCHRANE, Secretary Senate, 

The motion of Mr. PERKINS that the House adjourn was then agreed 
vee and accordingly (at 50’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
ourned,. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


ADDITIONAL BUILDINGS AND IMPROVEMENTS IN THE CHILOCCO 
SCHOOL, INDIAN TERRITORY. 

copy ofa 

with ex- 


Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
planatory papers, explaining the necessity for additional buildings and 
improvements in the Chilocco School, Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. q 
PERSONS ARRESTED FOR MURDER, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Letter from the Attorney-General of the United States, transmitting 
areport of the number and names of persons arrested in the District of 
Columbia charged with murder, manslaughter, etc., in answer to res- 
olution of the House of Representatives of February 21, 1890—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolution of the 
riba titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 680) for the relief of Alice E. Robertson—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims.: 

A bill (S. 1219) to provide for the construction of a public building 
at Salt Lake City, Utah Territory—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 2653) to provide for the times and places to hold terms of 
the United States courts in the State of Washington—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


Resoived by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed and bound in cloth 5,000 extra copies of the report of the Superintendent 
of Tees aa Agron and Geodetic Survey for = — yeas epee June 

together w: e usual necessary progress sketches an ustrations, 
Thon mg ee of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use 
of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey; 
to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, the following reports were filed, and, 
with accompanying bills, ordered to be printed, and referred as follows: 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims; to which was re- 
committed the bill (H. R. 7158) authorizing the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral and the Commissary-General to re-examine claimsagainst the 
United States, and extending time for filing such claims, reported, as a 
substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 8098) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to cause to be re-examined claims against the United States, and 
extending the time for filing such claims, and for other purposes; which 
said substitute was read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favorably 
the following bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: , 

A bill (H. R. 5280) for the reliefof Mrs, Ellen P. Malloy; 
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A bill (H. R. 1341) for the relief of Louisa Q. Lovell and others; and 
A bill (H. R. 1353) for the relief of the heirs of William D. Wilson, 
deceased. 


Mr. LANSING, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
se with amendment the bill (H. R. 3809) relative to the Rancho 

nta de la Laguna—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred a letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of 
Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact in the case of Mary 
J. Dooley rs, The United States, reported the same with the recommenda- 
tion that the same be printed and recommitted to said committee; 
which was so ordered. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 6000) for the relief of Samuel Marsh—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr, THOMPSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 813) to provide an additional mode of taking 
depositions of witnesses in cases pending in the courts of the United 
States—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7976) to amend sections 1216 and 1285 of the 
Revised Statutes relative to certificates of merit to enlisted men of the 
Army—to the Committee of the Whole House on thestateof the Union. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Expen- 
ditures in the Treasury Department, reported, as a substitute for the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3896) to determine and increase the pay of 
watchmen in the Treasury Department, a bill (H. R. 8106) to deter- 
mine and increase the pay of watchmen in the Treasury Department— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a 


substitute for the bill (H. R. 4665) to establish five lights at stations 
along the ship-chanuel of Mobile Bay, a bill (H. R. 8107) to establish 
additional aids to navigation along the ship-channel of Mobile Bay, 
Alabama—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 4596) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at Hastings, Nebr.—to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. s 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Expendi- 
turės in the Treasury Department, reported favorably the bill of the 
Senate (S. 2237) providing for the maintenance of discipline among cus- 
toms officers—to the House Calendar. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, on the 
bill (H. R. 879) to amend section 34177 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. . 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were deliv- 
ered to the Speaker and referred as follows: 
By Mr. LANSING: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and ho is hereby, authorized and 
directed to ony out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives to 
Charles H, Clark the sum of $50, being the amount due him for services rendered 
as temporary clerk in the document ro: m of the House of Representatives from 
January 6, 1590, to February 1, 1890; 


to the Committee on Accounts, 
By Mr. KELLEY: 


Whereas in defiance of the proclamation of the President of the United States, 
dated February 17, ped peas largely interested in the live-stock business in 
the Indian Territory and the adjacent States have conspired together to drive 
their herds into the section of country known as the Cherokee Strip, claiming 
the right todo so under lease purporting to have been made by the authorities 
of the Cherokee Nation; and 

Whereas it appears that the influence of the so-called “cattle barons” to hold 
such Strip yee gear purposes has been the principal obstacle in the way of the 
adjustment of the claim of the Cherokee Nation and the opening of said land 
to setilement: Therefore, 

Resolved, That any violation of the provisions of said proclamation would be 
prejudicial to the public interests, and its rigid enforcement will receive the un- 
qualified approval of the country at large, and especially of the persons wishing 
to make homes upon the land in question. 

Resolved, That whatever may be the consideration awarded in the adjustment 
of the Cherokee claim, lands herein referred to should be opened to actual set- 
tlement under the homestead laws of the United States; 


to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following bills were delivered to 
the S er, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 8096) granting a pension to the honor- 
ably discharged soldiers and sailors of the war of the rebellion who 
served ninety days and who shall make application for the same—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. GREENHALGE: A bill (H. R. 8097) authorizing and direct- 
ing the construction and trial of three Hall torpedoes, and making an 
appropriation therefor—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 8099) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate steam-engineering in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 8100) to provide for the purchase of 
the site of Fort Duncan at Eagle Pass, Tex., and for the erection of 
buildings thereon for a military post—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 8101) to provide for the 
further distribution of reports of the Supreme Court—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 8102) making an appropriation for im- 
proving the public road in Alexandria County, State of Virginia, con- 
necting the District of Columbia by way of the Government bridges, 
known as the Aqueduct Bridge, Chain Bridge, and Long Bridge, with 
me national cemetery at Arlington, Va.—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H. R. 8103) to amend “An act for the 
erection of an appraiser’s warehouse in the city of New York, and for 
other purposes,’’ approved September 14, 1888—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8104) to amend 
section 2166, Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8105) extending the provisions of the pension laws 
to acting medical cadets—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8145) for the erection of 
a public building at Maryville, Mo.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles were 
delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 8108) granting a pension to Martha 
Vandegrift—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8109) to pension George 
W. Scott for service in the Florida war—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BRUNNER: A bill (H. R. 8110) granting a pension to Clara 
Geiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 8111) for the relief of Lott 8. Bay- 
less—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8112) for the relief of Sarah F. Turner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNUM (by request): A bill (H. R. 8113) granting a pen- 
sion to Edward Ayers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 8114) for the relief of Mary C. 
Haile, widow of Capt. C. M. Haile, of the Fourteenth Regiment United 
States Infantry, war with Mexico—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 8115) increasing the pension of 
John Winchell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr.COVERT: A bill (H. R. 8116) for the relief of Alexander Stod- 
dart, of New York—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8117) for the relief of Frederick, Victor & Achelis, 
importers and merchants of the city of New York—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 8118) granting a pension to Rich- 
ard Buckner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 8119) to grant a pension to Margaret 
Hawkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8120) for the relief of W. H. Rowley 
& Sons—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: A bill (H. R. 8121) toincrease the pen- 
sion of William Sharrock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 8122) for the relief of James W. 
Ralis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8123) for the relief of Emily S. Wheeler—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8124) granting a pension to George 
Everts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 8125) granting a pension to Frederick 
B. Sells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 8126) for the relief of Peter Clark— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 8127) for the relief of the estate of Branch 
Kincheloe—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8128) for the relief of Rachel Dyer, 
of Fairfax County, Virginia—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 8129) for the reliefof Thomas J. 
Barker—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8130) for the relief of Joseph B. Cox—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8131) for the relief of Jeremiah Davidson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R, 8132) for the relief of Joseph L. Davis and Mrs. 
Mary E. Dennis, heirs of John Davis, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8133) for the relief of David L. Stephenson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire: A bili (H. R. 8134) granting 
a pension to Ellen M. Burpee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NUTE: A bill (H. R. 8135) granting a pension to Jeanie 
Brent Davenport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8136) for the relief of 
James M. Watts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 8137) for the relief of Flavius J. Lind- 
sey, administrator of John N. Cartis, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 8138) increasing the pension of Har- 
ness R. Buckles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: A bill (H. R. 8139) for the relief of George 
Campbell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8140) for the reliefof Henry Wheeler—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R.8141) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Hannah Fowler, widow of Charles Fowler, d —to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAYERS: A bill (H. R. 8142) for the relief of the heirs of 
Brittan Marshal Odam—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 8143) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Robert R. Vandiver—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8144) granting a 
pension to Thomas P. Lilly, late a private soldier of Company I, Eighty- 
filth Pennsylvania Regiment—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

A bill (H. R. 5580) for the relief of John F. Kranz—Committee on 
Claims di , and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4805) for the relief of Harry S. Kellogg, administrator 
of the estate of Lyman M. Kellogg—Committee on War Claims dis- 
cha , and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 278) to amend paragraph 3 of section 4414 of the Re- 
vised Statutes—House Calendar discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Kule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: : 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of F. L. Hagadorn,relativeto H. R. 7183— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Petition of the Monthly Meeting of Friends, of 
Archer, Fla., protesting against appropriations for increase in navy and 
coast defenses—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CAINE: Resolutions adopted by the city council of Beaver 
City, Utah, favoring an appropriation of $6,200 for the construction 

" of a deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the county court of same county and 
Territory, for same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of residents adjacent to Detroit, Mich., 
in favor of increase of pay of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Detroit, Mich., for same purpose—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of business men and manufacturers of same city, for 
same purpose—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of other citizens of same city, for same purpose—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition asking that Pipestone Indian reser- 
vation be converted into National Indian Pipestone Park, etc.—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. CONGER: Concurrent resolution of the senate and house of 
representatives of the State of Iowa, urging such legislation by Con- 
gress as will require all railroad cars used in interstate commerce to be 
equipped with uniform, safe automatic couplers and power automatic 
brakes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COVERT: Memorial of Frederick, Victor & Achelis, for re- 
lief from excessive import duties —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolution adopted by farmers of Box Butte 
County, Nebraska, in regard to the beet-sugar industry—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Resolutions of the Boards of Trade of Beaufort and 
Port Royal, S. C., against the passage of the bill exempting coastwise 
vessels from payment of pilotage—to the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Petition of Camp No. 56, Union Veteran Legion, 
Enana IIL , to pass service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. e 


By Mr. FUNSTON: Resolution to authorize the Committee on Agri- 
culture to have papers and documents printed—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. GEAR: Memorial of the senate of the State of Iowa, prayi 
Congress to enact laws requiring all interstate railways to be equip 
with automatic brakes—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition for improvement of South 
Shrewsbury River, in Monmouth County, New Jersey—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of the Legislature of South Dakota, 
that an appropriation be made to aid in the selection of indemnity 
school lands in said State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of South Dakota, asking for an ap- 
propriation equaling 5 per cent. of the peocorss of all sales of public 
lands within tl + present boundaries of the State of South Dakota from 
June 30, 1880, to the admission of said State into the Union—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. - 

By Mr. HATCH: Memorial of the Brewers’ Association of St. Louis 
and East St. Louis, against the passage of the bill (H. R. 4599) to fix 
the rate of duty on hops—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition and affidavits to accompany a bill for the relief of James 
W. Rulls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, memorial of the St. Louis Typothetæ, against the Government 
mode of printing and selling envelopes—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr.. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of farmers of New Provi- 
dence, Hardin County, Iowa, urging legislation against gambling in 
grain—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions passed by W. Fairbank Post, No. 436, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Alden, Hardin County, Iowa, urging passage of the 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions passed by W. A. Morse Post, No. 190, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Manchester, Delaware County, Iowa, forsame purpose— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions passed by Surfus Post, No. 105, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Bristow, Butler County, Iowa, urging the passage of the serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of I. R. Shull, in support of bill for relief 
of George Everts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of Farmers’ Alliance, Red Willow County, 
Nebraska, asking free coinage of silver and approving Windom bill—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Alliance of Nebraska, against the Union 
Pacific funding bill—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of the railway postal clerks run- 
ning into Columbus, Ohio, in favor of bill H. R. 6359—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr, PAYNTER: Petition of John A. Rigdon, Company G, Ken- 
tucky Cavalry, for amendment of military record and honorable dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John McGowan, for removal of charge of desertion, 
for honorable discharge, pay, bounty, etc., and pension claim 884825— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Flavius J. Lindsey, praying that his claim 
for property taken by the Army during the late war be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of David Stephenson, for same purpose—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. ` 
By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition from 250 Friends of Wilmington, Ohio, 
against appropriations for Navy and other warlike expenditures—to 

the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of T. S. Foutent and others, asking 
relief for settlers within the limits of indemnity grant of lands to New 
Orleans Pacifc Railroad Company, setting forth the fact that said land 
has been unlawfully withdrawn from the public domain—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: Petition of late soldiers in Wirt 
County, West Virginia, to revive arrears act—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of Loudon L. Leu, of Amite County, 
Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of Biddlecome Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, No. 461, Akron, Iowa, asking the passage of the service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition of M. M. Cooke, asking Congress to refer 
his claim for quartermaster stores to the Court of Claims under the so- 
called Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VENABLE: Petition of common council of city of Peters- 
burgh, asking for an appropriation for the Appomattox River, in Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: Petition of the Massachusetts 
Board of Gas and Electric Light Commissioners, ior an appropriation 
to be allowed the Superintendent of the Census for the collection of 
certain data relative to the electrical industry—to the Select Committee 
on the Eleventh Census, 
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By Mr, WATSON: Petition of about 200 citizens of Warren County, 
asking passage of pension bill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Affidavit in support of claim of J. 
J. Talbott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: Papers accompanying bill grant- 
ing pension to Thomas P. Lilly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition and papers accompanying House bill 
7749, to pension Elizabeth A. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


y SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 13, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro t e presented a letter from the secretary 
of Utah Territory, transmitting a copy of a memorial to Congress from 
the governor and Legislative Assembly of Utah, praying that an ap- 

priation of $250,000 be made for the construction of a public build- 
a at Ogden, Utah; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK subsequently said: I suggest that the memorial 
of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah, which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, relating to the construction of a 
public building at Ogden, bereferred to the Committee on Public Build- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It asks for an appropriation. 

Mr. PADDOCK, It is for the construction of a public building for 
a post-office and other Government offices, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is customary to refer petitions 
asking for appropriations to the committee on that subject. If there 
be no objection, however, the memorial will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is the proper reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of Grand Army 
~ Post No. 289, of Grenola, Kans.; a petition of citizens of Cherryvale, 
Kans. ; a petition of citizens of Smith County, Kansas; a petition of citi- 
zens of Brewster, Kans ; a petition of citizens of Wanego, Kans. ; a peti- 
tion of citizens of Lyons County, Kentucky; a petition of citizens of Hor- 
ton, Kans., and a petition of the Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 
27, of Caldwell, Kans., praying for the passage of the service-pension 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of Grand Army Post 76, of Nebraska; 
a petition of citizens of Coffey County, Kansas; a petition of Grand 
Army Post 135, of Kansas; a petition of citizens of Kansas; a petition 
of citizens of Topeka, Kans.; a petition of Grand Army Post 75, of 
Crete, Nebr.; a petition of Grand Army Post 136, of Nebraska; a peti- 
tion of Grand Army Post 118, of Tekahmah, Nebr.; a petition of 
Grand Army Post 91, of Minden, Nebr.; a petition of Grand Army 
Post 23, of Central City, Nebr., and a petition of McConihie Post No. 45, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Nebraska, praying for the passage of 
Senate bill 496, to remove the limitation in the act granting arrears of 
pension; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Reno County, Kansas, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Kansas-Indiana service-pension bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of C. H. Schroeder, principal of the pub- 
lic school at Sligo, Mo., and the petition of M. A. Hang, teacher in the 
public school at Salem, Mo., praying for the passage of the international 
copyright bill; which were ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a memorial of the Friends’ Association of Lowell, 
Kans., remonstrating against increasing appropriations for naval de- 
fense; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of a mass meeting of colored citizens of 
Ironton, Ohio, praying for the passage of the Blair educational bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Leavenworth County (Kansas) 
Farmers’ Alliance, praying for the passage of the bill to establish na- 
tiona| warehouses for the storage of grain; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gridley, Kans., 
praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

He also presented a petition of the county commissioners of Jewell 
County, Kansas, and a petition of the county commissioners of Pawnee 
County, Kansas, praying that an appropriation of $6,200,000 be made 
for a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. f 

Healso presented sundry petitions numerously signed by citizens of 
the counties of Shannon, Crowley, and Neosho, in the State of Kansas, 
and a petition of citizens of South Haven, Kans., all prayiag for the free 
coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee on 


Mr. STEWART hse nineteen petitions signed by 793 members 
of the Farmers’ Alliance and citizens of Nebraska, praying for the free 
coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa, presented a memorial of the Monthly Meet- 
ing of Friends, of Richmond, Keokuk County, Iowa, consisting of 400 
members, remonstrating against appropriations for the construction of 
a navy; which was referred to the ittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a memorial of citizens of Hartford, Conn., 
remonstrating against the passage of a Sunday-rest bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Virginia T. Lewis, of Balti- 
more, Md., praying Congress to purchase the dress sword of General 
tite Washington; which was referred to the Committee on the Li- 

rary. 

He also presented a petition of 41 citizens of Sparrow’s Point, Mary- 
land, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, praying that 
all honorably discharged Union soldiers and sailors who served three 
months or more in the late war be given a pension from the date of 
their discharge large enough to keep them from suffering for the com- 
forts of life, except those who have drawn such pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Carrollton Post, No. 442, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, remonstrating 
against the passage of the dependent pension bill and praying for the 
passage of the service-pension bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Peoria County Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of North Peoria, Ill., praying for the passage of the bill 
introduced by Hon. P. 8. Post, providing Dor the free coinage of silver; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a. petition of the county commission- 
ers of Polk County, Nebraska, praying that an appropriation be made 
to secure a deep water-harbor at Galveston, Tex. ; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition of citizens of Antelope 
County, Nebraska, calling the attention of Congress to the experiments 
that are being made in the West in the way of producing beet and sor- 
ghum-cane sugar, and praying for the retention of the present tarift 
thereon. I understand that petitions of this character are being re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and I move that 
this petition be so referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 24 citizens of Woodville, Jeffer- 
son County, New York, praying for the free coinage of silver; which 
was referred to the Commiitee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Comunerce of Salt Lake City, Utah, favoring an appropriation for a 
deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a petition of the Legislature of Missis- 
sippi, praying for legislation requiring that all cars used on railroads 


in the business of interstate commerce shall be equipped with uniform ~ 


automatic couplers and power automatic brakes to prevent the sacrifice 
of life and limb; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4840) to increase the pension of William Boone, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2639) for the relief of Mrs. Selina Bestor, Or- 
son H. Bestor, and E. Francis Riggs, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr, COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1757) to apply to commissioned and non-com- 
missioned officers the provisions of the act of Con entitled ‘‘An act 
for the relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war, 
and the war with Mexico,” approved March 2, 1889, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely, 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2897) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes 
in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 10, A. D. 1880, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3017) to amend chapter 418 of the acts passed at the second session of 
the Fiftieth Congress, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

LIFE-SAVING APPLIANCES. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the same committee to report an 

original bill, and it renders the one just indefinitely postponed unnec- 


Finance. essary. 
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The bill (S. 3091) to repeal chapter 418 of the acts at the sec- 
ond session of the Fiftieth Congress was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. FRYE. J desire to say a few words in relation to this bill in 
order that the greed of certain companies may receive the notice re- 


q 

In the last Congress there was a proposition before the Senate and 
before Congress to require all steam-boat companies to carry certain pro- 
jectiles, guns, and rockets, for the casting of lines in case of distress. 
The Committee on Commerce considered the bill carefully and had 
doubts, but gave the security of life the benefit of the doubts and re- 
ported the bill favorably; it both Houses and became a law. 

When that bill became a law the LyleGun Company, the Hunt Gun 
Company, the Cunningham rocket concern furnished to the life-saving 
stations of the country the rockets for $20 each; the Lyle gun for $87.50; 
the Hunt gun for $87.25; and, as I understand, they are to-day furnish- 
ing the life-saving stations those projectiles at those prices. Butwhen 
we passed the law requiring steam-boats each to use a projectile of this 
kind the eharges immediately took a leap upward, and to-day the Lyl- 
company is charging for its gun not $87.50, but $100; the Hunt com- 
pany is charging $250 instead of $87.25, and the Cunningham rocket 
costs $90 instead of $20. 

The committee have considered the matter, and have reported a re- 
peal of the law requiring the projectile-—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. It ought to be passed this morning. 

Mr. FRYE. No, I do not care about having the bill passed this 
morning, but it will be passed without any doubt. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be acted upon at once. 

Mr. COCKRELL... It ought to be acted on at once. 

Mr. FRYE. If it is the desire of the Senate that the bill shall be 
waen up now, I shall be very happy to have it passed now and become 
alaw. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent that a bill be passed the title of which will be read. 

The bill was read the second time by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no committee for whom I have higher respect 
than the Committee on Commerce, and no Senator for whose thorough 
knowledge of this general subject I have so high respect as I have for 
that of korby ome ae mue But this is a matter relating to the 
security e. Itisa matter in regard to which Con a 
law on full deliberation within avery few years. = 

Mr. FRYE. Two years ago. 

Mr. HOAR. Two yearsago. Itseems to me, therefore, that as the 
Senator who reported the bill did not himself originally make a request 
that it should be considered so urgently, it had better stand on our 
docket a day. or two in order that if there is anystatement on the other 
side which should come it may appear.. I ask the Senator to let the 
bill stand over for a day or two. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no desire to have the bill this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Massachusetts to object to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

ies PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed op the 
endar. 

MISSOURI AND COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGES. 


Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 

rt back with amendments two House bills, House bill 4130 and 

ouse bill 7617, and I desire to make astatement, with the permission 
of the Senate. 

These two bills are, with certain amendments, bills which were passed 
by the Senate and sent to the House of Representatives. Instead of 
passing upon the Senate bills, the other House has sent us two original 
House bills. The Committee on Commerce have amended these two 
bills, and I now report them back and ask that they be considered with 
a view to a committee of conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri reports 
from the Committee on Commerce a bill, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 4130) to authorize the construc- 
oe ofa bridge across the Missouri River at the city of Pierre, in South 

ota. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the bill may now be.considered. Is there ob- 
jection? It will be read at length for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on Commerce will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 11, before the word 
‘‘ trains,” to strike out the word ‘‘railway ’’ and insert ‘‘ railroad,” 
and at the end of the section to add ‘‘ and approved by the Secretary 
of War;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the Pierre Ponton Brid 
existing under the laws of the State npr! mat DUR A, T ba gprs prian 
be, and are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a bridge, and ap- 
Jaossa thereto, across the Missouri River between the city of Pierre, in the 

ator South Dakota, and Stanley County, in the State of South Dakota. 


be constructed to provide for the passage of railroad trains, 
wagons, and vehicles of all kinds, steam and street cars, animals, foot-passen- 


gers, and for all road travel, for such reasonable rates of toll and under such 
reasonabie rules and regulations as may be prescribed oe ania corporation, its 
successors or assigns, and approved by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 7, to strike ont the word 
“ railroads” and insert ‘‘railroad,’’ and in the same line to strike ont 
the word “‘the’’ before the words ‘‘said bridge;’’ soas to make the sec- 
tion read: 

Sec. 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known asa post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same of 
the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war ofthe United States than the rate 
per mile paid for the transportation over the railroad or public highways lead- 
ing to bridge, and it shall enjoy the rights and privilej of other post- 
roads in the United States; and equal privileges in the use of said bridge shal! 
be granted to all telegraph companies, and the United States shall have the 
right of way across said bridge, and its approaches, for postal-telegraph pur- 
poses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, in section 3, line 10, before the word ‘own,’ 
tostrike out ‘‘his’’ and insert ‘‘its;’’ inline 14, after the word ‘‘ time,’’ 
to strike out the words ‘‘ substantially or materially; in line 18, after 
the word ‘‘cause,’’ to insert “the entire removal thereof or,” and in 
line 25, after the word ‘‘in,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘ which” and in- 
sert “whose jurisdiction;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That said draw shall be opened pecmpey by said company or eor- 
poration upon reasonable signal for the passage of boats and and sald com- 
pany or corporation shal! maintain, at its own nse, from sunset to sunrise, 
such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall pre- 

be. No bridge shall be erected or maintained under the authority of this 
act which shall at any time obstruct the free navigation of said river, andifany 
bridge erected under sach authority shall, in the opinion of the 
of War, obstruct such navigation, he is hereby authorized to cause the entire 
removal thereof or such change or alteration of such bridge to be made as will 
effectually obviate such obstruction, and all such alterations shall be made and 
all such obstructions shall be removed at the expense of the owner or owners 
of said ahea oses in ease of any litigation arising from any obstruction or al- 
leged obst: n to the free navigation of said river, caused or all to be 
caused by said bridge, the case may be brought in the district court of the United 
States of | the State of South Dakota in whose jurisdiction any portion of said 
obstruction or bridge may be located. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 39, before the word ‘‘rail- 
road,’ to insert the word “‘a;’’ soas to make the additional provise read: 

Provided, That said company may construct a wagon and foot bridge alo 
and in ease of the construction of a wagon and foot bridge alone the draws shal 
be of the same length herein provided, and shall be of such construction asshall 
be approved by the Secretary of War, and shall be subject to all the provisions 
herein contained in respect to being promptly opened to admit of the unob- 
structed navigation of said river, and of keeping the same lighted as herein pro- 
vided in case of a railroad and wagon bridge, and in such case the revisions 
herein in relation to the use for railroad purposes shall not apply. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 4, to strike ont the words 
tt date thereof: Provided, That Congress reserves the right to alter, 
amend, or repeal this act’ and to insert ‘‘time this act takes effect: 

rovided, That Congress reserves. the right to alter, amend, or repeal 
this act whenever it may think the public interests so require;’’ so as 


' 


-to make the section read: 


Sec. 6, That this act shal! be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the time this act takes effect : Provided, That Congress reserves 
the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act whenever it may think the public 
interests so require. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. : 

The bill was read the third time, and 

The title was amended so asto read: ‘‘A bill toanthorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River between the city of Pierre, 
in Hughes County, and Stanley County, in the State of South Dakota,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] reports from the Committee on Commerce the bill (H. R. 7617) 
to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the State of 
Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it asa post-road, 
and asks that the bill may be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committees of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ments of the committee will be acted upon as they arereached in read- 
ing the text of the bill, to save time. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in sec- 
tion 1, line 6, after the word *‘ maintain,” to strike out the words ‘‘if 
in the opinion of the Secretary of War the same bea public necessity y’ 
in line 8, after the word ‘‘suitable,’’ to strike out ‘‘ the interests of” 
and insert ‘ commerce and not interfering with;’’ in line 18, after the 
word ‘‘river,’’ toinsert ‘‘ by reason of the construction of said bridge;’’ 
and, in line 21, tostrike out the word ‘‘ touches ” and insert ‘‘may be ;’’ 
so as to make the section read: $ 

That the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company, s corporation organized 
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tions hereinafter provided; that said bri shall not interfere with the free 
navigation of said river, and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruc- 
tion or alleged obstruction to the free nav ion of said river by reason of the 


construction of said bridge, the cause may be tried before the circuit court of 
the United States in and for any district in whose i ingas ma an 
co 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 17, after the word ‘‘if,”’ 
to insert the words ‘‘in the opinion of the Secretary of War;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 


Src, 2. That said bridge shall be provided with two or more draw-openings, 
each having not less than 200 feet clear channel way; and in addition to sai 
draw-openings one or more fixed channel spans, each having not less than 350 
feet clear channel way; and every part of the superstructure of said bridge shall 
give a clear head-room of not less 10 feet above extreme known high-water 
mark: Provided, That all spans shall be so located as to afford ene grenont pos- 
sible accommodation to the river traffic, and a draw-opening shall, if practicable, 
be located next or nearshore : Provided, also, Thatifthe physical ristics of 
the locality so require, and the interests of na: ion be not injured thereby, the 
lengths of the fixed spans or the number of draw-openings may be reduced: 
Provided,aiso, That for any two adjacent draw-openings of 200 feet each,one draw- 
opening of 300 feet may be substituted if, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, 

e interests of navigation be not injured thereby. 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

‘The nextamendment was, in section 4, line 13, after the word ‘* War,” 
to strike out ‘‘or’’ and insert ‘‘and;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sxo, 4. Thafall piers shall be built parallel with the current of the river at 
that stage of water which is most important for navigation; and the bridge 
itself shail be built as nearly as may be at right angles thereto; and that rip- 
rapping or other protection for imperfect foundations which will lessen the re- 
pure water way shall not be permitted; and also that piers which will pro- 

uce cross-currents or bars dangerous to navigation shall not be constructed; 
and if after construction any porr or accessory works are found to produce the 
above-mentioned effects, or if any riprapping or other protection probibited by 
this section is found to exist, the nuisance shall be abated or corrected under the 
direction of the of War and at the expense of the company or per- 
sons owning, controlling, or operating said bridge. 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 3, before the word ‘‘said,”’ 
to strike out ‘on™ and insert ‘‘of;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 7. That the bridgeauthorized to be constructed by this act shall be located 
and built under and subject to such lations for the security of navigation 
on said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that object 
said corporation shall submit for his examination a design and drawings of the 


piers, roaches, and accessory works, and a map of the location, giv- 
ing for a space of at least 3 miles above and 1 mile below the proposed location 
the to y of the banks of the river and the shore-lines at high and low 
water. map shall be accompanied by others, drawn on the scale of 1 inch 
to 200 giving for a space of one-half a mile above the line of the ? hs g ster 
bridge one-quarter of a mile below an accurate representation of the bot- 


tom of the river, by contour lines 2 feet apart, determined by accurate sound- 
ings, and also showing over the whole width of this part of the river the force 
and directions of the currents at low water, at high water, and at least one in- 
termediate by triangulated observations on suitable floats. The ma 
shall also show location of other bridges in the vicinity, and shall give suc! 
information as the of War may require for a full and ry un- 
derstanding of the subject, and the construction of the p bridge shall 
not be commenced until the location and plans thereof are approved by the 
Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was in 
section 8, line 8, after the word ‘‘ War,” tostrike out the words ‘‘or Con- 
gress; ’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec, 8, That any bridge constructed under the authority of this act shall be 
built under the general supervision of the tary of War, and no changes or 
alterations in plans shall be made during the construction of said bridge orafter 
its completion, unless said changes or alterations conform to the provisions of 
this act and are authorized by the Secretary of War; that such alterations and 
changes as may be required by the Secretary of War in said bridge so as to pre- 
serve free and convenient navigation shall be made under the d ion of the 
Secretary of War at their own expense by the company or persons owning,con- 
trolling, or operating said bridge; that during original construction orin carry- 
ing out any authorized changes or repairs of said bridge a navigable channel 

be preserved at the site of the bridge at all times, and the water way of 
the river shall not be obstructed to a greater extent than is absolutely necessary, 
and such lights and buoys shail be kept on all coffer-dams, piles, etc.,as may be 
necessary for the security of navigation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. Thenextamendment was, in 
section 9, line 16, after the word “States,” tostrike out the words “or 
any State ” and insert ‘‘in and for the district;’’ in line 17, to strike 
out the word ‘‘touches”’ and insert ‘‘may be;”’ in line 18, to strike 
out the words ‘‘ the cost thereof” and insert ‘‘such expenses,” and to 
strike out the proviso in the following words: 


Provided, Thatin the construction of additional accessory works not contem- 
lated by the approved plan of bridge and accessory works te Reale than 
5,000 shall be uired to be expended upon said bridge in a single year: And 


Surther, t such sum of money as may be n to execute the 


ecessary 
provisions of this section is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 


of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to be paid on requisition 
of the Secretary of War, pai oa 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec, 9. That whenever the Secretary good 
any of the provisions of sections 4, 6, and 8 of this act have not been te bee 


of War has reason to believe that 


with by the company or persons owning, controlling, or o 

authorized under its provisions, it shall be the duty of the of War, on 
satisfactory proof thereof, to require the said company or persons to comply 
with the provisions of said sections; and on failure of said persons or company 
to comply with said requirements within a reasonable time, the Secretary of 
War shall proceed to eause the necessary work, in the form of additions, alter- 
ations, repairs, or removals of obstructions, to made at the expense of the 


United States,and shall refer the matter, without dolar, to the Altorney-Gen- 


eral of the United States, whose duty it shall be to institute, in the name of the 
United States, proceedings in the circuit court of the United States in and for 
the AE in eae any ae Pe said noma ra a bri may be, for the 
recove: su ; an moneys aceru m such proceedings shall 
be sonmred into the Trensaty of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 11, line 7, after the word ‘‘ for,” to insert ‘‘ the; ’? soas to make 
the section read: 3 

Sec. 11. That the bri constructed, maintained, and operated under this act 
and according to its limitations shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recog- 
nized and known asa post-route,upon which also no higher charge shal! be 
made for the transportation over the same of the the t „ and the 
munitions of war of the United States than the rate per mile paid for the trans- 

rtation of said mails, troops, and munitions over the railroads and public 

ighways leading to said bridge; and the United States shall have the right of 
way for postal-telegraph and telephone purposes over said bridge. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was in 
section 12, line 4, to strike out the words ‘‘passage or” before the word 
“‘approval;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 12. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bi 
herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed wi 
four years from the date of approval thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 13, line 7, before the word ‘‘approval,’’ to strike out the words 
‘* passage or;’? so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 13. That all former acts med pana of acts granting authority for the erec- 
tion of any bridge or bridges over the portion of said Columbia River over which 
the construction of a bridge is authorized by this act be, and the same are hereby, 
re ed in each and every case where actual construction of said bridge or 
bridges be not commenced on or before the date of the approval of this act, 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments to 
these two bills and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Vest, Mr. 
DoLPH, and Mr. CULLoM were appointed. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER, 


Mr. MANDERSON. From the Committee on Printing I report back 
the joint resolution (S. R. 14) authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra 
copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia 
adversely, and I ask that it be indefinitely postponed. I report from 
the Committee on Printing a concurrent resolution to the same effect, 
which I ask may be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no objection the joint 
resolution will be indefinitely postponed, and the concurrent resolu- 
tion will be read with a view to its present consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Pub- 
lie Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print 2,500 extra copies of the an- 
nual report of the health officer of the Districtof Columbia; 100 for the use of 
the Senate, 350 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,050 for the use 
of the said health officer of the District. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HARRIS. I introduce a bill prepared by a committee of the 
Board of Trade of the city of Washington. I introduce it at their re- 
quest, and ask its reference to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The bill (S. 3092) to provide for a permanent system of highways in 
that part of the District of Columbia not included within the cities of 
Washington and Georgetown was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr, PLATT introduced a bill (8. 3093) granting arrears of pension to 
Hermanus A. Sanford; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVA introduced a bill (8. 3094) to provide for the payment of 
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the claim of the mayor, aldermen, and commonalty of the city of New 
York; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee 
Claims. 


on 5 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 3095) for the relief of Joseph C. 
Grissom; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (by request) intreduced a bill (S, 3096) to re- 
vise the wages of certain employés in the Government Printing Office; 
mia was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

inting. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3097) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of an assistant sword-master at the Military Academy; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3098) to amend the Articles of War rela- 
tive to the punishment of enlisted men for military offenses committed 
in time of peace; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3099) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Thomas Morrison; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3100) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Peter J. Soly; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 3101) granting a pension to Anne 
Rodgers Macomb; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3102) for the relief of John W. Eckles; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3103) for the erection of a public 
building at Creston, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3104) granting relief to Samuel D. Har- 
per; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 3105) for the relief of Edwin 
M. Hart; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 

„mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (S. 3106) appropriating $50,000 for 
improving the public road in Alexander County, State of Virginia, con- 
necting the Chain, Aqueduct, and Long bridges and running in front of 
the Arlington national cemetery; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3107) for the relief of the trustees of St. 
Paul’s Protestant Episcopal Church at Norfolk, Va.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Healso (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3108) authorizing the Pneu- 
matic Gun Carriage and Power Company to build a siege gun and dis- 
appearing siege carriage for the War Department; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
` Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 3109) to provide for the erection 
of a factory for the making, casting, and finishing of field guns and other 
ordnance at the Government arsenal grounds at Indianapolis, Ind.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3110) for the relief of Henry W. 
Freedley, late captain Third Infantry and assistant quartermaster United 
States Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3111) to permit manufacture and 
printing of securities for foreign governments, and for other purposes; 
a was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

nance. 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 3112) for the relief of George Fal- 
kinburg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3113) for the relief of Henry M. 
Cannon, administrator of the estate of James Cannon, deceased; which 
was twice read by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


F. A. PATTERSON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is cl 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 


the bill (S. 2644) for the recognition of F. A. Patterson as a captain of 


the Third West Virginia Cavalry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII being 
in order, the Senator from Connecticut moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 2644) for the recognition of F. A. 
Patterson as captain of the Third West Virginia Cavalry. 

‘Fhe motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the of War 
to recognize F. A. Patterson as a captain of the Third West Virginia 
Cavalry from the 25th of November, 1862, the date of his commission, 
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to the date of muster out of his regiment, and that his name be in- 
scribed and taken up as such captain on the rollsof the regiment. 
Mr. HAWLEY. This is the unanimous report of the Committee on 
ctf Affairs, If any one desires it, the report can be read; it is 
rief. y 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 3732) to 
eon and ratify an agreement made by the Sisseton and Wahpeton 
bands of Sioux Indians, and to grant a right of way for the Chicago, 
Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway through the Lake Traverse reserva- 
tion, in South Dakota; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 280) to amend an act to incorporate the Georgetown and 
Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia, which 
became a law August 10, A. D. 1888; 

A bill (S. 308) to ascertain the amount due the Pottawatomie In- 
dians of Michigan and Indiana; 

A bill (S. 1297) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to authorize the 
construction of a wagon and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Lyons, Iowa;”’ 

A bill (S. 1858) to shorten the terms of imprisonment in the jail and 
in the work: house of the District of Columbia on account of good con- 
dact during confinement; 

A bill (S. 1905) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize the 
building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas,” 
approved July 19, 1888; 

A bill (H. R. 5682) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to constitute 
Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the 
act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation 
to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other pur- 
poses,’ to said port of Columbus, Ohio,” approved February 9, 1889; and 

A jointresolution (S. R. 63) providing for taking the census in Alaska. 


JOHN N. QUACKENBUSH. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the other day a bill which was on the 
Calendar under the eighth rule was passed over without prejudice 
after debate, on the request of the present occupant of the Chair [Mr. 
INGALLs] that it should stand over a day or two so that it might be 
further examined. I think I correctly understood the Senator from 
Kansas now occupying the Chair afterwards to intimate that he did 
not desire further to debate the question. It is Order of Business 321. 
Iunderstand the honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], 
who has charge of that bill, is to be absent after to-day, and I there- 
fore ask that that bill may be taken up now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
calls for the consideration of Order of Business 321. It having been 
passed over without prejudice under Rule VIII, its consideration is in 
order. Iė will be read by its title. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 113) relating to the status of a certain commander 
in the Navy, and to correct the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read as it now 
stands, the amendments of the Committee on Naval Affairs having been 
agreed to when the bill was formerly under discussion._ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. My recollection is that 
that bill has been here before in the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will inform the Senator from Missouri that the 
bill passed at the last session of Congress. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I think it did pass, and I did not know it was to 
come up this morning. If I am not mistaken it is a bill which I sub- 
mitted a few feeble remarks upon at that time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very vigorous remarks, Mr. President, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ifthat be so, I would like to submit them again 
for the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. As far as I am concerned, I should be delighted to 
hear the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not know that the bill was to be called up 
this morning, and I hope it will be deferred until such time as I can 
have an opportunity to look up the papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill being called up under Rule 
VIII, it can be passed over if the Senator from Missouri desires. 

Mr. BUTLER. The bill was up for consideration on a former oc- . 
casion, and, as was stated by the Senator from Massachusetts, passed 
over at the suggestion of the present occupant of the chair. As I un- 
derstand, the objections which existed at that time have been removed, 
so far as the Senator from Kansas is concerned. I shall have to leave 
the Senate Chamber after to-day, to be absent for a week or ten da 
and I should be very glad indeed if the bill could be considered 
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of to-day. The report has been read, and the Senator from 
Missouri is familiar with the facts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not familiar with each case; there are so 
many of these cases where men are under a cloud for drunkenness and 
who have been dismissed from the service and are trying to get back 
into it. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would allow me to make a practical 
statement before he makes his objection, and then I think he will 
waive it. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I will hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A Senator is entitled to speak once. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this bill has been thoroughly 
I think, as many as a half dozen times in the Senate. In every in- 
stance after explanation, for there were some things abont it which 
required such explanation, it has been passed by very large majorities. 
It passed both Houses last year and failed to receive attention of the 
President in time to be signed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did it pass the last House? 
reported adversely there. 

Mr. HOAR. No, it passed the House and went to the President, as 
I understand. The Senator from South Carolina knows about that. 
I understand it passed both Houses and failed to reach the President 
in time for examination. I ask the Senator from South Carolina if I 
am not correct in understanding that this bill passed both Honses and 
failed to reach the President in time for his signature? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know abont that. I know the bill has 

the Senate several times. 

Mr. HOAR. It has passed both Houses, I am sure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam under the impression that it was reported 
adversely in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOAR. Lam quite sure of my statement. 

~Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator is correct. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam quite sore it passed both Houses, but failed to 
reach the President in time to be examined and signed. 

Mr. President, it is merely to correct a mistake. This man was dis- 
missed from the Navy for six years, and he was entitled to go back 
under his sentence, but by a mistake another officer was nominated, 
and by a subseqnent decision of the Supreme Court that nomination 
operated asa removal. President Grant wrote a letter certifying that 
it was not so intended; the then Secretary of the Navy wrote a letter 
certifying that it was not so intended; and now, as I understand, this 
bill merely restores him to his place without any past pay, and puts 
him merely on the retired-list. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, let mesuggest for the information of 
the Senator from Missouri that this bill has been before the Committee 
on Naval Affairs and repeatedly reported favorably by that committee. 
Whenthe bill first came before the committee it provided for this man’s 
restoration to the active-listof the Navyasacommander. Thecommit- 
tee decided that that was not proper in view of the record which he had 
made, not altogether a very savory one, we all admit; but there were 
some facts connected with his history during the war which entitled him 
to certain consideration. I believe it was universally acknowledged 
that he had a very gallant career in the Navy during the war, and out 
of consideration for that the committee finally agreed toreport this bill, 
recommending that he be restored to the Navy with the rank of com- 
mander, his pay to begin from the date of the approval of the act. 
That bill has been reported to my knowledge twice from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs in that shape, so that I think the Senator from Mis- 
souri will conclude to let the bill pass. The matter bas been consid- 
ered very fully by the Committee on Naval Affairs, and I believe with- 
out dissent this report was made and the passage of the bill recom- 
mended. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator still desires time to look into this mat- 
ter, I shall not for one move to take the bill up notwithstanding his 
objection, but agree to let it stand until the return of the Senator from 
Sonth Carolina. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be over without prejudice, retain- 
ing its place, until the return of the Senator from South Carolina, and 
we can then consider it. 

Mr. HOAR. I will waive the request for present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be over with- 
out prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. The next bill on 
the Calendar will be reported. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT STOCKTON, CAL. 


The bill (S. 1590) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing ia the city of Stockton, Cal., was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Rak or me with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: - 


I thought it was 


be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
jemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause 


, including fre- f vaults, heating 
apparatus, elevators, an: use and accommo- 


sence antl ott 
dation of the United States fice, land o and other Government offices, 
in the city of Stockton and State of California, the cost of said site and building, 


including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and a 
com 


| fecal plete, not to exceed the sum of $85,000, which said sum of $65, 
Aeee appropriated for said said purpose, out of any moneys in the United 


ated, 
le for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty PA ne to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said propos: 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as be may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury De ent, who shali make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommenda- 
tion thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the orig- 
inal proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into 
his on re‘ating to the said proposed sites. 

If, consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an oficer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary ofthe Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hcreinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: |, however, That the member of said commission appointed hoes 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual Scaveliog oppene of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expensesof said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
oreol, an yi 7 akeas STAUDE US Es 

much of said appropriation as may necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, See ee aud detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site, 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, exc as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be 

Jnited States, nor until the State of Califronia shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein, 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall haye been prepared by the Gupervisin Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of tho In- 
terior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the bmilding, RA [aler ma fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger frfm fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and glleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be en 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING IN YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


The bill (S. 488) to provide for the erection of a public building for 
the use and accommodation of the post-office at Mammoth Hot Springs, 
in the Yellowstone National Park, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
a with an amendment, tostrike out all after the enacting clause 
anil insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators an: nt gry for the use and accommo- 
dation of the United States ffice and other Government offices, at Mam- 
m ot Springs, Yellowstone National Park, the cost of said site and build- 
ing, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 

roaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $10,000, which said sum of $10, 

hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise apprsoision: 

Proposals for the sale nd suitable for sajd site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest ironia 
tion for at least 20 days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for the 
opening of said proposals. 7 

js made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then canse the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the ry Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after examination, make to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury written report of their conclusions in the premises, accom- 
panied by all statements, mape pisie; or documents taken by or submitted to 
them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings of 
said aceon iar fa ooch Ae cg pean ro and the Secretary of the Treasury shall 

location of the building to be erected. 


amended and the amendment 


“fora third reading, read the 


th ent shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 
So much of Ageia priation herein made as may be necessary pipir ma the 
expenses of ady for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 


and the compensation and actual pi ad yr ogee of said commissioners, and 
e 


other e: incident to thè selection site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. 
lation as may be arte oot | for the 


ry Departm: 

tary of the Treasury of sach site. 

No money ie gaint ergot by this act shall be available, are as hereinbefore 
@ valid title to the site for said building be vested in the 


After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the $ 
chitect and approved by the Secretary of the reawary. the Secre 
rior, and the Postimaster-General, balance of said a; on 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating ap; us, elevators, and ap es. 

The building shall be unex, to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There is no city at these springs. 
Mr. VEST. That is a mistake. 
There is no land there but Gov- 


Mr. SHERMAN. I supposed so. 
ernment land. 

Mr. VEST. That is a mistake of the clerk of the committee, and I 
can very well see how it happened. The clerk of the committee, in 
adapting the new form of these bills to this measure, overlooked the 
fact that this is a public reservation. The original bill ought to be 


passed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Shall the bill be recommitted ? 
Mr. VEST. No, let the bill as originally introduced be read. 
Mr. REAGAN. I inquire how many people are there? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no doubt a small building is necessary for 
the postal service there, but it is all a Government reservation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendment of the com- 

mittee be disagreed to and the bill read in its original form? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Read the original bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will read the origi- 
nal bill. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral shall select a suitable site at Mammoth Hot Springs, in the Yellowstone 
National Park, and shall cause to be erected thereon a suitable building for the 
use and accommodation of the post-office at that place. The said building shall 
not exceed in cost the sum of $10,000, and the plans and specifications therefor 
shall be furnished by the Supervising Architect of the , and shall be 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior and the Postmaster-Genera] before the 
work on said building shall be commenced. The site selected shall leave the 
building unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at least 100 feet; and 
the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the not 
Soor appropriated, for the purpose of carrying out provisions of this 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment of the committee 
to strike out and insert will be disagreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no report. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is any one prepared to tell us how many people 
live there and what sort of a town this is? 


Mr. VEST. Ican give the Senator the information. It is no town 
atall. It is a post-office for the Mammoth Hot Springs in the Yellow- 


stone National Park. There isa large amount of mail received during 
the summer months by tourists, and there is no building suitable for 
a post-office. There is a postmaster and has been for some years, but 
the business has been conducted in a frame shanty where there is no 
security from fire and no accommodation. This simply provides a 
small building for the Government to be used as a post-o which 
is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. REAGAN. I only wish to say that in my opinion this is carry- 
ing the public-building business a long way. 

Mr. VEST. The building is to cost only $10,000. It could not be 
built for any less. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PAWTUCKET, R. IL 


Tho Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1230) for the erection of a public building in thecity of Paw- 
tucket, R, I. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
taro with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States post-office and other Government offices, in the city 
of Pawtucket and State of Rhode Island, the cost of said site and building, 
including said vaults, beating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and a; 
proaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100; 
is hereby appropriated for said purpose, outof any moneys in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise a Ligne 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest oal 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 


for the opening of said proj k 
Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 


mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said pro: 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to 


, to be examined in 


person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of hisrecommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating vo the said proposed sites, 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Department, which commission shal! also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such ings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, manne, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the ry 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The Rag anyones of said com missionersshall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
peona: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 

he Treasury Departmentshall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
= the tae tga ana eee l l ratana iare rg ny commissioners, and 

erexpenses incident e selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately availabie. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, ites pals nape ang and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising tect of the Treasury ment shall be available 
immediately upon the SPREA, the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money gine by this act shall be available, ex as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building be vested in the 

nited States nor until the State of Rhode Island shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administra- 
tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said siteshall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and roved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Sec of the In- 
terior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriato shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
Taua nene and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and app: es. 

The building shali be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. - 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


-was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WOONSOCKET, R. I. 


The bill (5. 1231) for the erection of a publie building in the city of 
Woonsocket, R. I., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. A 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike outall after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to uire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause 
to bee thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating 
and haga greeny i us, elevators, and approaches, for the useand accommo- 
dation of the United States post-office and other Government offices, in the 
city of Woonsocket and State of Rhode Island, the cost of said site and build- 
ing, including said vauits, heating and Agena: ap elevators, and 
app complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of 
$100,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United 
States Treasury not otherwise gait ated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the daté specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. - 

Proj mace in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the ssid pro; 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to desi ©, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who 1 make written report 
to said Secretary of the resultsof said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 

on relating to the said fdas. cee sites, 

If, by Annaa yon of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the shall deem further investigation necessary, he may i “eo & 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may di p an 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall,within thirty days after such examination, make to the Seore- 
tary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, accom- 
panied by all statements, Dapa: piate; or documents taken Sine submitted to 
them,in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings of 
saidagent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Noneury shall 
thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Seere! of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the Yi gi dopanae herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, an 
other incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. 

So much of said peinent frites as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect. of the ury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury of ‘such site. 

No money aj priated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

vided, until a valid title to the site for said building s in the 
nited States, nor until the State of Rhode Island shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or n the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Su siia Fi konat 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the ry, the Becretary of the Inte- 
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rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance ofsaid by Adan neg an shall be avail- 
able for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
Mths BEIE aball KANOLE te NOD Troe dco by nn open pale oh at 
Toast. 40 feed óu onal sida; INNE rests ond allege. A i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUDSON, N. Y. 


The bill (S. 1306) for the erection of a public building at Hudson, N. 
Y., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be; and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to uire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, asite, and cause to 
be erected m a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States post-office and other Government offices, in the city of 
Hudson and State of New York, the cost of said site and building, including 
said vaults, heating and ventilating os elevators, and app es, com- 
plete, not to ex the sum of $100,000, which sum of $100,000 is hereby appro- 
priated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not 
otherwise ap) Ad signee 

ublic 


or 
adve: reula- 


in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceed of 
said agent of the Treasury Department; and theSecretary ofthe eee eat 
thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The com: m of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $ per day and actual traveling ex- 
pauna however, That the member of said commission appointed from 

Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein e as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, 
and expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary sur- 
vey be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
royh ey eens drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Su Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available 
immediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money be page ey Oa act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
athe until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of New York shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administra- 
tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the tary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ADE APPAR ean elevators, and apprvaches, 

The building shall be une: to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. A 
The bill was reported to theSenate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT VIRGINIA CITY, NEY. 


The bill (8. 166) for the erection of a public building at Virginia 
City, State of Nevada, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 


and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States post-office and other Government offices in the city of 
NE fa ig Bante State of Nevada, the cost of said site and building, including 
said vaults, ting and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and app com- 
plete, not to ex: the sum of $75,000, which said sum of $75,000 is hereby ap- 

ted for said pur, out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not 


otherwise appropt x 
Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest. A tested 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said pro) 
Pro) made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 


sites, and such others as he may think pro) 


person by an agent of the ent, who shall make written re-| 
Rose to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- ' 
ion thereon, the reasons therefor, which shail be accompanied by the 


original proposals and all maps, plats, 
into weak poeanana TOE Sno SAk proposed si 

PB he consideration of said report and accompanying pa 

e 

commission o! 
the Treasury 
posed sites, and such others as the Secre! of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Sec- 


the Secretary 
Y, he may appoint a 
not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 


ings of 
id agent of ent; and the Secretary of dha ltromeare a 
thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed fom 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the be te iy Sapte herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling op anc of said agent, 
= ers Epson en petal ig Rice mony EE pentes Seira commissioners, 
and other expenses in n! e ion of the site, and for n: S 
thereof shall be immediately available. Benya 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the pre tion of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising tect of the Treasury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money re Se aa by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
panget until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Nevada shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building skall bave been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by tke ry of the Treasury, the Sec of the In- 
terior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appro) m shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 


vaults, heating and ventilating ap elevators, and approaches, 
The building shall be unex to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HASTINGS, NEBR. 


The bill (S. 221) providing for the erection of a public building at 
the ay of Hastings, Nebr., was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Groene with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a as and cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable astean- h paseo + fire-proof vau se hosting 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and appr es, for the use and accom- 
modation of the United States oe -oflice, and other Government offices, 
in the city of Hastings and State of Ne ka, the cost of said site and building,‘ 
including said vaults, heating and peur) a) elevators, and ap- 
prosecne, complete, not to exceed the sum of $150, which said sum of $150,000 

s hereby ap a sieamera for said purpose, out ofany moneys in the United States 
Treasury n erwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in nse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said p 
sites, and such others as be may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his reeommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
pro and all maps, plats, and statements which shall haye come into his 
possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation n , he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem n ; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises- 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard tothe proceed, 
ings of said agent of the ry Department; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 
tion of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 


com 
Treasury, but the sameshall not exceed $6 per day and actual niattrcerg ek 
penses: however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the T: Department shall be paid only his actual traveling ex 


reasury nses. 
So much of the =i £ Vole agate herein madeas may be necessary fo defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual varetog Sepen of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other mses incident to the selection of site, and for necessary survey 
thereof be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
eketch-plans, dainas specifications, and detailed estimates for the building by 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available imme- 
diately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
atego until a valid title to the site for ssid building shall be vested in 

nited States, nor until the State of Nebraska shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
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shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes the administra- 
tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of ci = therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-p and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the pes Ledra Se marae 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the of Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said jon shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap: 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3732) to accept and ratify an agreement made by 
the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Sioux Indians, and to grant a right 
of way for the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway jer ig o the 
Lake Traverse reservation, in South Dakota, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 4 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT THE DALLES, OREGON, 


The bill (S. 466) for the erection of a public building for a post-office 
and United States land office in the city of The es, Oregon, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike ont all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here! 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating ap tus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States post-office and otherGovernment offices, in the city of 
The Dalles and State of Oregon, the cost of said site and building, including said 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatas, elevators, and ap) on complete, 


y, authorized and di- 
, & site, and cause to 


not to exeeed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100, ereby appro- 
priated for said pu out of any moneysin the United States Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for 


e sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by papuo 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of reula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Pro made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 

rt tosaid Secre of the results of said examination, and of his reeommen- 
Nation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, apon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the reasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may Sy yg a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, maps, pists, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shali be fixed by t of the 

Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: , however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 
So much of the appropriation herein as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual travel expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incidentto the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the pre ion of 
EAE A. drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available 
immediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
abet until a valid title to the site for said building be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Oregon shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the ea oe? sam and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been poraa by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and appien by the Secretary of the Treasury, the of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unex to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALEM, OREGON. 


The bill (S. 78) to provide for the construction of a public building 
at Salem, Oregon, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Groves Nile an amendment, to strike outall after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to be 


ereoted thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and ven- 
risa aa apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of 
the United States post-office, and other Government offices, in the city of Salem 


and State of O: n,the cost of said site and building, including said vaults, 
heating and ven ng apparatus, elevators,and approaches, complete, not to 
exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated for 
said Treasury not 


, out of any moneys in the United States 

api KODILA. 
roposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 

the opening of said proposals. 

Pio made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the sant A Ape shall then cause the said pro- 
edin b; f the Treasu pareria ho hall ipsos 
n person by an agent of the ry ent, who s] ma! 
yan ygor ekda and of his roc- 


hare 


retary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the , accom 
panied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted to 
them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the of 
said agent of the ury Department; and the Secre of the 


The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed per day and actual tra ex- 
penses: . That the member of said commission appointed 


ex of said 

o A paora a malan 
thereof, mi 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates forthe building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treas be available im- 
mediately upon the bot Am by the Secretary oi 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, ex: 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building s! 

nited States nor until the State of Oregon shall have ceded tothe United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 
or n the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepares by the 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary o Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
by — a A g pesaue aa i ENE. err Soa. approaches, Ca 

e building une anger from fire by an open space 

least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 


The amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT STILLWATER, MINN. 


The bill (S. 301) for the erection of a public building at Stillwater, 
Minn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
ig frases with anamendment, to strike outall after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a sa a cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable building, including 
and Meer 7 Apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommo- 
dation of the United States fice and er Government offices, in the bow 
of Stillwater and State of Minnesota, the cost of said site and building, incl 
ing said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and fo eee 
complete, not to aparas the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby 
appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Pro; for the sale of Jand suitable for said site shall be invited by publie 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest cirouia- 
tion for at least twenty days prior tothe date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said pro 9 

Pro made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original pr and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into bis possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said reportand accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasu: deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an oi 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such othersas the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days aftersuch examination, make to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, accom- 


panied ag fo statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted to 
them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the posan of 
said agent of the Treas: De ent; and the Secretary of the Treasury 


thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The com m of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: te , That the member of said commission appointed ton 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of Posies semen herein e as may be necessary to defray the 


expenses of ad for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
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said commissioners, and 
— for necessary survey 


pensation and actual traveling e 
Serie menace” T site, 
shall be immedia‘ available, 


jury 
on tee b A th 

No money by this act shall be available, eM A as hereinbefore 
gue a valid title to the site for said building 1 be vested in the 
nor until the State of Minnesota shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or n the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 

of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 
After the said site shall haye been paid for and the = lans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been pra soken y the Supervising Arechi- 

tect and the of the Treasu: 


ry, the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and the Postmaster-Gen , the balance of said pig tna shall be 
syailable for the erection and completion of the at ons xg 


neluding fire-proof 
vaults, Mecor yang and ventilating apparatus, elevato Approaches. 
The building shall unexposed te danger from 


to a by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was Sabi to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
"The bill pore be 
e was o to be engrossed for a third reading; read the 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT RENO, NEV. 


The bill (S. 167) for the erection of a public building at Reno, State 
of Nevada, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
oa with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 


That the of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to re by purel perit Samiera; or othe: a site, and cause 
to a a sui e building, including Tre creat vaults, heating 
ee Sorate; jua approche for the use and accom- 

other Government offices, in the 


Mineo tinct Stabe’ of News Ne oe cost of said site and building, including 


and the sum of #5 us, elevators, and approaches, co: 
of $7 Se whi which said sum of $75,00 is hereby are 
E a e On any moneys in the U nited States Treasury 


pem ve apr sale of land pyrene for said site shall be invited by 
advertisement in one or more of © newspapers of sald city of largest elroule 
tion for at least er sap iey: to th in said advertisement 
for the opening of 
Pro; es Dod oy 


and the Seena a therefor, which Shalt be accompanied by the original 
and all maps, plats, and statements which shali have come into his 


possession relating to the said 
If, apon consideration of said report and accompanying the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, may appoint a 
persons, one of whom Shall be be an officer of 


commission of not more than 
the 


panied by all statements, maps, plats, or 
them, in manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the ngs of 
` said agent of the Treasu: ment; and the Secretary of the ury shall 
pon y determine the piraan ved the building to R 
The compensation be fixed by the Secretary of 
, but the same shall not PEPAK $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 


penses: 
the Treasury Department sh: shall ar Late only his actual ot naroung expenses. 
So poe pons priati fone 


aj oreo yeh peecncne anne rg eS for the pr ion of 

craig ya Morya re and detailed aiaa ek e building 

by the Supervising. itect of the Treasury De; t shall be available im- 
upon the a y Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 


No rovided, until av 
a valid ile to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
Ario Sinton ate eall the State of Nevada shall have ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during tas time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner aoa des for ali all Ass xcept the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and of civil Foil peceses thecal 
After the said site shall have Pema eat for and ~ hones and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been Supervising Architect 
and by the Secretary of the reeur ibs Secretary of of the Interior, 
and Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be available 
for the erection and completion of the buildi OP anaing fire-proof vaults, 
hosting end ve yoning apparatus, Store and approaches. 
o nexpsess io by an open space of at 
ayy aE E A hg Pa ey gener polyp tay 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to make one observation 
this bill for the consideration of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. I donot know whether any of the members of that 
committee are within hearing; that is, I do not see any. We passa 
great number of these bills every year with certain and con- 
ditions and provisions in them. Ido not see why there should not be 
a general law that in all public buildings to be erected by the United 
States for certain purposes, post-offices and court-houses, these eondi- 
tions should be applicable to the cases of all public buildings, and then 


each bill would save several pages and several minutes of time by simply 
referring to that general law, just as I believe the Committee on Com- 


£ | merce leave done in regard to bridge bills, instead of spending a great 


deal of time in the Senate in reading long bills. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it "requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 347) to grant the right of way to the Galena, Guthrie 
maa Western Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for 
other pu ~ 

A bill (H. R 856) to amend section 1 and section 9 of an act entitled 
“An aet to authorize the Denison and Washita Valley Railway Com- 
pany to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes,”’ approved July 1, 1896; 

Bie bill (H. R. 1590) to ratify an act entitled “An act to provide for a 

n-road between Mount Idaho, in Idaho County, and Little Salmon 
Meadows 3 in Washingtox County, in Idaho Territory;’’ 

A bill (H. R. 3940) # amend an act entitled “‘An act to extend the 
fees of certain officers qver the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona;”’ 

A bill (H. R. 7509)/granting to the Palouse and Spokane Railway a 
right of way througlf the Nez Percé Indian reservation in Idaho; and 

A bill (H. R. 7754} granting right of way to Little Falls, Mille Lacs 
and Lake Supe ilroad across Mille Lacs Indian reservation. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 


Mr. EUSTIS. the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is 
present, I ask unanimous consent of the Senate at this time to correct 
a statement which he made yesterday in a debate with the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] when the Blair bill was under consid- 
eration. The Senator from Massachusetts used the following language: 

se: x he Veins SER preise and jate oF the other rented Pgs wore laws 
w made ita offense, punisi e imprison ntiary, 
for a white man to associate pogroms. of equality wine Unek eae — 

This is astatement made by a Senator to the Senate and tothe coun- 
try that in the State of Louisiana there is a penal law making it a 
penitentiary offense for a white man to associate on terms of equality 
with a black man. I desire to inform the Senator from Massachusetts 
that so far as the State of Louisiana is concerned there is not the 
slightest foundation for any such assertion; that there is no necessity, 
and never has been, why Louisiana should enact such a preposterous 
law as that. What would such a law as that mean, it a pun- 
ishable offense for a white man to associate on terms of equality with 
a black man? TheState of Louisiana does not undertake to regulate 
the personal and social relations of its citizens. Ifa white man wants 
to associate on terms of equality with a black man, even if he should 
come from Massachusetts, he has a perfect right to do so without in- 
curring the displeasure of the State of Louisiana or without appre- 
hending that he will be furnished with an involuntary residence in the 
eres 

Mr, HOAR. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to state—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will pause one mo- 
ment. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Senate resumes the 
consideration of the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 185) to aid 
in the establishment and temporary support of common 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Blair bill was under consideration when the Sen- 
tor from Massachusetts made the statement to which I am referring. 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield to the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to state to 
him that he misunderstood —— 

Mr. EUSTIS. In one moment. 

Mr. HOAR, I. made no such statement as the Senator has indi- 
cated, if I understand it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ihave read the statement as reported as having been 
made by the Senator. The statement is that— 

In the State of Louisiana and in some of the other States there were laws 
which made it a penal offense, punishable by a “rear agg in the peniten- 
tiary, fora while man to associate on terms of equality with a black man. 

That is the language as I find it in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator stated that I spoke of it in the present 
tense. Ispoke of the laws which were passed about 1867. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I say there is not the slightest ground for any asser- 
tion that in 1867 or in any other year there ever was such an absurd or 
preposterous law enacted. by the Legislature of Louisiana. 

The Senator went on, not satisfied with that extraordinary statement 
in regard to the statute law of Louisiana, to use the following language: 

There was another law, which I remember, which provided that any man of 
color who was found fora certain time out of work might be sold— 


That is the Ian: 
ht be sold decree of any local magistrate, and that in the sale his f 
eee Set tare the preference in the purchases’ in oth ther roe ONAE 
that American citizens, as these men had become by their freedom’ dad by the 
Constitution, should be sold at nok for the crime ef being out of work. 
Now, Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts whether he thinks for a moment that hecan discover in the statutes 


1890. 
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of Massachusetts any such law as he says he remembers to have existed 
in the State of Louisiana? I could not imagine for a moment to what 
the Senator alluded. I knew that his criticisms were directed against 
the Democratic Legislature of Louisiana of 1866 and 1867, of which I 
was a member, but I have never yet heard a Republican Senator criti- 
cise any legislation of the State of Louisiana unless that legislation was 
enacted by a Democratic Legislature. We have upon the statute-books 
a compilation of the most infamous laws that have ever disgraced civil- 
ization, which were enacted in the State of Louisiana by Republican 
Legislatures, but I have yet to hear a Republican Senator rise in this 
Chamber and criticise the legislation of that period. 

I say that there is no such law as the Senator undertakes to recite. 
The law to which the Senator from Massachusetts refers was never in 
the constitutional sense enacted. I have examined the statutes of 
Louisiana this morning. I have examined the journals of the house 
and the senate of that period, and there is no such Jaw upon the statute- 
book of Louisiana. Therefore, there being no such law, such a law 
could never be enforced or executed. 

We have vagrant laws in the State of Louisiana as they exist in all 
the other States of the Union. The amendment to the vagrant law 
which was proposed in 1867 is not, in my Jaagant, any more sorore 
any more harsh, than is the existing vagrant law of Massachusetts to- 
day. Under the law of Massachusetts, a person who has no visible 
means of support can be arrested as a vagrant, he can be taken beforea 

trate, and that magistrate can condemn him to six months’ labor, 
it may be in the jail, or it may be in the work-house, or it may be in 
some industrial institution, but that isthe power which the magistratein 
Massachusetts has. The change which was proposed in the vagrant 
law of the State of Louisiana in 1867 was that ifa person had no visible 
means of support and was in a legal sense a vagrant his services could 
be hired to a planter for one year or he could be required to labor on 
the public works, roads, and levees. 

It may be simply a difference of opinion; but I know that the negro, 
accustomed, as he is, to agricultural pursuits—for many a negro states- 
man has been taken from the plow and elevated to distinction in Louisi- 
ana by Republican influences—would much prefer to be condemned to 
work for a year upon a plantation than to be confined in some institu- 
tion in the State of Massachusetts for six months. But as to any pre- 
tense that any law of Louisiana authorizes the sale of a as the 
Senator from Massachusetts stated yesterday—and I challenge him to 
produce that law—it only illustrates with what recklessness, with what 
destitution of sense of responsibility, Republican Senators indulge in 
statements here when they speak of Southern affairs. They seem to be 
restrained by nothing, Mr. President, not even by facts; for here are two 
statements made by the Senator from Massachusetts, a gentleman who 
generally speaks seriously when he addresses the Senate, that there 
were two laws in the State of Louisiana, one making it a penitentiary 
offense for a white man to associate on terms of equality with a negro, 
the other that a negro is put upon the block and sold as a slave, eA st 
there is not the slightest foundation of truthfulness of either assertion. 

Mr. HOAR. I have sent for the documents which will show whether 
the statement I made in regard to Louisiana was or was not correct. 


I think the Senator from Louisiana, probably by an accidental slip of | place 


the tongue, stated in the beginning of his speech that I had spoken of 
the laws to which I referred as present raea tere He goes on to 
say there is no such law, and so on, and that I said there is such 
astatute. What happened exactly was this: The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi charged, with expressions of great severity, on the blicans 
who were in power in this country in 1870, the imposition of a certain 
restraint upon the people of his State which he said bound their hands 
as with manacles, and I stated in reply that that policy was occasioned 
by certain laws which were passed in several of the Southern States in 

to the relation between white men and negroes, the logical re- 
sn t of which would have been to reduce the negroes to the condition 

slaves. 

I added, what I presume the Senator from Louisiana did not read, 
that I mentioned those laws not in the least by way of reproach, that 
they were passed immediately after the relation of slave and master 
had ceased to exist, when the passions of the war were stiil excited, 
and that I should not think of reciting by way of reproach the condi- 
tion of slavery itself any more than those laws; but I alluded to them 
= the exciting cause for the policy which was adopted in Congress, and 

I said—speaking from memory, of course—that in the State of Louisi- 
ana and in several other Southern States these laws had passed, and I 
shall be able, as soon as I can get the documents from the Library, to 
state the exact laws which were passed by the Andrew Johnson Legis- 
latures, as we called them in 1867, in the Southern States, and if I 
erred in anything it was in memory in regard to the particular State 
where the law was passed, though I think not. I shall bave the laws 
here ina moment. But here is the vagrant act of Mississippi of No- 
vember 24, 1865. Now, do not let any Senator get up and say I have 
made any attack on any State this morning; I am simply stating what 
I spoke of in the way which I stated yesterday. 

That all sree amy free negroes, and mulattoes in this State over the age of 


eighteen years found on the second Monday in Jan: , 1866, or thereafter, with 
no lawful employment or business, or found unlawfu! y assembling themselves 


, either in the day or night time, and all white persons s0 assembling 
th freedmen, free negroes, or mulattoes, or— 
. Now, here is the clause to which I specially alluded; this is the 
Mississippi statute, the Senator will understand— 
or usually associating with freedmen, free negroes, or mulattoes, on terms of 
preg moe or le Sa in adultery or fornication with a freed woman, free n negro, 
or mulatto, shall be deemed vagrants, and on conviction thereof shall be fined in 
Ue SI OT nok ehmmeding: in the case ofa freedman, free es ep oma or mulatto, $50, 
and a white man $20, and imprisoned at the discretion of 


There is the exact language; first, that any white man who associates 
on terms of equality with negroes is to be punished and imprisoned at 
the discretion of the court; second, that any negro who is without law- 
ful employmentor business shall be deemed a vagrant person; and sec- 
tion 3 gives jurisdiction to all justices of the peace, mayors, and alder- 
men to try this offense. 

Section 5 provides: 

That all fines and forfeitures collected under the provisions of this act shall be 
into the county treasury for general county purposes; and in case any 

free negro, or mulatto shall fail for five days after the imposition ot 

any fine or forfeitare upon him or her for violations of any of the provisions of 

this act to pay the same, that it shall be,and is hereby made, the duty of the 

sheriff of the proper county to hire out said freedman, free n: „or mulatto to 

= person who will for the shortest period of service pay 
all costs: Provided, A preference shall be given to the employer, if there be 
aang tang mamap paag Reatinae tea masa ore and retain the amount 
so paid fro: such freedman, free negro, or mulatto then due or to 

become d: <i 

That is the law to which I referred, and, if my recollection is notat 
fault, the same Jaw in substance was passed in several States, and I 
said I did not suppose that anybody in any State would think of pass- 
ing or voting for such Jaws now. What I have just read does not re- 
late to the Senator’s State. It is possible, in speaking of a matter 
which I investigated ten or twelve years ago, I may have been at fault 
in regard to the particular State to which I enito, but I think not. 

I think the substance of that law will be found in the statutes of 
Louisiana, but the Senator will see when I get the documents. 

Mr. BLAIR. While the Senate is waiting for the documents I will 
occupy the time of the Senate with a remark or two that should be 
made at some time while this bill is pending. 

It will be remembered that during the colloquy between the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] and the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] last night there was some disagreement between them as 
lanat the actual character of the fandamental conditions upon which 

Mississippi and other Southern States were readmitted to the Union 
ander the posea or so-called process of reconstruction. The Senator 
ippi lepitas and I have always understood it to be 
a% “that the Southern States were readmitted to their fall practical re- 
lations with the Union upon this fandamental condition among others, 
that manhood suffrage should be forever universal in those States re- 
gardless of any educational qualification; that that condition was at 
the tirme thought necessary to be imposed, as otherwise, when those 
States were in the Union and were at full liberty to amend their con- 
stitutions and to regulate their domestic affairs like other States, unless 
this condition existed and bound the constitutions of the States, the 
action of the States, there might be a disposition, to say the least, to 
the colored j popan in substantially its old position so far as 
the exercise of the suffrage was concerned. 

[have always understood thatto beso. Itmay bethat theSenator from 
Massachusetts is right in his legal construction of those fundamental 
eonditions, but I do not think that public sentiment at the North, if 
it would indeed at the South, would justify any change in the condi- 
tions of suffrage wherever universal or manhood suffrage has been con- 
ferred, at all events in those States where the colored population or the 
unlettered population of any color is numerous. It was, I think, at the 
time believed to be necessary, in order to insure suffrage to the masses 
of men of either color that this condition should be imposed. The 
Southern States were understood to be aristocracies, and not republics, 
and the masses were unable, as we believed, intelligently to exercise ` 
the right of suffrage; and yet, unless universal suffrage was given at 
the time, there never would be likely tacome a period when it would 
be generally exercised by the volition of what would be the ruling 
power in those States. Therefore, this condition was made, and along 
with it, in order to insure the publicsafety, of necessity went the propasi- 
tion that the means of education from some source should be furnished 
to the people at large. 

There is no such thing possible as the continuance of Republican 
Government through the exercise of universal suffrage unless the con- 
ditions of intelligence be available to those who are to do the voting. 
And so the nation, in imposing this condition that suffrage should be 
universal to the colored man and to the white man in the Southern 
States, necessarily took upon itself the obligation, if otherwise the voter 
was not afforded the privilege of making himself intelligent, to furnish 
those means; and I have always considered that, if there were any other 
ground upon which this bill failed to rest on an impregnable founda- 
tion, yet neverthelessin this act of the nation in the restoration of the 
Southern States to their normal relation to the Union, in the imposi- 
tion of this condition of universal suffrage, we necessarily contracted 
with the individual who is to be the voterto give him the opportunity 
to qualify himself to exercise the right of suffrage. Otherwise we pro- 


fineorforeiture - 


vided for ignorant suffrage wherever it existed, and in so doing we 
i provided for the destruction, not alone of the States, but of the nation 
itself as well. 

It would have been most grievous and ruinous self-stultification not 
to have undertaken to guaranty under the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion intelligence to that suffrage which we made universal. So, then, 
if the construction of these fundamental conditions contended for by the 
Senator from Mississippi be the right one, it is impossible to escape 
from the obligation of the nation to enact this bill into law, for no hu- 
man being can stand up in the face of these demonstrations of mount- 
ain ranges of illiteracy existing all through that portion of the country, 
and admitted on this floor by her intelligent Senators, and fail to see 
that the public safety of the whole country demands that from some 
source there come the means of education to the children of the South. 
As I have observed before, this is no question of relation between the 
States, but it is a question of the relation of the National Government 
and of the people of the whole country to the child of the coming gen- 
eration, who is to be the republic in the State and the republic in the 
nation at large. 

In to the construction suggested by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, even if it be right in theory, public sentiment will never 
consent that the suffrage be taken from the negro or from the poor 
white man, however ignorant he may be, in the Southern States, and 
I do not believe that the nation would permit the States generally to 
impose these conditions of educational qualification upon the people of 
the States. I do not Welieve in the educational qualification of the 
State of Massachusetts. It is tolerable there, because along with that 
qualification she furnishes in the greatest abundance the means of edu- 
cation. But I do not believe that the human being in a Republic can 
be deprived of the means of asserting his will at the ballot-box simply 
because he has lacked early opportunities of education or for any reason 
has failed to acquire the power to read and write. 

The public safety requires that the means of education be universally 
di and if the nation or the State does this, then there can never 

be any danger from an ignorant suffrage, for ignorant suffrage will 
either not exist at all or it will be of such an infinitesimal quantity as 
to produce no appreciable or injurious result in the decision of the peo- 
ple upon public questions. 

One thing further should be said with reference to a suggestion made 
2 ved Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER] and by the Senator from 
s [Mr. PLUMB] to the effect that the funds proposed to be dis- 
tributed under the provisions of this bill ought to go to the colored popu- 
‘ lation of the South in the larger J i advo their illiteracy as compared 
ý with the white population in the South. All that objection seems to 
be based upon a misapprehension, Amendments to this bill have been 
moved in former Congresses based upon that idea. They tell us that 
we make use of the larger illiteracy of the colored people in order to 
carry to certain States the larger amount of money, and that then, when 
this money is in the State, we distribute it to the white child as well 
as to the colored child in equal proportions, treating every child as be- 
ing under the equal or equivalent necessity of education, That, sir, 
is true, but along with that provision it should be remembered that we 
impose the condition that all the funds of the State be distributed upon 
the same prine; and that when this money from the national Treas- 
, ury and the money from the State treasury are united, they are one 
fand and you can not distinguish the national dollar from the State 
dollar. It is all one fund and is by virtue of the provisions of this bill 
so to be treated and to be distributed among the children who are to 
be educated, giving to all an equality of privilege without regard to 

color, race, or previous condition of the parent in life, 

When this amendment was moved, in the year 1886, of course the 
friends of the bill as it now stands had occasion to examine and to ana- 
lyze it, and I desire to read to the Senate and to place upon the records 
of the Senate at this time, in reply to the suggestions in the s; es 
of the two gentlemen whom I have named, and I might also include 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], statements showing 
the inequality to the child of*the country where the two races exist 
which would result from the adoption of the amendment which was 
suggested. 

When that amendment was under consideration I made a calculation 
as to these results, which I will now read to the Senate. After describ- 
ing the provisions of the bill to secure absolute equality in the distribu- 
tion of State and national funds all as one fund to those who require 
education, I proceeded to say (and these remarks are to be found on 
page 1951 of the RECORD, volume 17, part 2, of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, first session): 

With this as the homie >, Spugna the amendment comes in and provides that 


in the State of Alabama money shall beso distributed as to give as often as 
there is $1 given to a white child—not to the white race, but to the white child, 


$3; in Delaware as often 
ts $3; in Florida as often as the 
in G as often as the white 


a the white child §1 and the 
$4; in Louisiana the white child $1,t 
child $1, 


e colored child $4; in 
the colored child $; in Mississippi the white child a, 
Missouri the white child the colored child $5; in 


the colored child $4; in 
North Carolina the white child $1, the colored chil ; in South Carolina the 


e colored child gets $3; 
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white child $1, the colored child $3; in Tennessee the white child $1, the colored 
child 4; in Texas the white child $1, the colored child $4; in bel tig the white ` 
child $1, the colored child $4, and in West Virginia the white child $1, and the 
colored child $8, thus establishing by the terms of the bill a most apparent and, 
as | think, a most hurtful discrimination, and a discrimination especially hurt- 
ful to the colored race themselves, 

Its inevitable tendency must be to excite prejudices toward them on the part 
of their white associates, people double their own in number, owning already 
at least nine-tenths, probably ninety-five-one-hundredths, I presume even more 
than 9 per cent. of the property, and a prejudice excecdingly hurtful to them 
during the period of the administration of the bill. Then, further, we should 
instruct them by this national action that the negro is our special ward, and 
relieve them from the pressure of the duty upon their consciences to take care 
ot the colored men who are with them, who are their laborers and their pro- 

ucers. 

We make them the wards of the nation in a more complete sense than is the In- 
dian to-day, and when, at the end of eight years, this bill ceases to operate, the ap- 
propriations under it having run down to a merely nominal sum when we con- 
sider the increase of population, so that its failure to be distributed the year 
following will be felt as inconsiderable, the school system meanwhile having 
improved, wealth increased, and the States hecome more able to bear taxa- 
tion—at that period of time we should leave this colored race entirely depend- 
ent, while of property they would have made themselves comparatively no 
large increase. At poai they are wholly unable to bear taxation and do not 
bear the taxation which affords them anything like a twentieth of the schvol 
facilities which they enjoy. Where then would be the colored race; and shall 
we not have instructed the white race that they have no interest in them? 


In this connection I desire to insert the table which is to be found 
on page 1952 of the same volume, ‘‘ Distribution in the States where 
there are white and colored schools.’’ 


Distribution in the States where there are white and colored schools of their 
proportion of $7,000,000 to white and colored children of school age in such 
States, in the proportion that the number of white and colored persons ten 
years of age and upward who can not write bear to each other by the cen- 
sus of 1880. 


paver ig po 
per cap’ 
of achool tion of $1 
Total to popula-| child. 
both White. |Colorea.| “°”- Ratio 
$|/2/ 3/3 
Fleléels 
Pr.ct.| Pr.ct. 
1$488, 258. 95 |8126, 947 50 $1.73 | 25| 75|1to3 
227,561.00 | 111,505 -52 | 1.51 | 26| 74|1to3 
21,869.00 | 9, 404 -24| LA] 15| 85|ī1to6 
90,322.00 | 22, 581 .38 | 1.19| 24| 76|1to3 
586, 225.00 | 146, 556 -64/1.90| 25] | 1to3 
..| 892, 448.00 | 243, 818 -51]2.09| 20] 80] 1lto4 
858,641.00 | 68,142 .52 | 2.04 20 80 | 1lto4 
151,494.00 | 49,993 .2 | 1.36 12 88 | 1to5 
420,394.00 | 58,885 -31 | 1.32 19 8i | 1to4 
235, 152.00 | 171, 661 2411.26 16| 84] 1tod 
522, 647.00 | 214,285 +72 | 1.51 32 68 | lto2 
416,617.00 | 66,659 -70|2.08| 25| 75] 1to3 
462; 660,00 | 245, 210 .59| 2.04} 22] 78|1to4 
356, 446.09 | 139, 014 -76|8.14] 19] 81] 1to4 
Virginia .. 484,772.00 | 130, 888 -40 | 1.40 22 %8 | 1to4 
West Virgi 96,172.00 | 84, 631 .38|1.22| 24| 76| 1to3 


Some question has arisen as to the position of the President of the 


United States with reference to this bill. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] stated, in substance, that his approval was somewhat 
perfunctory and really amounted to but a casual and unemphatic ut- 
terance. When this bill was under discussion in 1886, the last time 
when it was discussed during the term of the President as a member 
of the Senate, he made a very emphatic speech of about two pages of 
the RECORD, which commences on page 1989 of the same volume from 
which I have been reading, and I desire to read a few extracts from 
these utterances of the President as bearing upon this bill as it stands, 
as it was then voted for, and as it then passed, and every provision of 
which has been the subject-matter of discussion in the Senate during 
the present session: 

Mr. Harrison, Mr, President, as I said yesterday, it is not my purpose to enter 
upon a general discussion of this bill, It is unusual legislation. It is sug- 

ested and defended upon the und that in some of the States of the Union 
there isa dangerous degree of illiteracy. Itis agreed on all hands that the 
great bulk of that illiteracy is found in the colored race of the South, a race 
that recently came out of a condition of every. 

The fact that this race was so long held under slavery, a condition of which 
ignorance was an incident, appeals strongly to the philanthropy and patriotism 
of the ple of all the States to assist in relieving it from t] weight of in- 
herited ignorance, It is agreed that in all the old free States the people have 
both the ability and the disposition to neta for every child of school age a 
suitable common-school education. If all the States were now in the condition 
in which the free States are such legislation as this could not be justified. 

Some portions of what the President then said I desire to call to the 
attention of the Senate now. He says, referring to the bill: 

It was understood then in framing this I lation that it should be so framed 
that the bulk of the money would go to the Southern States. It wasnotthought 
best to make an arbitrary ent of so much toeach State. At the last Con- 

ress it was concluded that it was not best to put this apportionment upon a 
Pasis, suggested I believe by myself, that its distribution should be limited to 
those States that had 10 per cent. or more of illiteracy in their population. 


That suggestion was ntade, that amendment was moved. It was 
unanimously opposed by many of the States because it seemed to be in- 


vidious and wholly unnecessary, when illiteracy was to be found every- 
where and is equally evil in itself wherever it exists, and ought to be 
removed, to select particular States because they were more unfort- 
unate than others aud to place them in that coudition permanently 
upon the statute-books of the country. That was almost by pretty 
general consent the view then taken in the Senate, and the amend- 
ment was rejected. 


The committee and those who were friendly to this measure therefore sought 
some | prj expression as to the division which would accomplish the pur- 
pose of giving the larger part of this donation to the Southern States, and yet 
would seem to begeneral in itsapplication. After much discussion the basis of 
this bill was agreed upon, that this fund should be distributed to the States in 
the proportion that the illiteratesin the several States over ten years of age bore 
to the whole number of such illiteratesin the United States. Mr. President, no 
one suppose! that this would be a just basis of distribution in the State to the 

ive school districts, It was not suggested as a just basis for such distri- 
bution. It was suggested wholly forthe purpose which I have mentioned, 

Now, sir, for one | do not believe in making this legislation a subject of jug- 
glery. I do not believe that we should attempt any tricks for political advan- 
tage. I do not believe that we should so legislate as to hold out to our colored 
friends in the South a promise of substantial aid in the way of education and yet 
cumber the bill with such unjust limitations as will make its defeat certain, or 
if it should ever become a law that its kindly execution in the States would be 
impossible. If we are unfriendly to this general system let us frankly and 
openly say so, let us kill this bill in an open way; but Lobjecttoany suggestion 
that shall tend to so cumber the bill with conditions as that its kindly and ef- 
ficient operation in the States shall be absolutely prevented. 

Mr. President, I am one of those who feel that the colored race in the South 
since the war has been subjected to indignities, cruelties, Fpl ao and a repres- 
sion of rights such as Lapel perena in the history of civilization. `I have read 
with horror the authenti stories of the cruelties which have been visited 
upon this docile, kindly, and inofensive race. I have looked hopefaliy in the 
old times to the forcible intervention of the General Government in their de- 
fense. I have thought that it might be possible under that stringent legislation 
which Congress adopted. by the forcible intervention of the Federal authority 
to protect them in those rights of which they were so cruelly deprived, But I 
have ceased to have faith in the ibility of that intervention in their behalf, 
constituted as this Government is with its complex organization of Federal and 
State governments, independent within certain limitations. In the States and 
in the tribunals which they establish and in the venue where the offenses are 
committed, crimes against the colored people must be tried. Of necessity the 
successful vindication of the rights of these people fa Is unless there is a senti- 
ment in the locality where the offenses are to be examined into and punished 
that reprobates and condemns them, 

Mr. ident, for one I believe there exists to-day in the Southern States a 
condition of things that sadly needs to be remedied. I do not see how it can 
be remedied by the intervention of the Federal authority. I look to two great 
agencies alone to elevate the colored race to an equality with their white breth- 
ren who dwell with them, to secure them in their just rights and to equip them 
properly, as we must admit they have not hitherto been equipped, to under- 
stand the duties of citizenship and to discharge those duties intelligentiy; I 
look to two great agencies: the force of public opinion and education within 
the States. I believe there are no other efficient agencies. I believe the only 
method by which the colored man can be led up to amanhood which will claim 
and which will not be denied full and equal rights as a citizen in all the Southern 
States is this process of education. 

Holding these views, Mr. President, I am sincerely solicitous that Federal 
aid shall be extended to the States in such a way that the kindly impulses of that 
increasing y of Southern men who show a kindly disposition toward the 
elevation of the colored man shall be recognized and encow 

In attempting to excend this aid there were just two methods open tous. One 
was to have the General Government administer its own fund in the States—that 
is, to set up a Federal system of common schools in the States, to appoint the 
teachers and superintendents and pay them, and to bring into those schools 
the colored population of the States. But this process is not now advocated by 
any one here. I do not think there is a Senator on either side of this Chamber 
who suggests that course as a solution of this trouble. 

Then what wasthe other method? That we should use the State governments 
and the institutions which they have established and the officers they have se- 
lected as the in«trumentalities for the distribution and application of this gift 
from the General Government. It is agreed, I believe, on all hands that this is 
the course we must pursue. Itis themost promising course. It isacourse that 
makes these Southern Statesand their officers the instrumentsof this work, that 
brings them into kindly relations with the race that is to be educated, that stimu- 
lates and suggestsand promotes the best impulses of their own h and is calou- 
lated to develop a like kindly feeling in the race in whose be their efforts 
are expended, 

These things settled, that we are to use the Statesas the agency of this dis- 
tribution, what follows? The fundamental mistake that has run through the 
arguments of the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Maine is this: They 
speak of this questiou as if we were dealing alone with that fund which is con- 
tributed by the General Government. That is the error. All of their argu- 
mentsare upon the idea that we are simply dealing with our own fund and 
directing itsapplication. That isa mistake. By the conditions of this bill im- 
posed upon the States we deal with the State revenue; we say, *‘ You shall have 
no benefit of this bill unless you do thns and so with your own revenue.” 

I agree, if we were dealiug simply with our own fund, and if we were leaving 
the states perfectly free to deal with theirs as they chose, then it is a matter en- 
tirely within our own discretion as to how we will have this fund expended. 
But why have we de«lt or assumed to deal with State school funds and taxes by 
imposing conditions upon their use? Simply because we desire not to make 
this an independent system, but to ingraft it upon or rather to use it as a stim- 
ulus to the school systems of the several States. We say to every State that gets 
the benefit of it, “ You shall distribute the fund you raise for education equally 
withoutany discrimination between the white and black children of your State 
who are of school age.” That is the limitation we put upon them. is as- 
serted in the bill over and over again. I happen to know with what careful- 
ness and with what pains and after what consultations these stringent provis- 
jons were inserted in this bill. As the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. Hoar] 
sagresta to me, we require a system that shall offer school advan to all the 
children, and that shall offer those advantages equally to every child without 
reference to race or color. 

When we require that of a State, have we not solemnly declared that that is 
the true basis upon which to put education in the State? If that confession is 
not involved, why thatrequirement? I say itis our proclamation that the ideal 
school system, the ideal and perfect relation between the white and black races 
of the South is to be sought and is to be attained when every man, black and 


white, is secured in the full and equal enjoyment of equal civil rights, and as to 
education when every child, black and white, of the school is secured equal 
partons in the common schools of the State. These p: ns are our dec- 

tion that that is the ideal and perfect relation of the races; and itis. Who 


more? 


XXI——138 


Mr. President, I have been always the friend of the colored man, I have re- 
ceived him into my camp when a fugitive from his master he sought tiberty 
under the flag; I have fed him; andin avery humble way under the in- 
strumentalities were over me and under God, whose gui ing hand was over 
all, have in small measure contributed to his emanci on; and no one any- 
where rejoiced in it more tban I. I haveseen some illustrations of his hunger- 
ing for education that tou my heart deeply and filled my eyes with tears, 
In the camps of the war I have seen an aged colored man who had fled from 
slavery to the safe refuge of s Union camp, who had toiled all day in the em- 
ployment to which he was roy ery and when the camp was left in silence and 
soldiers slept, when only the of the sentinel broke the stillness of the 
night, I have seen that poor colored man, past three-score, prone upon the 
ground with his head toward a camp-fire and the spelling-book that he had 
poten from the chaplain before him, toilsomely learning the lessons of child- 

ood, I know his eagerness to be taught; and his need is too serious and too 
important a question to be the subject of l tive juggiery. 
ow, Mr. President, having admitted by the bill that this condition of equality 
which the bill requires as a condition before the State can receive any benefit in 
the ideal condition, shall we incorporate in this bill any amendment that dis- 
turbs that condition and that equality ? 


Alluding to the inequality in the division of the money, giving a 
colored child so much more of this specific money coming from the 
national Treasury than the white child gets, the present President said: 


Mr, President, when we say to the State “‘ youshall thus equally, per capita”— 
for that is what it amounts to—“ distribute your revenue among the children’ 
of the State of school age without reference to race or color,” we come under a 
most solemn obligation to use ours in the same way. 


He was speaking upon this same proposed amendment, and he said 
in conclusion: 

Let me say, in conclusion, that if we accept the States in the South as the 
agencies through which this benefaction is to be distributed, then we must put 
our pitt upon that basis that will secure, as I have said before, the co-operation, 
the hearty and kindly STORTO of the people of those States in B 
it; and if they shall fail of this high trust, if being put upon trial before th 
nation and the world in dealing as trustees with the most sacred trust that eyer 
was confided to a ple—if they shall failto respond faithfully to the trust, 
then if I shall remain in this Senate Chamber the moment that is developed, for 
one, I shall vote to withhold ay further A EAR giae peA If they discharge the 
high trust with fidelity and enthusiasm, then I believe we shall have entered 
upon a peaceful and a ficent solution of the gravest problem that con- 
fronts us to-day. 


I desire to place these sentiments of the President on record in this 
debate and to say that I believe he holds them with the same earnest- 
ness to-day as when he uttered them here in the Senate Chamber. 

I desire to make a part of the record certain citations contrasting the 
influence of intelligence and ignorance upon society. They have been 
collected with a great deal of care, published ona former occasion, but 
not as yet made available in this debate. They are carefully elabo- 
rated facts exhibiting the effect of education upon society in almost all 
its great elements and interests. I will ask that they be inserted. 

The citations are as follows: 


CITATIONS CONTRASTING THE INFUENCE OF INTELLIGENCE AND IGNORANCE 
UPON SOCIETY. 


I have collected citations from high authorities, and historical illustrations, 
bearing upon the necessity of education, especially inarepublic. They are from 
authors of other nations as well as our own, Many of them are of high literary 
merit. They are good reading. I will read a fewofthem. Before proceeding 
to do so, I wish to make one statement as bearing on the interests of education 
in our Southern States by reason of the liberation of the colored ple. The 
historical example nearest our shores, that of the liberation of the blacks in the 
British West India colonies, might well be adduced, and should be instructive 
tous, Therethe British Government, more considerato perhaps than ourown, 

000,000, if I remember 
correctly, to the owners of the emancipated slaves. No provision, however, 


those peop 
that could be said, that such is the social degradation of that people that most 


adopted a. The approntiesship system did not work well. 

It ought to be known and is known that like causes produce like effects. It 
is well known to those who have taken pains to be informed by evidence coming 
to them, though they ey never have been in the Southern States themselves, 
and I have some personal observation that has instructed me, so that [ am con- 
vinced of the fact, that the general! condition of the colored population in ala 
geographic proportion of the South is growing worse rather than better. The 
A population when disciplined by their former leval status were more in- 
dustriously inclined than the youthful colored population that is now growing 
up. The colored youths are now not so quiet and good-natured and easily 

and tractable a race of men asthe Northern people are inclined to 
think. I believe that they are becoming demoralized, an idle, thriftless pop- 
ulation, with a tendency to violence, and likely to become a source ofas much 
danger to the United States asa population like this described in Jamaica can 
be. They increase more mage § from natural causes than does the white pop- 
ulation, and there is danger if they be neglected. 

By the lest census it isshown that they increase 7 per cent. more rapidly than 
does the white lation of the whole country from immigration and births 
combined. Je increasing in numbers, in my helief they are not improving 
in condition. In twenty-five years from now this Southern colored population, 
unless something is done to restrain, improve, and elevate them, are quite 
likely to be a source of violence and of turmoil in this Sonir Taes who 
think otherwise, I imagine will find themselves profoundly mi en, and it 
is well enough to be instructed by historical examples when they exist, 


Eien bahne yp te Sune of She Esap State a in senting the citations 
from eminent men which I have made; 1 read afew in regard to 
national education. Macaulay in his eee A Jaiera uses this language: 

NATIONAL EDUCATION, 

“Th propane argument, 

gar property x doi danger. 


prt e's not only a means, but the best menns, of ob- 
taining that wel all allow to be a chief end of government.” —Ibid. 

Another great authority says: 

“When we see government measures, which are excellent in themselves, fail 
from the opposition of an a eens people, we at first feel irritated against the 
senseless multitude; but w we come to reflect, when we observe that this 
opposition might have been casily foreseen, and that the government, in aon 

of authority, has taken no wag ot 2 adr pins the minds of the people, to 
dissipate their prejudices, to conciliate theircon nece—our indignation is trans- 
ferred from the ignorant and deceived people toits disdainful lead: 
Bentham’s Works, volume 1, page 568. 


ers." —Jeremy 


Let me give further citations: 

Ignorance causes po 

By diminishing tad tes, 0 capacity, and therefore wealth. 

“Intelligence is a mast powerful factor in industrial efficiency, The intelli- 
gent is more useful than the unintelligent laborer: (a) ires 
a apprenti fe. T'S: A use he can do his work with 
little orno superintendence. * * * (e) he is less wasteful of materials. 
oP ae (d) use he readily learns to use machinery, however delicate or 
intricate, "— Walker's Political y, pages 52, 53. 

hindering improvement, 


n some pre of the own the ignorance of the peono of almost every- 
beyond dl eed hutsand potatoes and pigs, their entire lack of practical sense 
wae udgment, and of that ene ic: and prow gence iy capi which advancement 
jucation fay hed bring, has hithert, been hinderances to 
country. With this ignorance these often been coupled 

ition, and a tendency to indolence, increasin, oem f poverty, distress, and dis- 


n "—The oon sot pat by King, pages 


nian pern from Seo a d ei Ireland in wg icke a Mee FER 
an See that the extreme profili , improvidence,: m w 

the laboring classes in many countries are y to be 
asoribod to to gra want of education, Sa roof of this wo need only cast our eyes 


on the oe of the Irish, com with that of the peasantry in Scotiand, 
on; e former haaf behold E S but beggary, wretchedneas, and sloth ; 
pa Sa Aefa on the par EArT, anaes the disadvantages of a worse climate an 

pore unproductive soil, egree of decency und comfort, the fruit of sobriaay 
industry, are conspicuous among the lowerciasses. And to whatis this dis- 

parity in their situation to be ascribed, except tothe influence of education? In 

the education of the poor is miserably negleeted; very few of them can 

read, and they grow up in a total ignorance of what it most befits a rational 

creature to understand; while in Seotland the establishment of free schools in 

every parish, an essential branch of the ecclesias mae pees rar tye argo 

brings the means of instruction within the reach Patta Wor 

rig to decency, industry, and order.”—Robert H: orks, ba oy isin} ) 
Ignorance causes dem zation. 

Tieeeation from Rome: 

“But we must look beyoud the political institutions of Rome, and seek in her 
social condition the primary causes of the fall of the republic. * * © There 
was no union of the different classes of society in common interests and sympa- 
thies, nor any adequate gradation of classes to balance their relative forces, 
Withouta middle class, Serra pg ee agit Fe ive, andcontented, society 
was [divided] broadly into th and the poor. ‘And in the later days of 
och ar th were corrupted, The rich became more covetous and grasp- 


Re po ssa classes were no less demoralized as citizens and depositaries of 


wer. Pauperized by bounties of grain; corrupted bribery; de- 
rit brutal tal entertainments; tainted with ine vices of slav- 


al ; and by reparanki wars and revolutions, were wanting in 
all the gait of a sound democracy.’’—May's Democracy in Europe, I, pages 
“intra ‘he Mon. from fering fro tand ting th of the feudal 
peasants, su m want and resen! Cr) on eu 

lords, rose in great numbers in different parts of Deusen es trick hod burned 
many castles, murdered the owners, and committed the tfal outrages 
upon women and children, * * and in later times the fe passions were 

to be revealed in excess no less monstrous and unnatural.” —May’'s in 


Régime, pages 374-330. 


Illustration from Rome: A 

“The mind itself can searcely comprehend the wide sadden na ofthe mischief—how 
hance and eet br nn and ee po sulle endured, as the 
caste, bear with them to th e 
of the body or the phe rn a ow they dull the understanding and 
eit ill-treatment combined are the Len trong o! Universal 


see and to repent 
vee as its ill success, as if in this line of evils no curse should be wanting, 
other oppressors as a defense of their own ne and n reason for 
conten it forever.” ”— Arnold's Rome, bog I, page 19. 
ustration from the No-Popery Riots oi 


“I do not know that I could find in all wane s stronger [than the No- 
Popery Riots of 1780] of the proposition that the ignorance common peo- 
ple makes the property, the limbs, the lives of all classes Without the 
shadow of a grievance, at the summons of a man, s hundred thousand peo- 

De rise in insurrection. During a whole week there is anarchy in the pert er 


wealthiest of European cil: ete, 
= arte cause was the ignorance of a population which had been suffered, in the 
ipa tat of palaces, theaters, tem to up as rude and rae sana! asany 
tribe of tattooed cannibals in New Zealand—I might say as any drove of beasts 
in gry market." oer s comet on 
A discouraged persou is useless and may become desperate, 
His industrial power is small. 


up to some useful occupation 


g 
A fifth reason for the higher efficiency of the laborers of one class or nation 


ae of another is found in greater cheerfulness and hopefulness, growing out 
of ainor and ambition and a more direct and certain in interes 
in the product of ind .)'— Walker’ s Political Economy, 


or Fone is far less potent than hope in evoking the reopen amai mind or body, 
while ee made under the influence of the former m are far more ex- 

ng than those made under the influence of the er,’ —I bt 

Discouragement may result in d [French revolation 

“ The feeling of hatred {in the French peasant at the time of 
1791] was become too strong to be appeased, here too it was mixed with 
intense suspicion, the result inevitably of suffering and ignorance, and rm 
but the overthrow of those against whom it was directed could have satisfi 
it.'—Arnold’s Lectures on Modern History, page 390, 

ITI. Ignorance canses cet eI 

Because its ber han pee knowledge, ele 

“But to to the moral good whine results from the acquisition of knowl- 
edge; itis chielly this, that by multiplying the mental resources it hasa tendency 
to ezatt the T, and in some measure to correct and subdue the taste for 

ross sensuality," —Hall’s Works, I, 200. 

Weenies of ignorance, 

* Where education has been entirely neglected or improperly managed, we 
see the worst passions ruling with uncontrolled and incessant sway. Good 
sense degenerates into craft, and anger rankles into malignity. Restraint, 
which is thought most Salutary, comes too late, and the most judicious admo- 
nitions are urged in vain.”’"—Dr. S; Parr, 

ae Ignorance causes immorality. 

gnoranee vs, Education in Switzerland, 

g Neither in Switzerland nor in other countries do we find ignorance and 
erty united with high moral pne mien Insome of the cantons, however, w. 
education is diffused and industry and commerce have become sources of 
Virtos, ne people are contented and ħappy.”—Deun’s History of Civilization, 

uries from ignorance. 

i ‘he laboring class, for instance, will have no mobility [if uneducated], will 
be in the power of the employer, will have no hope of bettering its condition of 
life ohare dpc will be given to low pleasures. Crimeand i 
toge , and the prospect for the children of such a class is dark indeed. For 
the industry, morals, loyalty, and quiet < of this class, for the safety of all classes 
some kind of education is necessary.’ ‘oolsey's Political Science, E, page 227. 
Rig Saorge causes degeneration. National degeneration comes from 


“ But this political ruin [of the Roman iar a Soe an effect of a moral ruin, 
not a first cause; and a nation that has lost its character must decay politically 
until some new condition of the world quickens it again into life.”—Woolsey’s 
Political Science, II, page 601. 

Fruits of long-continued moral advance. 

“There are certain moral fruits so conspicnous in the history of civilization 
that no pessimist can dispute them. That the long,slow movements in society 
which have been eens with steady purpose an sure result to establish order ` 
and the reign of equal laws; to pesca Ape slavery; to break oppression of ev: 
form; to mitigate t barbarities of war, and to put restraints upon it; to diminis 
human suffering; to help the unfortunate, and to lift the debased ; to cultivate 
the cosmopolitan. sentiment and the spirit of co-operation among men—that the 
movements which bear p feed ri ning ruitageare moral movements, it is impos- 
sible to deny.” —J, N. La pular Science Monthly, X1, 549. 

IV. Ignorance causes sano in Judgment and conduct— 

B; opening the le to evil influences. 

othing in reality renders legitimate government so insecure as extreme ig- 
norance in the 4 gard It is this which yields them an prey to seduction, 
makes them the victims of prejudices and false alarms, and so ferocious withal 
that their interference in a time of public commotion is more to be dreaded than 
the eruption of a volcano.”"— Hall's Worxs, Scag I, page 203. 

By deceiving him as to his interest in his neighbo 
e leas instructed a man is the more heis led Sa aooi his interests from 

those of his fellows. The more easa heis the more distinctly will he per- 
ceive the union of his personal with the general interest." —Jeremy Bentham s 
Works, Volame I, page 537, 


ILLUSTRATIONS OF BENEFITS FROM EDUCATION, 
Athenian intelligence. 


revolution, 


“ Mitford. was right enongh when he ee that an English county rary ess 
reached every Sr inoh height of pure i a only he should not have th: 
leaped to a similar ad puopis ot Athens, * vs 
wW that ae average mirenda citizen political intelligence, 


e opao 
above average English member of Parliament. E was th s concentration 
of all power in an aggre) acteristic of which every citizen formed a part which is the 
distinguishing ees i tic of true Greek democracy.” —Freeman's Athenian 
Democracy, pages 146, 1 

The education of a one class in Turkey. 

“In the vigorous age of the Ottoman rete ernment the Turks were themselves 

uded from all y arkan and military honors, and a servile class, an artificial 
people, was raised by the discipline of education to obey, to conquer, and to 
teat ro dh yeere aA a Rome, chapter LXV. 

Scotland vs. Ireland, 

“ We have two nations closely connected, inhabiting the same island, sprung 
from the same blood, speaking the same language; verned by the same sov- 
ercign and the same |! jature, holding essentially the same religious faith, hav- 
ing the same allies and the gminie re menesi Of these two rine one was, a hun- 
dred years ago, as respects 
rank among European commun 

y et nation leaves the piiri of the pess to free competi- 
athe rand half-barbarous nation the educat 
dentate by 


common people of Scotland—it is in vain to disguise the truth—have passed the 
common people of England. Freecompetition, tried with every advantage, has 
produced effects of which, as the Congregational alps tells us, we ought to be 
nergy and which must lower usin the Re pesca of ev Ai intelligent foreigner. 

é education, tried under every disadvantage, has uced an improvement 
to whioh it would be difficult to find a parallel in any eae orcountry.""—Macaning’s 
Speech on Education. 

WASHINGTON'S VIEWS. 


Some views of education entertained by Washington are indicated by provis- 
ions inserted in liis last will; e. g., he provided that the slaves who had not at- 
tsined their majority at the time when they were to receive their freedom, in 
accordance with his direction, should be taught to read and write and be brought 
n. He bequeathed $4,000 for the education of or- 

phans and the children of the poor in the academy at Alexandria, He gave 
broperty for the endowmentof a pena ariar n which should pie! to it the youth 

patos Sapte pe bein itia po! their being sent abroad to their injury, and ree- 
ocal prej and antagonisms through friendly associations. 
ey A have read from Robert Hali was written at the beginning of the pres- 
ent cen ohne cinta racer deere adap ng pone but it is proper to 
say thas mmt tyres the educational privileges of Ireland have been ve 
greatly improved, as in fact they have tees in every European country, u 


1890. fa 


educated they will soon be without employment or that form of employment 
giving productions for exportation to the other and increasing markets of the 
world, 

In other wo: the skilled Inbor of Europe, based HY oho rye edueation, is 
coming more and morein competition with the skilled r of Aincrica, and our 
a intelligence will not much longer tell to our advantage in this direc- 
tion. 

I close my citations from the writings of eminent men and illustrations drawn 
from the history of the race by quotations from two remarkable addresses de- 
livered before the National Education Assembly, held at Ocean Grove, from the 
9th to the 12th, four days, inclusive, in August, 1883, 

Over sixty addresses were delivered on thatoccasion by American educators 
and some others interested in thesubject. Thousands of people were in attend- 
ance,and all religious ‘enominations nearly were represen 

Rev J. C. Hartzell, D. D., who was the active organizer of the great work, has 
published the proceedings in a volume, which I hesitate not to say is of greater 
practical value than any other work upon the subject of education and its 
Soares soplese as they exist and re to be dealt with to day than any. 
and I almost said all, other sources of information accessible of which I 
have knowledge. The book is an encyclopedia in one volume, carefully in- 
dexed, and treats exhaustively of the rales topics: Education and man’s 
improvement; Illiteracy in the United States; National aid to common schools; 
Thenegroin America; llliteracy, wealth, pauperism, and crimes; The American 
Indian problem; The American Mormon problem; Education in the South since 
the war; Christin American education; Tables; [literate andeducational status 
United States, 1880. 

On that occasion, among the sixty, Hon. John Eaton, Commissioner of Edu- 
cation, delivered an address, which was full of meat, and of meat, too. 
wish to read a little from it, not his comments and philosophy, but statements 
of fact. Tread from page 49: 

* But we must not pause here; we must look at the reverse side. New Eng- 
land to-day has but 1 colle student, male and female, to every 167 families; 
whereas at the end of the first twenty-three years of New En history, or 
when there were 20,000 souls in the settlements, there was | un 
to every 40 families. May we not say that hence came such wisdom in laying 
the foundation of thoseStates? When will the educated ciasses anywhere attain 
the same relation to the whole body of the people? 

“ But against this attendance upon the public schools there is the non-attend- 
ance of 5,754,759. Allowing that these odd hundred thousand are in private 
schools that are not reported, there remain 5,000,000 of children of school age 
untaught. To furnish these sittings in buildings, at the usual average of $20 per 
sitting, would cost a hundred million in money; tofurnish them teachers would 
require an increase of 30,00 to the teaching corps, and asingle Log he Ay mune 
tion of these teachers at the average rate in New York would cost $10,000,000, 

“The pay of these 30,000 additional teachers for one year of ten months, at the 
rate of $32 a month, which is about the average throughout the country, would 
amount to $9,000,000. Addto this the items for ration and school-house 
sittings necessary for these non-atlending school children, and you have the 
grand total required for the first year of $12,000,000, 

“There has been an attempt to raisen laugh at the proposition of the honora- 
ble Senator Logan to appropriate $60,000,000 in aid of education, but I i abi Pe 
here figures which can not be invalidated, showing that his proposition falls 
$60,000,000 short of the sum which would be Ye to furnish for a single 
year all our school children now without school si ttings and teachers.” 

Referring to myself he says; 

“Mr. Senator Buarr, in his examination of this point in his rocent-speech, 
considering that Texas has a school period of only six years, states that if the 
school lifo were properly lengthened in that and other States the number re- 
ported without school accommodations and without teachers would be in- 
creased by three millions, 

"In ourcities we are accustomed to expect the best teachers, beat school-houses, 
best methods, and best supervision; but laws making ot ee are 
wanting in more than half of the States, and, on an average, tw of the 
children are not enrolled in theschools. Here are forced upon us the terrible 
Problems encountered in older civilizations and more dense populations 


“ The fifteen States and the District of Columbia where slavery l ariaa hav- 
ing a legal white school population of 3,899,961, had 2,215,674 enrolled in schools, 
_ and with a colored school population of 1,806,357 had 754,909 enrolled, and ex- 
pended $12,475,444. This money, it should be remembered, is divided pro rata, 
without distinction of color, in all Statesexcepting Kentuckyand Delaware. In 
the former State the colored people have had for educational! purposes the bene- 
fit only of the income of the tax upon their own property and polls and i- 
fied fines and forfeitures. By an actof the last Legislature, however, provision 
was made for submitting tothe people the question of adding a two-mill tax 
upon property for educational purposes, uniting this and the amount from the 
revious provisions for education, and distributing the whole pro rata per capita. 
n Delaware, $2,500 are now appropriated for the colored schools. What has 
thus been accomplished in these States for education may be taken as a pledge 
of what, they will do. 


uate 


+ e s m e e 
* To which greatagency can youassign the additional burden ofed these 
illiterates? To the family? How many families of the most cultured and best 


conditioned are unable to educate their children as in former times or as they 
desire; and among those colored people the least supplied with schools, how 
widely is the family a minus quantity asa factorin promoting the improvement 
of the young! Shall we then look to the church for the light to overcome this 
darkness? How inadequate are the resources of the church in the South to 
supply sittings and preachers for the special function of declaring the gospel! 
How generally are they in debt! Whatappeals are they compelled to maketo 
their friends in other quarters! Shall we turn, then, thirdly, to the States, al- 
ready impoverished and loaded with taxes and embarrassed by questions of 
repudiation? In reply, let me invite attention to the fact that the taxable real 
and personal property reported for assessment in those States is given in round 
numbers as $3,379,000,000, while the realand personal property in New York and 
New Jersey alone is worth nearly an equal amount, or $3,292,000,000. 

* What would the peopleof these two States say to an additional assessmenton 
their Lh tah? sufficient to erect all the additional echool-houses and supply all 
the teachers for the instruction of the millions of illiterates in the South? All 
are familiar with the sensitiveness in the several Northern States to the assess- 
mentof any additional tax for education ur any other purpose, and'there the total 
bap toe a sood is reported as $13,095,000,000 or nearly ten billions more than 

the th. 

“Itshould be remembered, in addition to the short lod in which schools are 
already taught in the South, thatthere are 2,702,835 ren of age not enrolled 
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for instruction. Take another wie ey : Charleston, S. O., now levies a tax 
of 3 mills on a dollar; but to furnish the children of that State a fair approach 
to the pred meat gees those in Massachusetts would require a tax on the prop- 
ay of the State of nearly 3 cents on the dollar. This the friendsof education ” - 
in usetts orany other State would hesitate to propose in their own case. 

» s. e +$ e * 


“I monot pano to elaborate these points; butsu: 
an illiterate is increased in value 25 per cent, by 

50 per cent. by fairly educating him, and 75 
ping e and (2) that the 


> 
osing (1) that the labor of 
ing to read and write, 
er cent. by giving him a thorough 
e labor of illiterates is the same as 


mately, $248 a year each. The increase of value would be $62 a eres per capita, 


‘fairly educated, 
$248 to $372 a year each. 
If the aia ba 10 per 
increased 75 cent, by being thoroughly trained, the industrial value of 298,439 
persons would be raised from $248 to a year each, a total of $55,509,654. By 
adding the three totals just given, it is seen that the increase which would come 
to the industrial value of illiterates in the Southern States would be, were they 
educated as indicated, $241 ,727,220 a year, 

“A regular tation may be made for the entire country. The average 
annual wages by manufacturers is $345, The number of persons twenty-one 
and over unable to write is 4,204,263. By NE SE EOE these to read 
and write, the labor of 3,153,272 individuals is i in value from $345 to M31 
ca depen total gain of $271,181,392 each year, The gain which would come from 

ucating 15 per cent. (830,654) of the illiterates so thattheir labor would be in- 
creased 50 per cent, in value would be $108,787,815. The same amount would be 
gained by so training the remaining 10 per cent. of illiterates that their labor 
would be of 75 per cent. more value; and the total annual gee to the country 
by the conversion of illiterate into educated labor would be, according to the 
premises assunied as a basis of computation, 488,757,022 a year. 

“ Need I go further to indicate that education is a most profitable investment 
for both labor and capital? * è * 

“Omitting any rolton to the influence of illiteracy during minority orany 
banna SONS of the female adults, the late census shows us that 
there is a great army of 1,870,216 adult males or voters who can not write, an 
army nearly double that ever in the field during the late deplorable civil war. 
You will certain!y excuse me from any delineation of the horrors of the devasta- 
tion that follow their united and concentrated efforts against the peace 
and order of society. 

“I simply call ABa attention to what may be the injurious effect of their silent 
action at the pol The members of our respective political parties believe in 
the rightness of their principles and seek to make their ap to the reason 
and consciences of the ple; but the figures disclose the al arming fact that 
in eleyen States these illiterate voters outnumbered the votes cast in the last 
Presidential election by either of the political parties. Thus,should they unite 
under any strong, impassioned, successful leader, they would have absolute 
control of legislation and offices in those States and of the election of twenty- 
two members of the United States Senate,” 

I turn now to the address of Col. Dexter A, Hawkins, of New York City, a 
prominent lawyer and publicist, as undoubtedly members of the Senate are 
aware now d: after a life of honor to his country and of usefulness to the 
world. His address was upon therelations of education to wealth and morality, 
popeta and crime. I read only the most pertinent extracts, and would re- 

er any one interested to the entire address, 

“In 1870 the Commissioner of Education at Washington sent out aseries of care- 
fully drawn, comprehensive, and ing questions to the great centers of 
laborin all parts of the United States. These centers were so selected as to rep- 
resent every kind of labor, from the rudest and simplest up to the most skilled. 
The object of the questions was to determine the relative productiveness of lit- 
erate and illiterate labor. I have tabulated, reduced, and generalized the an- 
swers so as to get at what seems to me to be the average result over the whole 
country, This investigation—one of the most interesting ever made—brought 
clearly to light the following facts: 

"1, That an average free common-school education, such as is provided in all 
the States where the free common school has become a permanent institution, 
adds 50 cent. to the productive power of the laborer considered as a mere 
productive machine, 

“2. That the average academical education adds 100 per cent. 

“3. That the average collegiate or university education adds from 200 to 300 per s 
cent, to his a annual productive ca; ty, to say nothing of the vast in- 
crease to his manliness, to his godlikeness, 

“By the census of 18580 we had in the United State 4,204,362 illiterate adults— 
white and colored.” 

I read his ny eh im sppe in order toshow that independent and most intelligent 5’ 
observers and thinkers arrive at substantially the same conclusion : 

“ Now, putting their labor at the minimum annual value of $100 each (which is 
far below the average even for farm labor, while the wages of man ring - 

o ves, including 15 per cent. of women and children, as shown by the census $ ` 
of 1880, averagein the whole country $345 each per year), and the annual loss to 
these persons from the lack of at least a common-school education would be $50 
each. This, for the whole number of 4,241,362, is $210,000,000 per year—a sum a 
twice as as the entire annual expenditure for public education in the whole 
country. is sum—$210,000,000—is a clear annual loss, not only to these illiter- 
ates, but to the community, by reason of their illiteracy. 
$ * a * * * * 

“The late slave States complain of their inability to pay the expenses of free 

common schools, and they raised for public education in 1880 only $10,883,104. 

The amount of the ann loss in these same States from their labor being illit- 

erate is at least $150,000,000, The extra productiveness of their laborers over 

what it is now would—had they been educated, as in Maine and New Hamp- 
shire—establish and support free common schools nine months in the year for N 
every child of the school age within their borders, arid leave a surplus sufficient 

to support a free academy in every county and a free college in every State.” 

A supposition of that kind is very well, but it must be remembered that an 
existing state of things, where it is the status of human beings, can be changed 
but by zong and expensive processes, and that to change the actual condition in 
these Southern States tothe degree of literacy which exists in the ones referred 
to must necessarily be the work of ten or fifteen or twenty years. 

“A careful examination of the census of England, Scotland, Ireland, and of i 
the several countries on the continent of Europe indicates that, other things 
being oana, pene is in the inverse ratio of the education of the mass of 
the people; is, ar SA noshon increases pamper inte: Gacconees, Saas adaci 

pauperism 


oatho G nd Duchy of Baden they put i ion in 1854 rigoro 

“In Ta uchy o len they put into operati n a us sys- 
tem of universal SAPASI Brique rad in the elementary branches. The effect 
ae eyes veo been panes was to reduce it 25 per cent. It has been caleu- 
lated by statisticians of social science that 96 per cent. of pauper- 


` 9196 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marou 13, 


ism could be exterminated by universal compulsory education in the element- 
ary branches of knowledge and industry. 
. * 


* 
“In Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois, three great central States where self- 
mpo is not difficult, one in ten of the illiterates is a pauper, while of the rest 
of the population only one in three bundred is a pauper. In other words, in 
those sheen great central States a given number of children suffered to grow up 
in ignorance produce thirty times as many paupers as when given an average 
common-school education. 

* In 1870 a special investigation was made, in fifteen States, of the inmates, to 
the number of 7,398, of almshou~es and intirmaries, Of these, 4,327, or nearly 59 
percent., could not readand write; while in those fifteen States the average per- 
centage of illiterates was only 6 parn of the whole population, From this6 
per cent, came that 59 per cent. of the paupers; or, to express it in another form, 
a given number of children in those n States, suff to grow up in igno- 
rance, produced twenty-two times as many paupers as the same number of 
children would if given a fair common-school education, 

“Similar results may be obtained from the census of almost every country in 


sg or America, 

“Wemay cong Sirs then, that it isa general law of modern civilization thatan 
illiterate person is from twenty to thirty times as liable to become a pauper and 
a charge upon the public as is one with an average conimon-school education; 
and that the annual loss to the community, in the United States, in the produc- 
tive power of the illiterates, and in the support of paupers made such by illite- 
racy, is nearly, if not quite, equal tothe amount that would be required to estab- 
lish and maintain a free common school the year round in every State in the 
Union, soe sufficiet for the whole fifteen millions of the children of the 
school age in the United States. 

“The annual expense of maintaining pau per cent. of whom have be- 
come such through lack of proper training while young—is at least ten times as 
great as would have been the expense to the public of securing an education 
while young to each of these paupers sufficient to have enabled 96 per cent. of 
them to support themselves instead of being a charge upon the public. 

“ Education leads naturally to indu: .subr ety,and economy; hence it makes 
one conscious of the benefits resulting from these habits, 

“Statistics proclaim in no uncertain voice that education is the surest prevent- 
ive of pauperism and that the expense of providing and applying in season 
this preventive would not be one-tenth that now brought upon society by pau- 


~ the first incentive to action isselfsuyport—gainingalivelihood. Thisisthe 
rsonal independeuce, of individual character, respectability. and 

key to selfsupport is education. Money and labor invested 
in education are capital invested in such a manner that the principal is abso- 
lutely safe and the income large, sure, and promptly paid. The States should 
see to it that a reasonable investment of this kind is made in and for every child 
as it grows up. 

a 


* A 


* * k + * * 


“In France, in 1868, one-half of the inhabitants could not read nor write, 
From this half came %5 per cent. of the persons arrested for crime. From the 
other, the educated half, came eee percent. In other words, a given number 
of children suffered to grow up illiterate produced nineteen times as many 
persons arrested for crime as the same number would if educated, at least to the 
extent of the elementary branches. 

“In the Grand Duchy of Baden, from 1854 to 1861—seven years—the govern- 
rt by a rigorous system of universal compulsory elementary education, re- 
du the number of prisoners actually arrested 51 per cent. and the number 
of crimes committed 54 per cent. 

“In thesix New England States, in 1870.7 per cent.only of the inhabitants above 
ten years of age were unable to read and write; and yet this7 per cent. pro- 
duced 80 per cent, of the criminals. Or,in other words, a given number of chil- 
dren in New England at that time suffered to grow up illiterate produced fifty- 

times as many criminals as the same number would if educated to the 
extent of the curriculum of the public schools, This fact is a complete vindica- 
tion of the moral effect of the New England system of public education, Cardi- 
nal Antonellito the contrary notwithstanding. 

“ In the State of New Yorkin 1850,the illiterates produced eight times their pro 
rata proportion of the criminals in that State; that is,a given number of chil- 
Grea begag bt up illiterate, on the average, produced eight times as many crimi- 
nals as the same children would have produced if educated to the extent of the 
curriculum of the publie schools. 

“In the city of New York, in 1870, among the illiterates, one crime was commit- 
ted for every 3 persons; while among the literates there was only one crime to 
every 27 persons. Or, in other words, the ignorant class in that city furnishes 
nine times the criminals ad would if educated in the public schools, 

“In the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, in 1870, the illiterates, according to 
their numbers, committed seven times as many crimes as the literate class. 

“In Pennsylvania,Ohio, and Illinois, taken together, the illiterates committed 
ten times as many crimes, according to their numbers, as the literate class. 

“Take the whole of the United States together, according to the census of 1870, 
the illiterates committed ten times their pro rata proportion of crimes. 

“In Pennsylvania, in the years 1879 and 1880, one-thirtieth of the population 
above ten years of age could neither read nor write, and this one-thirtieth com- 
mitted one-sixth tof the crimes, or nearly six times its proper proportion. 
But if we class with the illiterates the criminals who could barely read and 
write, but who had no education beyond bare reading and writing, it will then 
appear that the one-thirtieth of the population of Pennsylvauiathat is illiterate 
— one-third of the crime, or more than fourteen times its legitimate pro- 

rtion, 

POA careful examination of the statistics of twenty States shows the following 
average results: 

© First. That one-sixth of all the crime in the country is committed by persons 
wholly illiterate. x 

“ Second. That one-third of the crime in the country is committed by persons 
wholly or substantially illiterate. N 

“Third. That the proportion of criminals among the illiterate class is, on the 
average, ten times as great asit isamong those who have been instructed in the 
elements of a common-school education or beyond. 

“Fourth. That the expense im upon society to protect itself against a 
few thousand criminals, most of whom were made such through the neglect of so- 
ciety to take care of their education when young, is one of the heaviest of the 
public burdens, In the city of New York it is 50 per cent. more than the whole 
cost of the public schools, 

“Tn that city the annual appropriation for police, criminal courts, reforma- 
tories, jails, and itentinries is over five millions of dollars; while that for the 
training of the 355,000 school children in the city is only $3,500,000, 

“The average attendance at the schools in 1830 was 138,329. The ‘compul- 
sory school *—that is, the age within wh ch all children are required by law 
in State of New York to attend school—is eight to fourteen years. Thenum- 
ber of children of this age in the city of New York in June, 1580, was 144,474; 
while the average attendance on the public schools of children of all ages from 
five to patara Moga: in that year in the city was only 133,096. Asa logical conse- 
quence of this neglect of education the city jails and almhouses are crammed 
and taxes are high. 


“The city, in its meager provision for education and its enormous taxation 


o raining (to use an old butexpressive adage), ‘saves at the spigot, but loses 

e bung. 

“ What is true of the metropolis of the country is equally true of every ci! 
town, village. and neighborhood. en T 

“These tacts could be multiplied almost without limit. 

“The examination of the statistics of criminality and illiteracy in the census of 
oe orea state or country will give results substantially in harmony with 

e above. 

“ Carlyle says that— 

“*1f the devil were passing through my country and he applied to me for in- 
struction on any truth or fact of this universe, I should wish to give it to bim, 
He is Jess a devil knowing that three and three are six than if he didn’t know 
it; alight Spazi, esatek b of ihe fain is in this fact; if he knew facts enough, 
continuous light would dawu on him; he would (to his amazement) understand 
asian bet universe is,on what principles it canducts itseif,and would cease to 

a devil. 


Mr. BLAIR. Now, if the Senator from Massachusetts is ready to 
proceed, [ will give way. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL, I desire to offer a resolution, and I ask that it be read. 

The PKESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DAWEs in the chair). Does the 
Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. BLAIR, Certainly. 

Mr. CALL, Tofferaresolution to be read and printed. It will neces- 
sarily lie over until to-morrow under the roles, 

Mr. BLAIR. I give way subject to objection. 
the Senator from Florida proposes. 

Mr. CALL. I simply offer a resolution, and I only ask that it be 
read, 
Mr. CULLOM. Is all that manuscript a resolution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield for the purpose indicated ? 

Mr. BLAIR. LI yield simply for a resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the newspapers contain charges that Charles Swayne, nominated to 
be district judge of the United States for the northern district of Florida, has 
been guilty of being privy to and responsible for the selection of a grand jury 
and a petit jury of persons selected because of their politics and party lin- 
tions for the purpose of indicting and trying citizens of the United States, by 
and before a jury organized and selected for their indictment and conviction; 
A 

"Whereas the newspapers contain statements that the said Swayne and Joseph 
N. Stripling, district attorney of the United States, acted in concert and with an 
understanding to this end; and 

Whereas it is stated in the newspapers and by citizens of Florida that the said 
Swayne bas been a resident of the State of Florida for only two years, or about 
that time, and that he isa bitter and vindictive partisan, with intense prejudice 
against the people of the State of Florida; and 

Whereas it is further stated in the newspapers that the said Swayne has never 
had any considerable practice or experience asa lawyer, and that his onl 
recommendation for this high office is that he isa bitter and vindictive Rouge 
opr with s ete of hatred to the people of the Southern States: Therefore, it is 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I object to that if it comes in by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr, CULLOM. It is not in by unanimousconsent except to be read, 
and I certainly object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
for the reading of the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
raise a question of order ? 

Mr. HOAR. Not if unanimous consent has been given. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was simply asked that it be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was simply asked to be read, but it is a good deal 
longer than I sup d. 

The PKESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the resolution will be 
continued. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the resolution, as follows: 


Therefore, it is 

Resolved, That the consideration of the nominations of Charles Swayne for dis- 
trict judge of the United States for the northern district of Florida and Joseph 
N. Stripling for the oftice of district attorney of the United States for the north- 
ern district of Florida—- 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise toa question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will state his question of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis that the resolution is not in order in open 
session, but relates wholly toa matter of executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of or- 
der. 

Mr. CALL. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Florida appeals 
from the decison of the Chair, and the question is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand asthe judgment of the Senate ? 

Mr, BLAIR. I hope the Senator from Florida will not press the 
matter. P 

Mr. CALL. I do not desire to trespass upon the time of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, and I will not do so in the face of his objection. 
I will allow the matter to go over, 


I do not know what 


Unanimous consent has been given 


1890. 


Mr, BLAIR. TheSenator will see that his resolution is quite lengthy 
and it might consume the afternoon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. CALL. Until the resolution is read it can not beacted upon, and 
in the presence of the objection of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
by whose courtesy I was occupying the floor, I withdraw the resolution 
for the time being: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If taora be no objection, the Senator 
from Florida withdraws the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, I have not yet been able to obtain the 
statutes of the State of Louisiana for 1867 or of the period from 1865 to 
1868, whenever it was, when the Provisional Legislature was in force. 
It was during that period that the statute to which I have referred was 
enacted. I sent to the Senate Library for the volume, but it is not 
there. I have now sent to the Law Library, and I hope to obtain it 
very soon. But I find the Mississippi statute, which in both respects 
bears out the statement I made, as I understand it. However, ina 
volume, entitled ‘‘ History of the Reconstruction,” a book by Mr. Me- 
Pherson, the Clerk of the House of Representatives, I find what pur- 
ports to be the Louisiana law of December, 1865, It is thus described: 


An “Act to provide for and Sh, Spy labor contracts for agricultural pursuit” 
requires all such laborers to make labor contracts for the next year within the 
first ten days of January, the contracts to be in writing, to be with heads of 
familics, to embrace the inbor of all the members, and be binding on all minors 
thereof. Each laborer, after naomia his employer, “shall not be allowed to 
leave his place of employment until the fulfillment of his contract.” * * * 
Employers failing to comply are to be fined, 

Theamonunt of the fine is not given in the abstract of the law. Then 
it provides that if the laborer refuse to work— 


beyond three days, the offender shall be reported to a justice of the peace, 
and he shall be forced to labor on roads, levees, and other public works, with- 
out pay, until the offender consents to return to his labor, 

He is required when in health to— 


work ten hours during the day in summer and nine hours during the day in 
winter. * * * Failing to obey reasonable orders * è * will be deemed 
disobedience; * + © and all fines imposed and collected under this section 
shall be deducted from the wages due, and shall be placed in a common fand, 
to be divided among the other laborers. 

Then it goes on to state that the new vagrant act is thus condensed 
in the New Orleans Picayune, which says: 

It adopts the same definition of vagrancy as in the act of 1855, 

Whether that be a misprint for the act of 1865 I do not know or 
whether it refers to some act passed by the State before the war. It 
does not appear from this statement. 

Mr. EUSTIS, ‘The Statutes of 1855? 

Mr. HOAR. It provides— 

That any person charged with vagrancy shall be arrested on the warrant of 
any judge or justice of the peace. 

One of the definitions of vagrancy, I presume, if it is like the Mis- 
sissippi statute, is that it is the having no employment, bat that 
does not appear here. There is nothing of the kind which shows that 
here. Then it provides that the party shall enter into bond, give se- 
curity. Failing to give bond and security ‘‘ for his good behaviorand 
future industry for the period of one year,” the justice or other officer 
shall issue his warrant to the sheriff, ‘‘ directing him to detain and to 
hire out such vagrant for a period not exceeding twelve months,” and 
“ifthe accused be a person who has abandoned his employer before 
his contract expired the preference shall be given to such employer of 
hiring the aceused.’’ 

That is Mr. McPherson's statement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAK. Waitone moment. I ought to say in justice to myself 
and to the Senator from Louisiana that there is nothing in either of these 
publications which I have found of Louisiana which warrants the state- 
ment that in Lonisiana the provision sentencing white men as vagrants 
to the penitentiary or to be imprisoned at the discretion of the justice 
for associating on terms of equality with blacksis found. I will speak 
on the subject again when I have examined these volumes, which have 
jast arrived, bat I presume my memory was at fault in ascribing that 
part of the law to the State of Louisiana. But the Senator will see that 
there was no attempt to make any reproach on his people or any other 
when he remembers what laws were passed in several of the Southern 
States, and that I stated in my original remarks that the fact that these 
laws were passed was what seemed to me to have occasioned the legis- 
lation of 1870. 

Tn Massachusetts Governor Andrew, who was our leader more than 
any other man within its limits, even more than Mr. Sumner himself, 
whom all the loyalty of the State venerated, came out in his valedictory 
address to the Legislature at the close of the year 1865 (I think it was; 
I do not remeber the date) urging that the matter of reconstructing 
the Southern communities should be left to the intelligence and influ- 
ence of those States; that is, that the white men who had gone into 
the rebellion, and had been the leaders then, should be the persons upon 
whom the duty of adjusting their States to the new order of things 
should be imposed. Mr. Morton, of Indiana, took the same ground 
in a passage which has often been quoted. I believe now that if it 
had not been for the laws the character of which I have adverted to, 


which were passed in so many of the Southern States, without going into 
particulars, the whole matter of the government of those communities 
would have been remanded by the victors of the North to the men who 
had been their rulers and governors before the war, saving, of course, 
to the colored man his constitutional rights of citizenship, including 
the right to hold property and the right to trial by jury, but not in- 


cluding the matter of suffrage, unless those communities should con- 
fer it. ` 

I do not wish to be betrayed intoan angry controversy here. Ithink 
the Senator from Louisiana knows that I would not purposely, and I 
hope he will believe I would not carelessly, make any statement in- 
jurious to his State. ` 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Senator will allow me to say that I never intended 
to intimate that he had any intention whatever to misrepresent the 
laws of the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. HOAR. Ina debate with the Senator from Mississippi, in which 
he complained very bitterly of a law that he deemed harsh to that State 
I cited from memory—from the memory of now over twenty years—the 

rovisions of certain laws which did in fact exist in Mississippiand which 
F thought existed alsoin Lonisiana; and I accompanied the citation with 
a statement that under the circumstances the conduct of the white 
etre of those States at that time seemed to me to be not only natural 
ut inevitable, and by the statement at the time that I did not make 
this citation by way of reproach to anybody any more than I should 
allude to the history of thirty years ago in the time of slavery as a re- 
proach, but only as an historical explanation of the statute of 1870. 
Mr. EUSTIS. Then, Mr. President, I understand—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
ield ? 
ó Mr. HOAR. I merely wish to add that I shall examine the volume 
which has arrived. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I understand the Senator from Massachusetts to ad- 
mit that his statement to the Senate, that in the State of Louisiana 
there is a law making it ‘‘a penal offense, punishable by imprisonment 
in the penitentiary, for a white man to associate on terms of equality 
with a black man,” is incorrect. 

Mr. HOAR. TheSenator now reads that in the present tense, There 
is no such thing in my speech. If there is, it is a misprint, 

Mr. EUSTIS. ‘‘There were laws.” 

Mr. HOAR. That is a very different thing. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The language is, ‘‘there were laws.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. That is a very different thing. 


Mr. EUSTIS. Then I understand the Senator from Massachusetts 


to admit that there was not such a law in the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. HOAR. What I have to say is that I suppose, without having 
yet examined the authentic edition of the statutes, so far as that part 
of the statement is concerned, my memory was at fault, and that it was 
in Mississippi, and not in Louisiana, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, Ionly rise to read an ordinance of 
the parish of St. Landry, Louisiana, which I find in volume 3 of the Cox- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, Forty-third Congress, second session, page 745, 
to which probably the attention of the Senator from Louisiana has not 
been called recently. It is ‘‘An ordinance relative to the police of 
negroes recently emancipated within the parish of St. Lindry.”’ 


Whereas it was formerly made the duty of the police jury to make suitable 


regulations for the police of slaves within the iimits of the parish; and whereas . 


slaves have become bs rgd by action of the ruling powers; and whereas 
it is necessary, for public order as well as for the comfort and correct deportment 
of said freedmen, that suitable regulations should be established for their gov- 
ernment in their changed condition, the following ordinances are adopted : 

SECTION |. Be it ordained by the police jury ¥ the parish of St. Landry, That 
no negro shall be allowed to pass within the limits of said parish without a 
special permit in writing from his tei 0 er. Whoever shall v olate this pro- 
vision shall pay a fine of $2.50, or in default thereof shall be forced to work four 
days on the public roads or suffer corporal punishment, as provided hereinafter. 

Sec. 2. Be tt further ordained, That every negro who shall be found absent from 
the residence of his employer after 10 o'clock at night, without a written per- 
mit from his employer, s pay a fine of $5, or in default thereof shall be com- 

lied to work five days on the public road, or suffer corporal punishment, as 

ereinafter provided. 

SEC. 3. Be il further ordained, That no negro shall be permitted to rent or k: 

a house within said parish. Any negro violating this provision shall be immedi- 
ately ejected an | compelled to find an employer; and any person whoshall rent 
or give the use of any house to any negro in violation of this section shall pay 
a fine of $ for each offense. 

Sec. 4. Be it further ordained, That every negro is required to be in the regular 
service of some white person or former owner. But said employer or former 
owner may permit said negro to hire his own time by special permission in 
writing, which permission shall not extend over seven days at any one time, 
Any negro violating the provisions of this section shall be fined $ for each of- 
fense, or in default of the payment thereof shall be forced to work five dars on 
the public road, or suffer corporal punishment as hereinafter provided. 

Sxc.5. Be it further ordained, That no public meetings or congregations of ne- 
groes shall be allowed within said parish aftersunset; butsuch public meetings 
and congregations may be held between the hours of sunrise and sunset, by the 
special permi-sion in writing of the captain of patrol within whose beat such 
meetings shall take pace. This prohibition, however, is not intended to pre- 
vent negroes from attending the usunl church services conducted by white min- 
isters and priests Every negro Magoo Saree provisions of this section shall 
pay a fine of $5, or in default th~reof shall be compelled to work five days on the 
public road, or suffer corporal punishment as hereinafter provided, 


Mr. HOAR. What is the date of that? 
Mr. CHANDLER. It is given in a speech delivered in 1875. The 
date of the ordinance is not given. 
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Mr. EUSTIS. I will ask the Senator from New Hampshire to state 
~ what possible application all that has to the question which we are 
discussing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator does not perceive it I shall not 
undertake to enlighten him. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I acknowledge that I do not perceive it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould not like to instruct the Senator, who is 
so able and learned generally, and so acute. If he does not perceive 
the bearing of it upon the question as to what kind of laws the State 
of Louisiana passed in the days of reconstruction, I leave him to think 
it over and see if he can not find out by reflection. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I utterly fail to discover the application. The ques- 
tion before the Senate, and the question in discussion between the 
Senator from Massachusetts and myself, is whether astatement he had 
made, which appeared in the RECORD, was correct or incorrect. That 
wasthe only question. Whether the ordinances of the police jury of 
the parish of St. Landry were wise or unwise legislation, necessary or 
unnecessary, and so on, I utterly fail to discover that that question 
has any possible application to the issue which was presented by my- 
self this morning. I will merely inform the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that whenever the general question comes up I may have some- 
thing to say on that subject, and that then possibly those old stories 
from St. Landry may have some application. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, unless I am interfering, I should 
like to ask the Senator from Lonisiana a question. Does he not know 
that the fifteenth amendment of the Constitution would never haye 
been adopted but for the fact that the lawsof the Southern States, then 
lately in rebellion, practically deprived the negro, in the opinion of the 
Congress of the United States at that time, of his rights of citizenship, 
and but for the passage of those laws, which were quoted at large and 
spread broadcast all over the Northern States, the whole basis of re- 
construction would have rested upon the fourteenth amendment? I 

ame he was familiar with the facts at the time. If he does not 
ow that, I can assure him that such is the fact. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I am glad that the Senator from Ohio 
has asked me the question which he has propounded. It has been my 
honest conviction that all the reconstruction measures, all the Federal 
legislation, and the constitutional amendments were adopted by the 
Republican party with the single object of africanizing the South and 
maintaining and preserving their political supremacy. That is my 
opinion. WhatI consider the greatest crime which has ever been com- 
mitted against civilized communities has been committed by the Re- 
publican party in this country; and if you to-day stand aghast and ap- 
palled, as I know you do, at the results of your work, and feel like 
apologizing to the country and to yourselves for having committed such 
a monstrous crime against the civilization of the South, I assure the 
Senator from Ohio that I will not by any answer to that question help 
him out of any such difficulty as that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have always thought it idle and 
worthless for us to discuss the historical events growing out of the war; 
but the Senator from Louisiana is much less observant and much more 

orant of the motives of the Republican party and of the men asso- 

ted with that party, comprising at that time more than three-fourths 
or four-fifths of the people of the Northern States, if he does not appre- 
ciate the magnitude of the fact that I state to him. 

When the civil warclosed there was a feeling universal in the Northern 
States, represented in every organ of opinion, that the best way to solve 
the difficulty was to restore to the people of the Southern States their 
State governments with all the original powers attached thereto, with 
only such limitations and qualifications as would enable the panpe ot 
the United States to secure the results of the war, that is, the equal 
tights of citizens, black and white, to wipe out the distinction that had 
been made in our Government growing out of the institution of slavery 
in the South. Recalling the events as they occurred, I say that in the 
sessions of 1866 and 1867 the first act that was to provide for the 
reconstruction of the Southern States was framed by a committee of as 
conservative Senators as ever Eerectpates in the formation of a law. 
Among them were Reverdy Johnson, and such men as Morton, men 
who were moderate in their opinions, who desired to restore the status 
as far as was consistent with the changed condition of affairs, 

I was chairman of a committee appointed here to frame out of the 
various bills that were then pending in the Senate a law to provide for 
the reconstruction of the Southern States, and that law was based upon 
the restoration of the States to their practical position before the war, 
only subject to such changes as were made necessary by the abolition 
of slavery as the result of the war. : 

There was at that time no feeling of hostility against the people of 
the South. Indeed, I never in my life, in those times after the war, 
heard any expression of opinion except of kindness to the people of the 
South. was a universal appreciation of the fact that while they 
were wrong, radically wrong, as we thought, in waging a useless and 
bloody war against the Union of this country, yet they were honest in 
their convictions; they believed that the doctrines they fought for were 
the doctrines of the Constitution; and there was therefore a spirit of 

_ generosity, of forbearance, of kindness to those people, and everything 
that they asked in reason would have been granted to them. 


At that time it was not contemplated to arm the negro with suffrage. 
Tt was not proposed except by one or two Senators, and the proposition 
was scouted and laid aside. You may go back to the recoids and you 
will see (I can produce, if necessary, the evidence of those records to 
show it) that the laws passed by the various Southern States when they 
first assumed to act after the close of hostilities were so cruel, so un- 
just, so wrong in our view of the rights of the colored people of the 
South, so unjust in our view of the rights of the white Republicans of 
the South, of whom there were thousands during the war and since 
the war, that those laws burned like coals of fire in the Northern heart. 
They were fe t to be unjust, and the belief grew stronger and stronger 
that the people who waged war to break up the Union intended to 
ove.throw the results of the war and to deprive those who were made 
free by the policy of that war of all the rights of citizenship. 

That was the feeling. It was a feeling in which I participated. All 
I said at that time and all I did at that time was guided by that one 
generous feeling, that all the results of the war should be blotted out, 
except only those results that grew out of theabolitionof slavery. That 
was the feeling; and the law was passed. It may be read now. It was 
the first law providing for reconstruction. Then the acts passed by the 
Southern Legislatures commenced and continued from that time on until 
the feeling deepened in the Northern States; and it was not until the 
people of the North felt that there was no way whatever left to protect 
the acknowledged rights of the colored men of the South except to arm 
them with suffrage, that we approached it; and we did so with great 
difficulty and with much delay. Two years and more elapsed after the 
first act was passed before Congress was brought to vote upon the fif- 
teenth amendment. The fourteenth amendment was framed by Tram- 
bull and Doolittle, and by other men of the most conservative char- 
acter—men who had formerly been Democrats. 

Mr. CHANDLER, And Fessenden. 

Mr. SHERMAN, And Fessenden; men of that type, the most mod- 
erate and conservative men of the Republican party, largely then rep- 
resented by men who had been bronght up in the school of Democracy. 

But, sir, when the time came that we saw there was no protection tor 
the people of the Southern States, and especially for those who had 
been emancipated, except to arm them with the suffrage, we reluct- 
antly, slowly, deliberately, adopted that remedy, and the only remedy 
fit for the case. There was no feeling of passion about it. There was 
no feeling of hatred about it, There was no such ungenerous senti- 
ment as that typed by the speech of my friend from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GEORGE] yesterday, There was nothing of the kind. But when we 
came to the conclusion that there was no remedy left except to arm the 
negroes with suffrage, it was adopted in the form of a constitutional 
amendment and voted for by such men as I have named—Fessenden 
and Trumbull and Doolittle and Mr. Cox, who has recently died, lately 
a member from New York, then a member from Ohio. It was adopted 
by them as the last resort. 

Sometimes I have thought, in view of all the events which transpired 
at that time, that perhaps it would have been better not to adopt 
that amendment, because the rights conferred by the fifteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution have been nullified and uprooted. Those 
rights do not now exist wherever the franchise is valuable to those people 
for whom it was meant. No man can question, in view even of the 
admissions made on this floor, that tically the result of the fif- 
teenth amendment is to give to the Southern States increased repre- 
sentation in the House of Representatives, to give them increased power 
in the Electoral College. Although it was known that would be the re- 
sult of that amendment, yet it was the extreme remedy to which we 
were compelled to resort. 

Mr. President, this isall that I need say. If there is anything wrong 
in the situation of Southern affairs, in every case they have brought it 
upon themselves, When the Senator from Mississippi yesterday spoke 
of the feeling of hate that exists in the Northern States, he described 
what is only to be seenin hisown imagination. There is no such feel- 
ing of hate at this moment, and if we could now secure by any sacri- 
fice the equal rights of all citizens in this country, without respect to 
color, we would be satisfied, whatever might be the result of the elec- 
tions hereafter. 

That is the universal feeling of the North. In my travel and inter- 
course with the Northern people I have never heard in any State of the 
Union any violent denunciation of the Sonthern people, nor observed 
any evidence of hate. Our people do not like the course that has been 
adopted in the South; they do not believe in the lawless acts of vio- 
lence which have been paraded in the newspapers and have been proven 
over and over again by examinations before committees of Congress. 
All they want is that the Southern people, now having the power in 
their hands, shall secure to the emancipated slaves all the rights granted 
to them by the Constitution. 

We perceive the difficulty of their situation. We know how difficult 
it is sometimes to reconcile the prejudices of opposing races. But we 
hoped that that would be a measure of time, and that time wouid heal 
all these things. That it has not done so is not our fault. We haye 
committed no act of oppression or wrong to the Seuth. We have con- 
fiscated no pro . We have destroyed no life. We have not im- 


paired or weak: in the slightest degree the rights of the people of 
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the South. They now enjoy more rights than the people of the North, 
because they now bold an unnatural representation in Congress made 
by treading down under their feet with lawless violence or with frand 
or wrong the privileges granted to the colored race by the fifteenth con- 
stitutional amendment. 

That is the true statement in regard. to this matter; and for one, in 
the name of the people of Ohio, without respect to party, I disclaim and 
deny any such feeling of hostility. On the other hand, men of my State 
have gone down South, and with their wealth and energy they are now 
developing large portions of the Southern States, and if left alone, if 
protected by the laws of those States, they will develop them and make 
them rich and boundless in their prosperity. 

Sir, the wealth, the prosperity of the South to-day, of which they 
boast and in which I take pride, is the result of the incorporation into 
their midst of some of the energy and strength and free ideas and free 
notions of the North, At first they did not welcome the emigrants 
from the North, this increase of capital, this importation of energy to 
their faded system of slavedomination; but now they do, and I believe 
the time is not iar distant when every Southern State, feeling the force 
and vital energy that have been grafted upon their system, will take 
pride in this development of their resources. 

But, sir, there is no feeling of unkindness in this matter. It is only 
an open door for their energy. Our citizens go there to improve their 
condition; they go there to develop the resources of the South; they 
go there, if you please, to make money; but they do not go there with 
hatred in their hearts, or violence, or a desire to at all intrench upon 
the rights of the people of the South. 

Mr. President, I trust that hereafter when statements are made with 
regard to the Republicans of the North or their feelings towards the 
South gentlemen will understand that that charge has been denied, as 
I do here to-day deny it, and if they insist upon repeating it over and 
over again as a justification for any wrongs that have been committed 
in the South, they plead what ought not to be pleaded in any court of 
justice, especially in this high tribunal of the Senate of the United 
States. 


I can see the difficulties that surround the South. I would be glad 
to aid them in any way. I voted once or twice for the pending bill in 
order to relieve them from the burdens thrown upon them by ingraft- 
ing in their body politic a great mass of ignorance among the blacks. 
That is the only equitable ground upon which the bill can be placed. 
If it is rejected by the South, well and good; it is not for us to com- 
plain. Itis the payment of Northern money to aid them to educate 
their ignorant people in the South. There is no ground whatever of 
claim against us that we should aid to educate the ruling classes in the 
South. There is a ground of equity that we should aid them to edu- 
cate and dissipate the mass of ignorance contained in that large body 
of their population which has been emancipated by our policy. That 
is the equitable ground upon which this bill can be placed and no other. 
If that fails, or if that is denied, or if it is not fairly apportioned and 
applied to its proper nse, then all the merits of this bill fall, and ought 
to fall, to the ground. 

This, sir, is all that I deem it necessary to say, and I only say it in 
response to the complaints which have been made. there are any 
ills in the South they have been brought upon them by themselves, 
If they complain of the fifteenth amendment, which enfranchises an 
ignorant race, they compelled us to pass it, in the judgment of the most 
conservative men of the Northern States, not of the extreme men, not 
of Mr. Sumner or a few others who might be picked out, but the con- 
servative classes of the Northern States, including, as I believe, a great 
mass of the Democrats of the North, who felt that there was no other 
way, that there was no stopping short of arming the negroes with the 
right of suffrage. 

It is true it has not turned out as we expected, because no man then 
dreamed that such measures would be resorted to as have been resorted 
to in order to deprive the negro of his rights. No man then dreamed 
of ku klux klans and of the savage machinery by which this exclu- 
sion has been per‘ected. No man thendreamed that ina district where 
there were two blacks to one white the blacks should be excluded from 
the count or if counted should be counted as voting with the whites. 
No man dreamed then that a state of society could exist where a ma- 
jority in the South should not rule in the particular locality. 

It is true we felt and appreciated the dangers of conferring this power, 
but, as I said before, we were compelled to resort to it. There was 
nothing else left. Step by step this action was taken; and it was taken 
deliberately. It was not until General Grant became President of the 
United States, in 1869, that the fifteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion was proposed as part of the law of the land. But during the four 
years that intervened between the close of the war and the inaugura- 
tion of President Grant we had gone through the history that I have 
depicted. We had witnessed the mode and manner adopted by the 
Southern people in dealing with the negroes of the South. We were 
therefore induced and compelled by our sense of what was right and 
just to them to do what we did. 

We have no apologies to offer. The apologies, if any, ought to come 
from the other side. The Senator from Mississippi ought to apologize 
here to the Senate for the manner in which the negroes have been de- 
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prived of their rights in Mississippi. No Northern man and no North- 
ern constituency has ever deprived any man, black or white, in the 
South of any rights. You can not point to a single act of injustice done 
by the Northern people against the Southern people. All we did that 
you now think was so wrong was simply to avoid the laws that you 
passed during this time of trial, when the Southern people, it seems to 
me, ought to have been actuated by a different feeling. 

Nowhere in the history of the world was such a spectacle of mag- 
nanimity shown as was shown by the people of the North in their deal- 
ings with the South. When the war closed no life was taken, no 
property was taken, no right was deprived. You were still armed with 
all your rights. All we asked and all we aimed at was, first, that you -~ 
would be willing to do justice, because we left it to you at first, and 
when we found you were unwilling to do justice to these emancipated 
masses we felt that it was our duty by the constitutional amendment 
to compel you as far as we could do it to deal justly with them. If we 
have failed in this it has not been our fault, but yours. 

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Ohio yield to 
the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr, BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator from Ohio for one mo- 
ment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to call to his attention a fact which appears 
to have escaped him. I have no disposition to enter into this debate, 
but some statements made by the Senator from Ohio, I think, deserve 
attention. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If theSenator will ask his question I shall try to 
answer it, 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwill come to the question in a moment. The Sen- 
ator has made the statement that whatever evils have overtaken the 
South the South is responsible for; that the Sonthern white people re- 
fused to do justice to the negro; and that therefore the fourteenth and 
fifteenth amendments were adopted, and the suffrage was put in the 
hands of the negroes as a means of protecting them. 

The question I wanted to ask the Senator from Ohio as one of com- 
mon justice to the people of the South is, ifin his judgment as a states- 
man and asa citizen he does not think that the conduct of Andrew 
Johnson when he was President of the United States had as much to 
do with the condition of things in the South as the conduct of the 
Southern people themselves? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes; when Andrew Johnson left the Republican 
party and joined the Democratic party he then did do more, he was able 
to do more, than anybody else—— 

Mr. BUTLER. That is not exactly my question, Mr. President. 
Whether Mr. Andrew Johnson was a Democrat ora Republican, he 
was the President of the United States—he represented the executive 
department of the United States—and in dealing with the South he had 
one policy and the Republican party which he had left had another. I 
ask the Senator if Mr. Johnson is not responsible as much as any other 
one influence in this country for the condition of things there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say that Andrew Johnson is more responsiblefor 
the evils that have been brought upon this country by the treatment of 
the negroes than anybody else, He was elected by the Republicans as 
a part of the generous treatment they have always extended to the pto- 
ple of the South. They took Johnson in 1864, and put him on the 
ticket. They took himasa Southern Democrat, and when he came into 
power he deserted the Republican party; he turned his back upon that 
party, and joined the Democrats of the South in this system of measures 
that [have complained of, and our fight was against Johnson as well as 
against the extreme men of the South., z 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. Iam glad to hear that admission. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Our fight was against Johnson because he had left 
us and joined them. That shows the unanimity of sentiment of the 
Northern people. Although he was armed with all the executive power 
of President, with all the offices in the gift of the President, we did tie 
his hands and prevent him from carrying out his policy, which in my 
jadgment was wrong, and which we then thought was wrong—a judg- 
ment that was supported and sustained by the whole North. 

Mr. BUTLER, Then I understand the Senator from Ohio practi- 
cally to admit that the Southern people were not alone responsible for 
the condition of things which was brought upon them, but that Mr. 
Andrew Johnson, bis President, was in a measure responsible for his 
policy and the enforcement of his policy in the South, te which the peo- 
ple of the South acceded when they surrendered their arms; and I was 
one of them, sir. So, I think when the Senator brings the wholesale 
charge upon the white people of the South that they are responsible, 
and that they alone are responsible, he does a grave injustice to the peo- 
ple of the South, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I look upon Andrew Johnson as one of the white 
men of the South. He was born there, raised there. 

Mr. BUTLER. But he was a Republican Vice-President, and the 
Southern people had no other authority to look to except the Executive 
in dealing with them after they surrendered their arms. 

Mr. HERMAN. The Southern people had a right to look to the 


Congress of the United States as the governing power of this country. 


They knew as well as I know that Andrew Johnson deserted the party 

that elected him and joined the party of the South, which he had 

fought against and abused as loudly as anybody. 

nae BUTLER, If the Senator will pardon me, how were we to know 
t? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, well, the sagacions men of the South do not 
need to have me answer that question. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will pardon me for refreshing his 
memory, he can not fail to recall the fact that every influential man in 
the Sonth was disfranchised; he was not allowed to utter his sentiments; 
he was not allowed to cast a ballot. How were we, with our hands 
tied, to come to the Congress of the United States and go around the 
Executive and say to the Congress, ‘‘ Give us your terms?’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me first answer the statement the Senator 
makes. NoSouthern man wasdisfranchised. From the time the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina laid down his arms until this moment he has 
been a free citizen with the right to vote. It is true that for a time he 
could not bold office. 

Mr, BUTLER. I was not allowed to vote in South Carolina. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was by your own law. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No act of the United States deprived the Senator 
of his right to vote. No act of Congress every looked to such a thing 
as that. Every one of them had the right to vote, But in the four- 
teenth amendment (which was the framework, as I said, of the con- 
servative men of the North, which was made more by the three men I 
have already named here, especially by Mr. Fessenden and Mr, Trum- 
bull, than any others; they were the leading actors in the matter) no 
man in the South was deprived of his right. ; 

They did say that those who had taken the oath of office before the 
war, and, as we thought, had violated that oath by entering into an 
armed rebellion, should be deprived of the right to hold office until 
a majority of Congress should relieve them from that disability. It 
must be marked as one of the evidences that no unkind feeling was ever 
entertained in the North, that there never was a bill offered in the 
Senate to relieve any man from this disability of holding office which 
was not by a unanimous vote. There never was a question 
aboutit. J think that the case never occurred when it was not done, 
until finally by a general law, made under the provisions of the 14th 
amendment, all were relieved from even this disability. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ir the Senator will pardon me, I think there is a law 
upon the statute book now, of which I donot complain, which deprives 
any man who held a commission in the Confederate army from holding 
a commission in the United States Army to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the contrary, that disability has been removed. 
I believe there was but one exception, and that man is now answering 
before a higher power than this. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no; theSenatoris mistaken. No ex-Confederate 
officer can enter the Army. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What, he can not enter the United States Army ? 

Mr, BUTLER. He cannot enter the United States Army or Navy. 
I do not complain of this. I do not expect to hold any position, and I 
do not know that anybody else does. But the Senator says that all 
disabilities were removed, and I remind him that that is one which has 
not been removed. I care nothing abont it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that is the case it isso unimportant thatit has 
escaped my attention, and I think that of everybody else. Certain it 
is that the sons of the Confederate soldiers, bright young men, from the 
very day of the close of the war entered into the Military Academy at 
West Point and were there educated, and I have no doubt they make 
as true, loyal, brave, and patriotic soldiers as any other portion of the 
Army of the United States. But, sir, practically all the disabilities 
that aftected you were removed, and if the matter had stood upon the 
fourteenth amendment of the Constitution and the Southern people had 
performed one-half of their duty, yea, if they had shown a disposition 
to perform their duty, there would have been the end of the contro- 


wersy, and if would have been a happy end. But it was not so; and 


whether you blame it on Andrew Johnson or somebody else, certain it 
is that after the adoption of the fourteenth amendment, until the time 
the fifteenth amendment was adopted, there were a series of laws and 
regulations, local and State, one after another, coming in a deluge, 
aimed and designed and intended to secure the practical enslavement 
of the colored race. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio yield to 
the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator wish to be understood as saying 
that after the adoption of the fourteenth amendment any of those ob- 
jectionable laws were enacted by Southern States? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before and after, both. 

Mr. GEORGE. Nota single Legislature ever met ina Southern 


amendment, during the whole consideration of the process of recon- 
struction, while this was going on and popular opinion was forming in 
the North, these laws were being passed, printed in every paper in 
Northern States and read by every man, woman, and child there. It 
was in consequence of those laws, in consequence of the hostile atti- 
tude of the Southern people to the plain and manifest policy of the 
Government, which was leaving the power in the hands of the States 
and of the very men who had been in the war, not even se- 
curing to the negro the right to vote, but only the simple, common 
rights of citizenship—it was after and during the consideration of those 
measures that the laws I complain of were passed. No one can ques- 
tion that. Asa matter of course, I am not prepared now to quote 
them, nor do [ care to do it, because it would only tend to engender 
the old feeling. 

Sir, they are there of record; they were spread upon our records here 
atthe time. That was the reason why the fifteenth amendment came 
and that was the reason of the acts of which the Senator from Missis- 
sippi complains. There can be no question about that. But so faras 
I am concerned I never have, I believe, to this hour sought to revive 
or renew or even repeat this history, or to revive the incidents of those 
times, because they are past and gone. They are part of the history 
of the country. I believe the time will come,as it has come in old 
England, when there is no longer the controversy between the Round- 
head and the Cavalier, and such as existed in our own country where 
there is no longer a controversy between the descendants of the Tory and 
the Patriot of the Revolution. All these feuds ought to be like pass- 
ing dreams, to disappear into history, to be recorded there by the cold 
pen as facts accomplished, not as things to affect us in the futare. 

Let me say to Senators on the other side, in all seriousness, that the 
feeling in the North is that injustice has grown out of the fifteenth 
amendment, not only to the negroes of the South, but injustice has 
grown out of it by your deprivation of the negroes of their right to 
vote, and that you now openly enjoy larger political power than the 
same number of people in the North. You have thirty-odd members 
in the House of Representatives as the result of the fifteenth amend- 
ment. There area few Republicans there left. Nearly all of them, how- 
ever,are Democrats, and their representation is based upon negro suffrage, 

Mr, DAVIS. And disfranchisement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And the disfranchisement of the negro. Now, let 
the South do what they ought todo. Let them observe and obey the 
constitutional amendments. Let them give to the negro his vote and 
allow him to vote as he will. We are not there to protect him; we 
are not there to control him; we are not there to guide him; and I 
would not care if the whole of them should vote the Democratic ticket. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator a question there? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me goon. I willgive way to the Senatorin a 
moment. This feeling of injustice does prevail in the North, that by 
your own act in depriving these people of their representation you 
yourselves exercise an undue power in this Government, a power that 
is not exercised by the people of the North. Until that is remedied in 
some way, either by the negro voting or the negro being excluded from 
the basis of representation, you never will havea feeling of content and 
equality among the people of the Northern States. It is not a feeling 
of hate; itis not a feeling of anger; butit is a sense of injustice, a sense 
of wrong of which I now speak, not only for the Republicans of the 
North, but for the Democrats of the North, in a power which gives you 
unduly a control over their organization, a power which enables you 
to wield a greater influence over the destinies of this country than any 
equal number in the North. That is the result of your policy in re- 
gard to the fifteenth amendment, not of our fault or of our wrong. 

Now, to sam it all up, we gave you the fourteenth amendment, the 
most liberal basis of compromise and settlement that ever was offered 
by a conquering foe to one that had been defeated. Then when we 
found that you would not acquiesce in the results of the war, includ- 
ing the emancipation of the slaves, we undertook perhaps to do what 
has turned out to be impossible, to secure to the blacks the right to 
protect themselves by their ballot, You have overthrown that right 
and you now enjoy increased political power by your own wrong. et 
you complain of us. You complain of us of what? Of injustice, or 
wrong, or violence, or bloodshed? No; you complain of us that we 
hate you. Wedeny the hatred, but we demand justice, and until the 
Sonthern States are prepared in their own way (for they have now the 
power complete and absolute as ever was exercised by a despot or a ty- 
rant anywhere; they have the power over these five, six, or seven mill- 
ions, whatever the number is, of free people) to give those people their 
rights under the Constitution, a Constitution that you and I have sworn 
to support and maintain, there will be disquiet, discontent, a feeling 
of injustice. 

1 trust that good time may come when even this will disappear, 
when this question shall be settled upon the basis of the Constitution, 
when every man shall have a right to vote. I now say that far above 
and far beyond the bill which is now pending or any other measure now 
before Congress is an act of Congress in pursuance of its plain power 


State after the passage of the first reconstruction law on the 2d of | to securetoevery man in the United States entitled to vote one free, hon- 


March, 1467. 
Mr. SHERMAN. During the whole consideration of the fourteenth 


est vote, and to have that vote counted. Whenever Congress shall rise 
to the dignity of its power and vass a Jaw uniform throughout the 
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United States, affecting Massachusetts and Ohio as well as South Car- 
olina and Mississippi, a law that will enable everybody having a right 
to vote to vote, and have it so guarded, so worded, that every man will 
feel that it is a just and fair law, when members of Congress can be 
elected by the voice of a free people, then there will be no further ground 
of complaint. You can arrange your matters as you please in your 
own States. Congress can exercise no authority in your local matters, 
It does not claim to exercise any; but it does claim the right to de- 
mand and insist upon, and to secure, if we bave the majority, a law so 
fair in its character that it will not blush with shame anywhere; a law 
so powerfully executed that no man will dare to undergo its penalties, 
a law so just that the humblest negro armed by the Constitution with 
a vote may go to the ballot-box as freely as the proudest and haughti- 
est man in our country. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, if this debate has accomplished noth- 
ing else, I think one thing has been ascertained which I have never 
heard admitted before by Senators so prominent as the Senator from 
Ohio and the Senator from Massachusetts; and ic is this, that the right 
of suffrage was conferred upon the negro in the South, not because he 
was entitled to it, not because he was qualified to exercise it properly, 
but because of certain laws passed by certain Southern States immedi- 
ately after the war, the black code, for instance, in my own State, 
which I am very glad to be able to say I voted against in the Legisla- 
ture of 1866 because I thought it was unwise. I have no vindication 
or justification of those laws to-day. I think they were as unwise as 
the laws of Massachusetts and Connecticut were unwise which carried 
people to the stake because of their religious belief and for witchcraft. 

r. HOAR. Not quite so bad as that. 

Mr. BUTLER. They were dragged at the tail of a cart through 
the streets and towns of Massachusetts because they entertained cer- 
tain opinions upon certain questions, I think that one perhaps was as 
unwise as the other, and I am inclined to think that we can properly 

lead the statute of limitations upon all of them. But, as I said, we 
a had an admission from the Senator from Ohio which will goa 
long way in throwing light upon any future discussion which may arise 
in this body or elsewhere upon the question of the right of the negro 
to vote in the South. 

I am not going into the history of events in my State immediately 
following the war, further than to say this, and I think it is due to my- 
self and due to those who agree with me that I should say it. When 
we surrendered our arms we did so with thefull assurance and knowl- 
edge that the victorious party had the right to dictate its terms, and 
we had nothing to do except to comply with them. That was thesen- 
timent and feeling which actuated every man who bore arms in the 
South. So, when Mr. Andrew Johnson sent his messengers to the South 
and said, ‘ You have failed, and here are the terms upon which you 
shall be restored to your rights in the Union; among them are that 
you shall convene in convention, rescind and revoke the ordinance ot 
secession, recognize the emancipation and freedom of your slaves, and 
you shall come back into the Union,” so far as my own State is con- 
cerned I know that that was done, and done freely and willingly and 
honestly; and I know that the Legislature which followed in 1866, of 
which I was a member, was influenced by no other consideration than 
that of conforming to tbe letter to whatever terms the victorious North 
might have imposed upon us. If expatriation, if execution had fol- 
lowed, I should have expected and submitted to it without a murmur. 
Isay that was the feeling of every man who had the interests of his coun- 
try at heart, who acknowledged that he had failed, who felt that he had 
failed, and now he must conform to what was dictated to him by the 
conquering power. : 

That was the attitude. Mr. Andrew Johnson, a Republican Vice- 
President, succeeded to the Presidency by a crime which sent a thrill 
of horror through the South. When Mr. Andrew Johnson, occupying 
that attitude, Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy of the United 
States, said to the disbanded military of the Confederate States, ‘‘ You 
must do so and so and you shall be recognized as equals,” then, I in- 
sist, one of the most unfortunate days that ever came over this country, 
North or South, was that which brought about a conflict between the 
Chief Executive and the legislative department of the United States, 
Mr. Andrew Johnson insisting that ‘my policy ’’ shall be carried out in 
the South, saying to us, “This is my policy; I say as Commander-in- 
Chief of the United States that this shall be the settlement upon which 
you are to return.” When I acquiesced in that I was met by a conflict 
between himself and the legislative department of the Government, 
which had in the mean time inaugurated another policy for the settle- 
ment of the issues growing out of the war, and between the upper and 
the nether millstone of Executive policies on one side and legislative 
policies on the other the South was ground to powder. 

The reconstruction followed; the fourteenth and fifteenth amend- 
ments followed. Mr. President, I should not have had the slightest 
trouble, and I do not believe any man in the South would have had the 
slightest trouble, in conforming to the requirements of those twoamend- 
ments but for the fact that we were admonished and enjoined and be- 
sought by the President of the United States not to accept them. “My 
policy shall prevail.” As I said, we were ground between these two 
co powers. 


Then comes the Senator from Ohio and says that because under John- 
son’s system of reconstruction you passed certain laws which paa 
put the negroes back into slavery, which Mr. Johnson approved in ef- 
fect, if not in terms, we were compelled to give to the negro the fran- 
chise, the suffrage, not because he was entitled to it, not because he 
deserved it, not because he was qualified for it, but because, forsooth, 
you passed certain laws which infringed his rights, you people of the 
South, situated as I bave described, are responsible for all the evils of 
which you complain; the class of people whom we, in effect, admit 
were not fit to exercise the right of suffrage are not allowed now to 
exercise that right; you deprive them of the right to vote by fraud 
and intimidation, and yet you have all the power which the increased 
representation gives you in the national councils. 

Without meaning to recriminate upon anybody, it seems to me that 
those positions are inconsistent the one with the other. Let me say 
to the Senator from Ohio that when you people of the North give the 
negro all the rights that he is entitled to under the law yon will find 
the South alongside of you. The Senator from Massachusetts smiles. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. BUTLER. He smiles; and yet in the State of Massachusetts, 
where, I forget how many there are, perhaps there are 20,000 colored 
people, there is not a member of the colored race in any office of profit 
or trust within that State, to my knowledge. There is not a colored 
man in the State of Ohio occupying a position of profit and trust that 
I now recall. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Ohio says I am mistaken. 
delighted, Mr. President, to hear him say so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I feel bound to say to the Senator that in Ohio 
there is no restriction whatever upon the right of any negro to vote, 
and we have had, «nd have now, a negro representing the second 
wealthiest city of our State in the Legislature. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am delighted to hear it. > 

Mr. SHERMAN. And we have them holding office there. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am delighted to hear that Ohio is making 


Tam 


progress. 
{Laughter and applause in the galleries.] Iam delighted, Mr. Presi- 


dent, to hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will pause. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am delighted to hear that a State which voted 
50,000 majority against the right of the negro to vote is making prog- 
ress and ing his right to hold office in that State. 

Mr. HOAR., Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will pause one mo- 
ment. The Chair takes this occasion to admonish the galleries that 
demonstrations of applause or disapproval are violations of the rules of 
the Senate. The Chair is confident that this suggestion will be suffi- 
cient to prevent a repetition of the disorder that has just occurred. 
Does the Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts ? 

Mr. BUTLER. For one moment. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to correct the statement the Senator made about 
Massachusetts, if he will permit me. , 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no restriction in Massachusetts, either in the 
constitation or in the legislation of her people, upon placing colored 
persons in important positions. We have had many excellent colored 
people in important offices, one of them lately, still, I have no doubt, a 
judge of an important court in Charlestown, several of them members 
of the Legislature, one of them a delegate-at-large to our national Re- 
publican convention; and they stand on their merits like other men. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr, President, [ am delighted to hearit. J am de- 
lighted to congratulate Massachusetts upon having made progress. 

Mr. HOAR. LI rose, if the Senator will pardon me, that he might 
make progress himself. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam making progress in a direction which perhaps 
may not be entirely agreeable to the Senator from Massachusetts. I 
congratulate Massachusetts that she is making progress. 

The Senator from Ohio says and the Senator from Massachusetts says 
that there is no law of those respective States which discriminates 
against a man on account of color, 

Mr. SHERMAN. They all vote freely. 

Mr. BUTLER. They all vote freely, but by some curious hocus- 
pocus mighty few of them hold office. How is that? There is no law 
of South Carolina, or of Mississippi, or of Louisiana, or of Georgia 
which discriminates against a man on account of his race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude, and yet in those States quite a number of 
the colored race are holding offices to-day, and one of the Southern 
States, North Carolina, is represented in the Congress of the United 
States by a colored man, So, when the Senator from Ohio and other 
Senators, rather in the style of lecture, say it is the duty of the South 
to do so and so, and then in a patronizing attitude say: ‘‘If you will 
do right towards the colored people all the friction will disappear be- 
tween the sections,” let me say to those Senators, if they will do 
right to the colored people a great deal of the friction will have dis- 


appeared. 
This very day and this very hour and for the last week the news- 
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papers have been teeming with accounts of white men in the Territory 
of Oklahoma, and Republicans among them, announcing to the world 
that if the colored people dared assert their rights to control that coun- 
try by reason of their superiority in number they would be driven out 
at the point of the bayonet. In the State of Ohio and in the State of 
Indiana I have seen within the last month accounts of outrages upon 
colored people, pursuing them to the death by white mobs, and yet, 
Mr President, I have not beard one syllable of protest, one word of 
inquiry from the Senators from those States calling upon Congress to 
ascertain whether or not the rights of American citizens have not been 
infringed. And when in conversation they are reminded of such occur- 
rences they respond by saying: ‘‘Oh, these disturbances are not polit- 
ical; they are not on account of polities; they are personal,” 

Mr. President, conflicts between the two races occur in the North as 
they occur in the South. The white man, I care not whether he isin 
Massachusetts or in South Carolina, is going to assert hisright to domi- 
nate the colored man in Ohio and Massachusetts as well as anywhere 
else. Isay this is deplorable. I join the Senator from Ohio and the 
Senator from Massachusetts in the prayer, I was about to say, that 
the time will come, and may not be long postponed, when this feeling 
shall die ont, and when the poor negro, who has been made the foot- 
ball of politicians long enough, may be left alone to work out his own 
career and fate. 

The Senator from Ohio can not, with justice and with propriety, if he 
will pardon me forsayingso, in view of the history of the past, charge upon 
the people of the South that they have intentionally and wantonly and 
disloyally nullified or abrogated or defied any law of Congress which 
the Supreme Court of the United States has admitted to be constitu- 
tional; and if the Senator had said, what I expected from one of his 
position and influence in the country, that our troubles result from 
errors on both sides, if he had admitted, which I think his position 
would have justified him in admitting, that whatever evils beset us 
now are the results of errors and mistakes on both sides, I should not 
have risen to say a word. 

I admit, und I have no hesitation in admitting, that we have made 
mi» takes in the South, but the Senator from Ohio would have the coun- 
try believe that he and those who have been instrumental in bringing 
this condition of things upon the country are infallible, and have made 
no mistakes, have committed no errors, and they have not made allow- 
ances, and he does not make them now for the difficulties which sur- 
round the people in the South, although he has said so. He has put 
the suffrage (the ballot) in the hands of those who, he himself practi- 
ca ly admits, were nottit to exercise it, and then complainsthat theSouth 
has not dealt with it as he thinks it ought to have dealt with it. 

I have not referred to these things in any spirit of acrimony, I have 
net referred to them with a view of reviving any spirit of recrimina- 
tion or animosity. I will join with the Senator from Ohio in saying 
that I believe the great body of the people of the North are kindly 
disposed to the people of the South, and I believe that that kindness 
has been very much stimulated, if I may use that expression, by the 
fact that they are sending their millions of treasure into that section for 
investment. And I will tell the Senator from Ohio another thing: when- 
ever he carries out his threat, which I understood to bea threat, of an- 
other crusade upon the South through United States supervisors and 
United States marshals to dominate elections in that region, he will 
hear a fire in his rear from those very men from the North who have 
carried their money and invested it there, for there is no nerve so sensi- 
tive as the pocket nerve, and, if he will allow me to make a prediction, 
whenever he does enter upon that crusade he will find that the very 
men to whom he has referred will be arrayed side by side, shoulder 
to shoulder, throngh evil and good report, in preserving in the South- 
ern States the same character of governments that exist there to-day, 
and why? Because they understand and know that it will be by the 
power and influence of just such governments as those that their in- 
vestments in that section can be preserved. 

. He will find that whenever he attempts, if he shall do so, to re-estab- 
lish the governments in the South which sprang from reconstruction, 
which left in their train a black mark of spoliation, of disgrace, of hu- 
miliation, which will always be a reproach upon the history of this 
country—whenever he attempts to resurrect and re-establish those 
governments in the South, as he seems anxious to do, those govern- 
ments which brought so much humiliation upon his own party, those 

vernments which were a disgrace to that era of our history, he will 

d a protest in his own State and in his own country which will cause 
him to hesitate before he carries it to its fullest extent. 

I am not apologizing for, I am not now intending to approve or vin- 
dicate or sustain any acts of violence intheSouth. I deplore and dep- 
recate them, as does every man who loves his country for the sake of 
its institutions. I would to God that we had sucha conditionof things 
that they would never occur again. But I think I am justified in say- 
ing that the more the solution of these questions is left to the people 
of that section the less they will recur. 

I speak the sentiment, I believe, of every honorable manand woman 
in that country when I say that we are far more concerned and inter- 
ested in the preservation of order and law in our midst than you can 


possibly be. I would not exchange the good order of society in the 
South for one day tor all the political power that your negro suffrage 
has given us; I would not exchange one hour of composure in that 
country, for a century of political power which the suffrage of the negro 
gave us in the South, and if I had the power to-morrow, speaking for 
myself, I would transfer every atom of it to you and wish you God- 
speed in the solution and management of it. But I do appeal to Sen- 
ators and I do appeal to the people in the North to believe us wheu 
we say that we are far more interested in an orderly, humane, honest 
settlement of this question than you can possibly be. 

The principie of justice has been suggested as one of the solutions. 
I do not know that any Senator can go further than myself in wishing 
justice to be done, We have tried to do justice to the negro as well 
as to the white man. We have tried sincerely and honestly to deal 
with this new condition of things and at the same time preserve our 
civilization and our property and our rights, but we found that the un- 
bridled license of the reconstruction governments entailed upon us by 
negro suffrage jeopardized, threatened, and well-nigh destroyed the 
peace and quiet and order of the South. 

So when we talk about justice we must not forget that there are two 
scales. The balance has two scales or two sides of the same scale, and 
we must always be careful in the administration of law that one side 
is not overloaded and burdened to raise the other out of existence and 
to destruction. 

Itis the most difficult and delicate of all duties of life to balance those 
scales equally. i repeat that we have tried to do it, and I therefore 
can not sit and patiently hear the Senator from Ohiocharge the people 
of the section from which I come as entirely responsible for whatever 
there has been of friction between the sections, and I repeat now that 
we have every disposition to see that every man has his rights, and that 
time will come if left to the solution of the people who are interested 
in it. 

I want to see the day when, as a Senator from Massachusetts said, 
the humblest citizen, whether he be white or mulatto or black, may 
enjoy his rights and freedom in his humble cot as unmolested as the 
most influential citizen of thecountry, and I want to see the time when 
the white laborer of the North may be relieved of the domination and 
power and control of the corporate and wealthy and influential employ- 
ers of the North. 

Mr. President, I really have been betrayed into saying a great 
deal more than I expected to say when I rose. I simply desired in as 
briefa mauneras I could—and I regret very much that I have detained 
the Senate as long as I have—to repel as well as I could some of the 
charges made by the Senator from Ohio, as I think, unjust to the peo- 
ple of the South. I have not gone into a great many questions which, 
perhaps, might have been discussed in connection with this subject. 
Idid not propose to do so and do not care to do so now, but I repeat 
that a great many acts were done by the people of the South soon after 
the war which can not be justified. I repeat that I think they were 
unwise, that they were perhaps the incidents of the condition of things 
which surrounded us. lmay say with equal truth, without beingactu- 
ated by a spirit of reproach, that a great many things were done by the 
people of the North which could not be justified, but which were like- 
wise the incidents of the passions which grew out of that great strug- 

ie. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there amendments in Commit- 
tee of the Whole to the bill? If there are none, the bill will be re- 
ported to the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. Does the Senator from Massachusetts desire to take the 
floor? 

Mr. HOAR. I roseto move an executive session unless some Sena- 
tor wishes to pursue this discussion, 

Mr. CALL. Before that is done—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator trom Florida rise 
to the pending bill? 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senstor from New Hampshire to yield to al- 
low me to present a resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. I only want to observe that all this seems to prove the 
absolute necessity for establishing these schools [laughter], but to be- 
gin with the babies and build up new communities all the way through. 
I do this simply tosaggest thatthe matter before the Senate is the edu- 
cation bill. These old folks can fight it out together. I hope they 
will have good fortune. Weare dealing with the babies, the rising 
generation of the future. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow the pend- 
ing bill to be laid aside informally ? 

Mr. BLAIR. What does the Senator desire? 

Mr. CALL. I wish to present a resolution, and I ask the Senator 
to allow me to do so. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection if the education bill is not to be 
further discussed now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire claim the fioor in his own right? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not care to hold the floor now. 
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Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator to allow me to offer a resolution, in 
order that it may be printed and lie upon the table, 

Mr. HOAR, Ifthe Senator means to offer the same resolution which 
was partially read some time ago, I can not yield for that purpose, as I 
deem it out of order in open session. 

Mr. CALL. ~ I wish to have read from the table a notice of an amend- 
ment to the rules. I ask the Senator to allow that to be presented. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate do now to the consideration of executive 
business. Does he yield further to the Senator from Florida ? 

Mr, HOAR. I do not. 

Mr. HAMPTON. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to with- 
hold his motion for a moment for the purpose of allowing me to make 
a motion to reconsider the vote by which a bill reported from the Mil- 
itary Committee by mea few days ago was indefinitely postponed and 
have it placed upon the Calendar? 

Mr. HOAR. Imake no objection. 

WILLIAM W. WEBB. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be reported. 

Mr. HAMPTON. It is the bill (S. 1805) for the relief of William 
W. Webb. I have been requested to have that bill placed upon the 
Calendar and Jet the report be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the bill was in- 
definitely postponed will be reconsidered and the bill placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee, if there be no objec- 
tion. The Chair hears none. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
sa that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive 

usiness, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 57 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, March 14, 
1890, at 12 o’clock m, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 13, 1890. 
CHIEF-JUSTICE, ARIZONA. 

Henry C. Gooding, of Indiana, to be chief-justice of the supreme court 

of the Territory of Arizona, vice James H. Wright, to be removed. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

Alexander Ramsey Nininger, of Alabama, to be marshal of the United 
States for the northern district of Alabama, vice Arthur H. Keller, re- 
signed. 

FIRST DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 

Andrew Davidson, of Cooperstown, N. Y., to be First Deputy Com- 

missioner of Pensions, vice Hiram Smith, jr., resigned. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Robert Waugh, of Mount Pleasant, Iowa, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Uintah and Ouray agency (consolidated), in Utah, vice Timothy 
A. Byrnes, to be removed. 

SUPERVISOR OF CENSUS. 

Pedro Sanchez, of Taos, N. Mex., to be supervisor of census for the 

census district of New Mexico, vice Horatio O. Ladd, declined. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Joseph H. Hughes, of Cheney, Wash., to be receiver of public moneys 

at Spokane Falls, Wash., vice Leonard B. Cornell, to be removed, 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Franklin Sweet, of Clarks, Nebr., to be register of the land office at 
Grand Island, Nebr., vice John G. Higgins, whose term of office will 
expire March 17, 1890. 

POSTMASTERS, 

John Sherman Cady, to be postmaster at Sonora, in the county of 
Tuolumne and State of California, in the place of Thomas Leonard, 
removed. 

John Calder, to be postmaster at Willow, in the county of Colusa and 
State of California, in the place of Joteph E. Putman, whose commis- 
sion expires March 29, 1880. 

John G. Joy, to be postmaster at Salinas, in the county of Monterey 
and State of California, in the place of William V. McGarry, whose 
commission expires April 6, 1890, 

Thomas Kelley, to be postmaster at San José, in the county of Santa 
Clara and State of California, in the place of Samuel H. Wagener, 
whose commission expires April 20, 1890. 

James C. Conkling, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county of 
Sangamon and State of Illinois, in the place of Henry W. Clendennin, 
removed. : 


William H. Ward, to be at Salem, in the county of Wash- 

a and State of Indiana, in the place of John D. Alvis, removed. 

ward B. Cousins, to be postmaster at Audubon, in the county of 
oe and State of Iowa, in the place of Robert M. Carpenter, re- 
mov 

Charles H. Talmadge, to be postmaster at West Union, in the county 
of vs Sand and State of Lowa, in the place of William McClintock, re- 
movi 

Asias Willison, to be postmaster at Creston, in the county of Union 
and State of Iowa, in the place of 8. R. Davis, resigned. 

Clark Conkling, to be postmaster at Lyons, in the county of Rice 
and State of Kansas, in the place of George W. Clark, whose commis- 
sion expires April 14, 1890. 

William H. Overby, to be postmaster at Henderson, in the county of 
Henderson and State of Kentucky, in the place of Robert E. Cook, 
whose commission expires April 16, 1890, 

Miss Ovie Smedley, to be postmaster at Harrodsburgh, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Kentucky, in the place of Mrs. Jamesetta H, 
Dixon, whose commission expires April 14, 1590, 

Charles T. Drake, to be postmaster at Stoughton, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Edward F. Capen, 
whose commission expires March 29, 1890. 

Gottlieb Schmidt, to be postmaster at New Ulm, in the county of 
Brown and State of Minnesota, in the place of Francis Baasen, whose 
commission expired January 13, 1890. 

Martin K. Barkley, to be postmaster at Nevada, in the county of 
Vernon and State of Missouri, in the place of William McCrudden, re- 
moved, 

Thomas J. Whiteman, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Missouri, in the place of John B. Jewell, re 
moved. 

Charles W. Seyde, to be postmaster at Miles City, in the county of 
Custer and State of Montana, in the place of John McAusland, whose 
commission expired March 12, 1890. 

George G. Roe, to be postmaster at Clyde, in the connty of Wayne 
and State of New York, in the place of Lathrop S. Taylor, resigned. 

John Waller, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the county of Sulli- 
van and State of New York, in the place of Mrs, Amanda Quinlan, 
whose commission expired January 27, 1890. 

Alfred H. Breese, to be postmaster at Monnt Gilead, in the county 
of Morrow and State of Ohio, in place of James S. Cooper, removed. 

Daniel H. Hensley, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county of 
Butler and State of Ohio, in the place of John E. Lohman, removed, 

Jeremiah Kerr, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the connty of High- 
land and State of Ohio, in the place of Albert M. Mackerly, whose_ 
commission expires April 6, 1890. 

Henry H. Williams, to be postmaster at Urbana, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Ohio, in the place of Samuel L. P, Stone, whose 
commission expired March 12, 1890, 

John M. Lewis, to be postmaster at East Portland, in the county of 
suena and Stateof Oregon, in the place of William B. Welch, re- 
si $ 

gees N. Brice, to be postmaster at Sunbury, in the county of 
Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Jacob E. 
Eichholtz, whose commission expired February 10, 1890. 

Eugene W. Davies, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of 
Bradiord and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Henry C. Baird, 
whose commission expires March 29, 1890. 

John M. Blakely, to be postmaster at Rapid City, in the county of 
Pennington and State of South Dakota, in the place of Gustavus 
Schnasse, whose commission expired March 12, 1890. 

Charles 8. Moss, to be postmaster at Franklin, inthe county of Will- 
iamson and State of Tennessee, in the place of Thomas E. Haynes, - 
whose commission expired March 3, 1890. 

Frederick W. Childs, to be postmaster at Brattleborough, in the 
county of Windham and State of Vermont, whose commission expired 
January 27, 1890. 

Richard E. Griffith, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county of 
Frederick and State of Virginia, in the place of Bruce Gibson, whose 
commission expires April 15, 1890. 

James A. Davis, to be postmaster at Morgantown, in the county of 
Monongalia and State of West Virginia, in the place of Adam DL. Nye, 
whose commission expires April 6, 1890, 

Thomas Reed, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county of Marion 
and State of West Virginia, in the place of Newton S. Barns, whose 
commission expired February 17, 1890. 

Joseph Harris, jr., to be postmaster at Sturgeon Bay, in the county 
of Door and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Gideon W. Allen, re- 
moved. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn by the President March 13,1890. 


Charles C. Austin, to be marshal of the United States for the north 
ern district of Alabama. 
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x CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 13, 1890. 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. 
William Burgess, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United States 
at Tunstall. 
James A. Wood, of New Hampshire, to be consul of the United 
States at Sherbrooke, 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 


Pay Department. 
Lieut. Col. William Smith, Deputy Paymaster-General, to be Pay- 
master-General with the rank of brigadier-general. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Edward C. Duncan, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Beaufort, in the State of North Carolina. 

Alfred C. Barwick, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Burlington, in the State of New Jersey. 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Patrick H. McCaull, of Virginia, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the sixth district of Virginia. 

James D. Brady, of Virginia, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the second district of Virginia. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John T. Carlin, of Bozeman, Mont., to be receiver of public moneys 

at Bozeman, Mont. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Eddy F. Ferris, of Bozeman, Mont., to be register of the land office 

at Bozeman, Mont. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF MONTANA. 

George O. Eaton, of Gardiner, Mont., to besurveyor-general of Mon- 

tana. q 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

Peter A. Williams, of Florida, to be marshal of the United States for 

the southern district of Florida. 
POSTMASTERS. 

George N. Bradley, to be postmaster at Guilford, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

Thornton E. Jacobs, to be postmaster at Shreveport, in the parish 
of Caddo and State of Louisiana. 

A D. Welty, to be postmaster at Greensburgh, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

Mrs. Josephine Reid, to be postmaster at Connellsville, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. 

John A. Gilleland, to be postmaster at Allegheny, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Owen Fowler, to be postmaster at Freeland, in the county of Luzerne 
and State of Pennsylvania. 

Andrew H. Bowman, to be postmaster at Tompkinsville, in the county 
of ‘ichmond and State of New York. 

Joseph H. Toms, to be postmaster at Beverly, in the county of Bur- 
lington and State of New Jersey. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 13, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to present the following correc- 
tion of reference. The bill (H. R. 3889) to restrict the sale of convict- 
made goods was referred to the Committee on Labor, and by that com- 
mittee reported back for reference to the Committee on Commerce, In 
the absence of objection, the change of reference will be made. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SACRAMENTO, CAL, 


Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee o! the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
farther consideration of the bill (S. 1477) to increase the appropriation 
for the erection of a public building at Sacramento, Cal., and put the 
same upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill be read, subject to the right of objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

‘Son AIEE Is there objection to the present consideration òf 

e ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask the regular order. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Will the gentleman consent to withhold his de- 
mand for the regular order and allow me to make astatement showing 
the necessity for this action ? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Reserving the right, I have 
no objection. 

Mr. MCKENNA, Mr. Speaker, the first appropriation for this build- 
ing was made in the Forty-eighth Congress and amounted to $100,000, 
of which amount $30,000 was expended in the purchase of a site. The 
site was insufficient, however, because of the fact that it left the build- 
ing exposed to fire from adjacent buildings and did not accommodate 
the approaches to it. It was necessary, therefore, to expend a further 
sum for the purchase of the site. An opportunity was given to the 
Government to purchase cheaply, and the citizens of the city stepped 
forward and purchased the land themselves, holding it for the Govern- 
ment, the Government being allowed to purchase it at the same price. 
In the last Congress $50,000 extra was appropriated, of which $10,- 
000 was used for the purchase of the extra site. Now, in the plans of 
the Architect there was a mistake made which did not provide for a 
foundation. Further than that it was discovered that an old slough 
had diagonally across the site, and it was necessary to go below 
the slough in order to secure a proper foundation. This required the 
expenditure of $18,000 more. 

The Architect reports that he can not erecta proper building there 
for this sum; and I hope, sincerely, that the gentleman from Kentucky 
will withdraw his objection and allow the bill to be considered at this 
time. If there is any amendment which the gentleman deems neces- 
sary to protect the interests of the Government I hope he will present 
it. I will state that this is identically the sama as the House bill. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not know of anybody I 
would like to gratify more than my friend from California; but inas- 
much as this day has been set apart for a particular order, a special 
work, I feel that we ought not to devote it to the consideration of any 
other propositions, 

Mr. MCKENNA. But if this encroaches in the least degree upon the 
time fixed for the consideration of that measure to which the gentle- 
man refers I will withdraw it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But the trouble is if that bill 
is allowed to p in by unanimous consent, another from this side of 
the House will necessarily come up, and I think, therefore, these had 
better go over until some time when the House is not engaged ina 
special order. 

Mr. MCKENNA. As I understand, then, the objection of the gentle- 
man is only temporary, and that this afternoon he will not insist upon 


t. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I should not like to commit 
myself to such an by ATS as that, for I do not know what a day or 
an hour may bring forth. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
PACIFIO RAILROAD SECURITIES HELD BY THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads to submit the following resolution and ask its im- 
mediate consideration, 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to the right 
of objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the tdmen Bog hereby requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, to inform the House of Representatives, at as 
early a date as practicable, whether the Government of the United States is the 
owner or holder of any of the first-mortgage securities of any of the Pacific rail- 
road companies which were aided by the Government, and, if so, the amount 
of such securities held or owned by the Government, when, and in what man- 
ner, and by what authority the same were acquired. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not object to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion, but suggest to the gentleman that when calling upon the head of 
a Department for information it is not customary to employ the words 
‘t if not incompatible with the public interest.” Itis for the House to 
determine whether it is proper that such information should be fur- 
nished or not. In requesting information from the President it is en- 
tirely proper that these words should be incorporated, but when call- 
ing for such information from the head of a Department they should 
be omitted. Irefer to the words “if notincompatible with the public 
interest.” 

Mr. DALZELL. Ihave no objection to striking them out. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. ROGERS, Is that the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Mr. ROGERS. The regular order has been called for. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman call for the regular order? 
Mr. ROGERS. I demand the regular order. 

DENISON AND WASHITA VALLEY RAILROAD. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour, which be- 
gins at 12 o’clock and 20 minutes, and the call rests with the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, When the hour expired on yesterday the House 
was dividing on the demand for the previous question on the bill (H. 
R. 856) to amend section 1 and section 9 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize the Denisonand Washita Valley Railway Company toconstruct 


and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
pase approved July 1, 1886, and the question recurs on the demand 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the word “own” in the twelfth line of the bill. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be en- 

and read a third time, 

Mr. PERKINS. I believe there is a committee amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That has been already adopted. 

‘The bill as amended was ordered to been and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pesed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS MILLE LACS INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. PERKINS. I call up for consideration the bill which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7754) granting right of way to Little Falls, Mille Lacs and Lake 
Superior Railroad across Mille Lacs Indian reservation, 

Beit enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted tothe Little Falls, Mille Lacs 
and Lake Superior Railway Company, a corporation organ: existing 
under the laws of the State of Minnesota, and its sone right of way for 
the construction of a railroad through the Mille Lacs Indian reservation in 
said State. Such right of way shall be 75 feet in width on each side of the cen- 
tral line of said railroad, and said company shall also have the right to take, 
from the lands adjacent to the line of said road, material, stones, and earth 
necessary for the construction of said railroad ; also grounds adjacent to such 
right of way for station buiidings, depots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turnouts, 
and water-stations, not to exceed in amount 300 feet in width and 3,000 feet in 
length for each station to the extent of two stations within the limits of said 
re on. 

Sro. 2. That before said railroad shall be constructed through any land, claim, 
or improvement held by individual occupants, according to any ies or laws 
oft e United States, compensation shall be made to such oceupant or claimant 
for all property to be taken or d done by reason of the construction of 
said railroad. In case of failure to e satisfactory settlement with any such 
claimant the just compensation shall be determined as provided for by the laws 
of Minnesota enacted forthe settlement of like con‘roversies in such cases, The 
amount of damage resulting to the Mille Lacs Indians in their tribal capacity, 
by reason of the construction of said railroad through such lands of the reser 
vation as are not occupied in severalty, shall be ascertained in such manner as 
the Secretary of the Interior may direct and be subject to his final approval; 
but no right of any kind shall vest in said railwa esos pena f in or toany partof 
the right of way herein provided for until plats thereof, made upon actual sur- 
vey forthe definite location of such railroad, and including grounds for station 
buildings, depots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turnouts, and water-stations, shall 
have been approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and until the compensa- 
tion aforesaid shall have been fixed and paid and the consent of the Indians on 
said reservation as to the amount of said compe n shall have been first 
obtained in a manner satisfactory to the Secretary of the Interior. Said com- 
pany is hereby authorized to enter upon such reservation for the purpose of 
surveying and locating its line of railroad: Provided, That said railroad shall be 
located, constructed, and operated with due regard to the rights of the Indians, 
and under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior shal! pre- 
scribe: Provided, That no part of the lands herein authorized to be taken shall 
be leased or sold by the company.and they shall not be used exceptin such man- 
ner and for eta rhe pee only as shall be necessary for the construction and 
convenient operation of said railway, telegraph, and telephone lines, and when 
any portion thereof sh dl cease to be used, such portion shall revert to the na- 
tion or tribe of Indians from which the same shall have been taken. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALE OF CROW INDIAN RESERVATION, MONTANA. 


Mr. PERKINS. I now call up the following bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to proceed forthwith, by such agents or commissioners as 
he may appoint, not to exceed three in number, ata reas nable compensation 
to be fixed by him, to negotiate with the Crow tribe of Indians, in the State of 
Montana, for the purchase from them bi the United States of all that portion of 
their reservation vie south of the Yellowstone River and west of the summit 
of the divide between Prior Creek and Clark's Fork River, in said State, and to 
procure the most favorable Pete yee at which the said Crow Indians will sell 
the lands aforesaid to the United and submit the same to Congress at 
ur Etra k practicable moment in the form of an agreement, subject to ratifi- 
cation by-Con; 

Sec. 2. That such sum of money as may be necessary to carry out the provis- 
ions of this act, not to exceed $5,000, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and the same shall be disbursed, 
upon the order of the Secretary of the Interior, for the purposes aforesaid. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, that bill can not be on the House 
endar. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand how it can be there 


either. 
Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that this 


is improperly on the House Calendar, and can not properly be consid- 
ered in the morning hour, 2 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed from the Clerk’s desk that 
the bill has already been transferred to the Union Calendar, and was 
therefore not properly on the House Calendar. 

Mr. PERKINS. I had overlooked the fact that it makes an appro- 

riation, 
x Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be cons:dered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The only way in which unanimous consent can 
be obtained would be for the gentleman from Texas to withdraw the 
point of order. z 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the gentleman from Texas to withdraw his 
point of order, so that this bill may be considered; and I will make a 
statement which I believe will prove satisfactory to the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. KILGORE. While the committee have the right of way, I do 
not think they ought to interfere with the business that would properly 
come up for consideration in the morning hour. 

Mr. CARTER. This will not require any debate, I will state to the 
gentleman from Texas, 

Mr. KILGORE. But it willinterfere with the business that should 
be considered in the morning hour. 

Mr. CARTER. I will state te the gentleman from Texas that it has 
been favorably reported by the committee. 

Mr. KILGORE. It will necessitate going into Committee of the 
Whole, and that will involve the consumption of more time. I demand 
the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas declines to withdraw 
his point of order. - 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PERKINS. I call up now the bill (H. R. 347) to grant the right 
of way to the Galena, Guthrie and Western Railway Company through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 347) to grant the right of way to the Galena, Guthrie and Western 
Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, that bill is very long, as all these 
bills pertaining to granting right of way through the Indian Territory 
are, because of the many provisions in them for the purpose of protect- 
ing the rights of the Indians and all others, and providing for forfeit- 
ures. I therefore ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of the bill. It is unanimously reported by the committee, and has 
every safeguard in it that we have heretofore incorporated in these 
bills. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to ask my colleague 
whether this bill makes any grants of ownership. 

Mr. McCREARY, I ask for the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bei enacted, elc., That the Galena, Guthrie and Western Railway Company, 
a corporation created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Kansas, 
be, and the same is hereby, invested and empowered with the right of locating, 
constructing, owning, equipping, operating, using, and maintaining a railway, 
telegraph, and telephone line through the Indian Territory, beginning at any 

int to be sel by said railway company on the south line of the State of 

ansas, in the county of Cherokee, at or near the southwest corner of lot num- 
bered 3, section numbered 14,township number 35, range number 2! east of 
the sixth principal meridian, and running thence by the most practicable route 
through the Indian Territory to the west line thereof, via, at, or near Guthrie 
and Kingfisher or Lisbon, Indian Territory, with the right to construct, use, and 
maintain such tracks, turn-outs, sidings, and extensions as said company may 
de- m to their interest to construct along and upon the right of way and depot 
grounds herein provided for. 

Src. 2. That said company is authorized to take and use, for all purposes ofa 
railway and for no other purpose, a right of way 100 feet in width through said 
Territory, and to take and use a strip of laud 200 feet in width, with a length of 
3,000 feet in addition to right of way, for stations, for every 10 miles of the road, 
with the right to use additional ground where there are beavy cuts or fills as 
may be eroprong i for the construction and maintenance of the road-bed, not ex- 
ceeding 100 feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as much th 
as wey be included in said cut or fill: Provided, That no more than said addi- 
tion of land shall be taken for any one station: And provided furiher, That no 
part of the lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold by the 
company; and they shall not be used except in such manner and for such pur- 
poses only as be necessary for the construction and convenient operation 
of said railway, telegraph, and telephone lines, and when any portion thereof 
shall cease to be used, such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of Indians 
from which the same shull have been taken. 

Src. 3. That before said railway shall be constructed through any lands held 
by individual occupants according to the laws, customs, aud usages of rom Å 
tribe of the Indians, nations, or tribes through which it may be constru Š 
full and complete compensation f hall be made to such occupant forall property 
to be taken or done by reason of the construction of said railway. In 
case of failure to make amicable settlement with any occupant, such compensa- 
tion shall be determined by the appointment of three disinterested referees, to 
be appointed, one (who shall act as chairman) by the President of ‘he United 
States. one by the chief of the nation to which such occupant belongs and one 
by said railway company, who, before entering upon the duties of their ap- 
Pass, shall take and subscribe, before a district judge, clerk of a court, or 

nited States commissioner, an oath that they will fai ully and impartially 
discharge the duties of their appointment, which oaths duly certified shall be 
returned with their award to, and filed with, the Secretary of the Interior 
within sixty days from the completion thereof, and a majority of said referees 
shall be competent to act in case of the absence of a member, after due notice; 
and upon the failure of either party to make such appointment within thirty 
days after the appointment made by the President, the vacancy shall be filled 
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by the judge of the United States court of the district of Lope“ upon the 
br aslo pe of the other party the chairman of said board appoint the 
eand place for all hearings within the nation to which said occupant be- 
longs. Each of said referees s! receive for services the sum of $ per 
day for each day they are en: in the trial of any case submitted to them 
under this act, with mileage at five cents per mile. itnesses shall receive the 
usual fees allowed by the courts of said nation; poaperty bays peep 
of the referees, shall be made a part of the award and be said railway 
company, In ease the referees can not agree, then any twoof them are author- 
ized to make the award; either party being dissatisfied with the finding of the 
referees shall have the right, within ninety daysafter making of the award and 
notice of the same, to a J by original petition tothe courts of the Indian Ter- 
ritory at Muscogee,which court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine 
the subject-matter of said petition according to the laws of the State of Kansas, 
provid g for determining the damage when property is taken for railroad pur- 
poses. Ifupon the hearing of said appeal the ju entof the courtshal! be for 
a larger sum than the award of the referees, the costs of said appeal shall be 
adjudged against the railroad company. If the judgment of the court shall be 
for the same sum or less than the award of the referees, then the cost shall be 
adjudged against the appellant; when pr haye been commenced in 
court the railway company shall pay double the amount of the award into court 
. to abide the go aamont thereof, and then have the right to enter spon the prop- 
erty songht to be condemned and proceed with the construction of the railroad. 
Sec. 4. That said railway company shall not charge the inhabitants of said 
Territory a greater rate of fi ù than the rates authorized by laws of Kansas 
for services or transportation of the same kind: Provided, That parengor rates 
on said railway shail not exceed 3 cents per mile, Congress reservin e right 
to a peir the charges for freightand pasesouces on said railway messages 
on said telegraph and telephone lines until a State government shall be author- 
ized to fix and oy beg the cost of transportation of persons and freight within 
its respective limits by said railway com y, but Congress expressly reserves 
the right to fix and regulate at all times cost of such transportation by said 
railway company whenever such transportation shall extend from one State 
ne ec apy or ee ee more than ne a Eronda, poen That 
rate of such transportat passengers, local or interstate, s not ex- 
“ceed the rates above expressed: And i further, said railway com- 
pany shall the mail at such prices as Congress may by law provide, and 
until re rate is fixed by law the Postmaster-General may fix the rate of com- 
jon. 


Suc.5, That said railway company shall pay tothe Secretary of the Interior, 
for the benefit of the particular nation or tribe through whose lands said line 
may be , the sum of 960, in addition to compensation provided for in this 
aot, for property taken and damages done to individual oceupants by the con- 
struction of the railway for each mile of railway thatit may construct in said 
Territory; said ment to be made in installments of $1,250 as each working 
section of 25 miles of road is graded; Provided, That if the general council of 
eitherof the nations or tribes through whose lands said railway may be located 
shall, within four months after filing ofthe maps of definite location as set forth 
in section 6 of this act, dissent from allowance for in th 
and shall certify 


aron said railway as it may deem just and proper for their benefit, and any Ter- 
tory or State hereafter formed through which said railway shall have been es- 
tablished may exercise the like powers as to such part 
be within its limits. Said railway company shall have the right to survey and 
locate its railway immediately alter the passage of this act. 

Src, 6. That said Ea mag shall cause showing the route of its located 
line through said Territory, to be filed in the offi eof the of the In- 
terior, and atso to be filed in the office of the principal chief of the nations or 
tribes th: h whose lands said railway may be located, and afler filing said 
maps no m for a su uent settlement and improvement upon the right of 
way shown by said maps l be valid as against said company: Provided, That 
when a map showing any portion of said railway company’s located line is filed, 
as herein provided for, said company shall commence ing said located line 
within one r therexfter or location shall be void, and said location shall 

- be approved by the Secretary of the Interior in sections of 25 miles before con- 
struction of any such section shall be begun. 

Sec, 7. That the officers, servants, and apige of said compan 


be established 
of the Interior in accordance with said intercourse laws. 
States circuit and district courts for the Indian Ter- 


necessary to carry out the provisions of this act. 
Sec, 9. That the said yailway company shall build atleast 100 miles of its rail- 
years after the passage of this act, and com- 
plete main line of the same within one year thereafter, or the right herein granted 


construct and maintain continually all fences, roads, and highway crossings, 
and m bridges over said railway wherever said roads and highways do 
Oe nang Erni Aas cross said railway’s right of way, or may be by the proper 


accept this right of way upon the express condition, binding upon itself, its suc- 
cessors and a si that the 


Sec. 11, Thatall mortgages executed by said company conveying any portion 
of its railway, with the franchises, that may be constructed in said Indian Terri- 
tory. in the Department of the Interior, and the record thereof 
shall be evidence and notice of their exeoution, and shall convey all rights and 
properties of said company as therein expressed. z 

Sec, 12. That Congress ay 4 at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act, and 
the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not be songas or transferred 
in any way or form whatever prior to the construction and completion of the 
road, except as to mortgages or other liens that may be given or secured thereon 
to aid in the construction thereof. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question is upon the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the fol- 
lowing amendments, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 1, line 6, strike out the word “owning;* and in section 2, line 4, 
strike out “two” and insert the word *‘one.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. On the first amendment, if the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill is willing to accept it, I have nothing to 
say; otherwise I wish to discuss the matter. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the amendment ought 
not to prevail, and for that reason I yield to the gentleman that he may 
debate it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the first amendment is 
as to the power conferred upon these corporations by Congress. There 
has, in this bill and the one that was considered yesterday, been in- 
troduced an entirely new proposition so far as I know anything about 
grants made by Congress to railroad companies, namely, the proposi- 
tion of expressly giving to them ownership of therailways. In theacts 
of 1862-1864, the Pacific railway acts,in the Northern Pacific acts, in any 
acts that Congress has passed unless it may be within the last year or 
so, there never yet has been any railway company which has proposed 
a bill to Congress asking Congress to grant it the ownership of the 
highway. The reason for all that is this: A railway can only be built 
by the exercise of eminent domain. Domain is the high power of the 
sovereign alone, and can only be used upon the property of an individ- 
ual for the acquisition of private property for public use. It has been 
held long ago in England that the king could not cxercise eminent do- 
main for the purpose of acquiring property for his own use. It must 
be for the use of the state; and if private property be not acquired for, 
the use of the state, then it can not be acquired at all under eminent 
domain, for the reason that the state can not take the property of a 
private individual and give that property to another private person. 
The whole philosophy of the acquisition of property for public needs 
rests upon the theory of eminent domain; that the property taken is 
taken for a public use; and it has always been held that a railroad is 


‘and must be a public highway, because the Government can not take 


the property of a private individual and give it to some other private 
individual to be used as private property. ` 

If you will consult Redfield on Railway Law, or Pierce or Schouler 
or, I think, Cooley, I risk the statement that you will everywhere find 
it held that a railway company does not acquire the ownership of the 
highway, because it is a public highway, but that it does acquire two 
franchises: First, the franchise of collecting tolls for the use of a public 
road, and, second, the franchise of collecting reasonable rates where 
the company acts as the carrier over that public highway. Now, this 
bill proposes to wipe out all of the land-marks as to public highways 
and as to the exercise of eminent domain, and it does it by inserting 
this word ‘‘owning.’’ The grant to this company is in the following 
language: 


And the same is hereby invested and empowered with the right of locating, 
constructing, owning, etc, 

Now, there is no old grant of this kind which contains that word 
“ owning,” and if it be omitted, then the clause will read: 

And the same is hereby invested and empowered with the right of locating, 
constructing, equipping, operating. using,and maintaining a railway, telegrap 
and telephone line through the Indian Territory. 

How much more power can you give themthan that? Wherein lies 
the necessity for giving them also the ownership of that which in law 
has always been recognized as a public highway, as public property, in 
which the company merely has certain franchises, namely, fran- 
chise to collect toll snd the franchise to operate. But it is proposed 
here to go beyond all that and to give this corporation expressly the 
ownership of the public highway. 

Now, I suggest to the gentleman that this is a step which ought to 
be scrutinized very carefully. If Congress proposes at this time that 
the legal status of railways shall no longer be that of public highways, 
but that they shall become the private property of the men who own 
the stock, in the same sense that a farm is private property, if that 
status be established as the law, then the score of men who to-day own 
the stocks of the great railways of the United States will, under such 
a provision, become the owners of the highways just exactly as they 
own houses on Fifth avenue. That is the legal effect of the insertion 
of this word ‘‘owning™ in the bill; and it is in order to prevent such 
legislation, to prevent such a precedent, and to preserve the rights of 
the people to the public highways that I move to strike out the word 

owning. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kansas, 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I have not examined the act granting 

wers to the Union Pacific or the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 

ut the language employed in this bill is the language employed in 
every bill of this character that has been reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs giving to railway companies the right of way through 
the Indian Territory. We simply grant to this company the right to 
build, equip, maintain, and own a railway through that Territory, with 
a telegraph and telephone line, and we do not grant to them any other 
rights or privileges than we have granted under all similar acts; and, 
if my friend will examine this bill further, he will find in it provisions 
which expressly reserve to Congress beyond question the right to regu- 
late and restrain this corporation as Congress may from time to time 
think it should be regulated and restrained. Every single right is re- 
served to the Government and we simply grant the company the right 
to maintain, equip, and own this railway, telegrapland telephone line 
through the Territory. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, in granting to this com- 
pany the right to “own” this railway Congress establishes with the 
company a contract, Now, suppose that ten years hence you under- 
take to repeal this act, then the company will set up in court the claim 
that this is a contract and that it passed to the company certain con- 
tract rights so that Congress can not do anything even though it does 
repeal the act. 

I do not know what the committee of which my friend speaks may 
have done as to other bills.. The first of these bills that attracted 
my attention was the one we had up yesterday, but if the committee 
have presented bills here granting in express terms the poling 4 of 

ublic highways to corporations, then in my humble judgment they 
ve done what Congress heretofore has never done or undertaken to 
do. Iam positive in my recollection as to the language of the Pacific 
railway act, and will embody it in my remarks. It goes on as this bill 
— up to the point where ‘‘owning’’ would naturally come in, but 
ere it 

Congress never gave the ownership of the public highway to anyone 
of these corporations that to-day are drawing the life-blood out of the 
people by extortionate freight rates, an‘ if under this act or any similar 
act ownership is to be given to adventurers, to merciless speculators, 
then I would like to know upon what legal ground or upon what other 

und the state may step in to regulate the rates. Under such leg- 
islation the railroad is no longera public highway. It is private prop- 
erty. This bill is a ruthless exercise of the power of the state to take 
the property of John Jones or James Smith from him and give it toa 
corporation. That is the.effect of it in law, and in my judgment it is 
an outrage. 

The language of the Pacific railroad act touching the grant of power 
to the corporation is as follows: 

nd d corporation utho powered - 
struct, en eh gap ow uy ont ao Breka and recente gr tad 
ete. 

So far from ‘“‘ownership’’ being granted to the company, it is re- 
served to the Government by yirtue of not being specified when all 
other items are specified. The ownership of the Pacific roads remains 
in the Government, because the company has no rights except those 
given by the charter, and ownership of the road is not one of them. 

Mr HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the amendment 
reported. 

Ene SPEAKER. It has been reported twice, but it will be again 
read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. ANDERSON, of 
Kansas, and the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Several MEMBERS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 19. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the gentieman 
from Kansas [ Mr. PERKINS] in charge of this bill to the provision in 
section 11 where this language is used: 


And the record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their execution, and 
shall convey all rights and properties of said company as therein expressed. 


That is, the record of the mortgage or mortgages that may be executed 
by the company. Now, I suggest to my friend that there should be 
added after the words *‘ therein expressed’? the words ‘‘subject tothe 
provisions of this act. Otherwise you may confer upon the mort- 
gages rights beyond those proposed to be created in the ration. 

The SPEAKER. There is an amendment pending, which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk reat as follows: 

Amend section 2, line 4, by striking out “‘two” and inserting in lieu thereof 
“one.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That amendment is in section 2, I 
do not knew that it is a matter ef very t importance, bat I want 
to call the attention of the chairman of the committee [Mr. PERKINS] 
to it. The bill proposes that there shall be a right of way 100 feet in 
width through said territory, and to take and use a strip of land 200 


in width, with a length of 3,000 feet, in addition to right of way, for 
stations.” As I understand it, that makes the grant at a station 300 
feet wide and 3,000 feet long: Is that correct? 

Mr. PERKINS, Yes; at stations. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My amendmentistostrike out “two” 
and insert ‘‘one;’’ so as to give the company its right of way 100 feet 
wide, and at stations an additional 100 feet; in other words, 200 feet 
wide by 3,009 feet long, and it seems to me that is enough. ` 


Mr. PERKINS. The provision of the bill to which my friend refers 


is one that has been incorporated in all these bills. The right of way 
granted to this company is 100 feet in width except at stations. 

The bill provides that there may be stations, one for each 10 miles; 
and where these stations are established or located it gives for depot 
purposes and right-of way purposes an additional grant—a grant 200 
feet in width and not to exceed 3,000 feet in length. The bill further 
provides that no one except operatives of the railroad company shall 
be permitted to reside upon or use the land thus given. 

I have no interest in this matter other than to secure such legisla- 
tion as may be fair and proper. If in the judgment of the House the 
bill grants too much, let it be amended. But the bill proposes simply 
to give in this case what we have given to every other company in this 
particular; and I see no reason why this company should be discrim- 
inated against by this House. 

Mr. HARE. As has been remarked by the gentleman from Kansas, 
the bill proposes to give to this company only what has been granted 
in similar cases to other companies. If the amendment now offered be 
adopted a discrimination will be made, and this company will receive 
a less privilege than has heretofore been granted to other companies, 
I submit that in order to be tair the amendment ought to be rejected. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was rejected, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by adding to section 11 the words 
“ subject to the provisions of this act.” 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PALOUSE AND SPOKANE RAILWAY. 


The next business in order, reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, was the bill (H. R. 7509) granting to the Palouse and Spo- 
kane Railway a right of way through the Nez Percé Indian reserva- 
tion in Idaho. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the right of way is hereby granted, as hereinafter set 
forth, to the Spokane and Palouse Railway Company, a corporation organized 
and existing under the laws of the State of Washington, for the extension 
of its railroad through the Nez Percé Indian reservation trom a point on the 
northern boundary of said reservation on the Potlatch Creek, in section 16, 
township 37 no: range 3 west of the Boisé meridian, in Nez Percé County, 
in the Territory of Idaho; thence extending in a southerly and southwesterly 
direction, following the valley of said Potlatch Creek to the Clear Water River; 
thence following the valley of said Clear Water River in a southwesterly direc- 
tion to the western boundary of said reserv: 

Sec. 2. That the right of way hereby granted to said company shall be 75 feet 
in width on each side of the central line of said railroad as aforesaid; and said 
company shall also have the right to take from said lands adjacent to the line 
of said road material, stone, earth, and timber necessary for the construction of 
said railroad; also ground adjacent to such right of way for station buildings, 
depots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turn-outs, and water-stations, not to exceed 
in amount 300 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for each station, to the ex- 
tent of one station for each 10 miles of road. 

Sno, 3. That it shall bethe duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amount of compensation to be paid the Indians for such right of way, and pro- 
vide the time and manner for the pet thereof, and also to ascertain and 
fix the amount of compensation to be made individual members of the tribe for 
damages sustained by them by reason of the construction of said road; but no 
right of any kind shall vest in said railway company in or toany part of the 
right of way herein provided for until plats thereof, made upon actual survey 
forthe definite location of such railroad, and including the ts for station 
buildings, depots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turn-outs, and water-stations, 
shall be filed with and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, which ap- 
provalshall be made in writing and be open for the inspection of any party in- 
terested therein, and until the compensation aforesaid has been fixed and paid ; 
and the surveys, construction, and operation of such railroad, including charges 
of transportation, shall be conducted with due regard for the rights of the In- 
dians and in accordance with such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the 
Interior may make to carry out this provision: Provided, That the consentof 
the Indians to said right of way shall be obtained u said railroad company in 
sucha manner as the Secretary of the Interior shall presoribe before any right 
under this act shall accrue to said company. 

Sec. 4. That said company shali not ot or transfer or mo this right 
of way for any purpose whatever until said road shall be comp! t Provided, 
That the company may mortgage said franchise, together withthe rolling stock, 
for money to construct and complete said road: And provided further, the 
right granted herein shall be lost and forfeited by said company unlessthe road 
is constructed and in running order across said reservation within from 
the passage of this act. 

Sec. 5. That said railway company shall accept this right of way upon the 
sere condition, binding upon itself, its successsors and assigns, that they 
will neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking towards the changing 
or extinguishing the present tenure of the Indians in their land, and will not at- 
tempt to secure from the Indian tribesany further grant of land or its occupancy 
than is hereinbefore provided: Provided, That any violation of the condition 
mentioned in this n shall operate as s forfeiture of all the rights and 
ileges of said railway company under this act. 
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Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend by striking out, in line 9 of sec- 
tion 2, the word ‘‘three’’ and inserting ‘‘two,’’ so as to vest in this 
company for depot purposes a right of way of 200 feet in width instead 
of 300 feet. I think 200 feet will be sufficient; and with this amend- 
ment the bill will correspond with other bills which have been reported 
by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move further to amend by inserting, in the blank 
in the eighth line of section 4, the words ‘‘ two years.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas that this 
bill makes a larger grant of right of way than is common. It grants 
75 feet on each side of the track of the road. I think that in general 
the amount granted for right of way has been 100 feet in all. I sug- 
gest that this bill be made to conform to ourordinary legislation in that 


respect. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Dusors], 
who introduced this bill. He may beable to state some special reasons 
why the amendment should not be adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman from Idaho proceeds, I move 
to amend by striking out ‘‘ seventy-five ” and inserting “‘ fifty ’’ in the 
second line of section 2. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. Speaker, the country through which this road 
is to run is in many places rolling and mountainous, and for that rea- 
son the right of way was made a little larger than asual. The peculiar 
character of the country was taken into consideration in framing the 
bill. Ido not think that a right of way 150 feet in width would be 
too large. 

The amendment of Mr. HoLMAN was agreed to. 

‘The bil! as amended wasordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote hy which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. > 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PERKINS. This concludes the business which our committee 
‘has the right to call up under the rule; but if there is no objection I 
would like to call up the bill which I brought to the attention of the 
Honse a few moments ago—the bill introduced by the gentleman from 
Montana [ Mr. Carter]. Iask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it proper during this 
hour to submit requests for unanimous consent. The next committee 


- in order is the Committee on Territories. 


Mr. BAKER. On behalf of the Committee on Territories, I send to 
the desk several bills which the committee desire to have considered. 
They are all short. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York must submit the 
bills one at atime. The Clerk will read the first bill submitted by 
the gentleman. 

WAGON-ROAD IN IDAHO TERRITORY. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A biil (H. R.1590) to ratify an act entitled “An act to provide for a wagon-road 
between Mount Idaho, in Idaho County, and Little Salmon Meadows, in Wash- 
ington County,” in Idaho Territory. 

Beit enacted, elc., That the act of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Idaho, passed Febru: 2, 1889, entitled “An act to provide for a n-road 
between Mount Idaho,in Idaho County, and Little Salmon Meadows, in Wash- 
ington County," be, and the same is hereby, ratified and confirmed. The time 
for the completion of said road shall be extended one year. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

"The latter motion was agreed to. 


FEES IN TERRITORIES OF NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA. 


Mr. BAKER. Iam directed by the Committee on Territories to call 
up trom the House Calendar for consideration at this time the bill (H. 
R. 3940) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to extend the fees of cer- 
tain officers over the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of the sagt Fond of the United States entitled 
“An actto late the fees and costs to be allowed clerks, marshals, and attor- 
neys of the circuit and district courts of the United States, and for other pur- 
pae approved February 26, 1853, and section 837 of the Revised Statues of the 

nited States, is extended to the Territories of Now Mexico and Arizona, and 
shall apply to the fees of all officers in such Territories, but the district attorney 
shall not, by fees and SS ee receive more than $6,000 per year, andall 
fees or moneys received by him above said amount shall be paid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishould like to inquire of the gentleman from New 
. York whether the effect of this bill is to increase the fees and salaries 
oi these officers, Before we are called upon to vote on it we should 
know what the effect of the measure is, 


p 


Mr. BAKER. Iwill yield the floor to the gentleman from Arizona 
or to the Delegate irom New Mexico to explain the bill. If they are 
not present, I will yield to the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS]. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The other States and Territories provide that the at- 
torneys’ fees shall be $6,000 a year, as the maximum, but in Arizona 
and New Mexico may are limited to $3,500 a pe There is no reason 
why the exception should be made, as there is just as much business 
done there as in the other States and Territories. This bill merely 
provides that the maximum shall be the same in Arizona and New 
Mexico. The bill was introduced by the Delegate from New Mexico 
[Mr. JOSEPH], and has been reported back from the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Are those the only two exceptions—Idaho and 
Arizona? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Not Idaho, but Arizona and New Mexico. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Those are the only two exceptions ? 


Mr. DUBOIS. I think so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is proposed to fix the fees as in the other Terri- 
tories. It proposes to limit the maximum to $6,000 a year. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The effect will be to allow the fees to reach that 
amount. The bill does not make an appropriation out of the Treasury. 

Mr. DUBOIS. It does not, but merely limits the fees to be charged. 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pesed; and also moved that the motion to ider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. © 

OKLAHOMA, 

The SPEAKER. Sixty minutes having elapsed, in accordance with 
the provisions of the resolution adopted by the House yesterday, the 
House will now resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the p of peeps, the Oklahoma 
bill, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] will take the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole, 
and wiil resume consideration of the bill (S. 895) to provide a temporary 
government for the Territory of Oklahoma, and the Clerk will read the 
a amendment, moved by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 

EEL], 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 37, after the word “act,” insert the following: 

“ Provided, That nothing herein contained shall in any way change the posses- 
sion, legal or equitable title to that part of the Indian Territory known as the 
Cherokee Outlet, and,” 

The CHAIRMAN put the question and said: The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. PEEL demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 70. 

Mr. HOOKER demanded tellers. 

ae were ordered, and Mr. HOOKER and Mr. PERKINS were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 38, 
noes 77. 


So the amendment was d to. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iask, by unanimous consent, to make a correction 
in the amendment I offered yesterday. It will be found on page 3233 


of the RECORD. I have submitted it to the gentleman in charge of the 
bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no objection to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to move the following amendment, to 
correct an error in an amendment previously offered by him and adopted 
by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the words “Indian Tonio ” the words “ or Territory created 
by this act,” and strike out the words “ d Territory” and insert the words 
“either of said Territories.” 

Mr. MCRAE. What section? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The tenth. 

The CHAIRMAN. So as to make the amendment read as follows: 

Provided, however, That no of the land embraced within the Territory 
enehy Seer shall inure to the use or benefit of any railroad corporation (ex- 
cept rights of way and land for stations heretofore granted to certain rail- 
road corporations), nor shall any provision of this act or any act of any officer 
of the United States done or performed under the provisions of this act or other- 
wise invest me A corporation owning or operating any railroad in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, or Territory created by this act, with any land or right to any land in 
either of said Territories, and this ac shall not apply to or affect any lands 
which, upon any condition, on becomiùg a part of the publicdomain, would in- 
ure to the benefit of or become the property of any railscad corporation, 


The amendment was to. z 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move the followingamendment, to come in at the 
end of the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following: 

“And any question which shall arise under this provision shall be referred b; 
the Secretary of the Interior to the Attorney-General with his opinion thereon,” 

Mr. McRAE. What section is that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Section 10. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move after the word ‘‘said,’’ in the 
eighth line of section 10, to insert ‘‘ except section 2301 of the Revised 
Statutes, which shall not apply.’’ Also insert the same after the word 
‘States’? in the thirty-fourth line. 

I ask the gentleman from Kansas in charge of the bill whether he 
has any objection to the exception of the commutation clause of the 
homestead law. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not know there is any objection to that. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I move the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 10 by adding thereto the following proviso: “ 

“Provided further, t the lands in this section » Arpan a part of the public 
domain of the United States and hereby opened to settlement are hereby cre- 
ated into a public land district, and the President is hereby em: and 
directed to locate land offices for the same in said district, and to appoint, in 
conformity with existing law, a register and receiver for said land o ; and 
for the purpose of carrying out this provision the sum of $2,500, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated.” 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman will permit me to t to him, 
I think we have already in the bill such a provision; but if as we pro- 
ceed we find there is no such provision I am perfectly willing that he 
shall have permission to return to this portion of the bill and offer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If, then, the gentleman will withhold his amend- 
ment for the present with that understanding—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me ask, is this for the establishment of a land 
office in No Man’s Land? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes. I will withhold it for the present. 

Mr. BARNES. . Chairman, I have certain amendments which I 
would like to offer to this bill, and which relate to the sections towards 
the close of the bill, namely, sections 29, 30, 36, and 37. I would like 
to have the consent of the committee to present these amendments now, 
have them read for information,and considered as pending,so that when 
the committee rises they may be reported to the House, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent to have the amendments which he suggests read, first for in- 
formation, and then considered as pending in case the sections of the 
bill to which they are applicable shall not be reached for discussion 
and amendment before the hour fixed by the House for the committee 
to rise is reached. ‘They will be read subject to the right of objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


+ Ameng podion 29 by inserting in line 13, after the word “Congress,” the fol- 
owing words: : 

“Provided, however, That the judicial tribunals of the Indian Nation shall retain 
exclusive jurisdiction in the civil and criminal cases arising within their country 
in which members of the nations, by nativity or adoption, shall be the only 
parties, or when the cause of action shall arise in the Cherokee Nation.” 

Amend section 30, line 73, of the bill by inserting, after the word “ Territory,” 
the coer dens 

“Provided, however, That the members of the five civilized nations of Indians 
shall not be subject to the said laws.” 

Amend section 30 by adding, after the word “corporations,” in line 77, the 
words "other than members of either of the civili nations of Indians.” On 
line 93, after the word ‘‘the,” insert “courts of the,” and after the word “na~ 
tions," in the same line, insert the word “ cxclusive;’'so as to make the sen- 
tence read: 

“ But nothing in this act shall be so construed as to deprive any of the courts 
of the civilized nations of exclusive jurisdiction over all cases.” 

Also amend by striking out sections 36 and 37 of the bill. 


Mr, CULBERSON, of Texas. If, as I understand the request of the 
gentleman, that these be considered as pending amendments, I ask to 
have the first one read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. They are reported now only for the information 
of the House, and the gentleman asks unanimous consent that they 
may be considered as pending. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. ask for the reading of the first amend- 
ment again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I will have to object to that unless 
the privilege is given to discus it when itis considered. That isa far- 
reaching amendment to this bill, and I would like it to be withdrawn, 
or else I shall feel compelled to withhold consent to the other amend- 
ments being offered. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is a matter for the committee to determine. 
Unanimous consent is asked. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. PERKINS. I did not understand that the consent was asked 
for present consideration. 


The CHAIRMAN. It was not. 

Mr. eae se I will withdraw the smendment just read for the 
resen 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will then regard unanimous consent 


as having been given to the pendency of the other amendments in the 
jection, the first amendment read being withdrawn. 
The Chair no objection. 

The Clerk read section 11 of the bill, as follows: 


Sec. 11. That the procedure in applications, entries, contests, and adjudications 
in the Territory of Oklahoma shail be in form and manner se 


under 
the homestead laws of the United States, and the general cloak les and pro- 
visions of the homestead laws, except as modified by ea anii ie yei of This 
act and the acts of Congress approyed March 1 and 2, 1889. heretofore men- 
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tioned in this act, shall be applicable to all entries made in said Territory. 


and no t shall bs issued to any person who is not a citizen of the United 
States at the time he makes final proof: Provided, That where the final decision 
of the Secretary of the Interior in any land contest arising in the Territory of 
Oklahoma will, in his opinion, affect a class of cases, or furnish a precedent for 
the future action of the register and receiver ofany land office therein, or of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, or of the tary of the Interior in re- 
lation thereto, the Secretary of the Interior shall, on application of the Attor- 
ney-General, on behalf of the United States, croan party to such contest, if 
made within sixty days after the rendition of such decision, cause such 

with all the papers, proofs, and documents ing thereto, tobe 

to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and the case shall there be 
tried de novo on the record thus furnished as if originally commenced therein, 
with the right ofappeal to the Supreme Court of the United States as in other 
cases, without regard to the value of the land in controversy. 


” Mr. MCRAE. Mr, Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to the 
esk. = 


The Clerk read as follows: 
EnA section ll by striking out all after the word "proof ™-in the eleventh 
ic. 


Mr. PICKLER. That is the same as my amendment, 

Mr. TARSNEY. - And mine. 

Mr. McRAE. The proviso to this section ought not to be adopted, 
and hence I have made the motion to strike it out. It is enough, I 
think, to require the settlers to satisfy the Department, without per- 
mitting the Department after years of delay and vexation to turn them 
into the courts of this city where their claims may never be decided. 
This is a departure from the well established methods of procedure in 
the Department of the Interior for adjusting such cases. There is no 
necessity for it and no good will come fromit. The mode of procedure 
in the courts and rules of evidence applicable to trials there of causes 
between individuals are not applicable to these cases, It is asystem that 
has grown up in the Departament, and unlike anything or any other 
tribunal in this country, but admirably adapted to the settlement of 
all questions arising upon applications to enter public lands. These 
questions belong to the executive department of the Government and 
it should be required to settle them in accordance with present law and 
the regulations now in force. 

We have had no trouble in the settlement of these matters hereto- 
fore except from delay, and if thisamendment is not agreed to and this 
bill ever mes law it will add to the hitherto long delays, and will 
also give an advantage to parties who are able to go to the courts over 
those who are poor and not able to follow them to this city. If they. 
must go to the courts at all, let us do them the justice and fairness to 
open the courts having jurisdiction over the litigants and the subject 
of the litigation. Why should such jurisdiction be conferred upon the 
supreme court of the District? It is a wrong upon the bona tide set- 
tlers for which there is no excuse whatever, and I am surprised that 
there is such provision in the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gentleman 
from Arkansas is identical with the one that I offered on yesterday. 
But there are other reasons why, in my opinion, that portion of the 
bill should be stricken out. 

The land laws, as at present in force, are amply sufficient for the dis- 
position and settlement of such questions as may arise under this bill 
at any time. Now, itis provided here that after a contested claim 
from Oklahoma is followed through all of the local land offices, then 
to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and, finally, to the 
Secretary of the Interior, and a decision is made by him, then that the 
parties may have the case certified to the Attorney-General of the 
United States, and have it tried here in the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. What is the object of that? Why not allow these 
people in Oklahoma to take their lands and have the contest settled as 
in any other Territory of the United States? Why should there be a 
difference in that regard? 

But, Mr. Chairman, the point about this provision, which we desire 
to strike out, is directly in the interest of these men who entered that 
Territory contrary to the President's proclamation. 

A MEMBER. The ‘‘sooners.’’ 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; the ‘‘sooners.’’ This is directly in their in- 
terest, or that is what it will result in. For, Mr. Chairman, if in the 
course of the settlement of these cases out there any one can get up a 
leading case that suits.their views, these people will see that it shall 
be placed in the supreme court of the District of Columbia. So these 
men can combine together and say to the settler, ‘‘ We will compel you 
to to the District of Columbia or you will settle with us here.” 
And so it will force the man whois unable to follow in this unnatural 
route, outside of the lines of the Land Department, in a line unprece- 
dented, it will compel him to accept their terms. I believe that there 
is no other case in such contest between claimants to public lands pro- 
vided in the States in this country, that places them in the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia. 

Another thing, Mr. Chairman: if thisobtains, if this provision is not 
amendedand such case is certified (and the ** sooners ” will have such a 
case certified without doubt), the next move will be to order the local 
land offices and the contestants in the Land Department to wait the de- 
cisions of the court; and so the settlers of Oklahoma will be compelled 
to retain possession of their land and Jaw it here at Washington in the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia. 
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Further than that, there will arise new rules of constraction. We 


are dealing with public lands outside of the lar line now; and it 
seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that there will be interminable difficulties 
that it is not necessary to burden these people with, I think that 
amendmentshould prevail, tostrike out this whole provision; and then, 

` gentlemen, you leave the people there as in other land contests, just as 
they are left in the State of Minnesota and in the States of Dakota or 
any other Western State. I do not understand why this amendment 
should appear to impose restrictions on these people. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say just a word in 
addition, and in thesame lineas the remarks submitted by the gentleman 
from South Dakota. This legislation proposed in the proviso to this 
section is certainly exceptional and unusual. It is a radical departure 
from the rule that has heretofore obtained in the administration of the 
public-land laws. I am unable to conceive of any reason why the same 
rules of administration should not govern in the disposition of the pub- 
lic Jands of the Territory of Oklahoma which obtain in the disposition 
of those lands elsewhere throughout the country. 

But I desire to call the attention of the committee especially to this 
feature: I am advised there are tracts of Jand in this Territory which 
are embraced within the corporate limits as Jaid out and defined in 
towns; that persons who entered the Territory before they were au- 
thorized te do so by the proclamation of the President, and it may be 
those who entered afterwards, who have laid claim to those lands, in 
contravention of the law, as homesteaders, are now entering contests, 
claiming the right to carry them to patent. 

Now, if this is permitted, Mr. Chairman, and if these claims can be 
carried into the Supreme Court and an adjustment of them delayed 
from year to year and almost indefinitely, the result will be that many 
people now settled upon these lands who have improved lots laid out 
upon these lands as part of a city will be compelled, in order to enjoy 
their titles and in order to utilize their titles, to go to these fraudulent 
claimants and buy them out atsuch figuresas they may beable to agree 
upon. 
Now, it seems to me, sir, in view of that condition of things, that 

this provision ought to be eliminated from this bill, and contests of 
whatever character should be initiated and prosecuted to a conclusion 
under the law which obtains in reference to all the rest of the public 


lands of the country. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Arkansas. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to be heard. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to accept theamendment of the gentleman 
from Arkansas, 

TheCHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Arkan- 
is the pending amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chair- 
man, if the gentleman from Missouri who has just addressed the com- 
mittee will suggest any amendment which will facilitate a mare speedy 
determination of every question involved, I will, so far as I am con- 
cerned, take pleasure in say gen it. 

My object in supporting Bend ape ogee is to favor such measures 
as will bring to a speedy d nation the controversies in that coun- 
try, and such a determination as will alone quiet everything—that is, a 
decision of the highest judicial tribunalin the land. Idonotthink that 
any gentleman here or any citizen of the United States can feel that 
his property rights will be jeopardized in theslightest by having a ques- 
tion relating to them submitted to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. I have differed with that distinguished tribunal on many ocea- 
sions, but these occasions have related more to questions of public pol- 
icy than to the law as it affects the rights of individuals; and I say 
here that I challenge contradiction of the statement, as to property 
rights that are involved in this country, they secure in the Supreme 
Court of the United States as near justice as can be hoped for in this 
world. Gentlemen who are afraid to trust controversies in regard to the 
laws and to homes upon the public domain to that tribunal must sug- 
gest some other way to me that will be better and further removed 

m prejudice before I will consent to deprive that great tribunal 
of the right to finally determine who is entitled to homesteads upon 
the public domain, 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Just a moment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Inamoment. Does the gentleman desire to ask 
me a question? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
to your observation, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have not concluded my remarks. I may not 
have understood the gentleman. The object of this provision is not to 
take away from these people the right to have theircases tried and not 
to transfer them tothe Supreme Court; but one case may be taken asa 
sample case: 

Provided, That where the final decision of the Secretary of the Interior in any 
land contest arisingin the Territory of Okiahoma will, in hisopinion, affecta class 


of cases or furnish ent for the future action of the and receiver 
of any land office therein, or of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 


I desire to make a reply of one moment 


States, party to such contest, if made within sixty days after 
dition of such decision, canse such case, with all the papers, proofs. and docu- 


ments pertaining thereto, to be transmitted to the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia, and the case shall there be tried de novo on the record thus fur- 
nished as if ners commenced therein, with the right of appeal to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States as in other cases, without regard to the value 
of the land in controversy. 

Now, this case must, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, 
first be such a one as to furnish a precedent in a large class of cases, 
otherwise it can not be taken to the Supreme Court in this way; and 
it is for the purpose of getting the decision of the highest court of the 
country and for the advantage of a large number of the people that this 
provision was inserted. It will entirely depend upon the discretion of 
the Secretary, because in the committee that was discussed, and the 
words ‘‘in his opinion’? were inserted, so that if he were not of the 
opinion that it reflected a large number of cases he could refuse to cer- 
tify the case to the Supreme Court. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the amendmen’ to 
strike out the last word. Ashas been said by the gentleman from South 
Dakota and the gentleman from Missouri theré can be no use whatever 
for this provisionu nless it be to enable the ‘‘sooners”’ to get their cases 
into the courts where they can freeze out, as it were, the poor men who 
have superior rights but less money. Whatis meant by a class of cases? 
What other class of people would make a case? The homestead law 
is the only public-land law that operates there, and certainly we do not 
need the supreme courts of this District and of the United States to 
settle the qualifications of applicants and to determine who applied 
first. The truth is there are certain parties who haveclaims that they 
know will not be ized by the Department and they want a chance 
to litigate and delay in the hope of getting a compromise. 

I believe that this is an effort, thongh not so intended by the com- 
mittee who reported the bill, in the interest of those who have entries 
that they made in violation of the law and of the proclamation of the 
President, It is an effort and will have the effect to drag the people 
who are contesting those claims into courts they know nothing of and 
which they can not attend by reason of the distance. Justice delayed 
is justice denied; and to tell the honest settlers in Oklahoma that they 
can only get their homesteads at the end of contests that must or may 
go to the Supreme Court of the United States is in effect denying them 
their rights. It will cost them more than their claims are worth. 

Why, sir, we all know that even individual litigants with means to 
go to that court and preemie | to warrant litigation can not get their 
cases decided within three or four years; yet instead of relieving the 
court it is proposed by this to send them a new class of cases. all 
the courts in the United States I think the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia is the least fitted for such cases. I say this not be- 
canse they are notable men and good judges, but because this court 
sitting here is composed of men who perhaps never saw an acre of 
public land, and who probably never had anything to do with a con- 
tested-land case as a court. y, I ask, does the committee come 50 
far in order to get this court? 

Mr. PETERS. If the gentleman will allow me a suggestion, the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia is as far behind with its 
business as the Supreme Court of the United States is. 

Mr. McRAE. thank the gentleman for the information. That 
being so, it will be two or three years? more delay for such cases. That 
may be the reason for selecting this tribunal. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SprrNGER] talks about the learn- 
ing and ability of the Supreme Court of the United States. No gen- 
tleman on this floor has more respect for that t court than I have, 
but I say it isa mockery upon justice to tell the settlers on the pub- 
lic lands in this new Territory that their titles must remain in dispute 
and clouded until their cases are reached upon the overcrowded docket 
of this court and decided. No, Mr. Chairman, let these people take 
their chances under the laws that were in existence at the time the 
entries were made, as other contestants must do, and abide the result. 
I repeat again that if there must be a court for this purpose give them 
a court where they live, and give them the right of trial by a jury of 
their peers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MoRAr]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont the last word. 
I want to suggest briefly that the conditions under which Oklahoma 
was settled were rather anomalous, so that what is trneof the growth, 
development, and settlement of other sections of the country is hardly 
true of Oklahoma. As is known to members of this House, the bill 
which provided that that country should be opened to settlement di- 
rected that the President of the United State should issue his proclama- 
tion and shonld designate a day and an hour at which settlers should 
be permitted to enter, to occupy, and possess these lands. Notice was 
given to all sections of the country of that fact and of that date, and 
settlers by thousands went there and waited upon the borders of the 
Territory for the time to arrive when they might enter and take pos- 
session, and, as a result, towns grew in the Territory of Oklahoma from 
nothing in the morning to a population of 10,000 when the sun went 


own. 

Nothing like it ever occurred before in the history of this country, 
and, as by one gentleman who has participated in this dis- 
cussion, contests exist there between homestead claims and town sites 
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which involve many thousands of dollars. Very important contro- 
versies exist there, involving very valuable peo , controversies in- 
ich ha 


volving, perhaps, larger values than any w ve ever heretofore 
arisen in an agricultural section of country. It was the judgment of 
the Committee on Territories considering this bill, in view of these 
conditions and facts, that certain test cases might be selected and that 
a decision might be obtained from some court of competent jurisdiction 
where these questions could be deliberately and judiciously settled, 
and settled—I will not say more intelligently, but perhaps more in 
keeping with the spirit of the institutions of our country than they 
could bein the Land Office or in the Interior Department. 

It was in that view that the committee thought it was right and fair 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior, where he found that a ease 
involved many others of a like character, so that a test case could be 
made, to permit such test case to be taken to the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, with the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States. My own judgment as a member of the committee 
was that perhaps it would be better to send such cases to the courts of 
the Territories rather than to the supreme court of the District of Co- 
umbia or the Supreme Court of the United States; but the judgment 
of the committee was that, the records being here in Washington, the 
papers being here, the evidence being here, a test case could be sent to 
the court of the District of Columbia with less trouble and less cost to 
litigants than would be involved in sending it to the courts of the Ter- 
ritories. In that view this provision was incorporated in the bill. 

Personally, I have no feeling whatever upon the subject. The com- 
mittee thought, in view of the interests involved and in view of the 
value of some of the claims in dispute, that it was but fair and right 
thatan additional investigation might be given to some of these cases as 
test cases, and a decision obtained which, as suggested, would be, ee 
haps, more in keeping with the genius and spirit of our institutions 
s decision made in the Land Office or the Interior Department. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to strike out the last word, in order that 1 
may have an opportunity to answer the gentleman’s question. : 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire toask the gentleman whether it is not trne 
that the only class of persons interested in contests, the only persons 
that can be properly denominated a class, and who might avail them- 
selves of the benetit of this provision, are the men known as “sooners?”’ 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. Who else are there? 

Mr. PERKINS. The case of any man whose rights are affected by 
an adverse decision comes under this provision, provided the Secretary 
of the Interior on reviewing the case thinks that it may be made a test 
case, that many other cases of a like class will be affected by its de- 


cision. 

Mr. PICKLER. One man would not be a ‘‘class.’? There is no 
class there except the class of ‘‘sooners.’’ 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘There are many others. 

Mr. PICKLER. Who are they? 

Mr. PERKINS. Why, the honest settlers. 

Mr. SPRINGER (to Mr. PickLER). Why, the question of priority 
of location involves more cases than the question to which you have 


Mr. PICKLER. Priority of location is the very question adjudi- 
cated i Hae Land Department more than any other question coming 
to the Department from the States and Territories. Why should we 
want a different tribunal in this case? 

Mr.SPRINGER. Because this is a different condition of things. 
The settlers there came into the Territory at a signal; people entered 
at one time all along the line for a mile. 

Mr. PICKLER.. This question of priority of location is one coming 
up in all matters of disputed settlement, 

Mr. SPRINGER. But in none like this. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I have not occu the floor to 
any extent on this bill, and I desire to say a word on thisamendment 
I have always been iu favor of the Oklahoma bill; voted for itin all its 
phare and have always been here when it was under consideration. 

ut with reference to this amendment I wish to say that with such a 
provision incorporated in the bill I certainly should hesitate to sup- 
port the measure further. 

It has been said by the chairman of the committee that the records 
concerning these land questions are here, and that a party could get 
into the courts of the District of Columbia more easily, perhaps, than 
into a courtin Oklahoma, Isit to be said that it is easier to transport 
rp wg from Oklahoma to Washington City than it is tosend transcripts 
of the records from Washington City to Oklahoma? Cheaper! Why, 
there is not a transcript in any case to be tried there that will cost 
more than from $15 to $25. Now, a man can not come here from Okla- 
homa and get back home, living in the cheapest sort of a way while 
here, for less than $100. 

Is it more in conformity with our institutions to try a man’s case 
1,400 miles away from his home than to try it where he resides? I 
hope this Government or this Congress will not assume for the Dis- 


trict of Columbia that there is more virtue and more intelligence 
here than among the people of any State or Territory of the Union. 
There is too much of this sentiment growing up in the country already. 
Unless we are to legislate solely in the interests of the rich and power- 
ful, it is time we should take into consideration somewhat the right 
of the poor man. The very circumstance detailed by the chairman of 
the committee—men going into that Territory by tens of thousands in 
a day—is a circumstance in favor of my position, We all know that 
men seeking to settle on these laids were hanging around the borders 
of that Territory until in their necessities they had disposed of almost 
everything they had except their fire-arms, They never disposed of 
them, although they were not in the South. Those men wentin there 
and entered upon their land. Now powerful corporations or wealthy 
individuals come in and undertake to contest the title to these lands 
with a poor settler who has nothing but his teams and his wife and his 
children, 

The representatives of these wealthy claimants say to this poor set- 
tler, ‘‘ We will take you to the District of Columbia, to the Supreme 
Court of the United States to determine this question."? The poor set- 
tler at once gives up to the rich and powerful contestant; thesettleris 
turned off hisland. And the Congress of the United States says, ‘* This 
is more in keeping with the genius of our institutions P? lf this prac- 
tice proceeds it will be more in keeping with the genius of our insti- 
tutions to oppress the poor in favor of the rich. 

I am entitled to say this by another circumstance, one which oc- 
curred in this House a few days ago. 

In a bill presented here establishing land offices there was a provis- 
ion by which, if a poor man had not money enough to pay his wit- 
nesses, he would be enabled to compel them to attend at the land office 
and give in their evidence. More than half the States of this Union 
have statutes of that sort: to enablea poor litigant to secure a fair trial 
by compelling the attendance of witnesses, even if he is unable to pay 
them. But that provision was stricken out of the bill in this House 
upon motion, without debate. So by the action of this House it is pro- 
vided that at the land offices in the Northwest a man who is able to 
pay his witnesses and keep them at the land office may laugh in scorn 
and derision at the poor man who is unable to pay the expense of the 
attendance of witnesses. Because he is poor the courts refuse to sum- 
mon his witnesses, the sheriff refuses to serve the process, the witnesses 
refuse to attend. And that is the judgment of this House upon the 
conduct of land contests in the Northwest, and all over the Union, so 
far as that is concerned. 

Now, there comes here an analogous proposition—a proposition that 
a litigant in any contest arising in this Territory may be compelled to 
come to this city, and to remain here at an e: of $4 a day while 
awaiting the slow processes of the courts of the District of Columbia 
and of the Supreme Court of the United States, where, as we know, 
cases remain on the docket unheard for years. We propose to say to 
the poor litigant, ‘‘ You may have your land, provided you bave money 
enough to pay for the transportation of witnesses or money enough to 
bring your transcripts here and fight your case.” Under such circum- 
stances the contest to the settler in necessitous circumstances is from 
the beginning hopeless, because he has neither the power nor the means 
nor the influence to contest his case in the courts, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strik- 
ing out thelast word. Iam unwilling to delay the passage of this bill 
by unnecessary discussion; but from reliable information coming to me 
from authentic sources I regard the feature of the bill now under dis- 
cussion as of the very highest importance, and it ought to be under- 
stood by the House in its practical effect before we determine to retain it. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] occupied the greater 
part of his five minutes in pronouncing a eulogy upon the Supreme 
Court. There is no question about the capacity of the Supreme Court 
as our highest judicial tribunal to settle these questions as they ought 
to be settled; that is a matter which isnot at issue here. This proviso 
simply proposes to change the general law as it applies to our public- 
land system throughout the entire country. 

Mr. Chairman, in the State of Kansasor Nebraska, orin any of the Ter- 
ritories of the Northwest, ifa contest should arise similar to sachas may 
arise in Oklahoma, itis tried first before the register and receiver, then 
an appeal may be taken to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
and if the party is not satisfied with his decision an appeal may be 
taken to the Secretary of the Interior, whose conclusion is final. That 
is the general law applied in the administration of our public-land sys- 
tem from one end of the country to the other, and it has been the law 
for many years. 

But here it is proposed, with reference to the public lands in the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and exclusively with reference to them, to 
authorize parties interested in land contests, after the Secretary of the 
Interior has made his decision, to carry the case to the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, where a decision may be delayed three or 
four years, with a still further right of appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, where the contest must await the slow and tedious 

of that tribunal. 


Now, what is the practical phase of this question? The gentleman 
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from Kansas in 
tiated and are now being prosecuted in which ms claiming title 
under homestead entries come in conflict, not with one, but with many 
adverse claimants whose title rests upon town-site laws, laws of the 
municipality” 

It is currently reported wherever it has found expression in this Hall, 
from authentic sources, from reliable sources, that the men who are en- 
deavoring to establish these homestead entries are persons there with 
frand upon their titles, ‘‘sooners’’ many of them are termed. 

What is going to be the result if we give them this extraordinary 
privilege? Some gentlemen here may claim a lot in one of these towns, 
and at be bronght into conflict with one of these ‘‘sooners.’’ One 
hundred men claiming one hundred titles to one hundred lots may be 
brought into conflict, and there should be some provision in order to 
avoid delay on the part of these one hundred men claiming these one 
hundred lots, and in order they may put mortgages on them if they so 
desire or may dispose of them if they so desire. Instead, these men 
are compelled to wait eight or ten years before they can obtain posses- 
sion by settling the dispute, or they must go to the ‘‘sooner’’ and make 
some contract with him by which he will quit-claim the interest he 
has to the lot or which he pretends to have to it, 

I can see no reason why we should depart from that practice, which 
has been established by long usage in the country and which has been 
approved by many years of administration, Many have gone into that 
Territory, not only without authority of law, but in defiance of the 
very letter of the law itself. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment to offer which 
I think will take precedence of the motion to strike out, as it is to per- 
fect the words to be stricken ont. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting, after the word “its,” in line 12, section 11, the following 
words: “Involving property exceeding $5,000 in value." 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I think there is some good reason 
for an appeal in certain cases, but the great objection which has been 
made, and the great objection in my mind in regard to allowing an ap- 
peal, is that it places the homesteader, whose claim would not in any 
event for the first three or four years exceed the sum of one thousand 
or two thousand dollars, at the mercy of the man who has time and 
money to appeal to the higher court and thus invoke the law’s delay. 

The amendment I propose would exempt all that class of cases, and 
only allow an appeal in cases where the property in value exceeded the 
sum of $5,000. 

I am also opposed to taking the appeal to the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. If this amendment is adopted I shall offer another, 
proposing to strike out the words ‘‘ the District of Columbia,” and make 
the appeal to the supreme court of the Territory. 

I do not believe there is any reason why the appeal should be taken 
to thesupreme court of the District of Columbia. Thatcourt, as stated 
by the gentleman from Arkansas, is behind with its regular business, 
as I understand, about three years, and it would be almost an absolute 
denial of justice to provide for an appeal to the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia and from the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia to the Supreme Court of the United States. That would mean 
a delay which could not be avoided of from five to six years. 

And I think, as stated, there are cases arising in town sites where 
there is a large amount of property involved and where there are intri- 
cate questions, which cases necessarily should be passed upon by a court. 
The questions involved in the settlement of these cases should be passed 
upon by a regular tribunal. Certainly it will not provoke delay to 
provide for appeals to the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, 
‘That court when created will have but little business and it can dis- 

ofitrapidly. Those familiar with the Land Office here know that, 
making ashowing that the disposal of one case will dispose of alarge 
number of other cases, a person can have it made special and passed upon 
at once. Soin this class of cases there need be no delay in the Land 
Office or in the office of the Secretary of the Interior by reason of lack 
of business, and there need be no delay in the supreme court of the 
Territory of Oklahoma. 

I believe, therefore, that all those who are in favor of striking out the 
section ought to first try to amend it by limiting the amount as pro- 
posed to $5,000, and then, if possible, further amend it by making the 
appeal to the supreme court of the Territory, and then, if not even sat- 
isfied with that, move to strike out the whole measure when it is thus 
perfected, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment. 
I think the gentleman from Kansas misunderstands the scope of this 

roviso. If the object, as suggested, is to settle a class of cases, mani- 

estly it does not matter whether the case appealed involves a hundred, 
a thousand, or five thousand dollars of value. It should be settled all 
the same, because the case involved may settle a class involving hun- 
dreds of thousands or even millions of dollars, while the case itself 
might involve but $500. For that reason the amendment of the gen- 
tleman ought not to be agreed to. ji 

Now, in reply to the remarks of the honorable gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr, STONE], whom I do not now see in his place, I fully agree 


of this bill admits that contests have been ini- 


with the objects which the gentleman desires to accom 
to secure a speedy determination of every important fact ga 
contests everywhere; and, strange to say, the Committee on the Terri- 
trien after hearing all persons interested down there, were unani- 
mously of opinion that this was the very way to secure a speedy and 
satisfùctory determination of the legal questions involved. 

Now, if we have mistaken the situation and the language we have 
used does not express in clear terms what we desire to accomplish, and 
what the gentleman from Missouri also desires to accomplish, from his 
remarks, then I urge my friend, who is a member of the Public Lands 
Committee, to formulate a proposition which will bring it about ina 
simple and more speedy manner; and I assure him that I will heartily 
co-operate with him in any proposition which will bring, at the earliest 
time, a satisfactory and final decision of the questions involved. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I think, in response to the gentleman’s 
statement, that by adopting the amendment of the sontheation from 
Arkansas [Mr. McRAr]—that is, by striking out this proviso and leav- 
ing the settlement and adjustment of these contests in Oklahoma to be 
determined by the same law and procedure that applies in all other 
cases—you will secure a complete and early settlement of the question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well. Now Iam glad the gentleman has so 
stated. I want to inform the gentleman what the present law is, and 
that is just what wedesiretoimprove. It is first a decision of the lan 
officers, second an appeal to the Commissioner of the General Lan 
Office at Washington, and from him to the Secretary of the Interior. 
That is the present course. Now, these cases are not heard as a judge 
trying a case at law. The Secretary of the Interior refers the case to 
his law clerk, and ina private room an entirely ex parte proceeding and 
hearing is had, and the Secretary's decision is simply perfunctory, his 
name being appended to the decision of his law clerk. 

Mr. PETERS. ‘The gentleman from Illinois is mistaken in that, 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The gentleman does not state the case 
fairly. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Let meask the gentleman, Does the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office or does the Secretary of the Interior make 
a personal and official examination of the matter, or does it not take 
the course I have stated? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Upon a trial before a register or receiver 
both parties are heard, and when an appeal is taken the entire testi- 
mony is sent up to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, as it 
would be sent to one of these courts, and there the whole case is ex- 
amined from the papers and passed upon by the officers. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is exactly what I said. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. And I do not see why there should be an 
exception in the case of Oklahoma? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman simply repeats what I have said, 
and has taken up a good deal of my time unnecessarily. The gentle- 
man does not controvert the statement that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior does not examine these cases personally, but that they are committed 
to i law clerks to pass upon the question from the testimony pre- 
sented. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
No member here is more anxious to protect the honest settlers of Okla- 
homa than are the members of the committee reporting this bill. I 
would not knowingly consent to any provision that is likely to embar- 
rass them in their settlement, or efforts to settle, in a fair and judicial 
way the controversies and disputes that are almost certain to arise in 
that new Territory. I would not personally consent to anything that 
would embarrass them in their efforts to secure title to their homes, 
and a permanent settlement of the various controversies arising, at the 
earliest possible day. I know the embarrassment now existing. I 
know what difficulties the scttlers have to encounter. I know, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE], that many 
settlers are poor and have gone there to better their condition in life, 
with the hope of securing, expeditiously, and with the expenditure of a 
small amount of money, their homes, and I do not want to embarrass 
them or delay their chance of securing titles. 

But, in view of the conditions suggested when I had the floor before, 
the committee thought it was but ftir to give to the Secretary of the 
Interior an opportunity of permitting some contested case or cases 
involving large and considerable sums of money to be settled in a tri- 
bunal more judicial in its form than a local land office or the General 
Land Office, and that was all that was desired by the committee. I 
personally am disposed to think that the amendments offered by my 
colleague from Kansas[Mr. PETERS] ought to be accepted, particularly 
that one sending the case on appeal to the courts of Oklahoma for ad- 
judication rather than to the courts of the District of Columbia and the 
Supreme Court of the United States. We know that these courts are 
encumbered now with innumerable cases, and the sending of these ap- 
peals there would necessarily work delay and possible hardship for a 
long time. to come. 

For that reason I favor any proposition which will secure an early 
consideration of them; and personally I favored sending them to the 
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courts of Oklahoma, but the judgment of the committee was otherwise, 
and as a member of the committee I acquiesced. But now as the mat- 
ter is brought to the attention of the House I am disposed to favor the 
amendment of my colleague, and for the reasons suggested as well as 
others that might be named. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendments 


of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr, PETERS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is the vote to be taken now upon both or only one 
of the amendments? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
from Kansas, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 29, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PETERS, Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer an additional amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Is that to the original proposition ? 

Mr. PETERS. This is an amendment to perfect the proposition 
proposed to be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There is a question of parliamentary status 
which the Chair will state to the committee. ‘The Chair is inclined to 
hold that this is the parliamentary condition. The motion made by 
the gentleman from Arkansas to strike out the proviso is pending; but 
pending that. it is inorder to move an amendment to perfect the pro- 
vision which is proposed to be strickenout. The gentleman from Kan- 
sas moves the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the words '‘District of Columbia,” in lines 22 and 23, 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: “Territory of Oklahoma.” ` 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is upon agreeing to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the purport of this amendment? 

Mr. PETERS. I will state in a word that it is to make the appeal 
to the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma instead of the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia. 

: a SPRINGER. That will delay the matter still further. That 
is all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and a message was received from the 
President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announcing approval 
of acts of the following titles: 

On the 6th instant, 

An act (H. R. 7215) authorizing the Secretary of State to appoint two 
suitable persons to represent the United States at the international con- 
ference in regard to the protection of industrial property, and making 
an appropriation therefor. 

On the 7th instant, 

An act (H. R. 5235) to change and fix the time of holding terms of 
the district and circuit courts at Texarkana, Ark, 7 

On the 11th instant, 

An act (H. R. 3266) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. Yogér. 

‘The committee then resumed its session. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, I would like to have the proviso read as 
amended. 

The proviso was again reported. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, I move to strike out the last word, and 
I shall just take time enough to say that I am absolutely unable to dis- 
cern in what way this amendment particularly betters the condition of 
affairs. There is still, and wonld be still, an appeal from the supreme 
court of the Territory to the Supreme Court of the United States, That 
means, of course, this long delay of years in favor of the ‘‘sooners”’ 
who are laying claim to these lands, upon which towns are located and 
which are covered by hundreds of houses and buildings of one sort or 
another. Theirdetermination is delayed indefinitely by these appeals 
to the court. The persons who are in possession by right will be com- 
pelled under the proviso as amended to expend such sums as the con- 
testants may see proper to coerce them into paying. Iam as much op- 
posed to the proviso as amended as I am to the original provision. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I am more opposed, if that can be, 
to this amendment than I was to the provision as it stood before. What 
have we now as proposed by the gentleman from Kansas and adopted 
by thecommittee? That cases will be tried by the local land offices, then 
appealed to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and then 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office to the Secretary of 
the Interior; and after the Secretary of the Interior has tried it, upon 
petition of some of these men out there, the Secretary of the Interior 
certifies it back to the Territory of Oklahoma to go into their courts 
and be tried there. Now, who ever heard of going from the authori- 
ties here back to the courts of the Territories? 

Mr. PETERS. If my friend from South Dakota will allow me, I will 
staté to him that there is no cortiying it back. Under the law as pro- 
vided, if a party desires to appeal to the supreme court of the Territory 
of Oklahoma he must make a showing before the Secretary of the In- 


The first amendment proposed by the gentleman 


terior that his case will settle a large class of cases, and if that is done 
within sixty days he can take this appeal. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is just what I say, that they can try all the 
way through to the Secretary of the Interior, and then if they are not 
suited they can have it certified hack to the Territory of Oklahoma for 
its supreme court to try. I want to knowif there was ever such a pro- 
ceeding as that heard of before. I want to say that I do feel an inter- 
est in those people because I know many of them so well. I want to 
say to the House now, and to the committee, that there can only be 
one object in this and only one can result, and that is, that the men 
who went in by special trains, who stood in with the railroad compa- 
nies, who were there contrary to law, and who are settlers upon the best 
and most yaluable property, they are the only class of men who can 
be or are interested in this provision. I do not know how it comes in 
here; I do not care; but that, gentlemen, is the fact in the case; and 
it benefits that class alone. It is directly in opposition to the honest 
settler; and of that there can be no question. 

Now, again I say, in conclusion, why not let the people of Oklahoma 
be governed by the same Jaws and in the same way that the settlers are 
governed in every State and Territory in the Union? That is ali that 
they want. ‘The gentleman to the contrary notwithstanding, I say, in 
Oklahoma Territory to-day, and I know what I am talking about, that 
there is no one who wants this provision except those men who wentin 
there contrary to law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I say that the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam not mistaken, I will say to the gentleman 
that I was there three months and he was only ‘‘ toasted ’’ three days. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to offer another amendment to the proviso, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out all after the word *' therein” in line 24. 


Mr. PETERS. ‘The purport of that amendment is to strike out all 
the words that provide for an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. That leaves the matter to be regulated by the law as it exists 
at present in regard to appeals from the supreme court of any State or 
Territory. I do not see any use in retaining the provision for the right 
of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. If this amend- 
ment is adopted there will be simply an appeal to the supreme court 
of the Territory of Oklahoma, and then an appeal to the Supre Court 
of the United States only in such cases as are provided for by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question recurs upon the amendment of the 
ae from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] to strike ont this portion of 
the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from South 
Dakota to this section, which has been printed in the RECORD and which 
is similar to the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas, will be 
regarded as withdrawn, and the Clerk will read section 12. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, before that is read I desire to offer an 
amendment to be considered as pending when that part of the bill to 
which it applies is reached. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. HARE] for leave to offer an amendment and have it 
considered as pending when the proper section shall be reached in the 
committee The amendment will be read for information, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike ont section 26; strike out section 27; strike out seotion 28, 

Amend section 29 as follows: Strike out lines 1,2,and 3 and insert the follow- 
ing words: ** The district court of Muscogee shall have exclusive original juris- 
diction in the following cases.” 

Strike out the lines beginning at the word “and,” in line 62, section 30, and 
énding at the word “ territory,” in lines 72 and 73. 


The CHAIRMAN, Unanimous consent is asked by the gentleman 
from Texas that these several amendments shall be considered as pend- 
ing when the appropriate sections shall be reached. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir; I object. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 
section 11, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


, at section 1!, line U, by adding, after the words “final proof,” the follow- 
ing words: 

“Provided, That no person who entered said Territory of Oklahoma contrary 
to law or the President's proclamation of March 23, 1489, shall obtain title to 
any lands or town lots in that portion of the Territory of Oklahoma which was 
opened to settlement on the 22d day of April, 1889." 


Mr. PICKLER. Ido not wish to discuss the proposition. 
a vote. 


I call for 


Mr. PERKINS, LIhopethatamendment will not be adopted. There 
is nothing in this act that attempts to settle these controversies at all. 
This amendment is entering upon a field that was considered when we 
had the town-site act before the House, and was discussed generally. 
There is nothing in this act which attempts in any way to regulate or 
determine these controversies between litigants or contestants in RYA 
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are simply attempting to create for them a Territorial government and 
tribunals in which they may settle their controversies according to the 
law as it is, and I hope that we shall not now enter upon this field. 
If we are now to enter upon this field it will take the remaining time 
that is left to the committee for the consideration of this bill and we 
shall not get away from this section this afternoon. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 15, noes 42, 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, I believe that section 11 is disposed 
of, and I desire to call attention again to the amendment to section 10 
which I offered yesterday, and which was temporarily passed over. I 
t désire to say to the committee that Ihave examined that section of this 
bill which, if any, covers the case, and it does not seem to me to be 
sufficient. Itis section 19. It provides that— 

The President may, at such times as he may deem it necessary, direct land 
offices to be opened tn the Territory of Oklahoma. 

Now, my amendment provides that one land office shall be estab- 
lished in the district of lands that are opened by this bill, and if that 
be adopted there will be no necessity for section 19. There is no pro- 
vision in this bill making an appropriation to cover the cost of estab- 
lishing land offices. It issimply left discretionary with the President 
to direct their establishment, and the President certainly will not es- 
tablish any land offices until provision is made by appropriation to pay 
the cost of their establishment, 

There is absolute necessity for the establishing of a land office, be- 
cause No Man’s Land lies more than 225 miles away from any place 
where there is a land office now, and the convenience of the persons 
who intend to occupy those lands demands that immediate provision 
be made fora land office nearer than the one at Guthrie. There is an- 
other and a still more potent reason why this amendment should be 
adopted and another land office established immediately. It is that 
those who expect to settle upon and become claimants to thess lands 
shall have protection in the rights which the laws guaranty to them 
in making settlement. 

It is known to this committee that a correspondence had been car- 
ried on between the Interior Department and the agents or officers of 
the Government at Guthrie for months after the opening of the Terri- 
tory, which culminated in July last by the Secretary of the Interior 
writing a letter to the register of the land office at Guthrie, in which 
he condemned him in most explicit language as a corrupt official and 
as a co-conspirator of others who were trying to seize upon and steal 
those lands. 

I desire to read for the information of this committee a few pertinent 

phs from that letter. Afterreciting all the correspondence that 
kaa maed between the Secretary of the Interiorand the register of the 
land office, the Secretary says: 

Your communication of the 3d ultimo— 

This letter was dated July 1, 1889,— 

Your communication of the 3d ultimo was received in due course of mail 


and laid betore the President, who has been advised of the correspondence be- 
tween us, I was directed by him to reply to you that your explanation was not 


The President, as well as myself, also marks with emphasis the fact that your 
former law-partner, Mr. Kenner, was one of those for whom a location was m. 
in connection with your half-brother, Mr. Dille, and that it appears as if you 
had all left your homes with the preconceived idea thatthe opportunity offered 
was afavorable one, by whatever means you had at command, to takeadvantage 
of your fellow-citizens and regardless of the law and the trust reposed in you. 
~> Then again he says: 

I do not deem it necessary to continue this correspondence. You haye long 
ere this arrived ata full understanding of my views as to your action and the 
Ss which you hoid in the future towards this ofice. Iam not authorized 

y the President to request your resignation, but I am directed by him to ex- 
preas to you the views herein embodied. 


Mr, Chairman, in some remarks which I submitted upon this ques- 
tion a few days ago I said that this register of the land office had, in 
stronger language than I could command, been condemned by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and condemned by the President of the United 
States Yet, sir, since the 1st day of July last, these corrupt officers 
have been itted to remain in office, to adjudicate upon the rights 
of honest citizens, and they are there to-day adjudicating upon cases 
in which their own fraudulent acts are the gist of the controversies. 

Mr. Chairman, I said in my previous remarks that these officers were 
a to remain there by the President and the Secretary of the 

terior after being condemned by both as corrupt and unworthy. 
When I said that, I stated only the facts, and I would not withdraw 
therefrom one word. Yet, sir, an improper reflection upon the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may be drawn from those facts, and I expected some 
poioman on the other sideof the Honse, representing the State which 

have the honor in part to represent, to rise here and defend the Sec- 
retary of the Interior from the imputation the facts warrant. As no 
gentleman on that side has seen proper to do so, it is my duty and 
leasure asa yo sacar sim of that State to say that the Secretary of the 
terior is a citizen of our State—one in whom we have a just pride. 

We know him; we believe him to be an honest man; and this letter, 
with its burning words of indignation, the indignation of his honest 
heart at the corruption of these officials of his Department, entitles him 
to have it said here by me that those officials are not there to-day by 
his act or consent, but are there because his hands are tied bya higher 


power that retains them there in payment for political services given 
in aid of those in higher authority. In the name of honest citizens 
who expect to acquire title to homes in No Man’s Land, I protest against 
leaving the adjudication of the titles of those lands in the hands of - 
those officials, denounced as corrupt by the President and yet retained 
in office by him. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand what much of 
what the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY ] has said has to do 
with the amendment offered by him—a proposition that has no relation 
to the field of discussion which he has entered upon, and to which, so 
far as I am concerned, no reply will be made. 

I simply desire to say that the committee thought it right that four 
land offices should be provided for Oklahoma; and in this nineteenth sec- 
tion we supposed we had made ample provision in that respect. There 
are two land offices there now; and this section provides for foar, which 
would give two additional offices. But to avoid any controversy I think 
the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri may be accepted, as it 
seems to me entirely proper that one of these offices should be located 
in No Man’s Land. Undoubtedly one would be located there; but, to 
avoid ambiguity or uncertainty, I am quite willing that the amendment 
should be adopted. 

The amendment of Mr. TARSNEY was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 12. That it is hereby made the duty of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Oftice to carefully examine each claim before issuing a patent to theolaim- 
ant; the entryman shall be required to make full p oofs, and unless it shall ap- 

that the claim was taken in good faith,and that there has been full per- 
formance of all the terms and requirements of law, he shall refuse a patent and 
declare all prior proceedings before had in such ease to be null and void. All 
persons settling on lands under the provisions of this act shall be required to 
select the same in square form, as near as may be, and to maintain a conunuous 
ersonal residence of five yearson the land, and to improve and cultivate thesame 
or that period in the manner required by the homestead laws, and that the 
provision of section 2305 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, entitled 
* Homesteads,’ shall apply to this act: Provided, That registers and receivers 
of the land offices in the Territory of Oklahoma shall have the power to subpcena 
witnesses and to compel their attendance in all land contests instituted in their 
respective offices ; but the party desiring the attendance of such witnesses shall 
advance the fees for one oors attendance and for mileage to and from the resi- 
dence of such witnesses at the same rates allowed in the courts of the Territory. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I move to amend the section just read by adding 
the provision which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No person who shall be at the time seized in fee-simple of 100 acres of Jand in 
ane een or Territory shall be entitled to enter Jand covered by the provisions 
Q: w 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, in 1841, when our publie domain 
seemed to be entirely boundless, persons, even under the pre-emption 
law, were not permitted to enter public land if they owned in any 
State or Territory 320 acres, That was the law fifty years ago. Now 
here are lands that are to be paid for at a higher price than we have 
ever required heretofore. The country is full of landless people who 
need homes for themselves, their wives, and their children. The num- 
ber of such persons is increasing every year. It does seem to me the 
country can not afford to deprive its landless citizens of the opportunity 
of obtaining land by permitting persons of ample means to acquire land 
within the limits of our small remaining publicdomain. I trust there 
will be no opposition to this amendment, 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] will reflect a moment he will see that his proposition would 
work manifest injustice to a great number of poor people.. Undersuch 
a provision, the man who already owns 160 acres of land, but which is 
so heavily mortgaged that there is no hope of redemption, would be 
prevented from going into this Territory and selecting a piece of land. 
It seems to me it is not right to make any such prohibition. There 
are men in the gentleman's own State who own, perhaps, 160 acres of 
land, but who, by reason of financial difficulties, have had to mortgage 
their land, which would sell to-day for but little more than theamount 
of the mortgage. Yet, if these men should seek a new home in Okla- 
homa, they would be shut out by the gentleman’s amendment from 
obtaining Jand there. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Chairman, fifty yearsago, as I have said, when 
our public domain seemed without limit, it was thought proper to im- 

2 restriction upon theentry of our public lands, even in cases where 
$1.25 an acre was paid. No person was permitted to make a purchase 
of the public land on those terms if he was already the owner of a half 
section of land. If that policy was sound then it is still sounder now. 

Mr. PETERS. I oppose the amendment for the reasons I have stated 
and for this additional reason; If a mor has been practically fore- 
closed by the court, although the title has not yet been confirmed in 
the purchaser, the person who has thus practically lost his title under 
the foreclosure of a mortgage would, under this amendment be cut out 
from the opportunity of obtaining 160 acres of land in this Territory. 
There are large numbers of persons in Indiana, Illinois, Missouri, Iowa, 
and Kansas who would be excluded under precisely those circumstances. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the other hand, my friend from Kansas will 
bear in mind that in his own State,in my State, and in my own neigh- 
borhood men of ample landed possessions have gone down into Okla- 
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-homa and acquired under our public-land system a quarter-section of 
land, worth when acquired $10, $15, $20, or $30 an acre. Is this the 
way we are providing for the landless people of this country ? 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman from Indiana will modify his 
amendment so as to exclude only those persons who have 160 acres of 
land elsewhere unencumbered, I for one will make no objection to the 
amendment, 

I know there are many cases, as suggested by my colleague, where 
men have their homes mortgaged beyond hope of redemption, and who 
ought not to be excluded by this bill from securing new homes within 
the boundaries of this Territory. i ‘ 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Homan] will be adopt L This Honse 
will beheld to strict accountability by the landless people of the United 
States if that amendmentis not adopted. Theobject of the land laws 
is thatany honest man, the head of a family, shall have the opportunity 
to secure 160 acres of the public domain where he can establish a home 
for himself and family. That publicdomain has almost gone. By the 
last reportof the Land Commissioner there are only five millions of ara- 
ble land now the property of the United States, I warn you, gentle- 
men, when the last acre of the public domain has become private prop- 
erty and the landless people come to contemplate the new landocracy, 
the new barons of North America, then will come the great strain upon 
our republican institutions. 

For myself I have been rather friendly to keeping up these large Indian 
reservations, I believe they have done much good. They have pre- 
served the public domain ata time when speculators and land-grabbers, 
alien and domestic, have been taking up the acres of the public lands 
from the people. I have been loath to advance, with any degree of 
swiftness, so fur as my individual vote is concerned, toward any farther 
extension to theopening up of the public domain by making these Indian 
reservations part of the public land of the United States. 

It has beensuggested by the gentleman from Indiana fats. HOLMAN], 
as to the question of mortgage, that the mortgage can be dated at any 
time, and taxes and all other liens are incumbrances in the meaning of 
this section. At any rate there is no reason why it should not be made 
sure, where landless citizens honestly intend by industry to make homes 
on the public lands which belong to the people of the United States, 
that they alone should be interested in the making of these Indian reser- 
vations a part of the public lands, 

Indeed, sir, you can not make the bill too sure, if there is any doubt 
about it, that these lands shall only be made a part of the public domain 
so that they may go into no other hands than those of the honest set- 
tler. It is for that purpose I am in favor of the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

I have heard it stated on this floor by gentleman from the western 
portion of our country that it seemed strange to them we who represent 
working communities in the East should take such interest in land 
of the West. Why, sir, the land of acountry is the life of it, the blood 
of it. You can not have a free republic unless the people are rooted 
and grounded in the soil where they toil, and the working people in 
the manufacturing towns in the East, in the great commercial centers 
of our country, are as deeply interested in the land question as the men 
who live on the frontier of the country. Itis the burning question with 
the whole people of the United States, Every evil which affects Europe 
to-day comes from land. Whenever you get in this Republica t 
number of tenant farmers, instead of the homes of the free landholders 
who now produce millions of bushels of wheat and corn, you will have 
a number of dependent serfs to go to the ballot-box instead of independ- 
ent freemen. 

Keep back the public domain as long as you can for the people of the 
United States, because the public lands are the safety-valve of Repub- 
lican institutions in the United States. When this land is owned by 
corporations and speculators, when the foreigners who are now acquir- 
ing vast amounts of land in this country havesupplanted the independ- 
ent farmer with the tenant system, and the share system which leads 
to the tenant system, and the wholesale mortgage system which pre- 
vails in vast portions of our country, then we will witness the de- 
partnre of the very pillar of American institutions, the independent 
farmer who owns his land and lives under his own roof-tree, owing 
obligation to no man and bowing only to God and his own conscience. 
[Applause]. 

laer the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, Lagree with the general tenor of 
the remarks made by the gentleman from New Jersey in every respect. 
I desire, however, the attention of the gentleman from New Jersey and 
also the gentleman from Indiana fora few moments, while I remind 
them of a le al proposition involved in the amendment. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana provides that no person who is the 
owner of 160 acres of land in any State of the Union shall be itted 
to take any lands under the provisions of this law in the new Territory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is, under the homestead law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Under the homestead law. Now, if the amend- 
ment applied to lands hereafter opened to settlement there could be 
no laki objèctiba: But if you apply it to a homestead already taken 
yon present this difficuity— 


~ 


Mr. HOLMAN. It can not apply to them, of course, for the rights 
are vi 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is just what I was going to suggest, But 
you do apply it to all homesteads taken under this act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; but vested rights can not be impaired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the point, and I want it so stated in the 
amendment; for this will leave it to the decision of the land officers to 
determine whether the provision shall be strictly construed or whether 
they may go behind the law and determine the question of vested rights. 
It does not specify in clear and unmistakable terms. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did my best to have itinserted in the other form. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will modify the amendment in 
that respect, then it will be only objectionable in my judgment in one 
other feature, and that is that it singles ont a man owning 160 acres of 
land and incapacitates him from taking any advantage of the home- 
stead provisions of this bill under the general land laws, although he 
may not be worth a thousand dollars, while the millionaire, who has 
got his money invested in United States bonds, not taxable, may go 
into Oklahoma and avail himself of the provisions of the law to acquire 
additional land. This seems to me to be discrimination that ought not 
to be permitted in legislation. It is a discrimination against the poor 
land-owner and in favor of the great rich bondholder and aspired sil 
who has his lands in mortgages upon the farms of the Western States 
and Territories, but owns actually no lands, 

So I hope the provision of the amendment will be modified in that 
respect in order that we may put this question beyond cavil as to 
whether it is intended to discriminate against the small landholders 
or whether if will treat the great monopolists in the same way and 
provide that a man who is worth in any State or Territory of the Union 
a thousand dollars over and above his indebtedness shall not be allowed 
to take advantage of the homestead provisions of this bill. Then it 
will be fair and just to all. In its present form it is a discrimination 
oe the poor land-owners and in favor of the monopolists and bond- 

ders. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was going to suggest that I was in hopes the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, from his large experience, would give us the ben- 
efit of it in this direction, so that in the preparation of this amendment 
we t get rid of the difficulty he suggests. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to modify the amendment, Mr. Chairman, 
by inserting the word ‘‘ hereafter’? —— 

The CHAIRMAN. That has been already done. 

Mr. PERKINS. ; I propose what I send to the desk as an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

En a word “land” insert “unencumbered at the date of the passage of 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the amendment of the gentleman from In- 
diana be read as it would stand if the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kansas shall be adopted to it. 3 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No person whoshal! be at the time seized in fee-simple of 160acres of land un- 
encumbered in any State or Territory shall hereafter be entitled to enter land 
covered by the provisions of this act. 

Mr, DOCKERY. The amendment of the gentleman from Kansas, 
Mr. Chairman, it seems to me would defeat the very object the gentle- 
man from Indiana has in view; for all that is necessary in the world _. 
for any citizen to do in order to acquire a homestead in Oklahoma 
would be to encumber his homestead in the State. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no; it must have been done at the date of the 

of this act. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kansas to the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken; and the Chair decided that the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I think the committee must beact- 
ing under some misapprehension. The amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana cuts out every man who may be the owner to-day—— 

Steg CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that debate is not in 
order. 

Mr. PERKINS, Iask unanimous consent to make an explanation 
ofone minute. And then, if necessary, I shall have to ask a division 
on the question just taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PERKINS, The amendment of the gentlemen from Indiana 
would cut out from the advantages of this act every man who may be 
the owner to-day of 160 acres of land in some one of the States or Ter- 
ritories of this Union. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not now, but at the time of making the entry. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is an exception to the general Jaw, and would 
deprive, as I have already suggested, every man who has a title to 160 
acres of land, although it may be encumbered by mortgages in excess 
of its actual value. My amendment modifies it so as not to deprive 
those who may be the owners in fee of 160 acres of land, but upon which 
there may be incumbrances, Such lands may be encumbered beyond ` 
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their value, and if the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana pre- 
vails these men are deprived of the privileges and benefits granted b 
the Government to its citizens in Oklahoma under the provisions of 
bill. 

Mr. MCADOO.: I desire to submit a word in reply to the gentleman 
from Kansas, 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman proceeds the Chair will 
state that there is a misapprehension as to the effect of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kansas, The Chair will again put the question. 
The Chair will state that the question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kansas to the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr, Chairman, a single word on the point sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Kansas. The amendment proposed by 
the gentleman is to the effect that if there is an incumbrance upon the 
land under this act the party owning this property can take advan- 
tage of the provisions embodied in this bill and secure additional 
lands in Oklahoma. Now, in order to do that and to make himself 
eligible to take advantage of the provisions of this act and to get 160 
acres more land in Oklahoma, all he would need to do would be to 
put a mortgage upon his Jand. 

Mr. PERKINS, Oh, no; the amendment prescribes that the mort- 
gage or incumbrance must be on the land at the date of the passage of 
this act. 

Mr. McADOO. Oh, he could have the mortgage antedated. 

Now, the gentleman from Illinois says that this provision is in favor 
of bondholders and against the land-owners. Butinstead of mortgaging 
his land, he can sell it and put the money into his pocket. Now, if 
we are going to aggregate anything, let us aggregate money and segre- 

te the land, I do not care if a man chooses to sell his land and put 
his money in his pocket, nor how much money he may have, but I cer- 
tainly favor limiting the amount of land that a man may be permitted 
to take up; and for that reason I think the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kansas will nullify and render entirely inoperative the good 
effects to be secured by the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. PETERS. But theamendment to the amendment says that the 
land must be unencumbered at the time of the passage of this act. 

Mr. MCADOO. All he will have to do will be to antedate the mort- 


Mr. PETERS, That could not be done, 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, it is evident that men looking to 
tion in the public lands watch carefully the proceedings and 
progress of your legislation, and such a provision as this, announced 
months before it will take effect, will give them an opportunity of 
evading this provision by fictitious incumbrances on their land. No 
matter how trivial the incumbrance may be or how valuable the pos- 
sessions of a man may be, he will be enabled under the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kansas. to take 160 acres of land in Oklahoma as 
a free gift. A man might well afford to leave his valuable farm to his 
employés temporarily and go upon and acquire title to lands in Okla- 
homa, thus defeating the purpose and spirit of the homestead law. 
That law was intended to dedicate the public domain tosecuring homes 
for our landless e. 

The CHAIRMAN . The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from 

Mr. PEEL, Before the vote istaken I hope the committee will vote 
down the amendment of my friend from Kansas, for I think if he re- 
flects for a moment he will see that it will virtually destroy the home- 
stead lawitself. Under that a man has a right to take 160 acres of the 
public domain. Now, if a man has acquired in any part of the country 
160 acres of land under the original homestead act, and voluntarily 

laces a mortgage upon it for its value, or even half its value, he has 
the advantage of the money at least. 

Now, simply because he has placed himself in that attitude, to give 
him the right to take another additional 160 acres, simply use he 
has put an incumbrance upon it, gives him that much advan over 
the man who has not placed himself in that condition. And I say it 
would be a discrimination given toa man who mortgaged his home- 
stead, as it gives him a double benefit over the man who has not mort- 


. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, my colleague is right in thestatement 
he made. This amendment ought not to prevail. I question further 
whether the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HOLMAN] 
ought to prevail unless it be made general in its Sppuostion: Iam op- 
posed to making a law that Sopran to one part of the country and does 
- not apply to other parts. If this be a declaration on the part of Con- 

that they mean to apply this to all the publiclands of the United 
tates, then I am in favor of it, but as a discrimination against the 
citizens of Oklahoma I am opposed to it. 

But if you permit one citizen to acquire a title under the homestead 
law a because the land he may have in the State from which he 
has moved is mortgaged and deny this right to the man who has kept 
his home free from incumbrance, you put a premium upon farm mort- 
gages. This isnot good policy, and it is not in keeping with the spirit 


- of the homestead law. 


In this line, tending to show the danger of farm mortgages, I ask the 


Clerk to read a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance from the State of Kan- 
oo eee gni this sorte business is working: a from that, if 
e, it would appear ey are dangerous; that Congress, as far as 
possible, ought to discourage mortgaging homes rather than give a pre- 
mium on them. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The petition of the Farmers’ Alliance sa: 
“Whereas the shrin 
State of Kansas in the pasttwo years has caused hag orhome ee or + em! 


ment among the farmers of our State, and in many ces the farmers have 
become le, by reason of these shrinkages, to prevent proceedings in fore- 
closures, which are in: to an alarming extent: we, the un ixned, 
electors of respectfully petition your excellency to call a 
special session of the ture of Kansas for the epee or rovi forthe 
relief of our farme: ofa ho: atleast two years in 


which to occupy, enjoy, and redeem, if possible, after sale of mortga: rem- 
ises, and to provide, aiso, for a stay of execution on all judgments Pron pren 
recat A notes and mortgaged bonds for a reasonable time r fagna. without 


Mr. MCRAE. This matterseems to have been sufficiently important 
for this great agricultural organization of that State to ask that the 
Legislature be called in extra session to relieve the people against fore- 
closures and grant stays of execution. Now, I believe that this amend- 
ment will encourage the mortgagingof homes. I want this new coun- 
try settled by people who own their lands in small holdings, without 
incumbrances, if possible, Iwould not take from a man the right to 
mortgage his homestead or anything he has title to, if he wishes to do 
so and his wife consents; but I do not want Con: to doanything to 
encourage him todo so. If he is driven to that by misfortune, let him 
doit, but not tillthen. Itisa matter of business; but, as a rule, it 
ought not to be encouraged, and ought not to be done except as a last 
resort. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman is sincere, he must see that he 
puts himself in arather inconsistent position. He offers that memorial 
as an evidence of the condition of the people of Kansas; and yet at the 
same time he says, notwithstanding that, this proposition ought not to 
prevail. If the prayer of that memorial be true, it is one of the best 
arguments in favor of and is the best evidence that this amendment 
should be accepted. If the people are in the condition recited in that 
memorial, as my friend suggests, they ought to be allowed to take home- 
steads in Oklahoma, as every other citizen will be permitted todo. I 
do not acknowledge that that statement is correct; but if the state- 
ment be correct, it is the best argument that this amendment ought 
to be accepted, and that the suffering condition in which they are said 
to be in that memorial should be relieved; and they ought not to be ex- 
cluded from the privilege of entering another homestead. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is a good argument to make against the amend- 
menh of the gentleman from Indiana, but not a good argument fer your- 
self. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the present condition continues, the homestead 
will have to be mortgaged very soon. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. MCRAE; and it 
was ` 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana. : 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the ‘‘ayes’’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr, PERKINS. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 50. 

Mr. PERKINS. LI ask for tellers on that. 

Tellers were ordered, 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PERKINS] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
to act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 82, noes 72. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCRAE. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding the following after the word “ void,” in line 8: 

“Subject to an appeal to the Secretary of the Interior, as in other cases.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I offer this amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 
oe by striking out all the section after the word “‘act" in the sixteenth 

ne, 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I will say to my friend from Kansas in 
charge of the bill that a few days ago a bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands relating to this very matter of summoning 
witnesses when their presence and testimony were desired passed the 
House, It covers the whole question in a general law, but I will sug- 
gest to him that I will be governed by his decision in the matter. 

Mr. PERKINS. I know, Mr. Chairman, that the suggestion made 
by the gentleman from Missouri is true, that a law has 
the House, and while it is correct so far as the House is concerned, has 
it received favorable consideration in the Senate? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, I have no doubt that it will receive fa- 
yorable consideration because of the great neatly for such legislation, 

Mr. PERKINS. I was in favor of the gen law, and when this 
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provision was incorporated in this bill that matter had been considered 
and discussed in the committee, and as we did not know whether the 
{ bill might become law, as a matter of caution and safety we 
‘Incorporated this provision in the bill, because it is very important to 
those people claiming these lands to have this provision. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. There is no doubt about its importance, 
but I think there might be a conflict if the general law and this one 
were also adopted. 

Mr. PER S. Ishall not resist the amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sro. 13. That lands entered in the Territo: 
to any judgment or lien obtained upon inde! 
incurred prior to the issue of patents therefor, nor shall such lands be sold or 
cont; to be sold, leased or contracted to bel conveyed, mortgaged, 
orin any manner encumbered prior to final proof and the record thereof made 
in the office of the register and receiver of the district where the land is located; 
and any sale, lease, conveyance, or mortgage made, executed, or contracted for 
prior to such final prot and record shall be absolutely null and void; and all 
assign ments, transfers, and mortgages of unpatented land entriesshall be at the 
risk of the assignees, transferees, aud mortgagees, who shall have no recourse 

nst the United States for any failure of ciaimant’s title before issue of patent. 

o entry shall be allowed of aot ba gear except to actual settlers thereon; 
and no preferred right of ony shall be given to any m by reason of claim 
of occupancy priok to the application to enter the land, except in cases of actual 
occupancy and continued residence upon the land to the dateof the application 
to enter. -And no right of an alleged settler as such shall attach to any land in 
the Territory untilthe date ofhis actual, bona fide and continuous residence upon 
the tract he proj to enter; and his Ororo statement shall contain a 
true and full statement of the date and facts of residence on the land and last 
place of residence prior thereto, and detailed description of improvements, all 
verified by oath of the applicant and at least one credible wii 


itness, made before 
the register or receiver of the proper land o as to all facts, except that proof 
of the applicant’s place of resi 


lence may Eaei before any officer authorized 
by law to administer oaths; but the use of such affidavit in the Territory shall, 
in case of false swearing thereto, subject the party to the same penalty asthough 
sworn to before the register or receiver of the proper office. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires the attention of the committee, 
particularly the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] and the gentle- 
man from Missouri [ Mr. STONE], asto the parliamentary condition of the 
amendment which has been offered by those gentlemen to section 12. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, HOLMAN] was 
adopted and thereby made a part of the section. Then the gentle- 
man from Missouri ( Mr. STONE] moved to strike out all of the section 
after the word ‘‘at,’’ in the sixteenth line, which was adopted, and in 
pursuance of that would carry with it the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, which clearly was not the intention of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was ont of the House fora moment. When did 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Stone] make his motion ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is quite accurate in his statement of 
the chronological order of the amendments. [Laughter. ] 

Mr, STONE, of Missouri. I was not aware, Mr. Chairman, at what 
point the gentleman from Indiana’s amendment came into the sec- 
tion. The p of my amendment was simply to strike out the 
proviso which included the last word of the section as printed. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, the amendment pro- 
poa by the gentleman from Missouri will include the lines that he 

named, specifying them. A 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for the reading of the amendment that I 
submitted to section 13. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 13 by striking out all after the word “patent” in line 15 of 
said section. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the portion of the 
section that I have moved to strike out, for the same reason that I was 
opposed to the former section discussed this morning; that is, that this 
section undertakes to radically change the general homestead law, and, as 
I think I can demonstrate very clearly, imposes greater burdens upon 
settlers than ever have been imposed upon the settlers in any other 
State or Territory. The portion that I move to strike out readsin part 
as follows: 

No entry shall be allowed of any homestead except toactual settlers thereon; 
and no preferred right of en all be given to any Dereon by reason of claim 
of occupancy prior to the app ication to enter the d, except in cases of act- 
ual occupancy and continued residence upon the land to the of the appli- 
cation to enter. 

Now, in the settlement of that country a great many men went to 
Oklahoma last spring, settled on their quarter-sections of land, and then 
returned to their homes to raise a crop, intending to return in the fall, 
which they havedone. This provision interferes with the rights of such 
men. It provides that no man shall obtain any right of entry by rea- 
son of former occupancy until he files his application to enter in the 
land office. Thatis wrong. The general law permits any man to set- 
tle upon aquarter-section of land at any given date, and to have ninety 
days after this date to file upon his land; that is, he settles to-day and 
is given ninety days tofile. Now, these Oklahoma settlers should have 
the same right. 

Again, I call attention to the further provision: 


And no right of an alleged settler as such shall attach to any land in the Ter- 
ritory until the date of his actual, bona fide and continuous residence upon the 


tract he proposes to enter. 


of Oklahoma shall not be subject 
ness contracted or ob! ons 


Now the man who settled on his land last spring and went home for 
six months had no continuous residence there during the summer. He 
made his settlement, his filing, under the general homestead law; and 
under the general law his residence is allowed to commence six months 
in the future; and in fact nearly all of the men who settled upon the 
land there did it in that manner. I understand from members of the 
committee that this section has come down from some former legisla- 
tion and that itis not understood exactly how it gets into this bill. 
It certainly inflicts great hardship on the settler. 

But here is astill greater burden, and I beg special attention to this: 

And his declaratory statement— 

His filing— 
shall contain a true and full statement of the date and facts of residence on the 
land, and last place of residence prior thereto— 

That, itseems to me, isan impertinence. Idonot know why asettler 
should be called upon to tell where he lived last, but I do not complain 
of that provision particularly. It goes on— 
and detailed description of merge peyag ri roe verified b 


oath of the applicant 
and at least one credible witness, fore the or receiver of the 


proper land office, as to all the facts except that proof of the acoitaaks last 
peeo 7 any tine may be made before any officer authorized by law to admin- 

Now, whereas in any other State or Territory if I desire tosettle upon 
a quarter-section of land as a homestead I go alone, without any wit- 
ness, to the office of the clerk of the circuit court, make my affidavit 
and file upon the land, and that is transmitted to the Jand office, under 
this provision the settler in Oklahoma must go in person to the land 
office—and it will be 100 miles journey for many of them—and in ad- 
dition to that (what is not required of a settler elsewhere) he must take 
with him a witness and have him swear to these facts before the reg- 
ister or receiver. This, I say, imposes upon the settler not only the 
burden of making this journey himself, however great the distance may 
be, but the farther burden of taking with him and paying the expenses 
of another witness. Now, in my judgment, this is all wrong. 

The remainder of the provision relates to punishing for perjury per- 
sons who give evidence before these officers. Now it seems to me this 
is all useless. Let the homestead law remain as it is in its application 
to this Territory. The general law is good enongh for set else- 
where; it is good enough for settlers in Oklahoma, These excessive 
burdens should not be im; upon them. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that debate on this section and pending 
amendments be limited to two minutes. 

Mr. McRAE, I want to move another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have that opportunity. 

Mr. McRAE. If the proposition is to limit debate on the pending 
amendments, I have no objection, but on this section I want to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The entire question is in the power of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana to limit debate on this section and pending amend- 
ments to two minutes. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MCRAE. Imove tostrike out section 13; and if my friend from 
South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] desires to continue his remarks, I will 
yield him three minutes of my time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I shall vote for the motion of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] to strike out this whole sec- 
tion. The policy of the present Administration, and especially of the 
Secretary of the Interior, is more liberal toward settlers than the policy 
pursued for the last few years. Ibelievethisis right. There has been 
such a strain to prevent the operations of ‘‘land-grabbers’’ and =. 
lators, as they are called, that the pendulum has swung over too farin 
jos other direction, until too great burdens are imposed upon the set- 

er. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY] went out of his way 
in an effort to criticise the present Secretary of the Interior, of whom 
the worst that he could say was to read from the Secretary’s criticism 
of officers who, as the Secretary thought, had been guilty of question- 
able practices. The gentleman might well stop there in his criticism, 
because for bravery as a soldier, for integrity as a citizen and public 
official, the present Secretary of the Interior is unassailable and his 
character isabove reproach. Let us not impose on these people in Okla- 
homa worse burdens than are imposed on the people in other Terri- 
tories. : 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I see no reason why the general pro- 
visionsof the homestead law, so well understood by all, should not ap- 
ply in Oklahoma as well as elsewhere. The people there ought to en- 
joy its benefits and be made to comply with its requirements. The 
settlers in that Territory ought not to be required to do more than is 
required of other settlers under the homestead laws in other parts of the 
country. They should be permitted to make proof of their compliance 
with the law as to settlement and cultivation in the manner now pre- 
scribed by law. I think that sections 13 and 14ought both to bestricken - 
out, and the provisions of section 2301 of the Revised Statutes ought . 
to be extended tothis Territory for uniformity. I am opposed to mak- 
ing different laws for different localities. It is contrary to the estab- 
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lished policy of our public-land system to permit the lands to be sold or 
PEPER AE bates the patent issues, or to make the receiver’s final re- 
ceipts conclusive evidence of title behind which the Government can 
not go, as this section evidently intends todo. We have never gone to 
that extent, and there is no reason why we should undertake to do it 
at this time and for this territory. Here isa bill coming from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, with no jurisdiction over public lan 
dealing with only a small part of the public lands, proposing radi 
changes in the laws and the methods of procedure for entering and pass- 
ing to patent public lands. Itis evident that this committee has not 
iyen to the public-land features of this bill that consideration which its 

portance demanded. E 

1n my opinion all we should do is to organize the Territory and ex- 
tend the public-land laws over it. This bungling manner of dealing 
with the matter will in the end make much trouble to the Department 
and produce hardships upon the settlers. There are many objections 
to the subsequent sections, but they’can not under the resolution here- 
tofore adopted ordering the previous question be amended. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. McRagE to strike out 
section 13, it was rejected, there being—ayes 9, noes 71. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] to strike out so much of 
the section as he has indicated. 

The question having been taken, 

The CHAIRMAN said: In the opinion of the Chair the amendment 
is rejected. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand a division. 

‘The question was again taken; and there were—ayes 32, noes 64. 
ir. PICKLER. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 11 voting in favor thereof. 

So the motion of Mr. PICKLER was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxc. 14. That any person entitled by law to take a homestead in said Terri- 

- tory of Okinhoma, who ey Sean located and filed upon a homestead therein 
under and in pursuance of the land laws applicable to said Territory, and who 

has complied with such laws, may receive a patent therefor at the expiration 

of eighteen months from date of locating upon said homestead upon payment 

to the United States of $1.25 per acre for land embraced in such homestead. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move toamend by striking out the whole 
of section 14. ButI would liketo inquire of the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS] if he has any objection to the adoption of that amend- 
ment. 

- Mr. PERKINS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, strike it out. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. i this section proposes to 
allow the homesteader to go out, after he has occupied his land for 
eighteen months, by paying the price of $1.25 per acre. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed, or would be, to imposing any burdens 
upon the people of Oklahoma which would not be common to home- 
steaders throughont the country. Iam opposed also to conferring any 
special privileges upon the People settling in Oklahoma which can not 
be enjoyed by the people of any other State or Territory in the Union. 

Iam utterly unable to see a solitary reason why the homesteaders 
in the Territory of Oklahoma should be permitted to enjoy this great 

ivilege denied to homesteaders every where else throughout the coun- 
i It is certain, if it is intended to speculate in these public lands, 

it is one of the easiest methods which could be provided for that pur- 
pose. We have just stricken out the general commutation clause of 
the homestead law, and it will not apply to this bill when it passes. 
Persons who have entered homesteads under this law are allowed by sec- 
tions already agreed to to have the benefit of any time during which 
they have occupied their lands heretofore. If they have been on them 
one year or eighteen months when this act goes into effect they will be 
credited with that extent of residence. It is now proposed that within 
eighteen months any homesteader can in the Territory of Oklahoma, 
by paying $1.25 per acre, receive his patent. : 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I have no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think in the consideration of the burdens im- 
posed on the settlers in the last section of the bill yon ought to give 
them a quarter of a section each. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I have said all I desire to say. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I do not think we can readjust the 
land laws of the country on this bill. [Laughter.] 

I bave a few words to say before this debate is closed, in reference to 
the merits of the Senate and House bills; but, in the first place, I wish 
to reply to what was said as to this Cherokee Outlet being a steal on 
the part of the Cherokees, I deny most emphatically that it is a steal 
or anything like it. On the contrary, Mr. Chairman, if even-handed 

justice were done by this Government to the Cherokees it would give 

m back the lands in North Curolina, Alabama, Georgia, and Missis- 
sippi which these Indians gave in exchange for the lands in this Terri- 
tory, ‘including the Cherokee Outlet.” 

In the brief time at my disposal I propose to make a perfect deraign- 
ment of the title by which these Cherokee Indians hold these lands, 

` which was unquestionably inherent in them originally to the lands in 


` 


North Carolina, Alabama, Georgia, and Mississippi, and afterwards to 
the lands for which they exchanged them in this Territory. t 

In the first place, let me refer to section 3 of the act of March 23, 
1830, which provides— 

That in the making ofany such exchange or exchanges it shall and may be law- 
ful for the President solemnly to assure the tribe or nation with which the ex- 
change is made that the United States will forever secure and nty tothem 
and their heirs or successors the country so exchanged with them, and if they 
prefer it the United States shall cause a patent or grant to be made and executed 
to them for the same, provided always that such land shall revert tothe United 
States if the Indians become extinct or abandon the same. 


Here, in the most unequivocal language, it was made lawful for the 
President solemnly to assure these Indians with whom the exchange is 
made that the United States will forever secure and guaranty to them, 
and their heirs or successors, the country so exchanged with them, and 
if they prefer it the United States shall cause n patent or grant to be 
made and executed to them for the same. 

Next let me read the third article of the treaty of 1835: 

AET. 3. The United States also agree that the lands above ceded by the aa | 
of February 14, 1833, including the Outlet, and those ceded by this treaty shal 
all be included in one patent executed to the Cherokee Nation of Indians by 
the President, according to the provisions of the act of May 28, 1830, Itis, how- 
ever, agreed that the military reservation at Fort Gibson shall be held by the 
United States. But should the United States abandon said post and have no~ 
further use for the same it shall revert to the Cherokee Nation. The United 
States shall always have the right to make and establish such post and military 
roads and forts in any part of the Cherokee country as they may deem proper 
for the interest and protection of the same, and the free use of as much land, 
timber, fuel, and materials of al} kinds for the construction and support of the 
same as may be necessary: Provided, That if the private rights of individuals 
are interfered with a just compensation therefor ll be made. 

Is there not the utmost assurance here that the right and title of the 
Cherokee Indians to these lands shall remain undisturbed? Who can 
doubt it? 

Then we come to the treaty of August 17, 1846. It isa treaty in 
which all united. It was the treaty after the patent was issued on the 
31st of December, 1838. It reads: 

That the lands now occupied by the Cherokee Nation shall be secured to the 
whole Cherokee people for their common use and benefit, and a patent shall be 
issued for the same, including— 


Observe, now— 


including the 800,000 acres purchased, together with the outlet west promised 
by the United States, in conformity with the provisions relating thereto con- 
tained jn the third article of the of 18% and in the third section of the 


treaty 

approved May 28, 1830, which authorizes the President of the 
States, in making exchanges of with the Indian tribes, “to assure 
the tribe or nation with which the exchange is made that the United States will 
forever secure and guaranty to them and their heirs or successors the country 
so exchanged with them; and if they prefer it that the United States will cause 
a patent or grant to be made and executed to them for the same, provided al- 
ways that such lands shall revert to the United States if the Indians become 
extinct or abandon the same. 

Can there be any reasonable doubt these Indians were guarantied a 
perpetual outlet west and a free and unmolested use ofall the country 
lying west of the western boundary of the above-described limits, and 
as far west as the sovereignty of the United States and their right of 
soil extend? 

The treaty of 1866 is the strongest possible recognition of their right 
to this property. The patent was issued to them in 1838. 

In 1866 (twenty-eight years afterward) the United States entered 
into this agreement with them in regard to the very land conveyed in 
the deed, in which the following agreement appears: 

The United States may settle friendly Indians in any part of the Cherokee 
country west of the ninety-sixth degree, to be taken in a compact form, in quan- 
tity not exceeding 160 acres for each member of each tribs thus to be settled, the 
boundaries of each of said districts to be distinctly marked and the land con- 
veyed in fee-simple to each of said tribes, to be beld in common or by their 
members in severalty, as the United States may decide. 

Such lands thus d of to be paid for to the Cherokee Nation at such 
price as may be on between the said parties in interest— 


What parties in interest? The Cherokee Nation on the one hand, 
as one of the contracting parties, and the friendly tribes that propose 
to settle there as the other contracting party— 
subject to the approval of the President; or, if they should not agree, then the 
price to be fixed by the President, 

Isay, Mr. Chairman, the title of these Cherokee Indians to these 
lands, including the Cherokee Outlet, is complete and indefeasible. 

You now propose to extend a Territorial limit over these lands and 
thus throw a cloud upon their title. Isit just? On the contrary, is it 
not most unjust? 

I ask, Mr. Chairman, in good faith whether we are not bound to re- 
spect the titles by which they hold these lands upon which they live 
and which have been guarantied to them by the Government in the 
most solemn manner, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposing to strike out the section. - 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 63—— 

Before the announcement of the negative vote, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point that 4 o'clock has arrived. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 63 the noes 70, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


1890. 


The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 4 o'clock having arrived, the bill 
will now be reported to the House under the special order. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. PAYSON that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, having had unter consideration the bill 8. 805 
(the Oklahoma bill) and the House substitute therefor, had directed him 
to report the same back with certain amendments to the substitute in 
accordance with the resolution adopted by the House yesterday. 

The SPEAKER, The first question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments, which will be read. Isa separate vote demanded ? 

Mr. HOOKER. I think we had better have a separate vote on the 
various amendments, for this matter has gotten to such a fais now, 
and is in such a state of conglomeration, that even the co ttee do 
not understand what it is, 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 3 by adding after the word “Territories,” in line 6, the words 
“and who shall be qualified electors of the Territory.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out, in lines 27 and 28, in section 3, the words“ has not been a bona fide 
resident of said Territory for sixty days previous to said election ” and insertin 
lieu thereof the following: ‘are actual residents of said Territory at the time 
of the passage of this act.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend section 4, lines 15 and 17, by striking out the word “ governor" and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words “ tary of the Interior.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 


Add to section 4 the words “ provided the county sites located by this act may 
be changed in such manner as the Territorial ture may provide,” 
The amendment was adopted. 


The next amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend section 4 by striking out the word ‘six,’ in the third line, and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the word “ seven;” also amend by adding the words "and 
the meetings County" after the words “‘the Sixth County,” in the sixth line of 
section 4, 


The amendment was adopted. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 of section 6 strike out the following words: "or where the 
contract was made or the eause of action accrued.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend section 7 by inserting after the word “Territory,” in line 6, the fol- 
lowing: "Provided, section 2139 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 


shall be enforced in the said Territory until after the adjournment of the first 
session of the Legislative Assembly of said Territory.” 


The question was taken; and on adivision there were—ayes 87, noes 


Mr. PERKINS, Mr. PETERS, and others demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 133, nays 104, not 
voting 92; as follows: 


YEAS—133. 

Adams, Culbertson, Pa. Laidlaw, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich. Cutebeon, Laws, Rowland, 
Anderson, Kans, Dalzell, Lewis, 1, 
Arnold, Darlington, Lind, Sanford, 
Atkinson, Pa. De Haven, Lodge, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, W. Va. De Lano, McComas, Scranton, 
Baker, a ed McCord, Sherman, 
Banks. Dolliver, MeCormick, Simonds, 
Bartine, Do > McKenna, Smith, W, Va. 
Bayne, Dunnell, McKinley, rer, 
Belknap, Evans, Moffitt, Snider, 
Bergen, Farquhar, Moore, N. H. Stephenson, 
Bliss, Flick, More: Stewart, Ga. 
Boothman, Funston, Morrill, Stock bridge, 
Boutelle, Gear, Morrow, Stockdale, 
Brewer, Gest, Morse, Stump, 
Brosius, Gifford, N iedringhaus, Swencey, 
Browne, Va. Greenbalge, Nute, Tayior, Tenn, 
Browne, T. M. Grosvenor, O'Donnell, Taylor, $, B. 
Buchanan, N.J. Grout, O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, 
Burrows, all, Osborne, Townsend, Colo, 
Burton, Hansbrough, Outhwaite, Townsend, Pa. 
Candler, Mass. Harmer, Payne, Tracey 

non, ny son. Van Schaick, 
Carter, Henderson, Hl. Perkins, Wade, 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Peters, Wallace, Masa, 
Cheadle, Hermann, Pickler, Wickham, 
Cheatham, Hill, Post, Wiliams, Ohio 
Cogswell, Hitt, Pugsley, Wilson, Wash. 
Coleman, Hooker, Quackenbush, Wright, 
Comstock, Kelley, Ray, Yardley. 
Conger, Kerr, lowa Reed, Towa 
pc ta Ohio Lacey. 
Craig, Ia Follette, e, 


NAYS—104, 

Abbott, Cooper, Ind, Lane, Reilly, 
Alderson, Covert, Lanh 

Cowles, Lawler, Robertson, 
Barnes, Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va. Sayers, 
Barwig, Cummings, er, Seney, 
Boatner, Davidson, Moish, Shively, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dockery, ut Spinola, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dunphy, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Brickner, Edmun Martin, Tex, Stewart, Tex. 
Brookshire, iis, McAdoo, Stone, Ky. 
Brunner, Finley, McCarthy, Stone, Mo. 
Buchanan, Va. Fitoh, McClammy, Tarmey, 
Buckalew, Fithian, McClellan, Til è: 
Bullock, Flower, McCreary, Tucker, 
Bynum, Forman, Mills, Turner, Ga. 
Candler, Ga, Fowler, Montgomery, Turner, N. Y. 
Carlisle, iner, Moore, Venable, 
Carlton, organ, Walker, Mo. 
Caruth, Hatch, Oates, ashington, 
Catchings, yes, O'Neall, Ind, Wheeler, Ala. 
Chipman, Heard O'Neil, Mass. ting, 
Clancy, Hemphill, Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, N.C. Parrett, Williams, Tl, 
Clements, Herbert, Penington, Wiison, Mo. 
Clunie, Holman, Pierce, Wise, 
Cobb, Kilgore, Quinn, Yoder. 

NOT VOTING—22, 

Allen, Miss, Dargan, Lester, Ga. Smith, NL 
Anderson, Miss. Dibble. t ner, 
Andrew, Elliott, MoMillin, hinecker, 
Beckwith, nloe, Motae, Stewart, Vt 
Belden, Ewart, Miles, Stivers, 

Featherston, Milliken, Struble, 
Bingham, Flood, Mutchiler, Taylor, IL 

Forney, orto: Taylor, J. D. 
Bland, nk, , 0’ Ferrall, Thompson, 
Blount, Gibson, Owen, In rner, 
Bowden, Goodnight, Paynter, Turpin, 
Brower, Grimes, Peel, Vandever, 
Brown, J.B. Haynes, ITY, Walker, Mass. 

unn, Hopk Phelan, Wallace, N. Y, 

Butterworth, Houk, Price, tson, 
Caldwell Kennedy, Raines, Wheeler, Mich. 
Campbell rr Randall, Mass, Whi 
Clark, Wis. Ketcham, Randall, Pa. Wilber, 
Compton, Kinsey, Rockwell, Wiley, 
Connell, Knapp, Rogers, Wilkinson, 
Cothran, Lansing, Rusk, Willcox, 
Crain, ee Seull, Wilson, xy. 
Crisp, Lehibach, Skinner, Wilson, W. Va. 


So the amendment was adopted. 

The following pairs were announced until farther notice: 
Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. COMPTON. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. PERRY. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. BARWIG. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. SouULL with Mr, Jason B, BROWN. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. GOODNIGHT, : 
Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. AXDREW. 
Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr, SPOONER with Mr. GRIMES. 

Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. DIBBLE, until Wednesday morning. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. MUTCHLER, on all political questions until 
Monday, March 17. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, until - 
Tuesday next. 

Mr. RAINES with Mr. WILEY, on the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, on this bill, 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. BUNN, for the rest of the day. 

Mr, O’FERRALL with Mr. VANDEVER, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. ELLIOTT, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr, BLOUNT, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. STIVERS with Mr. CRAIN, for this day. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR with Mr. BLANCHARD, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. Norton, for this day, ; 

Mr. KENNEDY with Mr. HAYNES, for this day. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. GIBSON, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. BowpEN with Mr. MCRAE, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Hour with Mr. EN1okg, on this vote. 

Mr. MORSE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
GOODNIGHT] on political questions, but I do not consider this a polit- 
ical question, and accordingly have recorded my vote. 

Mr, PETERS. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. TURNER] is 
absent sick at his room, and I was not able to obtain a pair for him. 
If present he would have voted “yea,” 

Mr. DUNPHY. Iam announced as being paired with Mr. BELDEN, 
but I have recorded my vote, asI do not regard this asa political ques- 


tion. 
Mr. ROWLAND. My colleague [Mr. Bunn] is absent sick. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desireto announce thatmy colleague 
(Mr. Jason B. Brown] is detained from the House by sickness. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a statement, and 
if under that statement I am entitled to vote under the rule I desire 
to do so, I was in the Hall when the second roll-call was made, but at 
the time when my name was reached I was engaged in the examination 
of a matter that is pending before Congress and did not hear my name. 
If under that statement I am entitled to vote, I desire to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would not be entitled to vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I was sitting in my seat during the 
roll-call and did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening, so that he thinks 
his name was not called? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I was not listening specially. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair is not allowed to entertain the re- 
quest of the gentleman to vote. 

Mr. YARDLEY. I voted ‘‘yea,’’ but the Clerk has announced me 
as being paired. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. Rogers] is absent on account of sickness. 
cae SPRINGER. Task that the reading of the names be dispensed 

th. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I object. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

So the amendment was to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend section 8 by striking out all after the word “ States,” in line 10, and in- 
serting the following: “And any person residing in the Territory of Oklahoma 
whom there is Indian blood 1 have the right to invoke the aid of the 
courts therein for the protection of his personal property as if he were a citizen 
of the United States.” : 
Mr. SPRINGER. Irise to a question of order. Was that amend- 
ment that the Clerk read adopted ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the amendment was 


adopted. 

Mr. PERKINS. That amendment was not accepted in Committee 
of the Whole, and I make the point of order against it, 

Mr. HOOKER. Oh, yes; it was adopted in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am mistaken. I was thinking of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentlemen from Georgia [Mr. BARNES]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “ States,” in line 8 of section 10, the follow- 
ing words: “Except section 2301 of the Revised Statutes, which shall not ap- 
Pp ly.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend, after the word “ States,” inline 34 of section 10, by inserting the fol- 
lewis words: “Except section 2301 of the Revised Statutes, which shall not ap- 

y” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to section 10 the following: 


Provided, however, That 
hereby created shall inure to the use or benefit of any railroad corporation (ex- 
cept 


wise invest any corporation neat a ye operating any railroad in the Indian Ter- 
ritory or tories created by 
either of said Territories; and this act shall not apply to or affect any lands 
which upon any condition on becoming a part of the public domain would inure 
to the benefit of or become the Png of ony arona corporation; and any 
question that shall arise under this provision shall be referred by the Secretary 
of the Interior to the Attorney-General for his opinion thereon.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by striking out all of section 11, after the word "‘ proof," in the eleventh 
line. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend section 11 by adding thereto the following proviso: 

J ed ther, the lands in this section declared a part of the public 
domain of the United States and hereby opened to settlement are hereby created 
into a public land district, and the President is hereby empowered and directed 
to locate Jand offices for the same in said district, and to appoint, in conformity 
with existing law, a r and receiver for said land office; and for the pur- 

of carrying out provision the sum of $2,500, or so much thereof as may 
necessary, is hereby appropriated.” 
Mr. TARSNEY, ‘That amendment, Mr. Speaker, belongs properly 
tosection 10. It was agreed to as an amendment to section 10. 

TheSPEAKER. Wastheamendmentagreed toas part of section 10? 

Mr. SPRINGER. We went back to that section and agreed to it, 

The SPEAKER. In committee this was agreed to as an amendment 
to section 10, and will be submitted to the House as an amendment to 
that section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding to section 12 the following words: 

“No who shall be at the time seized in fee-simple of 160 acres of land 
in any or Territory shall hereafter be entitled to par an land covered by the 
provisions of this act” 


The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend section 12 by adding the following words after the word “ void,” in 
line 8; “ Subject to an appeal to the Secretary of the Interior, as in other cases,” 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend section 12 by strikingout all of the section after the word "act," in the 
sixteenth line, down to and including the word “ Territory,” in the twenty-third 
line, being the words following: “ That the registersand receivers of 
the offices in the Territory of Oklahoma shall haye the power to subpana 
witnesses and compel their attendance in all land contests instituted in their 
respective offices; but the party desiring the attendance of such witnesses shall 
advance the fees for one day's attendance and for mileage to and from the resi- 
dence of such witnesses at the same rates allowed in the courts of the Territory.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question now is upon agreeing to the substi- 
tute as amended. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. I desire to ask the Chair whether a certain amend- 
ment offered by m yesterday can be voted upon under the order of 
the House. I will state the facts as succinctly as possible. A portion 
of the special order under which we are acting reads as follows: 

And at 40’clock on said day the committee shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may haye been agreed to, and thereupon, etc, 

Yesterday these proceedings occurred in Committee of the Whole: 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I ask the gentleman to withhold that motion 
for a moment until I make a request that an amendment which I have prepared 
be printed in the RECORD, to be considered as pending to-morrow when the pre- 
vious question operates, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey sends tothe desk an amend- 
ment,which will be printed in the RECORD and be considered as pending when 
the previous question operates, 

Thereupon follows the amendment, which appears on page 2234 of 
the RECORD. My inquiry is whether this leave granted in Committee 
of the Whole is such an enlargement of the order of the House as to 
bring that amendment before the House for action, the Committee of 
the Whole having risen before the amendment was reached because of 
the expiration of the period, to wit, the arrival of 4 o’clock? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks itis not. The question is upon 
agreeing to the substitute. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, before that question is put I wish to 
say a word. I did not hear the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BUCHANAN] distinctly, but I presume he was calling attention to an 
amendment offered by him yesterday, to strike out certain sections of 
the bill. The amendmett was offered under these circumstances, as I 
understand: It was to be considered asa pending amendment, to be 
voted upon like other amendments; and while it might not have been 
reached in Committee of the Whole, yet it was a pending amendment, 
and I think that under a fair construction of the order amending the 
rules for the special purpose of passing this bill, amendments pending 
at the time when the committee rose may be voted upon in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see how the committee can en- 
large the resolution of the House, 

Mr. HOOKER. That would not enlarge it. ; 

The SPEAKER. The resolution says ‘‘such amendments as may 
have been agreed to.” The question is upon agreeing to the substitute 
as amended. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the “ayes ”’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOOKER. _I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 160, noes 25. 

Mr. HOOKER, Icall for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and they 
were refused, only 26 members voting in the affirmative. 

TheSPEAKER. The yeas and nays arerefused, and the substitute 
is agreed to. The question is upon the third reading of the bill as 
amended. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and 

Mr. PERKINS. move to amend the title so as to conform to the 
new provisions in the bill. It ought to read ‘‘A bill to organize the 
Territory of Oklahoma, to establish courts in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes.’’ 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPRINT OF A REPORT. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs 
I ask that House Report No. 529, in relation to Army appropriations, 
be reprinted on account of errors. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves that the House 
do now adjourn, Pending that motion the Chair desires to lay before 
the House a report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (S. 1701) making an appropriation for the removal of a dan- 
gerous obstruction to the entrance of the harbor at Milwaukee, Wis, 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SPOONER, on account of a death in his family. 

To Mr. SAWYER, for five days, on account of sickness and death. 

To Mr. YARDLEY, for six days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, for four days, on account of important 
business. z 

To Mr. Bunn, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. LEHLBACH, for five days. 

CORRECTION OF A BILL. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to lay before the House the bill 
S. 410, which the House yesterday asked the Senate to return in order 
that it might be amended by the insertion of the word ‘‘Surgeon’’ be- 
tween the word ‘Supervising ’’ and the word ‘‘ General,’’ so as to read- 
‘Supervising Surgeon-General.’”? The suggestion of the change was 
made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. If there is no 
objection, the amendment will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of Archibald Hunley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
r f resisting his “4 


which ap: against said Archibald Hunley, late a private in Com y H, Thir- 
tieth ment of Illinois Volunteers, on the records of the War ment; 


exist, 


The SPEAKER. 
this bill? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Does it carry any appropriation ? 

Mr. FITHIAN. It makes no appropriation. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But will not the soldier under this bill re- 
ceive additional pay or allowances? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Whether there be any pay or allowances due him 
isa matter to be determined hereafter by the officers of the Govern- 
anne The bill provides that the charge against this soldier be re- 
moved. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask a vote on the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock anc 3 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


FOG-SIGNAL AT CUCKOLD’S ISLAND, BOOTH BAY, ME. 
Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an appro- 


paren for the establishment of a fog-signal at or near the Cuckold’s 
sland, in Townshend Harbor, Booth Bay, Me.—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATION, FORT LYON, COLORADO, 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Interior to pay the salury of the custodian of 
the abandoned military reservation at Fort Lyon, Colorado, for the fiscal 
year 1891—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

TELEGRAPHING AND PURCHASE OF INDIAN SUPPLIES. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an increased 
estimate from the Secretary of the Interior for telegraphing and pur- 
chase of Indian supplies for the fiscal year 1891—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

LIGHT AT CUT-OFF CHANNEL, BALTIMORE HARBOR, MARYLAND. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an appro- 
priation for the establishment of a light-station at or near the mouth 
of the new Cut-Off Channel, Baltimore Harbor, Maryland—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


LIGHTS AT DOLLER’S POINT AND HOG ISLAND WHARF, JAMES RIVER. 
Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an appro- 


pans for the establishment of proper lights at Doller’s Point on 
og Island Wharf, James River, Virginia—to the Committee on Ap- 


propriations. 


CHEBOYGAN (MICHIGAN) RIVER LIGHT RANGE. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an appro- 
priation for the purchase of additional land for the Cheboygan (Michi- 
gan) River range light station—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

WILLIAM F. MOORE VS. UNITED STATES. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the finding of thecourtin the case of William F. Moore against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OGDEN, UTAH. 

Letter from the secretary of the Territory of Utah, transmitting a 
memorial from the governor and Legislative Assembly representing the 
need of an appropriation for a public building at Ogden, Utah—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

LEAGUE ISLAND NAVY-YARD, 

Communication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in 
compliance with the resolution of the House of the 10th instant, .copy 
of the report of the board as to the availability of the navy-yard, League 
Island, as a naval station and ship-building yard, with maps accom- 
panying—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


- Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, the following reports were filed, and, 
with accompanying bills, ordered to be printed, and referred as follows: 
Mr. QUACKENBUSH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 613) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Oneida, N. Y.—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. f 

Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which 
was referred the memorial, together with a letter of the Secretary of 
of State, to permit Henry Vignaud to receive the decoration of com- 
mander of the Legion of Honor, reported a joint resolution (H. Res. 120) 
authorizing Henry Vignaud to accept from the President of the French 
Republic a diploma of commander of the Legion of Honor; which was 
read twice, and referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the me- 
morial, together with a letter from the Secretary of State, to permit 
Lieut. Aaron Ward and Capt. H. C. Cochran to accept diplomas from 
the French Republie, reported a joint resolution (H. Res. 121) author- 
izing Lieut. Aaron Ward, United States yf and Capt. H. C. Coch- 
ran, United States Marine Corps, to accept from the President of the 
French Republic diplomas of the Legion of Honor; which was read 
twice, and referred to the House Calendar. À 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 1087) for the relief of Daniel 
W. Perkins—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Militia, re- 
ported, asa substitute for the bill (H. R. 4668) to promote the efficiency 
of the militia, a bill (H. R. 8151) to promote the efficiency of the 
militia; which substitute was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the estimates for the support of the Military Academy for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, reported a bill (H. R. 8152) mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported with amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 2393) for the relief of William H. Crook—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DORSEY, from the Committee on the Territories, reported with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 7170) to authorize the city of Ogden, Utah, 
to assume an increased indebtedness—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the J udiciary, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R.7179) m relation to claims arising 
under the provisions of the captured and abandoned property act, here- 
tofore reported, submitted the views of the minority thereon in writ- 
ing; which said views were ordered to be printed as part 2 of report 
No. 784 and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SMYSER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 2738) granting a pension to Christiana Schneider—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported with amendment the following bills; which were severally 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union: - 

A bill (H. R. 900) to establish range and other necessary lights at 
the entrance to the harbor of Cape Charles City, in Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 3870) to authorize the construction of a steam-tender for 
useofengineerdepartmentin theninth and eleventh light-honse districts. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports on bills of the follow- 
ing titles were delivered to the Clerk and laid on the table as follows: 

By Mr. JASON B. BROWN, from the Committee on War Claims, 
on the bill (H. R. 2300) for the relief of James Cosgrove. 


By Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, on 

the bill (H. R. 673) to amend the act approved March 1, 1887, and to 

pore concerning pay of privates of the Hospital Corps, United States 
my. 

Also, from the same committee, on the bill (H. R. 3312) to amend 
section 6 of the act approved March 1, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to or- 
ere the Hospital Corps of the Army of the United States, to define 
ts duty and fix its pay.” 

By Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on 
the bill (H. R. 1085) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Vincent. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, on the bill (H. R. 68) relating to the duties and compensa- 
tion of United States attorneys. 

Also, from the same committee, on the bill (H. R. 69) relating to the 
duties and compensation of United States marshals. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were delivered 
to the Speaker and referred as follows: 
Fy Mr. MILLIKEN: 


iesolved, That Tuesday, Wednesday, und Thursday, March 18, 19, and 20, after 
sixty minutes of the morning hour shal! have passed, be fixed for the consid- 
eration in Committee of the Whole, when reported, of sach bills as may be in- 
dicated by the Committee on Pubhe Buildingsand Grounds, of the bills reported 
by that committee, and that this order shall continue from day today until three 
days shall have been occupied; notto interfere with revenue or general appro- 
gs lon bills, or prior orders, or reports privileged under Rule XI; and that such 

as the Committee of the Whole shall report favorably be regarded as un- 
finished businers of the following day; 
to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. DORSEY: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the heads of the several Executive 
Departments of the Governament be, and they are hereby, required to inform 
this House of the number of telephones now in use in their respective Depart- 
ments, bureaus, and offices, the annual rental paid for each instrument, the cost 
of maintaining said instruments, if any, and the amount paid to employés of 
the Government who are employed or assigned to duty in whole or in part as 
telephone operators; K 


to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following bills and joint resolutions 
were delivered to the the Speaker, severally read twice, and referred as 
follows: 

Ly Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 8146) to authorize the construction 
of a tunnel under the Detroit River at the city of Detroit, Mich.—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MASON (by request): A bill (H. R. 8147) to provide for a 
national-bank circulation that shall adjust itself to the demands of 
commerce, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Banking and 


Currency. 
By MTOR REEE dery 8148) to permit sho oaWar and 
i securities for foreign governments, and for other purposes— 
e atrija on Banking and Currency. 

Ty Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 8149) to increase the limit of cost of 
the public building authorized by act of Con approved March 2, 
1889, to be erected at Fort Worth, Tex.—to Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 8150) to provide for the adjudi- 
cation and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8153) granting the buildings and 
four sections of land at Fort Sisseton, S. Dak., to the State of South 
Dakota for the use of the militia of the State, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8154) authorizing 
the Pneumatic Gun Carriage and Power Company to build a siege gun 
and disappearing siege carriage for the War Department—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 8155) to grant school district No. 
7, of the township of Dearborn, Wayne County, Michigan, certain lots 
of land for school purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8156) to incor- 

te the Cross-Town Railroad of the District of Columbia—to the 
mmittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BREWER (by request): A bill (H. R. 8157) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Georgetown Bridge, Lock, Elevator 
Po Railway Company ’’—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 


By Mr. HERMANN; A bill (H. R. 8158) to dispose of certain lots of 
the Fort Dalles military reservation, and the improvements thereon— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia: A joint resolution (H. Res. 122) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to cause an examination and survey of 
the inside route between Doboy and Sapelo Sounds—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 123) authorizing the Secretary of 


War to cause to be made an examination and survey of the inside 
route between Savannah River and Fernandina, Fla., including Rom- 
erly Marsh—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


* PRIVATE BILIS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles were 
delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 8159) for the relief of John 
Tucker, late private Company F, Thirty-eighth Ohio Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8160) for the 
relief of Dr. William Kenney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8161) for the relief of the heirs of 
Alpha A. Leach, for accrued pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. l 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 8162) for the relief of Thomas Craw- 
ford, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CASWELL: A bill (H. R. 8163) granting a pension to W. 
W. Seely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8164) for the relief of Jackson 
Briscoe—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CHEATHAM: A bill (H. R.8165) granting a pension to Mary 
Norman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 8166) to place the name of Sarah 
A. Smail upon the pension-roll and grant hera pension of $25 per month— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bil (H. R. 8167) granting a pension to Martha 
Hindman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KINSEY: A bill (H. R. 8168) to relieve John Hatfield from 
the of desertion—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 8169) for the relief of Peter Clark— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8170) granting a pension to Elizabeth Keely—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8171) granting a pension to Israel Litno—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN; A bill (H. R. 8172) granting a pension to Ed- 
win Bragg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8173) for the relief of Annie E. Tallman—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 8174) ting a certificate of hon- 
orable service to Wesley S. Crane—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8175) for the relief of Thomas and Lydia Eckhart— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8176) for the relief of Peter Ehrstine—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8177) granting a pension to Thomas Geiger—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8178) for the relief of Benjamin D. Lakin—to the 
Committee on Claims. P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8179) granting a pension to John Kindle Tate— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8180) for the relief of John Walters—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 8181) granting a pension to Isaac 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 8182) for the relief of Caroline M. 
McDongal, widow of the late Rear-Admiral David McDougal, United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8183) for the relief 
of Edmund M. Phelan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 8184) for the relief of Freak H. Ferris— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 8185) for the relief of Margaret 
Yaito—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 8186) for the relief of Landon 
L. Lea, of Amite County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8187) for the relief of 
Edmund C. Bailey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8188) for the re- 
lief of Joseph Hoffman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8189) for the relief of John Spangler—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 8190) for the relief of John Bowers, of 
Henrico County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8191) for the relief of A. S. Lee—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8192) for the relief of Collins M. 
Segar, late employé Quartermaster-General’s Office—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 


were made: 
A bill (H. R. 3889) to restrict the sale ofconvict-made goods—Com- 
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mittee on Labor discharged, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

A bill (H. R. 285) providing payment for paving the alley adjoining 
the United States Government building in Des Moines, lowa—Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were delivered the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREW: Papers to accompany H. R. 6156, granting a 
pension to John D. Creighton—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN; Resolutionsof Bond Post, No.24, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Ohio, in favor of the per diem rated 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: Resolution of the council of the 
city of Fredericksburgh, Va., for road to national cemetery—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition to accompany a bill for the relief of 
Thomas Crawford, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of school district No. 7 of the township 
of Dearborn, Michigan, for certain land for school purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DELANO: Petition from Cyrus B. Martin and 76 others, citi- 
zens of the town of Norwich, N. Y., asking the speedy passage of Honse 
bill 584, the same being in the interest of the American silk industry— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Proofs and vouchers to be filed with H. R. 7951, for 
the relief of Campbell H. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. FLICK: Concurrent resolution of the senate and house of 
representatives of the State of Iowa, urging such legislation by Con- 
gress as will require ali railroad cars used in interstate commerce to be 
equipped with uniform safe automatic couplers and power automatic 
brakes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Resolutions of a mass meeting of old soldiers at 
Garnett, Kans., March 7, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of citizens of Caroline and Dorchester 
Counties, for survey of ‘‘ Linchester River,” Maryland—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harhors. 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: Petition of Nancy E. Hardy, for relief—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOKH: Petition of E. P. Brooks and a great num- 
ber of ex-soldiers of Meigs County, Ohio, favoring a service pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of T. S. Peck and others, in favor of a 
pension for George H. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, testimony relating to the bill granting a pension to Mary Mor- 

Edson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition and memorial of F. W. Alvord and 168 
others, citizens of Sandusky, Ohio, praying for the erection of a monu- 
ment at Put-in Bay, Ohio, to commemorate Oliver Hazard Perry and 
others who participated in the naval battle of Lake Erie on the 10th 
day of September, 1813—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition and memorial of G. E. St. John and 70 others, of Port 
Clinton, Ohio, for the same purpose—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa: Resolution of the Twenty-third Gen- 
eral Assembly of Iowa, favoring legislation in the construction of such 
railroad couplings as will protect the lives and limbs of railroad em- 
ployés—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Amos Crow, for increase of pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

. Also, resolutions passed by J. M. Holbrook Post, No. 342, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Iowa, Delhi, Delaware Coanty, Iowa, 
g the passage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 

id Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of The Dalles, Oregon, to 
sell Fort Dalles military reservation—to the Committee on Military 

Also, petition of citizens of Oregon, asking for the forfeiture of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad land grant between Wallula and Portland, 
Oregon—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of John Bain and 38 others, citizens of Ro- 
chelle, Ill., for converting Pipestone reservation into a national park 
and locating an Indian industrial school therein—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 
aes Mr. eee: Petition of J. D. Smith and 46 others, soldiers of 

‘oodson nty, Kansas, asking for the passage of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 

Also, pétition of Otter Creek Lodge, F. M. B. A., asking for free 
coi of silver, a liberal system of pension, for abolition of national- 

g system, for a law providing for election of United States Sen- 
ators by a direct vote of the people, for a reduction of tariff on articles 
of necessity—to the Committee on Coinage, Weighte, and Measures, 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic post, 


Arin Iowa, for service-pension bill—to the Committees on Invalid 
ensions, 

Also, petition of Richland (Iowa) Monthly Meeting of Friends, against 
increased ex ture for Navy and coast defenses—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Mrs. Annie E. Tallman, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: Petition of Capt. E. H. Whittinghille, for 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: Memorial of Cæsar’s Creek Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, Ohio, for peaceful methods of settling national disputes and 
controyersies—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORROW: Memorial from Oakland Union of Carpenters and 
Joiners of Oakland, Cal.—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Petition to accompany H. R. 6780, to 
refund license fees to officers of steam-yessels—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of National Encampment Union Fet- 
eran Legion, favoring the selection of General A. L. Pearson as one of 
the board of managers of National Soldiers’ Home—to the Committee 
ov Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of Jacob Hoffman and 20 others, enpera 
and employers, engaged in the manufacture of cigars in Peoria, IlL., fo 
the retention of the tax on cigars and the internal-revenue system 
which protects brands and trade-marks—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

Also, papers in the case of F. H. Ferris—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Peoria (DI. ) Typographical Union, No. 29, for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 232—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: Remonstrance from citizens of Arizona 
against the passage of a land court bill to settle Spanish or Mexican 
land grants in Arizona—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions of Wallor Post, No, 223, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Milford, Iowa, urging the passage of the serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions from Sidney Fuller Post, No. 458, Grand Army of 
the Republie, Oto, Iowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions from McDowell Post, No. 391, Grand Army of the 
ee: Early, Iowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 14, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, stating, in response to a reso- 
lution of March 10, 1890, that the questions relating to the withhold- 
ing of patents for lands within the limits of the grant to the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company which are free from all claims and were not 
reserved at the date of the definite location of the company’s road, are 
still under consideration in the Interior Department, and for want of 
time the inquiry in regard thereto has not yet been completed; and 
that, as the report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office is 
part of the record in the matter under consideration and is subject to 
be affirmed or reversed by the action of the Secretary, it should not at 
present be promulgated. 

‘The communication was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution to which this com- 
munication is a response was offered by the junior Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr, PLUME], and it will lie upon the table until he shall come in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of March 3, 1890, a report from the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs relative to persons who have been added to the member- 
ship of the Sac and Fox Indians; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution to which this com- 
munication is a response was also offered by the junior Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], and, in the absence of suggestion, will lie upon 
the table without further order until he shall come in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills received yesterday from the House of Represent- 
atives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 347) to grant the right of way to the Galena, Guthrie 
and Western Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for 
other pu : 

A bill CH. R. 7509) granting to the Palouse and § 
right of way through the Nez Pereé Indian 


4 


Railway a 
in Idaho; and 
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A bill (H. R. 7754) granting right of way to Little Falls, Mille Lacs 
and Lake Su r Railroad across Mille Lacs Indian reservation. 

The bill (H. R. 1590) to ratify an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for a wagon-road between Mount Idaho, in Idaho County, and Little 
Salmon Meadows, in Washington County, in Idaho Territory ° was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The bill (H. R. 3940) toamend an act entitled “An act to extend the 
fees of certain officers over the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona ’’ 
Mea twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the memorial of C. H. Bubb, 
of Dewart, Pa., remonstrating against an increase of the present rate 
of duty on tin plate; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Elvira Hoaglin, of Lake, in the 
State of Michigan, widow of Jefferson Hoaglin, late of Company L, 
First Regiment, Ohio Heavy Artillery, praying to be allowed a widow’s 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, SAWYER presented a resolution adopted by members of Po- 
mona Grange, of County, Wisconsin, remonstrating against the 
demonetization of silver and favoring its free coinage; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, of 
Bennett, Fillmore County, Nebraska, praying that efforts be made by 
the Government to secure the removal of unreasonable restrictions 
upon our export trade in meats; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr, SHERMAN presented a petition of S. W. Brown and 49 other 
legal voters in the county of Holmes, Mississippi, praying for the pas- 
sage of a national law securing a free ballot and an honest count in all 
elections of Representatives in Congress ong that, in addition, such laws 
may be by Congress as it may have power to enact for the en- 
forcement of the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of Hazlett Post, No. 81, Department 
of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the dependent-pension bill and praying for the passage of the 

ce-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of J. Tevis Post, No, 560, Departinent 
of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the passage of the 
service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, STEWART presented forty-nine petitions signed by 1,849 mem- 
bers of the Farmers’ Alliance and citizens of Nebraska, praying for 
the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of A. W. Hawkins and 66 others, 
citizens of Athens, Ga., praying for the passage of the educational bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 62 citizens of the United States, pray- 
ing for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MOODY presented a petition 34 citizens of Andover, S. Dak., 
and a petition of 21 citizens of the same place, praying for the free 
coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2455) making appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the military reservation known as Fort Walla Walla, in the 
State of Washington, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

. SPOONER, from the Committeeon Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2714) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at the city of Aurora, Ill., reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 505) for the construction of a railroad and wagon bridge 
across the Mississippi River at South St, Paul, Minn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 507) granting the counties of Hennepin and Dakota, 
oo A the right to build two bridges across the Minnesota River; 


A bill (H. R. 5667) to‘amend an act to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across Trail Creek, in the city of Michigan City, Ind, 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2730) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the St. Louis River at the most accessible point between the States of 
Minnesota and Wisconsin, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2842) to establish wind-signal display stations at Thunder 
Bay and Middle Islands, Lake Huron, reported it with amendments. 

e also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 3122) to amend 
section 4426 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, ‘‘ Regulation 
of steam-vessels;’’ which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 3876) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Red River of the North, reported it with amendments, 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 


Mr. VEST. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day, it be to 
meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
RATE OF INTEREST ON TAX ARREARAGES. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5179) fixing the rate 
of interest to be charged on arrearages of general and special taxes now 
due the District of Columbia if paid within a time specified, to report 
it with an amendment, and I ask unanimons consent for its immediate 
consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill. It provides that the rate of interest to 
collected of any person owing arrearages of general taxes prior to 
July 1, 1888, or assessments for special improvements, dnclnding the lay- 
ing of water mains, now due to and the liens for which are held by the 
District of Columbia, shall be 6 per cent. per annum, in lieu of the rate 
and penalties now fixed by law and of all accrued costs. ; 

The amendment of the Committee on the District of Colambia was, 
in line 11, to strike out “April?” and insert “‘ June ;”’ sọ as to make the 
proviso read: 

Provided, That this provision shall only apply to taxes and assessments paid 
on or before the 30th day of June, 1890. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT TAX SALES, 

Mr. VANCE. I am directed by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5825) prescribing the 
times for sales and for notices of sales of property in the District of 
Columbia for overdue taxes, to report it without amendment, and to 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, 

It proposes to require the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to prepare a list of all taxes on real property in the District, subject to 
taxation, on which taxes are levied and in arrears on the Ist of July, 
1889, and each and every year thereafter (including all taxes due to the 
late corporations of Washington City, Georgetown, the levy court of 
the county of Washington, and the District of Columbia). The com- 
missioners are to publish the same with a notice of sale in a pamphlet 
of which not less than 3,000 copies shall be printed for distribution to 
tax-payers applying therefor, . 

On the first Tuesday in April, 1890, and the third Tuesday in March 
of each year thereafter, the commissioners are to give notice which shall 
contain the name of each and every person in which each piece of 
property is assessed, together with the amount of assessment upon each 
piece, by advertising twice a week for three successive weeks in the 

r issue of two or more daily newspapers published in the Dis- 
trict, that the pamphlet has been printed and that a copy thereof will 
be delivered to any tax-payer applying therefor at the office of the com- 
missioners, and that if the taxes due, together with the penalties and 
costs that may have accrued thereon, shall not be paid prior to the day 
fixed for sale the property will be sold, under the direction of the com- 
missioners, at public auction, at the office of the collector of taxes, com- 
mencing three weeks after the first publication of the notice and con- 
pacing on each following day, Sunday and legal holidays excepted, 
until all the delinquent property is sold. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will ask if that is a House bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isa House bill. Í 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thenitisall right. I noticed that the other House 
had such a bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHRIST CHURCH PROPERTY IN WASHINGTON, 


Mr. VANCE. A Senate bill quit-claiming the title of the Govern- 
ment to certain property in this city was passed by this body, sent to 
the other House, and was there slightly amended in the matter of des- 
ignating more particularly the property, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia to report it favorably and recommend 
the adoption of the House amendment and to ask for its immediate 
consideration, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 296) vesting in the vestry of Christ 
Church, Washington Parish, District of Columbia, all of the right, title, 
and interest of the United States of America in and to square south of 
square 1092 in the city of Washington, District aforesaid. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendments of the House of 
Representatives will be stated. 

The CHIEFOLERK. In line7, after the word “‘Parish,’’ insert ‘‘ other- 
wise called the vestry of Washington Parish,” 
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Amend the title by adding, after the word ‘‘ aforesaid,’’ ‘‘ this being 
an act to remove a cloud upon the title of said lot.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD, 


Mr. FAULKNER. The bill (S. 1083) to amend the act giving the 
approval and sanction of Congress to the route and termini of the An- 
acostia and Potomac River Railroad, in the District of Columbia, was 
passed by the Senate and subsequently by the Honse of Representa- 
tives with an amendment. Jam instructed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to report back the amendment and move the con- 
currence of the Senate therein. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Representatives will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 14, after the word “‘ street,’’ insert: 


Provided, That so much of the act of August 1, 1888, as authorized the com- 
pany. herein named to lay its tracks on Seyenth street, east, between M and G, is 
ereby repealed. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
SUGAR-BEET INDUSTRY OF BOHEMIA. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Printi 
to report back favorably (with a report which I ask may be printed 
a resolution referred to the Committee on Printing, which was submitted 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] on the 12th instant; 
and [ ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 5,500 copies of the Sugar-Beet Industry of Bo- 


hemia, a report by Commercial Agent Hawes, of Reichenberg, 5,000 for the use 
of the Senate and 500 for the use of the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


The amendment of the House of 


E ae Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. s 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to say that the printing of this report is 
desired by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. It has been 
examined by the Committee on Printing, and it is found that the cost 
of printing 5,500 copies will be a little over $200. The document con- 
tains very valuable information upon this subject, which undoubtedly 
should be given to the public interested in the question. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DOLPH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3114) for the adjudi- 
cation and payment of Indian depredation claims; which was read 
twice by its title. ` 

Mr. DOLPH. This bill was prepared by a gentleman who has given 
a great deal of attention to these claims. I have glanced through it 
and believe it contains some valuable provisions, and I call the special 
attention of the chairman of the committee to it. I move that it be 
referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3115) to punish the unlawful 
appropriation of the use of the property of another in the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3116) to punish the carrying or selling 
of deadly or dangerous weapons within the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3117) for the relief of Levi Teets; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mı. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S, 3118) to establish a circuit court 
of appeal; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I wish to state that this is a substitute for the bill 
(S. 2619) to establish a circuit court of appeals, previously introduced 
by me. Iask that the Committee on the Judiciary be disc’ from 
the further consideration of that bill, and that it be indefinitely post- 


poned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CASEY introduced a bill (S. 3119) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Wansbrough; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (S. 3120) to amend an act for the 
relief of the Sioux Indians at Devil's Lake agency, North Dakota; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 3121) for the re- 
lief of John R. Bond; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3123) to amend an act to pro- 
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hibit the importation and immigration of foreigners and aliens under 
contract or agreement to perform labor in the United States, its Terri- 
tories, and the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3124) granting a pension to Catherine 
S. Lawrence; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3125) for the relief of A. N. 
Kimball, and sureties on his official bond as receiver of public moneys; 
pda was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims, : 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3126) to constructa public build- 
ing at Oskaloosa, Iowa, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its een and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

iroun: 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3127) amending an act en- 
titled “An act to constitute Lincoln, Nebr., a port ot delivery, and 
to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act 
to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutia- 
ble goods, and for other purposes,’ tosaid port of Lincoln;’? which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3128) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Zell; which was read twice by its title, 
and, withthe accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 390) to amend paragraph 3 of section 4693 of the 
Revised Statutes, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to take from the table Senate bill 157 with 
the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Senator from Tennessee moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 157) to amend 
the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair understands this to be a 
Senate bill which passed the other House with an amendment. The 
amendment of the House of Representatives will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment is to add as a new section: 

Sec. 6, That this act shall be considered as an amendment to the act of June 
19, 1888, granting a charter to the ren vies and Soldiers’ Home Railroad, and 
shal! be construed as being subject to all limitations and conditions of said orig- 
inal act, except as specifically provided otherwise herein, 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to concur in the amendment of the House of 
Representatives. The bill was laid over the other day at the instance 
of the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest], who was in his seat a mo- 
ment since, but is not in his seat at this moment. I want the House 
amendment acted upon this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon agreeing to the Honse amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Whatisthat? ~« 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

Mr. COCKRELL, What is the title of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The title of the bill will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 157) to amend the charter of the Eck- 
ington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will not in- 
sist upon that until my colleague can be here. He isin the building 
and will be here in a few moments. 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought he was in his seat when I asked the Sen- 
ate to take up the bill. I want the amendment concurred in this 
morning. I have sent a page to hunt for the Senator from Missouri, 
but inasmuch as he is absent at the moment I am willing to pass from 
it. However, I shall move again to proceed with it the moment the 


Senator appears. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be passed over informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not understand the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill being now pending, it may be passed over 
informally until the Senator from Missouri comes in. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be passed over informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over informally. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. Vest entered the Chamber, 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Missouri is now here. -Let the 
amendment of the House be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be again read. 

The amendment was read. 
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The PRESIDENT pro baer The goo is on concurring in 
the amendment made to the bill by the House of tatives. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, my objection to the bill, and I state it 
very frankly, is to that provision in it which gives to this company the 
right to construct additional overhead electric wires in the District of 
Columbia, Senators will remember (at least those who were members 
of the last Congress) that the question of overhead electric wires was 
discussed in granting the original charter of this company, and a reso- 
lution was passed by the Senate, after debate, instructing the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia toreport legislation forbidding the con- 
struction of overhead electric wires in this District. It is unnecessary 
to repeat the arguments pro and con had in that discussion. 

Whi‘e that matter was pending in the Senate the District appropria- 


overhesd electric wires in the District after, I think, the 15th of last 
September. That was the settled rule and law of the District in the 
general enactment, as I understand it. The company proceeded with 

a haste which was remarkable to construct its overhead wires along 

New York avenue, to erect its poles and put up the wires there, and 
managed to finish the work before the limitation of time fixed in the 
general appropriation Jaw arrived. 

Now, I take my part of responsibility for not having objected to this 

z provision when the bill was passed through the Senate. I did notknow 
there was any such provision in the bill until my attention was called 
to it atter it had passed the House of Representatives and come back 
to us with this amendment. I am informed, for I claim to be no ex- 
pert in such matters myself, that under parliamentary rules the body 
of the bill as it passed the Senate can not now be reached unless it 
should be by an amendment to the amendment which nullifies the pro- 
vision in the main body of the bill to which I have referred—either 
that or that the bill itself must be rejected. 

`I have no other interest in this matter than that of any other Senator. 
If the Senate now, in the teeth of the general enactment which was 
solemnly passed through both Houses of Congress, prohibiting over- 
head electric wires in this District, choose to violate that rule and to 
give this company the right to put up these overhead electric wires upon 
North Capitol street, one of the handsomest avenues in the city, of 
course I can stand it if the rest of the Senate have no objection. That 
is the whole case. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr, President, I do not understand the Senator from 
Missouri as objecting to the House amendment. His objection goes to 
the bill as it passed the Senate and as it passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

I have once or twice before stated upon this floor, and I will now re- 
state, that there is not an electrical expert in America who will not as- 
sure the Senator from Missouri, and every other Senator, that an electric 

«current with an energy of 500 volts or less never endangers animal life; 
that is not hurtfal to man or brute; and thata current with an energy 
of 500 volts is more than equal to propelling any line of street cars 
within the limits of the District of Columbia. 

Nos But, notwithstanding the objection of the Senator from Missouri, the 
executive authority of this District, composed of three commissioners, 
whore duty it is to look well and carefully to the public interests within 
this District, recommended the passage of this bill as it is. A com- 
mittee of nine Senators, especially appointed to look after District in- 
terests and District affairs, with absolute unanimity reported this bill. 
The Board of Trade of the city of Washingten have recommended its 

. pas-age in its present form. A large number of persons outside have 

-_ recommended it. The Senate by its vote has recommended it. The 

other House by its vote hasrecommended it. The whole world, so far 

as it has been consulted, seems to be decidedly in favor of it, except the 

Senator from Missouri. 

hm I leave the Senate to decide between the Senator from Missouri and 

| R the District commissioners, the Senate Committee on the District of 

Columbia, the action of the two Houses of Congress, I ask that the 

House amendment be concurred in, which will end this controversy for 

the present. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 
EIS) speaks of the action of the two Houses of Congress. The action 
of the two Houses of Congress was to the effect that no overhead elec- 
tric wires should be put upin this District after the 15th of September 
last. 5 
Mr. HARRIS. The Senator will allow me to say that when he comes 

to scrutinize the 1 ion I think he will find that he states it very 

/ much too strongly, but I do not care to go into that, and I do not in- 

tend todo so. But when I spoke of the action of the two Houses I 
spoke of their action upon this bill, and the Senator from Missouri will 
remember that when this bill was under consideration in the Senate 
he and I debated this electric feature here and then. 

- Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have no recollection of ever having 

. noticed this provision in this bill until the bill came back from the 

Honse of Representatives, and I immediately entered my dissent to it 
as soon as I made that discovery. If anything was said in debate be- 
tween the Senator from Tennessee and myself, it was not upon that 
feature of this bill at all, for I solemnly aver that I knew nothing about 
it, I have no recollection of it, and my attention was not called to it, 
or I should most unquestionably have objected at the time, 
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The Senator says the action of Congress is indicated by the passage 
of this bill. This bill passed through the Senate without any attention 
being called to this clause init which permits this eae oo violate 
the general provision that was incorporated in the general District ap- 
propriation bill as it was passed during the last year. Then the ques- 
tion was debated in the Senate. The provision prohibiting the erection 
of overhead electric wires was resisted strenuously by the Senator from 
Tennessee, and after a discussion lasting through the best part of two or 
three days the District of Columbia Committee was instructed to report 
a resolution against this sort of thing. Now itis proposed by this same 
corporation, which then rushed the work through, putup its posts upon 
New York avenue, and erected overhead wires, in the very first amend- 
ment that is proposed to its charter, to violate the general provision of 

W. 


I assume the responsibility of oversight or ignorance, or whatever it 
may be, in permitting this bill to go through the Senate as it is, but it 
does not change my opinion; and on that assumption of responsibility 
I reiterate my opposition to the whole system of overhead electric wires 
in this District. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will remember, in the line in which he is 
speaking, that after the contest to which he has alluded the best that 
Congress could do to preserve any rights, either in law or equity, that 
these electric companies had ever, in their discretion, condescended to 
allow them, was to provide that, instead of removing their wires entirely, 
they should be placed under ground whenever the commissioners deemed 
that that was safe. The upshot of that is, as the Senator says, that we 
should have no electric wires overhead. The best that Congress would 
vouchsafe to these companies was that they might be permitted to put 
them under ground. 

Mr. VEST. That is so. 
ae HALE. The provision is found on page 804 of the statutes of 

t year. 

Mr. VEST, I wish the Senator would read it. 

Mr. HALE. This is the provision giving that permission: 

That the commissioners of the District of Columbia may hereafter, under 
such reasonable conditions as they may prescribe, authorize the overhead wires 
of any telegraph, telephone, or electric-light company to be laid under any 
street, alley, highway, footway, or sidewalk in the. District, whenever, in their 
judgment, the public interest may require the exercise of such authority, such 
privileges as may be granted hereunder to be revocable at the will of Congress 
without nega eo eory ee and this authority to continue only until the termina- 
tion of the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. VEST. That is my understanding of the condition of the legis- 
lation now. I do not propose to go into the general subject of the fut- 
ure or the business of the future in the construction of overhead electric 
wires. The reviews of the country have been full of that discussion 
by Mr. Westinghouse and Mr. Edison; experts have given their opin- 
ion, and some have said that 500 volts of electricity shot intoa human 
being do not endanger life. I simply say for myself that I want no 


such experiment on my body or that of any friend. We know thatin 


the city of New York this discussion has resulted in the prohibition of 
overhead electric wires and the officers of the companies holding that 
monopoly there have refused to put their wires under ground, Such 
is the consensus of opinion in the municipalities of the country to-day, 
as I understand, and if electricians have changed their opinion it has 
not changed the opinion of the American people in regard to this matter. 

No man driving his vehicle along the route of one of the roads that 
these electric wires are over wants to be exposed to the accident of the 
wire being detached and killing the animal he is driving, and perhaps 
himself or a member of his family, and I say now, as I said in a former 
debate, that one human life ought to be more to the Congress of the 
United States than all the expenditure of money or consideration of 
convenience on the part of any corporation. We know what has been 
the result elsewhere, and when an accident happens here we shall be 
told that it will not happen again. Thatis noremedy to the man who, 
or whose family, has been killed, no matter what his position in life may 
be. however humble, 

I propose to offer this amendment at the end of the amendment of 
the House of Representatives: 

Provided, Thatno overhead wires shall be used within the limits of this city. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will send the amend- 
ment in writing to the desk. 

Mr. HARRIS. And upon that amendment I raise the question of 
order that it is out of order because it does not propose to modify the 
terms of the House amendment, butit is proposed as a modification of 
the body of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The amendment is to add to the proposed new 
section of the House of Representatives the following: 

Provided, That no overhead wires shall be used within the limits of this city. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Missouri proposes 
that the Senate agree to the amendment of the House with the amend- 
ment read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, another answer that has been made 
to the Senator from : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee, the 
Chair understands, raises a point of order. 


uri— 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, referring to the description or the 
characterization of this enterprise given by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EpMunps] I desire to say, so far as I am concerned, that I know 
nothing whatever of the enterprise, have no interest in it, and know 
nobody interested or connected with it directly or indirectly. I gave 
my testimony as to the experience in Omaha respecting the system 
there, because I felt it my duty to dosoin defense of the system itself, 
and a year’s experience ought to be pretty satisfactory evidence as to 
the fact whether it is a safe systemornot. There has been no accident 
in that city and the roads there pass through streets where more busi- 
ness is done than ın any street in this town, and that of itself, I think, 
ought to be very fair evidence that it is a safe and secure system, 

Mr. HARRIS. I dislike very much to detain the Senate a moment 
longer, but I want to state two or three facts. 

I know that quite a number of deaths have occurred from electric 
shocks in this country, but in respect to every one of them that I have 
had the ability to ran down and ascertain how they occurred, they re- 
sulted from the arc-light wire. The arc light can not be produced 
and maintained with an energy less than trom 1,500 to 2,500 volts, and in 
respect to every one of them thut I have had the means of investigat- 
ing, there is not one single death of a human being traceable to a rail- 
road wire, because where the road is ordinarily smooth and level four 
or five hundred volts give a power quite equal to propelling a train of 
street-cars. 

The road under consideration has used the maximum of 400 volts, 
It has been in operation for now about a year and a half. It carried 
over 500,000 passengers in the first year of its operation, and not a sin- 
gle accident to man or brute has occurred by the operations of that road. 

All the electrical experts in the country, as I said awhile ago, will 
give assurance as to the result of their experiments and their investi- 
gations and their knowledge of the subject that there is no danger 
whatever to animal life in a current of 500 volts. The old city of Bos- 
ton, where more electrical experiments have been made, perhaps, than 
in any other city of the United States, having experimented largely 
with electricity as a motive-power and in every other way, about a 
year authorized the erection of overhead wires and the propelling 
of all the street lines within the limits of that city, in the most crowd 
as well as in the suburban parts, by overhead wires and electricity. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator if he does not know that 
the city of Boston has been governed for some time, as a good many 

ple in that city think, much as New York was some time ago, and 
that the getting of a right to pnt anything overhead or anywhere else 
does not demonstrate either its safety or its propriety ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I take it for granted, as there is no clamor or no seek- 
ing to repeal the order that authorized a year or more ago the erection 
of overhead wires in propelling street cars by electricity by means of 
these wires, that there is no very great amount of alarm, no very great 
sense of danger, no very urgent desire to have that order repealed, or 
we should have heard something of the kind. Wherever they have 
been tried, so far as my knowledge goes, no accidents have resulted 
from railroad wires, ‘The electrical accidents which have proved fatal 
have been invariably those resulting from the are light. I do not re- 
member an instance where the incandescent light, with its slow cur- 
rent, has produced an accident to human or animal life. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question ifI do not dis- 
turb him? p 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have, I believe, some electric-lighting appa- 
ratus in this Capitol. Iunderstand that to be the incandescent system, 
and not the arc. 

Mr. HARRIS. We have both. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We will take the incandescent, then. Do Iun- 
derstand the Senator to say that he believes one of the power wires, if 
the insulation were removed and an expert or anybody else would put 
his hand upon it, would not be destructive? A 

Mr. HARRIS. If there be a wire, as there doubtless is, so far as the 
are light is concerned —— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam speaking of the incandescent now. 

Mr. HARRIS. My information from the Architect of the Capitol is 
that a current of 50 volts will run an incandescent light, and that a 
current of 200 volts will be amply sufficient for the incandescent lights 
of the Capitol. The Committee on Rules, having been informed that 
there was both a high and a low tension system in use in the Capitol, 
has the matter under consideration, and I doubt not will report a reso- 
lution which will admit no system requiring a wire to the Capitol 
charged with a current of more than 300 or 500 volts; and in the light 
of all the experience and investigation by electrical experts a current 
of 500 volts is absolutely free from danger. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the objection to bills of this 
character is to my mind not so much an objection to their details as to 
the general principle upon which they are enacted. Here is another 
bill which proposes to grant to a corporation composed of private indi- 
viduals a valuable franchise in this city. The city of Washington, by 
reason of its plan as to streets and the character of its population and 
the industries in which that population are engaged, certainly does not 
need that net-work of street railways which is needed by such commer- 
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cial cities as Philadelphia, New York, Boston, and others that I might 
mention. But that there should be a bettering of present conditions 
and an increase of railroads there can be no question; and I suggest, as 
I did the other day, that the proper method for their construction is 
not that persons who may be interested in outside real estate, having 
a speculative interest in property outside, should be permitted to dic- 
tate a line of road by which their real estate shall be brought into mar- 
ket, but that there should be some demand either from a suburban or 
a city population along the proposed route to the commissione.s or to 
Congress praying that such road might be constructed, and the incep- 
tion of the railroad should come from that demand for it. 

When the demand is made, I submit that the District authorities 
and the proper committees of the two Houses of Congress should con- 
sider the advisability of the road, and, if it is well that it should be 
constructed, then it seems to me that these valuable franchises—for we 
know from the profits made by the street-railway companies that these 
franchises are very valuable—should be granted to those who are ready 
to pay for them, and there should be some method devised, and I hope 
that it may be by the committees of Congress on the District, by which 
these charters shall be given to those who are ready to pay the most 
money into the public Treasury for them. As it is now, these rights to 
the use of the streets are obtained to the immense profit of a few indi- 
viduals, and while it is trae that they are for the public convenience 
so faras the running of the cars and their use are concerned, there is no 
profit to the general public, which is taxed to maintain the streets over 
which the cars are propelled. 

Now, so far as this road is concerned, I know but littfe of its pro- 
posed route. I have been over the streets and avenues that are men- 
tioned, but not often, so that I am not very familiar with them, but I 
wish to add a word to that which has been suggested by my colleague 
[Mr. PADDOCK] with reference to electric-metor railways. 

There are three methods of propulsion for electric tramways: one the 
underground-wire system, another the overhead-wire system, and a 
third, which is known as the storage-battery system. The only suc- 
cessful system, as I understand, has been the overhead-wire system. 
Where wires are Bae under ground for the propulsion of street cars, 
for some reason there seems to be a dissipation of the electric current, 
and it can not be conserved so as to answer the proper uses, although 
they are running some railways in the country by that method. The 
storage-battery system has been objectionable thus far (although I expect 
to see it ultimately the system by which these cars will be propelled) be- 
cause of the expense incident to the placing of these batteries in the cars 
themselves and the weight that is an incident to them; but I have no 
question that the electrical experts, who are making such marvelous 
developments, will find some plan by which both the expense and the 
weight will be reduced. 

Electricity is a most dangerous element, as the Senator from Ver- 
mont suggests. Anattempt to ‘“' chain the lightning” isone that isat- 
tended with danger always; but no one conceives that the wires over 
which telegrams are sent are particularly dangerous to the communi- 
ties through which they pass. The poles that support them and the 
wires themselves are unsightly, and so with the telephone wires and 
poles, they are unsi:htly, but they are not dangerous, and yet they 
carry currents of electricity, and, as suggested by the Senator from 
Tennessee, the later experience with reference to overhead wires for 
the conducting of cars has shown that with the number of volts of 
electricity they are required to carry there is no danger to human life 
in them even when they drop to the street and come in contact with 
either man or beast. 

Two or three years ago when a subject akin to this was under consid- 
eration, I opposed the putting up of any overhead wires in the city of 
Washi n, Idid so because I then believed, as the Senator from 
Missouri and others believed, that there was an element of very great 
danger in placing overhead wires in the streets of thiscity. Since that 
time there has been constructed an electric tramway out New York ave- 
nue, with overhead wires. I understand that there has been no re- 
sulting damage from its use so far as human life is concerned. 

I have seen, myself, in the electric tramways referred to by my col- 
league, in Omaha, the workmen handle the wires when the cars were 
running and when the wires were charged with the full amount of elec- 
tricity necessary todo the work. My experience with reference to these 
roads has been this: I have no interest in them; I do not own adollar of 
stock in any of them, and have simply been observant of them because 
I was somewhat interested in the subject. It was proposed about two 
years ago to run one of these overhead electric tramways along astreet 
on which I happened to own a small piece of property. I objected to 
it very strongly, and, with other property-owners, did what I could to 
resist, through that much-traveled street, the building of this railway 
and the putting up of these wires. The matter went into conrt, and 
finally it was decided that the road should be built, and about three 
miles of road were constructed a little over two yearsago. I watched 
it with a good deal of disgust, and yet. at the same time, with a good 
deal of interest, and I became aconvert to the electric-tramway system, 
and until there can besome system of storage batteries devised by which 
the cars can be propelled I believe the best system is the overhead 
electric tramway system. There was such a revulsion of public senti- 
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ment in that city that, after these three or four miles were constructed, 
the people were clamorous for the change of the horse-car systems of 
that city to the electric-tramway system, and the result of it is thatto- 
day there are over 40 miles of of overhead electric tramways in the city 
of Omaha, as suggested by my colleague, and they are rapidly replac- 
ing the horse cars. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I willsay tomy colleague that the horse-car roads 
in our system will be almost entirely replaced by the electric motors 
during the present season. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ihave no question of that. I have no question 
that that change will very speedily be made. I think that any one 
who will investigate this subject will be satisfied that there is not the 
element of danger in it that is dreaded. If there was I for one would 
be heartily in favor of this proposed amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are your streets level? 

Mr. MANDERSON. In the business part of the city there are level 
streets, but back of it there are quite steep hills, and these electric cars 
climb the hills with great ease. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it takes more power to do that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. With the amount of electricity mentioned, 
_ the maximum of 500 volts, there is no trouble about running up any 
hill that you find in the cities on the Missouri River, and the bluffs are 
quite steep. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the diameter of the wire? 

Mr. MANDERSON, It isa very small wire; I do not know that I 
can give its exact diameter, but it is a very little larger, if larger atall, 
than the usual wire over which telegrams are sent by the Western 
Union Telegraph Company. 

Now, Mr, President, I think that one of the evils of the railway 
system of this city is the present horse-car arrangement, No man or 
woman rides upon these cars, especially thoseon Pennsylvania avenne 
and on Seventh street, without heing pained and shocked by the suffer- 
ingof the poor horses who are compelled to draw the cars, and I think 
in the interest of a decent humanity we ought to compel the horse- 
car companies to change their method of propulsion as rapidly as it can 
be done. 

Mr, SPOONER. Or else they should get better horses, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should hate to see them get better horses, as 
suggested by my friend from Wisconsin, for the better the horse the 
worse Ishould like tosee him abused. 1 do not think that horses ought 
to be used for any such purpose. They do not need to be, under the 
present system, 

This bill, I presume, is beyond the reach of any recall. I should be 

to see it recalled, and I should be glad to see no further legislation 
the way of chartering these railway companies to individuals until 
some such course as I have suggested shall obtain. But I felt it no 
more than due, as, with others, I joined in the attack here two or three 
years ago on the electric-tramway system, that I should bear testimony 
to the fact that not only the theorizing of the electrical experts, but 
the actual and practical experience of the communities in which these 
roads have been built shows that the fears of the Senator from Missouri 
are very largely groundless, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Missouri allow the report of 
the committee to be read and then proceed with his remarks? 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the report of the committee may beread. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. HARRIS, 
January 20, 1890: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred Senate bill 
157. has considered the same, and submits the following report: 

A bill for the same purpose, and substantially the same as the one ünder con- 
sideration, was caporiad by. the unanimous vote of the committee in the second 
session of the Fiftieth pena, cg and passed the Senate, and was favorably re- 
ported 4 the House committee, but was not considered by the House. — 

The bill under consideration was referred to the commissioners of the District 
for such information as they could give as to the operations of the road, and es- 
pecially as to the safety to the public in the use of electricity as a motive power, 


and their opinion as to the Labs tinea Med granting the extensions asked. 
The report of the commissioners is here inserted, as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
? Washington, December 28, isso, 

Sm: In compliance with the request contained in your letter of the 13th in- 
stant and the verbal requestof Hon. Isam G. Harris, of your committee. the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor to return herewith 
Senate bill 157, to amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rail- 
way Company, with the following remarks; 

This railway commenced the ppecntnes of its cars by electricity a little more 
than a year ago. At that time the application of electricity to such purposes 
was! rgely an experiment, and serious doubts were entertained regarding its 
safety and practicabitity. Duringthe past year the commiasioners have watched 
this experiment and studied this problem with great interest. The results of 
experience have been noted from al) parts of this country and Europe, and per- 
sons! examinations of existing systems have been made, 

a Eo result of these studies the commissioners have arrived at the following 
con jons: 

(1) Up to the present time no method of bd aya oh or by electricity through 
conductors laid under ground has been satisfactorily established by experiment, 

(2) The method of operating cars through overhead conductors is the only 
system whichactual ce has shown to be a success, 

(8) Of the over systems now employed the commissioners believe that 


the one used by the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Com y, in which 
the conductors are supported by poles situated in the middle of the street, is the 
most satisfactory where there is sufficient width of carriage way for its employ- 
ment, 

i The commissioners belisve that the electrical system employed by this 
railway, the electro-motive force of which can never exceed 509 volts, is as safe 
as any motive system ever pent nen by any railway.. The Eckington Railway 
has never had any accident whatever resulting from itsemploymentof electric 
motive power, and the commissioners believe this to be also true of all other 
electric railways now in operation throughout the United States. 

The Eckington Railway has been so admirably constructed and equipped, 
its operation has been so satisfactory to the public, and its success has been so 
mucn greater than its most sanguine friends could have anticipated that the 
commissioners say without hesitation that the extensions provided for in this 
bill are generally in the publicinterest. They doubt, however, the advisability 
of authorizing the use of overhead wires on the first street branch within the 
city limits, as they consider that street too narrow for this purpose. This ob- 
jection will be removed if, as the commissioners suggest, North Capitol street 
should be substituted for First street in the company's charter, the former being 
considerably wider than the latter, 

The correspondence with the president of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company relative to this subject is herewith appended, 


Very respectfull 

Pete an pees J. W. DOUGLASS, President. 

Hon. J, J. INGALLS, 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, United States Senate, 


Disrercr OF COLUMBIA, 
OFFICE OF THE ENGINEER COMMISSIONER, 
Washington, December 20, 1889, 
DEAR Sir: The commissioners have received a letter from the Senate Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, inclosing a copy of Senate bill 157, providing 
for the extension of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home -Railway, requesting 
the commissioners to report to the committee “the result of the practical oper- 
ations of the electric system used on the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Kail- 
way during the t year, especially as to its safety.” 
Will you kindly farnish me with any information that you may haye in your 
ewes orate] upon this point? 
pec! y, yours, 
CHAS, W. RAYMOND, 
Major of Engineers, U. 8. Army, 
Engineer Commissioner, District of Col 
Mr. Gro. TRUESDELL, 
President Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company, 
- Washington, D. C. 


Wasuryeror, D. C., Room 29, ATLANTIC BUILDING, 
December 27, 1889, 

Dear Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communica 
tion of the 20th instant, in which you request me to furnish for the use of the sen- 
ate Committee on the D.strict of Columbia a report as to the result of the pfac- 
tical operations of the electric system used on the Eekington and Soldiers’ 
tpi rpa g during the past year, especially as to Ks safety, and to make the 

following reply: 

The Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company was chartered on the 
19th of June, 1888, and the main line of the road was completed and opened for 
traffic on the Lith of October, 1488. fhe Cemetery branch was completed in 
June, 189, and the Fourth street extension to the Catholic University was fin- 
ished on the 2th of October, making altogether about 3 miles of double track 
and halfa mile of single track. 

The report of the operation of the road for the first year was submitted to the 
stockholders on the 17th of October, 1889, a copy of which is hereto appended 
for your information. The road, as will be seen from said report, has been a 
great success, the tay ge for the first year having exceeded the operating ex- 
penses by over $3,300, it being the first instance in which the receipts of any 
Street-car line in the District of Columbia have equaled its expenses during the 
first year of its existence. Considering that this is essentially a suburban road, 
with its city terminus at New York avenue and Seventh street, it affords con- 
clusive evidence of the popularity of the system. If anything further were 
needed upon this point, it is found in the fact that property on New York avenue 
between Seventh street and Boundary has doubled in value since the road was 
opened, while beyond Boundary the advance has been even greater, in some 
cases being as much as 400 or 500 per cent. 

As to the danger of the electric current, it affords me great pleasure to be able 
to state that not one of the 503,000 passengers carried by our company has been 
injured by it. nor have any of our employés, although the latter have received 
frequent shocks. That the current used on our railway and on the other electric 
roads in this country is not dangerous to human life is further shown “A what I 
am assured is the fact, that although there are now 1,100 miles of electric tracks 
in use in the United States and over 800 electric cars, no passenger has been 
seriously injured by the current used to propel them. It may be proper to add 
that no passenger has been seriously injured by our cars in any manner what- 
soever. 

Yours, very respectfully, 
GEO. TRUESDELL, 
President Eckinglon and Soldiers’ Home Railway 

Maj. Cuas. W. RAYMOND, 

Corps of Engineers, U, 8. Army, Engineer Commissioner, D.C. 


Report of the receipts and expenses of operating the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway for the year ending October 17, 1889: 


Total number of passengers Total receipts from passen- 


carried... sos eee ee $23, 604.00 
Daily aera = 1,505 | Expenses of operat = 20,256.72 
Average daily earnings. . $68.45 | Excess of receipts over ex- 

pènses.. sass 4 adanoe sapanta 8, 347.28 


The committee is satisfied that the extension from the intersection of New 
York avenue and Fifth street, northwest, to Fifteenth street, northwest, will bea 
great convenience to the traveling public, as the present terminus of the road 
at the intersection of New York avenue and Seventh street, northwest, is an in- 
convenient point to reach, and generally involves an additional car-fare to the 
rape who get on or off at that point, while this extension will reach the 
ame part of the city and make connection with the various car and herdie 

nes, 

The committee adopts the recommendation of the commissioners, and recom- 
mends the repeal of so much of the original charter as authorized the construc- 
tion of the Soldiers’ Home branch along First street, and authorizes the con- 
struction of a branch from the intersection of New York avenueand North Capi- 
to! street along North Capitol to the Soldiers’ Home. This point of pony siete. 
is only three blooks from the northern boundary of the city, and North Capito! 


being a broad street, the laying of these tracks will be little if any inconven- - 
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ience to wagon and carriage traffic, buta 
ore of the city who do not keep 
the beautiful unds of the Soldiers’ Home quickly and ame A 
Upon this point the committee submits the letter of the Rev. John J. Keane, 
rector of the Catholic University, and the letter of the Washington Board of 
rade, recommending the passage of the bill: 


Tae CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA, 
Washington, D. C., December 11, 1889. 

RespecreD Dear Sir: Permit me, in the name of the trustees of this univer- 
sity, to ask of your Committee on the Districtof Columbia favorab.e considera- 
tion for the petition of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway to extend 
their line to the corner of Fifteenth street. 

This electric line is an incalealable advantage to us and to the large num- 
bers of the public at large who visit the university. The advantage to us and 
to the public would be very greatly increased if this excellent method of transit 
could bring us within immediate reach of so central a point as Fifteenth street. 
Twice a week we have lectures open to tue public, at 4.30 p. m.; and tho pro- 
posed extension of this railway would make it easy for persons in the Depart- 
ments to reach the university before the hour of the lecture. 

For these reasons | fee! that it is not only permissible to me, but is even my 
duty, to urge upon yourself, dear sir,and upon your respected committee, the 
advisability of granting the liberty of extension petitioned for, 


Most respectfully, yours, 
ae JOHN J, KEANE, Rector. 
Senator INGALLS. 


t convenience to that portion of 
ir own carriages, enabling them to 


OFFICE OF THE WASHINGTON BOARD or TRADE, 
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1890, 

Sw: Eam directed by the chairman of the executive committee of the Wash- 
ington Board of Trade to inform you that the railroad committee has carefully 
considered the inclosed Senate bill 157, entitled “A bill to amend the charter of 
the Eckington and Soldiers' Home Railroad Co 
will be to the interest of the District. 

Very respectfully, 


mpany," and believe its passage 


ALEX. D. ANDERSON, 
Secretary Board of Trade, 
Hon. Joun J. INGAw 


Chairmen Commitee on District of Columbia, United States Senate. 

This company was chartered by act approved June 19, 1888, and the main line 
of the road was promptly built upon the most approved plan and without re- 
gard to any expense necessary to its perfection and its safety. It ha» been in 
operation for more than a year, and during its first year's business it carried 
more than 500,000 passengers in safety and comfort, 

In the opinion of the commitice it is the best electric railway in the United 
States and vastly superior to any horse railway. 

The committee reports the bill back with amendments, and recommends the 
adoption of the amendments and the passage of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the reading of this report has obviated 
the necessity of my doing more than alluding to a single statement of 
the Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN]. Hecommenced his argument 
by stating that only one block of North Capitol street would be trav- 
ersed by this proposed extension of the Eckington Railroad. The Dis- 
trict commissioners state that itis three blocks, which I knew to be the 
fact at the time the Senator from Ohio made his statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis not over 800 feet, I am quite sure. 

Mr. VEST. It isthree blocks, and the commissioners so state, on the 
most magnificent avenue, as the Senator from Vermont [ Mr, EDMUNDS] 
said, in the city of Washington or anywhere else, and but for the im- 

iment that the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad presents now it would 
settled up more rapidly and with better residences than any other 
portion of the city except that part immediate! y around Scott Circle. 

Now, I do not propose to thrash over old straw in regard to the dan- 
ger of so many volts of electricity to animal life. All that has been 
discussed by the most eminent electricians in the world, and if Sena- 
tors will refer to the article in the North American Review, I think, 
for last month, or certainly the month before, by Mr. Westinghouse, of 
Pittsburgh, who is as eminent an electrician as Edison, they will finda 
statement by Mr. Westinghouse that 200 volts of electricity from one bat- 
tery oranother is dangerous to human life, and Mr. Westinghouse states 
what every man of common sense, whether an expert or a layman, 
knows to be the truth, that no Procrustean rule can be laid down as to 
the result of so many volts of electricity toany haman beingor toany 
animal, because it depends upon the nervous organization, which differs 
in different animals and in the various members of the human family, as 
much soasthe color of the eye or the hair orany part of the human body. 
What would kill some men would be simply a pleasing titillation to 
others. Think of a delicate woman riding in a vehicle along the course 
of this Eckington railway and 300 volts of electricity striking her; think 
of it striking a child; think of it striking an old person whose vitality 
is diminished, and the effect would be very different from that pe 
duced by it striking one who was a young, robust, and entirely healthy 
man, and, as Mr. Westinghouse, in that article, in answer to Mr. Edi- 
son, discussing the question of overhead electric wires in the city of 
New York forany purpose, says, it is absolutely impossible to lay down 
a rule, and the question for a legislator is whether any human life is 
in danger. That is the question, because the lives of the old and the 
feeble ought to be peculiarly under the protection of the Jegislation of 
Congress and of every other legislative body. 

I prefer to take the opinion of Mr. Westinghouse and actual experi- 
ment. Why, sir, when this debate was up before the incident was 
given here and read of the mayor of Montgomery, Ala., who in riding 

‘along in his buggy the morning after a storm encountered one of these 
eleciric wires from an overhead line—— 

Mr. HARKIS. An are light. 

Mr. VEST. Not an are light. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was an are light. 

Mr. VEST. I do not understand that it was an are light, but an 


overhead electric wire. The animal was killed, the buggy overturned, 
and the mayor knocked senseless out of it. 

The Senators from Nebraska say that this system has operated well 
in Omaha, If testimony of that sort is to be adduced, I say that it 
has not operated well in Kansas City, Mo., where I live,. The money 
was subscribed there to construct an electric road, the cars were pub 
upon it, and it was put in operation, and it has been abandoned and 
the cable system adopted in that city, andin that city to-day there are 
five cable roads in actual operation. 

We were told when the bill granting this charter was originally 

that this road was to be constructed to Seventh street, to be put 
in communication with the cable road now built up to the bo 
on that street, and yet now the proposition is to extend it down to the 
business parts of the city, putting the wires under ground, an admis- 
sion that the overhead wire is considered dangerous. = 

I was in Des Moines, Iowa, last sammer with the Committee on Meat 
Products—the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE] was with me—agd we 
were told there that the operation of the overhead electric wires ia that 
city was a nuisance and was about to be abandoned under the Det cogs 
indignation that had been excited against them, So this thing of 
stating that this system is a success everywhere is a mistake, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to say to the Senator from Missouri tha‘ 
if he will investigate the facts as to his own city, I think he will fin 
that more injuries and more deaths have been caused by the cable and 
horse-car system than by the electric system in that city. That cer- 
tainly is true of Omaha. 

Mr. VEST. There are other things to be considered besides the ac- 
cidents that occur. The cable system is far superior to any other sys- 
tem, and actual experience shows it to be the fact wherever it has been 
tested, and the cable road in this city on Seventh street will prove to 
be the best road in thecity, and, if Congress does its duty, in my judg- 
ment, it will force all these corporations to adopt the cable system, as 
we have a right to do, 

Why should there be any chances taken upon a question of this sort 
in order to put a little money in the pockets of some speculators? 
They have a perfect right to get this bill through Congress if they can; 
it is all legitimate on their part; but I am a criminal, with my con- 
victions, if I do not oppose it, I do not believe that the accretion in 
the price of real estate, Ido not believe that the dividends the corpo- 
rators will receive upon their stock in these railroads, is any excuse for 
me if I consent to putting up the overhead electric wire and then a 
single human being is destroyed by it. If, with the testimony of Mr. 
Westinghouse, published in the North American Review, I should give 
this vote with my convictions in regard to it, I should be an accessory 
to homicide; and I can not understand, permit me tosay to the Senator 
from Ohio, how he, after avowing here as he has done, that he con- 
siders these overhead wires dangerous—because he said he stands by 
his vote in favor o! the provision which we put in the District appro- 
priation bill prohibiting these wires after the 15th day of September 
last—I can not see how he can yote for putting up these overhead 
wires simply because they only traverse three blocks of the city and 
then a country road that runs ont to Eckington and the Catholic Uni- 
versity. 

Human life is just as dear upon that road as in any three blocks in 
the city or anywhere else; and the Senator supplements his statement 
by saying that there will be a large amountot travel by the citizens of 
Washington making their way to the suburbs during the warm months, 
au argument directly re-enforcing my position in thiscase, that where 
there is the more travel there is the more danger, and, therefore, the 
necessity for more caution on the part of Con 

I will not further detain the Senate, but I ask for the yeas andnays 
on the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senateready for the question? 
The Senator from Missouri asks that upon this question the yeas and 
nays may be entered on the Journal. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The proposed amendment to the 
amendment will be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator from Missouri [ Mr, VEST] - 
to accept the amendment of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS 
in lien of his. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is correct. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed at the end of the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to add the following: 

That the authority of said company by this act or any other act conferred to 
erect or use overhead wires in its operations within the city of Washington 
shall absolutely cease and determine on tue first day of July, A. D. 1893. 

Mr. PLATT. As the yeas and nays have been ordered, I shall vote 
against this amendment, and I want, in a word or two, to give the rea- 
sons why I shall do go. > 

I do not believe in all this cry of danger from these overhead wires, 
peny because we have a system of that sort in my own city, which, 

ike the Senators from Nebraska, I have had some experience with. I 
should like to vote against the bill, which seems to me to be not needed. 
for railroads extendingoutin the country, and which seem to be merely 


speculative bills without any public necessity back of them; but as re- 
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gards this amendment it seems to me that my vote for it would be con- 
strued into the expression of a beliefthat there wassuch a r from 
these overhead wires that they ought not to be permitied, and that is 
the ground on which I shall vote against the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
is the bill (S. 185) toaid in the establishment and temporary support of 
common schools, 

Mr. HARRIS, I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to allow the 
unfinished business to be informally laid aside in order that we may 
finish this question. If it leads to any extended debate I shall not 
trespass upon the Senate, but if we are ready to take the vote I shall 
be glad to have the bill disposed of. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] was about 
to take the floor on the school bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the railroad bill leads to any further debate I 
shall not press my request. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called), J am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], and therefore withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. Ishould vote ‘‘yea’’ 
if he were here, 

Mr. STOCK BRIDGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. Ransom], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. BARBOUR]. As he is not in the Chamber, I will not vote upon 
this amendment. If he were here, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted a 
moment ago, but I notice the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. GRAY], with 
whom I have a general pair, is not present, and I therefore withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. FARWELL. Iinquire if the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] 
has voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. FARWELL, ‘Then I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Aldrich, Coke, Hampton, Beagan, 
Allen, Dawes, Hawley, Squire, 
ison, Dixon, Hearst, Teller, 
5 Dolph, Higgins, Vest, 
A Edmunds, Hi Walthall, 

B burn, McPherson, Washburn. 
Blair, Frye, Morrill, Wilson of owa, 
Casey, George, Payne, 
Chandler, Go Pettigrew, 

” Hale, Pierce, 

NAYS—13, 
Blodgett, Jonesof Arkansas, Sawyer, Wilson of Md. 
Call, illan, Sherman, 
Harris, Manderson, Spooner, 
Ingalls, $ Stewart, 
ABSENT—32. 

Barbour, Davis, Ken Quay, 
Beck, Evarts, Mitchell, 
Brown, Farwell, oody, Stanford, 
Butler, Faulkner, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Cameron Gibson, Pasco, Turpie, 
Colquitt, Gray, Platt, Vance, 
Cullom, Hoar, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Jonesof Nevada, Pugh, Wolcott. 


So the amendment of Mr. EDMUNDS was agreed to. é 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives as amended. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS subsequently said: I enter a motion to reconsider 
the vote of the Senate by which it agreed to the House amendment 
to the bill (S. 157) to amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company, with an amendment, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 140) to pre- 
vent the introduction of contagious diseases from one State to another, 
and for the punishment of certain offenses, with amendments in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (H. 
R. 5067) for the relief ot Archibald Hunley; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 1701) making an appropriation for the re- 
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moval of a dangerous obstruction to the entrance of the harbor at Mil- 
waukee, Wis.; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tem- 
pore. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the 
Secretary of State, asking for an additional appropriation of $35,000 to 
meet the expenses of the International Marine Conference held in Wash- 
ington; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting a communication from the Sixth Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, calling attention to the inadequate accommodations provided for 
the use of his office; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of Archibald Hunley was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


INTEODUCTION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 140) to prevent the in- 
troduction of contagious diseases from one State to another, and for the 
punishment of certain offenses; which were referred to the Committee 
on Epidemic Diseases, 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I report, from the Committee on Appropriations, with 
amendments, the bill (H. R. 7496) to provide for certain of the most 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30,.1890, and for other purposes, 
I give notice that on Monday next I shall ask the Senate to take up 
the bill and consider it until it is 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bjil will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the educational bill, commonly called 
the Blair bill, has been before the Senate in some form at every session 
of Congress during the last ten years, or if at not every session at least 
in every Congress during that time. More than ten years ago a bill 

this body, but failed in the other House, with similar purposes 
and similar aims with the present bill. I have from time to time dis- 
cussed the measure. I have committed myself as thoroughly as I 
could to its principle, both as a member of this body and as a mem- 
ber of the executive branch of the Government. 

I admit that in the ten years which have intervened since we first 
commenced this discussion, there have been great changes, and there 
is, perhaps, necessity for some change in the pending bill. Therelation 
of the colored people in the South to the white people of that section 
of the country is somewhat different to-day from what it was ten 
years . I had intended to content m with a silent vote in 
favor of the bill, but the very remarkable ter of the discussion in 
the last few days has induced me to express my opinion upon the bill 
and upon some questions connected with this debate. 

Mr. President, we all admitted in the days of reconstruction that 
there was a great problem to be solved. It was not my fortune at that 
time to be engaged in the legislative department of the Government. 
I had the voice only of an American citizen. I want to say now, for 
fear I may forget it, that I was one of those who advocated the exten- 
sion of suffrage to the colored people, and that I have no apologies to 
make; noram I willing to admit, on the contrary I deny, that it was a 
mistakeor a blunder. You can not maintain the integrity of any coun- 
try and insure prosperity to all classes unless all classes stand on one 
political plane. That is elementary; and he who doesnot admitit has 
yet much to learn. 4 

We knew that those men were unfitted for the exercise in the highest 
and best manner of the rights of American citizens, We knew also that 
side by side with them would go to the ballot box men of our own color, 
no better fitted by education, by aspiration, to exercise the right of citi- 
zenship than they; but they were ‘‘to the manner born.’? They came 
here not by their will, but by ours. If they were ignorant and debased 
it was the ignorance that we had kept themin. Ifit had been acrime 
for a generation and more to teach them to read, it was our fault, and 
not theirs. If there was deep degradation amongst this great mass of 
men that we were putting into the body-politic, it was not their fault 
nor was it ours in the North. It was the fault of circumstances sur- 
rounding their condition, as to which I will not now complain of the 
people of the South. 

What were we to do with them? Were they to be aliens in the land of 
their birth? Were tbey to be subjected to all the duties of citizenship 
without any ofits rights? If they became the owners of property were 
they to betaxed? Nobody in this country would have submitted to that 

agreed that if they became owners of property they should not be 
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taxed. If they were to bear their portion of the burdens of society they 
had a right, as have all people who bear those burdens, who are here 
to be permanent and actual residents without their will or without 
their wish, to participate in all the advantages. 

So when we were met with that problem I was one who did not wait 
to see how the people of the South were going to treat the colored race 
in that region, whether they were to deny to them or to give to them 
privileges, because with me it has ever been a fundamental principle 
that all men muststand ona political plane alike if you will have har- 
mony and a homogeneous condition of affairs. 

I admit to the fullest extent the difficuities that surround the ques- 
tion. I admit to the fullest extent the difficulty of two races inhar- 
monious, two races non-homozeneous, living together on terms of per- 
fect political equality; and I admit that with so much difference be- 
tween these two races as there is it will be utterly impossible for them 
ever to remain together in social equality. 

I do not admit that this problem is so great that it may not be solved, 
because if I did I should despair of the Republic. If the Southern 
people and the negroes can not live together in a state of political equal- 
ity and political harmony, there is an end of republican government 
in one-third at least of the area of the United States. 

When Isay this Iam not insensible to the great task that these people 
in the South have, I sympathize with them. I have thought much 
upon this subject, and I am not prepared to say now that I have any 
key to the solution of this great problem; but realizing ten years ago 
that this problem was as great as it is now, realizing that the problem 
was here to be solved in some way, and believing, as the Senator from 
Mississippi who sits nearest to me [ Mr. GEORGE] said the other day that 
he did, thateducation mightin some respects help to solve the problem, 
I have steadily, on all occasions, voted for this and every other meas- 
ure that might help the people of that country to solve this question. 

Mr. President, I do not think this is a political question. I am 
averse ordinarily to the discussion of political questions. I now speak 
of it as a political question as distinguished in the two great political 
parties. Ido not think it isa political question in that sense of the 
term, and yet I Wo think it is the greatest political question that has 
been presented for our consideration. It seems to me thatit is a prob- 
lem so great that when we approach it we should approach it not in 
the temper, I am sorry to say, in which it has been approached by some 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber, as it seems to me, within 
the last two days. 

I do not believe it is profitable to-day to discuss the questions that 
are past and gone in connection with the war. What profit would it 
be for us to spend a week here in discussing whether slavery was a di- 
vine institution or whether it was justified by proper economic prin- 
ciples? If we should attempt it we would find some men here and 
some men out of here who are in favor probably of that proposition, 
but we should find the great mass of men against it. What difference 
doesit make? Slavery has passedaway. As to who is responsible for it 
that has nothing to do with the present condition. Who were right in 
1859 and 1860 previous to the warin the great questions that led up to 
the war is not now to be considered. We have enough to do in ad- 
dressing ourselves to present difficulties, present troubles. 

Believing as I did, as I say the Senator from Mississippi did, that 
the solution of this question could be, in a measure at least, aided by 
education, I introduced more than ten years ago a bill in this body. 
More than ten years ago from the seat where the Senator from Maine 
(Mr, Frye] now sits, I stated that I was willing to pour out with un- 
stinted hand the treasure of the United States to the Southern people 
to be used in solving this question, if it could be so done; and when 
I made that statement I uttered a sentiment that pervaded the entire 
North, It was not exclusively mine. It was not common to my sec- 
tion of the country alone; it was a sentiment that the people of the 
whole country entertained: ‘‘Show us how you can better your con- 
dition there by the use of money, and we, the richest part of the country, 
will pay it with willingness and gladness if it will do something to- 
wards bettering your condition.” If the colored people are educated 
and if the white people are educated, there can be no question that the 
chances are atleast that they will live together on better terms than if 
they are steeped in ignorance. 

I have said here again and again, and it is a fact patent to all, that 
ignorance and vice go hand in hand, and when you have got a com- 
manity steeped in ignorance you have got a community steeped in 
crime. Thetermsarecorrelative, and one meaus the same thing practi- 
cally as the other. Whata vicious colored man in ignorance would do, 
an intelligent colored man would scorn to be guilty of; and itis no less 
true of him than it is of the white man. Education does not simply 
consist in reading and writing and mathematical demonstrations; it is 
the elevation of the moral as well as the intellectual man. 

When we attempt out of the great amount of money on hand to put 
forth this effort and pay some money, we are met by the men whoare 
ores to the bill with a charge that we are inimical and hostile to 
the best interests of the South. It is that which I want to deny more 
than to make an argument upon this bill. 

Why should I want to vote for a bill that gives to Alabama $6,000,000 
where it gives a few thousands to my State? Why should I want to, 


vote for a bill that gives to Mississippi millions where it gives nomi- 
nally a useless sam to my State? Does any Senator suppose that the 
beneficences we are offering on the part of the Government is with a de- 
sign to take possession of the school fund and of theschool system? If 
he does, why has not he or any other Senator on that side moved to 
make the bill so certain that that can not be done if that does not ex- 
ist? But does not that exist in this bill? Does not every man know 
that one of the objections which have been made against this bill, and 
the only possible objection that has been made in the North, was that 
by it we surrendered the absolute control to the people of the South? 
That isa merit in the bill according to my view. I am in favor of sur- 
rendering the entire use of this money to the South; I am in favor of 
giving them an opportunity to use it as they see fit, and if they abuse 
the beneficence of the General Government it will be time enough for 
us then to complain. I shall not complain until that is done. Ishall 
not for myself assert that there is any more danger of Mississippi, Ala- 
bama, and Georgia perverting the use of the fund than I would if it 
went to my own State. I do not believe that they can afford to do it 
or that they will do it. x 

Mr. President, there is nothing in the bill that indicates hostility on 
our part. There is everything in the bill that indicates generosity on 
our part; there is everytbing in the bill that indicates sympathy on our 
part; there is everything in the bill that indicates a desire on our part 
to assist these people in solving this problem, 

If there is any solution of this problem at all, if it is possible for the 
negroes of the South and the white men of the South to live on terms 
of political equality, of fair neighborly friendship, it must come by the 
elevation of the colored race. If the South is willing and able to try 
that alone, we of the North ought not to complain; but if they lack 
either the desire or the ability, it is right and proper, as I have repeat- 
edly said, that we should come to their aid. 

I was surprised when I came into this Chamber day before yesterday 
to hear the Senator from Mississippi who sits nearest to me complain 
that he had stood here in the Senate day by day and listened to denun- 
ciations of the Southern people. Mr. President, I have been as careful 
an attendant upon the Senate as any member of this body for the last 
five years, and for more than five years before, when I was a member 
of this body; and while I was not a member, in the time between, I was 
so connected with the affairs of the Government that I had every op- 
portunity to know what occurred here; and I say to the Senator that 
he must have drawn slightly upon his imagination—evidently that is 
suggested—when he says that day by day the Southern people have 
been denounced. 

I began my public career in this body as a member of a committee of 
investigation into affairs in Mississippi. It would not please the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi for me to detail what appeared before that commit- 
tee. Subsequently I went with a committee to Louisiana and South 


Carolina. There were things produced before both committees that. 


would not be pleasing to the Senators from Mississippi or any other 
section of that country to hear repeated now. Has the Senator heard 
me in the long time he has known me in this body bring forward these 
facts to disgrace his community ? 

Mr. GEORGE, [I have not. 

Mr. TELLER. Or to charge him? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not. 

Mr. TELLER. Has he heard anybody who has doneso from the re- 
ports we made? 

Mr. President, I have no more disposition to denounce the people of 
Mississippi than I have the people of Massachusetts or Colorado. They 
are my fellow countrymen, and if they are degraded men I degrade my- 
self when I charge it. My sympathies are strong enough and broad 
enough to get beyond the State’s lines of the State in which I live, and 
I am not unlike, in that particular, the great body of the American 
people. If bad men in Mississippi, if bad men in South Carolina, if 
bad men in Georgia, and other sectious of the country commit crimes 
and atrocities, it can be attributed ina great degree to the peculiar 
and remarkable condition of affairs in that country; and when I con- 
demn those outrages it is not necessary that anybody should infer or 
suppose that I am condemning the great mass of men in those States. 

Recently a citizen of Indiana went down into Mississippi. He was 
fearfally outraged. I have no idea myself that the mass of the people 
had anything to do with it. I heard one of the Senators from that 
State, if not both Senators, say on this floor that it was not defensible, 
and of course it was not defensible. When it was suggested that we 
wanted the facts before this body, the Senator from Mississippi who 
sits nearest to me took the floor, and I believe the resolution still lies 
on the table. What objection could there be to giving the truthful 
statement of the affair to the people of the United States? Would it 
not have shown, if the Senator was correct, that but a little portion of 
the community, and they not the best, had participated init? The 
mistake the Senators from that section of the country make is that 
whenever this question has come up, whenever we stand for decent 
treatment of every man in this land, they assume that it is an attack 
upon the whole people of that part of the country. 

A United States officer was killed in Florida. I should probably 
have to travel all over Florida to find a dozen men who would not con- 
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demn the act; yet when the question was brought here as to whether 
we would make an inguiry the Senators from Florida, at least one of 
them, took the floor and in a remarkablespeech, remarkable delivered 
anywhere, more than remarkable delivered in this Chamber, held that 
resolution for days, and I do not know but that it is still held. 

Mr. President, every citizen of the United States is entitled to the 
protection either of his State government or of the General Govern- 
ment. If Mississippi outrages a citizen of Ohio or Indiana, Indiana or 
Ohiocan notcall upon Mississippi to respond, but the United States may. 
Only in extreme cases, not in a sporadic case, not when, here and there, 
there was an occurrence of the kind that doubtless occurred at Aber- 
deen, would anybody pretend that the General Government should in- 
terlere to protect the citizen of one State any more than it should to have 
protected a citizen of Mississippi if a mob had outraged him. But if 
the State of Mississippi should by any system, public or private, adopt 
a policy that would outrage every citizen of Indiana and Ohio who 
went into its borders, then it wou d be the duty of the General Gov- 
ernment to interfere. Such a state of affairs, I am happy to say, is not 
charged upon any State in the Union. - 

‘Lhe impression made by the speeches within two or three days was 
th: t the great Northern sentiment was hostile to the South. There 
neier was a greater mistake in the world. We have been proud of the 
pr sperity that has come since the war to the South. We have been 
proud of the-energy with which the people there undertook to rein- 
st: te their shattered fortunes. We were proud of their courage when 
they met our men on battle-fields. Why? Because they are blood of 
our blood, part and parcel of our country. They are our brethren and 
our fellow-citizens. There is no hostility anywhere to you. We are 
willing you should work out this problem yourselves, if you can do it, 
avd we stand ready with our money, with onr advice, and with our 
a:sistance, to help you on every possible occasion; but we do not like 
to have you tell us when we offer you a beneficent measure like this 
that there is lurking back of it a design to destroy your institutions or 
to precipitate a condition of affairs that might be precipitated where 
the races are so diverse and antagonistic as there. 

Mr. President, I bave said, and I repeat it here, that if any states- 
man in the South, if anybody in the South will bring here an intelli- 
gent measure to solve this question he will get my vote for it every 
time, though it should put upon this nation a debt as great as we had 
at the close of the war. Money would be no consideration with the 
people of the North. Money would not be counted in the scale. We 
did not count money when the South undertook toestablish a govern- 
ment of its own; we did not count blood and we did not count treas- 
ure, because we believed, as the Southern people now believe, that it 
would be a great mistake to allow another government to be estab- 
lished within our border. We believed that the Soutbern people and 
we could livein harmony. We believed that the future good of the 
Republic demanded that there should be a'unity of this people, that 
they should be under one flag, with one aspiration, and with the same 
hopes and with the same rights. 

‘That is the sentiment of the great North; that is the sentiment of 
the people who have made this country rich and great. Ispeak now of 
what Mr. Lincoln called ‘‘the plain people.’’ That is their sentiment 
everywhere. The plain people, the common people, if you choose so 
to term them, the poor people, have filled up the South with their mis- 
sionaries and with money. They have built and maintained schoolsin 
all sections of the South among thecolored people. Men whoare little 
able to give have given w th freedom and with gladness, because they 
felt that they were taking part in solving this great problem. Do they 
doit with malice? Do they do it in anger? 

There has never been an exhibition in the history of the country of 
equal generosity. ‘‘ When the war was over,” said the Senator from 
Soath Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] yesterday, ‘‘ we were willing to accept 
anything—execution. expatriation, anything that you said.” So you 
were. When General Grant said, ‘‘Take your horses; you will need 
them to put in your spring crops,’’ he voiced the general sentiment of 
the American Army and the American people, and ever since we have 
met these people with that sentiment. 

We did give to the colored people the franchise, We gave it to them 
because we believed it to be necessary for their protection. We believed 
it to be necessary for the welfare of the and the welfare of the 
whiie man alike, and in my jadgment ay we did not make any 
mistake. Whatelse could we have done? Would it have been devent 
for na to do anything else? It was the inevitable consequence of the 
condition that you yourselves had brought upon yourselves; and I thank 
God that you did bring iton; and so ought you; for as much as the war 
cost in blood and in treasure it was cheap, and a consolidated and a united 
people with common aspirations and common hopes and common inter- 
ests are worth a thousand times all it cost, 

When questions relating to your material interests have come before 
this body you have found our votes with you. We have leveed your 
great river in the interest, as we have said, of commerce, but in the in- 
terest in fact of the planters who live on its banks. Every dollar that 
we put in in the interest of commerce has been $5 in the interest of the 
men who own the land and sho meteria) Sromparity àE tha States bor- 
dering on that river. We are not deceived. e seized the constitu- 


tional power that we have to do you a benefit, and we voted it with 
unstinted hands. You have had from the Chief Executive of this na- 
tion more than one message to this body and the other in your special 
interest with reference to that great river. You have no other interest 
that has ever come here that has not met a ready response on our part, 

When you said you wanted half a million dollars for the Charleston 
Harbor, a city where rebellion first started, a city of all cities in the 
Union against which there was likely to be prejudice, we gave it with 
a liberal hand. The people of the North have ever stood by and re- 
garded these benefactions extended to you as the proper thing for us 
todo. If youeame here to-day ina body and said you wanted $20, 0u0,- 
000 a year for education, yon would get it by the united vote of the 
representatives of the Northern people. 

The reason why you did not get this bill years and years ago was be- 
cause you have been divided yourselves on this question and because 
there has been a reluctance on the part of the Northern people to in- 
sist upon giving to you that which some of you stated you did not need 
and did not want. Some, at least, have allowed their judgment to be 
guided by you on this subject. 

Mr, President, I never meant to speak upon this question, simply 
because I could not offer any solution. I do not know what can be 
done. I know what you can try. You can try to liit up and elevate 
these who have been down-trodden, to put them on a higher intellect- 
ual and moral plane; and when you do that you will have ouraid. I 
do not want for myself drastic laws to compel you to treat them prop- 
erly; I want you to doit without. I want you to do it because it is 
right that it should be done, and I am willing, so far as I am concerned, 
to trust you, to trust the people of that section, if they will but show 
a disposition on their part to take hold and try to solve this great ques- 
tion; and if we can aid you we are ready and willing so to do. 

We are not insensible to your diffieulties. We know what they are. 
We know the dominant character of our race as depicted here from the 
seat in frontof me by the President pro tempore of the Senate. Hedid 
not say any too much. We know how careless they are of the rights 
of other men if those rights come in conflict with theirs. We make 
due allowance for that. We have got it, and we put the question to 
ourselves and say, “If met face to face with this great question, what 
would we do?” and the answer in our hearts is, *‘ We do not know.” 
We do not propose to be bitter or severe upon you if you do not come 
up to the full standard that we would set up to in the plane on which 
we live, where no difficulties come; but we do not want you to charge 
us with hostility, with enmity, when the whole history everywhere in 
detail and in full shows that it is not true. Ask us in the spirit of 
brotherhood to meet you in solving this question and you will find us 
there, whether it means our advice, whether it means that we shall carry 
in our minds the difficulties that surround you, or whether it means 
that we should pour out the wealth of the country. Show us how we 
can help you and we are ready to do it, but do not taunt us with de- 
spising or hating. We have forgotten the war. We could afford to 
forget it. Much as it cost, we could afford to forget it, and we have 
forgotten it; and we simply ask on your part that you too shall for- 
get it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I rise with a good deal of pleasure to 
acknowledge the good terhper and the good feeling exhibited in the 

of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. If all ef us on 
both sides of the Chamber in dealing with this question, this great 
problem to which he has alluded, wonld bring to its solution, if solu- 
tion is possible, the temper, the charity, the kindness, the good feel- 
ing, and the statesmanship exhibited by the Senator from Colorado, I 
think a good deal of the trouble would be removed. 

I wanted merely to say that. I thought I ought tosay that. I can 
say that without committing myself to an admission of the correctness 
of several of the positions which the Senator’s judgment dictated to 
him to take. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Illinois if he will allow me to 
offer a notice in writing in conformity with the rules? 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator desire to have it read? 

Mr. CALL. I only wish to submit a resolution and this notice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dawes in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. CULLOM. If it takes no time I have no objection. 

Mr. CALL. It will take no further time than to submit a resolu- 
tion and a notice, and have them read and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois yield? 

Mr. CULLOM. LI yield to allow the notice to be read. 


PROPOSED CHANGE OF RULE, 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The ChiefClerk will read as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

I give notice that I «hall move on to-morrow to amend and modify clause 2 of 
Rale XXXVIII, as follows: 

“All information communicated or remarks made by a Senator when acting 
on nominations concerning the character or qualifications of the person r ~ 
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Secretary, the Chief Clerk, the Principal ive Clerk, the Exeeutive Clerk, 
and such officers as the Presiding Officer think necessary shall be sworn 


to x 

The object of this motion for change of rule isto allow the consideration of the 
prs on of Charles Swayne and Joseph N. Stiipling in open executive ses- 
sion, 


WILKINSON CALL. 

Mr. CALL. I submit a resolution in accordance with the notice, and 
I ask that it be read and printed in order that I may bring it up at the 
next meeting of the Senate for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois yield ? 

Mr. CULLOM, I yield for the purpose of allowing it to be read sim- 
ply, if it is not a very long resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I shall be satisfied with having it printed. 

Mr, CULLOM. The Senator says he will be satisfied to have it 
printed as a resolution without réading. It seems to be a long docu- 
ment, and I hope he will be content with that. I desire to call up the 
House resolutions relating to the death of the late Mr, Townshend. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, What is the pleasure of the Senator 
from Florida in to the notice and resolution submitted by him? 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand the Senator from Florida simply đe- 
sires the resolution to be printed and laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER, I call for the reading of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again read the 
notice, 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the notice submitted by Mr. CALL. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from New Hampshire, I understand, 
withdraws his request for the reading. 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘There is no permission to print except what has 
been read. 

Mr. CALL. That is a notice merely in accordance with the rule, 
which requires it to be submitted in writing. I submit also a resolu- 
tion, and ask that it be printed and laid on the table, to come up for 
consideration at the next meeting of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida has sent to 
the Chair a resolution—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will withhold that for the pres- 


ent. 

Mr. CALL. It is the resolution referred to in the notice. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘That is the resolution the Senator from Florida desires 
to have printed and laid on the table? 

Mr. CALL. I wish to have it printed and laid on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to its being printed and laid on 
the table simply. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If itis the same resolution. to which I objected 
yesterday, which the Chair ruled out of order, I desire seasonably to 
raise the point of order on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairis not informed whether it 
is the same resolution which was offered yesterday or not. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Florida will withhold the 
reso) ution. 

Mr. CALL. I will allow it to lie on the table until resolutions are 
called for on Monday morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois has the floor. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE TOWNSHEND. 

Mr, CULLOM. I desire to call up the resolutions of the House of 
Representatives in relation to the death of the late Mr. Townshend, of 
my State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read the resolu- 
tions of the House of Representatives. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

IS THe HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, February 15, 1990. 

Reso'ved, That the business of the House be now suspended that appropriate 
honors may be paid to the memory of Hon. Richard Wellington Townshend, 
late a itepresentative in Congress from the State of Illinois. 

That in the death of Mr. Townshend his district and State lost an able and 
Say a pea and the country a legislator and statesman who stood 

That as a further mark of respect tothe memory of the deceased the House, 


at the conclusion of these ceremonies, shall adjourn. 
That the Clerk transmit a copy of these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. CULLOM. I offer the resolutions I send to the desk for con- 
sideration and adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows:- 


Resolved, That the Senate shares with the House of Representatives in its ex- 
pressions of sorrow at the death of the Honorable Richard W. Townshend, late 
a Kepresentative in that body from the State of Illinois. 

Resolved, That as a mark of sympathy toward the family of the deceased the 
prasy of the Senate be directed to transmit to them a copy of these proceed- 

gs. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr, President, I ask the attention of the Senate 
while I submit some remarks appropriate to the occasion suggested by 
the resolution just read. We are again called upon to pay our tribute 
of respect to the memory of a deeeaxed member of Congtess, Richard 
Wellington Townshend, a Representative from theState of Illinois. It 
is fitting that the Senate shall pause from its ordinary labors and ex- 
press its appreciation of the life and character of the deceased. 

Mr. President, the death-roll of the present Congress has been un- 


usually large, and, in not to be misunderstood, reminds us 
“that in the midst of life we are in death.” 

Richard W. Townshend, whose death we mourn to-day, was born in 
Prince George’s County, Maryland, April 30, 1540, and died in this city 
March 9, 1889, being nearly forty-nine years old, havingscarcely reached 
the zenith of his manhood. 

In early youth, while yet a boy, an orphan boy, he came to this city, 
where he attended the schools, and for a time was a page-boy in the 
House of Representatives, of which body he subsequently became, and 
continued for many years, a distinguished member. While young 
Townshend was a page in the House, S. S. Marshall, then an honored 
member from Illinois and now an honored citizen of that great Com- 
monwealth, became attached to him and advised him to so to Illinois, 
which he did in 1858. There he taught school for a'time, and finally 
studied law in the judge’s law office. He was subsequently licensed 
to practice law, was soon elected clerk of the circuit court, afterwards 
elected prosecuting attorney for the judicial circuit in which he lived, 
and became known as an able lawyer and prosecutor. 

In those days, when the State was less densely populated, a judicial 
cireuit comprised many more counties than now, and the ability and 
valuable services of Mr. Townshend in protecting the peace and good 
order of the people made him a tower ot strength in his section. 

He was always an uncompromising Democrat, and was ready to de- 
fend his party and its principles and policies. on any proper occasion. 
He was a man of courage, was honest in what he avowed, and was 
therefore aggressive in dealing with his political enemies. He held 
various positions at the hands of his political friends before he was 
elected to Congress. As I have said, he was circuit clerk, prosecuting 
attorney, and was also long a member of the Democratic State commit- 
tee, and once or more a delegate to the Democratic national conven- 
tion. He was prominent in the councils of his party because he 
was recognized as wise and sagacious as a leader. In 1876 his career 
as a member of Congress began by his election in his district, in which 
he was elected six successive times, the last time in 1858. In all this 
period of service he grew more and more in public favor, and stronger 
asa legislator and in the esteem of his colleagues and all who knew him, 

Mr. President, there have been few public men so devoted to the in- 
terests of the people of their districts as was he; never tiring, always on 
the alert, ever watchful, ever toiling, to work for his constituents was 
to him absolutely a labor of love. He was an honest, generons, able 
man, sincere in his convictions and strong in his adherence to what he 
believed. Under our constitutional Government the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives bring from their several States aud districts the sentiments, 
views, and expressed desires of the people they most directly represent 
touching national affairs and national legislation, and by so doing a 
consensus of public opinion of every section is voiced in our legislative 
action as nearly as may be, and it is true more exactly, perhaps, in the 
House of Representatives than in the Senate. Townshend always 
sought to reflect in his legislative action what he believed was the voice 
of a majority of his people at home, and such a course made him strong. 
In a government by the people the duty of their representatives, either 
in this body or the other branch of Congress, is to represent and carry 
out the wishes of the people, so far as the Constitution will permit. 

Mr. Townshend acted npon that idea, that it was his duty as a Itep- 
resentative elected by the people of his district to come here and faith- 
fully, honestly, and devotedly carry out their wishes so far as he was 
abjé to do. ; 

It was my good fortune to be somewhat intimately acquainted with 
Mr. Townsbend for many years, as a citizen, as a lawyer, andasa pub- 
lic servant; he was faithful in all the relations of life. 

It is a solemn duty to pay the last tribute to our departed friends 
who have been identified with us in the performance of any public 
trast. I think that the bond of friendship becomes stronger between 
men who share the responsibility of public duty together than itdoes 
between men in the common walks of life. Theattaciment that grows 
and strengthens with years between men who have been in the Army 
and stood shoulder to shoulder in battle becomes strong and undying 
as life itself; so, perhaps, in a less degree do the friendships become 
strong between men thrown together in the discharge of public duty in 
civil affairs. 

Mr. Townshend’s services as a member of Congress were valuable, 
and were more and more appreciated from year to year. A reference 
to the record of the Congresses in which he was a member shows that 
at each succeeding Congress greater responsibilities and more onerous 
duties were placed upon him by the body to which he belonged. He 
was a member of many important committees at different times, such 
as the Judiciary and Appropriations, and during the last Congress, if 
not in more than one Congress, was chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. He took great pride in the latter position, aod was 
liberal in his consideration of the needs of the Army, and appreciated 
its important relation to the Government. He was greatly interested 
in the National Military School at West Point, where, as members of 
the Board of Visitors, we met with others but a few years ago to investi- 
gate its condition and needs. - 

He was greatly interested in and strongly advocated the ol 
the American States which is now in session in this city and which I 
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trust and believe will result in binding together socially, commercially, 
and politically the people of the United States, the Republic of Mexico, 
and all the states of Central and South America. 

I can not undertake, on an occasion like this, Mr. President, to make 
even a ing reference to the many measures of public utility with 
which Mr. Townshend was closely identified. On the 9th of March last, 
now a few daysmore than one year ago, hislabors, struggles, and conflicts 
ended, and he passed forever from sight. His work was done, he fin- 
ished his course, and he has gone, I trust, where suffering and confliet 
are no more. 

Mr. President, these sad occasions seem to occur so often in Congress 
that we are apt to pass over them lightly. The Senate will be called 
upon to pause several times before this session closes to pay tribute to 
those who were elected to the present Congress and who have passed 
away: Cox, that brilliant leader of the Democratic side of the House 
and friend to humanity in the broadest sense, is gone; Kelley, that 
oe advocate of protection to American labor and industry, has gone; 

ewton W. Nutting, of New York, James Laird, of Nebraska, and Ed- 
ward J. Gay, of Louisiana, have passed away, making six in number 
thus early in the present Congress who were elected to it and are now 
no more. 

Such occasions are soleinn, Mr. President, and to me the more often 
they occur the more startling and solemn they seem. Mr. Townshend 
was a man of great social qualities. He was fond of his friends and to 
have them around him. He was kindly and friendly in his nature and 
sought to make all his friends. He was a devoted husband, and loved 
his children as the apple of his eye. He left behind a heari-broken 
wife, a grown son, and a beautiful, loving daughter. 

Mr. President, I have sometimes thought that death would have com- 
paratively few terrors, so far as this world is concerned, if we were not 
so dependent upon each other. The happiness of one depends upon 
others; so the life of this stricken family household—widow, son, and 
daughter—seems enveloped in gloom and darkness since the husband 
and father died. He was their head, their pride, their life. He is 
gone; peace to his ashes! 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the insoluble mystery of death again 
confronts us. In its presence rhetoric loses its charm and logic reaches 
no conclusion. 

It has been said that the greatest terror in death is the dread of an- 
nihilation; but more terrible than this is the absolute isolation of the 
grave. Every man must die alone. When we pass through that 
shadowy portal no human voice can cheer us upon the dark pathway, 
no caressing hand can lead or assist; we must make that journey alone. 

Sir, in the presence of the profound mystery and the tragedy that 
ends a human life, with all its passions and temptations and sorrows 
and joys, in the presence of the fact that we know so little why that 
life began and know so little why that life has ended, exaggerated en- 
cominm is as futile and as out of place as criticism or censure. 

My acquaintance with Richard W. Townshend began eleven years 
years ago, when I entered the Senate. We were from the same section 
“of the country. Iafterwardscame to knowhim well, and he impressed 
me as a strong, earnest, brave man, with large heart and large brain. 
He was devoted to thedistrict he represented, and understood fully all the 
wants ofits people, He wasa typical Western Representative, aggress- 
ive in debate, but kindly and generous in word and deed. The con- 
stituents he represented were composed of those sturdy, self-reliant, and 
independent men of the prairies before whom no public official either 
timid or dishonest could survive, The proudest epitaph that I could 
anuounce for him to-day is that for six consecutive terms he possessed 
the absolute confidence of such a constituency. 

In every home in Southern Ilinois the name of Dick Townshend, as 
they loved to call him, is to-day a household word. He wasa perfectly 
natural man, Children came to him at sight and nestled in his arms 
as if he were an old and familiar friend. To the poor, the oppressed, 
the unfortunate, he was tender and patient. If all those to whom he 
spoke kindly words and for whom he did kindly acts were gathered 
together it would be a vast multitude, and if each of those who were 
happier by reason of his life could cast one leaf upon hisgrave he would 
sleep now beneath a wilderness of foliage. 

Sir, compared with this, how poor a monument of granite or a shaft 
of spotless marble! His place in the councils of the nation is worthily 
filled, but his place in the hearts of the thousands who loved him will 
be vacant until they, too, shall have passed through the ever-open gates 
of the silent city. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, my acquaintance with Mr. Townshend 
began with the Forty-fifth Congress, in the House of Representatives, 
of which he and I were then members. 

He was new in service and young in years for the House; but he 
soon attracted my attention, as he did that of other old members, and 
he immediately made friends there, who afterwards watched with satis- 
faction his constant increase in power and influence in the body. 

His mental and physical organization was such that, while he was 
unusually clear and direct and persistent in his course upon subjects 
where he took special interest in legislation, his nature was so 


tionate and his ways were so pleasant that all who were associated with 
him felt an interest in his success. 

He had both boldness and ambition, and these pushed him on, but 
he constantly increased in mental stature, and whenever I met him I 
was impressed with the growth in the reach of his mind. 

His industry was so patent that all who have spoken of him have 
made mention of it; and in the great work which the House of Repre- 
sentatives performs he bore a more aud more conspicuous part, His 
service upon important committees there shows the estimation in which 
he was held, and the people whom he served attested their confidence 
in him by giving him what few men have ever had in this country, seven 
successive elections. 

I can well believe that sadness pervaded his district, Mr. President, 
when the people heard of their great loss and knew that the man who 
had so faithfully and ably Tepresented them had been cut down in his 
prime. 

To all appearance one month before his death Mr. Townshend might 
count upon a most enviable future public life. He had an admiring, 
unquestioning constituency. He had laid broad and deep the founda- 
tions for wide influence in Congress. He was aman of the people and 
trusted by the people. He had filled his mind with special knowledge 
derived from close study into social, economic, and financial questions 
and had broadened it by wide general reading. 

To the ordinary view, few men had better promise of a far-reaching 
political career, crowned with the Republie’s higher honors; but no 
man, Mr. President, with whatever *‘ eagle eyes’? he may ‘‘stare’’ at 
the ocean of the future can tell when his voyage there may be inter- 
rupted. He of whom we speak to-day was suddenly snatched from 
his high vantage ground and, in what we call his untimely eclipse, went 
out whatever there might have been for him otherwise of honor or 
glory to come. ‘‘ He only heard Fame’s thunders wake.” 

His friends love to think of him and his genial ways and kindly deeds. 
Those nearest and dearest to him will never lose the sad pleasure which 
comes from the recollection of scenes brightened by love. 

All of us who met him here in public or private life, page if 
the members of that great body where he took so active a part, wi 
miss him long, and long regret him. During the fourteen years over 
which my acquaintance with Mr. Townshend extended, every incident 
of our intercourse has lelt with me nothing but pleasant memories, and 
my brief tribute to his merit is most sincerely given. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, upon occasions like this, 
when the usual course of public business is suspended, and for a time 
the important public interests and the political demands of a great 
nation are laid aside, and the representatives of people and of States 
assemble to pay the last sad tribute of respect to one who was of us, 
but who is not, and to solemnly bear public testimony to his worth 
and merit to the end that those who come after us may know that we 
were not unmindful of his public services and private virtues, we are 
forcibly reminded that 

r graves we walk 


To 
In the thick foot-prints of departed men. 


To one to whom life offers nothing, for whom disappointment has 
blasted hope, in whose bosom ambition is dead, or to one who is com- 
pelled to drag out an existence rendered miserable by misfortune or 
disease, for whom no loving hands smooth the rough places of life, for 
whom there is no rest, no peace, the grave is doubtless welcome, and 
that 


Sinless, stirless rest, 
That change which never changes— 


is a merciful release, a happy dispensation for him, and a calamity to 
noone. But toonein the prime and vigor of mature manhood; in the 
full enjoyment of his matured but scarcely ripened powers; just iu the 
summer and approaching the autumn of his life, when the ripening fruits 
of his years of toil areabout to be garnered; blessed by Providence with 
a happy family, the pride of his life and the solace of his heart; full of 
hope and ambition for his country, his family, and himself, to "pe sud- 
denly cut off is terrible and makes those who witness it to shudder. 
Such was the life and death of Mr. ‘Townshend. 

Few men had more tolive for or a better right to oe many years 
of success, prosperity, and happiness. No thought of his early depart- 
ure from the walks of life entered the minds of those who knew him, 
and thesad announcement that he had ‘‘gone from the earth forever ’’ 
was ashock to every one of his hosts of friends. 

Such things bring home to us all with crushing force the vanity of 
all human calculations, but 

Men drop so fast ere life's mid stage we tread 
Few know so many friends alive as dead. 

Even in this world, however, 

We live in Sods, not years; in thoughts, not bi 
In feelings, not in figures on a dial, 

We should count time hy heart-throbs. Ho most lives 
Who thinks most, feels the noblest, acts the best, 

Measured by this standard, the life of Mr. Townshend filled a larger 
space than tbat allotted to most men. 

The very first day of my experience in seis Shean amid the bustle and 
confusion incident to theorganization of the of Representatives, 


1890. 


Mr. HARRIS. I do. 
rie a nas ‘protempore. The Chair will hear suggestions upon 

point. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no desire to speak to the point of order. 

Mr. HALE, What is the point of order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves to 
amend the amendment of the House of Representatives. It will be 
read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendment of Mr. VEST. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee raises 
the point of order that this can not be received, as not being germane 
to the subject of the amendment made to the bill by the House ot Rep- 
resentatives, 

Mr. HARRIS. It does not modify or change the principle of the 
Houseamendment, but is intended to affect and to change the body of 
the bill as agreed to in the Senate and as agreed toin the House of Rep- 
resentatives, It is intended for no other purpose and can perform no 
other office or have any other effect than that. 

r. HALE. Ionly say that it would be a remarkable thing in the 
iStory of the Senate, so far as I know of, if an amendment of that kind 
ere held not to be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would be inclined to hold 
that the amendment, under the practice and custom of the Senate, was 
in order. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Can we have the amendment of the House again 

rted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated, 
and the amendment of the House will be again reported, together with 
the amendment pro’ by the Senator from Missouri. 

The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill, the amendment of the House 
of Representatives, and the amendment thereto proposed by Mr, VEST. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, there is another answer to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri besides the one made by the Senator from Tennes- 
see, and that is that there is no authority in this bill to this railroad 
company to have averhead wires except in a region of the city now 
practically without inhabitants. As I remember the terms of it when 
it was up before and was thoroughly discussed, the branch that is al- 
lowed to baye the overhead wires is the branch along North Capitol 
street beyond New York avenue. 

Mr. HARRIS. Which is only one or two squares this side of the 
northern boundary of the city. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isnbmit to the Senator from Missouri, whether 
it would be fair to this corporation toenact this legislation. It has, in 
my judgment, erected the most beautitul specimen of an electric rail- 
road now in the United States, as has been stated and I believe correctly — 
the specimen from Seventh street to North Capitol street. They propose 
now to erect a line along North Capitol street and an extension to the 
Soldiers’ Home, which will be a great convenience of. a suburban 
character to the people of Washington, seeking generally in the holidays 
some retreat like the Soldiers’ Home park. It is only onesquare from 
the present line of this railroad to Boundary street, so that it only goes 
through in the city of Washington one square probably of about six or 
eight hundred feet. Senators must be familiar with the ground and 
must knowit. Beyond thatitextendsup a new road just opened without 
any houses or habitations upon it. It is purely a suburban extension 
of the present road. Now to require them in this space of six or eight 
hundred feet to establish a different system or mode of motive-power 
or replacement of the wires would be simply idle and futile. 

Therefore it is that, although I am in favor of the amendment that 
bas been read, which was made to the law last year, not, at present at 
least, to allow any railroads to a considerable extent to come within 
the city of Washington with electric wires, except under ground or in 
some condition of absolute safety, yet I have no question whatever in 
voting for the proposition to allow this company to continue its line 
along North Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home. To that there can 
be no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS, The Senator from Ohio will allow me to refresh his 
memory, This bill providesirc explicit terms that on that branch within 
the traveled part of the city, if electric cables or wires are used, they 
shall be put under ground, and the overhead wires provided for are 
on that part of the line running out from North Capitol street, as the 
Senator has correctly stated, I forget whether it is one or two squares, 
but not exceeding two squares within the boundaries of the city and 
in a part of the city where there are scarcely any buildings on either 
side of North Capitol st ect. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator correctly states that this very bill 
provides that within the city proper in inhabited places the wires have 
to be under ground. But when you go to the outskirts of the city at 
the junction of North Capitol street and New York avenue, which we 
have all traversed over a hundred times, and probably I have a thou- 
sand times, and from that point on to Boundary street and so on to 
Soldiers’ Home, there is no considerable number of inhabitants, and 
every one of them, so far as I know, is in favor of the measure. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio whether it 
is not the fact that that portion of the city is being ce rab settled up, 
and whether he did not with me the other day in the discussion 
of another measure here that if it were not for the nuisance of the Balti- 
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than any portion of the city has been. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. Mr. President, the route of this proposed 
new road is not settled at all, because the great body of it, from Round- 
ary street to the Soldiers’ Home, the land has only been opened very 
recently, within a year, and there is not a house on the line, so that it 
is not settled. It is equally true that the construction of this railroad 
by a very enterprising citizen of this city—because it was mainly done 
by him—along its present ronte to the Catholic University has opened 
up to settlement a considerable region of country, and a very large num- 
ber of buildings are being erected along the line of the railroad in con- 
sequence of the railroad being constructed there, and no part of the 
city is likely to be more prosperous and to grow more rapidly than the 
section traversed by this line of railroad. 

I intend to stand by the protection of life in this city and never to 
vote for a proposition for a railroad within the heart of the city fhat 
will not secure to the people absolute security against the possibjlity of 
danger by electric wires, as to which there is some danger certaihly; but 
I would not apply this rule to the extension of an existing line through 
a region that is not now populated and where everybody who is inter- 
ested at all desires it to be constructed. 

It was fully understood when the matter was debated the other day 
and the bill passed the Senate; this very thing was discussed; and I am 
only surprised that, with the usual prompt attendance of the Senator 
from Missouri and his usual observation of what is going on, he did not 
notice it, because I think everybody else who was here noticed the dis- 
tinction made in this bill between the extension of the line through a 
new country and that which extended through the older and settled 
portions of the city. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I want to state to the Senator from Ohio also, in 
the line of his argument, that the bill when it was introduced and sub- 


mitted to the committee contemplated the road going through another ° 


street than North Capitol street, but when it was submitted to the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia they suggested that it would 
be more proper to require the road to go through North Capitol street, 
as it was a wide street and the poles could be put up there without 
any inconvenience to the publie generally. It was through the advice 
given and the suggestions made by the commissioners of the District 
that this line was changed so as to cover about one or two squares within 
the boundary on North Capitol street, which is a very wide street. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that North Capitol street is wider than 
even New York avenue. I think North Capitol street is 130 feet wide, 
and there is no difficulty in putting a line of poles in the center of the 
street and having plenty of room on either side, i 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
is more moderate in his desires as to extending these electric railroads 
throughout the city of Washington than either the projectors of this 
enterprise or some of the Senators who favor it. 

If the argument of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] amounts 
to anything, it is that it will be a benefaction to the inhabitants of 
Washington for these roads to traverse their streets everywhere, and 
the experience of Senators in the past ought to teach them that this is 
simply an enterprise in the direction of making constant encroachment 
upon the highways and streets of this city. 

These enterprises are not called for in the beginning by the inhab- 
itants of any section either in the populated parts of the city or in the 
suburbs.- A company or an individual purchases available lands out- 
side of the populated parts of the city and seeks to open those lands by 
getting Congress to charter an electric railroad. The committees of 
the two Houses having the subject in charge and the bodies themselves 
are importuned until at last their consentis given upon the proposition 
that this is intended to be a suburbanroad. When this road which is 
the subject of debate here now was first chartered it was stated to the 
Senate under the most solemn and repeated asseverations that no at- 
tempt would ever be made to bring these dangerous wires, or wires 
which many people believed to be dangerous, into the populated part 
of the city; but no sooner had the company organized and built its 
road and developed its lines and began to look ont than human nature 
prevailed with them and they sought to penetrate the other portions of 
the city, and the Senate may go on and may grant this little encroach- 
ment, may give this inch, and it will find in the end the ell will be de- 
manded, You can not let these companies into a single street where 
the population of the city is now thickly settled but that it will be made 
a precedent for another demand, and if you let them into North Capitol 
street along the line described by the Senator from Ohio, while he is 
sincere in what he says now that nothing more will be asked for, he 
will find himself confronted within one year from now with a demand 
that it be extended farther and brought into all the great avenues and 
streets of the city that we ought to keep sacred for ourselves and our 
children and the future generations that will come here to this great 
city. 

The argument, as I have said, of the Senator from Tennessee does 
not blink this, He does not commit himself to the proposition that he 
will not come in here afterwards and ask that these roads be extended 
over all our streets, but he boldly takes the offensive and declares that 
these roads are not only practical, convenient, and profitable, but in 
their operation are to the benefit of the public generally; and if there 
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is anything to be derived from this argument it is that horse-railways 
and cable-railways, and underground railwaysshould give way to elec- 
tric lines placed overhead. 

Now, Mr. President, whether or not the Senator can demonstrate to 
his satisfaction that the percentage of death or destraction or injury is 
very small under this system, still, as the Senator from Missouri has 
said, it has been tried in New York, and there have been casualties, 
calamities, accidents occurring there which have aroused the press 
and the public, and to-day they are committed against these electric 
wires overhead; but the companies do not cease their struggle thereand 
here and they will continue it, and the only way for the Senate to main- 
tain its ground safely is to hold these parties to the original conditions 
and keep them in the suburban regions—that is bad enough—and let 
them take care of themselves there. 

Mr. PADDOCK. At Omaha, Nebr., a remarkably flourishing and 
active business town, we have, during the last year and a half, put in 
over 40 miles of the overhead wire system of electricroads. Before the 
commencement of the construction of our system we had the same 
prejudices, the same apprehensions as to the dangers and uncertainties 
of electric roads that have been expressed here by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEST Est] and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], but after 
a year or more of operation of our system there is no citizen of Omaha 
who would not be glad to have it on every street in the town. There 
has been no death, no accident of any kind or nature, that I remember. 
We were satisfied by the investigations which were made before the 
actual work of putting up the wires commenced that there could be no 
danger, and by the operation of all the roads in our extensive system 
since we have become satisfied entirely that the apprehensions at first 
entertained were not well grounded, and we shall be very glad indeed, 
so far as that city is concerned, to have the entire street-railway sys- 
tem of the town of that character. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, perhaps in Omaha there has not yet 
been an occasion or a time when the overhead wires broke and fell down 
where people were passing. Thatis the test. An overhead wire or 
any highly charged wire, either for telegraph or motive power, is per- 
fectly safe so long as you keep it perfectly insulated and do not touch 
it, just as the lightning in the heavens is, and the argument that be- 
cause in Omaha no evil has happened in the space ofa year would bean 
argumentagainst all lightning-rods because a particular house without 
a lightning-rod had not been struck within the last year. It does not 

rove anything at all; but all the human experience that we have had 
fn this country and every other shows that these overhead and highly 
charged wires, whether for motive power or telegraph purposes or for 
any other purpose, when their insulation fails, either by fracture so 
that they fall in places where people and animals are passing, or where 
they fall in houses so that the current is diverted from its safe and pro- 
tected channel, a sad disaster always happens. There is no use of any- 
body denying it, and I do not know that anybody does deny it; and 
that is the case we have. 

Now, what is the great public necessity for granting these extraor- 
dinary privileges, that we condemned a year ago by a tremendons ma- 
jority, to this particular corporation? Have we any petitions from the 
body of people residing between here and the Soldiers’ Home crying 
out for an overhead electricrailroad? Bynomeans. Senatorsin favor 
of it say that nobody lives there. Whatisit, then? It isa land specu- 
lation, and a railroad in connection with it to make lands worth more 
and bring them into market in a city that is not half filled up-nor 
quarter filled up within the boundaries of Boundary street at this min- 
ute. That is just what is the fact about il; and therefore there ought 
not to be any great public urgency to allow these parties to put up on 
North Capitol street or anywhere else such wires as are dangerous to 
human life. Ifit be only the human life (if there is any distinction in 
human lives in the minds of these corporations) of a poor market- 
woman who is driving out to go to her home beyond the Boundary, her 
life is just as sacred, I take it, in the eyes of everybody but corpora- 
tions as the lives of Senators or anybody else. Of course the quantum 
of danger is diminished in a lonely rural road because the number of 
people exposed to the danger is less; but the danger is there just the 
same, and if the breakdown happens at the moment of time when there 
is a passer-by there or a passer-by afterwards until the current is cut 
off or the insulation is destroyed, there follow disaster and death. 

Mr. President, I notice that overhead wires are very curiously au- 
thorized in some other places by this bill than a few hundred feet from 
New York avenue up North Capitol street, as has been stated—a good 
deal more than a few hundred feet. Iam not on the que-tion of dis- 
tances just now, but we will call it 800 feet. I will never dispute with 
the Senator from Ohio as to quantities, however much we may differ 
otherwise. This provides, first, that they may begin— 

At the intersection of New York avenue and Fifth street,northwest,south along 
Fifth street, northwest, to G northwest.and thence west aloug G street, 


street, 
northwest, to the east line of Fifteenth street, northwest; and also beginning at 
the present terminus of its cemetery branch on the east side of Lincoln aveuue— 


Which, I believe, is out east here in the city somewhere; I am not 
sure of its location— 


and thence northerly along Lincoln avenue to a point opposite the entrance to 
Glenwood Cemetery. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. That is the name of the avenue going to, the 


cemetery. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I do not know that the name makes any great 
difference, Ifit be the present road that goes up to that cemetery, itis 
a great public thoroughfare, where perhaps more People go in the course 
of a year, up and down from New York avenue to Glenwood Cemetery 
and to the top of the hill on the side of the Soldiers’ Home, than in almost 
any other thoroughfare out of this city; and if that is the place, it is in- 
finitely improper to put up overhead electric wires, if it be improper to 
put them up in front of this Capitol. 

Now, the bill authorizes that, for its limitation is: 

That if electric wires or cables are used to propel its cars over said streeta 
from New York avenue and Fifth to Fifteenth street, northwest, the same shall 
be placed under ground. 

Leaving authority to run it on Lincoln avenue, wherever that ma; may 
go, from end to end or from point to point, as well as on North Capi- 
tol street, and all the way on New York avenue from North Capitol 
street to the Soldiers’ Home. I am decidedly opposed to it, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and I shall offer in aminute, with the consent of my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], a substitute for his amendment, something to 
strike at the root of the whole matter, the order of which, I take it, 
nobody will question, 

Now, I want to say a word about North Capitol street, that is repre- 
sented to bealonely rural place, Perhapsitis, but anybody who will go 
to the north end of this Capitol and look out of its windows will see that 
North Capitol street is, in its original design and in its present outlines, 
perhaps the noblest avenue that there is in the whole District of Co- 
lumbia. It has failed to become populated by the people of this town 
and by the people of wealth and leisure who come here, as it otherwise 
would have been, because of the nuisance near us of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad, which occupies it fora long distance as partof its yards, 
and which, of course, obstructs the passage of people up and down it, 
and makes ita nuisance to everybody thatowns property in the vicinity, 
and a nuisance to the Capitol itself. 

If that thing were got out of the way North Capitol street, from here 
to the Soldiers’ Home, would be the grandest avenue in North America 
or anywhere else, starting at the great north front of this Capitol and 
going ina direct line to the highest ground in the neighborhood of 
Washington, to that magnificent park in which the Soldiers’ Home is 
situated. Ido not propose, for one, to vote under any circumstances 
at any time, whether the ground about it be vacant or filled up, to 
put up these confessedly dangerous and deadly and unsightly structures. 

When there are people enough living along there orcapable of living 
along there to make it a public necessity for the convenience of people 
going to and fro from this Capitol to the other end of this great and 
magnificent avenue, as it will be, then there will be profit enough in 
the transaction for the promoters of a railway line, who are not build- 
ing for charity or patriotism, but for profit, to put in a railway line, 
either of cable or underground wires, that will subserve the public in- 
ferests and give them profit besides. That is what I think about it. 
Therefore, Mr. President, I move to amend the proviso of my friend 
from Missouri by striking it all out and inserting this as a part of the 
House section: 

That the authority of said company by this act or any other act— 

Which will cut them outon New York avenue, and from here out to 
the boundary— 
conferred to erect or use overhead wires in its operations within the city of 
Washington shall absolutely cease and determine on the Ist day of July, 1893, 

That gives them three years and over to get outof New York avenue, 
and they say, and this bill provides, that their time for erecting over- 
head wires in North Capitol street shall not begin or be obligatory un- 
til the street is opened and graded, which must depend upon a proper 
appropriation by Congress and the tax-payers of the District of Colum- 
bia. Therefore, there is no immediate danger about this North Capi- 
tol street business, except, perhaps, for a few blocks, as my friend has 
said, they might run up there where it is already graded and probably 
used, just as they set up these New York avenue overhead wires within 
the boundaries of the District against the spirit and against, I believe, 
the legal effect of the statute we had already passed, in order to get 
ahead of the provision for its taking effect on the 1st day of September, 
if that was the day. 

There is another thing I should like to ask while we are dealing with 
railroad corporations, Whether we have got any evidence anywhere that 
this company has paid into the Treasury the 4 per cent. that the act of 
incorporation required on its gross earnings during the time it has been 
running, as if is said in the newspapers, so profitably and with such 
great success? That is not material to the passage of this particular 

ill, but it is an inquiry that I feel interested in making at this time. 

Mr. VEST. Iam willing to accept that amendment in lieu of the 
amendment I offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont will be read, the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri being withdrawn. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That the authority of said company by this act or ye wre lee conferred to 
erect or use overhead wires in .within the city of Washington 
shall absolutely cease and determine on the Ist day of July, A. D. 1893. 
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in the wilderness of strange faces and the stirring scenes of such an oc- 
casion, my attention was attracted to him, and though I at the time 
had no idea who he was, I never lost sight of him afterward. 

Fearless and aggressive in the advocacy of the right as he saw it, he 
never occupied a doubtful position, but boldly and effectively presented 
his views whenever occasion required. Keenly attentive tothe current 
of public affairs hereand abroad, he was a valuableand conspicuous rep- 
resentative of the people, and the esteem in which his qualities and 
endowments were held by his associates in the House is indicated by 
the fact that while Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL was chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations he always had Mr. Townshend associated 
with him upon that most important and responsible committee. A 
ready debater, a hard worker, familiar with the whole current of pub- 
lic affairs, he was trusted and relied upon by his committee in all their 
contests upon the floor. He left his impress upon public affairs, a rec- 
ord of his work as a public man which is an honor to him, to his State, 
and his constituents, and which is a rich heritage to his family; but 
the distinction which he would himself have prized most, of which he 
would himself have felt the proudest, is the sincere love and affection 
for him and his memory which warms the hearts of those amongst 
whom he lived, to whom he was best known, and to whose service he 
devoted his life. In the long years to come his name and his memory 
will be remembered and cherished by thousands of loving friends and 
admirers in his far-away prairie home. 

Few men have had so deep and firm a hold on the confidence of their 
constituents as he. Coupled with the qualities which distinguished 
him as a public man he had personal qualities which bound him as 
with ‘‘hooks of steel” to those who knew him best. I often had occa- 
sion to notice his courteous and kindly demeanor towards those occu- 
pying the more lowly walks of life, and no man was freer than he from 
that characteristic of ignoble men, servility to place and power and 

ce towards the humble and lowly, but, being a thorough man 
of the people, he saw and respected the man, in utter disregard of the 
trappings of position or the drawbacks of a humble station. I happen 
to know how upon an occasion he won the admiration and sincere esteem 
of an old lady traveling a long distance alone, by his constant, delicate, 
and courteousattentions. She never forgot him or his thoughtful kind- 
ness to her, and she never will, 

His accurate knowledge of what Mr. Lincoln called ‘‘ our plain, com- 
mon people,’’ his familiarity with their domestic life, with their hopes 
and fears, his intimate knowledge of their struggles and their hard- 
ships, and his deep and sincere sympathy with them in all these won 
for him the place in their love and confidence which he enjoyed 
through life and which will ‘‘keep his memory green ” after death. 

To one whose life was thus devoted to the good of his fellow-men in 
every public duty and whose private life and daily walk were marked 
by words of good cheer to the faint-hearted and deeds of unselfishness 
to all, one who, in a word, devoted himself to the good of his fellow- 
men— 

There is no death. What seems so is transition; 
This life of mortal breath 

Ts but a suburb of the life elysian 
Whose portal we call death, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions submitted by the Senator from Illinois. 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move as a further mark of respect to the memory 
of the deceased that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to unanimously; and (at 3 o’clock and 35 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 17, 1890, 
at 12 o'clock meridian. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Thopethe gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] 
will state the purpose of this bill. It does not appear from the read- 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments proposed 
by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, so that the House may be in 
possession —— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As Friday is set apart for pri- 
vate business and as the session continues only till 5 o’clock, I think 
we had better have the regular order. 

Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will listen to a brief statement 
in regard to this matter, I think he will not object. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman from Kentucky will not object 
if he understands the proposition. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am willing to withhold my 
objections temporarily —— 

Mr. HERMANN. This is a matter of public importance, in which 
the commerce of the entire Portage Lake is interested; and there isan 
emergency. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iwill withdraw the objection 
temporarily, if I have that right, in order to hear a statement; but I 
do not wish to waive the right to object. rs 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to state to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky and to the House that this is nothing more nor less than a prop- 
osition authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust the harbor-lines at 
Portage Lake. The necessity for this is brought about by reason ofthe 
fact that the copper mills there have been dumping refuse, slag, and 
other things into the harbor; and this bill proposes to authorize the 
Secretary of War to make such rules and regulations as will protect 
the interests dependent upon the navigation of that harbor. That is 
all the bill proposes, It carries no appropriation whatever and is a 
matter demanded by the public necessity. After this statement I trust 
the gentleman from Kentucky will not object. 

Mr. HERMANN. And it might be further remarked that the public 
works there are practically suspended by reason of the necessity of this 
very much needed improvement, 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask for the regular order. 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. The first business 
in order is the bill (H. R. 3538) for the relief of Albert H. Emery. This 
bill was reported from the Committee of the Whole House last Friday 
with the recommendation that the enacting clause be struck out. The 
question now is, Will the House concur in that recommendation? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, under the practice in former Con- 

bills in this position come up after the House has gone into 
Committee of the Whole and the committee has made its report of other 
bills. I submit that this bill should come up after the sitting of the 
Committee of the Whole to-day, to be disposed of with such other bills 
as may be reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. But the rule has been changed since then. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is theré anything new in the new rule on that 
subject? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Because I would like to have it pointed out. 

The SPEAKER. It says ‘‘after the unfinished business.’’. The 
Chair regards this as unfinished business, 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the old rule. That would be the case if 
the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the rules have been so changed 
as to alter the status of unfinished business on Friday, and that such 
business coming over from the preceding private-bill day must be dis- 


~| posed of by the House before the motion that the House resolve itself 
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_ The Housemet at12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approyed. 


HARBOR-LINES, PORTAGE LAKE, MICHIGAN, 


Mr. HERMANN. On behalf of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
which I send to the desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (HL R. 7345) authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to establish 
new harbor-lines in Portage Lake, Houghton County, Michigan, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o, 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War is hereby authori 
and directed, as speedily as the same can be done, to establish new harbor-lines 
in Portage Lake, Houghton County, Michigan. And that on each side of said 
Portage Lake between the shore and its OE PAE established 
as aforesaid, riparian owners may piaca and arge the refuse, débris, tail- 
ings, or ucts of stamp milis: Provided, That a depth of water of not less 
than 20 feet at said harbor-lines, and of not less than 30 feet between said har- 
bor-lines, shall at all times be maintained and 


preserved, 
Sxo, 2, That all Jaws and of laws In conflict with this act are ed. 
hie cb shall be in fores fuan tts er 


into the Committee of the Whole Honse can be entertained. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the recommendation of the committee to strike 
out the enacting clause, 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Several members demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 77. 

ne KILGORE. I make the point of order that no quorum has 
yoted, : 

Mr, DOCKERY and Mr. SPRINGER demanded the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 66, nays 143, not 
voting 120; as follows: 


YEAS—66, 
Abbott, Con. Hill, M 
Anderson, Kans, Connell, Hopkins, MeMillin, 
Anderson, Miss, , In Kennedy, McRae, 
nkhead, Cowles, Kerr, Iowa Montgomery, 
Culberson, Tex. Kilgore, Moore, Tex. 
Blount, mings, Lane, Morgan, 
Bronner, Dockery, Lanham, Norton, 
Bullock, Fithian, Laws, O'Donnell, 
ler, Forman, Lester, Ga. 
Chipman, are, Martin, Ind. Penington, 
A enderson, lowa A) n 

ancy Hend: i Martin, Tex, Perkins, 

Cobb, Henderson, N.C. McCliammy, 
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ieni Sh E E C Wi 
Richardson, Snider, Tillman, Williams, Til. 
Rogers, ý ‘Turner, Ga. á 
Rowland, wart, Ga. Turner, N. Y. 
NAYS—14. 
Culbertson, Pa, Lawler, Rockwell, 
Alderson, Cutcheon, on BE Rusk, 
Allen, Mich, , Va. 1, 
Arnold, De Haven, Lewis, ton, 
Atkinson, Pa. De Lano, Lodge, Sherman, 
Baker, Dingley, Mansur, Smyser, 
Banks, Dolliver, McAdoo, Stephenson, 
Bayne, y. McCord, Stewart, Tex. 
Blanchard, Dunnell, McCormick, Stockdale, 
Bliss, Ellis, McCreary, Stone, 
Boataer, Enloe, McKenna, Struble, 
Boothman, Evans, McKinley, ‘Tarsney, 
Boutelle, Farquhar, Moffitt, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bowden, Fitch, Moore, N. H. Taylor, E. B. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flick, Morrill, homas, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Flood, Morrow, Townsend, Colo. 
Brewer, Fiower, Morse, Townsend, Pa. 
Brookshire. Funston, Niedringhaus, ‘Tracey, 
Buchanan, N. J. Gear, Nute, Tucker, 
Buchanan, V: Gest, Oates, Turpin, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, O'Neil, Mass. Vandever, 
Burton, Grout, O'Neill, Pa, Van Schaick, 
Cald eaa O Aai Wade 
ni e, 
Candler, Harmer, Owens, Ohio Walker, Mass. 
Cannon, Hatch, Payne, Wallace, 
Carlisle, Hayes, Peel, Washingte kA 
Car sae, ynes,. ashin n, 
Catchings, Hon <> Smal Wheele! Ala, 
4 ermann, uacken! er, 
Cheadle, Hooker, Raines, Whiting, 
Cheatham, Kelley, Ray, Wilkinson, 
Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa. Reed, Iowa Willcox, 
Cogswell, Ketcham, Reilly, Wise, 
5 Kinsey, burn, Yoder. 
Craig, Laidlaw, Ro! 4 
NOT VOTING—12. 
Allen, Miss. Cothran, Knapp, Sawyer, 
‘Atkinson, W. Vi Grain La Follett Seney. 
a n, o: e, * 
Barnes, Crisp. Lansing, Simonds, 
Bartine, Dalzell, Leh! s Skinner, 
Beckwith, Dargan, Lind, Smith, Iil. 
Belden, Davidson, rm og Smith, W. Va. 
Belknap, Dah? h, Opino 
Bergen, Dunphy, Mason, pooner, 
Biggs, ipaam ag MeCarthy, Stahinecker, 
Bingham, Elliott, mas, Stewart, Vt. 
tiarap Featherston, Milliken, Baa M 
‘ ‘eal , Mo. 
Brosius, z Mills, Stump, 
Brower, Forney, More: Sweney, 
Brown, TP ede = ~ no ‘Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, T. n "Fe om pson, 
Browne, Va. à O'N Yaa. Turner, Kans. 
W, Gibson, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Mich. 
x Gifford Paynter, Whitthorne, 
Bynum, Goodnight, Payson, ickham, 
Perry, Wilber, 
Carlton, Grimes, Phelan, Wiley, 
Carter, Haugen, Price, Williams, Ohio 
Stems Hemphill, Randall Mass. Wilson: Ma. 
Clemen! em s n, Mo, 
EE E sane 
Com: e, > T. 
Co: : olman, Rowell, W: * 
Cooper, Ohio Houk, o: Yardley. 


So the motion to strike out the enacting clause of the bill was re- 


ected. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The following pairs were announced until farther notice: 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin, with Mr. BARWIG. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. PERRY. 

Mr, FEATHERSTON with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. STIVERS with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr, WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr, SAWYER with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr, YARDLEY with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr, THompson with Mr. DAVIDSON: 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr. GRIMES. 

Mr. Wuson, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr, Scout with Mr, Jason B. Brown. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. HoLMAN, on all political questions, for the 
rest of this day. 

Mr. JoserH D. TAYLOR with Mr. STAHLNECKER, for this day. 

Mr, Knapp with Mr. MUTCHLER, on all political questions, until 
Monday, March 17. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. Goopnicur, until further notice, saving the 
right to vote to make a quorum. 


Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. DIBBLE, on political questions, until Wed- 


nesday. ` 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. Wr1Lson, of West Virginia, un- 
til Tuesday morning. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, until further notice. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. MAGNER, for one week 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. CLUNIE, on this vote. 

Mr. BrsGHAM with Mr. COMPTON, on this vote. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. CRAIN, on this vote. 

Mr. PEN OLA. Mr. Speaker, l desire, if possible, to have my vote 


recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman paying attention when his 
name was called and failed to hear it? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I was sitting in my seat engaged in conversation at 
the moment, and did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain a request for unani- 
mons consent to record the gentleman’s vote under the circums'ances, 

Mr. SPINOLA. I wanted to vote in the negative if permitted to 
do so. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The House refuses to agree to the recommendation 
of the committee and the bill stands recommitted to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr, Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call attention to clause 7 of the rule 
to which the Speaker referred a few moments ago. 

This bill is now recommitted to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar. I wish to ask, first, if that bill in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House will take its place on the Calendar as other 
bills which are committed to that Calendar to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. This bill goes to the Committee of the Whole 
House and takes its position on the Calendar as if it had never been 
sent back to the House. It becomes the first bill on the Calendar, as 
the unfinished business, to be considered when the House again re- 
sumes consideration of the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to have this question set- 
tled now and before going into Committee of the Whole, because itis 
a very important question. I was of opinion and think the rule re- 
quires that when a bill is recommitted in this manner it goes back, as 
any other bill which wonld be committed at this time, and takes its 
place at the foot of the Calendar. I desire to ask the attention of the 
Chair to the language of the rule: 

Whenever a bill is reported from the committee with an adverse recommenda- 
tion and such recommendation is disagreed to by the House, the bill shall stand 
recommitted to said committee without further action of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely, and resumes its former place upon the 
Calendar. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. If there is a bill before the House, however, and 
recommitted under the circumstances named, it stands in its order on 
the Calendar as of that day. 

The SPEAKER. Butthe gentleman must see that this isa different 
case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is simply a supposition of the gentleman. 
This case stands on a different footing by the action of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam only seeking a correct interpretation of the 
rule, which, as I have said, is one of importance, 

TheSPEAKER. This is unfinished business now in the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But it has been acted upon once in the commit- 
tee and reported to the House, and the action of the committee was ad- 
verse to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. But the House has refused to concur in that action 
of the committee, and that reverses it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, if there was in faet a rule on that subject 
the motion would be necessary, in order to save this bill, to reconsider 
the vote by which the House had stricken out the enacting clause, and 
after it was reconsidered it would have to be considered in committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Without any rule it would require a motion to 
take it back tothe committee. The rule would avoid it, and would 
prevent the committee from getting the bill into the House and getting 
action of the House uponit. I think the Chair is in error, but I will 
not appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. HoLMAN, for to-day, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. Bunn, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. T. M. Browne, indefinitely, on account of illness. 
On motion, to Mr. PETERs. 
To Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. LIND. 
CHEROKEE OUTLET. 


Mr. PERKINS. I desire to make a personal statement, which, if 
not a matter of personal privilege, is a matter of importance. In the 
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the Associated Press dispatch of last evening, giving an account of pro- 
ceedings of Congress, a synopsis is given of the Oklahoma bill, and in 
that report it is stated— 

The Cherokee Outlet is declared open to settlement under the homestead 
aw to bona fide settlers, and occupants are given a preference of right. 

That dispatch has gone to all sections of the country, I have al- 
ready two telegrams asking me whether the information is correct. I 
think Mr. SPRINGER also hasone. The public are necessarily deceived 
by it, and the result, unless it be corrected, will be that this land will 
be taken possession of at once by settlers, which will work greatly to 
their prejudice as well as to the prejudice of the Cherokees. 

I desire to state that under the provisions of the bill the Cherokee 
Outlet is not opened to settlement.. No provision is made in the dill 
for the opening of thé Cherokee Outlet to settlement, The statement 
should have been that the Public Land Strip, what is known as No Man’s 
Land, is declared to be public lands and open to settlement under the 
provisions of the bill, and not the Cherokee Outlet. 

The Cherokee Outlet is embraced within the boundaries of the pro- 
posed Territory of Oklahoma, but as yet is not open to settlement. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LAIDLAW. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the House resolve itself 

into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 
FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before action is taken on that motion I desire 
to inquire of the Chair whether there has been any ruling by the Chair 
on the parliamentary question I submitted on Wednesday in regard to 
the findings of the Court of Claims. : 

The SPEAKER. If the House will give attention, the Chair will 
make a ruling upon that subject. Upon examination the Chair is un- 
able to find that the provisions of the Bowman act or any rule of the 
House requires that the bills in question should be placed first upon 
the Private Calendar. Whether the House ought to make a rule to 
that effect or not the Chair can express no opinion. It has not made a 
Tule, nor does the law in terms require it. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The motion of Mr. LAIDLAW was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and the Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.3588) for the relief of Albert H. Emery. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. When this bill was last in Committee of the 
Whole, as I remember it, the amendment recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Claims was amended by striking out ‘‘one hundred and 
seventy-five’’ and inserting ‘‘one hundred.” After that motion was 
carried a motion was made to strike out the enactingclause. That has 
been rejected by the House, and we now come back to the amendment 
of $100,000, which the committee had adopted. Is not that the regu- 
lar order ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. It seems to me 
that it can not be construed that the House nullified a part of the ac- 
tion of the Committee of the Whole House that was referred to it and 
did not nullify the balance. The report was as a whole to the House. 
The House failed to adopt the recommendation of the Committee of the 
Whole, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The recommendation of the Committee of the 
Whole House was to strike out the enacting clause, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, the recommendation of the committee was 
that the bill be amended by striking out “one hundred and seventy- 
five,’’ thereby limiting it to a hundred thousand. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is right, 

Mr. McMILLIN. The amendment in the committee will stand, I 
say, as if there were no action taken upon that by the House, nor can 
the House take it away by refusing to agree to the action of the com- 
mittee in striking out the enacting clause. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Then, Mr. Chairman, whatis ‘he effect, ifitstands 
in that way upon the amendment madein the Committee of the Whole 
to strike out the word ‘‘ seventy-five,” and leave the amount at a hun- 
dred thousand dollars? I move that the bill be now laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is the pending motion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary in- 

uiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINKIDGE, of Kentucky. This bill is not at the head 
of the Calendar. The first bill on the Calendar was the bill to retire 
Maj. Gen. John C. Frémont. When the House struck out the enact- 
ing clause of this bill for the relief of Mr. Emery, consideration of the 
pill for the retirement of Major-General Frémont was taken up, and 
this bill would take its original place on the Calendar. If the Chair- 


man will look at the original Calendar of March 5 last he will see 
which was the first bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I make the point of order that it is now too late 
to make that point, because the committee has considered this bill, 
and the question before the committee is, shall this bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. The 
Speaker held in the House that the first business belore the House was 
the consideration of untinished business coming over from last week. 
A part of that unfinished business was the bill in to General . 
Frémont, and the House should have disposed of that bill before it 
went into the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But there was no recommendation of the com- 
mitttee in regard to that bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No; it was simply read. There was no recom- 
mendation, 

Mr. McMILLIN. The bill was not reported to the House. It was 
simply read, and after its reading the committee rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is: Shall this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This bill is open to discussion, Mr. Chairman, is 
it not? y: 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The record will be read, which will show the 
present status of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The status of the bill was fixed by its reeommit- 
tal this moming. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the record of the previous 
proceedings on this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from Illinois 
that he recognized the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAtpLAw] in charge of 
the bill to make the motion which he submitted, and did not recognize the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, 

The question being taken on the amendment of the committee as amended, 
the committee divided, and there were—ayes 71, noes 30; so the amendment as 
amended was ado; $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now I move to strike out the enacting clanse of the bill. 


Mr. Burrows. That motion can not be made in Committee of the Whole, 
The committee can report the bill back to the House with the recommendation” 


only. 
Mr. SPRINGER. That is the motion I desired to make, that the bill be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that the enacting clause be stricken out, 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the committee di- 
vided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 61. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I rose for the purpose of taking 
the floor to discuss this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MOMILLIN] 
understands that the committee is now dividing upon this question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not so understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is dividing upon the question of 
reporting this bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. No, sir; I rose when the gentleman [Mr. CUTCH- 
EON] made his motion. The parliamentary question was raised as to 
the status of the bill and I rose to discuss the bill. It is here for the 
action of the committee. It is here, not under any instructions from 
the House. Debate upon it has not been limited. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The condition of the bill at the time the gentle- 
man [Mr. MCMILLIN] made his inquiry was that the Committee of 
the Whole was dividing, and any motion that he may have made would 
not change that order. The committee is dividing now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the Chair hold that the bill is not subject 
to debate after it is referred back tothe House? Addressing myself to 
that point, Mr. Chairman, it can not be that the House can refuse to as- 
sent to the recommendations of the committee and cansend the bill back 
here, and yet that after its return to the committee our hands are tied 
and we are unable to do anything. The bill comes back here for con- 
sideration, for deliberation, for such recommendation as the committee 
may see fit to make. 

The CHAIRMAN, The rules provide that a bill in the condition of 
t » present one comes back to the Committee of the Whole from the 
i vuse without any further action on the part of the House than that 
provided in the rule, but the last action of the committee was in refer- 
ence to reporting the bill to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. That motion was voted down, but debate had been closed upon 
the bill by the action of the committee—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. But does the Chair hold that when the House 
sends a bill back to the Committee of the Whole for consideration and 
deliberation no amendment to it is in order, no debate isin order? If 
so, why was the bill sent back hereat all? Whatis the use of return- 
ing it to the Committee of the Whole if the committee has its hands 
tied? We might as well abolish the committee, and be subject to the 
order of the House, and let the bill be disposed of in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is now before the Committee of the 
Whole, and the question is, Shall it be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. And upon that question I wish to be heard. 


2240 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Manor 14, 


The CHAIRMAN. If that question, when put to the committee, is 
carried, it ends all discussion of the bill. If not, then the bill will be 
open to discussion and amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I wish to know if an amendment to the bill will 
be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not atthisstage. The question is, Shall 
the bill be reported back to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion? And if the committee so order, that ends it. If, on the contrary, 
the committee refuses to make that recommendation, the bill will then 
be open for debate or amendment and will be in exactly the position it 
was on Friday last when ordered reported to the House. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized. 

Mr. CRISP. I understood the Chair to say that the question was a 
question which was pending before the Committee of the Whole when 
it last had this bill under consideration. I beg to suggest to the Chair 
that that is a mistake. This bill was in Committee of the Whole. 
When it was considered by that committee there was a ruls limiting 
the debate upon the bill. The Committee of the Whole exhausted its 

wers as to this bill by Lp cheat it back to the House. All action 

n the committee goes with that report tothe House. Then the House, 
in the exercise of its power, referred the bill back to the committee, 
and it stands in the committee now exactly as it did when it was orig- 
inally referred there. The House simply refused to conform to the 
recommendation of the committee and sent the bill back here fora denovo 
investigation by the committee, That, I suggest, is the parliamentary 
status of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair allow mea remark in regard to the 
parliamen status—— 

The CH MAN. In one moment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What I desired was to speak before the Chair made 
a decision, not afterward. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to state the condition of the 
bill. The motion in Committee of the Whole last Friday was to lay 
aside the bill, to be reported with a favorable recommendation, pend- 
ing which the gentleman from Illinois interposed a privileged motion to 
strike out the enacting clause of the bill, which motion was carried. 
The House this morning refused to concur in that recommendation of 
the Committee of the Whole; the bill therefore comes back to the Com- 
mittee and resumes the exact paon it then ocenpied, and the ques- 
tion is, Shall the bill be laid aside to be reported with a favorable 
recommendation? 

Mr. CRISP, I do not wish to argue against the deliberate judgment 
of the Chair, but I trust I may be permitted before a final decision to 
give an illustration of my position. 

This is a committee of the House; that is all it is; and it may be as- 
similated to any other committee of the House. Suppose, Mr, Chair- 
man, that a bill is reported to the House from the Committee on Ways 
and Means and after consideration is recommitted. How does the com- 
mittee consider the bill? According to the position in which it stood 
when last in the committee? Notatall. If the bill is recommitted 
without instruction it is before the committee for all purposes as it 
wasoriginally. There has been no intimation on the part of the House 
in recommitting this bill to the Committee of the Whole that the com- 
mittee shall conform to its previous action; on the contrary, the House 
says to the committee, ‘‘ Your recommendation is not approved; and we 
send the bill back to you to make such other recommendation as you 
shallsee proper to make.” If the question is now simply whether the 
bill shall be reported back to the House, we render the action of the 
House in recommitting the bill nugatory; we proceed upon the assump- 
tion that the recommitment has been practically coupled with instruc- 
tions that the bill be reported back without any change or alteration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Not only with such instructions, but with a co- 
ercive effect upon the committee; for, according to the ruling of the 
Chair, the Committee of the Whole can now do nothing in the way of 
amending or improving the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that, while this bill will 
go back to the Committee of the Whole House for consideration, after 
the Honse has refused to sanction the action of the Committee of the 
Whole in striking ont the enacting clause, it can not interfere with the 
action of the committee previously adopting an amendment to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chaircan not hear the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi or any other gentleman on the floor. Gentlemen will cease 
conversation. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, consider for one moment the status of 
the bill. It was referred by the Committee of the Whole, under the 
rule, to the committee and reported to the House with a recommenda- 
tion. The House di to the recommendation of the committee 
and sends the bill back to the committee; not simply to consider the 
question of ment, but to consider the bill. It is here as it was 
originally, and it is not proper to conclude that it was the intention of 
the House to instruct the committee simply to vote whether the bill, 
as it stands, shall be reported back to the House favorably or unfavor- 
ably. I submit it has the same right under the rule which existed 
under the original reference, the right of general debate, the right of 


debate under the five-minute rule, and when that is exhausted for report 
to the House. 

I thank my friend from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] for calling 
my attention to this clause of Jefferson’s Manual: 

Ifa rt be agreed passed 
Scxamitees is of Siren an whee penn Sp my poor Dlg ripe nes Ba 
and a new resolution must be again moved as if nothing had passed. 

That is what we sought, and that is the status of this bill when re- 
committed to the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state, if the gentleman from 
Georgia will give his attention, that of course where the Jefferson’s 
Manual conflicts with the rules of the House and the joint rules of 
the House and Senate the latter prevail. 

Secondly, the Chair desires to state in reply to what has been stated 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN ] that this question 
is entirely within the control of the committee. If the committee re- 
fuses to adopt the pending motion—that is, to report the bill back favor- 
ably to the House with amendment—if they refuse to adopt that, then 
the bill will be open to discussion and amendment; butif, on the con- 
trary, the committee shall report it favorably to the House, that ends 
the discussion, because the House was dividing on this question when 
it last sat and was interfered with by the specially privileged motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to strike out the en- 
acting clause. If the committee refuse to lay itaside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House, then it will be open to discussion and amendment; 
but if the committee shall lay it aside to be reported to the House, of 
course that is the end of it in the committee. 

Mr. CRISP, Is there any rule of the House under which the Chair 
can make any such decision? Pa 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule is that the bill, on the refusal of the 
House to strike out the enacting clause, comes back to the Committee 
of the Whole House, and under the ce resumes its former posi- 
tion. That action has been taken. There is no special rule governing 
the Committee of the Whole House in this respect. 

Mr. CRISP. I have read the general rule from Jefferson’s Manual. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thepractice of the House has been the other way. 
It is analogous to the case when a quorum does not vote, when, as stated 
in Jefferson’s Manual (page 170), ‘‘the matter continues exactlyin the 
state in which it was before the division and must be resumed at that 
point on any future day.” 

Mr. CRISP, I think it is a mistake that such has been the practice 
ofthe House. If not, the Clerk can turn the Chair to such a decision, 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. MOMILLIN took the floor, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize each gentleman in turn. 
He now recognizes the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McA p00], who 
wishes to ask a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have been standing on the floor and thought I 
would be recognized. 

Mr. CANNON addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey has the floor. 

Mr. McADOO. I wish to ask the Chair a question. I think there 
is some misunderstanding in the minds of the gentleman from G 
pe Crisp] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. It 

understand the Chair aright he holds that the motion is not debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairagrees with the gentleman from Geor- 
gia that when the bill comes back from the Honse and is within the 
control of the committee the motion to report it back to the House’ 
favorably is debatable. It is otherwise, however, when the committee 
is dividing. If the committee, on the contrary, does not order it re- 
ported back, then it will be open to discussion and amendment, 

Mr. SPRINGER rose, 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the Chair will insist on gentlemen taking 
their seats. I can hardly hear myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be compelled to suspend busi- 
ness of the committee unless order is preserved on the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the rules of the House so far as 
applicable are to control in Committee of the Whole, In a Committee 
of the Whole House we have no previous question, but a motion simply 
to close debate, which is equivalent and analogous to the motion for 
the previous question in the House. When this bill was pending in 
committee, and before debate was closed by order of the committee, it 
was of course subject to amendment and debate as if in the House be- 
fore the operation of the previous question. 

The bill, after debate was closed in committee, went to the House by 
the action of the committee, on the motion to report it to the House 
with the recommendation that the enacting clause be stricken out, and 
the action of the committee on the bill was reconsidered by the House 
and the bill sent back to the committee. Now, the question is as to 
whether the order closing debate heretofore still exists? I hold that 
it does not. Ifithad been in the House and a demand for the previous 
question had carried, it would have exhausted itself when the vote was 
taken, and the bill would be again open to amendment and debate if 
there had been adverse action. This is pointed out in the Digest on 
page 417, under the rules of the House, where it is said: 

When a vote, taken under the operation of the previous question, is recon- 
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sidered, the question is then divested of the previous question and is open to de- 
bate and amendment. 

Now, I hold that, this motion to rise and report this bill to the House 
having been reconsidered and the action of House being to again 
recommit the bill to the committee, the bill comes back divested of 
the order closing debate, and it is again upon our Calendar subject to all 
debate and amendment, as if no previous action had been taken upon 
it. Otherwise you could never perfect a bill sent back to the commit- 
tee under those circumstances, and our mouths would be closed to de- 
bate. All we could do under the circumstances, if the opinion of the 
Chair is to prevail, would be to report it back again to the House ad- 
versely or otherwise. 

Now, suppose we want to amend the bill, what must we do? We 
must vote against reporting it to the House with favorable recom- 
mendation. The converse of that is that we report it back to the House 
with an adverse recommendation; and so it is manifest you compel us 
to report it one way or the other, just as it stood before the House took 
action on the former report of the committee, namely, tostrike out the 
enacting clause, 

Now, why not allow the question to be open to amendment and de- 
bate, so that we may reach a conclusion which will be satisfactory? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. When the House went into Committee of the 
Whole, I raised the parliamentary inquiry as to the status of the bill. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment, as I can 
not secure recognition of the Chair. I wish to state that while I am 
in favor of the bill, I have to vote against it if it be held that what was 
done in committee before was conclusive against amendment or discus- 
sion, for I am not in favor of the gag rule. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I immediately made the motion that the bill be 
laid aside with favorable recommendation as amended, leaving the 
amount at $100,000, and unless the ruling of the Chair is correct, that 
that is the pending motion, then my motion isin order and is the pend- 
ing motion, and is the only one that the vote is to be taken upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has held that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan was the motion really pending when the bill 
came back. 

In order that there may be no misapprehension in regard to the mat- 
ter the Chair will state that the pending question to be put now is, 
Shall the bill as amended be laid aside with favorable recommenda- 
tion? If the majority so decides, that ends the question ; if they de- 
cide otherwise, the bill is open for further amendment and debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to amend the motion 
to strike out the words ‘favorably recommended’’ and recommend 
that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Claims. 
that motion is in order as an amendment to the pending motion. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend fora moment. 
committee will rise to receive a message from the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, a message was received from the Senate by Mr. McCook, its Sec- 
retary, announcing the passage of bills of the following titles in which 
concurrence was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 78) to provide for the construction of a public building at 
Salem, Oregon; 

A bill (S. 166) for the erection of a public building at Virginia City, 


The 


ev.; 
A bill (S. 167) for the erection of a public building at Reno, State of 


evada; 

A bill (S. 225) providing for the erection of a public building at the 
city of Hastings, Nebr.; 

A bill (S. 301) for the erection of a public building at Stillwater, 


inn. ; 

A bill (S. 466) for the erection of a public building for a post-office 
and United States land office at the city of The Dalles, Oregon; 

A bill (8. 488) to provide for the erection of a public building for the 
use and accommodation of the post-office at Mammoth Hot Springs, in 
the Yellowstone National Park; 

A bill (S. 1230) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Pawtucket, R. I.; 

A bill (S. 1231) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Woonsocket, R. I. ; 

A bill (S. 1306) for the erection of a public buiding at Hudson, N. Y.; 

A bill (S. 1590) to provide for the construction of a public building 
at the city of Stockton, Cal.; and 

A bill (S. 2644) for the recognition of F. A. Patterson as a captain of 
the Third West Virginia Cavalry. 

It also announced the passage of concurrent resolutions authorizing 
the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the report of the health officer of 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, that the Senate agreed to the amendments of the House to bills 
of the following titles, namely: 

The bill (S, yesting in the vestry of Christ Church, Washington 
Parish, . District of Columbia, all of the right, title, and interest of the 
United States of America in and to square south of square 1092, in the 
city of Washington, District aforesaid; and 
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The bill (S. 1083) to amend the act giving the approval and sanction 
of Co: to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad of the District of Columbia. 

It also announced that the Senate insisted on its amendments dis- 
agreed to by the House to House bills of the following titles, and asked 
a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes thereon, and had 
appointed Messrs. Vest, DOLPH, and CULLOM as conferees on the part 
of the Senate, namely: 

The bill (H. R. 4130) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the city of Pierre, in South Dakota; and 

The bill (H. R. 7617) to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River 
between the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to es- 
tablish it as a post-route. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which concurrence was requested, the bill (H. R; 5179) to fix the rate 
of interest to be charged on arrearages of general and special taxes now 
due to the District of Columbia if paid within a time specified. 

And, also, that the Senate had the bill (H. R. 5825) preserib- 
ing the times for sales and for notice of sales of property in the District 
of Columbia for overdue taxes. 


ALBERT H, EMERY. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say, if I understand the 
ruling of the Chair, it is as follows and on the following state of facts: 
This bill was committed to the Calendar. The committee proceeded to 
have general debate upon the bill. By and by general debate was 
closed. It was then read under the five-minute rule. By and by de- 
bate under the five-minute rule was closed. Then the gentleman from 
Michigan obtained the floor and in the absence of all other motions 
moved that the bill be reported with a favorable recommendation to 
the House. Upon that motion the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] moved that the enacting clause be stricken out, which mo- 
tion took precedence of the motion of the gentleman from Michigan. 
The committee so recommended, the bill went to the House, and the 
House was asked to vote whether it would concur in the recommenda- 
tion, namely, to strike out the enacting clause. 

The House refused to so concur. Under the rule, this bill came back 
to the committee for further consideration, and being back to the com- 
mittee, the House having refused to recognize that recommendation, 
the committee has to pick up the bill at the exact point of time and 
procedure when the motion of the gentleman from Illinois was made, 
namely, upon the motion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCH- 
EON] to report it favorably. 
~ Now, then, the House or committee may or may not adopt that mo- 
tion, It may or may not be antagonized by parliamentary motions; 
but if the committee does not adopt the motion, as the Chair well says, 
it seems to me that, if the committee votes the motion down, then itis 
open to amendment, but not debate, as I understand. In other words, 
the only thing that the House reversed the committee upon was the 
motion to strike out the enacting clause; and the House having refused 
to concur, we pick it up at that exact point for action, 

+ The CHAIRMAN. Debate is proceeding by consent of the Chair. 

Mr, WALKER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Are 
these motions open for debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. They are not, under the rule. Itis simply a 
matter of courtesy on the part of the Chair. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Under what rule does the House hold that a 
motion to lay aside a bill can not be debated? I am not familiar with 
parliamentary law, and I would like to inquire. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no rule on the subject. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a 
word or two upon this question. It seems to me that the whole ques- 
tion is involved in this: whether the House has the right to recommit 
to the Committee of the Whole a report that has been made from the 
Committee of the Whole to the House; secondly, the further question 
is involved in it whether when the Committee of the Whole makes a 
report to the House its report is completed and closed on that question 
that it has reported to the House. 

Now, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, entirely clear that, when any 
bill is before the committee, or has been considered by the committee, 
and has been reported to the House, the report of that committee 
upon that bill is closed, and that, when a motion is made to recommit 
that bill to the committee, it is clearly for the reconsideration of that 
bill by the committee, and it must be reconsidered without any refer- 
ence to the records of the committee upon that bill, precisely the same 
as though it was a new bill. 

Now, I find the action of the House in recommitting the bill to the 
committee is defeated by the records of the committee. Now, it seems 
to me there is no dodging that conclusion, and, furthermore, I believe 
that all parliamentary law aside from the rules justifies that view of 
the case as well as the rules. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, let us have the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is, Shall this bill as amended be 
laid aside with a favorable recommendation ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I offered an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state that the motion is out of 
order because the committee was dividing upon the motion at that point. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I beg the pardon of the Chair. 
The motion I made is precisely in the same attitude as the motion 
made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], that the enact- 

clause be stricken out. That was voted upon, and therefore it 

could not be that the committee was dividing. TheChairman held that 
that motion was in order, and this motion is made in precisely the 
same way, and as the committee voted on it a similar motion would 
certainly be in order under the rule exactly as if that motion had not 
been carried and thé House had disapproved of it, so that an amend- 
ment to the recommendation is clearly in order. I submit that to the 


Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair did not understand all that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky said, because of the confusion, but there has 
been no motion entertained by the Chair whatever thismorning. The 
only question tlie Chair holds before this committee is, Shall this bill 
as amended be laid aside with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That motion I moved to 
amend, and it is clearly an amendable motion, It is an amendable 
motion because it is not a motion to rise only, but a motion to recom- 
mend, and that recommendation is amendable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has held that when the motion was 
made and stated the committee was really, as a parliamentary fact, in 
the act of dividing, and the motion would not be in order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. When was it dividing? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. LI rise toa point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Can the Committee of the Whole commit a bill 
to the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not ask that this com- 
mittee commit it to the Committee on Claims. I ask that the recom- 
mendation of this committee to the House be that the House recommit 
it to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That will be competent as an instruction or rec- 
ommendation. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And that has been decided 
to be in order over and over again. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the Chair will not rule ont the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. I think that the Chair was 
tight in the original ruling; and I think that every reason that made 
the original raling sound and correct makes it in order now to offer the 
amendment presented by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky would do indirectly what can not be 
done directly, which has been uniformly decided by the House as not 
in order, and, as the Chair has stated, the whole matter is entirely in 
the hands of the committee. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If this committee should negative the pending 
motion, would it be in order to move to reduce the amount carried by 
the bill as it stands? . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds thatif the committee refuses to 
report the bill as amended back to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation, any motion oramendment that would otherwise be in order 
will be in order thereafter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then we will vote down the motion to report it 
back favorably. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is for the committee to decide, not for the 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, Isubmit that in a case of this 
kind, where the House has referred the matter back to the Committee of 
the Whole, it is not in order for us to have it sent back again without 
having a word of discussion upon it, and I submit that there is no rule 
sng eH: that that course shall be taken. 

eCHAIRMAN, The Chair answersthe gentleman from Iowa that 
that isa matter entirely for the committee tosettle, and it isnot for the 
Chair to assume to settle it. The Chair will put the question. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, what is the decision of the Chair? I 
have not been able to learn. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state it again. The decision of 
the Chair is that the only question before the committee now is the 

uestion upon which it was dividing last Friday when the gentleman 
Illinois [Mr, SPRINGER] inte: his privileged motion. 

Mr. OATES. And the Chair decides that debate is not admissible ? 
Does that decision cut off debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has proceeded by unanimous consent, 
and the Chair is happy to know that almost every member of the com- 


mittee has had something to say on the subject, either in his seat or 
standing and addressing the Chair. [Laughter.] 


Mr, McMILLIN, 


Mr. Chairman—— 


Mr. MoMILLIN. inly. 

Mr. OATES. I want to know if the decision of the Chair is that the 
proceedings had upon this bill heretofore are such that the only ques- 
tion now is upon the motion of the gentleman from Michigan, which 
cuts off all debate. Is that the decision of the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not recognize the motion of the 
gentleman from Michigan. The Chair holds that by virtue of parlia- 
mentary law and practice this bill, coming from the House in the shape 
in which it has come, is sent to the committee for the settlement of 
one question, to wit, Shal} the bill be favorably reported to the House? 
pending when the motion of the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr, SPRING- 
ER] to strike ont the enacting clause was adopted. Now, the commit- 
tee have entire control of that question, and if they desire either to 
amend or to further discuss the bill, they will simply vote down the 
motion to report it favorably. Therefore the Chair will put the ques- 
tion upon that motion. [Cries of ‘Regular order!” ] 

Mr. OATES. Iam in favor of the bill, but I think it is unfair to 
cut off those who want to discuss it, and therefore I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the committee itself 
cut off discussion at its last session by its own action. 

Mr. McMILLIN. On the appeal of the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. Oates] I want to be heard long enough to have read that por- 
tion of the RECORD of last Friday’s proceedings which shows that the 
Chair is in error in the assumption that at the time the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois was made the committee was dividing. As 
matter of fact the motion had merely been made, and the gentleman 
from Illinois made his motion before the committee began to divide; 
and I think it is well for us to act upon this matter advisedly. I ask 
the Clerk to read from the RECORD the portion of last Friday’s pro- 
ceedings which I have marked, which will show that from the time the 
motion was made by the gentleman who moved to lay the bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation until the committee proceeded to the 
consideration of the Frémont bill there was no division had that would 
cut off the amendment offered this morning by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr, SPRINGER. Now I move to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. Burrows. That motion can not be madein Committee of the Whole. The 
committee can report the bill back to the House with the recommendation only. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the motion I desire to make, that the bill be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that the enacting clause be stricken out 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr, Sentxorr, the committee di- 
vided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 61. 

Mr. Larpiaw. I call for tellers. 

Mr. Sprvona, Oh, no, 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will require a vote of the committee to tell whether tellers 
shall be ordered, 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHarmman, The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. LarpLaw] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MOMILLIN]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 80, noes 76. 

So the motion to strike out the enacting clause was adopted. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Thereupon, as the record shows, the committee 
proceeded to the consideration of the Frémont bill, called up by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA], and it will be seen that at 
no time was there a division pending before the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York. Fence, with all due deference, I insist that the 
Chair is in error in holding that when the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois was adopted the committee was dividing. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama oppene from the 
decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question having been put, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The noes appear to have it. 


Mr. REILLY. I call for a division. 

‘The question was n taken; and there were—ayes 56, noes 46. 

Mr. OATES. I for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. OATES and Mr, LAIDLAW were ap- 
pointed. 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 70, 
noes 61. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is, Shall this bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation ? 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Before the vote is taken on that question I would 
like the Chair to announce that, if the motion be agreed to, the recom- 
mendation will be only for $100,000. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Debate is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair declines to state anything about that 
matter. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 48, noes 70. 

So the motion to lay the bill aside to be reported favorably to the 


House was rej 
Mr. LAIDLAW. I demand tellers. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the status of the bill. It 
is now open for debate and amendment, 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I demand tellers, 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair the demand comes 
too late. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out ‘‘$100,000” and inserting ‘‘$75,000.”’ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move to amend the amendment by 
striking ont ‘‘$75,000"? and inserting ‘'$50,000.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN, The question ison the amendment to theamend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thegentleman from Iowa, as I understand, makes 
this motion for the purpose of having the House now finally conclude 
this question by agreeing to fix $50,000 as the amount to be paid. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I want to bring the bill to the amount 
I am willing to vote for. I will never vote for it unless the amount be 
cut down to $50,000, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is that satisfactory to the friends of the bill? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is not satisfactory to anybody but himself. 

Mr. McCREARY. Atthe)ast session of Congress, when this bill was 
under consideration, an amendment was adopted fixing $65,000 as the 
amount to be paid Mr. Emery. Isuggest that the gentleman from Iowa 
modify his amendment so as to name $65,000 instead of $50,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have very carefully followed the de- 
bate on this question for several Congresses. During the discussions 
in previous Congresses a great many questions were asked which were 
not satisfactorily answered. I am satisfied that $50,000 would bea 
liberal compensation in this case; and I do not liketo accept the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]. If my 
amendment be voted down, the sense of the committee can then be 
tested upon $65,000, the amount proposed by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!”] 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, HENDERSON, of 


Towa, to the amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, it was 
agreed to, there being—ayes 83, noes 50. 

The amendment as amended was then agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to amend the bill by inserting ‘‘ which 
amount shall be in full of all demands against the Government.” 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is already in the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All right then. 

Mr. MANSUR. I want to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ilinois, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have withdrawn my amendment, 

Mr. MANSUR. I simply want to add the words ‘“‘ This amount is 
given as full payment by the stingiest government on God’s green 
earth to private individuals,’’ 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to substitute the declaration that 
t this is $50,000 paid for nothing.” 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I demand tellers on the vote last taken. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, was the question taken on my 
amendment which I offered as an amendment to that of the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdrew my amendment, as it was stated the 
bill already contained substantially the same provision which I pro- 

to insert. 

Mr. MANSUR. If the gentleman withdraws his amendment I with- 
draw mine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on laying aside the bill as 
amended to be reported to the House witha favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN ©. FREMONT. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the title of the bill 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2849) authorizing the President to appoint and retire John C. 
Frémont as a major-general in the United States Army. 

Mr. SPINOLA. This bill hasalready been read through on a former 
day, and there appears to be no opposition to it. I move that it be 
Jaid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr, KILGORE, I make the point of order that this bill is before 
the Committee of the Whole for consideration; and the motion just 
made by the gentleman from New York would cut off all amendments 
and discussion, and therefore can not be entertained. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of any proposition to amend or 
debate, the only thing the Chair can do is to state the motion of the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move to amend by striking out in lines 9 and 12 
of the bill the word ‘‘major” and inserting in lieu thereof the word 

ier.’ 

As I understand, Mr, Chairman, the purpose of this bill is to restore 
General Frémont to the rank of major-general and put him on the re- 
tired-list with the rank and pay of a major-general retired. Now, Gen- 
eral Frémont has been out of theservice twenty-five years or more. If he 
is entitled to a pension for valuable services rendered by him heretofore 


(and I concede that he has rendered valuable service to the idee I 
think Congress ought to meet the question squarely and give hima 
pension such as he may be entitled to, ifany he should haye. This is 
nothing more nor less than a proposition to pension him at the rate of 
$10,000 or $12,000 a year. I am not certain as to the amount which a 
major-general on the retired-list would be entitled to receive; but I 
understand it is about $11,000 a year. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The salary of 2 major-general sereg in the reg- 
ular Army is $7,500 a year; upon the retired-list he would get 75 per 
cent. of that amount. 2 

Mr. CHEADLE, Five thousand six hundred and twenty-five dollars. 

A MEMBER. Are there not extra allowances? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There are no allowances for quarters, rations, or 
anything else. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the age of General Frémont? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Seventy-six years. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not w of any instance where Congress has 
retired an officer with the same rank that he had in the volunteer army. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, But General Frémont was a major-general in the 
regular Army, s 

Mr. KILGORE. Butit is not the rule, as I understand it, to retire 
officers with the same rank they have held in the regular Army. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman were conversant with the his- 
tory of this matter he would know that such officers have been retired 
with fall rank in a number of instances, especially when they have had 
war service. 

Mr. KILGORE. But it is not the rule to place a man back on the 
roll with the rank of major-general after he has been out of the service 
for twenty-five years or any other considerable length of time and then 
retire him with the rank of major-general. I say that is not the rule; 
and we ought not to establish a precedent of that kind unless the rale 
is made to apply to all alike. General Frémont’s services to the coun- 
try—his greatest services—were rendered as a civilian, and not as a sol- 


dier. He was liberally rewarded for such services by the Government; - 


he was honored and promoted by the people, and has been accorded a 
high place in the esteem of the people of the nation, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. One year ago we retired our old friend, General 
Rosecrans, with his full rank of brigadier-general, and I think the gen- 
tleman participated in that action. General Rosecrans is now drawing 
his salary, not only as a brigadier-general on the retired-list, but also 
his salary as Register of the Treasury in addition. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is a statement, Mr. Chairman, that 
ought not to go unchallenged. He is not drawing both salaries and he 
can not do so under the law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understood he was. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman’s understanding isincorrect. 
He can not draw both salaries under the law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There is a bill now pending to prevent the draw- 
ing of two salaries. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I should like to inquire of 
the gentleman from Michigan whether we have retired any officer who 
went out of the Army at as high a grade as major-general? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I believe there are such instances, but I can not 
recall them at this moment. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I know there are numbers of. 


officers who have been retired with the rank which they held in the 
volunteers, but I believe there has been no instance where an officer 
of the regular Army has been retired with the rank of major-general 
of the retired-list. Has there been any retired at a higher grade than 
hat of brigadier-general ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. TI believe there has been quite a number of cases 
wher the retirement has been in the highest grade held in the regu- 

r Army. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman can remeni- 
ber any instance where such an officer has been retired as major-gen- 
eral in the Army I should like to have him state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I believe there are a number of instances. Of 
course where an officer is retired as a major-general there is no ques- 
tion of regular Army or volunteers. All retired officers are recognized 
as a part of the military establishment. 

Mr, SPINOLA rose. 

Mr. KILGORE, I believe I have the floor, and I should like to ask 
the gentleman from Michigan what would be the pay of General Fré- 
mont if he were placed upon the retired-list as brigadier-general ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The full pay of brigadier-general is $5,500 a year, 
and on the retired-list he would get three-quarters of that full pay. 
As a major-general he would get three-quarters of $7,500 a year. 

Mr. KILGORE. Figure it out for me. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I will in a moment. 

Mr. KILGORE. The purpose of my amendment is to strike ont 
“major-general *? and make it read ‘ brigadier-general.’’ 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, it would be an insult to reduce the 
grade in the case of General Frémont from that of major-general to that 
of brigadier-general, when we reflect upon the immense renown which 
he has conferred upon hiscountry. The services this t man has ren- 
dered can not be adequately described by any speech delivered upon this 
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floor, His name stands upon the pages of his country’s history almost 
unsu for the value and glory of the acts which he has done and 
which have increased the extent and power and the glory of the Re- 
public, In his decl years, in his old age, should we not do every- 
thing we can to smooth his way during the few years that still remain 
to him? Shall I appeal in vain to the patriotism of this House in his 
behalf? 

Think of what he has done, Mr. Chairman, He saved to this coun- 
try the Pacific Slope without the cost of a drop of blood. And had it 
not been for his presence, decision, and skill the red flag of England 
to-day would have waved over the whole of that vast extent of coun- 
try, and its millions of gold and silver would have been lost to the 
United States besides; it would not have been secured by us without 
a costly and bloody war. He gave it to us without price, and because 
of his services to the country we should now take care of him. Com- 
ing fron Northern California all the way down to Monterey he took 
Mexican fort after Mexican fort until at last the American flag floated 
along the whole coast, 

When he met Commodore Sloat the question was settled and the 
Pacific Slope was in our ion, with its now untold wealth in agri- 
cultureand commerce, which, added to the products of its mountainsand 
valleys, has done much towards making us the great nation we are to- 
day, which should justify us in conferring upon this intrepid man the 
very highest honors within our gift. We should not in his declining 
years permit him to suffer, but, on the contrary, should save him from 
every discomfort and make pleasant his few remaining years. I trust, 
therefore, the amendment will not prevail. Three-fourths of the pay 
of $7,500 is not more than we ought to give to him when we consider 
the great services he has rendered to the country. 

Ihope, therefore, my friend from Texas will withdraw the amendment 
and let this bill go through just as it is. 

Mr, STEWART, of Georgia. Do you know this gentleman’s pecu- 
niary condition? 

Mr. SPINOLA. My friend asks me as to his pecuniary condition. 
Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to picture before the House and the coun- 
try the pecuniary condition of any citizen. But I will say, God for- 
bid that I shall ever be placed in the financial position he occupies 
to-day or that any member of this House shall be placed in that condi- 
tion. Yes, I could describe his condition financially if I chose to do 
so, but I do not believe it necessary. 

Frémont blazed his way across the continent with no guide but the 
starry banner of his country as westward the march of empire took its 
way. The nameof General Frémont is identified forever with some 
of the proudest and most grateful passages in American history. His 
20,000 miles of wilderness explorations in the midst of the inclemencies 
of nature and the ferocities of jealous and merciless tribes, his powers of 
endurance in a slender form, his intrepid coolness in the most appall- 
ing dangers, his majestic sway oyer enlightened and savage men, his 
vast contributions to science, his controlling energy in the extension 
of our empire, his lofty and unsullied ambition, his imity, hu- 
manity, genius, sufferings, and heroism, should make all lovers of 

rogress, learning, and virtue rejoice when Frémont’s services have 
ro rewarded by the admiration and the gratitude of the nation. 

The feet of three men have pressed the slopes of the Rocky Mount- 
ains whose names are associated forever with these vastranges. Hum- 
boldt, the Nestor of scientific travelers; Audubon, the interpreter of 
nature; and Frémont, the pathfinder of empire. Each has done much 
to illustrate the natural history of North America and to develop its 
illimitable resources. 

The youngest of all is likely to become as illustrious as either, for fort- 
une has linked his name with a scene in the history of the Republic as 
startling to the world as the announcement of its existence. To him 
was committed the magnificent task of opening the golden gates of our 
Pacific empire. His early association with Nicollet, as his assistant for 
four years in the survey of the basin of the Upper Mississippi, and his 
association with that learned man in his field labors and in drawing up 
the great map which unfolded to science the vast tract they had ex- 
plored gave a thirst for adventure. He now planned the first of 
those distant and perilous expeditions which have given luster to his 


name. 
Having received a lieutenant’s commission in the Corps of Topograph- 
ical Engineers, he pro to the Secretary of War to penetrate the 


Rocky Mountains. His plan wasapproved, and in 1842, with a hand- 
ful of men gathered on the Missouri frontier, he reached and explored 
the Sonth Pass; he achieved more than his instructions required. His 
report was printed by the Senate, translated into foreignlanguages, and 
the scientific world looked on Frémont as one of its benefactors. Im- 
patient, however, for broader and more hazardous fields, he planned a 
new expedition. His first had carried him to the summit of the Rocky 
Mountains, and in November, 1843, he stood on Fort Vancouver, with 
the calm waters of the Pacific at his feet. On his return he was lost 
to the world nine months traversing 3,500 miles in sight of eternal 
snows, in which he explored and revealed the grand features of Alta 
California, the Sierra Nevada, the Valley of San Joaquin and Sacra- 
mento, and established the physical geography and natural history on 
the western part of our continent. 


He was again in Washington in August, 1844; his report put the seal 
to the fame of the young explorer. 

In 1845 he was again on his way to the Pacific with his mountain 
comrades, to examine in detail the Pacific slope of the continent, which 
resulted in giving a volume of new science to the world and California 
to the United States. 

His achievements, military and civil, and services during the war 
with Mexico, in the occupation by our naval and military forces, result- 
ing in its acquisition, were rewarded by the people of California, when it 
became an independent and sovereign State, by making him the first 
Senator to represent them in the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, Jessie Benton married John C. Fré- 
mont. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes. 

Mr. MANSUR. It was Benton, the great Missourian, who pointed 
the way to the west, and said: ‘‘ There lies India, there lies the East.” 

Speaking, theu, as a Missourian, with Missouri’s admiration for Ben- 
ton, the only man to thisday, whether Republican, Whig, or Democrat, 
who has served the American people for thirty years in the Senate of the 
United States, I hope that this bill may pass. And I would say to my 
Democratic friends, passing by the other side for the time being, that 
John C., Frémont, when he led his force past the Rocky Mountains, 
when he went to California, when as military governor he ruled there, 
when he led the way to the treaties that gave us all that Mexican re- 
gion, fellow-Democrats, he added to this country nearly one-half its 
area. This he did in connection with the valor of our American sol- 
diers, of whom he wasone. Thus Frémont’s action and conduct eventu- 
ally led to our acquisition of half the area of this country that you 
sae on the other side are so fond of telling us every day you 
saved. 

Mr, CUTCHEON rose. 

Mr. MANSUR. I hope I will not be interrupted, Mr, Chairman. 
If that be the case, if he doubled the magnitude of the country, of 
which to-day each and every man on this floor I hope and believe is 
justly proud, if his actions and management gave us a region that has 
more than doubled our power, as well as the wealth and the glory that 
attach to us as a nation among all the other nations of the earth, then 
this man, whois known in Missouri as the great Pathfinder of the West, 
deserves this recognition at the hands of the American Congress as well 
as any other man whose name has in recent years been before the Con- 
gress of the United States for similar action. 

Mr. Chairman, I am speaking for myself, without consultation with 
any one on this side of the Chamber, but I do not believe that a man 
from Missouri could well oppose this bill. I hope not, at least. We 
have seen, day in and day out, other men thus retired, this one and the 
other an Gece in some manner for gallant services. And when it 
comes to the glory of my own State I feel, although I do not believe I 
can quote exactly the language uttered by the immortal Webster when 
he rose in his place in the Senate of the United States and, speaking 
for the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, as I hope I am voicing to-day 
the sentiment of Missouri, said: 

There stands Massachusetts; she needs no eulogium. 

[ Laughter. ] 

‘That may not be exactly correct. I know I have got the idea, though 
possibly my language is not exact. So say I for Missouri. 

There Missouri stands, and needs no eulogium. And as Webster 
spoke for Massachusetts in the olden days, so spoke Benton for Mis- 
souri, in the same years and in the same place; and each statesman was 
and is the crowning glory of his State to this day. So, as the name of 
Frémont is by the ties of marriage indissolubly linked with that of 
Benton and the blood of the great commoner of Missouri is perpetu- 
ated in the line of Frémont, I have, as all Missourians have, the double 
incentive to honor both in aiding by my voice and my vote this bill, 
which, if it becomes alaw, will give comfort to the closing hours of a 
gallant man and his family, whose services have been distinguished in 
civil as well as in military times. So, I appeal earnestly in behalf of 
a man so eminent all his life as General Frémont was and is; a man 
whose work aided so largely in securing for us such a magnificent area 
of territory; one so related to the family of the foremost Missourian of 
any age; I may safely appeal to this side of this Chamber, surely to 
every colleague from my State, in view of all precedents adopted in 
these latter years and of the real merit of General Frémont, to rally 
to the support of this bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I yield now to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILL- 
IAMS] for a few minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee 
will not support the amendment. In my judgment it is a wise pro- 
vision of law that provides that the officer grown old in the service of 
his country may be placed on the retired-list with ample provision to 
render the evening of his life happy and pleasant; and whenever and 
wherever I meet one of those gray-headed veterans, standing by reason 
of age in the twilight of two worlds, I cheerfully render to him the 
reverence that is due to age and valor. 

I also approve of those special acts of Congress that have singled ont 
officers who, after serving with credit to themselves and country in the 
camp and field, return to the duties of civil life, and then in time 
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Mr. HOOKER. Were they not in the Army at the time? 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Not all at the time of retirement, but they had 
all been distinguished generals. 

Mr. HOOKER. Were they not in the Army? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They were volunteer officers during the war, and, 
as a rule, appointed to the military establishment at the close of the 
war, and they were retired generally from 1866 to 1869—— 

Mr. HOOKER. They were still in the service at the time ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, not as generals; they were generally mus- 
tered ont at the close of the war as volunteers, and then appointed to 
the military establishment in lower grades, and afterwards retired un- 
der a general act, and placed upon the retired-list. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’?] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to detain the House from coming 

to a vote upon this bill General Frémont is 76 years of age, and can 
live but a few years longer. His services were pre-eminent both in 

and in war; and it seems to me that a grateful nation can not do 

ess than place his name among those of other distinguished men whose 

high services illustrate our history. His service in the exploration of 

the path of empire from the Atlantic to the Pacific would entitle him 

to this consideration. His later services in securing to our country the 

results of the Mexican war in the conquest of California would entitle 

him to this consideration. His services, very great during the war of 

the rebellion, would abundantly entitle him to this consideration; and 

it seems to me, without taking moretime, the amendment ought not to 

prevail; but for the few months, or for the few years at most, that Gen- 

eral Frémont will remain among us, we should signify to him the `S 
thanks of a grateful nation by putting his name on the list with those s 
whose names I have just read, who have already been retired. : 

Mr. HOOKER. DoI understand the gentleman to state that he is | 
to be retired with the rank which he held in the Army, and that he | 
was a major-general in the regular Army ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; he wasa most distinguished major-general. 
One of the senior major-generals. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iask leave to suggest to the House that certainly 
it would not want to inflict an indignity upon General Frémont by re- 
tiring him at a grade in the Army lower than the actual grade he had 
in the regular Army of the United States. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He held it from 1861 to 1864. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, the proposition before the House now 
is to retire John C. Frémont with the rank of major-general of the 
United States Army. 

I wish to be heard briefly on this question. John C. Frémont has J 
been in private life now for twenty years or more and it is now pro- | 
posed to retire him from the Army, where he has not been for nearly 
a quarter of a century, and the Government to pay him a pension or 
salary at the rate of $5,000 per annum for and during his natural life; 
and I suppose it will then be asked to put his widow on the pension- 
roll ata like sum. Whyshouldthishedone? I knowlam not want- 
ing in admiration for the gallantry of the American soldiery, and if 
John C. Frémont was now in the Army he might be placed on the re- 
tired-list under the general law and draw two-thirds of a fall salary, as 
other officers do. But there is no reason offered to the House why this | 
case should be made exceptional and a special act passed for his benefit. 4 

Sir, there is somebody else to be remembered in this House and 
country besides the generalsand the other army officers. ‘There issome- 
body else in this country besides that class of men. There is another 
class, the men who pay the taxes and bear these burdens, but are very 
seldom mentioned in this House, There is the great mass of tax-pay- 
ing, tax-ridden people in this country who are expected to pay all this 
money, and I insist that once in a while their voice ought to be heard 
in this House, especially when we are asked to put everybody upon 
the pension-roll or upon the retired-list. I holdin my hand a paper 
which is indorsed by all the farmers’ organizations in the West, several 
thousand in number, and I send it to the Clerk’s desk to be read asa > 
part of my remarks, an extract which expresses my views on this ques- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


While we favor a liberal system of pensions to the soldiers and sailors who 
in the line of duty became disabled from earning a livelihood, we are unaltera- 
bly o} to creating or retaining a list of retired office-holders, either civil 
or mii tary, as pensioners, to be supported at the public charge, and that largely 
by the hard earnings of farmers and laborers who can hardly support them- 
merona families, It is unrepublican and smacks strongly of aristocracy and 
royalty, 

Mr. LANE. This, Mr. Chairman, is a part of a series of resolutions 
adopted by the farmers’ organizations throughout the West and North- 
west, and I fully indorse every word of if. It was sent to me froma 
farmers’ lodge at Vera, in my district. I am informed that there area 
great numberof these lodges in Illinois and other Western States, 
amounting now to many thousand voters, and the organization is still 
goingon. They have spoken in no uncertain terms on this question, 
and they are entitled to some recognition in this country and upon the 
floor of this House. They are expected to pay the burden created by i 
this bill, and for that matter all other bills passed by this House, and 
it is unjust to them tọ burden them with unnecessary hardships and 
deplete the Treasury with unjust legislation. As they say in the reso- 
lution, this character of legislation is unrepublican and smacks strongly 


of war, when the nation has need of the brain and brawn of her brav- 
est sons, again took up the profession of arms and rendered brilliant 
and distinguished services to their country. Therefore, I am in favor 
of authorizing the President, by a special act of Congress, to appoint and 
retire John C. Frémont asa major-general of the United States Army. 
Time will not permit, nor is it necessary in this presence, to recount the 
services of General Frémont. They are written on the pages of our 
country’s history, brilliant in character and beneficial in results. 

His name will be identified forever with the history of adding one 
of the brightest stars that glitter in our constellation of sovereign 
States to the American Union. California, with the ‘sky of Italy and 
the soil of Egypt” and a mineral wealth that challenges the admira- 
tion and wonder of the world, was won and saved to the nation by the 
bravery, fortitude, and sagacity of John C. Frémont. Yea, I go farther; 
his history will be forever identified with that vast empire that lies be- 
tween the Mississippi River on the east and the Golden Gate on the west. 
Over treeless and waterless plains he led his gallant explorers; up the 
rugged mountains, above the line of perpetual snow, he led his brave 
men and unfurled the stars and stripes higher towards the blue dome 
of the sky than mortal man had ever waved our country’s flag before. 

Foreign nations recognized his eminent services. The King of Prus- 
sia, afterwards the Emperor of the German Empire, delegated to the 
illustrious Humboldt the duty of presenting Frémont with the ‘‘ Grand 
golden medal destined to those who have labored atscientific progress,’’ 

‘The Royal Geographical Society of England awarded him the ‘‘Found- 
ers’ medal ” for distinguished services rendered geographical science. 

But the recognition of the distinguished services of John C. Frémont 
is not the heritage of any party. The author of this bill is the able 
gentleman from New York, the hero of ahundred Democratic battlesand 
victories and the idol of Tammany Hall Expolanee on the Democratic 
side], where he leads the way in rendering homage and justice to the 
o Pathfinder of the nation. May not Republicans gladly follow his 

ead ? 

The life-work of Frémontis almost done; when the weight ofseventy- 
six years rest upon the head, life has but few duties and no ambitions. 

Frémont is poor; the nation is rich; and to me it is a grateful duty 
to cast my vote in favor of a measure that I regard as one of simple 
justice to a distinguished citizen of the Republic. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman will withdraw his motion 
to strike out the word ‘‘major-general’’ and insert ‘* brigadier-gen- 
eral.’’ It is due to General Frémont, in view of his past services and 
in view of his past history and the services he has rendered to this nation, 
that he be placed upon the retired-listin his old age and in his poverty. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to detain the com- 
mittee, but I wish to call attention for a moment to the question that 
was asked by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] and also by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] in regard to the 
retirement of officers with the full rank held in the Army. I hold in 
my hand the Army Register for 1889, and on page 186, where the re- 
tired-list is found, I find that Daniel E. Sickles was retired as major- 
general in April, 1869. The highest rank he ever held in the military 
establishment was colonel of the Forty-second Infantry. Directly fol- 
lowing his name is that of John C. Robinson, whose highest rank in 
the military establishment was that of colonel of the Forty-third In- 
fantry. He was retired with the rank of major-general May 6, 1869. 
The next name is thatof Samuel C. Carroll, His highest rank was that 
of lieutenant-colonel of the Twenty-first Infantry. He was retired 
with the rank of major-general on the 9th of June, 1869. 

Then follows the name of Maj. Gen. John Pope, who was retired with 
his proper rank. The next is Maj. Gen. Alfred H. Terry, retired with 
his proper rank, and General Harney, who was also retired with his 
proper rank, Nextcomes the case of Francis Fessenden, whose highest 
rank in the regular Army was that of lieutenant-colonel of the Forty- 
fifth Infantry, and who was transferred in the same rank to the Twenty- 
eighth Infantry, and retired with the rank of brigadier-general Septem- 
ber 1, 1866. The next case is that of Eli Long, who was retired with 
the rank of brigadier-general, his highest full rank in the military estab- 
lishment being captain, The next name is that of General Richard W. 
Johnson, whose highest rank in the military establishment was major 
of the Fourth Gi: He was retired with the rank of major-general 
on the 12th of October, 1867, and with the rank of brigadier-general on 
the 3d of March, 1875. The next on the list is Thomas J. Wood, whose 
highest rank wascolonel of the Second Cavalry. He was retired with the 
rank of major-general on the 9th of June, 1868, and as a brigadier-gen- 
eral by the act of March, 1875; and I might go on with other names 
contained in that list, but I think this is a sufficient illustration. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Were these generals retired by special act? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Some of them were and others under a general 
act applicable to all officers of their class, retiring them upon the high- 
est rank held by them in the volunteer service. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee a 
question if he will permit me. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOOKER. Were all these officers retired with the rank they 
had in the Army which is pro by this bill? 

Mr. CUTCHEO. - Certainly, upon their full rank. 
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of aristocracy and royalty. The farmers this year are unable to pay the 
taxes on their farms and homes, much less to meet the burdens of placing 
men on the retired-list with princely salaries, to live in luxury and ease. 
This is what is done in the old countries and royalty is the result. 

Iam unable tosay just at this moment how many are on the retired- 
list in this country. I did not know the question would come up this 
afternoon, and therefore I am not prepared to state the exact number 
or the amount paid, but it amounts to thousands of dollars annually 
and is still increasing. The principle is wrong of retiring these men 
and putting them on the pension-roll, for it is nothing else. 

The friends of this measure say that General Frémont was a distin- 
guished man. So are the governors of the various States and lieuten- 
ant-governors, the judges of our courts, State and national, the generals 
and colonels in the late war, as well as many distinguished private sol- 
diers. The list can be swelled to several thousand who might be placed 
on the retired pension-roll, and the same reasons would exist for this 
as do for placing John C. Frémont on the retired-list and paying him 
$5,000 a year. 

Mr. Chairman, this act is un-American, unrepublican, and in the 
name of the great Jabor and farm organizations and tax-payers of the 
country I protest against its passage. 

Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Chairman, if there is one citizen of the United 
States that objects to the retirement of General John C. Frémont I 
haye yet to hear of it. If there is one citizen of this country who de- 
sires him to be degraded from the highest rank which: e held in the 

Army of this country, then I regretit, and especially, Mr. Chair- 
man, should I regret it if this action were taken after Congress has 

the name of a Fitz-John Porter upon the retired-list at the high- 
est rank which he ever held in the regular Army. Iam not generally 
in favor of placing people on the pension-list or on the retired-list, but I 
represent a farming community, fully as much so as that which is rep- 
resented by my friend from Illinois [Mr. LANE], and I believe that the 
patriotic people of this country of all classes desire to remember and to 
reward the services of snch patriots as Jolin C. Frémont has proved 
himself to be. Therefore, sir, I stand here to protest in the name of 
the patriotic citizens of this country and of the soldiers of this coun- 
try against degrading him from the rank which he held in the regu- 
lar Army of the country. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I am not one of those who think 
that a man is “degraded” when he is given $4,000 a year. [Laugh- 
ter.] I think that is an abundant allowance for any man in order to 
secure him comfort in his old age. No manin this country has been a 
more thorough admirer and defender than I have been of General John 
C. Frémont. In my youth I read of his travels in the far West from 
the beginning to the end, and I am one of those who have never been 
able to get over the unfortunate conviction that he is one of the great- 
est men in our country and has done as much for our institutions and 
for our Government as any living man. 

But while I say that, Mr. Chairman, I do not think that we are 
doing justice to the great tax-paying community of this country in 
allowing any man to have, by way of pension or allowance, more than 
is proposed by the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
KILGORE]. I was surprised to see gentlemen on the other side of the 
House bring forward the great civil services of a man as a reason why 
he should be placed on the pension-roll. It has never been con- 
ceded in this country as any reason for pensioning any man that he had 
performed distinguished civil services, and it ought not to be allowed 
to be a reason now. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMS] spoke of what other gov- 
ernments in other countries have done for men who have rendered dis- 
tinguished service to the state. We are not in the business in this 
country of imitating those nations that are looking out for their lead- 
ing minds. In this country we have the proud boast that in our legis- 
lation we are looking out for the masses of the people, trying to secure 
to our men an equal chance in the race of life, and to see to it that no 

b man’s children or no great man himself shall be given the privi- 
besot having a tax levied upon the people in order that he may be 
maintained in a superior position to the masses of his fellow-country- 
men. Itis unrepublican, itis un-American; and for one I think itisa 
very great concession on the part of the gentleman from Texas to move 
that John C. Frémont—and, I repeat, there is no man in this House 
who honors General Frémont more than I do—should receive in his old 
age 34,000 a year. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Chairman, the name of John C. Frémont 
has been a household word in this country for half a century. He 
blazed a pathway across this continent from sea to sea before the Amer- 
ican flag first floated in sovereignty upon the shores of the Pacific. He 
has a world-wide reputation. ¥ John C. Frémont has a name that lives 
in history and is respected by the people of all civilized nations. He 
has made for himself a history which under any other government on 
this globe would have entitled him to the very highest consideration; 
he would have been covered with decorations; he would have been 
loaded with wealth. That is no reason, however, why we, in our ca- 
pay of representatives of the people, should pile honors upon John 

Frémont or load him with wealth, simply because this recognition 
might have been extended to him by some foreigu government. 


But he is an American; he belongs to no particular section of this 
country; he is a constituent of mine, residing in the Congressional 
district that I represent. He rescued that Pacific shore from a foreign 
jurisdiction; he took possession of it in the name of the United States, 
planting the flag which waves there to-day; he has gone to that shore 
to find an asylum and a home in his declining years. This country 
owes him a debt of gratitude, and I-undertake tosay there is no hard- 
handed sonof toilin the lengthand breadth of this land—no tiller of the 
soil—but cherishes the name of John C. Frémont in his heart with grat- 
itude and associates it with the greatest glory and renown of this 
country. 

John C. Frémont made a history for himself in this country before 
the war of the rebellion he made a history for himself from 1851 to 
1865; he has made a history for himself since. There is not a blemish 
upon hisname. Heisa kind, noble, self-reliant American citizen; and 
now, in the declining years of his life, when he has soughta home pèn 
the Pacific shore, if you refuse him for the short remnant of his days 
this small pittance of comfort you allow him to go down to his grave in 
poverty, but not in disgrace. His name will still live. It is a part of 
the heritage of this country. The name, theexample, the exploits, and 
the history of John C. Frémont will be referred to by coming genera- 
tions, inspiring them to emulate his virtues and his tness. 

This bill should pass without an amendment; and General Frémont 
snonld be put upon the retired-list as a major-general of the United 
States Army, in vindication of ourselyes as much as in justice to him. 
[Applause. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I have been yery much interested in 
the information which has been given to us about the ‘‘debt of grati- 
tude’’ resting upon the American people to General John C. Frémont, 
and I haye listened with especial interest to the speech of my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMS] describing the difficulties and the hard- 
ships which General Frémont had to encounter and overcome in acquir- 
ing possession of the great territory which was added to our country 
by the war with Mexico. And I have thought it strange—I have often 
thought it strange in this House—that when we commence to remem- 
ber our “‘debt of gratitude,” it generally begins with remembering 
the ‘‘debt of gratitude” to the officer; but I have not heard any man 
here to-day who seems to remember the ‘‘debt of gratitude” that is 
due to the soldier, the private soldier who made the victories of that 
war possible. 

Mr. PICKLER. We are going to give you a chance to vote on that. 

Mr. ENLOE. Go back and attend to Oklahoma. I thought you 
had run dry on that. [Laughter.] This is not Oklahoma. 

Mr. i , I would like to offer an amendment to this bill, if it 
were in order—an amendment providing that the Secretary of the In- 
terior place upon the pension-roll the name of every soldier of the Mex- 
ican war who is to-day on the pension-roll, at the rate of $12 per month. 
Ido not know but we might spread our gratitude over a wider terri- 
tory and benefit a much larger class of people, a class of people who 
are equally deserving and whose necessities are as great, if we should 
adopt that proposition as a substitute for this bill. 

I have been opposed and am opposed to-day to the policy of taking 
up any man, I care not what his record may be, what his history may 
be, what the ‘debt of gratitude” that the country owes to him may - 
be, to taking him up after he has retired from the military service of 
the country and putting him back in the Army for the purpose of sad- 
dling him as a pensioner upon the tax-payers. I voted against the 
Rosecrans bill. If I had been here, [ would have voted against the 
Grant bill. I will vote against this bill to-day; and I will vote against 
every bill of similar character that comes up in Congress so long as I 
ain a member, because I am opposed to such measures on principle. 

Mr. OATES. As I understand, the gentleman by that statement 
means to say, not that he is opposed to giving pensions to such persons 
as may deserve them on account of military service, but that he is op- 
posed to taking a man after he has retired from the military service 
and putting him back into the Army for the purpose of placing him on 
the retired-list. 

Mr. ENLOE. Thatis the proposition Lintended tostate; I thought 
I had made myself clear. Iam obliged to the gentleman from Ala- 
abama for calling my attention to the matter. Ido not believe in tak- 
ing a man after he has retired from the military service, after he has 
gone into private pursuits and perhaps beea unfortunate, and putting 
him again into the military service for the express purpose of placing 
him on the retired-list and paying him a pension. I have often won- 
dered who was going to take care of the unfortunate members of this 
Congress after they have retired from active service. There are a great 
many gentlemen here to-day who feel that they are rendering distin- 
guished service to the country; they are piling up “a debt of grati- 
tude.” I have no doubt a great many of them will goaway from here 
poorer than they came. Some of them will probably go away bank- 
rupt. Who is going to have them placed upon a retired-list and sad- 
die them upon the tax-payers? There is just as much justice and 
right in the one proposition as in the other. 

Buti feel, Mr. Chairman, that I am unnecessarily occupying the time 
of this House. I have observed that we go about this sort of thing 
with a great deal of consideration, with a great deal of formality and 
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ceremony, with a great deal of careand caution; but we generally wind 
up with passing any sort of a proposition that comes here to pension 
anybody at the expense of the tax-payers of this country, especially any 
one of that class who ought to be able to take care of themselves, and 
would be if they had lived frugally, as the tax-payers of this country 
are compelled to live, or starve. ‘ 

Mr. SPINOLA, That is what members of Congress ought to do. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is what they ought todo; and if they were not 

ing to be re-elected probably more of them would be doing it. 

[Cries of ‘'Vote!’? ‘Vote!’?] 


[Mr. BANKS withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I hope the House will vote it down. We 
ought not to place upon General Frémont that indignity. He ought to 
be retired with the rank he had in the Army. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the “‘noes”’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Division. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. KILGORE said: Mr. Chairman, I submit that the committee 
does erred PANTSI understand the proposition. I think it might be 
submi again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Chair will again state the 
proposition. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the amendment be reported. 

The amendment was again re 

The question was again taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE, I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 7, noes 116. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


RELIEF OF OWNERS OF BRITISH BARK CHANCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2234) 
for the relief of the owners, officers, and crew of the British bark Chance. 

Mr. RAY. By direction of the Committee on Claims, I ask consid- 
eration of the Senate bill 1296, in lieu of the bill H. R. 2234, on the 
same subject. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has it been reported by the committee? 

Mr. RAY. It is on the Calendar. 

Mr. ROGERS. What is the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It isa bill substantially the same as the House 
bill. The gentleman from Pennsylvania having charge of this bill asks 
that the Senate bill be substituted for the House bill on the same sub- 


ject. 

Mr, ROGERS. What is the title of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title again. 

The title was again reported. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania desires to sub- 
stitute consideration of the Senate bill for the House bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let it be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of State be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to draw his requisition upon the Secretary of the Treasury for the 
payment, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, of the 
sum of $16,000 to the duly accredited representative of the Government of Great 
Britain at Washington, to enable said Government to pay the same to the owners 
of the British bark Chance, of the port of Sydney, New South Wales, to indem- 
nify them, and the officers and crew of said bark, for abandoning their whaling 
voyage in the Arctic Ocean, in the month of September, in the year 1871, and 
See g fioo shipwreck ninety-six American seamen and transporting them 

onolulu, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on substituting the Senate for 
the House bill, Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] TheChair hears 
none, and the Senate bill is before the House. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been several times reported 
upon favorably by committees of both the House and the Senate, but 
has never been reached on the Private Calendar of the House. The 
facts being pretty clearly and thoroughly stated, as I think, in the re- 
port made by the Committee on Claims, I will ask to have the report 
read at the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, there isso much disorderin the House 
that no gentleman has heard a single word that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has stated, and if there is a report accompanying the bill 
I will take the floor and have it read in my time. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2234) for the 
relief of the owners, officers, and crew of the British bark Chance, having had 
the same under consideration, respectfully, rh: 

Bills similar to this were favorably repo: from the Committee on Forei, 

irs of the F..rty-sixth and Forty-seventh Con , and also from t 
Committee on Claims of the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses, but failed of 
action in the House. 

The bark Chance, owned at Sydney, New South Wales, had been fitted out in 


March, 1871, at an expense of £3,200 ($16,000), for a whaling voyage in the Arctic. 
She had a captain, chief officer, four mates, and a crew of twenty-eight men. 

She arri on the whaling grounds early in September, 1871, and had a fine 

iy gv of taking whales. The season is short, extending from about Septem- 
r Í to the middie of October, and in 187! whales were unusually plenty. 

Our American whaling fleet of some thirty vessels had gone 6) miles farther 

north and were caught in the ice, Four ships were wrecked, and the whole 

fleet was imprisoned, with no hope of escape. - 

The ship-masters sent a letter addressed to “any ship-master south of Icy 
Cape,” in eloquent terms asking instant aid to save them from the danger that 
stared them in the face. 

The letter closed as follows: 3 

“We realize your peculiar situation as to duty and the bright prospects 
have fora ret catch in oil and bone before the season expires, and now 

ou in the voice ot humanity to abandon your whaling, fice your personal 

nterests as well as that of your owners, and put youselves in condition to re- 
ecive on board ourselves and crew for transit to some civilized port, fecling as- 
sured that our Government, so jealous of its philanthropy, will make any com- 
pensation for your losses.” 

The moment this news came the master of the Chance gave up his voyage and 

t his ship ready to take on board all he had room for. With crowded deoks 
the Chance sailed, September 15, for Honolulu, and arrived safely on the 20th 
of October. She had rescued from almost certain death ninety-six American 


seamen. 

The ship happened to have an agent at Honolulu, who took the responsibil- 
ity of dra up an account, charging the United States at the rate of 35a 
man for the officers and crew thus brought to portas ngers. This was for- 
warded to Washington, without the sanction or Asani ant ority of the own- 
ers. However, upon learning of the fact, they ratified his action, and the sum 
of $3,360 was paid to the agent of the owners July 27,1872. 

This was done under the act February 23, 1811, for the relief of destitute sea- 
men (2 Stat., 651), which reads; 

“In all cases where distressed marinors and seamen of the United States have 
been pene ey gare from foreign ports where thero was no consul, vice-consul, 
commercial agent, or vice-commercial agent of the United States to ports of the 
United States, and in all cases where they shall hereafter be so transported, there 
shall be allowed to the master or owner of each vessel in which they shall or 
may have been transported such reasonable compensation, in addition to the 
allowance now fixed by law, as shall be deemed equitable by the Comptroller 
of the Treasury.” 

Our statute for the relief of seamen in foreign ports was framed to mect the 
constantly recurring emergencies of sailors being where an American ship hap- 
pens to be lying. She is bound sooner or later to return home, and can take 
one or two extra men on board with no trouble and without deviating from her 
intended voyage. That is not this case. 

Here a voyage sure of success was abandoned and the ship forced to go back 
the route she had come, the whole season's labor going for naught. In the or- 
dinary case contemplated by the statute $35 per man for transportation and 
provisions may be regarded as sufficient. Here that sum could give only d 
tial relief. The money went towards paying for the uso of the vessel and for 
provisions consumed. Itdid not represent the proceeds of the voyage, to be 
divided among owners, officers, and sailors, according to the “lay.” 

All parties in a whaling voyage are paid by “lays,” or shares in the oil and 
bone taken. The ollicers and crew gor no monthly wages; and of course they 
had Libel Sacre Jed lose by giving up their certainty of taking whales. 

These tish owners and sailors incurred a heavy loss in order to save the 
lives of our American seamen. No Government would have hesitated to dis- 
patch public ships to the rescue or to charter private vessels, if need had been, 
as witness the Greely expedition. 

The Chance, owned by foreigners and subject to no Feige of seizure by our 
Government, may be considered in some sense as having been faias g into 
the service of the Government of the United States, 

Your committee are of opinion that the case presents urgent reasons for Con- 

ional action. The owners of the Chance could get no indemnity for their 
oss from the insurers. In abandoning their voy: those in control of the 
Chance acted no doubt under the belief engende’ by the su tion of the 
letter that eventually this Government would recognize the character of the 
relief and see to it that the loss was in whole or in part made up to them. 

The master of the Chance indeed acted for humanity's agg bere this is not 
susceptible of being reduced toa matter of dollars and cents. hatever indem- 
nity may be tendered should not be considered, therefore, as forming a prece- 
dent, so far as the amount is concerned. 

The affidavit of one of the owners shows that all that the bark had of oil and 
bone was valued at $6,500. She had every pros of taking 800 barrels of oil, 
worth $15,120, and 1,200 pounds of bone, worth $15,000. Allowing for what was 
on board and for passage money received, it is evident thatthe breaking u 
the voyage entailed npon the owners, officers, and sailors a net loss, at a m 
erate computation, of from $15,000 to $20,000, 

The owners, as well as officers and sailors (and their families), sustained this 
loss more than eighteen years ago. The claim was first presented to the De- 
partment of State in 1872,and the Department in January, 1878, recommended 
the claim to the favorable action of Congress 

In view of the services rendered and of the international features of the case, 

‘our committee are at opinon that the sum of $:6,000, to be appropriated as the 

ll provides, is just and reasonable, and therefore recommend that tho bill do 

pass. 


During the reading of the report, ‘ 

Mr. ROGERS said: Mr. Chairman, I have looked over this report 
wane the Clerk has been reading, and haye no desire to have it read 
‘urther, 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with the recommendation that 


it do pass. 
J. F, BAILEY & CO, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3913) 
granting jurisdiction to the Court of Claims, notwithstanding any 
statutory bar, of the claims of J. F. Bailey & Co., and others. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I move that the bill be laid aside with a fayorable 


recommendation, 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill should be read, unless dispensed with 
by unanimons consent. 
Several members objected. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
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apang: P. Wright & Sons; Baltimore and Ohio Railroad; Schrader 
& Ellery; H. i ver,jr.; and Lewis, Oliver & Phillips; C, H. & B, Odell; 


Drexel, Morgan Co.; Barney; H. E. Collins & Oo., Edgar Thomson 
Steel Company (Limited); Carnegie Bros. & Co. (Limited); James Lee & Co: ; 
Interstate Improvement Construction Company; James Johnston; Clarke, 
Post & Martin, Serie Springfield Iron Company; Post, Martin & Co., nts 
for the Springfield Iron Company; Springfield Iron Company of Springtield, 
Ill. ; Joliet Steel Company; E Moor Iron Company; E. S. Wheeler & Co. ; 
Isaac Jeanes & Co, ; Selser & Bro. ; S.S.Scatlergood & Co.; and N. Hellings & 
Bro., for excessive import duties paid by them, with the same right of appeal 
as in other cases: Provided, That the adjudication shall be for such sums only 
as were paid in excess of the legal duty: And provided further, That their peti- 
tious in said court shal! be filed within six months after the passage of this bill. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The claimants imported in the years 1879, 1880, 1881, and 1882 steel blooms, upon 
which steel blooms the customs officials and the Treasury Department exacted 
and compelled the payment of a duty at the rate of 45 per cent, ad valorem. 

The claimants objected to this rate of duty, but the collector of customs de- 
cided that that was the correct rate, and refused to allow the steel blooms to be 
taken by or delivered to the owners until that rate, viz, 45 per cent, ad valorem, 
had been paid. The Treasury Department sustained the collector of customs 
in this decision, and the claimants were compelled to pay a duty of 45 per cent. 
on the steel blooms that they imported, when the correct and jegal duty was 
only 30 per cent, ad valorem. 

In 1882 a suit was brought in the United States cireuit court for the southern 
district of New York by &. F. Downing et al. against William H. Robertson, col- 
lector of the port of New York, for the return of the excessive rate of duty ex- 
acted by the collector of customs at that port on certain steel blooms imported 
by them, namely, a duty of 45 per cent, ad valorem, instead of 30 per cent. ~ The 
case was tried and a verdict obtained against the Government for the excessive 
rate of duty exacted, and it was then judicially determined that the correct rate 
of duty on steel blooms was 39 per cent, ad valorem, and not 45 per cent. This 
case was appealed by the Government to the United States Supreme Court, Oc- 
tober term, 1884, No. 853, and on the 19th of January, 1885, the appeal of the Gov- 
ernment was dismissed by the bari sews Court. 

The Treasury Departmentafter this, in February, 1885, instructed the collector 
of the port to collect, in conformity with this decision, only 30 per cent. ad va- 
lorem, instead of what the collector had been exacting, namely, 45 per cent. 

In the act of March 3, 1883, steel blooms are specifically named and a rate of 
45 per cent, is stated as therate of duty, but prior thereto the correct rate of duty 
was as the claimants claimed, namely, 30 percent., and as the courts determined, 
and not at the rate exacted by the collector of customs and enforced by the 
Treasury Department. 

The bill givesthe Court of Claims jurisdiction of these claims, provided that 
the petitions are filed within six months and that the adjudication shall only be 
for such sums as were paid in excess of the legal duty. 

Tn a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury to the chairman of this 
committee, dated February 27, 1888, he states that the Treasury Department re- 
funded to certain importers who had brought suit against the Government the 
difference between the rate of 45 Per cent. and the rate of 30 per cent., in pursu- 
ance of the decision in the case of Downing vs. Robertson. 

The bill now reported by this committee allows the claimants who had not 
been refunded the duty illegally exacted from them an opportunity to present 
their claims for excessive duties paid by them to the Court of Claims. 

Your committee recommend the yra of the accompanying bill, with the 
following amendment: In line 15, after the word ‘' Collins,” insert “and Com- 
pany. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I think this bill ought 
not to become law. It provides that thirty-five or thirty-six persons, 
or firms, shall have the right to institute suit or suits in the Court of 
Claims in their respective interests to recover excesses of duties paid 
by them upon steel blooms about eleven years ago. The allegation is 
that this excess of duty was paid in 1879, 1880, 1881, 1882, and 1883. 
They claim that the duty upon these products was 30 per cent. and that 
they were required by the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 45 per cent. 

In 1882 the Supreme Court decided this question, and decided ad- 
versely to the ruling of the Treasury Department, and fixed the legal 
rate at 30 per cent. Now, these people claim that they were required 
to pay 45 per cent; after sleeping upon their rights for five years, be- 
cause there was no bar or limitation until after the expiration of six 
years, they now crave the right to bring suit, each for himself, for each 
of these corporationsin the Court of Claims to recover these excesses, 
which, I understand, wili amount to about $1,000,000. 

There is no statement in the papers as to how much it will amount 
to whatever. I do not believe it ought to pass for another reason, and 
that is, this excess of duty was charged to the consumer who paid it, 
They sold these products in the market at a price covering the 45 per 
cent, which they paid tothe Treasury Department, and they taxed that 
in the price at which they sold them to the consumers of this country. 
Therefore, if Congress allows them to bring these suits, there is no doubt 
that they will recover judgment, because under a decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in 1882 the law is fixed on that 
subject, and you will refund to these gentlemen from $500,000 to 
$1,000,000 in money which the consumers of this product have already 
paid to them. 

Now, if there could be any way by which this money could be diverted 
and paid back to those unfortunate consumers who had to pay these 
importers this amount of money in the first instance, I would be will- 
ing to co-operate with the distinguished gentleman from New York 
(Mr. LArpLaw] to pass this bill. As it is they get the money twice 
and the consumers pay it twice. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Mr, Chairman, a simple statement with reference 
to the bill that is under consideration would seem to be all that is nec- 


essary. This is a question of taxes. Now, I take it to be a very plain 
popne that if the citizen pays all the taxes the law requires that 
ut all the Government can ask of him. It appears that in this 


case 45 per cent. ad valorem was exacted of these claimants, when the 
legal duty, as determined by the circuit court, and, on appeal, by the 
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Supreme Court, was only 30 per cent. Another principle of taxation 
would seem to me to be fair, and that is that taxes ought to be uni- 
form. It appears that the Secretary of the Treasury actually refunded 
to other importers an excess of duty paid in like cases amounting to over 
$700,000, as his letter to the chairman of the Committee on Claims 
shows. Now, why should not the same be done in this case? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr, LAIDLAW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why was it that these claimants did not bring 
their suit against the Government within the time required by law 
and take the necessary steps to resist payment? 

Mr, LAIDLAW. I never supposed that the statute of limitations 
could be pleaded in such a case by the Government. I did not imag- 
ine that the United States was standing up and pleading the baby 
act. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I am not asking about the United States acting 
the baby. What I ask the gentleman is why these parties did not 
act the man in the transaction of their own business, 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Not having been one of them, I can not answer 
the gentleman. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman can not answer that question. 
Well, before he calls upon the people to pay this amount of money out 
of the Treasury, I suggest, with all due deference, that he ought to 
be able to answer the question. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Oh, notatall. In perhaps two-thirds of all the 
claims that come before the committee it is found that some technical 
statutory bar has to be waived, some bar that stands between the citi- 
zen and justice. It isa common thing for the committee to recom- 
mend the waiving of a statute of limitation, and there is a multitude 
of, short statutory bars which the committee often recommend shall be 
waived, There is hardly a claim that comes before the committee that 
some bar is not found which the committee is called upon to waive. 
These men are asking the Government to refund money that has been 
illegally exacted from them. There is no question about its having 
been illegally exacted, because the court hasso determined. They are 
simply asking for their own. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania. 
me a question? 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania. Did not these merchants or 
jobbers charge their customers to whom they sold those goods the 
amount of the tax they had paid? 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Now, as to whether they did or did not, the gentle- 
man must see upon a moment’s reflection that I can not answer. ButI 
do not care whether they did or did not; Ido not care whether they put 
the stuff in the Potomac or whether they sold it at a profit or sold it 
ataloss, The simple question in the case is, did the Fserotary of the 
Treasury and the collector of the port take money from these men with- 
out authority of law? That isthe question that we have to face. It 
makes no difference whether they sold these goods ata profit or at a loss. 
How could they compete with these other importers of the same kind of 
goods to whom the Secretary refanded this $700,000? Isit not the gen- 
tleman’s opinion that taxes ought to be uniform, and that if one man 
gets his goods into this country for 30 per cent. duty others should get 
theirs in at the same rate? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Well, that is my doctrine. Now, other parties 
did go to work to secure their rights, and by a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to the chairman of the committee it appears 
that he did refund these duties to the amount of $700,000. I will read 
a portion of the letter: 


Will the gentleman answer 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 27, 1888. 
Hon. S. W.T. LANHAM, etc.: 


Dear SiR; Iam in receipt of your letter of the 24th instant, in which you 
inquire whether any of the duties collected on steel blooms have been refunded 
by the Government, and, if so, at what time, to what amount, and at what rate 
of gay such repayments were estimated. In reply I have to inform you that 
refunds amounting in the aggregate to $797,027.25 were made by this Depart- 
ment from Feb: 20, 1885, to March 25, 1887, this amount being the difference 
between the rate of 45 per cent. ad valorem and the rate of 30 per cent. ad va- 
lorem, including interest and costs. 

These refunds were made in pursuance of the decision of the United States 
circuit court of New York in the case of Downing vs. Robertson, a copy of which 
was transmitted to you on the 17th instant. 


Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania. Those gentlemen were yery 
lucky. They sold the goods and got the money from the customers, 
and now they have got it from the Treasury again. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Now, it would seen as if this House ought to be 
able to do a plain piece of very common justice. It would seem so. 
The first proposition is that this Government exacted duties illegally 
from these parties and required them to pay a duty of 45 per cent. ad 
valorem when the proper legal duty was only 30 per cent. That ques- 
tion has been decided by the court, The court decided that they had 
no business to charge more than 30 per cent. ad valorem, but they did, 
in fact, charge 45 and collect 45 per cent. Other importers, of whom 
the same exaction had been made, had the excess of duty refunded. 
Now, to try to ascertain whether these importers sold these goods at a 
profit or at a loss seems to me to be the poorest piece of speculation, 
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uestion is, was the tax yim and i y co) and a 
oats reflection will show any one that, as the court decided that 
the proper duty was 30 per cent. ad valorem, while the amount col- 
lected was 45 per cent. ad valorem, the difference between the two is 
the property of these claimants and ought to be refunded to them. 

It is not the money of the Government; it never was the money of 
the Government. Suppose the Secretary of the Treasury has another 
man’sovercoat, and, when itis proposed heshall return it, some one says, 

‘You are going to furnish the man with an overcoat,” when the only 
thing asked is that the man shall have his owncoaf. These claimants 
are simply asking for their own money. 

Mr. HILL. Was application made to the Treasury Department to 
have this money refunded? 

Mr. KERR, of Towa. No; it was not. 

Mr. LAIDLAW (to Mr. Kerr, of Iowa). 
whether it was or not. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I examined this case at the last session, and I 
know there never was any application. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Waita moment; I will answer the question of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HILL]. I do not know whether such an 
application was made or not; and Iam very certain the gentleman from 
Towa has not one particle of information on the subject. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, The matter was before our committee in the 
last Congress. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. The committee do not appear to have thought it 
necessary to gointo the question raised by the gentleman from Ilinois. 
The committee considered simply the question, was this money illegally 
taken from the citizen? If it was, it is proper that he should be per- 
mitted to go into the Court of Claims, prove the amount that was taken 
from him improperly, and get it back, as other importers did. The 
Treasury Department paid back over $700,000 of these illegally col- 
lected duties. Can any reason be suggested why one citizen should pay 
duty at the rate of 45 per cent. and another citizen at the rate of 30 per 
cent.; and, if there should happen to be a little statutory bar in the one 
case and notin the other, should that be insisted upon to the prejudice 
of one party, when equitably they both stand on exactly the same foot- 


Now, you do not know 


ing? 

itr. HILL. Iam not suggesting anythingof thatkind; but it struck 
me as somewhat singular if so large an amount of money had been 
paid back on application at the Treasury Department. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. There was a very large quantity of these 
imported; there was a sharp controversy as to the rate of duty that 
should be imposed: It now turns out that these importers were right 
in their contention as to the rate which should be paid; the court said so; 
and the court having said so, I had supposed that would be the end of 
the business; that after a case had been contested in the nisi prius court 
and gone to the Supreme Court of the United States for the determina- 
tion of a single question, and that question has been determined in 
favor of the citizen, I supposed that would end the debate on that propo- 
sition, 
` Mr. HILL. If the parties could get their money by going to the 
Treasury Department why should they come here? 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Because, I suppose, there was some little statute 
providing that there should be a protest and appeal within a certain 
length of time; that otherwise the door would be closed. Isuppose 
that, as a matter of fact, these parties did not comply with the precise 
terms of that statute, or they would not be here. Isuppose the de- 
cision of this case of Downing threw some light upon the subject 
which they might not have had before. But Ido not care how long 
they waited. Isay that when a tax has been imposed illegally on a 
citizen every dollar of that money belongs, not to the Government, but 
to the citizen; and we ought to make haste to pay it back, instead of 

ling over the manner of doing it. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. LAIDLAW, Certainly. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, I understand that many of the claims embraced 
in this bill accrued while the case referred to was pending in the circuit 
and the Supreme Court; and the delay there was the occasion of the 
laches or apparent laches in these cases, 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Very likely. That part of the business never an- 
noyed me. I looked only to see whether money belonging to the citi- 
zen had gone improperly into the Treasury. I supposed that we were 
sent here to do justice occasionally—a little bit of justice once in a great 
while—to pay an honest claim sometimes; not often, but occasionally. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman know of any instance in which 
Congress in cases like this has permitted the parties, after they have 
slept upon their rights, to go into the Court of Claims? 

Mr, LAIDLAW. If I could get away from this debate I haye no 
doubt that in an hour I could find the gentleman fifty such cases. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand—I do not myself know how the fact 
is—that that policy has not been pursued by the Government. I un- 
derstand that ifa party sleeps upon his rights and does not make claim 
for a refund by prosecuting his case under the general provisions of the 
Jaw his remedy is gone. The policy of the Government has not been 
to allow a party eight or ten years after duties have been paid to go to 
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the Court of Claims under a special act and recover the money. If 
such a policy should be entered upon, can the gentleman state or approx- 
imate the amount that the Government, following out that principle, 
would have to pay, whether it would be $10,000,000, or $100,000, 000, 
or $200,000, 000? 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I would like to ask the gentleman a question in 
turn. Suppose that the statutory bar of eighteen months had inter- 
vened before the application to the Treasury, would the gentleman as 
an honest man be in favor of standing on the statute? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr, LAIDLAW. You would? 

Mr. CANNON. I would, 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Then the defense would be, not that you did not 
owe the man the money, but that his remedy was gone. 

Mr. CANNON, What I might do in a matter individual to myself 
is one thing. But when I speak for 60,000,000 of people, when these 
importations have been made and the duties paid in fact, if not paid 
here, paid by the manufacturer on the other side, in either event I do 
not see the equity of permitting these parties to be relieved from the 
consequences of their own laches in failing to prosecute their claim un- 
der the general provisions of law. : 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Then what would be bad morality for the indi- 
vidual becomes very respectable where it is practiced in the interests 
of 60,000,000 of people! Now, if I comprehend the gentleman’s propo- 
sition I say there is no constituency behind any of us who wants an 
one to stand here and do an unmanly thing, an unjust thing. This 
idea that the people in the aggregate want some kind of a service from 
us that they would not ask individually as honorable men is to me ab- 
solutely absurd; it is something I do not believe in. 

Mr.CANNON, [I heartily indorse, even when the interests of private 
individuals are involved, statutes of limitation. They are statutes of 
repose. The law favors the vigilant, and I think such statutes are wise 
in policy, and I have nothing to urge against any man or any govern- 
ment which avails itself of the statute. 3 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Every nisi prius lawyer on the floor knows you 
have to plead the statute of limitations or to insist on it before you can 
avail yourself of it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is what we are doing. : 
Mr. LAIDLAW. Thatis what the position of the gentleman amounts 
to, Heis pleading here the statute of limitations in behalf of 60,000,000 
of people against the payment of a just claim which has been fully 
proved to the satisfaction of the committee. Is that the statesmanship 
we are to have in this House? There is not a man on this floor who 
as an individual would do such thing. If there were one who would 
do it, I would not hang my coat up in the same room with him. 
[Laughter. ] - 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman had imported certain articles from 
abroad at a 45 per cent. duty and sold them and afterwards learned the 
duty was not 45 per cent., but only 35 per cent., and the goods had 
gone into consumption and he allowed the statute of limitations torun 
out before he made any claim for the 10 per cent. difference of duty, I 
say to the gentleman from New York I would plead the statute of lim- 
itations, just as I believe everybody else would. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. This is the worst piece of logic lever heard. The 
simple proposition here is that the citizen was compelled to pay excess- 
ive duty, and when that excessive duty was wrongfully exacted from 
him it makes no difference what became of the property. Tt it was 
sold at great loss or great profit does not matter. What the Govern- 
ment ought to do is to refund the amount of excessive duty. Are we 
to be told that the Government is going into speculation and is to profit 
by such mattersasthis? I hopenot. Ihope the excessive duty which 
was charged in this case will be refunded without objection and with- 
out resorting to the statute of limitations. It should at once be paid 
back to the parties from whom it was unjustly exacted. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee will give us a chance to 
pass just one private bill during this session of Congress. [Cries of 

‘Vote!” “Vote!” 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish te oppose the bill and make a few state- 
ments of fact in regard to it. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has been recog- 
nized. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Chairman, I challenge any gentleman on this 
floor to examine the report which has been made in this case and to 
doubt the justice and propriety of refunding to these parties the ex- 
cessive duty which was paid by them. The proof is so plain and so 
clear that he who runs cau read it, whether he comes from Texas or 
from Illinois, 

Now, this is not any old claim on the part of the people who are in 
the habit of coming here to the doors of gy some They allege, and 
prove beyond question, that they did pay on these articles which were 
imported more than they should have paid under the law and more 
than the officers of the Government should have exacted from them. 
Their claim rests not only upon their own statements, but upon the testi- 


And that is just what we are doing. 
I did not know whether you knew it or not. 
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mony of the officers of the United States having jurisdiction of the 
matter. They present also the decision of the highest tribunal of the 
country, a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in favor 
of refunding to them the amount of excessive duty. 

They are met here now by the statement or by the supposition that 
the consumer paid the excessive taxation which was exacted from the 

es, and that, therefore, we ought not to refund it to the importer. 

do not know what profit the importer may have made; Ido not know 

how much he got from those to whom he sold the articles, whether he 

estimated the wrongful tax as part of the price, and I do not believe 

the gentleman from Texas or the gentleman from Illinois knows. I 

do not believe either one of them can substantiate the supposition be 
makes in that regard. 

The statute of limitations has been referred to. Now, every State 
in the Union has adopted statutes of limitations. It has become nec- 
essary in the ordinary transactions of business to fix some limit within 
which suits shall be brought. It arises from the necessity of getting 
testimony by the presence of witnesses and for other reasons which are 
obvious to everybody. In my own State in some instances suit can be 
brought at any time within twenty years. It is in order thatno wrong 
may be done, no harm inure to anybody. 

Now, since the enunciation of the decision of the Supreme Court has 
come in reference to this wrongful exaction of duty from these parties, 
why should an effort be made to prevent the refunding of this money 
to those parties from whom it was taken? Should not Congress settle 
it without hesitation in the way here recommended by the committee? 
The highest tribunal has upon the question, and the proper 
method should be provided to carry out that determination of the 
court. 

Mr, COBB was recognized. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Will the gentleman from Alabama 
allow me to occupy the floor for a few moments in response to the gen- 
tleman from New York before he begins his argument ? 

Mr. COBB. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas, retaining the 


. CULBERSON, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to restate my 
pause briefly in reply to the remarks of the gentleman from New 
ork [Mr. Covert]. 

Iam not in favor at all times of the Government insisting on the 
statute of limitations; but whenever a person comes before Congress 
and insists that the bar of the statute of limitations should be removed 
he ought to present an equitable case; he ought to show to Coi 
that he has sustained some loss or that he will sustain a loss if Con- 
gress refuses to remove the bar. 

In 1879 these parties, or most of them, paid this tax; that is, they 

id 45 per cent. when the legal rate was 30 per cent., as determined 

y the Supreme Court in 1882. Now, they had the right for six years 
to go into the Court of Claims and bring these suits for the repayment 
of this money. In 1879 (when the Supreme Court had made this decis- 
ion in 1882) the statute of limitatiuns did not affect these parties, so far 
as the bar of limitations isconcerned, inany caseatall. But they have 
remained from four to five years sleeping on their rights until the stat- 
ute made the bar effectual against them. 

The proposition here presented is to remove the bar. Well, if it is 
inequitable to close the bar against these parties, I would be willing 
and in favor of removing it; but the onus of proof is on them to show 
that they have sustained loss. I do not know whether they have sold 
the den À or not. Isuppose that they have. It has been eleven years 
since the main party in the transaction paid the duties. If they have 
sold them (and it devolves upon them to show that they have not, or, 
if they have sold them, that they sustained a loss) they collected the 
full amount of the tax from the consumer. That is the presumption, 
And therefore if the Government insists on its rights, whose right is 
affected by it? Not theirs, for they have suffered no loss. But the 
Government imposes its bar to keep its citizens—the people—from hay- 

to pay for these goods twice. That is the position I take. 

r. COBB. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LAIDLAW] ip ceirge of this measure narrows the proposition sub- 
mitted to the House. He says that the only question before us now 
is whether the Government of the United States did on a certain oc- 
casion recover from certain importers asum of money greater than they 
ought to have paid as import duties, and there he rests the case. Upon 
that issue he would have the judgment of this House to decide. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I remarked, that is narrowing the issue he- 
fore us and is not putting it properly before the House at all. 

As stated by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON], several 
years elapsed after the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States touching the matter herein involved, during which time these 
men had ample opportunity to go to the Court of Claims and settle 
their rights. Why did they not avail themselves of that opportunity ? 
We do not know. And here let me say that these gentlemen, both of 
them, who have advocated the pending proposition, when they areasked 
a questions which bear directly upon this point, reply, “I do not 

ow.” 

Now, I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that these things that they do 
not know are the very things that ought to be known and clearly ex- 


plained to this committee before it adopts the bill presented. The 
policy of every government is to havestatutesof limitation, statutes of 
repose. Through all the histories of governments it has been found to 
be a wise policy and results in good. And so it happens that when- 
ever a party comes before a legislative body and asks that the bar of 
the existing statute of limitations be removed he is coming simply to 
ask the grace and favor of the legislative de ment of the Goyern- 
ment to grant something which he has no right to demand and which 
could not be enforeed by the courts. 

Mr. REILLY. An extraordinary privilege. 

Mr. COBB. It js an extraordinary privilege, as suggested by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and only to be granted on extraordinary 
occasions. Now, gentlemen do not deal with this question at all in 
the light of surrounding circumstances. They avoid it. Theysay the 
man paid the money, ergo the Government ought to pay it back. The 
assume that this man paid the money and under circumstances whic! 
render it necessary that the Government should pay it back in order 
to act in good faith. That isa mere assumption. I will repeat what 
I said before, that it ix a favor on the part of the Government, but be- 
fore such favors should be granted, before a case of this sort should 
pass the House, good reasons should be shown why the demand is 
made. Where are these reasons? 

The gentleman from New York waives the consideration of the fact 
presented tu him by the gentleman from Texas as to whether or not 
these men did not, as importers of goods, turn immediately around, 
notwithstanding the excessive duty, and recover the amount paid by 
them from the consumer; and the gentleman from Texas well puts it 
when he says that is the presumption. These men are importing mer- 
chants. They import their goods for sale. They expose them for sale. 
Have they sold them? We do not know. The presumption is that 
they have or we would know. Now, if they have sold the goods, at 
what price did they sell? Less than cost to import and put upon the 
market? Did they lose? Was the American market in such a condi- 
tion that they could not command the price which would remunerate 
them for the trouble and expense of importing? If so, that is a fact 
we ought to know, and if itis not disclosed to us the presumption again 
is that they sold the goods on profit, for that is the way merchants do 
according to my experience. 

Now, where is the equity? It might exist, but if it does why is it 
not disclosed? Where is the equity existing in favor of the importing 
merchants to authorize us, as the lawmakers of the Government, to 
reverse the policy in reference to this tax? Why, Mr. Chairman, it is 
flippantly urged that the policy which interposed this bar should be 
put aside for the reason that injustice will be done to certain parties 
who are urging claims before Congress unless. they can go into the 
courts, That is usually the case, and I believe I have remarked before, 
and I will now repeat, that whenever the statute of limitation is removed 
and the court is acting upon a stale claim the defendant in the case is 
always taken at a disadvantage, always. 

Hence the wisdom and the policy of having these statutes. Now, I 
do not say that there are no occasions when these statutes ought not to 
be removed; but I press here upon the House the fact that the party 
asking the removal must show that this is an occasion in which the 
equities demand this action at our hands. That is the point. Now, 
we have nothing of that sort, absolutely nothing. No fact, no cireum- 
stance is placed before us except the simple one that these men were 
import merchants in the first place, and in the second place that the 
Treasury Department collected from them an excessive amount of duty. 
But along with that fact we have the fact that ought not to be over- 
looked, that for three or four years opportunity was offered to them to 
correct the error, and they did not. May I notindulgeinthe presump- 
tion here that this delay was had by reason of the fact that they might 
thereby gain some advantage of the Government? I do not say that is 
true; but we are indulging in presumptions along here, and these gen- 
tlemen hold the burden of the proof, and it will not do to shove it off 
in this sort of way. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this whole proposition. Be- 
fore it is passed I want to offer an amendment which I think ought to 
pass in the bill if it be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 

“Provided, That no person or firm named shall recover judgment fora greater 
amount than he or they lost on the goods imported by reason of the excessive 
duty collected by the Government.” 

Mr. COBB. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think this amendment ought to 
be adopted to this bill before it is passed, as I have urged; but, if it is 
not met here and if this House sees proper to let this matter go to the 
court, let us give the Court of Claims the power to say whether or not 
this money belongs of right to these men. 

Mr. MILLS. Make your amendment so that it will read that these 
men have not reimbursed themselves by adding it to the price of the 


goods. 

Mr. COBB. Gentlemen around me suggest that theamendment does 
not reach the point, and if, while I have the floor, they will suggest 
such amendment as will meet the occasion I will offerit. WhatI want 
to do is to confer upon the Court of Claims, not only the power, but the 
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duty of ascertaining on these trials whether these importers have re- 
imbursed themselves for this excessive charge made upon them by the 
Government. That is what Iam asking, and I say that ought to be 
shown here; at least a prima facie case ought to be made out. 

Mr. REILLY. That they should recover judgment for only such 
amount as they lost. 

Mr. COBB. What I want is that they shall only be paid the loss on 
the goods that were sold. If the Clerk will let me have my amend- 
ment again I will amend it. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman has concluded his remarks he 
can withdraw his amendment and resubmit it. 

Mr. COBE. Justa moment, Mr. Chairman. Just let me read this 
right here. I simply add this to my amendment: ‘‘That he or they 
have not reimbursed himself or themselves for the excessive duty in 
the sale of the goods,” 

Mr. SAYERS. That is the very fact that is controverted. 

Mr. COBB. The very fact that that is to be controyerted, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Texas, is the highest reason that we 
should put this amendment in here. Why, this bill ought not to pass 
at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is right; I agree with you there. 

Mr. COBB. I would not be understood as favoring this measure sim- 
ply because I introduce this amendment. Iam opposed to it, and I 
think it ought to be voted down in toto; but if the judgment of the 
House is inclined the other way, then I insist upon the amendment I 
have offered. ` 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me a plain question 
of right that these men who paid money to the Government, that the 
Government had no right to exact from them, should receive it back. 
Now, when for a moment we stop to consider the course of legal pro- 
ceeding, resulting in the decision which required the refunding of these 
duties to other gentlemen who had paid them, we can easily see how 
importers bringing a cargo of goods into the port of New York would 
be thrown off their guard by reason of the pending suit. The construc- 
tion of the Treasury Department first was—— 

Mr. COBB. But, if the gentleman will allow me, after that suit in 
the Supreme Court the bar had not run. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. But, if the gentleman will take the trouble to 
read this report, he will see that these importations took place in 1879, 
1880, 1881, and 1882. The decision was not rendered by the Supreme 
Court of the United States until the year 1885, and pending the pro- 
ceeding in the court these collections were made that are now com- 
plained of. The limitation upon the right to recover back had already 
run; so that the citizen who had broughtin his goods to the port of New 
York and desired to sell them in market had to do so with the chance 
of recovering back from the Government, and nota single man ever 
refused to sell them and take his chance of eventually recovering. He 
paid the duties and took his chance to recoverit back. He had deliv- 
ered the goods; the case was already pending, and was decided in the 
Supreme Court of the United States upon the question as to his right. 

Mr. COBB. Did they not know it at that time—before they had 
sold their goods? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Whether they did or not makes no difference 
for the point that the gentleman urges in hisamendment. This is a 
claim for money to be refunded after the statute of limitations has run. 
Is there not the same right in the one case as there is in the other? 
For instance, an importer brings steel blooms into New York from 
England and there pays more duty than he is required by law to pay, 
but he pays it. Now, then, if he sues for that within a certain time 
he can recover that back, and the Government pays it back, does it 
not? And does it stop to ask whether he put a profit on his goods alter 
paying it in selling the goods, and before he sold the goods? Itallows 
them to run for eighteen months and never asks such a question. 

Mr. COBB. That isa right that he can demand, The repaymentis 
a matter of right. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Yes—— 

Mr. COBB. Here he is asking to recover it from the Government 
after the bar. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. If demanded within five months; butif not de- 
manded within eighteen months he does not have that right. But the 
point the gentleman urges is more than that. So far as correct prin- 
ciple is concerned, it is only a question on the part of the Government 
whether suits shall be brought within a certain limited time; that it 
will not interfere with its revenue operations. It is not intended that 
the revenue laws shall be enforced so as to collect money from a cit- 
izen unjustly and wrongfully, and give an advantage to one competi- 
tor which is not given to another, simply because one placed his goods 
in a warehouse until suit could be determined and the other paid his 
duty and sold the goods. It is not the policy of the Government to 
have a number of suits pending at the same time, and it is the custom, 
and it has been for yearsin all of the Treasury operations, when one test 
case is pending to let that settle the question, and then, when the 
proper time comes, to refund the duty if a refund is required. This isa 
simple question of honesty, and it seems to me that it ought to be de- 
cided as men would decide such a question between each other in any 
personal transaction. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it will be observed from this 


I 


report that it mentions the return of the duties upon goods imported 
in 1879, 1880, 1881, and 1882. Now it is quite evident from this that 
all of these goods, except perhaps one cargo, were imported into this . 
country, not only with a knowledge of the law, but also with a knowl- 
edge of the decision of the customs officers upon the law, namely, that 
45 per cent. ad valorem would be exacted upon imported steel blooms. 
It spaa that these parties knew they would have to pay that rate 
of duty, and of course they would not have imported these goods 
unless they knew that they could reimburse themselves oub of the 
pockets of the people that bought the good: after they came here. If 
this were the case of the importation of a single cargo, without a knowl- 
edge on the part of the importers of the decision of the customs officers 
upon the law, there might be some force in the position of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. BoorHmM An], but that is not the case here, 

And now with regard to another point. Why is this matter to be sent 
to the Court of Claims? It is simply a question of public policy, a 
question whether the Secretary of the Treasury shall be directed to re- 
fund to these parties a certain sum of money which they have paid as 
duties, Why, then, refer it tothe Courtof Claims? There is nothing 
involved except the question of the policy of refunding this money; yet 
it is proposed to send the matter to the Court of Claims, and it is pro- 

to send it there perhaps with the knowledge of what the decis- * 
ion will be, or, at all events, with the knowledge that there is no other 
question involved than the question of policy. Now, I undertake to 
say that there is no State and no municipality in thiscountry thatever 
pursues the policy of refunding taxes undersuch circumstances. It has 
never been heard of anywhere. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Where they are improperly collected? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Where they are improperly collected and 
where the person has a knowledge of his legal remedy and fails to avail 
himself ofit. These parties hada remedy by appeal. They could have 
taken their cases to the courts and had them pending, but the fact is 
they themselves, at the time they imported these believed that 
they were paying the legal duty; otherwise they would have gone into 
the courts. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to the amount in- 
volved here. This is to be a refund of 15 per cent. of the duty paid 
upon all the steel blooms imported into this country during four years, 
and it involves, directly and indirectly, millions of dollars, and, upon 
the theory of the bill, that question is to be determined by a court 
rather than by Congress. Ido not think we ought to adopt any such 


1 tion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman answer a 
question, as he is on the Committee on Claims and undoubtedly fa- - 
miliar with the facts? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Before I sitdown I wish to state that I wasa 
member of the Committee on Claims in the last Congress, and that I 
understood it to be the opinion of that committee that this bill should 
not be reported favorably. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Now, I will ask the gentleman 
whether it is true or not that in any of these cases there was any pro- 
test entered or appeal taken. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. There was no appeal taken in any of these 


cases. 
Mr. BINGHAM, But there was a protest. 
Mr. BOWDEN. Was there nota protest at the time the duties were 


paid? T 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I know of no protests; but a protest would 
not amount to anything. The parties knew they could have their 
remedy by an appeal, and they could have had every one of these cases 
pending in the courts if they had desired. 

This question was submitted to the Committee on Claims in the last 
Congress, and I believe a majority of that committee were opposed to 
reporting the bill because they believed such legislation would be in 
violation of the public policy that had been pursued by the Govern- 
ment, and because they saw no good reason for it. If the law was as” 
is proposed to-day by some gentlemen, giving no right of appeal and 
no right of trial by jury, there would be much more reason why the 
party should be allowed to come to Congress and seek a remedy here. 
But in this case there is nothing of that kind, because the party hada 
legal remedy which he could have resorted to, and I think the point 
has been well made, in view of the fact that these parties continued to 
import these articles during four successive years, that they were very 
prooabiy reimbursed by the consumers for every dollar of duty that they 
es BOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
KERR] Ialso served upon the Committee on Claims in the last Congress, 
and my recollection of the determination of that committee in respect 
to the pending claims is entirely different from his. My recollection 
is that after a full hearing there wasa unanimous report ordered by that 
committee in favor of the payment of these claims. 

Mr. LANHAM. In the last Congress? 

Mr. BOWDEN. In the last Congress. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think my friend is mistaken about that. 

Mr. BOWDEN. ‘There was a favorable report. 

Mr, LANHAM. I do not remember that there was any report ney 
the bill, but I do remember distinctly that I was opposed to this b 
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_ Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And I. 
Mr. BOWDEN. I think I am right about it. 
* Mr. LAIDLAW. I will tell gentlemen about this claim in the last 

Co: This bill was referred to a subcommittee, consisting of the 
gentleman from Texas[Mr. LANHAM] and myself. Amongstother bills 
that I took up was this one, and I drew a report upon it and got ready 
to rt the bill by leave of the committee, but I was called home, 
and I gave the report to Mr, Campbell, of New York, who presented 
it to the House, so that it appears on the files as coming fromhim. The 
fact is, however, that I drew the report, and it did pass the committee. 
Mr. Campbell reported the bill to the House, and it is on the files as 
coming from him; but I drew the report, and it did pass the committee. 

Mr. LANHAM. I do not say it was never reported from the com- 
mittee; I simply state that I was opposed to the bill, as was also, I 
believe, the gentleman from Iowa. I did uot remember the bill hav- 
ing been reported, 

Mr. BOWDEN, I suppose the record will disclose what were the 
facts. According to my recollection it was a unanimous report. 

Mr. LANHAM. I do not think so. à 

Mr. BOWDEN. I am not very familiar with the facts now. Ire- 
member that the matter was very diligently looked into by the com- 
mittee in the last Congress; and it was certainly my impression that 
there had been a unanimous report, the only question being what 
weight should be given to the protest filed by these importers at the 
time they paid the duties; whether, having failed to make applica- 
tion for a refund pending the test suit to decide whether the duty 
should be 45 or 30 per cent., that protest should be regarded by Con- 

as taking the place of an application to the Secretary of the 
Frani for a refund of the duties improperly paid, My recollection 
is that there was no question in the minds of the committee as to the 
propriety of the payment of this claim; and it was merely to correct 
the statement of the gentleman from Iowa that I rose. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have no recollection of any such réport. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I discover in the report a circum- 
stance which, if it be a fact, seems to me to supply the equity needed 
- to justify the waiver on the part of the Government of thestatute. In 
1882 a suit was brought in the Federal court for the purpose of deter- 
mining the question as to the proper construction of the law. Parties 
to the number of twenty-five or thirty had at that time a valid claim 
against the Government. It seems to me they were justified in ‘‘rest- 
ing upon their oars’’ until the Federal court had determined that ques- 
tion; and this delay, it will be perceived, redounded to the advantage 
of the Federal Government. 

Mr. COBB. Is it not true that that suit was decided in the Federal 
court before the bar of the statute took effect against these parties? 

Mr. BROSIUS. That suit was brought in 1882, and was not deter- 
mined by the Supreme Court of the United States until January, 1885. 

Mr. COBB. ‘That was not six years. 

Mr. BROSIUS. But the bar is not six years, as the gentleman will 
remember. I am told it is only eighteen months; I have not verified 
that statement. Now, I want to direct the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact I have already suggested, that the delay in this case—— 

Mr. COBB. Are there nat two statutes, one providing that within 
eighteen months an appeal shall be taken from the decision of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and the other providing that, as in all other 
cases against the United States, there shall be no bar against going into 
the courts until the expiration of six years? 

Mr. BROSIUS. I very frankly state to the gentleman that I have 
not examined the statutes. Itake it for granted that the statement 
made by the chairman of the committee on the floor was correct. I 
am now only desiring to direct my friend’s attention to the fact that 
the delay on the part of these twenty-five or thirty claimants redounded 
to theadvantage of the Government by saving the costs that would have 
ensued upon twenty-five or thirty suits which would have gone against 
the Government. Can the Government justly now, after having saved 
those costs—— 

Mr. COBB. Does the Government pay costs? 

Mr. BROSIUS. I i 4 so. I suppose the Government paid the 
costs of the suit brought by Downing. 

Mr. COBB. I reckon not. 

Mr. BROSIUS. When a judgment is entered against the Govern- 
ment—— 

Mr. COBB. The Government, I will say to my friend, never pays 
costs unless it is expressly provided by statute. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Well, I apprehend that the Government pays costs 
in a case like this, where judgment is entered against it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Not only that, but it also pays 
interest on the amount of the refund. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Ican not speak about the interest. The general 

ciple is that the Government pays no interest. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. In these cases the Government 
does pay interest. I knowit, The statute of the United States so 
proclaims, 

Mr. COBB. I ask the gentleman from New Jersey 

Mr. BROSIUS. One moment, and I will yield the floor to my friend. 
I rose only to suggest, in view of what I have already stated, the fair- 


ness and justice of refunding to these claimants any sums of money 
Which constituted a valid ground of claim against the Government at 
the time the suit of Downing was brought for the p of testing 
the question. I do not speak of any claims against which the bar of 
the statute had to run at that time. If my friend will amend 
his amendment by putting that limit upon the amount which shall be 
considered by the Court of Claims I will support his amendment. 

Mr. COBB, I did not understand the gentleman’s proposition. 

Mr. BROSIUS. If eighteen months constituted the bar of the stat- 
ute of limitation, then at the time Downing brought his suitin the Fed- 
eral courts against the Government, the claim as to all the money that 
had been paid in 1879 and 1880 had already been barred by the statute, 

Mr. COBB, Well, that point I am inclined to controvert from infor- 
mation given to me. I do not, myself, remember what the statute is. 

Mr. BROSIUS, I am precisely in that situation. I took it for 
granted that the statement made here by the chairman of the commit- 
tee was accurate. 

Mr. COBB. My impression is, as I have suggested, that titere are 
two statutes, and that the eighteen-month bar does not apply in re- 
gard to suits in the courts, but only to appeals from the decision of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
the committee for a moment to the question raised by the gentleman 
from Iowa, I believe, to the effect that no protest was made at the 
time these duties were paid. T remember, Mr. Chairman, when this 
question arose in the practical workings of the Treasury Department 
many years since, ten or twelve years ago. One of my constituents 
was interested as an importer of steel goods, and he brought to my at- 
tention the difficulties which confronted him when this decision was 
made. l regret thatthe gentleman who prepared this report did not em- 
body this information for the benefit of the committee, eens I think 
it important we should have all the facts. 

This report states that there were two rates of duty suggested in re- 
gara to these blooms, 45 per cent. ad valorem and 30 per cent. ad va- 

orem, 

That is true as far as it goes, but the Treasury Department, pending 
the time these blooms were being imported, not the Treasury Depart- 
ment, but one of the appraisers in the city of New York decided these 
steel blooms were steel ingots, and as such they came under that clause 
of the tariff laws in force before 1883 which described ingots, blooms, 
ete., at a rate of 2} cents a pound. 

Ido not know what that would be ad valorem, but at 2 cents per 
pound ad valorem under the law of 1883 for the year 1888 the per 
centum would be 123.04, an absolutely prohibitory rate if applied to 
steel blooms used in the making of steel rails. 

When these were being imported one of my constituents had a cargo 
of these steel blooms arriving in the city of New York upon which the 
local appraiser assessed 2} cents per pound, and if this had not been 
reversed he would have been compelled to ship the cargo back to Eu- 
rope. He could import steel rails cheaper than they could have been 
made out of the blooms. 

It was a ruinous rate, and after an exhaustive argument before the 
Secretary it was settled by the Secretary waiving the question of the 
legal rate upon the ground that it would be manifestly unjust that im- 
porters should be subjected to this enormous rate of duty, which would 
amount to over $154 a ton on the steel-blooms then imported, when 
sel rails could have been purchasedin England at thirty or forty dol- 

ars a ton. 

This steel bloom upon which the duty was paid is a piece of manu- 
factured steel from 4 to 5 feet long, and from 6 to 7 inches square, 
which, when heated to a white heat and put in the rolling mills, pro- 
duces steel rails. It is the raw material out of which steel rails are 
made. ‘Therefore, if 2} cents were exacted they would have had to ship 
these blooms back. The bondsmen uponthe contracts were in the con- 
dition that if they contested the question in the courts the courts might 
have decided that 2} cents per pound was the legal rate, and it would 
have ruined them all. 

Mr. COBB. They were willing to take the advantage which accrued 
to them by not making a contest in the courts. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They were more willing to submit to the payment 
of 45 per cent. before the question was decided in the court than to take 
the chance of having the legal rate of 2} cents per pound, which would 
have ruined every man of them. ‘They were confronted with these 
conditions: Shall we go to the courts when there is a doubt as to 
what is the legal rate? It was a closely disputed point. If the court 
decided the legal rate was 2} cents they would have been ruined in 
their business. The question with them was whether they should 
pay the 45 per cent. 

Mr. COBB. They willfully determined to remain out of court and 
not contest because they thought they were getting an advantage. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They thought if they went into the court they 
might be bankrupted, and for that reason they did not make the con- 
test. They did just as the gentleman would have done if he had been 
a party to such a contract. 

Mr. COBB. I think that I would not come and ask the Congress of 
the United States to relieve me. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I believe the gentleman is just and I know heis 
honest. I believe if he were the judge in the case and under 
duress, as it were, were compelled to submit to a wrongful rate of duty 
when the time came and the law was made known by the highest tri- 
bunal of the land, that he would be of opinion that they should have 
the benefit of the law as it is. 

As to these gentlemen being able to recoup themselves on these con- 
tracts, I am cognizant of one case where they were not able to recoup 
and were compelled to suffer loss on their contract. 

The merchant went on and did the best he could, and after the courts 
of the United States decided that 30 per cent. ad valorem is the lawful 
rate I do not see why these gentlemen should not have the benefit of 
what the Supreme Court of the United States decided was lawful as a 
rate of duty to be collected upon these blooms. 

Now, if the Supreme Court of the United States does not so hold, no 
wrong is done. This is simply to submit the question, in each indi- 
vidual case, to the Supreme Court, andif that tribunal does not decide in 
their favor they are then out of court and must abide the consequences 
and pay the costs. But if the court decides that the law only author- 
ized the collection of 30 per cent. ad valorem, and they had a good reason 
for not protesting and subjecting themselves to the hazard of acase not 
yet decided, it will award judgment, and the result will simply be to 
treat these gentlemen as all other persons engaged in this business bave 
been treated. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Can you give any reason why they should go 
” on importing for four successive years knowing this decision? 

Mr. SPRINGER. A very goodreason. They had to carry out their 
contracts. They could not stop their business, for they could not get 
sufficient of this material in this country to carry on the mills. The 
mill in my district would have been compelled to stop if they relied 
solely on the home market. 

Mr. COBB. But they did not stop. 

Mr. SPRINGER, No. 

Mr. COBB. Well, was not that because they were making a profit 
on the blooms imported? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know how that may be; but I do know 
they were compelled to pay in excess of what the duty really was. 
They were importing these blooms under a rate of 30 per cent. ad va- 
lorem and they were compelled to pay 45 per cent., and I do not see 
why we shoyld not mete out to these people the law of this case, and 
treat them as honorable business men should be treated ina 
lawful proceeding in building up the great highways of this country, 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, Will the gentleman yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave finished my remarks, what I had desired 
to say, and will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, simply ex- 
pressing the hope that this bill will pass. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I did not want the gentleman from 
Illinois to yield to me, but simply took the floor to ask his attention 
to one clause of this report which has apparently been overlooked in 
the committee. These cases—the cases of these business men named 
in this bill—did get before the Secretary of the Treasury. I do not 
know whether there was a formal protest, or a formal appeal, or any- 
thing of the kind in the language of the law, which perhaps they were 
required in ordinary cases tomake. But the case got absolutely before 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and he sustained the decision of the col- 
lector of the port. Now, if you will read a few lines of this report you 
will find this statement is verified: 


The Treasury Department sustained the collector of customs in this decision, 
and the claimants were compelled to pay a duty of 45 per cent. on the steel 
Poa they imported, when the correct, legal rate of duty was only 30 percent, 

orem, 


So the cases got before the Secretary of the Treasury—that is a fact 
which can not be denied—and were by him decided. Hence these gen- 
tlemen, after the Supreme Court had reversed the decision of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, were entitled to come in; and it does seem to 
me to be a hard case, after a decision of the Supreme Court in favor of 
certain suitors involving the same principle, that thesemen, who have 
paid into the Treasury of the United States money exacted from them, 
over and above the ad valorem duty of 30 per cent., should be kept 
out of their money. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] said that 
these parties after the decision of this question by the Secretary of the 
Treasury considered whether or not it was to their interests to go into 
the court. They decided that if they went into the courts they might 
lose, and therefore it was better to remain out. Now, in that state of 
the case, let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, where is the 
equity in their favor? 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. That does not reach the question 
of equity. The question is, Were the cases brought before the Secretary 
of the Treasury, I care not by whom? Itisshown that they were there. 
These identical claims for rte ibe of duty were before the Secre- 
tary, and the Secretary decided against these claimants for this amount 
overpaid. I think that covers the question of equity entirely. They 
were not in the wrong. They did not put themselves in the wrong or 
oe of the law. They simply had to abide by a decision against 

em. 


Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Pennsylvania does not understand 
my proposition. Whenever a man considers, as a practical question 
affecting his interest, whether he will sue in a court or not and decides 
that it is his interest to remain ont, he has then no foundation of claim 
by which he can urge a legislative body, after the bar of a statute of 
limitation has been imposed as in this case and such bar has taken 

to remove the bar. That is all. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. There is no evidence here that there 
was a statute of limitations running against these people or that the 
time had expired. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will call the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to the statute, if he will allow me. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, Certainly. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The language of the statute is— 


The decision of the Secretary on such appeal shall be final and conclusive, 
and such vessels, or merchandise, or costs and charges 


any aune alleged to have been erroneousl, 
cision of the Secretary of the Treasury shall appeal, 
unless the decision of the Secretary shall be delayed more than ninety days from 
the date of such appeal, in case of an entry at any port east of the Rocky Mount- 
ains, or more than five months in ease of an entry west of those mountains. 


The appeal has to be made east of the Rocky Mountains in three 
months and west of the Rocky Mountains in five months, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Well, I simply wanted to bring 
this point before the committee, that these claimants were heard by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, not upon their own appeal, perhaps, but by 
the collector sending these cases to the Secretary. 

Asto the question of time when they should bring suit, that was within 
their own discretion entirely. A suit was pending, and they, of course, 
after a decision by the Supreme Court of the United States, imagined 
they would be paid back the amount overpaid by them. 

Mr. COBB. Does the gentleman think it was within their discretion 
when there was a statute of limitations staring them in the face? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Iam speaking of the question of 
bringing suit. I simply arose, not for the purpose of making an argu- 
ment on the case, but to call the attention of the committee to the 
reading of this report so as to show that these gentlemen were before 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and that he decided against them. 

Mr. HILL. Before further action is taken I desire to offer an ameng- 
ment. 

Mr, SPRINGER. Suppose we take up the amendments of the com- 
mittee and let them be voted upon. 

Mr. HILL. Is there an amendment pending? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. Let the amendment of the committee 
be read, Mr. Chairman. 


See ee AN. The amendment reported by the committee will 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert the words "and company” after “H. E. Collins," in the fifteenth line. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama offers an amend- 
ment to the bill, which the Cierk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section 1 the following: =< 

“ Provided, That no person or firm named shall recover judgment tor a greater 
amount than he or they lost on the goods imported by reason of the excessive 
duty collected by the Government, and that he or they did not reimburse him- 
self or themselves for the excessive duty in the sale of the goods.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I raise the point of order that 
that amendment is void for want of certainty. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman an- 
Scanned that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 54. 

Mr. COBB. Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Al- 
sema [Mr. COBE] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAIDLAW] 
as tellers, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 69, noes 70. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOOKER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Imove thatthe committee rise and report this bill. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I was recognized 
to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New Jersey was recognized 
to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend line 27. Immediately after the word “ duty" insert" and as to which 
protests were duly entered.” 


Mr. LAIDLAW. I move that the committee do now rise. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I believe I was 
i to offer my amendment and to discuss it. 

The CHAIRMAN. When this bill is brought up for consideration 
again the gentleman from New Jersey will have the floor. 

Mr. HILL. Iask consent to have an amendment that I have here 
published in the RECORD for the information of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. HILL]? 

Mr. PAYSON. Regular order. 

Mr. HOOKER, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar had had under consideration sun- 
dry bills and had directed him to report the same back to the House 
with various recommendations. Thecommittee had also had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 3913) granting jurisdiction to the Court of 
Claims, notwithstanding any statutory bar, to the claim of J. F. Bailey 
& Co., and others, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


PERMANENT AND INDEFINITE APPROPRIATIONS. 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ],chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, asks an order for the printing 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, the title of 
which the Clerk will read. 

Mr.CANNON. Task that it be printed as an executive document. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, concerning the bill (H. R. 3532) to 
repeal laws relating to permanent and indefinite appropriations. 

‘The SPEAKER. Without objection, the order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BucHANAN, of Virginia, for eight days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

Tu Mr. O'FERRALL, until the 19th instant, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. DIBBLE, for three days. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 5825) 
prescribing the times for sales and for notices of sales of property in the 
District of Columbia for overdue taxes; when the Speaker signed the 
same. 

And then, the hour of 5 o’clock p. m. having arrived, the House took 
a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m., 
and was called to order by Mr. MORROW as Speaker pro tempore, who 
directed the Clerk to read the following communication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Srraxen’s Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTAT 
Washington, D. C., ‘March | 14, 14, 1899, 


` Mr. Morrow, of California is hereby appointed Speaker pro tempore for this 


evening. 
T.B. REED, Speaker. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under the rule for Friday 
evening se-sions. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House, under the rule for Friday night ses- 
sions, is in Committee of the Whole for the consideration of private 
pension bills, bills for the removal of political disabilities, and bills re- 
moving charges of desertion. The Clerk will report the first bill on 
the Calendar. 

FRANK DEMING. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5620) 
nting a pension to Frank Deming, Company F, Ninth Michigan In- 


try, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is Sao in- 
structed and authorized to put the name of Frank Deming, late of Company F, 
Ninth Michigan on oa te on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and pro- 
visions of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5620) 

granting a pension to Frank Deming, submit the following report 

Oinaan enlisted August 14, 1861, i served until papat "25, 1865- four 
years and one rapak all of this time in active service, wit on of one 


bey cig 

ag Ame based on total ioe yr Ania by rheumatism, Hospital records 
Hiere ale paeen treated at three different times for intermittent feverand once 
for bronchitis, but the last timet he was sent to hospital no record was recorded 
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as to disease, but comrades testify that he suffered fromrheumatism. Claimant 
alleges that he contracted the disease in A i864; that he never recovered 
from it, but that it became chronic, and eveutually resulted in total blindness. 
Claim was rejected by the Pension Department for want of sufficient evidence 
from date uf discharge to the year 1884. 

This is accounted for; reasons as follows: After his discharge he went to Nova 
Scotia where he married and lived until 1889, when he returned to Michigan. 
All of the surgeons who had treated him were dead. Atthat time he was nearly 
blind and very destitute, and unable to find comrades, and in 1884 he beczme 
totay blind, For several years he was opposes by his faithful wife, who did 

hing and otber severe drudgery until also is totally broken down in 
health and dependent upon charity. 

The records show that he was a most worthy soldier, and is only denied a 
pension for his inability to furnish testimony for the first few years after the 
war, 

Your committee recommend that he be placed upon the pension-rolls at the 
rate of $10 per month from and after this date. 


The CHAIRMAN. There isan amendment to the bill reported by 
the committee. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to make an inquiry about that. I do not 
understand why it is committees take it into their own hands to give 
the applicant for pension more than he or the Representative who in- 
troduced the bill in his favor calls for. It isa common practice here, 
after some gentleman who is cognizant of the facts has introduced a 
bill giving a certain pension or putting a man on the pension-roll sub- 
ject to the limitations of the pension law, for the committee to come 
forward and give more. 

Now, I am admonished by a private colloquy here that I am misg- 
taken. I will anticipate what my friend from Kansas proposes to say, 
and insist that I am not mistaken, because a number of the bills passed 
last Friday night did that. For instance, a bill granting a pension at 
$12 and $25 a month was introduced, and the committee came in and 
reported a bill favorably, and amended it by it $40 a month, 
Now, I can not understand why the committee should give more than 
the party has asked through his Representative who introduced the bill 
in his behalf, That is a subject for explanation, 

Mr, MORRILL. ‘The explanation in regard to the fixing of the rate 
in this case is simply this: The bill as originally introduced would 
haye given this man a pension of $72 a month. Now, the committee 
feel that it is hardly just, although a man may be blind, to grant him, 
with the doubt hanging around the case that does exist in this case, 
the same pension that you would give a man who had lost his eyes on 
the battle-field. 

Mr. KILGORE. Would not the effect of that billsimply be to place 
the man on the pension-roll at $8 a month, the fact of the blindness 
not being recited in the bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. The office is always governed by the facts in the 
case in deciding what disease an cy geen shall be pensioned for. 
Under the original bill this man would be allowed the pension for total 
blindness, which would be $72 a month. In the Forty-ninth Congress, 
Ithink it was, the committee discussed that matter very thoroughly, and 
decided that there ought to be a distinction made between a case where 
there are doubts, which can not possibly be solved, as to the cause of 
the man’s blindness, and cases where it is absolutely certain that the 
loss of sight was incurred on the battle-field. So, ever since that Con- 
gress, we have passed upon cases of this kind by fixing the rate at $40 
a month instead of $72, the regular rate. I think it happens very 
rarely indeed that the Committee on Invalid Pensions ever report a rate 
higher than the bill would carry, but we oftentimes fix a rate where 
we desire the pension to be lower than what the bill would make it. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, Mr. Chairman, I will ask the Clerk to 
read in connection with this bill what I have marked in the volume 
which I send to the desk. I desire to say in advance that the Francis 
Deming therein referred to is the Francis Deming referred to in the 
pending bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri (during the reading). Mr. Chairman, with 
the view of economizing time, I will ask that that veto message of 
President Cleveland be not now read in full, but I will ask that it be 
printed in the RECORD as a part of the remarks which it is now my 


a era to submit. 

was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The message is as pilori 

To the House of Representatives 


I herewith return without aj syn f House bill No. 2971, entiled “An act 
granting a pension to Francis 


Sg Iron ag entered the AIS PORER 1861, and was discharged Septem- 
y 
Fis hospital record shows that during his service he was treated for various 


tempo: ailments, among which rheumatism is aos included, 
He filed an application for pension in September, al that in Au- 
1864, he contracted rheumatism., which had pool in blindness. 


On examination of his case in November, 1834, he stated that his eyesight be- 
gan to fail in 1882, 

There meets to be no Samon showing his condition from the time of his 
discharge to 1850, Spasa of fifteen goan, 

The claim ‘thet E is present condition of blindness is the result of his army 
service is not insisted upon as a reason for pera Py relief as Ske unt 

condition: The committee of House to which il 

was referred, detailing his situation, closed their report with these words: 
a served well his country in its dire need; his necessities now appeal for re- 


We eran h pero g iinpur Birna n pA id ene 4 
serviceand who was discharged from 1965 without any record of having suffered 
with rheumatism and without any claim of disability arising from thesame; he 
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returned to his place asa citizen, and in peaceful pursuits, with chancescertainly 
not impaired by the circumstance that he had served his Leng E he aopo 
have held his in the race of life for fifteen yearsor more, hen, e many 
sopin; Ba ves subjected to loss of sight, one of the saddest ufflictions known 
to human life, A 

Thereupon, and after nineteen years had elapsed since his discharge from the 
Army, s pension is claimed for him upon a very shadowy allegation of the in- 
currence of rheumatism while in the service, coupled with the startling propo- 
sition that this rheumatism resulted, just previous to his 7 sages blind- 
ness. Upon medical examination it appeared that his blindness was ca by 
amaurosis, which is generally accepted as an aff ction of the optic nerve. 

Lam satisfied that a fair examination of the facts in this case justifies the state- 
ment that the bill under consideration can rest only upon the grounds that aid 
should be furnished to this ex-soldier because he served in the Army and be- 
cause he a long time thereafter became blind, disabled, and dependent. 

The q n is whether we are prepared to adopt this principle and establish 
this precedent. 

None of us are entitled to credit for extreme tenderness and consideration 
toward those who fought their country’s battles; these are sentiments common 
to all good citizens; they lead to the most benevolent care on the part of the 
Government and deeds of charity and mercy in private life. The blatant and 
noisy self-assertion of those who, from métives that may well be suspected, de- 
clare themselves above all others friends of the soldier can not it nor be- 
little the calm, steady, and affectionate regard of a grateful nation. 

An appropriation just been passed setting apart $76,000,000 of the public 
money for distribution as pensions, under laws liberally constructed, with a 
view of meeting every meritoriouscase; more than a million ofdollara wasadded 
to maintain the Pension Bureau, which was charged with the duty of a fair, 
juat, and liberal apportionment of this fund. kK 

Legislation has at the present session of Congress perfected considerably 
increasing the rate of pension in certain cases. Appropriations have also been 
made of large sums for the support of national homes where sick, disabled, or 
needy soldiers are cared for; and within a few days a liberal sum has been ap- 
gh ange for the enlargementand increased accommodation and convenience 

f these institutions, 

All this is no more than should be done. 

But, with all this and with the hundreds of special acts which baye been 

granting pensions in cases where, for my part, I am willing to confess 
that sympathy rather than judgment has often led to the discovery of a rela- 
tion between injury or death and military service, [ am constrained by a sense 
of public duty to interpose against establishing a principia and setting a prece- 
dent which must resultin unregulated, partial, and unjust gifts of public money 
under the text of indemnifying those who suffered in their means of sup- 
port as an incident of military service. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


ExECUTIVE MANSION, July 5, 1886. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr, Chairman, I will oceupy only a little 
while, as it is not my purpose or my desire to consume time merely for 
the sake of doingso. If any gentleman will take the trouble to-morrow 
or now to read the message of President Cleveland, which I have sent 
to the Clerk’s desk, he will find that a bill ioning this claimant, 
Francis Deming, passed the first session of the Forty-ninth Con 
and was returned to this House, in which it had originated, without 
the approval of the President. The reasons for his action are clearly, 
succinctly, and elaborately stated in the message which I have sent to 
the desk. The ex-President has said all I care to on this particular 
bill. 

I wish to say a few words, not touching this particular bill, but with 
reference to this class of legislation, I dislike exceedingly to put my- 
self in opposition to measures of this kind; for these private bills and 
all bills of a local char icter are measures which members resent inter- 
ference with more than any other; and it is a source of regret to me to 
come into conflict with gentlemen whom I highly regard and with 
whom I associate here more or less every day, personally and officially, 
But, Mr. Chairman, I think something ought to be said, plainly said, 
deliberately said, about this class of legislation. 

I came here last Friday night and witnessed the performance of this 
House on that occasion. I have been here on other Friday nights dur- 
ing this session of Congress and many Friday nights during the years 
of my service in this House, and what I witnessed here one week ago 
to-night I have seen repeated over and over again, 

Mr. Chairman, it is my deliberate judgment that seven out of every 
ten—I believe I understate rather than overstate the fact—that seven 
out of every ten of these private bills passed through this House and 
through Congress are not only outrages, but outrages which amount in 
moral intent, if not in legal effect, to absolute larceny. Ispéak now of 
special legislation, which is one of the evil results growing out of the 
widespread public demoralization engendered by our entire system of 
pension legislation. It is my purpose at an early day, on the very 
first opportunity which may be afforded me, to express myself very 
clearly and distinctly upon the subject of general pension legislation. 
There are some things I am anxious to say in regard to that phase of 
this question, but not now. 

What did we do here on last Friday night? About fifty members 
of this House were present; there are about twenty here to-night. 
About fifty members on that occasion, in two hours, passed forty-seven 
bills. The thing has been done often. On one occasion I believe in 
the Senate several hundred—my recollection is about three hundred— 
were in one lump without ever being read. Not a gentleman 
on this floor, outside perhaps of one or two members upon the commit- 
tee reporting these bills, ever saw them or ever saw the report, or heard 
of them until they were read from the Clerk’s desk. My friend from 
Texas [Mr. KILGORE] and one or two others, myself among them, 
sometimes make a few feeble and ineffectual protests [laughter] and 
withdraw them at the solicitation of members. 

A MEMBER., ‘‘Feeble’’ is pretty good. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Poa it—‘‘feeble’’ in this sense, that 


being generous and 
tlemen withdraw almost invariably whatever opposition they have to 


yielding to members who appeal to them the gen- 


It is not my purpose now, or at any time, to adopt obstructive meas- 
ures—to call ‘‘no quorum,” and all that; but I do purpose to discuss 
these questions and to have the facts known as we go along. 

Mr. Chairman) since the adjournment on Friday night last I have 
looked over our work. Forty-seven bills passed in about two hours. 
Twenty-three of the bills carried specific sums, from $12 to $50 each per 
month, Those twenty-three billscarry an average pension of over $23.50 
per month, or a total of $542 per month; $6,504 per year. The other 
twenty-four bills did not carry specific sums, but directed the Secretary 
of the Interior to place the beneficiaries on the pension-roll subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. If those twenty- 
four bills shall carry an average pension of $8 a month, they would 
amount to $192 in the aggregate per month, or $2,304 per year. In 
other words the average for the forty-seven bills would be $15.50 per 
month, making a total annual expenditure of $38,808 per year. 

That was the work of two hours. Forty-seven bills, with which 
scarcely a member of this House was familiar and which were read at 
sucha galloping from the Clerk's desk that nobody wasable to under- 
stand them at the conclusion, were passed in two hours. If this ses- 
sion were to last for six months and this performance should be re- 
peated each Friday night during that time it would impose an annual 
burden of more than $200,000 upon the tax-payers of the country. Con- 
tinue it for ten years and the annual burden on account of these pri- 
vate bills alone will mount into the millions. 

Iam about done; but before I conclude I wish to call attention to 
two or three of these bills which passed here on Friday nightJast as il- 
lustrating the character of this legislation, I have them here. T'itst 
comes the war of the Revolution. Lucy Hale was the beneficiary. 
Her grandfather, it appears from the report of the committee, served 
for a short time in some capacity in the War for Independence. What 
conspicuous service he rendered, what special service he rendered, ifany, 
has not yet been written in the history of the nation, But this grand- 
daughter is old and poor; and because sheis old and poor, and for that 
reason alone, she is granted a pension of $20 a month—because one 
hundred years ago her grandfather or great-grandfather, I donot now 
remember which, for some short period of time rendered some service 
in the Army of his country. Why, sir, I suppose nearly every gentle- 
man on this floor of American birth had a grandfather in the Revolu- 
tionary war or a great-grandfather. I heard one disti ed member 
of this House say here the other day that he had several grandfathers 
engaged in that struggle. [Langhter.] 

Here is Mary Ann Allen, x 

The claimant's husband, John Piner, wasa private in Capt, James Davidson's 
company of Col. Richard M. Jobnson’s regiment, Kentucky Mounted Militia, 
war of 1812, from May 20, 1513, to November 19, 1813— 

a period of six months, He died in 1823, She afterwards married 
Mr. Allen and remained his wife for many years. But she liked the 
name of Piner best. She is a Piner herself! She is old, the re; 
says, and poor, That is the whole case, Now, whatservice Mr. Piner 
rendered in the war of 1812 or what disabilities he suffered remain a 
m x 
But use her first husband served a short time in the war and 
because now she isold and poor, she must be allowed a pension, Mr. 
Chairman, I know many widows in this country who are old and poor 
and whose grandfathers, I have no doubt, and fathers, too, perha 
fought in some of our wars with foreign countries as well as in our do- 
mestic wars. = 

Here is Isaac Enderly, another case. He served in Captain Smith's 
company of Tennessee militia from January 12, 1814, to March 3, a 
little over a month. He was granted a land bounty and is now and 
has been for many years a pensioner at $3 a month. Well, he comes 
here to this willing Congress and asks that his pension be increased to 
$50 a month—— 

Mr. LAWLER. He wants to get the surplus out. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Simply because he is old and poor and 
his vision somewhat impaired, though he is not blind, That is the 
whole case, and accordingly this old and poor man, because of his age 
and poverty and one month’s service in the Tennessee militia, is given 
$50 per month, having already received a land warrant, 

Here is the case of William Dunn. He was a private, so says the re- 
port, in Mentor’s company of Alabama militia in the Florida war, and 
served from February 29, 1836, to May, 1836, or just about three months, 
A member, whose genial face I see now before me within the walls of 
this room, 2 gentleman whom I esteem, as all of you do, as a man of 

igh this member of Congress, says the report, has assured. 
the committee that Mr. Dunn is seventy-eight years old, quite feeble, 
unable to work, and very poor. That is the whole case as presented 
by the mers and accordingly this old man who served ninety days in 
the Florida war is pensioned. He was never wounded or disabled and 
never rendered, so far as we are advised, any special or conspicuous 
service to his country, but he is old and poor. There are a greatmany 
old and poor men in this country. 

I have one more, Charles A. Platz, who belonged to an Indiana regi- 
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ment during the war of the rebellion. He served first in a hundred- 
day regiment; then re-enlisted April 12, 1865, after the war was over. 
[Laughter.] He was never out of the State of Indiana, so far as we 
are advised, in a military capacity. Soon after his enlistment, while 
encamped at Camp Morton, Indianapolis, he says he was ordered to 
water some horses, and while so engaged was kicked by one of them 
on his left side and seriously injured. That is the man, that is the 
service, that is the whole case. After full investigation the claim was 
rejected at the Department, and now, twenty-five years after the incur- 
rence of this alleged injury and almost without a hearing, this House 
overrules the Department and grants the ion. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let it be borne in mind that all, or nearly all, 
of these claims, which are brought from year to year by the thousands 
and tens of thousands into this House and the other branch of Con- 
gress, are claims which have been investigated by the sworn officials of 
the Government, employing all the vast machinery provided by law to 
aid in investigating them, and which have been denied in the Depart- 
ment as being without merit. It has got to be the practice now that 
the very moment a claim is rejected in the Department application for 
rehearing is filed, which is entirely proper, and, if denied, then the ap- 
plicant comes to his member of Congress. It is easier to a put a claim 
of any kind, war claims, pensions, claims of every kind and character, 
through Congress than through any Department of the Government. 
This is the great claim department, easy of access and easy to be used. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been looking up, during such moments as I 
could spare from other duties during the week past, some of the cases 
that are to come on to-night, and I intend as far asI possibly can doso 
during the remainder of this session of Congress, in advance of these 
Friday night meetings, to examine at the Department the papers in the 
cases, and 1 pu to state the facts as I find them in order that the 
House may not be governed exclusively by ex parte reports—perhaps I 
ought not to use that term; I will say exclusively by the reports of the 
members of the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, that is as much as I care now tosay. Iagain callat- 
tention to the fact that this particular bill was not only rejected by the 

rtment, but has been vetoed since by the President of the United 
States. Still it is ever with us. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that 
T have not had time, as the gentleman who has just taken his seat has 
had, to investigate this question and to prepare myself to speak de- 
liberately and carefully as he has done; and I further regret that in 
making the speech he has made to-night at some length he has not 
devo himself more particularly to the examination of the special 
question upon which we are now called to vote, It would have been 
much pleasanter, for me at least, when I come to cast my vote on the 
bill now before this committee, if the remarks which the gentleman had 
made were applied more particularly to that bill. 

He began his address by having read to the House a short veto mes- 
sage from ex-President Cleveland. Ihave not had the opportunity to 
read that message. I do know this, sir, however, that if any lawyer 
will take the pains, as my friend from Missouri did who has just taken 
his seat, to investigate a close question, he can find very much to say 
on either side; and whether he speaks favorably or against a given 
proposition depends altogether on the spirit with which he enters the 
investigation; and I am sorry to say that I feel from the general tenor 
of the remarks of the gentleman that the spirit which animates him in 
entering upon this investigation is, and, indeed, he himself declares it 
to be, an wistic to this class of legislation. 

The pension laws are general in their application. All laws are so. 
There have been in the neighborhood of half a million cases adjudicated 
under existing law. It would be extraordinary, it would be strange 
indeed, Mr. Chairman, if in the adjudication of that number of cases, 
at least half a million of them, in the allowance of that number, the 

ent has not stumbled now and then upon one which came very 
near to the line, one which had many equities, and yet when the line 
was drawn upon it and the rule rigidly applied was found falling just 
outside of the line, when at the same time the heart and conscience of 
the man who had the case in hand told him that in equity the case 
had merit in it and that in that particular case a modification of the 
law ought to be made. 

Such is the experience and observation of every man who has inves- 
tigated this kind of cases. Now, I have no answer to the special case 
that the gentleman has spoken of here, because I have not given that 
investigation. I have not had opportunity todoso. Ifthe gentleman 
had been kind enough to attend at the meeting last Friday night and 
point out these facts that he has pointed out in a specific case the Com- 
mittee on Pensions would have had opportunity on their side to see 
what might be said in behalf of or in vindication of the step they have 
taken in this case, and no doubt some of the criticisms he has made 
to-night would have been answered. I have confidence in these gen- 
tlemen and in their integrity and ability to ascertain the right in these 
cases; and I utterly dispute and deny the propomos made vy him 
that seven-tenths of these claims if allowed here become acts of petit 
or grand larceny. I utterly deny that. 

Mr. Chairman, these claims as a rule are claims which come very 
nearly up to the mark or which fall only short of it because of the fail- 


ure in the phraseology of the law to fit the applicant in a particular 
ease. Now, Mr. Chairman, Isay I have not mad that message. There 
is not a gentleman upon this floor, and no gentleman ever occupied a 
seat upon this floor, who has a higher regard for the man who penned 
that message than I have; but I will say to you, Mr. Chairman, and I 
will say to the gentleman who so eloquently entertained us here to- 
night that I havea deep and abiding conviction that if he had stool by 
his record upon the great economic questions of the day, upon which 
he was right and upon which the country was with him, and not en- 
deavored to make a special issue on this class of legislation, and if he 
had not, as it sometimes appeared he did, gonesomewhat outof his way 
to throw the great weight of his name and official station against some 
poor blind man, who to say the least was rather to be pitied than re- 
vile’ he might have been President of the United States to-day. [Ap- 
use, 

I think that was a mistake, and while I am willing to follow him 

nerally I am not willing to admit that he made no mistakes. No man 
is wholly perfect, and I protest that we do not copy his mistakes. It 
may be that it is pleasant for the gentleman, coming from the particu- 
lar locality from which he does, to make remarks which will provoke 
laughter when the claims of soldiers’ widows and of men broken down 
with disease contracted in defense of their country are being discussed, 
but it is not popular in the section from which I come. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Will my friend allow me right there? 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, Yes, with pleasure. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The gentleman speaks of the section of 
country from which I come. I come froma State which furnished more 
men to the Union armies than the State from which you come. Icome 
from a district— 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes; by seventy-five thousand. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I come from a district which has 

three thousand pensioners within its borders and about thirty Grand 
Army posts. 
Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to cast 
any reflection upon the gentleman’s State, nor upon its loyalty; butif 
he makes the charge that the State which he represents furnished more 
troops in proportion to population than did Indiana, I dispute that 
proposition and demand the proof. Mr. Chairman, I am not prepared 
to give you precisely the number of troops Indiana furnished, but I 
know this, that she has more men upon the pension-rolls to-day in pro- 
portion to her population than any other State in this Union. I sup- 
pose they are there lawfully and justly. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman—I know that it has been the fashion of 
some to make speeches upon this floor to tickle a particular constituency 
which they represent, regardless of the effect it has upon other portions 
of this Union. Of course it is the duty primarily of the member to 
represent his own constituency and to speak for them; but I desire 
simply, as between the gentleman, for whom I have the most friendly 
feeling personally, and myself, to have this line distinctly marked, that 
in the State from which I come it is not popular to speak disparagingly 
of the men nor of their families who gaye, or at least showed a dispo- 
sition to give, everything that was dear to them for the honor and pres- 
ervation of that flag. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in deciding these questions, I do not say that 
I shall oppose my friend here when he gives us good ground to act upon. 
It is from the general tone and tenor of his remarks that I dissent. The 
gentleman has not argued this case. If he had devoted his time to the 
consideration of this particular claim and should have proven that this 
man was not entitled to a pension, that he did not come within the rule 
for our guidance here of equity and fair play, I should gladly support 
his position; but to make a general at on this whole class of legis- 
Jation and especially to denounce it as he has done, I think is entirely 
wrong. I have been here for three or four months now, and I have 
seen gentlemen yote appropriations for all characters of public and pri- 
vate enterprises. I believe the gentleman has calculated the amount 
s money that was appropriated in the last Friday evening session at 

,000. 

Why, to-day we saw a compromise made about some old gentleman 
who had some sort of claim upon the Government for a patent, when 
the record shows that he was peg every cent that he had asked years 
ago. Propositions were sent and forth between the friends and 
enemies of the bill that they would give him $20,000 or $25,000 to get 
rid of him, and it was finall , I believe, that he should have 
$65,000. Now, Ihave seen this House vote millions of dollars for pub- 
lic buildings, for works of material improvement, to gild the outside 
and make a show of greatness. But none of these, in my judgment, 
reflects our country’s greatness half so much as the estation of 
gratitude to her brave defenders. This money paid out of the public 

as a reward for patriotism is an evidence that the people of 
this country are willing to reward devotion to and sacrifice in behalf 
ofthe Government. Itis not thrown away; it is not lost; but ismoney 
given out for a good purpose. It proves to these men that they were 
not en when they thought they were offering their lives for the 
defense of the best Government that this world has ever seen. It in- 
sures the perpetuity of the Government by proving that it is worthy to 
live. [Applause.] 
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Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to ad a word in re- 


gard to gonen pension legislation as supplementing what has been so 
well said by my friend from Indiana [Mr. Cooper]. In the history 
of jurisprudence it was found necessary to establish courts of equity 
because the courts of law were found to be inadequate to measure and 
mete out justice in many individual cases, and, as a result of the estab- 
lishment of courts of equity, we have in every county throughout all 
this broad land a court which hears and determines cases which, if tried 
strictly according to the law, would not be determined justly. Congress 
is nothing more nor less than a court of equity in these pension cases. 
The Pension Office is the court of law, the nisi prius court so to speak, 
and wherever a case comes before that nisi prius court in which, ac- 
cording to the law, justice can not be meted out and the application of 
the applicant is declined or refused because the evidence, or the facts, 
or the application does not bring the case within the law, then the ap- 
plicant has the right to appeal to the court of equity, which is the Con- 
gress of the United States and which boasts that its doors are open to 
the humblest applicant, even though he be blind and even though his 
petition comes from the walls of a poor-house. Let me give an illus- 
tration ofthis. A stepmother may have been dependentalmost entirely 
upon a stepson who marched beneath the banner of the Union and 
offered up his life as a sacrifice upon the altar of his country, yet by 
reason of the universality of the pension law that stepmother can not 
obtain a pension at the Pension Office. 

That is right, according to the law of theland. It is right, accord- 
ing to the general statutes passed by the Congress of the United States 
providing for granting pensions; but there is a higher court which says 
to that stepmother when appeal is made toit: ‘‘Although, under the 
law, you are not entitled to a pension because you were not the actual 
mother of that boy, who gave his life for his country and who was your 
support, yet this court of equity will say that you are entitled toa pen- 
sion use the mainstay of your life was taken from you.” So, 
almost every Friday evening we have bills bronght before us granting 
pensions to a dependent stepmother or a dependent stepfather. That 
is simply one class of cases illustrating the operation of this court of 
equity and the necessity of having such a court to which an applicant 


can appeal. 

The objection is made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] 
that there are only thirty or forty members here to-night and that 
these few pass upon the right of these applicants to receive pensions. 
Mr. Chairman, how often does it occur during our day sessions that 
the most important legislation is passed by the voices of not to exceed 
a dozen of the Representatives of the people upon this floor. Why is 
that? It is because the days of oratory and eloquence in the House of 
Representatives are past. It is because the legislation that is now be- 
` ing enacted is framed and molded in the committee-rooms instead of 
upon the floor of the House. The days of Clay and Webster have been 
supplanted by the days of fact, by the days of careful examination; 
ay,more than that, they have been supplanted by the electric wire and by 
the newspaper, so that whatever is done here during the day is flashed 
to all portions of our country and is known there before the sun goes 
down. 

The legislation of the country, as I have just said, is now molded 
and framed in the committee-rooms, and consequently during the day 
sessions of the House hundreds of motions are passsd upon when the 
voices that are heard in support of them do not exceed a dozen. That 
is because, in so large a body as this, it is impossible for each member 
to examine in detail every measure that comes before the House. He 
must necessarily rely, to a great extent, upon the work that has been 
done in the committee-rooms. Therefore, what is true of pension leg- 
islation is true to a great extent of all other legislation that comes 
before this House, and ifthe objection which the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. STONE] makes upon the ground that there are only thirty 
or forty members present here to-night is valid as against pension legis- 
lation, the same objection can be made to four-fifths of the legislation 
that is passed by the Congress of the United States. 

Now, æ word in regan to this special bill and then Iam đone. The 
veto message of the President which has been read was based upon the 
ground that there was no evidence showing that this man had con- 
tracted rheumatism during the war. I donot know whether that evi- 
dence was on file in the Pension Bureau when this case was first ex- 
amined by the committee, or whether it was on file when the President 
examined the case, or whether it has been since added to the files and 
has been considered by the present Committee on Invalid Pensions. I 
only know that the report says that comrades testify that he suffered 
from rheumatism during the war. 

Here is a man who served four years and over in the service of his 
country, and the report in the case shows why the Pension Office could 
not grant his application. It was not because he was unable to show 
that he had suffered from rheumatism during the war, but because he 
was unable, by reason of the circumstances which surrounded him, to 
show the continuance of that disability from the date of his discharge 
up to the time when he made his application. And there, Mr. Chair- 
man, is another instance where the general law in regard to pensions 
can not mete out justice in many individual cases. 

This man, I believe, removed to Nova Scotia and remained there for 
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some time. In 1884 he became totally blind. The physicians that 
had attended him during the war and since the war were dead. When 
he was living outside of the United states of course he was not in the 
immediate vicinity of any of his comrades. The evidence shows, as a 
reason why the Pension Bureau could not grant hisapplication, hisin- 
ability to prove the continuance of his disability year after year, as the 
law required; but the Committee on Invalid Pensions, having exam- 
ined all the evidence and all the circumstances in the case, reasonably 
conclude that this is a case where that proof should not be requiredin 
this court of equity, and they say to this blind man sitting in the dark- 
ness of the sacrifice which he made for his country, ‘‘ We will tint the 
blackness of that sacrifice by giving you a pension.” Isayit is right 
and that we should stand by the report of the committee. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, I had supposed that in the discus- 
sion of these measures which are special the consideration of the gen- 
eral principles involved in pension legislation throws but very little 
light. I had supposed these were special cases, depending each upon 
special facts and to be determined each upon its merits, and that elo- 
quent appeals for or against the principles involved in general pension 
legislation should have no weight with those who are to determine these 
particular cases. Therefore, having had those ideas I am constrained 
to follow them in the determination of these cases, 

I find here from the report of this case as it is presented that in the 
Forty-ninth Congress a bill was introduced for the relief of this claim- 
ant; that it passed both Houses of Congress; that it went to the Exec- 
utive and failed for the reasons pointed out to receive his approval. 
The record then is silent as to whether subsequent action was taken 
in the matter. It is not disclosed to this House to-night that the bill 
when returned to the House without the approval of the Executive was 
taken up and considered here again or not. It does not appear whether 
by a failure of a two-thirds majority to pass it over the veto of the 
Executive it was defeated or whether the author and the friends of 
the bill were convinced by the arguments of the Executive that there 
was no merit in the measure and let it die. 

These matters do not appear on the record in this case; and it adds 
nothing to the merit of the case for my friend trom Indiana to step out- 
side the record and criticise the Executive upon other matters. Ire- 
gret exceedingly that that Exceutive did not have the counsel and 
advice of my friend from Indiana to guide him and save him from the 
errors which the gentieman has pointed out to-night. Isay that until 
it is shown that in this measure the Executive erred that record is con- 
clusive upon me, unless, asin ordinary cases of right involved in ques- 
tions of this character, new evidence is disclosed. 

No man can feel more sympathy for a person deprived of his sight 
than I. But all over this land are countless thousands of men groping 
in darkness because the heavy hand of Providence has been laid upon 
them and they have been afilicted. But because of these facts I am 
not warranted in putting my hand into the Treasury of this nation to 
take out money and give to them when it does not belong to me or to 
them. I would deal not only fairly, but liberally with them when they 
present a case of merit. But sympathy can not guide me in the dis- 
charge of an official duty of this kind. We are here the trustees of an 
express trust, to take care of the people’s money and to distribute it 
according to the law of the land for the purposes for which this Gov- 
ernment was organized, not to deal it out in charity when there is no 
legal obligation that calls for such distribution. 

This man if he is entitled to anything under the law had a clear 
remedy provided by law. He went to the Pension Office, the duties of 
which, as we know, are administered with the utmost liberality. He 
went there and filed his application for pension. It was examined in 
the spirit of liberality which characterizes the office. It was rejected. 
What was the issue? No technical failure of proof, no technicality 
which deprived him of a legalright. The question on which he failed 
was the merits of his case. ‘‘Did this disability occur by reason of 
your service to your country? Did this rheumatism occur because of 
your service in the Army? Did it occur while you were so serving? 
Has it continued since?’’ That was the issue involved; that was the 
issue determined by those liberal administrators of the pension laws. 
Upon that issue the verdict was adverse to the claim. Then he comes 
and appeals to a still more liberal tribunal—this House and the other. 
They passa bill. It goes to the Executive, whose approval it fails to 
secure upon its merits. 

The reasons for the withholding of the Executive approval are before 
the House. Now, the claim has come back here again after one Con- 
gress has passed by, and I say if the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
can show me that there is any new evidence in this matter which 
changes its merits, which changes the situation from what it was when 
this case was passed upon by the Pension Bureau, when it was passed 
upon before by Congress and when they refused to pass the bill over 
the veto of the Executive—if the committee can show me that any new 
evidence has intervened to prove that the Pension Bureau or the Ex- 
ecutive erred in their judgment I will cheerfully vote for $50 a month, 
if that is the amount proposed, or $72 a month, ay, for $100; because 
$100 a month would not compensate for blindness brought on by serv- 
ice in the Army. 

But I want these measures scrutinized; I want them to pass upon 
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their merits; so that the distinction shall be mainiained here between 
meritorious and unmeritorious cases; so that all shall not be treated 
alike, one having a justand meritorious case under the law and another 
having no merit but the eloquent pleas that are made here on this floor 
for sympathy because the Author of the Universe has afflicted some of 
His creatures. Let us examine these cases upon their separate merits. 
Where the Pension Committee comes in and reports in favor of the 
allowance of a pension and the record does not disclose want of merit, 
I will vote with the committee every time; but when the record, asin 
this case, unexplain.d by subsequent or new evidence, exhibits a lack 
of merit, I can not vote with the committee, and I will notin this case, 

Mr. WADE. Mr. Chairman, my colleague from Missouri reflects 
somewhat on the Committee on Invalid Pensions and on individual 
members of the House when he charges that we come here to pass 
legislation that is equivalent to ‘‘petty larceny.” Now, I am here 
with two bills on this Calendar to pension two citizens of the State of 
Missouri that the gentleman, in common with myself, represents. I 
have had passed during the time I have been in Congress other bills 
pensioning men in Missouri; and against no one of them could the 
charge of ‘‘petty larceny ” lie. 

One of these men was wounded badly at Springfield. He belonged 
to a Missouri militia regiment. There is no provision in the general 

on law which will warrant the granting of a pension in his case. 

was wounded in 1864, and he has suffered from the date of the re- 

ception of the wound up to this day, and he has never received a pen- 
sion from the Government. His case is undoubtedly meritorious. 

The other is also a citizen of Missouri, who, in 1862, as one of the 
home guard was guiding a company of Missouri troops, and in an en- 
oes with the enemy in which they took part he was wounded. 

e has been a cripple since 1862, unable to gain a livelihood. This 
peers fim a pension and ought to have discharged the debt 

862. 

Iam not here, sir, to-night, and never bave been, to assist in commit- 
ting petty larceny upon this Government, in the interest of any con- 
stituent of mine or anybody else. and I will pledge this House and the 
country that when I present a bill to this House and ask the support of 
the House for its enactment into a Jaw it is a meritorious case. 

Now, sir, I desire to address myself briefly to the pending bill. My 
colleague from Missouri, unfortunately for himself, was too young to 
enter the Army during the late war. If he had been old enough he 
would have been alongside of me sustaining the old flag. I went into 
the service in 1861, in April. 

I can remember in the State of Ohio, of which I was then a citizen, 
that they called meetings to excite enthusiasm and induce men to vol- 
unteer and induce them to defend the old flag. They put on the ros- 
trum the leading men of the State, and they spoke to the young men 
and the married men, and told them that if they went out and de- 
fended the flag of the country, preserved the Union and the Govern- 
ment, the Government would owe them a debt which would be dis- 
a Now, sir, this was repeated on every rostrum in 
the State of Ohio and all over the Union by these people, and it had as 
much binding force, because it was backed by the entire sentiment of 
the people, as though the 1 had been formulated into a law 
and bad received the sanction of the Chief Magistrate of the nation. 
And we are here to-night to carry out, as far as we may, those prom- 
ises and that provision of law. That man who served four yearsin the 
Army of the United States in defense of the Union is to-day blind, and 
I say if there is a bit of virtue in the people of the United States, they 
will now at this time give him a pension and enable him to pass the 
remainder of his life in comfort and to provide a home to the woman 
who has labored until she has broken herself down for the support of 
this defender of the Union. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I have often wondered on nights 
like this, when members leave their families, their warm, comfortable 
rooms, and come up here to the Capitol in the rain and try to legislate 
for soldiers, their widows or dependents, throughout the country, to 
find the night wasted or taken up by filibustering, I may term it, be- 
cause it looks a good deal like it, to prevent action upon meritorious 
and deserving cases, I have believed, from watching the action of Con- 
gress here, voting away thousands and tens of thousands of dollars, 
that we would have a right as a Congress to advance to our old and aged 
citizens pensions if we believed they were actually in need of the same. 

I want to say, sir, that I consider all these matters that come before 
Congress in this shape are, as a rule, bills that are outlawed at the 
Pension Office, and the only resort of the applicant is here in order to 
secure relief. 

I know one case that President Cleveland vetoed, and in a few words 
I will show you its merit. There entered the war, when very young, 
a boy who from shocks became partly d received from the 
striking of a shell while engaged on one of the mosquito gunboats. 
The concussion affected his brain and he went out of the service and 
some years afterwards he was killed in the Cafion of the Colorado in a 
snow-slide. The bill came up here in the House and there was enough 
merit in it to say that his old mother, seventy-two years of age, should 
have a ion. The bill passed the House and the Senate, and went 
to the ent and was vetoed. i 


That bill is now before the House again. The President of the United 
States vetoed it because of reasons which are set forth in the veto, but 
stated that he regretted much that he was compelled to do so, on ac- 
count of the mother. That old mother to-day is poor and helpless. If 
it had not been for the service of ber son and his death in consequence 
of it he would be living now and taking care of her, who is to-day in 
Chicago in a starving condition. 

I want to say to those trying to find means of obstructing pensions 
and pension legislation that if I was in their places I would not come 
here at these sessions. If I did not believe in the justice and the merit 
of this legislation I would remain absent and allow the party in power 
to go right along and assume these responsibilities, because I will say 
to my Democratic friends we made that issue for four years, and we 
went out before the people and we were beaten. I say to-day that the 
tax-payers of this country, and I know I voice the sentiments of many 
of them in my own locality, believe that even the stepfathersand step- 
mothers and those who took care of those who fought for the Govern- 
ment during the war should be provided for in their old age and that 
pensions should be granted to them. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LAWLER. Certainly. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Will the gentleman say that in the locality herep- 
resents his coustituents are desirous of having pension bills passed 
whether they are meritorious or otherwise? 

Mr. LAWLER. I want to say that my people would to-day indorse 
me to vote a pension to every citizen of this country who served in the 
Army who is past that age that he is fit for manual labor, I will an- 
swer him. [Applause.] 

Mr. TARSNEY. Iam satisfied. 

Mr. LAWLER. And that means that the man who is known to 
have served in the Army, who is known to be blind, who is known to 
have been injured, and who has sacrificed his youth and health for 
the Government and for the protection of the Union should be aided 
in his old age. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me interrupt the gentleman from Illinois to 
ask if the constituency he represents is not entirely willing to take the 
judgment of the gentlemen who compose the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions to determine whether the claims pending before them, and 
on which they report to this House, are meritorious or otherwise? 

Mr. LAWLER. The committee are known to be honest and con- 
scientious gentlemen who give a great deal of their time examining 
these cases, and I further wish to say that I would cheerfully, and I 
have cheerfully and willingly, cast my vote on all of these pension 
matters, representing a large constituency, as I do, of over 300,000 
people; and I am pleased to say that they have indorsed my views, and 
sent me back here by a majority of 6,082 votes. [Applause. ] : 

Thesurplus so much talked of; itisthere. I say it were better to put 
it out in internal improvements in the country or to pay it out for pen- 
sions and put it in circulation, where it will do more good than to keep 
it tied up in the vaults of the Treasury. [Applause.] The money paid 
to these unfortunatesis not hoarded up; it is put into active circulation. 
In this country there are to-day over a million men unemployed; and, 
while this surplus can not affect them directly, indirectly it would as- 
sist these people and put more than a million of nnuemployed men to 
work. But our Republican friends say we must draw the line atsome 
place and our Democratic friends say they are becoming alarmed at 
the amount of expenditures. I will say that the party which puts 
that money out in internal improvements is deserving of the thanks of 
the country. 

Mr. KILGORE. For national fairs. 

Mr. LAWLER. I will meet you at Chicago in ’92, and I will say 
that the men who will vote to do that will come back to this House 
with increased majorities. [Applause.] 

Mr. KILGORE. I have been unwittingly, I take it, rung into this 
discussion to-night. I have been subjected to a lecture in a mild way 
by one or two gentlemen who have addressed the committee. There- 
fore, I think it is entirely proper that I should consume a little of the 
time of this committee in this discussion. There have been but few 
observations, if any, upon the pending question, because it has been a 
discussion after the manner of procedure known to gentlemen who par- 
ticipated in the war called ‘‘shelling the woods.” We are engaged in 
‘shelling the woods” this evening, and I want the privilege of indulg- 
ing in that luxury a little myself. 

Now, my friend from Missouri [ Mr. STONE] made a very fine speech. 
But he argued bis case after the trial, after the verdict against him, 
and after the motion for new trial had been overruled and the final 
judgment entered. As suggested by the gentleman from Ipdiana [ Mr. 
Cooper], if he had been here on last Friday night and bad made the 
eloquent speech which he has made here this evening, I apprehend the 
action of this House would have been more in conformity with his views 
and convictionsin regard to the bills he has discussed. Atany rate, Mr. 
Chairman, if he is so much opposed to the bills he referred to, if he has 
found so little merit in them, it was within his power to defeat them. 
Now, when I make up my mind in sessions like this that a measure 
ought not to I know how it can be defeated, and proceed to defeat 
it. That is the best way to do business, 
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Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I think my friend ought to permit me a 
word, 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir; I will permit you to say anything, A 
man who talks so eloquently can alwys command my attention. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I remarked at the outstart of what I said 
that I was here on Friday night last; that I had not previously ever 
taken occasion to examine these bills; that they were read rapidly from 
the Clerk’s desk, so rapidly that it was almost impossible for me to un- 
derstand the merits of the cases. Since then, as a matter of curiosity 
somewhat, I have, however, looked over them as published in the REC- 
ORD, and what I said in regard to these measures is simply to explain 
that itis my purpose in future similar measures to examine them so 
far as I can in advance in order, at the proper time, to explain my ob- 
jections to them, if I have any objections, 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, he insists “ that the gentle- 
man from Texas” inter; “a feeble opposition. *? [Laughter. ] 
“A feeble opposition.”’ [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, it may be feeble, 
but if itis true ‘*’tis pity ’tis, *tistrue.’’ But the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, who wasin the Forty-ninth Congress, if he will examine the rec- 
ord, will find during that Congress the House would pass from eighty 
to one hundred and twenty bills on the Friday night sessions. The 
House was in the habit of doing with precipitation, I may say, with in- 
decent haste what is done in the Senate nearly every day. It would 
pass private pension bills without reading them or the report of the 
committee. 

Now, I have only chosen, in my limited experience in Congress, to 
nttend these meetings and to insist that business should be conducted 
in a business-like method. I have insisted that the bills should not 
be passed without having been read in the hearing of members of this 
Honse, and that the report of the committee should be read, so that the 
House might be advised as to the merits of the question under con- 
sideration. I have found a great deal of opposition in my efforts to 
hold the House down to the transaction of business after the manner 
of business men; and it is this abuse in private and local legislation I 
have heretofore resisted, and which I think it is my duty to continue 
to resist. I do not come from a country that is affected by pension 
legislation; and if the gentlemen who do come from those sections of 
country where a great number of pensioners live, and where they pre- 
ponderate possibly as voters, consulted their own private judgment, I 
venture to say they would admit that there are flagrant abuses per- 
petrated in this House continually in respect tosuch legislation. They 
say that to me in private conversations repeatedly, but that they can 
not resist the evil; it is unpopular with a large class of voters, and 
therefore they must fall in with the crowd and drift along with the 
tide. 

Mr, COOPER, of Indiana. Will the gentieman allow me? 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I will say to my very good friend from 
Texas, if he refers to the State from which I have the honor to come, I 
hope his remarks at present have no relation tome. And I will ask 
the gentleman if it is not true that I have repeatedly sat near him 
and with him and with my arms around his shoulders besought him 
to keep his seat in order that orderly transaction of business at Friday 
night sessions might not be interrupted ? 

Mr. KILGORE. Thatistrne. The gentleman has been very affec- 
tionate tome. [Laughter.] But I want to ask my friend from Indi- 
ana if he has not said to me that bill or this bill ought not to pass, 
but to let it go? [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Oh, no! Ob, no! I beg your pardon. 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. KILGORE. I havea recollection of some of these conversations, 
but I will raise no question npon that subject. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is the abuse of this system that I resist, and 
I can afford to talk about that abuse. You can not, perhaps. You 
are afraid todo so, It affects your election—Democrats and Repub- 
licans alike—and I suppose I would be afraid to talk about it, too, if I 
were in the same position you are. Iam not saying that Il am any 
braver than you, but Iam in the attitude to talk about it; and the 
fact that I come from the far Southwest, the fact that I was on the 
losing side in the ‘‘ recent nnpleasantness,’’ does not in the least affect 
my sense of duty here, and it ought not to, and I hope it does not, 
affect the obligation which is upon me to discharge my duty as I un- 
derstand it. Iam not going over the country apologizing continually 
for being born and raised in the South and standing with my own peo- 
ple in the late war. I do not deem it necessary that I should sur- 
render my independence and my judgment as a member of this House 
merely to satisfy the world that í am thoroughly and profoundly recon- 
structed. 

Now, as I have said, it is the abuse of thesystem that I have always 
chosen to resist. Never since I have been a member of this House have 
I raised my voice against a suitable pension to the man who carried 
the musket and the knapsack and who bore the brunt of battle during 
the war, if he presented a meritorious case. It is extravagant pen- 
sions, it is pensions to wealthy and fashionable people, it is pensions 
to people who are in high life and who hold high tions, backed by 
wealth, influence, and culture, I have resisted. doing that I be- 


lieve I am in the discharge of my duty according to my own judgment, 
and no man has a right to criticise my motives in that respect. 

As I say, it is the abuse that I have resisted. I have resisted bills 
which, upon the face of the reports made by the committee, did not ap- 
pear to present a meritorious case. I have resisted bills where it oc- 
curred to me that the committee had made a mistake or had gone further 
than any reasonable rule would sanction. And, Mr. Chairman, I have 
the right to differ with the Committee on Invalid Pensions. If their 
report upon any case is to be taken as conclusive, if there is no appeal, 
if their report is res adjudicata, then the House has no duty to perform 
except to record the judgment of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
If their report is not conclusive, if a bill is subject to objection, criticism, 
and discussion, then the House has a duty to perform, and I, asa mem- 
ber of the House, have my duty to perform, and I trust will be accorded 
the right to perform it in my own way. 

Now, when we talk about these abuses, when we resist claims for 
pension in which there appears to be no merit, some of our friends who 
disagree with us upon this subject immediately take the floor and talk 
about the war for the Union and the brave soldiers who saved the 
Union. Then they proceed to lecture us for entertaining the slightest 
suspicion that every man who wants a pension was not a brave 
and faithful soldier. I do not propose to disparage any man who par- 
ticipated in that war and did his duty. I honor brave men wherever 
they are found; the country honors them and it onght to do so. But 
camp-followers, dead-beats, deserters, dishonorably discharged soldiers, 
have no claim on the country. If the Union Army had not been made 
up of brave men, true and patriotic men, and had not been led by great 
soldiers, the Confederate army would have made no reputation, 
[Laughterand applause]. If the Confederatearmy had not been made 
up of brave soldiers and commanded by brave and skillful generals, the 
Baie ited would have made no reputation. [Renewed laughter and 
applause]. 

PWhy, sir, some of the best men in this House owe their presence here 
to the prowess of the Confederates. Ihave had occasion sometimes to 
say, in a joking way, to my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] and 
my friend from Ohio [Mr. BOOTHMAN], when they have been abusing 
the ‘‘rebels’’ of Texas and Arkansas and the Southern States, ‘‘ Why, 
we did you a favor; you never would have been in Congress if we had 
not shot your legs off.’ [Laughter.] 

Mr, Chairman, this system of private legislation has become one 
of the greatest abuses in the legislative history of this country. The 
public mind has become so strongly impressed with the evils which 
atten’ it that nearly every State in the Union has placed in its con- 
stitution a provision prohibiting the State Legislature from engaging 
in private legislation. Private legislation is the great evil, the greatest 
evilof Congress. Not merely pension legislation; because my war upon 
private legislation, as gentlemen well know, has not been limited to 
pension legislation at all. I have chosen to attack every species of 
private and local legislation before this body. 

Isay it is the greatest evil that attends the work of Congress, and it 
is the abuses that I attack, not merelyin pension legislation, butin all 
other kinds of private legislation—legislation local in its character—if 
I considered it wrong; and it has made no difference to me whether it 
affected the North or the South, whether it was urged by a Democrat 
or a Republican, it met my opposition if my judgment did not sanc- 
tion it. 

Now, the abuses were the things attacked by Mr. Cleveland in his 
vetoes, and if, in undertaking to correct an abuse, he was beaten in the 
discharge of what he believed to be his duty, I say it was better to be 
beaten ou principle than to succeed as a matter of expediency and at 
the sacrifice of principle. Why, Mr. Speaker, only within the last few 
months the whole country resounded with criticism and condemnation _ 
of the abuses which had crept into the Pension Office itself under the 
direction of the present Administration. 

Democrats and Republicans alike condemned the abuses that were - 
found existing in that office. Men who advocate pension legislation 
and men who oppose it alike denounced those abuses, and the result 
was a public exposition of the wrongs and outrages in that office arid 
the removal of the Commissioner in charge of it by reason of the abuses 
which he had committed himself or which he had tolerated in those 
under him. 

Does anybody here condemn the present Administration for turning 
out Commissioner Tanner because he had permitted the most flagrant 
irregularities under his eyesevery day? Yet you come here and criti- 
cise me, and denounce Mr. Cleveland, and denounce other gentlemen 
who oppose abuses in this line, while you tolerate the present Admin- 
istration for discharging those who were guilty of similar abusesin the 
Pension Office itself. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in relation to the remark made by my friend 
from Chicago [Mr. LAWLER], that everybody who is not able to work 
ought to have a ion from the Government, I have only to say that 
is about where this thing is going to end. [Laughter.] The gentle- 
man said that we had made an issue on this subject of pensions. I 
never knew, sir, that the Democratic party had made any issue on 
Segre Why, more pensions, thousands more, were granted under 

Cleveland than under any preceding Administration. 
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I never knew that the Democratic party had made any issue with 
the Republican party against pensions. I know that the Democratic 
party, or members of that party, in this House have resisted the 
abuses which have crept into the Pension Office and into legislation 
upon this subject; and the tendency of those abuses, Mr. Chairman, 
is to the line drawn by my friend from Chicago, who says that he 
has the indorsement of 300,000 people of his policy to give pensions to 
everybody who can not work; t is the idea. 

Now, I want to remark that my friend from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] 
has fallen into an egregious blunder in making the declaration that the 
days of oratory are over. [Laughter]. He ought not to have said it. 
I was satisfied. that they were not over when I heard my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 


ken, 

Ptr. KILGORE. I was satisfied that the days of oratory were not 
over when I heard my other friend from Missouri, the gentleman from 
Kansas City [Mr. TARSNEY]. I was convinced that the days of ora- 
tory had not when I heard my eloquent friend from Kansas 
[Mr. Peters], who spoke in behalf of this bill. If I had not been 
already convinced, why, sir, when I heard my Republican friend from 
Bald Knob [lau Sted arti I heard him and the gentleman from 
Chicago, then this question was conclusively settled that the days of 
oratory are not over, and my friend from Kansas must retract his state- 
ment. 

A MEMBER. You forget the gentleman from Indiana, 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes; I should have referred to the eloquent speech 
of the gentleman from Indiana. But I can not name them all, After 
hearing all these speeches, I know that my friend from Kansas will 
withdraw his remark. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in relation to this bill itself, I think any gen- 
tleman in this House can consistently oppose it without being charged 
with resisting proper pensions to the soldiers of the late war who de- 
serve pensions. I we can consistently oppose any similar measure 
that is supported by no better claim than that presented in thisreport, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think this House might go on in the orderly 

of its business; and if there are cases that come within the 
proper definition of equity, if a man appears to have an equitable 
case—and it ought to be a pretty strong case, because the pension laws 
are very liberal and are very liberally construed—I believe it has been 
held by the Pension Office that a dishonorably discharged soldier may 
be entitled to a pension—— 

Mr. LANE. The gentleman is mistaken—— 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand it has been so held. 

Mr. LANE. The gentleman is mistaken in saying the Pension Office 
is liberal in its construction; it is anything else but liberal. 

Mr. KILGORE, Isay the Pension Office has held that a dishonorably 
discharged soldier may be entitled to a pension. 

Mr. MORROW. In other words, it has held that the pension does 
not depend on the discharge, but on the service and disability. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Assistant Secretary Bussey 
distinctly held that the fact of a soldier having been dishonorably dis- 
charged did not prevent him from obtaining a pension. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is exactly as I understandit. Isay that the 
laws are liberally construed by the Pension Office. 

Mr. MORROW. The Assistant Secretary held that the pension de- 

ded upon the service and disability, and not the character of the 


ischarge. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that; but suppose a man served in 
the war for three years, rendering gallant service, and then deserted, 
would he be entitled toa pension? I say that the pension ought to 
depend upon the entire service—the service from the time of enlistment 
to the disch d if the soldier deserted he ought not to havea 
pension. But I am speaking of that matter only by way of illustra- 
tion. 

Mr, MORROW. I presume the gentleman understands that the de- 
cision to which he refers was simply the construction of astatute; but 
the attention of Congress has been called to the matter by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, who recommends some legislation in that regard. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have mentioned that matter not with the view 
of criticising the action of the office, but only for the purpose of em- 

hhasizing the fact that the pension laws are liberally construed in be- 

If of pensioners, and there is no objection to such liberality. It is 
the intention of Congress that they should be liberally construed, I take 
it; and therefore Congress itself ought to do very little in this line. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I think that we can say that on this 
side of the House there is no questionabont the effectiveness of the gen- 
tleman from Texas in his opposition tothis classof legislation. Since I 
have been in Congress I have observed his conduct here, and I know 
that whenever there has appeared an opportunity to criticise any of 
these pension bills he has resisted them; and I think it was somewhat 
unfair on the part of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] to sa 
that the resistance of the gentleman from Texas been ‘‘ feeble.” 
It has been effective to the extent often of absolutely stopping the 
machinery of Congress in passing upon such measures. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, this particular case is a somewhat remarkable 


He made that remark before you had 


one. It seems that when the President vetoed the bill passed in a 
former Congress it gave rise to a general discussion on the part of gen- 
tlemen on both sides of the House with respect to pension legislation; 
and I find in the RECORD page after page where gentlemen on both 
sides indulged in a full discussion of general pension legislation —— 

Mr. KILGORE. In this case? 

Mr. MORROW. Inthiscase. And after it was all through itappears 
the bill was referred to the committee without a single point having 
been discussed with respect to the merits of the bill, and it looks now 
as if we were to adjourn to-night without the merits of this particular 
case being di . I presume this is only anotherillustration of the 
view of the scientists about the peculiarity of all affairs traveling in 
circles, the earth itself coming around periodically within the range of 
aérial pyrotechnics; and so this case, traveling around, has again come 
within the range of the intellectual’ pyrotechnics of this House with re- 
spect to general legislation. Ido not propose, myself, to indulge in 
anything of that kind. Iam inclined to agree with my friend from 
Kansas in his view that oratory has come to an end, that it is not nec- 
essary for us to indulge in oratory in order to have this sort of legisla- 
tion properly presented to the country. 

Now, what is this case? The President in his message to Congress, 
July 9, 1886, says: 

This claimant entered the service in August, 1861, and was discharged Sep- 
tember 15, 1865. His hospital record shows that during this service he was 


ween for various temporary ailments, among which rheumatism is not in- 
cluded. 


And that was the point on which the veto message was based: that 
this man’s blindness could hardly have arisen from rheumatism, as he 
did not appear to have been treated for rheumatism while in the service. 

We all have, I presume, confidence in this Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. According to the report of that committee this claimant, Frank 
Deming, enlisted August 14, 1861, and served until September 15, 1865, 
four years, one month, and one day, all of this time in Government 
service, with the exception of one thirty-day furlough. 

The committee then goes on to state the nature of the claim: 

Claim is based on total blindness caused by rheumatism, Hospital record 
shows that he was treated at three different times for intermittent fever, and 
once for bronchitis, but the last time he was sent to the hospital no record was 
recorded as to disease, but comrades testify that he suffe from rheumatism. 

I am notsufficiently conversant with the character of diseases to say 
whether there is any pathological sequence between intermittent fever 
and bronchitis and rheumatism, but I think it isa fact which has been 
recognized by physicians that patients suffering from intermittent fever 
and bronchitis are liable as a consequence to attacks of rheumatism. 
I know where a party was traveling in a foreign country, when a child 
was attacked with the bronchitis and was taken to an English physician. 
He at once stated that the child was also subject to rheumatism, and 
gave it as a pathological sequence to throat disease. 

The claimant alleges that he contracted the disease in August, 1864; 
that he never recovered from it, but that it became chronic and eventu- 
ally resulted in total blindness. Claim was rejected by the Pension 
Department for want of sufficient evidence from date of discharge to 
the year 1884. . 

It presents a fair case. There is, in my judgment, no impropriety 
about the discussion of these cases in the House, The on was pro- 
vided for that purpose. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 
and other gentlemen are perfectly right in asking for the reading of the 
report from the committee in each case, in asking for it to be read and 
read in full, and passing upon it such criticism as they may deem nec- 
essary, so that the House may pass intelligently in reference to all these 
matters. 

I believe, from the report in this case, it will be perfectly proper to 
granta pension to this man, who served faithfully, and who is now 
suffering from blindness caused by intermittent fever arising out of 
services in the Army, and for that reason I am in favor of the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen who have addressed the 
committee so far are not members of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, For myself, as a Bourbon Democrat of the severest type, I wish 
to enter my protest against thestatement made here, that the practice in 
the Pension Office is most liberal. I have been three years on this Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and I have examined somewhere near 800 
cases referred to me personally as a member of that committee; and 
in the whole of twenty-five years’ practice of law, and nothing else, I 
am prepared to say to the House and the country that the practice of 
the Pension Office is not liberal at all. I haveon my desk fifteen cases 
reported favorably that I assume to say, if those cases were tried before 
any jury and judge in the country there would be a report in favor of 
the soldier. They are rejected by the Pension Office for the most triv- 
ial and nonsensical reasons; and it is evident to my mind that the 
men selected to make these examinations in the Pension Office are 
taken from a class of men who never had any experience in weighing 
evidence. [am satisfied of that fact from my examination of these cases, 

Iam willing to challenge the investigation of any court or jury to hear 
those cases and to pass upon them, and I say the decision of that court 
and jury would be adverse to the decision of the Pension Office. 

A MEMBER. Cnt it short. 
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Mr. LANE. No, nothing can be done this evening. I think there 
is $6,000 a year wronged out of some soldiers or their widows by the 
course of the House to-night. I do not say who is to blame, butsome 
one is to blame, and whoever is to blame will take the responsibility 
of depriving forty soldiers or their widows of their just allowance. 

For the man who wrote that veto I have the highest esteem and re- 
spect for his judgment and manhood, and in my presence I would not 
allow any man to challenge his honesty, his purity of purpose, his 
sense of duty, and willingness to discharge every obligation fairly rest- 
ing upon him. 

Sas I know, Mr. Chairman, that it is the fortune of man to make 
mistakes. We are but human, and it is human to err, and Grover 
Cleveland is no exception to that rule, 

I have on the Calendar now a case with which I am familiar, the facts 
of which I understand, and a case which was vetoed by him. Thisisa 
case where there is the testimony of six witnesses, five of whom swear 
to a certain state of facts, that the soldier's death was due to his army 
service, and a single witness swears that his death was due, not to his 
army service, but to intoxication. 

Mr. Cleveland, in the exercise of the high functions of his office, saw 
proper to believe the one man in preference to the testimony of the five. 
All of them seemed to be equally conversant with the facts of the case, 
all equally honest and equally intelligent, but he in vetoing the bill 
relied on the testimony of the one manand setaside the testimony of five, 
The case is now on the Calendar for consideration. When the case 
came back with the veto of the President I went myself and saw him 
in rd to it and told him that I had personal knowledge of the man, 
that he was from my own district, and that in my judgment he had 
made a mistake. I mention that, Mr. Chairman, to show that Mr. 
Cleveland sometimes made mistakes himself, although I think in the 
main he was right in the majority of cases which he declined to ap- 
prove. : 

This particular case before us presents some points of interest. The 
committee acted knowingly upon it. Theydid notact blindly, There 
is not a committee of this House that has labored half as hard as this 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and I think I may say with propriety 
that there is no committee of this House which has discharged its duty 
with any more zeal or care than the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
They have studied these cases with extreme care. We have examined 
the testimony carefully in every instance. In this particular case we 
have the assurance of a member of this House who saw this soldier, who 
was there before the committee present with him, who knows his con- 
dition, who was himself an eye-witness of his condition, and therefore 
we did not act blindly, but with a full understanding of the case. 

It is not a proper thing, after twenty-five years, in my judgment, 
when these men have been kept waiting, to go and poise the scales, as 
the President of the United States says, with the utmost precision 
about such cases. For myself I would rather, as a Democrat, make 
ten errors in the granting of pensions than to refuse an act of justice to 
a deserving and worthy soldier. I would rather make ninety-nine er- 
rors in favor of men—if there was an error; my leaning would be that 
way—and give them the benefit of the doubt, rather than to deny the 
right of a single man who is entitled to a pension. 

Gentlemen talk about the pension rules being “liberal.” Why, Mr. 
Chairman, I should like to know where the liberality comes in. You 
may go into a court of justice anywhere in the land, and there is not’ 
a court in this country but, upon the testimony of a single witness, 
you may hanga man, and yet these liberal laws will not permit you to 
go to the Pension Office and have your claim allowed on the testimony 
of a single witness, 

You can go into the courts of the country and secure a verdict for 
$10,000 or any amount on the unimpeached testimony of a single wit- 
ness, and that man the claimant himself; but the system in the Pen- 
sion Office, going away back to the old law of two or three hundred 

ears ago, away back of all the courts of our age and the laws of our 
d, entirely ignores the testimony of the claimant himself, and pre- 
sumes that a man who fought for his country, a gallant soldier, no 
matter what his personal character or standing, if he went before the 
Pension Office in his own behalf would swear to a lie. I say itisa 
shame upon our system and practice in the Pension Office. They at- 
tach no weight to the testimony of the claimant at all, I do not care 
how credible he may be in all the walks of life, simply because he is 
the claimant in the case. 

The courts allow him to come before them and swear to his claim, 
and it is allowed, if the testimony is not impeached. But in the Pen- 
sion Office you say it will not do at all; you must have two corrobora- 
tive witnesses or else the testimony of a commissioned officer. You 
must have other testimony than your own. Is that the liberality that 
gentlemen talk about? - Where is the liberality in that system ? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to all of these cases reported here we 
have exercised the most minute care in examining thetestimony. As 
a matter of fact we ought to report a great many more of them, but 
the committee has been overcareful. It is a shame that men are kept 
out of their just dues for years and years, until old age grows upon 
them, and their claims are allowed to sleep in the pigeon-holes and 
offices of the Government. - 


I am in favor of general laws, of course, when general laws are ap- 
plicable. If itcould be done, all of these cases should be relieved under 
a general law, and I hope before this session of Congress closes that 
out of the Committee on Pensions will be reported a general law re- 
lieving a great mass of these cases. But still the ingenuity of man 
can not devise a general law that will meet all of such cases. 

Why, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] says that you have 
in all the States constitutional prohibition against special legislation. 
And it is a fact that in all the States that have resorted to such a pro- 
hibition they resort to general legislation to meet special cases, and I 
insist that that is worse than the other practice. When you go to States 
where there is prohibition against special legislation what is done? 
Why, they pass a general law to meet a single case, and the result of 
it is that you encumber your statute-books with useless laws which are 
of no purpose whatever after the special case to which they are applied 
is out of the way. 

There are therefore two sides to that question as to every other ques- 
tion. You can criticise this on both sides; and yet it is not well to 
arrive at a judgment until you have examined the other side of the 
case. It must be apparent to every member that it is utterly im 
sible for this House to give attention to each one of these cases. ey 
must rely upon the committee. The committee make their report un- 
der oath to this House, and they state the facts on which they base 
their reports. That report is prima facie evidence of the trath of the 
claim and should be so held until it is impeached. If that position is 
not correct and you have no confidence in your committees you should > 
wipe out the committees and bring all the bills here. 

The committee, in the exercise of its duties, submits a report of the 
facts and its conclusions upon them, and I think that report is prima 
Jacie true until something is brought here rather than the mere ipse 
dixit of some member without proof to sustain the allegation that the 
report is erroneous. Thecase at bar is reported by the committee, and 
I think the report is specific and should be satisfactory. It sets out 
the full case, It charges that the man is blind and that his blindness 
is due to his army service. What more do you want? 

I think the claim ought to be allowed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
to this bill reported by the committee, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension 
Jaws” and insert in lieu thereof “at the rate of $40 per month.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


HENRY BLOOMFIELD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5617) 
granting a pension to Henry Bloomfield. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to putthe name of Henry Bloomfield, late of Company G, 
Ninety-second New York Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the pension laws: 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
5617) granting a pension to Henry Bloomfield, submit the following report: 

Claimant enlisted December 29, 1863, was discharged April 6, 1865, as a pri- 
vate, Company G, Ninety-second New York Infantry. Claim for pension was 
rejected December 5, 1883, for want of testiuony of a commissioned officer or 
comrades that the wound was received while in line of duty. Basis of claim is 
a wound, left foot, by accidental discharge of his gun July5, 1864. There 

no dispute as to this point; it is clearly shown by the records of the War De- 

tment of his service; the hospital and medical reports are full and plain, but 

tis claimed that the wound was received by the accidental discharge of his 

gun while cleaning it after returning from the picket line, when it was wet by 
rain during the night. 

Your committee therefore, believing that the claimant was on tary at the 
time and it being clearly shown that his record of service as a soldier was 
good, would ghey sampler i recommend that he be placed on the pension-rolls, 
subject to the rules and regulations governing the same. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I would like to know, Mr, Chairman, 
peste’ under the rules the sitting of the House is limited to 10 
o'clock ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The House will adjourn at half-past ten, accord- 
ing to the rule. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in 
reference to this bill. Mr. Bloomfield, the beneficiary of this bill, ap- 
plied for a pension on the ground that he had been injured by a gun- 
shot wound by which his left big toe was injured. The toe was not 
lost, but injured by theshot. The medical board which examined him 
found, and so reported, that the injury resalting from this wound was 
slight. I examined the papers at the Pension Office to-day. The 
question before the Pension Department, the question at issue, and 
which was determined by the officials in that Department, was as to 
how this wound was inflicted, the circumstances under which it was 
done, and whether it was received while the soldier was in the dis- 
charge of his duty and in the line of his duty. 

The claimant in his original application, made under oath, stated 
that the wound was received in battle—the battleof Petersburgh. That 
is what he swore to when he filed his application in June, 1879. He 
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was not able to furnish any proof by anybody as to when or how or 
where the wound was received. He swore that his lieutenant-colonel 
was present when the wound was received, but the colonel was dead. 
Afterwards, on May 4, 1881, two years after this original application 
under oath was filed, he filed another affidavit, in which he stated that 
the gunshot wound was not received in battle, but, as stated in the re- 

: port of the committee just read by the Clerk, that it was received while 
cleaning his gun after having been relieved from picketduty. The two 
statements are contradictory. There is but one single witness whose 
testimony is offered in the case, that of Samuel Bloomfield, presumably 
a relative. 

I could not discover from the somewhat brief examination I was 
obliged to make of the papers what the kinship was, if any existed at 
all. That witness, Samuel Bloomfield, simply testified that he ‘‘ under- 
stood’’ that the claimant’s wound was occasioned by an accidental dis- 
chargeofhisgun. ‘'That his understanding was.’ How he was made 
to understand it, when or from whom he learned it, isnotstated. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, that is the whole case as it appears in the papers on file 
in the Pension Department. The case as presented here depends en- 
tirely on the testimony of the claimant himself. 

Mr. BELKNAP. 1 would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, Certainly. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Did you examine the record evidence? 

Mr. STONE, ot Missouri. I examined the reportof the medical board. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Did you not find that he was in the hospital fora 
gunshot wound, and that he was discharged from the service on ac- 
count of that wound? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I found that there was a report from the 
Adjutant-General or some officer of the War Department who furnishes 
those reports—— 

Mr. BELKNAP. From the Surgeon-General. 

Mr. STONE. of Missouri. The Surgeon-General, I meant to say, and 
that this man had been in the hospital for a gunshot wound, but that 
was all. That he was wounded I have no sort of doubt. 

Mr, BELKNAP. - Did not that record state, and did it not do so 
plainly, that he was discharged from the service on account of this 
wound? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. F do not remember as to that. Icannot 
say exactly what was statedin that report. I can not see that it is ma- 
terial. 

Mr. BELKNAP. But did you look to see if such was the fact? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I can not now recollect whether I did or 
not. If I did so, I do not regard it as a material fact and I do not 
now say it is. 

_ Mr. BELKNAP. What, then, would you regard as a material fact 
in this ca-e? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The question to be determined in order 
to entitle thisclaimant to a pension is, first, to ascertain whether there 
was disability at all and the nature of the disability, and, then, to de- 
termine whether that disability was incurred in the military service and 
in the line of duty. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Did you not discover in the papers the report of 
the special examiner, who-examined that case, hunted up the evidence, 
and made up the claim in that case? Did it not show that it was re- 
garded asa very meritorious one, fully describing the soldier’s disabilities 
and that it was rejected simply on account of the fact that the wound 
was not received in line of duty; that the man was not on duty, but 
was cleaning his gun, and that the case was rejected simply because of 
the fact that the claimant was not in the line of daty? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. My remembrance of the report of the 
board of medical examiners, as I stated, is that there was evidence of 
the wound to this toe, that there was a cicatrix upon the toe, and that 
there was some adhesion to the bone of the toe; but that the wound 
itself was slight and the injury was slight. 

Mr. BELKNAP. I do not understand that such is the evidence. 
Now, I know this man personally and have known him for the last ten, 
twelve, or fifteen years. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I did not yield for a statement. 

Mr. BELKNAP. I know that he walks with a crutch and that he 
is unable to walk without a crutch. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to yield. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, Now, Mr. Chairman, I of course am pass- 
ing upon this question on the evidence as delivered under oath and on 
file in the Pension Office, and not upon what may be within the per- 
sonal knowledge of the honorable gentleman who interrupted me, and 
who, I believe, has not volunteered to make a statement in the way of 

‘evidence. Now, it has occurred tome as being strange and unaccount- 
able that if a man was actually wounded in the line of duty in battle 
nobody knew it, not even himself. 

Mr. MORROW. Will the gentleman from Missouri allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Certainly. 

“Mr. MORROW. As I understand the evidence, it is that this man 
received this wound in battle and in line of duty. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. There is no evidence of that except the 
statement of the soldier himself. 


Mr. MORROW. And that is what you were looking for. Now, if 
that evidence was on file would not he receive a pension from the Pen- 
sion Bureau, and therefore have had no occasion to come and ask for 
this relief? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I know nothing about that, 

Mr. MORROW. And is not that the present condition of the ease; 
that, becanse it does not appear that he received this wound in battle 
and in line of duty, he was not given a pension by the Bureau? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not prepared 
to say what the position of the Pension Office would have been if cer- 
tain conditions had existed and certain facts had been made to appear. 

My statement is this, and I want it to be distinctly understood, that 
the only evidence that I could find in the case touching the incurrence 
of this alleged disability was the testimony of the claimant himself, 
supported by the statement of Samuel Bloomfield that he had ‘‘ under- 
stood ” that this man had been accidentally shot while cleaning his gun. 
But thesoldier himself, in his original statement made under oath, said 
that he had received the wound in action in the battle of Petersburgh. 
Two years afterward he filed a supplementary affidavit in which he 
stated that the wound was not received in battle, but was accidental; 
that he had been recently relieved from picket duty, and while clean- 
ing his gun it was accidentally discharged, resulting in this injury. 
Now, that is the whole testimony in the case, except such inferences as 
may be drawn from the report of the medical board or the record in 
the War Department, that he was in hospital for a wound, and it is 
upon those inferences that my friend [Mr. BELKNAP], who, I suppose, 
made this report—did the gentleman make the report? 

Mr. BELKNAP. I made that report, and I made it upon the evi- 
dence found on file with the claim; and if the gentleman searched the 
records as he claims to have done, he must have found that it is plainly 
and clearly shown that the claimant was confined in the hospital and 
treated fora gunshot wound in the foot and was discharged from the 
service on account of the same. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. There ought to be no dispute about the 
facts. Let me ask my friend whether this statement is correct accord- 
ing to his memory: That the soldier himself testified in his first appli- 
cation that the wound was received in action, and afterwards, in his 
later affidavit, stated that it was an accidental injury, not received in 
battle. Am I correct so far? 

Mr. BELKNAP. I am not prepared to dispute the technical point 
brought up here—— 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, I am simply asking for the evidence. 

Mr. BELKNAP. But I assure the gentleman that there was no time 
during the siege of Petersburgh when the troops were not in action. It 
was one continual battle day and night. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I will ask my friend one question further: 
Whether there is any testimony of any witness except Samuel Bloom- 
field corroborating the testimony of the claimant himself and whether 
that testimony of Samuel Bloomfield is not purely hearsay? 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. STONE] allow 
me to ask a question ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. Have you here the exact language used by the claim- 
ant in his original application, so that you are able to state positively 
whether he said he received this wound “‘in action?’ or during the 
fight at Petersburgh ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I have not a copy of the affidavit here. 

Mr. GROUT. The exact language might be very important, because 
that siege or battle was an affair running through many days, as all 
soldiers who were connected with it will remember. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. While I have not copied either of the 
affidavits in the case, I undertake to say that the first affidavit does 
distinctly state that the wound was received in action, in the battle of 
Petersburgh, and uses that language, ‘‘in action.” 

Mr. GROUT. Uses the language ‘‘in action?” 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Yes, ‘‘in action.’ I wish that under- 
stood, and I will stand by it. I undertake to say, also, that the sec- 
ond affidavit is as I have stated. 

Mr. GROUT. The language could not have been “during the 
action?” 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. ‘‘In action.” Then, in the second affi- 
davit, when hisattention is called to it, he specially corrects that state- 
ment. 

Mr. SMYSER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Certainly: 

Mr. SMYSER. If the record discloses the fact that the man was 
treated for this wound and the soldier himself, in his first declaration, 
does allege that he received it at one place, but aiterwards states that 
he received it at another, would you not say that he had simply made 
a mistake? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. There is no question that it was a mis- 
take. 

Mr. SMYSER. Would you be prepared to go farther, or do you now 
mean to impute perjury to the claimant simply because there is a dis- 
crepancy in his statements? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I mean to say that this is a claim against 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2263 - 


the Government of the United States, prosecuted under the laws of the 
United States, and that there ought to be some sort of conformity to 
the requirements of the law; and I go further and say that it is an un- 
usual and dangerous practice to allow a claim upon the.unsupported 
testimony of the claimant himself, and especially so when he has made 
contradictory statements as to the main facts. 

Mr. SMYSER. But do you not base your objection largely upon the 
ground that the soldier has made contradictory statements as to how 
the wound was incurred? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Yes, sir; and as to when it was incurred. 

Mr. SMYSER. Now, when yor find the Government itself furnish- 
ing record evidence ofthe injury, are you notthen prepared to say that 
the soldier simply made a mistake in one or other of his declarations, 
as to the time and place when he received the injury? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Iam prepared to say that he certainly 
made a mistake. 

Mr. SMYSER. An innocent mistake. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. No doubthe madea mistake. There can 
be no doubt about that. 

Mr. HILL. If the gentleman will permit me I will ask him a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Certainly, sir, 

Mr. HILL. Would it make any difference as to the real merits of 
the case whether this wound was received in action, as stated in the 
first affidavit, or accidentally by the discharge of the soldier’s gun, 
as stated in the second afidavit? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Oh, I think not. I mean to say that it 
makes no difference in my judgment whether he was wounded in battle 
or accidentally wounded while in the discharge of his duty and in the 
line of duty. I think there would be no difference in that respect. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. As I understand, my friend from Missouri has 
looked at the report of the medical board that examined this claimant. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. What disability rating did that board give him? 

Mr, STONE, of Missouri. Well, I can not recall it, if there was any. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. There wassome disability rating, was there not? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Very likely. I will say to my friend that 
I devoted three or four hours to-day—the only time I have had to give 
to this matter during the week—to the investigation of a number of 
these cases, But as to details of that character, though possibly I ob- 
served them, I did not make any minute, and hence I can not answer 
accurately the question of my friend. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Is not this the situation of the claim, that no 
dispute as to the fact of the man having been wounded arises? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I do not dispute it. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, And when the claimant himself swears that he 
received the wound in action and afterward swears that the wound 
was received while he was cleaning his gun after he had returned from 
picket duty, does not this circumstance show that the man intended 
to be honest about the matter, to state the fact as to the occurrence? 
He was not obliged to state afterward (was he) that the wound was 
received ont of action? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I will ask the gentleman a question, 
Yankee fashion. If he were the Commissioner of Pensions and if in 
the discharge of his duty under the law an applicant should come be- 
fore him with nothing bat his own unsupported testimony and state 
that he hal received a wound in battle—in the fierce onslaught of bat- 
tle—and if two years afterward he should come and make another afi- 
davit saying that he had received the wound at an entirely different 
place and under entirely different circumstances, by reason of an acci- 
dent—and that is the whole afirmative testimony—would the gentle- 
man grant the pension? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I will say this in answer to the gentleman’s 
question: If I were the Commissioner of Pensions, I would grant pen- 
sions upon sufficient evidence as recognized by the rules of law. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I have stated a particular case. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I will meet the case. In this instance there is 
but one witness to the incurrence or origin of the wound. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. And that is the claimant. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. The Pension Office, under such circumstances, 
can not grant a pension, and for that very reason the man comes to 
Congress for relief. 

Now, if I were Commissioner of Pensions and desired to test the truth- 
fulness of this witness, I would let this circumstance bear some weight 
with me: the fact that there was a continuous action in front of Peters- 
burgh for many weeks or months, that this man may have been on 
picket duty when he was in fact in actual action, and upon his immedi- 
ate return, in cleaning his gun, he might have received the injury as 
soldiers frequently did to my own personal knowledge; and the differ- 
ences in the statements of the witnesses as to time and place are so 
slight that they would not, in my judgment, bear against the man’s 
truthfulness, The mere fact that this man, being himself the only 
witness to the incurrence of the disability, states at one time the cir- 
cumstances in one way and at another time in another way, shows to 
my mind that he did not intend to deceive, because there was no ne- 
cessity resting upon him, if he intended to deceive, to make the second 


statement differ from the first as to the circumstances under which the 
wound was received. 4 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it not probable, from the 
gentleman’s own knowledge of the way things were done, that if this 
man had received the wound in action his company commander would 
have reported him wounded at the time, and there would then have 
been corroborative evidence? He might not have been familiar with 
that rule; but when he made his statement under oath that he had 
been wounded in action the absence of his name from the company 
report would be contradictory of his statement; and therefore if he 
were intending to deceive he might afterward want to fix up the mat- 
ter so as to make the wound appear as having been received under cir- 
cumstances which would not require, as he would think, that it should 
appear in the official report. If he had been wounded, even by acci- 
dent, when he was on duty or with his company, that would have been 
returned by the proper officer of the company in accounting for the 
absence of the soldier, if the record was kept in that regiment, as I 
suppose it was. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Now, my friend from Kentucky is too old and 
too good a soldier not to know that frequently men were injured in the 
service, and injuredin action, when the company commander was not 
near, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. A case of this kind might occur when the com- 
pany commander was not t 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly. But in all 
well disciplined companies or regiments every soldier must be ac- 
counted for. There is a morning report of the orderly sergeant to the 
sergeant-major of the regiment, which accounts for every soldieron the 
roll; the soldier must be present for duty, or detailed, or absent sick, 
or in some way accounted for. Now, this person would be accounted 
for on that roll if he had been wounded. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Let me put a question to the gentleman. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Iwantto ask my friendaquestion. Ithink 
I have yielded far enough. Before this debate is closed I want to ask 
one question of my friend from Ohio [Mr, BooruMAn]. I believe he 
was wounded in battle? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Yes; I think I havea lively recollection of that. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I would like to know whether my friend 
from Ohio, in applying for a pension, would be able to state whether 
he was shot by the enemy or shot by himself. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Yes, I think I would. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, Well, does it not occur to you that this 
man ought to have been able to state in the first place whether he was 
shot in battle, as he says he was (leaving the inference to be drawn 
that it was a wound received from the enemy), or whether he inflicted 
the wound himself? 

Mr. BOUTHMAN, I will answer that question by asking another. 
Does not my friend know that in many of these cases the soldier is not 
able to draught his own papers; and I do not understand that the papers 
in this case were draughted by the claimant. Now, when the soldier 
goes to a claim agent to have his papers draughted the attorney in bun- 
dreds of instances places in the blank language which the soldier him- 
self would not put there in describing the injury; in other words, the 
attorney, having the usual idea that every wound is received in action, 
puts it down so. À 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I do not know about that, Mr. Chairman, 
but I know this (of course gentlemen can do asthey please)—I know 
that this claim was rejected on account of this insuficient testimony, 
after a full investigation by the Pension Department; and it seems to 
me to be carrying this policy of private legislation to a great extreme 
when we allow a measure of this sort to be passed through here upon 
testimony of this character. 

The CHAIRMAN, The yuestion is, Shall this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

The question being put, it was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Morrow having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House, having had under considera- 
tion pension business on the Private Calendar, had directed him to re- 
port back the bill (H. R. 5620) granting a pension to Frank Deming, 
Company F, Ninth Michigan Infantry, with an amendment, and the bill 
(H. R. 5617) granting a pension to Henry Bloomfield without amend- 
ment, 

FRANK DEMING, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill (H. R. 5620) granting a pen- 
sion to Frank Deming, Company F, Ninth Michigan Infantry, has been 
reported back with an amendment, which will be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Strike out ‘subject to the limitations and provisionsof the pension laws” and 
insert “at the rate of $40 per month.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move that the House ad- 
journ. 

A MEMBER. Let us pass these bills. 
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In view of the debate we have 
had this evening, we had better postpone action until after we have seen 
that debate in the RECORD. 

Mr. PERKINS. The country will understand they have not per- 
mitted a single ion bill to pass to-night. It will be understood 
that gentlemen have exhausted this entire evening in debate. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Let the country understand that they 
have dropped out forty pension cases which should have been passed 
to-night. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a point of order. 
The rhetorical and excited statements of my friends on the other side 
are entirely out of order. The motion to adjourn is not debatable. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The country will understand who it is 
has prevented to-night the passage of any pension business, 

en (at 10 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Speaker pro tempore 
declared the House adjourned. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


~ Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, the following memorial was delivered 
to the Speaker and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: A memorial of the Legislature 
of Mississippi, recommending the passage of a law by Congress com- 
pelling railroads engaged in interstate commerce to equip their cars 
with uniform safety automatic couplers and power automatic brakes— 

' to the Committee on Commerce. 


RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was delivered 
to the Speaker and referred as follows: 
Pedic Mr. McCORD: 


That the Committee on Printing be, and they are hereby, author- 
pd ona pe Cakra to consider a proposition to furnish to the House of Repre- 
to a consolidated alphabetical index of the reports of committees of the 


gaus and Bonate tas the nning of the First Con: |, 1789, to the close of 
the Fiftieth Co 889, being the reports for one undred years, the com- 
to report by euor, or otherwise; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XHI, the following reports were filed, and, 
with accompanying bills, ordered to be printed, and referred as follows: 

Mr. TAYLOK of Tennessee, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the bill (S. 609) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Catherine Tittle, widow of Ephraim Tittle—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
bill (H. R, 2989) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha E. Jones—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported favorably the bill Ga R. 4028) ting a pension to Agnes 
Vetter—to the Committee of the Whole Hear 

Mr. WILLCOX, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 4473) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank of 
the State of Connecticut—to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 4808) granting a pension to Roxanna Finch; 

A bill (H. R. 1456) granting a pension to Ira E. Smith; 

A bill if R. 1670) granting a pension to Sarah Hamilton; 

A bill (H. R. 4127) granting a pension to Rhoda Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 4126) granting a pension to H. G. Church; 

A bill (H. R. 4038) granting a pension to James Fitzgerald; 

A bill (H. R. 6296) granting a pension to Samantha Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 1672) granting a pension to Margaret P. Minteer; 

A bill (H. R. 7078) granting a pension to Mary B, Stidger; 

A bill (H. R. 4258) increasing the pension of Francis Gilman; ' 

A bill (S. 907) to restore the name of Mrs. Mary L. Bradford to the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (S. 2137) granting a pension to David C. Bullard; 

A bill 578) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma Dill; 

A bill (S, 177) granting a pension to Mary McCowan; 

A bill (S. 650) granting a pension to William H. Cummings; 

A bill (S. 2290) granting a pension to Olina Hanson; 

A bill (S. 2283) to increase the pension of W. H. H. Bailey, of Brain- 

Mass.; and 

A bill (Ss. 2347) granting an increase of pension to George L. Warren. 

Mr. FLICK also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the following bills; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 4152) granting an increase of pan to Albert Mabb; 

A bill o R. 4359) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ogden; and 

A bill (S. 1221) granting a pension to Helen Plunkett. 

Mr. LAWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 


ably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House: 

A bill fe R. heed granting a pension to John H. McLaughlin; and 

A bill (H. R. 5299) for the relief of Chloe Cooper. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 1400) for the relief of Patrick Culhan; and 

A bill (S. 1022) granting a pension to the widow of the late Com- 
mander Samuel H. Baker, United States Navy. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 5964) granting the Spokane 
Falls and Northern Ratlway Company the right of way through the 
Colville Indian reservation—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
favorably the bill (S. 368) to establish two additional land districts in 
the State of Nebraska—to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported favorably the bill (H. R. 7993) to amend section 4 of “ An act 
to authorize the county of Laurens, in the State of Georgia, to con- 
struct a bridge across, the Oconee River, at or near Dublin, in said 
county and State’’—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 3857) to provide for the disposal of a 
portion of the United States military reservation at Baton Rouge, La.— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 3107) for the relief of Col. James Lindsey—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the 
bill (S. 1381) for the relief of Jacob I. Cohen and A Randolph Morde- 
cai—to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported with amendment the bill (H. R. 3871) for the establishment 
of a steam fog-signal at Ludington light-station, Michigan—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill (S. 117) for the relief of Edward H. Lieb—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill (S. 888) for the relief of George K. Otis or his legal represent- 
atives—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were delivered to the Speaker, severally read twice, and 
réferred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 8193) to amend section 12 of the act 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4, 18%7— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 8194) to amend section 1 of ‘‘An act 
granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war’’—to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 8195) to provide for the coinage of 
both gold and silver and for the issuance of coin certificates to circulate 
as money, and to provide for the substitution of such certificates for 
the silver and gold certificates now outstanding—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. à 

By Mr. PAYSON: A bill (H. R. 8196) for the erection of a public 
building at Kankakee, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr, RUSK: A bill (H. R. 8197) to define the route of the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 

to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8198) for the 
erection of a public building at Georgetown, Ky.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PIERCE: A bill (H. R. 8199) to authorize a survey of that 
portion of the Mississippi River west and north of Red Fork Lake, in 
Kentucky and Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8200) to erect a public building at 
Mount Vernon, Ind.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 8201) to amend the Articles of 
War relative to the punishment on conviction by courts-martial—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8202) to provide for the examination of certain 
officers of the Army and to regulate promotion of officers therein—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 8203) authorizing the construction 
of a new steam-tender for service in the sixth light-house district—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 8204) to direct the Secretary of 
War to appoint a commission to ascertain and report the facts concern- 
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the destruction of property at Augusta, Ky., on September 27, 
1862—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 8205) to amend section 22 of the act 
to regulate commerce, as approved March 2, 1889—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 8235) to prevent desertions from 
the Army, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military Af- 


By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 8236) to amend chapter 331, ap- 
proved July 20, 1874, entitled “An act making additions to the fif- 
teenth section of the act approved July 2, 1864, entitled ‘An act to aid 
in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of 
the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’’”’ approved July 1, 
1862—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: A joint resolution (H. Res. 124) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to take possession of part of Governor’s Isl- 
and for the establishment of an immigration depot—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT (by request): A bill (H. R. 8206) for the relief of 
Raby Alderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8207) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Charles W. Adams, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8208) for the 
relief of H. P. Montgomery and Patty W. Garnett, executor and ex- 
ecutrix of Gean Garnett, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8209) for the relief of Thomas Kephart—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8210) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Maria L. Caraher—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 8211) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Rebecca E. Simon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 8212) granting a pension to John 
Preacher—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8213) for the relief of James R. Ed- 
wards, of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 8214) for the relief of Gamabil Ben- 
jamin—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8215) granting a pension to Elsie Dykeman, 
mother of James and Nathan Dykeman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8216) granting a pension to John Mann—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8217) granting a pension to Mary E. Smith, widow 
of George W. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 8218) to granta pension to Margaret E. 
Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 8219) grantinga pension to Emeline 
M. Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8220) granting a pension to Marion M. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES; A bill (H. R. 8221) granting a pension to William 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 8222) grantinga pension to Sarah C. 
Rutledge—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 8223) for relief of A. N. Kimball 
and sureties on his official bond as receiver of public moneys—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8224) granting a pension to 
Charles Avery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8225) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Jane Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 8226) granting a pension to James 
H. Fleming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 8227) granting a pension to Ann 
Downey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8228) granting a pension to Eliza Wentz—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 8229) granting a certificate of honor- 
ra service to George W. Sollers—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs, 

By Mr. MORRILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 8230) to provide for 
bt payment of $5,000 to Mrs. Celia C. Short—to the Committee on 

aims, 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8231) granting a pension to Har- 
riet P. Farnsworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8232) for the relief of 
Robert N. Nation—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


= 


By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H.R. 8233) ting a pen- 
sion to Catherine Vaughn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 8234) granting a pension to Cathe- 
rine S. Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8237) for the relief 
of Jared W. Dillman, late of the United States Navy—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. < 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8238) for the relief of William Wheeler Hubbell— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


a under clause 2 of Rule XXII the following changes of reference were 
e: 

A bill (H. R. 6967) for the relief of sailors and marines in the United 
States Naval Homes—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 7008) granting a pension to Thomas Shannon—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

A bill (S, 647) granting a pension to Catherine Simmonds—Commit- 
ee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

*ensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7523) granting a pension to Calvin Gunn—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

A bill (H. R. 4819) granting increase of pension to Gottfried Gauss— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7073) to investigate into and remunerate Samuel 8. 
Stevenson, a physician of the city of Detroit, county of Wayne and State 
of Michigan, fora certain discovery and cure for sporadic pneumonia and 
“la grippe” pneumonia—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 4105) for the relief of Jesse H. Strickland—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, 

Petition to accompany the bill (H. R. 6780) to refund license fees to 
officers of steam-vessels—Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: Petition of William Foy, ad- 
ministrator of Fiester Foy, deceased, praying for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of ex-Union soldiers, in favor of a 
service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Resolutions of town council of Waldo, Fla., 
asking an appropriation for improvement of the entrance to Cumber- 
land Sound—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of town council of Gainesville, Fla., asking an ap- 
propriation for improvement of the entrance to Cumberland Dani 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of Alfred A. Jerome, for an increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of William Hester, Theodore Reynolds, 
and others, of Vermillion Grove, Vermillion County, Illinois, asking - 
Congress to reject recommendations of the Senate Naval Committee 
proposing large expenditures for the Navy and coast defenses—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Resolutions of the Vessel-Owners and Capt- 
ains’ National Association, for approp iations for a deep harbor at Galves- 
ton, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of Redfield Post, No. 26, Grand Army of 
the Republic, at Perry, Iowa, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Samuel Irwin Post, No. 444, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, at New Virginia, Iowa, in favor of a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Dorr Post, No. 62, Grand Army of the Republic, at 
Altoona, Iowa, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of J. D. O’Brian Post, No. 65, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Oswego, N. Y., praying for the passage of a 
service-pension act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DORSEY : Petition of members of the Farmers’ Alliance, of 
the State of Nebraska, for the defeat of the Windom bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of H. A. Hayward, L. Oswald, and 14 others, citizens of 
the State of Nebraska, for the defeat of the Windom bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Atlanta Post, No. 275, Grand Army of the Republic, 
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of Platte Center, Nebr., in reference to increased pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: Petition of John Ludwig and 88 others, citi- 
zens of Minnesota, asking that a pension be granted to E. A. Goodfel- 
low—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition asking that the Superintendent of Census be author- 
ized to collect data relative to the electrical industry—to the Select 
Committee on the Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Petitionof John 8. Patric, for an extension of 
patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Resolutions of Gila Lodge, No. 1350, F. M. B. A., 
Jasper County, Illinois, against: the ship subsidy bill, and of same 
lodge, against increasing circulation of national banks—to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition and proof upon the pension claim of Martha 
J. Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and proof upon the pension claim of Margaret E. Hall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial by the Legislature of South Dakota, 
asking that an appropriation be made to aid in the selection of in- 
T ty school lands in South Dakota—to the Committee on the Pub- 

c Lands. 

By Mr. GROUT; Petition of Marion M. Smith, of Reading, Vt., for 
a widow’s pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, of Emeline M. Butler, for a widow’s pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of citizens of Wisconsin, asking for the 

of an appropriation bill to provide for the completion of the 
Bault Ste. Marie Canal and improvements of Hay Lake Channel—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions of Buford Post, No. 300, 
Grand Army of the Republic, at Ogden, Boone County, lowa, urging 
the passage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Ida F. Bossler, praying that her name 
be placed on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: Petition of A. A. Fulton and others, of Xenia, 
Ohio, asking that the name of Mollie V. Johnson be placed on the pen- 
sion-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Malinda Ellis, of Xenia, Ohio, fora pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of old soldiers, of Garnett, Kans., in 
favor of a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'N FILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition of Samuel M. Thatcher, 
for restoration to the pension-roll and increase of his pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the ex-letter-carriers of Philadelphia, asking that 
the civil-service law may be so amended as to give five years for applica- 
tion for reinstatement instead of one year, the present period—to the 
Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of Harriett P. Farnsworth, asking for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Frank Jones and others, citizens of Up- 
per Sandusky, Ohio, asking for a tax on cigars, and for protection by 
trade-marks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions of Newell Post, No, 416,Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Newell; of E, O. C. Ord Post, No. 219, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Sutherland; of Kenyon Post, No. 339, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Sanford, and Colonel Goodrich Post, No. 117, Grand 
Army of the Kepublic, of Odebolt, all of Department of Iowa, urging 
cad ag of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 15, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, W. 
H. MILBURN, D.D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


GOVERNMENT OWNERSHIP OF PACIFIC RAILROAD SECURITIES. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, by instruction of the Committee on 


Pacific Railroads, I submit the following resolution and ask unani- 


mous consent for its present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby requested to inform 
the House of Representatives, at as early a date as practicable, whether the 
Government of the United States is the owner or holder of any of the first-mort- 

securities of any of the Pacific railroad companies wh were aided by 
e Government; and, if so, the amount of such securities heid or owned by the 
Government, when, and in what manner, and by what authority the same were 


acquired. 
There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and agreed to. 


FLOODS IN THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution and ask unanimous consent for its immediate con- 
sideration, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
ishereby, requested to inform the House if sufficient money and facilities are 
atthe command of the officials in charge to rd the levees and other works 
and the plant of the Government, so far as the same may be practicable, from 
destruction or ny pai by the present flood in the Mississippi River; and, if not, 
to report tothe Hoase at the earliest possible moment what may be necessary. 
He is requested also to report if there is reason to aorceneas unusual dan 
to human life, and what steamers can be used by the Department or by the 
sissippi River Commission to rescue those in peril. 


There being no objection, the resolution wasconsidered, and agreed to. 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE TENNESSEE RIVER. 


Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have a me- 
morial from the Chamber of Commerce of Knoxville and a river im- 
provement convention, composed of delegates from the States of Ten- 
nessee, Virginia, Alabama, Georgia, North Carolina, and Kentucky, 
printed in the RECORD. The memorial isin behalf of the improve- 
ment of the Tennessee River and its tributaries, 

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Rivers and bors, 

It is as follows: 


Memorial to the Congress of the United States in behalf of the improvement 
of the Tennessee River and its tributaries, 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the : 
United States of America in Congress assembled : 

Your memorialists, the undersigned, representing large portions of the States 
of Tennessee, Virginia, Alabama, Georgia, North Carolina, and Kentucky, by 
appointment of a general convention held at Knoxville, Tenn., on January 22, 
1889, beg leave to submit to your consideration the following resolutions unani- 
mously passed by said convention : 


RESOLUTIONS OF THE RIVER CONVENTION, 


“ Whereas the Tennessee River, with the tributaries, is third in size and na- 
tional importance, and drains an area nearly as large as the New England 
States, of the richest undeveloped part of the globe, and has received less in 
proportion to its claims than any other river now recoznized in the Government 
plan for the improvement of the rivers and harbors; and the small amount 
asked can, therefore, and ought to be at once expended : 

“Therefore, we, the representatives of the people who reside in that por- 
tion of the United States drained by the Tennessee River and its tributaries, in 
Sorraia assembled at Knoxville this day, respectfully petition the American 

Jongress : 

"1. That all navigable rivers be made national highways free from any toll. 

“2. That all obstructions to the navigation of the Tennessee River and its 
tributaries, as high as the same can be improved by slack-water navigation, be 
removed therefrom, 

3. That said river, with its tributaries, be improved so asto givo us at least 4 
feet of water all the year round from its mouth to Chattanooga; at least 3 feet 
of water all the year round from Chattanooga to Knoxville, and by slack-water 
navigation to the head waters of all its tributaries, 

“4, That no bridge be allowed to cross said river, or its tributaries, so as to in- 
terfere with the free use of the same as hereinbefore set forth. 

“5. Re: i, That a committee, consisting of eleven at la and one from 
each county and city represented, be appointed to prepare and submit to Con- 
gress, now in session, a memorial in our name, setting forth the claims of our 
river and its tributaries to their consideration, and petitioning as hereinbefore 


set forth, 
That our Representatives and Senators be requested to aid us and 


“Resol 
out memorialists to obtain what we ask. 

“ Resolved, Thatthe Legislatures of Kentucky, Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, and ‘Tennessee be requested to take 
action favoring the improvement of our rivers.” 

And now, in obedience to said resolutions, we ask permission to set forth the 
claims of the Tennessee River and its tributaries to your consideration, to the 
end that the petitions of said convention, above set forth, may be granted. 


THE TENNESSEE AND ITS TRIBUTARIES, 


The Tennessee River is, if not the longest, certainly next to the longest river 
in the United States east of the Mississippi, The Ohio with the Allegheny, its 
lougest tributary, is 1.250 miles in length. The Tennessee with the Holston, its 
longest tributary, is over 1,200 miles in length. The Tennessee and its tribu- 
taries water large parts of Kentucky, Tennessee, cooler at Alabama, Georyia, 
North Carolina, and Virginia, and give to fully half a million of the people of 
these States their only meansof reaching a profitable market for their products, 

The principal tributaries of the Nipper ennessee are the Holston and the 
Clinch, each of which is a great river of itself and buth of which run far up into 
the State of Virginia, The other tributaries that cross the Tennesace line are 
the Hiwassee, the Little Tennessee, the French Broad, the Big Pigeon, the Nola- 
chucky, the Watauga, and the Powell, all of which have their rise in the North 
Carolina mountains, except the Powell, which rises in Virginia, 

The Emory River, while wholly within the State of ‘Tennessee, is also a tribun- 
tary well worthy of the attention of Congress, It cuts far and deep into the 
Coal Measures,and by means of slack-water navigation can be made to the 
Tennessee what the Monongahela is to the Ohio. 

The Clinch flows in a broad, deep current within ten miles of the great Coal 
Creek mines, and the Powell passes within five miles of the immense iron and 
coal deposits at Cumberland Gap. The Hiwassee, the Little Tennessee, the 
French Broad, the Pigeon, the Nolachucky, and the Watauga all penetrate the 
iron districts of East Tennessee and Western North Carolina, 


COUNTRY DRAINED AND ITS PRODUCTS, 


The territory drained by this great river contains at least 49,000square miles, 
and constitutes one of the finest regions in the world, whether estimated by 
the salubrity of its climate, the richness and variety of its vegetable products, 
or the quantity and excellence of its mineral de, osits, In all of these great 
panion ars ee east of the Mississippi surpasses it, and none, except the 

jo, can t. 

The peipalpal products shipped by the citizens of these seven States to distant 
markets are cotton, grain, bavon, hay, coal, iron, timber, marble, lumber, and 
zinc, These are all bulky commodities, for the cheap transportation of which 
river navigation is indispensable. ‘These bulky ucts are our n sources 


y 


of wealth, and upon our means of getting them to good markets our prosperity 
greatly depends, 

These products, cotton, grain, bacon, hay, coal, iron, timber, marble, lumber, 
and zine, are, also, important factors in the markets of the world; and by their 
cheapness and abundance the growth of the United States and the welfare of 


the American people are greatly promoted. The quantities of these and other 
products shipped on the upper Tennessee and its tributaries by the millions 
of people living in the seven States through which these waters flow can not 
be given even proximately, there being no sufficient statistics thereof; but to 
give your honorable bodies some concepiion of the commerce of the region 
above the Muscle Shoals we append some tables to this memorial. (See Ap- 


ndix,) 
P These shipments were generally made under great disadvantages and at great 
risks. The percentage of loss trom striking snagsor rocks in the river bottoms 


and from being swamped in the rapids is very large. But fully half a million 
of our people have no other way of reaching their markets, and are thus forced 
to run these risks. 

The amounts and kinds of merchandise now ship; on these riversare mere 
trifles compared with what would be shipped if the obstructions, caused by 
rapids, rocks, and shoals, were removed. Your honorable body having, with a 

nerous patriotism, undertaken several years ago the removal of the Muscle 

oals obstructions, our constituencies have been content to await the comple- 
tion of that important work before calling upon you to deepen the rivers above 
the Shoals. But, the canals at these shoals being nearly completed, we leave 
to show what enormous benefits will accrue to the seven States drained by the 
Tennessee and its tributaries, and through them to the whole country, by so 
improving the navigation of these rivers as to make available the enormous de- 
posits of iron, coal, marble, and other minerals, and the timber accessible to these 


COAL AREA TO BE REACHED. 


Tennessee has 5,100 a miles of coal lands, more than half of which is 
above Chattanooga and in reach of the Tennessee, the Clinch, and the Powell. 
Kentucky and BA art have 2,500 square miles of coal territory in convenient 
reach of the Clinch, the Powell, and the Holston. The coal of these three 
States is the equal of any upon earth, as is demonstrated by the fact that enor- 
mous quantities are now transported by railroad (costly as this method is) to 
the South as far as Dallas, Tex.; to all parts of the Southern Atlantic sea-const ; 
to the West as far as Denver; to the North as far as Chicago, and to the East as 
far as New York City. The aggregate amount of coal and coke shipped last 
rail from territory in reach of said rivers was not less than two mill- 
on tons. With slack-water navigation on said rivers for three months in the 
year above Knoxville and for all the year round below Knoxville, before the 
year 190) the output of the coal mines of Tennessee, Kentucky, and Virginia, 
transported on these rivers, would be at least 0,000,000 tons, about 40 per cent, 
of the present output of the Pennsylvania mines. 


TRON DEPOSITS MADE ACCESSIBLE, 


But vast and valuable as are the coal fields on the waters of the Tennessee, 
more vast and valuable are the deposits of iron in the same territory. While 
the coal is found only upon the upper waters of the river, the iron deposits are 
found everywhere in its valley from Paducah in Kentucky to the Bg hy eS 
Mountains in Virginia, a distance of over 1,000 miles, And as the conl is being 
mined in great and increasing quantities, so is tho iron. From Chattanooga to 
Rock wood, adistance by water of 150 miles, the course of the river can be traced 
by the smoke of the furnaces near its banks, furnaces using coal and iron from 
mines in sight of each other,and producing iron good in quality and unequaled 
in cheapness this side of the Atlantic. The output of these farnaces is immense, 
one of them alone consuming 450 tons of iron ore, coal, and limestone every day, 
all of which is transporte 1 on this river, advantage being taken of high waters, 
and the ore-banks being below the junction of the Clinch. Fully 95 per cent., 
however, of all coal and iron mined in the valley of the Tennessee is trans 
ported by railroud. 

SUPERIOR QUALITY OF THE ORES, 


The red and brown hematites are found on both sides of the riverand through- 
out its whole length, and on both sides of nearly all of its tributaries, These 
ores are of a grade out of which excellent pig-iron is made. they averaging over 
60 per cent, of metallic iron and a large proportion of it containing less than 
one-fifth of 1 per cent. of phosphorus. On the western side of the t East 
Tennessee Valley the belts of iron ores are for hundreds of miles in sight of 
the coal beds, and generally not morethan half a mile apart. The United States 
Geological Report for 1853784 says that "in the manufacture of car-wheels and 
best refined bar-iron the ores of Tennessee have no superior.” 

But the iron ores on the eastern side of the Tennessee are richer in both quan- 
tity and quality than those on the western side. The reason they have not 
more generally worked is their inaccessibility to coal and coke. When the 
auspicious day shall arrive that witnesses the removal of the obstructions inthe 
Tennessee and its great tributaries, then the coal from the western side of the 
valley and the coke from the famous Pocahontas fields in Virginia and the Cum- 
berland Gap mines in Kentucky will be met atthe river banks by the wonder- 
fully rich ores of the eastern side of the valley, and the world will then see the 
finest possible iron and steel produced at the lowest peene price. Thisdone, 
and this valley becomes the seat of the iron empiro in North America, and the 
tariff problem as to iron and steel will be forever solved. 

The Pocahontas coal-fields in Virginia are in easy reach of the Holston and 
the Clinch, and the Cumberland Gap coa!-fields are only 5 miles from the Pow- 
ell; and a smal! part of the money so wisely expended on the Allegheny and 
Monongahela. the two main branches of the Ohio, would make the Holston, the 
Clinch, and the Powell moro navigable than either of those wealth bearing 
tributaries, and would open up to the balance of our country coal-fields fully as 
rich in coking coal as those that have made the Connellsville region in Penn- 
sylvania more valuable than the richest gold mine upon the earth. The head- 
waters of the Clinch actually flow out of the Pocahontas Mountains, and the 
Helston’s sources are under their very shadows, 

THE CRANBERRY IRON ORES. 

But your memorialists feel that we would fall short of telling the whole truth 
about the iron ores on the eastern side of the great t Tennessee Valley if 
thev omitted to make special mention of the now world-famous Cranberry mag- 
netic ore, found in such great quantities on the boundary between Tennessee 
and North Carolina, and no doubt existing also in Virginia on the south fork of 
the Holston. It seems to be agreed among iron experts that these are among 
the most valuable iron mines in the United States, quality and quantity both 
considered. The quality is fully equal to the finest Swedish ore. As evidence 
of its extraordinary value a very costly railroad 30 miles long has been built to 
the mines for the sole perros of reaching this ore. 

Thereport of the United “tates Geological Survey for 1836 saysthat “the Cran- 
berry ore makes good steel by the Bessemer process,” and the 1885 report says 
that this ore yields 68 per cent. of metallic iron, and that“ its superior adapta- 
bility to the manufacture of steel is every where acknowledged." 

COAL AND TRON THE SOURCES OF NATIONAL WRALTH AND POWER. 


England's prominence inthe affairs of nations is due very largely to the cheap- 
ness of her coal and iron. Where would the mistress of the oceans be to-day, 


litically and commercially, bad God not filled her pockets with iron and coal? 

'o some nations he gave gold and silver; but to England he gave iron. and coal 
to fuse that iron; and to her people he gave cow us hearts and ind 
hands; and with her iron she has won empire, gold, and glory. 

The country watered by the Tennessee and its tributaries a Jarger coal 
area and contains more iron and better iron than all England. But of what 
benefit are talents buried in the earth? The openingof these rivers, which can 
be done at a cost utierly insignificant, compared with the abilit: of the nation 
and the beneficent results of the expenditure, will enable the United States to 
compete with England not only in the iron markets of the world, but at the 
very doors of her own furnaces and factories. 


HOW THESE ORES AND COKES CAN BE BROUGHT TOGETHER, 


The Holston River can now be navigated by steam-boats, in high water, to 
Kingsport, 175 miles above Knoxville, and large flat-boats, loaded with grain, 
bacon, lard, butter, poultry, and hides, come down from points in Virginia in 
sight of the Pocahontas Mountains. The Clinch is also navigable for steam- 
boats in high water 40u miles above Chattanooga, and for flat-boats far beyond 
the Virginia line. The Powell can be navigated for flat-boats beyond the Vir- 
ginia line. wealth-bearing rivers these will become when they begin to 
transport the Pocahontas cokes to the furnaces where the Cranberry ores will 
await their coming! The transportation of the Pocahontas coke on cars hun- 
dreds of miles beyond the high-grade Cranberry ores, to be used in melting low- 
grade hematites, reminds one of a grand queen leaving her own country to 
DART a peasant and become the mother of swineherds in a distant 


CUMBERLAND GAP IRON AND COAL REGION. 

The Cumberland Gap ion, composed of parts of Keztucky, Tennessee, 
Virginia, is known throughout theiron and coal world for its wonderful 
its of the finest coke-making coals and the finest steel-making ores, all in can- 
non-shot of each other, To reach these coals and ores a railroad is now being 
built both from Knoxville and from Louisville, and the present year will probabl 
witness its completion. This railroad crosses both Powell and Clinch Riv 
and thus renders them easily accessible to the iron and coal banks. Powe! 
River is about 5 miles from Cumberland Gap and Clinch River is distant about 
25 miles. A company of heavy capitalists have purchased a Seay oie of the 
Cumberland coal and iron region, and are building a rail from Knox- 
ville to enable them to utilize their purchase. A large city has already been 
located near the Gap. on a grand site, and far-seeing men predict that here will 
spring up another Birmingham in the near future, but a Birmingham with 
cheap river transportation, which Alabama's iron city does not possess. 

TESTIMONY OF EMINENT EXPERTS. 


And now, speaking more generally of the mineral wealth of the region watered 
by the Tennessee and to show that our picture has not been too highly colored, 
we will cite the opinions of three well known men, fully qualified to give reli- 
able testimony on this subject. 

Hon Abram 8. Hewitt, of New York, the most distinguished iron man in 
America, says of this region: ‘It is the only place upon the North American 
continent where it is possible to make iron in competition with the cheap iron 
of England. * * * The cheapest place on the globe, until now, for the manu- 
facture of iron is the Cleveland district, in Yorkshire, England. The distance 
of the coal and iron from the furnaces there ave about 20 miles. Now, in 
Alabama and Tennessee the coal and the ore are, in many places, within half a 
mile of each other. This region, so exhaustiexs in supplies, so admirably fur- 
nished with coal, so conveniently communicating with the Gulf, will be of in- 
finitely more consequence to us for its iron than it has ever been for its cotton, 
I think this will be a region of coke-made iron on a scale grander than has ever 
been witnessed on the globe.” 

All that is wanting to make sure the perfect fulfillment of this grand propa 
is the expenditure of a few hundred thousand dollars on the rivers of God- 
favored but man-neglected region. 


THE FUTURE COAL AND IRON EMPIRE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Col. A. K. McClure, editor of the Philadelphia Times and one of the most 
noted citizens of Pennsylvania, after visiting our section of the South, thus 
writes; * Nocitizen of the North, of fair intelligence, can review the slumber- 
ing wealth of Alabama and Tennessee, and the water ways which offer the 
cheapest transportation, without accepting the conclusion that the next genera- 
tion will see these States an iron and coal center equal to if not surpassing Penn- 
sylvania. * * * bama and Tennessee have been gifted far beyond even 
our boasted empire of Pennsylvania; * * * and the time is at hand when a 
large portion of the great iron and coal products of the country, which enter 
competing centers, will besupplied cheaper from Alabama and Tennessee than 
from any States in the North. * * * Theseare strong expressions, but I write 
them only after the most exhaustive inquiry and careful examination, and I . 
know pee are fully warranted, This is the coal and iron empire of the South, 
and, I believe, the future coal and iron empire of the United p? 


OPINION OF A GREAT ENGLISHMAN, 


Sir I. Lowthian Bell, a well known Englishman, who is declared, by the 1886 
report of the United States Geological Survey. to be “the highest authority in 
England on the manufacture of pig-iron,” says of this section: **There scems 
nothing toprevent Tennessee, Alabama, and Georgia from becoming the cheapest 
irou-making centers in the Union.” And said report, after making this quota- 
tion, adds: “They are that now.” 


ONLY STATESMANSHIP AND PATRIOTISM NEEDED. 


The valley of the Tennessee, then, being the seat of “the future coal and fron 
empire of the United States,” he who would attempt to resist this decree of the 
fates would fight against “the stars in their courses.” The rivers of this valley 
are sure to be deepened by the hand of mun; the only question is, have we 
statesmanship and patriotism enough to do this grand work in our own day or 
will we leave it to be done by a grander generation to come? Nobdler is he who 
founds an enspirethan he who inherits one. Let us be founders of this empire! 

The effect of the xp Pobtgerraxe of our rivers would so cheapen iron, coke, and 
coal that the whole our country would be greatly benefited. . Iron and cval 
so enter into the cost of manufacturing everything else and are so interwoven 
with all the multiform busines« operations of mankind that their cheapness 
cheapens everything e se. Now, we buy over $50,000,000 worth of iron and steel 
every year from foreign lands; but deepen these rivers and in less than twent 
years we willsell to foreign nations fully $100,000,000 worth of our own iron an 
steel and become the supremo masters of the iron markets of the world. 

‘The advancement of a nation in civilization is measured by its consumption 
of iron, and its commercial power and politica! prestige may be measured by its 

rovuction of iron, Verily, iron is king and his scepter sways the world. But 

itherto in the United states he has not only been an uncrowned king. but has 
been imprisoned here in his mountain fortresses, Let us open up a highway 
worthy of his power and majesty and he will go forth and conquer for us the 
wealth of the world. 

The questions we are presenting, while seemingly interesting to a few States 
only, are really national questions of momentous importance, whose magnitude , 
can not well bedveresti and whose consideration is worthy of the high- 
est statesmanship, 
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MARBLES OF EAST TENNESSEE. 


We beg leave to add a few words in reference to our marble and timber, before 
wo conclude. So full of marble isthe East Tennessee V: thatit may almost 
Daaa fo Da sigalg Hany > iat nr Dongen ge yr ah 1, and marbles, 

of many of the most beautiful varieties, and, as a rule, of the most excellent 
qualities, both for buildin z purposes and for ornament, 

‘The Capitol of the United States and the State capitol of New York are adorned 
with Tennessee marble, and the custom-houses at Knoxville and Memphis and 
the Lee monument at New Orleans are built of it. For durability, polish, 
strength, and resistance to moisture the gray building marbles of this section 
are unequaled, and our ornamental es are known from San Francisco to 
New York and from New Orleans to Chicago, and praised and patronized wher- 
ever known. Whether for indoor ornamentation or for outdoor usefulness, the 
arer adage wom marbles are everywhere sought for, and never disappoint those 
who use them. 

These marbles are found in hundreds of immense deposits, and so cheaply are 
they quarried that, although transported exclusively by railroad, they will yield 
a profit to the Mab! dees even when eet to markets as remote as New 
York and San Fran . As evidence of this, we point to the convincing fact 
that last year there were over 54,000,000 pounds of our marbles shipped by rail- 
road, chiefly to Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, and Boston. These marbles, 
being free from iron and sulphur, never stain or tarnish by exposure to the 
w er. 

OUR MARBLES THE FINEST IN THE UNITED STATES. 


The United States Geological Report for 1886, after alluding to the fact that 
269,486 cubic feet of marble were shipped from Tennessee in that year, says: 
“The celebrated marbles of Tennessee are Tapia) tataiing in , popa 
larity, and are unquestionably the finest in the country ae the United 
States] for decorative work.” 

If, then, we can afford to ship tens of millions of pounds of our marbles by 
railroad to markets a thousand miles distant, as we are now doing, what hun- 
dreds of millions could we not ship if we had the advantages of cheap river 
transportation. No longer would our American youth be forced to content 
themselves with “dreaming that they dwelt in marble halls,” but ‘‘ marble 
halis” would become so numerous that the patriotic statesmen who aid in im- 
porok Dore rivers might make the boast of Augustus, who said he “found 
uilt of brick, but left it built of marble !”” 

And in this connection we maran that the quantity of lime, marble dust, 
and cement that will be shi m this region as soon as our rivers are 
ened, will be such as to make them among our leading industries. 


TIMBER IN THE VALLEYS OF TENNESSEE. 


And now a word in reference to our timber wealth. We can truthfully say 
that the Tennessee River and its tributaries drain the la t and richest forests 
now existing on the American continent; and already Knoxville and Chatta- 
oc od are among the foremost lumber markets of the world. Thereare in easy 

of these rivers at least 25,000square miles of timber land, much of it con- 
taining virgin forests and a!l of itcovered by as valuable timbers as can be found 
on the continent. Commissioner Hawkins estimates the timber lands of Ten- 
nessee alone at 25,000 square miles, ‘much of which,” he says, " has been but 
slightly, if at bye distu by the woodman’s ax.” And when it is remem- 
bered That the tributaries of the Tennessee penetrate the very finest timber re- 
ions of Alabama, , North Carolina, and Virginia, it will be agreed that 

000 square miles is an underestimate, 

In these immense forests is found almost every variety of valuable timber 
found anywhere in the United States. This richness of variety is due to the 
varieties of soil and of climate, the lands rising from rich alluvial river bottoms 
200 feet above the sea level, through many ions, to the lofty heights of the 
Unakas, 6,000 feet above the sea. 

The marketing of this timber has eT cere begun. The attention of our 
people has been only recently called to this new source of wealth, A few years 
ago fences were e of walnutand hickory, and gum and cherry were deemed 
worthless, A seventy-four pamphlet descriptive of the resources of East 
Tennessee, published in iss only six years ago, does not even allude to these 
millions of acres of timber lands, trees being regarded, eyen then, in many 
parts of our section, as mere cumberers of the earth, whose existence was an 
annoyance and whose extermination was most devoutly desired! 

How the lumber business has grown since then! New, itis one of our great 
sources of wealth. Last year 70,000,000 feet of saw logs went down our rivers 
and 18,000,000 feet of sawed lumber, and yet only the outskirts of the timber 
regions have felt the edge of the woodman's ax. 


OUR RAILROADS, 


Your memorialists have several times alluded to the great cost of railroad 
transportation as compared with water freichtage, but we do not wish to be 
understood asin any way complaining of our Tennessee railroads, On the other 
hand, we deem it our duty to bear witness to their liberality in meeting all the 
reasonable demands of our shippers of coal, coke, iron, timber, and marble. 
They have put freights on these articles down tothe minimum. Without this 
liberality on the part of our railroads our coal, iron, and marble would be almost 
unknown in those abe marts of our country where they are now such impor- 
tant factors. And it gives us pleasure to know that the improvement of our 
rivers will so greatly develop the general wealth and increase the population 
and business of our section that, while our railroads will lose a cumbersome 
freightage that was not at all Puree they will in exchange obtain an im- 
mense increase of lighter and more valuable freights, and thus prosper pari 
passu with the general prosperity of the communities through which they run 
and whose w they have done much to promote. 


HOW OUR RIVERS HAVE BEEN OVERLOOKED. 


You memorialists leave to say to your honorable bodies that Tennessee 
has in the been neither greedy nor importunate in her demands for river 
approp! ns, Exa tly how much has been expended on the rivers of Ten- 
nessee we have no present means of knowing. Butin the American Almanac 
and Treasury of Facts for the year 1888, edited by A. R. Spofford, Librarian of 
Congress, we find a semi-official statement of the amounts appropriated by the 
United States to be expended on rivers, harbors, roads, and canals from 1759 to 
1883; and this statement shows that Tennessee has received far less than any 
other State in the Union except Iowa, Colorado, and Nevada, all new States, 
and neither of them having a navigable river within its territory. 

To show you how little been done by Congress for the rivers of Tennes- 
see, we give this table of appropriations: 


Roadsand 


Rivers and 
States and Territories. Partaig cane Totals. 
$1, 091, 752 $913,971 | $2,005,723 
16, 500 5232 | 917,732 
aonenes: L111: COD: fe svesesetnansadoct 7,000 
PAES PAION 614 614 
27 


sesssesssesesesseel 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 15, 


Riversand| Roads and 
States and Territories. bart 


Totals. 


Kentucky.. 
uisians .. 
137, 748 


874, 467 


5 
822 
SRess 
ATEEN 


escent E S 
3,500 


234, 930 


— 
PRE 
tots 
= 
ne. 
~ 
= 
= 


FS 


ARTE 


Oregon... 
Pennsylvania ... 
Rhode Island .. 


Sapasi 


eee eeneenene 


srressessesassesee 


æv oeessssessessoo] 2 


FEE 
28222 


3828 
& 


TENNESSEE THE GREATEST RIVER STATE IN THE UNION. 


Now, when it is remembered that the Mississippi River forms Tennessee’s 
western boundary and that the Cumberland and the Tennessee flow entirely 
through the State, and that all three of these rivers have many large tribu- 
taries within the limits of the State, it will seen that Tennessee has more 
miles of river than any State in the Union. And yet, notwithstanding this mo- 
mentous fact, she has received down to the year 1883 only $85,000 for rivers and 
harbors, roads and canals, while sister States, with much less need and no greater 
merit, have received from five to fifty times as much! 

We do not begrudge our sister States what Congress has done for them. Far 
from it! We honor Congress for its liberal peed pont statesmanship; and 
we congratulate our sister States upon their fortune, But, then, it must 
be remembered that Tennessee is a large State, containing 42,000 square miles 
and about 2,000,000 inhabitants; and that she has been a member of the Union 
nearly one hundred years. For these reasons, we memorialists, who are from 
Tennessce, respectfully ask, may we not hope to share equally, with at least 
our younger sisters, in the benefits granted by our common country? 

But neither our Representatives nor your honorable bodies have been as 
neglectful of the interests of the upper Tennessee Valley as the fo: ing facts 
would seem to imply for of no great benefit would the deepening of the rivers 
above Chattanooga have been until the completion of the Muscle Shoals. And 
we assume that the reason Congress has not expended more money on the 
waters of the upper Tennessee is that it was deemed best to postpone these ap- 
propriations until the obstacles to navigation at the Muscle Shoals had been 
removed. That auspicious day has now dawned; and in behalf of the seven 
States most interested we are now here toask that these appropriations be now 


made. 

Of all the fabled works of Hercules, none has been of such lasting value as 
the tearing open a way from the Mediterranean to the ocean; and of 
all the great works of river improvement executed by the American Congress, 
none has been more beneficial and profitable than the canal around the Falls of 
the Ohio, at Louisyille, and the improvement of the Upper Ohio and its tribu- 
taries. And we believe that when a like work is done at the falls of the Ten- 
nessee (for such the Muscle Shoals are), and on the upper Tennessee and its 
tributaries, a like benefit and a like profit will be the result. : God has given us 
many great rivers, but he requires of us that we improvethem. This is the test 
of our enterprise, manhood, and patriotism. 

Without further consumption of your time and attention, we will conclude 
by briefly summarizing what we have said. 


SUMMARY STATEMENT. 


First, The upper waters of the Tennessee River open to the world the best 
and largest coal-fields in the United States. 

Second. To these same waters are easily accessible the best and largest de- 
posits of iron ore east of the Mississippi, 

Third. The coal-fields and iron deposits are nearer together than any others 
of like quality and quantity in No! America, if not in the world. 

Fourth. On the waters of this same great river are hundreds of quarries of 
the most beautiful and most durable marbles in America and immeuse forests 
of the best merchantable timber. 

Fifth. This river and its main tributaries can be made, at small expense, capa- 
ble of cheaply transporting all of this coal and iron, marble and timber, to the 
markets of the world. 

Sixth. While the seven great States of Tennessee, blower abt Alabama, Geor- 
gia, North Carolina, Virginia, and Kentucky will be directly benefited by the im- 
provement of these rivers, nevertheless, in the indirect benefits, the whole people 
of the United States will prove to be largely the partakers. 

And for these reasons and in obedience to the resolutions under which we 
act, we respectfully memorialize your honorable bodies to make prompt and 
ad appropriations forthe removal of all obstructions to the navigation of 
ver and its tributaries, as high as they can be im by 
ive 4 feet of water all the year round from Pa- 
feet of water all the year round from Chatta- 

ter navigation on all the tributaries up 


1890.. 


And asin d bound, we will ever so pray. 
©. W. Chariton, chairman; ey? R. Gibson, Knoxville; H. B, Wet- 
zell, West Knoxville; J. W.S. Frierson, Knox County; Tomlin- 


Love, Blount C P. ipavtlett Mary yili W. A. Hoski 
ve, Blount County; P.M. e! e; A ins, 
` Monroe County; wa. Lenoir, Loudon County; J. H. Robinson, 
Greene County; A. H. Pettibone, Greeneville; J. O. Spo pa 
Hawkins County; H. B. Clay, Rogersville; W. P. Mitchell, Sev r 
County; W.S. Tipton, Bradley tag: ©. L. Hardewick, Cleve- 
land; J. A. Greene, James ees . K. P. Wallace, Anderson 
County; S. M. Leath, Clinton ; T. G. Reeves, Washington County ; 

©. ves, Johnson City; Milton P. Jarnagin, Jefferson 
County; J.K. Shields, beg County; Jno, P. Rogers, Union 

v 


County; R. Vance, Sullivan baa be 0. Slack, Bristol; 
G. W. Folsom, Hamblen County; J. E. Helms, Morristown; 
Henry Tyler, cock County; Wm. Epps, Claiborne County; 


J. M. Melton, Roane County; J. H. Wel A 
Coffman, Rockwood; H. M. Folsom, Carter County; W. W. Lang- 
horne, Cocke County; Jacob S. Mathews, McMinn County; J.J. 
Ivins, Athens; R. P. Lloyd, Rhea County; E. M. Kirkpatrick, 
Polk County; T. S. Smythe, Johnson County; W. ©. Crozier, 
Morgan County ; J.T. Toney, Unicoi County; E.S. Hollingsworth, 
Campbell County; W. D. gn kets Pittsburgh; W. B. 
Woods, Estiliville, Va.: J. B. Richmond, Jonesville, Va.; A. L. 
Pridemore, Jonesville, Va, ; Mon e Browning, Russell County, 
Virginia; A.C. Woodson, Sheffield, Ala.; E. O. Gordon, Decatur, 
Ala.; W. B. Rison, Huntsville, Ala.; Geo. W. Alexander, Knox- 
ville; Wm. Allison, Kingston: J.P. Kindrick, Chattanooga; W. 
©. Hennegar, oscopant ae Geo. W. Nicholson, Kingston; Be 
Chapman, Kingston: O Hizer, REIRA = S. A. Russel F 
Chattanooga; G. W. Ochs, Chattanooga; Hugh Whitesides, Chat- 
tanooga; E. 0. Camp, Knoxville; M. L. Ross, Knoxville; O. W. 
Dabney, jr., Knoxville; J. M. Brooks, Knoxville; Wm. Page, 
Knoxville; W.H. Evans, Knoxville; J.T. Wilder, Johnson City. 


APPENDIX, 


Table of shipments showing the railroad and river commerce of the region watered by 
the Tennessee and its tribularies above the Muscle Shoals. 


[Compiled from statistics of railroad, steam-boat, and flatboat freights, and from 


er, Kingston; D. 


official reports.] 
Estimate for 
1900, provided 
rivers 

are deepened 

1895, 

3 Pounds. 
000 70, 000, 000 
000 126, 000, 000 
000 112, 000, 000 

000 200, 000, 
000 | 30, 000, 000, 000 
11, 618, 000 15, 000, 000 
94, 500, 000 150, 000, 000 
11, 300, 000. 50, 000, 000 
Iron, pig, manufactured, and 432, 000,000 | 10, 000, 000, 000 
Logs and lumber...... 1, 204, 000,000 | 6,000,000, 000 
Lime and cement.. 19, 210, 000 100, 000, 000 
Marbles ET ASTARA a 54,000,000 | 1,000, 000, 000 
Slates and building Stones .........0..ce0esseerecewererenee 63, 000, 000 500, 000, 000 
Balt... .ccsers 33, 800, 000 100, 000, 000 
Zino seses T OTS 3, 900, 000 20, 000, 000 
Miscellaneous merchandise „sssr. 10, 000, 000, 000 
Totals.....sss0..000: ES E SEE IEE 58, 443, 000, 000 
Totals, in tons........ MSE P 29, 221, 500 


ADDITIONAL BOOK-KEEPER, CLERK’S OFFICE. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the 
Committee on Accounts to report back the resolution I now send to the 
desk, and ask its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to omolo an assistant 
Book Kooper in the Olerk’s office during the sessions of the Fifty-first Congress; 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, until other provided for, 


ata salary of $100 per month. 


‘ae KERR, of Iowa. Is that reported from a committee of the 
ouse ?. 

TheSPEAKER. It comes from the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. By unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. Unanimously. 

The resolution was adopted. 

WILLIAM AND MARY COLLEGE, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to haye a 
memorial of the board of visitors and others, of William and Mary 
College, Virginia, for reimbursement for destruction of the building 
during the war, printed in the Recorp and appropriately referred. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia? 5 

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

It is as follows: > 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Ww and Mary College, Virginia, to present a claim on the of in- 

Miaon to reimbursement from the Government for losses ges 
war, 

Scar memorialists are full-handed with proofs of the following facts: Early 

in 1862 Will , being a place of strategic importance on peninsula 


oV 
lege and its outbuildings being used as barracks, 

these Union forces were attacked by a body of Confederate cavalry and the 
college taken and held fora few hours by them, who, however, very soon evacu- 


irginia, was ocoupied and held by the Union forces, William and Mary Col- 
ba On September 9 of that year 


ated the co! 


and the town, which were promptly reoccupied by the Union 
forces. A insubordi- 


'y of s lers from these, drunken, disorderly, and i 

nate, in the first hour or two after their return fired and destroyed the co! 
building, with the library, philosophical apparatus, furnitu: other 

in the building belonging to the institution. The Union forces continued to 
Saeg Mowe premises for most of thé subsequent period of the war, during which 
other houses and property of the college and connected with it were destroyed 
by the Union soldiers. General Meade said of this destruction, in a letter which 
was made public: “I am satisfied, on examination of the facts of the case, that 
the destruction of the buildings of William and Mary College by our troops was 
not only unn and unauthorized, but one of those deplorable acts of use- 
less destruction which occur in all wars," ete. 

Your memorialists are taught by the law of nations that works of art, repos- 
itories of science and learning, and public buildings devoted exclusively to civil 
and scientific purposes, though belonging to an enemy, are and ought to be 
sacred from spoliation and destruction, and are not considered as the 
of this or that nation, but as the property of mankind at large and as belong- 
ing to the common interests of the whole human species. 

This noble doctrine of international law has been signally illustrated in the 
history of the venerable college of William and Mary itself. During the War 
of Independence the buildings of this college were repeatedly occupied by Brit- 
ish troops. They were in every instance respected as sacred to the cause of 
letters, and left unharmed. After the cease of that contest, Louis XVI, our ally, 
caused buildings of the college, accidentally destroyed a his troops, to be re- 
Po more every injury to be repaired, thus rendering royal homage to the cause 
of learning. 

Aaa TAADA of respect for the principle under consideration is furnished 
by the ia Bes another literary institution of Virginia, the University at Char- 
lottesville. 1865, when General Sheridan through Charlottesville, the’ 
seat of the university, he thoughtfully, and without solicitation, stationed a 
guard to protect the institution from all injury; and the fact Sey ae 
conspicuously recorded to his honor on the archives of the university us, 
the great institution which Thomas Jefferson gave to his coun was fortu- 
nately preserved, Sibour the elder college, which may be called its mother . 
and which gave Thomas Jefferson to America and to mankind, fell a victim to 
the devasting hand of war. : 

Your memorialists are confident that farther examples, illustrating the prin- 
ciple of international law under consideration, need not be adduced, 

‘he restoration of the buildings, library, apparatus, and other properties đe- 
stroyed by Union troops, as described, has cost the college the aggregate sum of 
$85,000, details of wh wiil be ro to appropriate committees of ton- 
gress. This expenditure has well-n aA the endowment fund of the 
college, and your memoralists have charged with the duty of presenting 
its claim for remuneration to the present Congress. 

Your memorialists beg leave to remind the Congress that, next after Harvard, 
William and Mary College is the oldest onthe continent of North America, 
It was chartered in 1693 by royal grant from England’s most illustrious sover- 
eigns, William and Mary. Many of the great statesmen who were most con- 
spicuous in declaring and effecting the Independence of the United States and 
in laying the foundations of our new Government on the sound principles on 
which they have for a century, were educated within its walls. The 
poeot of the first general Congress, five signers and the author of the Dec- 

aration of Independence, three Presidents of the United States, Chief-Justice 
Marshall, the first Attorney-General, Edmund Randolph, a commanding gen- 
eral of the Armies of the United States, and many eee urists, and sol- 
diers but little less distinguished were students of this venerable oge: 

Documents published by preceding Congresses will be submitted to t 
ent Congress, illustrating the honorable part that William and Mary Co! 
has taken through her sons at every period of the history ofour country. 

These present the claims of the college to the relief now solicited in a manner 
so cogent, full, and exhaustive that your memorialists feel it unnecessary to re- 
capitulate them here. They may add, however, that the relief here asked for 
has been granted by each House of Con , bat, unfortunately, not in the 
reo tml ee college, by the accidents of legislation, has failed of this 

us relief, 

Confidently relying upon the justice of Congress in this matter, your memo- 


rialists will ever pray, ete. 
WILLIAM LAM), 
J. E. JOHNSTON, > 
WM, B. TALIAFERRO 
BEVERLEY B. MUNFORD, 
. WALTER A. EDWARDS, 
D. GARDINER TYLER, 
Committee of the Visitors, 
JNO. B. COKE, 
ROBT. M. HUGHES, Chairman, 
WM. REYNOLDS, 
WALTER R. STAPLES, 
COLE. 


H D. s 
JNO. B. CARY, 
VAN. F. GARRETT, 
of the Alumni, 
ABREARAGES OF GENERAL AND SPECIAL TAXES IN THE DISTRICT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendment of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 5179) fixing the rate of interest to be ofarrear- 
ages of general and taxes now due in the District of Columbia, 
if paid within the time specified. 

e Senate amendment was read, as follows: 
In line 10 strike out “April” and insert “June,” 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move to non-concur in the amendment 
of the Senate and ask a conference on the di ing votes thereon. 
I would suggest that the commissioners state that this will defeat the 
purposes of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman state the difference between the 
House and the Senate? 

Mr. GROUT. The Senate makes a change in the date fixed by the 
House from April to June—that is, when payments may be made. 
The House bill provides that payments may be made by the first Tues- 
ad in April, and the amendment proposed by the Senate extends it to 

une. i - 

The motion of Mr. GROUT to non-concur in the Senate amendment 
and ask a conference thereon was agreed to. 
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The Speaker announced the appointment of Mr. Grout, Mr. Bur- 
TON, and Mr. HEMPHILL as conferees on said bill. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT PIERRE, S. DAK. 


The Speaker also laid before the House the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 4130) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at the city of Pierre, in South Dakota. 

The Senate amendments were read at length. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, these amendments are merely verbal 
in their character. They have been examined, and it is the desire of 
the parties interested that they be concurred in. I therefore move 
concurrence in the Senate amendments. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER, OREGON. 


TheSPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 7617) to author- 
ize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Columbia River between the State of Oregon 
and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a post-road, re- 
turned from the Senate with amendments, 

The amendments were read at length. 

Mr. BAKER. The amendments read are of the same character as 
these to the preceding bill and are merely of a verbal character. I 
move they be concurred in. 

Mr. ROGERS. I endeavored to hear the gentleman from New York, 
but was unable to do so. 

Mr. BAKER. I will state to the gentleman from Arkansas that the 
amendments are merely of a verbal character, necessary to persect the 
bill; and I ask concurrence in the amendments. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. BAKER. I move to reconsider the votes by which the amend- 
ments to the last two bills were concurred in; and also move that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, 


Mr, PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, in the consideration of the Oklahoma 
bill, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE) offered an amend- 
ment, which was adopted by the Committee of the Whole and by the 
House, but which, when you come to ineorporateit in the bill, destroys 
the sense intended by the amendment, The amendment in the bill 
will read: 


And no persons shall be entitled to vote at the first election or to be elected 
a whoare actual residents in said Territory at the time of the passage 
act, ? 


That is the language as amended. The word “not” should be in- 
serted, and I ask unanimous consent that that correction be made. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and the correction will be made. 


STEAMER SAN BENITO. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
for consideration the bill (S. 2501) to provide for an American register 
for a steamer to be named San Benito, owned by a corporation of the 
State of California. 

The bill was read at length for information, as follows: 

Re it enacted, eto., That the Commissioner of de dawson ishereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Kimberly, owned at the port of 
San Francisco, State of California, by the Pacific Improvement Company, a cor- 
pae of said State of California, and now rebuilding in the United States, to 

registered asa vessel of the United States, under the name of San Benito. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the inspection of said steam-vessel, steam- 
boiler, steam-pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be granted 
the proper and usual certificate issued to steam-vessels of the merchant ma- 
rine without reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, ee pipan and ap- 
purtenances were not constructed pursuant to the laws of the United Stafes, and 
were not constructed of iron stamped pursuantto saidlaws; and the tests to be 

lied on the inspection of said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances will be 
ye egani in all respects as to strength and safety as are required in the inspec- 
tion of boilers constructed in the United States for marine pu save that 
the fact that said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances not being constructed 
pursuant to the requirements of the laws of the United States, and are of un- 
stam iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate if 
said panies, steam-pipes, and appurtenances are founa to be of sufficient strength 
and safety. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Reserving the right to object, 
Iwould inquire whether there is any special reason why this should be 
considered out of its regular order? Has the committee made a report 
and requested it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no special reason. It is an unobjection- 
able bill, and I am directed by the committee—— 

Mr. BREWER. If there is no special reason I do not see why the 
bill should pass. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman makes inquiry as to whether there 
is any special reason why it should be considered at this time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state that I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries to ask unanimous consent to re- 
port this bill to the House for favorable action, it being identical with 
a bill introduced in the House and approved by the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Mr. BREWER. I would like to ask the gentleman if this vessel is 
not covered by the general law? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Itis not covered by the general law, for the rea- 
son that the repairs to the vessel amounted to $60,000. The general 
law requires that the repairs shall amount to three-fourths of the value 
of the vessel. 

Mr. BREWER. What proportion is $60,000 to the value of the vessel? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The value of the vessel is $200,000; and if the 
gentleman will allow me, I will state that it was bought for $80,000. 
The purchase price included $45,000 for salvage. Therefore, the ex- 
penditure upon the vessel having been $00,000, it is believed to be a 
fair case for the action of the House, for the reason that under the gen- 
eral statute the Commissioner of Navigation, as well as the Secretary 
of the Interior, ean not admit the vessel toregister. The Commissioner 
writes in this way: 

It is probable, therefore, that if application for ister of the vessel should 
be made to the bureau it woutd be rej on technical grounds, The case, 


however, seems to have merits, and, if not directly within the letter of the law, 
it appears to be within its spirit. f 


(Cries of “Vote!” "Vote!”] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think we had better have 
the lar order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will not the gentleman from Kentucky with- 
draw his call for the regular order? It would take but a moment to 
pass this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky demands the reg- 
ular order, and the morning hour commences at 12 0’clock and 32 min- 
utes. The call rests with the Committee on the Territories, 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. STRUBLE. The day before yesterday the House disposed of 
the Senate bill on the subject of Oklahoma, but there stands upon the 
Calendar the House bill H. R. 6786, on the same subject, undisposed of. 
I move that that bill be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, that order will be made. 


COUNTY SEAT, SHOSHONE COUNTY, IDAHO, 


Mr. STRUBLE. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6474) to 
submit the location of the county seat of Shoshone County, Idaho Ter- 
ritory, to a vote of the people of said county. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the location of the county seat of Shoshone County, 
Idaho Territory, be submitted to a vote of the legal voters of said county at the 
next general election which shall be held in said county. 

SEC. 2. That such town as receives a majority of all the voles cast at said elec- 
tion for the location of the county seat shall be the county seat of said county 
until otherwise changed by law. 

Sec. 3. That said ele tion for the location of the county seat shall be governed 
in all respects the same as all other general elections in Idaho are governed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I think we should have some explana- 
tion of this bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS, Mr. Speaker, the Forty-ninth Congress passed a law 
which prohibits the Territories from changing their county seats, from 
building roads, from changing their county boundaries, or from doing 
almost anything else, and the consequence is that the Territories are 
forced to come to Congress and ask relief in these directions. This 
bill apy proposes to give the people of one county in the Territory 
which I represent the right to vote as to where they will have their 
county seat located. We can not pass a law on the subject through 
our Territorial Legislature, and therefore, as I have said, we are com- 
pelled to come to Congress and ask this authorization. I think that 
everybody in the county desires to change the location of the county 
seat, and the bill provides that a majority of all the voters must select 
one town before it shall become the county seat. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr, Speaker, I think the proposition made by the 
gentleman from Idahoisa very correct one, and it only demonstrates the 
utter absurdity of the provision by which we undertook to fix the 
county seats in the Territory of Oklahoma. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word in regard to 
the law to which the gentleman from Idaho has referred. That law 
simply prohibits the people of the Territories from passing special laws 
on the subjects to which he has referred. ‘Che Territorial Legislature 
in this case might have passed a general law to cover these subjects, 
but it has not done so. ‘The law to which the gentleman has referred 
was simply a provision of the constitution of nearly every State in the 
Union with regard to special legislation, It was prepared in this House 
and a portion of it in the Senate, and the President of the United States 
at this time was the,author of about half of the bill. It was a very 
good bill, and it illustrates the wisdom of Congress in that respect, as 
well 9s in the Oklahoma bill which has just passed. [Laughter.] 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. STRUBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pene and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tuble. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BONDS FOR RAILROAD, ARIZONA. 


Mr. STRUBLE. I now call up the bill (H. R. 3934) to authorize 
_ the board of supervisors of Maricopa County, Arizona, to issue certain 
bonds in aid of the construction of a certain railroad. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the board of supervisors of Maricopa County, in Ari- 
zona Territory, be, and they are hereby, anthorized and required to issue the 
bonds of said county to aid in the construction and equipment of a railroad to, 
from, or through the city of Phæœnix, in said Maricopa Cuunty, to the northern 
boundary line of said county, which shall form a part of a continuous line from 
Phoenix, by way of Prescott, to the Atlanticand Pacific Railroad, in the Territory 
of Arizona, which bonds shall be issued at the times, at the rate per mile, in the 
form, and as provided by this act. 

Sec. 2. That whenever Joseph Renzolds, as trustee, or his assign or incorpo- 
rated grantee, shall have completed a road-bed and laid the ties and rails 
thereon for the distance of 10 miles along the route of said road in said county 
of Maricopa, the board of supervisors of said county is hereby empowered and 
required, within ten days thereafter, to issue the bonds of said county for said 
10 miles, in the sum of $4,000 per mile, which said bonds sha}! be delivered to 
said Joseph Renzoldas, trustee, or to bis assign or incorporated grantee so con- 
structing said railroad, upon proof, including the certificate of the chief engi- 
neer having in charve the construction of said road, being filed with said board 
of supervisors showing the construction and completion of said 10 miles of 
railroad in the manner and to the extent as above required; and as often as 10 
miles along the route of said road additional to said first 10 miles shall be 
constructed as aforesaid in said county of Maricopasaid board of supervisors of 
said county are hereby empowered and nired, in like manner and upon like 
proof, to issue and deliver the bonds of said county to said Joseph Renzolds, as 
trustee, or to his assign or incorporated grantee, in like amount per mile: Pro- 
vided, That if the last section of said road to be constructed in said county of 
Maricopa shall be less than 10 miles, then whenever the sme shall have been 
constructed as aforesaid, and proof thereof made toand filed with said board of 
supervisors in the manner aforesaid, said board of supervisors may thereupon, 
in like manner and form, issue and deliver the bonds of said Maricopa County, 
in the same amount per mile, for said last section: Provided, That said county 
of Maricopa shall, upon the issue and delivery of said bonds, receive a like 
amount of full-paid non-assessable stock from said Joseph Renzolda, trusi 
or from his assign or incorporated grantec, said stock being issned and b; 
upon said railroad so constructed or to be constructed as af -resaid. 

Sec, 3. That the bonds provided for in this act shall be issucd in the name of 
the county of Maricopa, in the usual form of municipal bonds, and sball be 
signed by the chairman of the board of supervisors of snid county in his official 
by id and countersigned by the treasurer of said county, under the sea! of 
said board of supervisors, bond to be of the denomination of $1,000, pay- 
able thirty years after date thereof, with interest at the rate of 7 per cent. 
per annum, payable annually, said principal and interest to be made payable 
at the office of the county treasurer of said Maricopa County or at the office of 
pe trust company in the city of New York that said Joseph Renzolds, trustee, 
or his assign or his incorpo: grantee, shall select. The interest, rate, and 
gas Ad paysi shall be evidenced by coupons in the usual form attached to 
sa nds. 

Sxc, 4, That said board of supervisors of Maricopa County are hereby em- 
poa and required, at their first regular meeting after the first issue and de- 

very of said bonds under the provisions of this act, and annually thereafter, 
and at the time and in the manner provided by the general revenue laws of the 
Territory of Arizona for levying taxes, to levy such additional taxes as may be 
necessary to raise a sum of money sufficient to pay the interest asthe same ma- 
tures on any outstanding bonds issued by said county of Maricopa under the 
provisions of this act: Provided, Thatin the year 1901, and every year thereafter, 
until both principal and interest of said bonds shall have been paid, said board 
of supervisors shall, in the manner and at the time provided by the general 
revenue laws of the Territory of Arizona for levying taxes therein, levy such 
farther and additional taxes in said county as may be required to raise a sum 
of money sufficient to pay the annual interest upon said bonds and that willin- 
sure the payment of the principal of said bonds and the redemption of the whole 
amount of said bonds outstanding at the date of their maturity; that the taxes 
so levied and collected by the treasurer of said county of Maricopa be placed in 
a fund to be AAAA "rail: , interest, and emption fund.” 

Sxc. 5. That thetreasurer of said icopa County shall, out of said “railroad, 
fnterest, and redemption fund,” and, if there be not sufficient in said fund,then 
the amount of the deficiency shall be paid ont of rel goes fund of said county 
annually upon each bond, to pay the interest w shall then have acerned 
thereon; and upon the payment by said treasurer of such interest he shall re- 
guise the coupon or coupons sopran Ung the interest to be surrendered tohim 

r cancellation, which shall be his voucher for the money so paid thereon. 

Src, 6, That said board of supervisors are further authori and empowered 
to enter into a contract, in the name and under the seal of said county, with 
said Joseph Renzolds. as trustee, or with his assign or incorporated grantee, 
touching the issue of the bonds herein provided for, to aid in the constraction 
of the said road, and inand by said contract said board of supervisors are hereby 
authorized to a; for and on behalf of said county with said Joseph Renzolds, 
as trustee, or with his assign or incorporated grantee, forthe issue and delivery 
of the said bonds in the manner and for the purpose and as in this act pro- 
vided: Provisted, however, That oe contract heretofore made by said board of 
supervisors for the issuance of said bonds in conformity with the provisions of 
this act is hereby ratified. 

See, 7. That this act shall not apply to any section or portion of said railroad 
whieh shall not be completed in the manner aforesaid on or before January 1, 
A. D. 1893, it being the intention of this act to give and extend the time for the 
completion of said road to January 1, A. D. 1993. 

Sec. 8. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby repealed 
in so far as the same might be deemed or taken to affect or prohibit the action 
ae ait board of supervisors of Maricopa County as herein authorized and pro- 
vided. 


Certain verbal amendments recommended by the committee and set 
forth in the report below were read. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, before these amendments are voted 
upon I should like to have the report read. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I will yield in a moment to the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. SMITH] to explain the bill, but before doing so I wish to 
call attention to a clerical error which ought to be corrected wherever 
it occurs in the bill. The name ‘‘Reynolds’’ is misprinted ‘‘ Renzolds,”’ 
I ask unanimous consent that it be corrected. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection, the correction will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

a Mr. Set crue I now, yield to the gentleman ftom Arizona [Mr. 
MITH]. 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, this bill is for the purpose 
of authorizing the county of Maricopa, in the Territory of Arizona, to 
issue bonds to the amount of $4,000 a mile to aid in the construction _ 
of a railroad, in order to give the people some sort of chance to get to 
market the fruits and the farm products of that valley which now rot 
upon the ground, owing to inability to get them out by horses, mules, 
or the ordinary old-fashioned modes of transportation. The Legisla- 
ture of the Territory in 1885 passed a law granting to the counties of 
Yavapai and Maricopa, which adjoin, the right to issue bonds to aid in 
the construction of a railroad. Through the county of Yavapai there 
runs the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad. At the southern end of the 
Territory there runs the Southern Pacific, but there is no north and 
south connection. There isa connection as far as Phonix with the 
Southern Pacific, but there is no connection north. The county of 
Yavapai, under the power given by the Legislature, did construct a rail- 
road through that county, Thereare 45 miles of road yet unbuilt and 
which can not be built unless the money is raised in this way. = 

The people of Maricopa County held an election to determine whether 
or not these bonds should be issued, and about 90 per cent. of the full 
vote of the county voted in favor thereof, because that is purely a fruit- 
raising and agricultural region, and, as I have said, their products, to 
a value greater than the amount for which it is proposed to issue these 
bonds, rot yearly in the fields tor wantof means of transportation. It 
is the almost unanimous wish of the people that these bonds shall be 
issued and the road built. The amount of the bonds is less than 24 
per cent, of the taxable property of the county, and I assure the House 
that I have been besieged by letters from chambers of commerce, from 
mass meetings, and from almost every man in the county, asking that 
Congress shall give the right to issue these bonds, ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, let us have the report read. 

The report was read, as tollows: 


The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred the bill (A. R. 3984) to 
authorize the board of supervisors of Maricopa County, Arizona, to issue cer- 
tain bonds in aid of the construction of a certain railroad, submit the following 


report: 

‘That Maricopa County is one of the most fertile and productive counties in 
Arizona. That by reason of having no railroad connection with the northern 

of the Territory the large crops become almost valueless on ac- 

count of excessive freight charges, Maricopa County has taxable property to 
the extent of $5,000,000, as your committee is informed. By the terms of the 
bill the county receives bonds in payment of the money proposed to be ad- 
vanced, 

A letter from the Chamber of Commerce of Pheenix, Ariz., hereto attached 
and marked “ Exhibit A," presents the facts. 

The committee respectfully recommend the passage of the bill with the fol- 
lowing amendments, namely: On page 1, line 4, strike out the last word “and.” 
On page I, line 5, -trike out the first word “required.” On page 2, line 6, strike 
out the words “and required.” On pago 2, in line 19, strike out the words 
“and required.” On paze 3, in line 27, strike out the word “shall” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word may,” On page 4, in line 2, strike out the words 
“and uired.” On page 4. in line 18, strike out the word “shali " and insert 
n lieu thereof the w “may.” On p: 5. in line 4, strike out the word 
“shall” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ may.” 


Exutsrr A. 


The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES, 
Washington, D. C.: 
On or about the 2d day of April, 1889, a meeting of the citizens of Maricopa 
County was called for the purpose of investigating the ibilities of building 
a railroad from Phenix north to some point on the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 


road. 

At this meeting the following resolution was adopted: 

“ Resolved, That the citizens of Maricopa County, assembled this 2d day of 
April, 1889, to discuss the great and urgent necessities of further and better rail- 
road facilities, for the marketing of the products of the Salt River Valley as now 
produced, and considering the largely increased products of this valley from 
Tu to year, do deem it wise and proper that Maricopa County pledge its credit 

y the issuing of its county bonds in a sum not to exceed the sum of $4,000 per 
mile to nid in the construction of a railroad to the north, to connect this city 
with the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad. The building of this proposed 
would open to this valley a very large country, using largely of its products, 
and we, the citizens of Maricopa County, bere assembied, vest the Phenix 
Chamber of Commerce to act as a committee for and in behalf of the citizens of 
Maricopa County, and to take such steps as they deem proper to interest capi- , 
tal in the proposed line of road.” 

Atthe Territorial legislative session of 1885 an act was authorizing Ya- 
vapai and Maricopa County to issue county bonds to aid in the building of a 
railroad from some point on the Atlantic and Pacific to and thence to 
Phenix. Yavapai County took advantage of this act within the prescribed 
time, and a railroad was built to Prescott. Through negligence of ofticers 
of Maricopa County the benefits provided for in this act were allowed to lapse. 
This chamber entered into negotiations with capitalists and provided for the 
imediate building of this north and south railroad, provided that the county 
of Maricopa issue its bonds to aid in the construction of said road at the rate of 
$4,000 per mile. - For the purpose of getting the voice of the tax-payers of this 
county,an election was beld on the 27th day of August, 1889, when the question 
of the county aiding the building of said road by issuing county bonde in the 
sum of $4,000 per mile was submitted to a vote of the legal voters of the said 
Maricopa County. Outof a total vote of 2,000 over 90 per cent. were in favor of 
the issuing of county bonds. 

The building of this proposed road is a necessity to this people at this time. 
The products of this alley are increasing very largely from year to year. and 
the markets now within reach to the south and east are not sufficient to use the 
surplus, while to the north, Konene line of this proposen road and along the 
line of tbe Alantic and Pacific ilroad, are extensive markets, using largely 
the products grown here, that are to-day supplied from California, making a 
railrond haul of at least 60 miles, while this valley lies less than 200 miles distant. 

A bill will be introduced in Congress making valid the issuing of the bonds 
above referred to, and this chamber, in behalf of the citizens of Maricopa County, 
would napsany ask the support of the committee of which you are chairman 
to this bill when ít comes before your honorable body, 
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Our Delegate in Congress, Hon. MARK A. Surru, is familiar with our wants 
and necessities, to whom we would respectfully refer you. 
Very respectfully, yours, 
PHÆNIX CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
By HENRY E. KEMP, President. 
H.H. LOGAN, ry. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amendments 
recommended by the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think that even well established 
communities very seldom act wisely in adopting a system which taxes 
the whole people of a given county for public improvements of this 
kind, and I believe that in Arizona it will be found exceedingly un- 


wise policy on the part of the counties to incur in this way such heavy 
indebtedness. As I understand the proposition, 45 miles of road are 
to be completed. 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Forty miles. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understood it was 45 miles, The indebtedness 
incurred is to be at the rate of $4,000 a mile, making, if there were 45 
miles, $180,000 of indebtedness at the very beginning of the county’s 
existence. All legislation of this sort inures to the benefit of a com- 
paratively small body of people, while the burden fallsuponall. Itdoes 
seem to me more natural and reasonable that conveniences of this sort 
should not be created in this thoroughly artificial method. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. My friend trom Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN ] is, 
I presume, acquainted with the condition of the country about Prescott. 
Wearein this attitude: The Southern Pacific Railroad has a connection 
from the south with the Salt River Valley, where all these crops are 
raised. A branch railroad having been constructed to connect the 
Southern Pacific with Phcenix, every freight team has been driven off 
the road; and as svon as the freight teams are gone the railroad com- 
panas put the freight at what they please. The result is that through 

uthern Arizona, in the mining region, within 100 or 200 miles of the 
very locality where all these fruits, vegetables and grain are grown, 
it is impossible to obtain them, but such supplies must be brought 
from California, paying freight for a distance of 1,000 or 1,500 miles. 
The road which is here proposed to be built will give a connection with 
the Atlantic and Pacific on the north, giving outlet for produce which 
now it is impossible to ship over the mountains by mule teams, while 
hay shipped from California is selling at Prescott, 100 miles above, at 
$23 a ton. Under present conditions the Bsn of that valley, the 
richest in the world, are simply lying in the fields without any chance 
of getting to market. 

In answer to another objection of the gentleman, allow me to state 
that there is no settlement along the proposed line of this road sufficient 
to induce capital unaided to build it. The work will not be done un- 
less the people are permitted to take hold of it themselves. The road 
will give its bonds for the money raised by the people in this way. 

I will state again that the people themselves have voted on this ques- 
tion, and over 90 per cent. of all the tax-payers of that valley have voted 
in favor of the issuance of these bonds. They only ask Congress to per- 
mit them, as they work as hard as any people in the world, to do in 
this matter what they please with theirown money. If what they pro- 
pose to do should prove to be a mistake, they will learn something by it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not yet understand, because the report fur- 
nishes no information of any value, in what form this debt is to be 
created. Is it to be a loan of money? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. A loan of money. The county is to issue 
bonds in aid of the construction of the road, and accept in return the 
bonds of the railroad company. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I wish to refer to one fact mentioned by my friend 
from Arizona. He complains of the absence of competition between 
the roads mentioned. That indicates hasty legislation on the subject. 
How did it happen that Arizona allowed the construction of those roads 
under conditions which enable them to exercise such arbitrary power? 
And as to this road which is to be constructed, is there any provision 
in the act in rating the company which will impose proper limita- 
tions upon the to be made for transportation of persons or freight? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Ido not know whether there is or not. 
But this bill is only permissive; in the action yet to be taken by the 
peep they may impose whatever limitations they please. 

Boe “i HOLMAN. As ageneral rule this is the act of the corporation 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. This is not a corporation as yet. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Weall remember our experience in regard to the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad Company. There the em- 
ployés of the corporation themselves organized counties and voted large 
subsidies, which became a lien upon the whole property of the counties. 
That may be the case here. Some enterprising town or city may take 
advantage of the opportunity to force upon the whole surrounding pop- 
ulation, embracing all the farms of the county, a mortgage of $180,000. 

For one I have protested against this policy in the State which I have 
the honor in part to represent. I do not believe in the exercise of any 
such power by a State. Ido not believe that such a power is within 
the proper provirice or domain of government. These enterprises are 
in the Asie nature of i pate ee with which pee Govern- 
ment nothing to do. ve protested always against policy, 
and I shall vote against this bill. i 


The SPEAKER. The questionis upon agreeing to the amendments, 

The amendments were to. 

Mr. HILL, I would like to hear the bill and amendments reported. 

The SPEAKER. They have already been reported to the House. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being en it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STRUBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pore’ ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

INDEBTEDNESS, OGDEN, UTAH. 

Mr, STRUBLE. I now call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7170) to authorize the city of Ogden, Utah, to assume an in- 
creased indebtedness. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of the act entitled “An act to prohivit the 
pesso of local or special laws in the Territories of the United States to limit 

erritorial indebtedness, and for other purposes,” approved July 30, an be 
amended so as to authorize the og TO corporation of Ogden, Utah Territory, 
to assume a bonded indebtedness, including all existing liabilities, equal to $ 
per cent. of the value of the taxable property within said corporation, such 
valne to be ascertained by the last assessment for municipal taxes: 
That any and all sums borrowed or secured under the authority of this act shall 
be expended for the public improvement of said city. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume there is a report accompanying this bill. 
If so, I hope it will be read. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I yield the time to the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. Dorsey]. 

Mr. DORSEY. I will call for the reading of the report, as the gen- 
tleman from Indiana desires to have it read. 

The report (by Mr. DorsEy) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.7170) 
“to authorize the city of Ogden, Utah, to assume an increased inde ness,” 
beg leave to report as follows: 

The petition and papers submitted show: 

1, That there are in the city about 60 miles of streets which are in great and 
immediate need of improvement. 

2. That the lower and thickly populated portion has since the first settlement 
thereof drained the whole city until now the soil has become saturated with 
sewage and rendered unhealthy and offensive. That therefore sapaan of pub- 
lic works, including adequate sewerage, is so ein eh A demanded, 

The foregoing facts are fully set out and elaborated in the petition before the 
committee, dated January 23, 1890, and signed by the mayor and the prominent 
business men. property-holders, and org rer of the city; in the statement of 
Dr. H. J. Powers, the city physician, and . Samuel M. Brick and John D, Car- 
nahan, dated January 28, 1890, and addressed tothe mayor; and in the state- 
mace by T. A. Perkins, the city engineer, dated January 29, 1890, addressed to 

e mayor, 

Were the city of Ogden located in a State, the relief here sought would be 
unnecessary, as Any community, in a State so situated and composed of an in- 
telligent, industrious, progressive population, like that of Ogden, would have 
the making of the needed improvements within its own power. 

It is conceded that it may be necessary in the Territories, and in the case of 
villages and pro) towns and cities, to prevent by law the incurring of in- 
debtedness for speculative purposes and to “boom” the poner , but surely 
no such inhibition should stand in the way of Ogden, which is y an es- 
tablished, kopalo sua growing city. 

The situation of affairs as shown in the papers filed is such as to demonstrate 
that the improvements suggested are essential to the progress, the p rity, 
and the health of the community, and it is shown that they are desired by the 
officials, the business men, and the citizens onerar: 

The report of the governor of Utah for 1839 shows that the population of Ogden 
in 1880 was 6,069; that in 1889 the population was 15,000, showing an increase of 
nearly 300 per cent. in ten years; and the population is steadily and rapidly in- 
creas: ng. The governor's report also shows that the property assessment of 
Ogden for 1889 was $7,000,000; that the indebtness of the city was $100,000 only ; 
that there werein the city three national banks, with a capital of $350,000and de- 
posits of $1,321,000. Speaking of the business pros meo the Territory, the 
governor, after reciting tbat an immense immi; ion been flowing into 
Ogden, says: 

“The aoe of this rapidly growing city are active, persevering, and indus- 
trious, and deserve the success which come to them. ” 

Ogden is a railroad center, and to and through the city there is an immense 
traffic and travel. It is a distributing point for the United States mails and for 
Army stores and supplies. 

The city is the central point of five trunk lines of railroad and there are 
always a great number of transient visitors in the city, as well as the employés 
of the railroad companies, and the erection and maintenance of a city hospital 
is indispensable. 

The following, oe from the last report of the city recorder, will show 
something of the cial transactions and condition : 

*'The report of the city recorder for the quarter ending February 14 was read, 
and showed a balance on hand atthe beginning of the quarter of $11,076.59: 
receipts, $29,126.70; total, $40,203.29. Disbursements, $26,725.43; cash on hand, 
$13,473.86. The yearly report, ending February 14, showed cash on hand at be- 
ginning of year, $20,773.37; recei $106,496.60 ; total, $127,269.97. Disburse- 
ments, $113,796.11 ; balance on hand, 473.85." 

In view of all the surroundings, it is evident that Ogden is already a very 
important city, and that in the near future it is certain to be one of a great pop- 
ulation and of vast business interests. It is not necessary to point out that the 
improvements now sought can be more economically and advan usly made 
at this so as to be prepared for the coming increase, as as to contrib- 
ute to the health, convenience, and comfort of the present ap eeancpiae 

It is believed that upon a proper consideration the bill will commend itself to 
the House. 

It is known that, should the bill become a law so that the loans can be nego- 
tiated on long time and in the manner pro; , the money can be had at an 
annual interest of not toexceed 5 percent.; whereas, under other circumstances 
and for shorter time, the interest charges would be not less than § or 10 per cent. 

Your committee, however, recommend the following amendments to the bill 
as being better in phraseology and to more carefully guard the interests of all 


concerned, namely 
ing of line 3, to and including the word 


First. Strike out from the 
OTe Gece a eons bee z is hereby auth 

s m' co: on en, author- 
ized to eda na mt va tard including all existing liabilities, equal to8 


} 


per cent. of the value of the taxable property within said corporation, such value 
to beascertained by the notwi! 
pie peiors of section 4 of an act entitled ‘An act to pro t the 


indebtedness, and for other p a perone July 13, 1886.” 

And, second, add at the end of the bill following: 

“And provided further, That this aet shall be of no effect until the proposition 
toinorease the indebtedness of said city shall have been submitted to adopted 


by the lawful voters thereof at an election for that purpose 
passage of this act and on such day as the mayor and city council of said cit: 
mee appoint And atria pliers: That the amount and purpose for whi 
such bonds are to be issued shall be distinctly stated in the proclamation calling 
such election.” 

as so amended your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DORSEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FUNDING ACT OF ARIZONA. 


Mr. STRUBLE. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
3365) approving, with amendments, the funding act of Arizona. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act of the revised statutes of Arizona of 1887, known 
as * Title XX XI—Funding,” be, and is hereby, approved and confirmed, with 
the Sve anene subject to future Territorial legislation. Theactas 
amended shall read as follows: 


“TITLE XXXI—FUNDING AND LOAN. 
“ CHAPTER 1. 
“ TERRITORIAL, COUNTY, MUNICIPAL, AND SCHOOL DISTRICT INDEBTEDNESS. 


“ Pan. 2039. (Sec. 1.) For the purpose of liquidating and porene for the pay- 
ment of the outstanding and existing indebtedness of the Territory of Arizona, 
and such future indebtedness as may be or is now authorized by law, the gov- 
ernor of the said Territory, together with the Territorial auditor and Territo- 
rial secretary, and their successors in office, shal! constitute a board of commis- 
sioners, to be styled the loan commissioners of the Territory of Arizona, and 
shall have and exercise the powers and perform the duties hereinafter provided. 

“Par, 2040, (Sec. 2.) It shall be, and is hereby, declared the duty of the loan 
commissioners to provide for the payment of the existing Territorial indebt- 
edness due and to become due or that is now or may be hereafter authorized 
by law, and for the purpose of paying, redeeming, and refunding all or an 
_ of the principal and interest, or either, of the existing and subsisting Terri- 
orial legal F xebtadness. andalso that which may at any time become due, or is 
now or may be hereafter authorized by law, the said commissioners shall, from 
time to time, issue negotiable coupon bonds of this Territory when the same 
can be done at a lower rate of interest and to the profit and benefit of the Ter- 
ritory. 

PAR. 2061, (Sec. 3.) Said bonds shall be issued as near as practicable in de- 
nominations of $1,000, but bonds of a lowerdenomination, not less than $250, may 
be issued when necessary. Said bends shall bear interest at a rate to be fixed 
by said loan commissioners, but in no ease to exceed 5 per cent, per annum, 
which interest shall be paid in gold coin, or its equivalent in lawful money of 
the United States, on the 15th day of January in each year, at the office of the 
Territorial treasurer, or at such bank in the city of New York, in the State of 
New York, or in the city of San Francisco, in the State of California, or such 
place as may be designated by said loan commissioners, at the option of the 

urchaser of said bonds, the place of payment being mentioned in said bonds. 

he principal of said bonds shall be made payable in lawful money of the 
United States fifty years after the date of their issue. 
“They shall bear 


“ Par. 2013. (Sec. 5.) Whenever the said loan commissioners may be author- 
ized Jaw to issue bonds or shall have decided to refund or redeem all or any 
part of the existing indebtedness of this Territory, they shall direct the Terri- 
torial treasurer to advertise for a sale of the bonds to be issued for that purpose, 
by causing a notice of such sale to be published for the period of one month in 
some dai 7 newspaper published at the capital of the Territory, and at least 
one insertion in a newspaper published in the city of New York, in the State 
of New York, and in the city of San Francisco, in the State of California, or such 
other places as the loan commissioners may name; such notice shall specify the 
amount of bonds to be sold, the place, day, and hour of sale, and that bids will 
be received by said treasurer for the purchase of said bonds within one month 
from the expiration of said publication; and at the place and time named in 
said notice the sail treasurer and loan commissioners shall open all bids re- 
ceived by him and shall award the purchase of said bonds, or any part thereof, 
to the bidder or bidders therefor bidding the lowest rate of interest: Provided, 
‘That said loan commissioners shall have the right to reject any and all bids: 
And provided further, That they may refuse to make any award unless sufficient 
security shall be furnished by the bidder or bidders for the compliance with the 

rms of their bids. 

“PAR, 2044. (Sec. 6.) When the sale of said bonds shall be awarded by the 
loan commissioners, they shall provide and po the necessary bonds asin 
this act provided, and any expense incurred by them therefor, for the publica- 
tion of said notices, costs of remitting funds for the payment of interest or 
money on said bonds, and all other necessary incidental expenses under the 
provisions of this act shail be id out of the general fund of said Territory. 
upon the order of the Territo: auditor, countersigned by the governor; snd 
a sum of money sufficient to cover said costs and expenses is hereby appro- 
priated out of said fund. 

“They shall, from time to time, afler signing said bonds, deliver them to the 
Territorial treasurer, taking his receipt therefor, and charge him therewith. The 
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said treasurer shall give to the Territory of Arizona an additional official bond, 
with two or more sureties, in a sum equal to the amount of bonds delivered to 
him by the said loan commissioners, which bond shall be a; ed by the gov- 
ernor and deposited and filed withthe bonny se the Territory, recorded 
by him in a book to be kept for that Dyce d the said treasurer shall stand 

rged upon his official bond forthe faithful performance of the duties required 
of him under this act. 

* PAR. 2045 (Sec. 7.) The Territorial treasurer shall sell said bonds for cash, 
or exchange them for any of the indebtedness for the redemption of which 
they were so issued, but in no case shall said bonds be sold or exchan 
less than their face red ai value and the accrued interestat the time of d > 
nor must any indebtedness be redeemed at more than its face value and any in- 
terest that may be due thereon. 

* That said treasurer shall indorse, by writing or stamping in ink on the face 
of the paper evidencing the indebtedness received by him in exchange for said 


bonds the time when and the amount for which exchanged, 

“ Par. 2046. (Sec. 8.)  aanat received by said treasurer shall be ied by him 
to the redemption of the indebtedness for the redemption of w! bonds were 
issued, and the treasurer shall give notice, as is provided by law in ease o'pay- 


ment and redemption of Territorial warrants, of his readiness to redeem such 
indebtedness, and thereafter interest on all such indebtedness due and outstand- 
ing shall cease. 

* Before auy such indebtedness shall be paid the Territorial auditer shahi in- 
dorse on each certificate the amount due thereon, and shall write across the 
face of each the date of its surrender and the name of the person surrenderitg, 
and shall keep proper record thereof. 

* Pan. 2047. (Sec. 9.) There shall be levied annually upon the taxable pro 
in this Territory, and in addition to the levy for other authorized taxes, a 
cient sum to pay the interest of all bonds issued and d of in pursuance 
of the provisions of this act, to be placed in the ‘Territorial 3 
fund to be known as the ‘interest fund.’ And fifty years after such bonds shall 
have been issued such additional amount shall be levied annually as will pay 
10 per cent. of the total amount issued until all the bonds issued under the pro- 
visions of this act are paid and discharged. 

“ The Territorial board of equalization, or, on their failure, the Territorial aud- 
itor, shall determine the rate of tax to be levied in the different counties in the 
‘Territory to carry out the provisions of this act, and shall certify the same to 
the ‘board of supervisors’ in each county and to the municipal or school au- 
thorities; and the said board of supervisors, or authorities, are hereby directed 
and required to enter such rate on their assessment rolls in the same manner 
and with the same effect as is provided by law in relation to other Territorial 
county, municipal, aud school taxes, Every tax levied under the provisions of 
authority of this act is hereby made a lien against the property assessed, which 
lien shall attach on the first Monday in March in each year, and shall not be 
sat or removed until such tax has been paid. 

* All moneys derived from taxes authorized by the provisions of this act shall 
be paid into the Territorial treasury, and shall be ppd į i 

“ First. To the payment of the interest on the bonds issued hereunder. 

“Second. To the payment of the principal of such bonds: Provided, That all 
moneys remaining in the interest fund after the paymentof the interest in each 
year, and all moneys remaining in the * redemption fund’ after all said bonds 
shall bave been paid and discharged, shall be transferred by the Territorial treas- 
urer to the Territorial ‘general fund.’ 

~“ Par. 2048. (Sec. 10.) Whenever, after the expiration of the fifty years from 
the date of issuance of any bonds under this act, there re after the 
ment of the interest, as provided in the preceding section, a surplus of $10,000 or 
more. it shall be the duty of the Territorial treasurer to ady „ asin the man- 
ner of advertising by the loan commissioners fcr bids for sale of bonds, which 
advertisement shal! state the amount of money in the said redemption fund, and 
the number of bonds, numbering them in the order of their issuance, commenc- 
ing at the lowest number then outstanding which such fund is set apart to pay 
and discharge; and if such bonds so numbered in such advertisements shall not 
be presented for payment and cancellation at the expiration of such publication, 
then such fund sha}! remain in the treasury to discharge such bo whenever 
presented, but they shall draw no interest after the expiration of such publica- 
tion. Before any such bonds shall be paid they shall be presented to the Terri- 
torial auditor, who shall indorse on each bond the amount due thereon and 
shall write across the face of each bond the date of its surrender and the name 
of the person surrendering. The Territorial auditor shall keep a record of all 
bonds issued and Ppa of by the Territorial treasurer, showing their num- 
ber, rate of interest, date, and amount of sale, when, where, and to whom fa 
able, and, if exchanged, for what, and, when presented for redemption, the x 
amount due thereon, and person surrendering. 

“ The boards of supervisors of the counties, the municipal and school author- 
ities. are hereby authorized and directed to report to the loan commissioners of 
the Territory their bonded and outstanding indebtedness, and said loan com- 
missioners may, on written demand, require an official report from the board of 
supervisors of counties, the municipal or school authorities, of their bonded and 
outstanding indebtedness, and said loan commissioners shall provide for the 
redeeming or refunding of the county, municipal, and school district indebted- 
ness, upon the official demand of said authorities, in the same manner as other 
Territorial indebtedness, and they shall issue bonds for any indebtedness now 
allowed, or that may be hereafter allowed by law, to said county, municipality, 
or school district upon official demand by said authorities; the county, munici- 
pality, or school district to pay into the Territorial treasury,in addition to all 
other taxes authorized by law, such amounts as may be by the Territorial board 
of equalization, or on their failure by the Territorial auditor for the payment of 
iho priocipal of the bonds issued in redemption, refunding, or other bonds is- 
sued to such county, municipality, or schoo! district when the same shall be- 
ome due, and, in addition, a rate of interest paid by the Territory on such 
bon 

“Par. 2049. (Sec. 11.) When the treasurer pays or redeems any indebtedness 
he shall indorse, by writing or stamping in ink, on the face of the paper evi- 
dencing such indebtedness so paid or redeemed, the words ‘redeemed and 
canceled,’ with the date of cancellation, He shall keep a full and particular ac- 
count and record of all his proceedings under this act and of the bonds re- 
deemed and surrendered, and he shall transmit to the governor an abstract of 
all his proccess under this act with his annual report, to be by the governor 
laid before the Legislature at its meeting. All books and papers parsing to 
the matter provided in this act shall at all times be open to the inspection of 
the party interested, or the governor, or a committee of either branch of the 


Legislature, or a joint committee of both. 
“ Par. 2050, (Sec. 12.) It shall be the duty of the Territorial treasurer to 
the interest on said bonds when the same falls due out of the said interest fi 
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Marcu 15, 


Thecommittee recommend the adoption of the following amendments: 
the Toan commissioners may name.” the words “‘or such other places as 
commissioners may name.” 
isn, ingert in section 9, after the word “ discharged,” in line 155, the words 
omochiog herein contained shall be construed to yh ere pent ounce of Ar- 
izona from a sinking fund during the lite of said bonds for their re- 
anapon as aw ty.” 
iaren the same section, after the word “ interest,” in line 189, the words 
Also, insert gs lines 228 and 229, after the words “may be,” the word “di- 
rected, M and in line 230, after the word “auditor,” the words “ tobe levied; ” so 
that it will read: 

“Such amounts as may be directed by the Territorial board of equalization, or, 
on their aye by the torial auditor, to be levied for ‘ioe pe payment of ‘the 
principal of the bonds issued in redemption, refunding.” 

Also, add new sections 15 and 16, as follows: 

“ro. 15. That nothing in this act shall be construed to nara any future 
ery of any indebtedness in excess of the limit prescribed by the * Harrison 
Provided. howeesr. That the present existing and outstanding indebted- 

ara together with Agent ae oe as may be issued for the necessary and cur- 
rent expenses of carrying on Territorial, county, ep nee and school govern- 
ment for the year ation December ai, 1890, may also be funded bonds 
i — for the ee. thereof; and ‘th no krsi, certificates, or 
ther evidences of indebtedness shall Kaereg eae egal where the 

same is in excess of the limit prescribed by the * 

SEC, 16. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with this a act are hereby re- 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report accompanying this be read, 
CMe mat I will yield to the gentleman from Nebraska 
Mr. Do 

The report (by Mr. Dorsry) was read, as follows: 


and yr Gasman @ were Perrin funds, and con- 
tinued without funds until the nexttaxes were paid. In order to carry on gov- 
ernment it became a necessity to create debt, and this debt was placed in the 
form of warrants bearing 10 per cent. interest. Notwithstanding the high rate 
of interest these warrants have never had a good commercial standing, on ac- 


count = their dubious legal status. It is therefore a fact that the running ex- 
papire inclu counties, cities, and schoo! districts, are largely 
Tnoreased by the depreciated value of warrants and the high rate of interest 


a ae Territory and gaged of the eiiean have saoe yoe —— a 
tee Fear ers ear in meeting r expenses, an is ‘ore 
an absolute necessi! ora them relief. = 


“The aa nar a _ a raia eap with the lon; Se ee 
and baying Congress, can sold at nga rate o! 
interest than San Looi in any other way, and Dia aa apodeme for the Territory 


the much-needed relief and the saving of "$100,000 annually. 
The oo of the bill for carrying the same into effect ‘have been carefull y 
the committee and are found to be ample, and that, e epora pa le- 
galize the ote ness, there is no responsibility attached tothe United States. 
The time within which indebtedness may be funded is placed at December 
willbe when the taxes are due and payable, From and after that date there 
be cash on hand with which to meet the current nses of the Territory. 


he committee are unanimously of opinion that the one rena of Arizona is 
cannes to relief, Bees pei report back the accompanying bill with amend- 
ment, and recommend that it do pass, 


The SPEAKER. The first question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on the Territories, 

‘The amendments were adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. 8 er, I desire to ask the attention of the 

tleman from Arizona fora moment, and also the gentleman from 
Nebraska in charge of this bill. The time fixed during which these 
bonds shall run is fifty years, with interest at 5 per cent. I think the 
gentleman reporting the bill, the gentleman from Nebraska, as well as 
the gentleman representing the Territory, will agree to the prope ition 
to reduce the od to twenty years, with this provision ad 
Provided, That said Territory reserves the right to redeem at Pas any of said 
bonds, in their numerical order, at any time after ten years after the date thereof. 

That would make the bonds redeemable in ten years and payable in 
twenty, and it seems to me that it is not the policy of any of the Ter- 
ritories or the States of this country, or ought not to be, to create a 
longer debt than that period. I think this generation should meet the 
obligations it sees proper to create, especially in the form of publie in- 

ness. 

I therefore move, with the concurrence of the gentleman from Ari- 
zona, to strike out ‘‘fifty ’’ wherever it occurs in the bill, as fixing the 
date that these bonds shall run, and insert ‘‘ twenty years,” and add 
also the additional section which I have suggested. 

Mr. DORSEY. If the gentleman from Arizonaassents to the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Indiana, I am sure I have no objection; 
but I desire to say that this bill has been carefully considered by the 
Committee on the Territories in both the Senate and the House. We 
have had frequent conversations with officers of the Territory and also 
with prominent citizens, and the bill is draughted in accordance with 
their wishes and desires, They desired that the Territory should have 
the right to fund its outstanding warrants in long-time bonds. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ing to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana, which the Clerk will report, 

The Clerk read as follows: í 

Strike out “fifty” wherever it occurs in the bill. 


The SPEAKER. Strike out ‘‘ fifty’? and substitute ‘‘ twenty,” as 
the Chair understands the amendment. 

3 ae HOLMAN. That would come in the additional section to the 
ered tacit The Clerk will read the remainder of the amend- 
men 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as an additional section: “Said Territory reserves the right to redeem at 
par any of said bonds in their numerical order at any time after ten years after 
the date thereof.’ 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. That amendment, Mr. Speaker, it seems 
to me, should come in, on the bill I have before me, on page 3, lines 
48, 49, and 50, inclusive. It now reads— 

The principal of said bonds shall be made payable in lawful money of the 
United States fifty years after the date of their issue. 

Now, the amendment of the gentleman is to strike out ‘‘fifty,’’ 
where it occurs there, and insert “twenty.” I think that the amend- 
ment is a good one and ought to be adopted. 

Mr. DORSEY. That is the proper place for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Wherever it is appropriate—— 

Mr. DORSEY. And thesame amendment, to strikeout ‘‘fifty’’ and 
insert ‘‘twenty,’’ should also come in on page 7, line 151. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Instead of the additional section proposed 
by the gentleman from Indiana, that amendment should come in after 
line 50, I think. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the amendments of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, 

‘The amendments of Mr. HoLMAN were agreed to. 

The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DORSEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
kJ paon; and also moved that the motion to reader be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL JUSTICE FOR THE SUPREME COURT OF WYOMING, 


Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 967) providing for an addi- 
tional justice for the supreme court of Wyoming, and for other pur- 


poses, 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not think that unanimous consent 
ought to be entertained during this hour. 
Mr.STRUBLE. Then Ihave noother business from the Committee 
on the Territories. 3 
s LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


us consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
WDEN, for the 17th and 18th instant, on account of im- 
portant bySiness. 

To Mr/McCLAMMY, for eight days, on account of important business. 


TRANSFER OF REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


PEAKER. The Committee on Naval Affairs was passed by 
consent, and will now be called. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs I call up the bill (H. R. 6944) to transfer the revenue-cutter 
service from the Treasury Department to the Navy Department. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, eic., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to ap- 
point, on orbefore the Istday of July, 1890, by ax and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, all the officers of the revenue-cutter service (commissioned under sec- 
tion 2751, Revised Statutes of the United States) to be officers in the United States 
Navy, inthe _ipieeioaz cies Roar ong nl their presentrelative rank, as follows: Cap- 
tains revenue-cutter serv: be lieutenant-commanders United States Navy 
first lieutenants revenue-cutter service to be eae ipn senior grade, United 
States Navy; second lieutenants revenue-entter to be lieutenants, junior 
grade, United States Navy; second lieutenants revenue-cutter service to be lieu- 
tenants, junior grade. United pisia Navy; ae lieutenants revenue-cutter 

rice to be United States N: ba A š chief eers revenue-cutter serv- 
ice to be passed assistant engineu United Shots N avy, with the relative rank 
of lieutenant, senior grade; first assistant engineers revenue-cutter service to 
passed ass t engineers United States Navy, with the relative rank of lieu- 
tenant, sotano lor ay ar and second assistant engineers revenue-cutter service to be 
assistan’ nited States Navy, with the relative rank of ensign. That 
the peed TH revenue-cutter se transferred to the ee by this act shall 
take rank in the Navy according to the date of their pear ions therein, and 
their seniority among themselves shall be determined by the date of their com- 
missions in the revenue-cutter service; that the ered so transferred shall re- 
ceive the pay and emoluments pertaining to their rank in the Navy; that they 
yore oe overned by and subject to all laws and regulations for the government 
ary, except in such particulars as may conflict with the provisions of 
this ss and that the number of officers so transferred shall be a permanent 
addition to that now allowed by law in the Navy, in the several grades hercin- 
before mentioned. 


Sec; 2, That on or before the said date the Secretary of the ‘Treasury shall ; 


transfer from the Treasury partment to the Navy partment all vessels, 
withall tbeir Presson ty and all depots, stores, and other articles in any way 
belonging to the revenue-cutter service, and said vessels shall thereafter form a 


built shall meas andal! ll repairs to existing vessels shall be 


every rpg = 
surgeons who serve “= 
ished. 


= 


= 
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Sxc,3, That the number of eulisted men now allowed by law in the Navy 
SI Po nar agen cing Arte iA 9 be a to man the said vessels ac- 


Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Navy shali at all times, upon the requisition 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, siigh. suitable vessels, with the AE 


pera 
and movements to be controlled and directed by him precisely as has hereto- 
fore been in thereyenue-cutterseryice. Al! officers so assi shall be deemed 
officers of the customs during the period of such assignment and shall be clothed 
with the authority and exercise the powers now or heretofore pertaining to 
revenue-outter eers. 

SEC. 5. That all line officers transferred in bran espe of this act from the rev- 
enuc-cutter service shall be considered out of the line of promotion upon attain- 
ing the rank of lieutenant-commander United States Navy; and al) engineers 
so transferred shall be likewise considered out of the line of promotion upon 
attaining the rank of passed assistant engineer United States Navy, with the 
relative rank of tieutenant, senior e; that whenever a vacancy shall occur 
from any cause whatever among the transferred officers it shall be filled by an 
officer so transferred, acco to seniority, subject to the provisions herein- 
after contained in relation to filling such vacancies, such officer having success- 
fully passed the prescribed examination for the grade to which he is promoted, 
but no officer so transferred shall be promoted to vacancies occurring among of- 
ficers not so transferred. Whenever vacancy occurs at the foot of the list of 
the transferred officers, it shall be deemed an ordiaary vacancy in the naval 
establishment, and be filled according to the law and custom of the Navy, and 
the Secretary of the Navy may detnilany officer of the proper grade to do duty 
in the vacancy so occurring (and such vacanies shall be filled, and details made 
in like manner until the list of transferred officers shall be exhausted), and there- 
after the Secretary of the Navy may detail any officer to perform revenue-ma- 
rine duty in the same manner as details are now made for other special duty. 
But the j prhanan of the Navy shall not detail for the revenuc-cutter service, nor 
continue therein, any officer who shall not be satisfactory to the Secretary of the 

, nor shall he detail for such service other than transferred officers, so 
long as any such are available. 

SEC. 6. That the standard of examination for the promotion of officers trans- 
ferred by this act shali be that now in force for the revenue-cutter service, and 
such examinations shall be made by boards composed of such transferred offi- 
cers, examinations to continue so long as any transferred line officers re- 
main below the grade of lieutenant-commander United States Navy, or any 
transferred engineer below the rank of assistant engineer with the rel- 
of lieutenant, senior grade, United States Navy. 

SEO, 7. That section 1445 of the Revised Statutes shall be held not toapply to 

from the revenue-cutter service to the Na7y b; act, 
but such officers shall receive the full benefit of sections 1443 and L444, Revised 

Statutes of the United States, their rank notwithstanding, when they have per- 
formed the prescribed service of forty years or reached the prescribed age of 
sixty-two years, and officers so transferred shall be credited with the sea-service 
and other duties performed by them in the service of the United States, and shall 
receive all the benefits of such duty and of their service in the same manner as 
if they had been officers of the Navy during such service, without regard to the 
date ot their commissions in the Navy. 

Sxo, 8, That no officer transferred as hereinbefore provided shall be required 

` to serve in vessels doing other than revenue-cutter duty, except in case of war, 
and all officers attached to vessels performing revenue duty shall be considered 
as on sea service. 

Src, 9. That cadets of the revente-marine service whoshall have completed 
their probationary course when this act sbal! take effect shall, upon passing 
the prescribed examination, receive their commissions as ensigns in the Navy, 
but shall be considered in all respects as off cers transferred by this act, and 
cadets who have completed one year of the probationary course u the pas- 
sage of this act shall be admitted to the Naval Academy in the fo class, after 

a suitable examination, or, if they so r, r one additional year’s 

mary course, to be served on board a revenue-cutter, upon ing the 
examination for revenue-marine officers, as prescribed in section 6 of this act, be 
transferred to the Navy as provided above for revenue cadets who have finished 
their probationary couse, and shal) thereupon be held to be transferred officers 
and ineligible for penne above the grade of lieutenant-commander, and no 
appointment shall hereafter be made to the grade of revenue cadet. 

Eo. 10, That all contracts entered into by the Seoretary of the Treasury for 
the maintenance of the revenue marine, or for the repair or construction of the 
vessels thereof, in force on the date of this act, becoming operative, shall remain 
in force in the same manner as if made by the Secretary of the Navy in accord- 
ance with the provisions of this act. 

Sxzc. 11. That every officer not on the transferred list detailed for revenue-ma- 
rine duty shall, within three months after such detail, pass an examination in 
the laws relating to his duties as an officer of the customs, according to the 
standard now in force for the revenue-cutter service. 

Seo, 12. That all acts or portions of acts conflicting with or inconsistent with 
this act be, and they are hereby, repealed. 


During the reading of the bill, 

Mr, SPINOLA said: Mr. Speaker, I riseto makea parliamentary in- 
quiry. FEW does this bill come here at this time this marning? 

The SPEAKER. It comes before the House by being called up by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE) in behalf of the Com- 
‘mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Amendments are not in orderuntil after the read- 
ing of the bill. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order against 
this bill that it increases the expenditures of the Government in excess 
of those now contemplated, and therefore would be a charge on the 
Treasury and hence obnoxious to the rule governing the consideration 
of bills in the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Tennessee point ont any 
portion of the bill that is obnoxious to the rule? 

Mr.McADOO. If the gentleman from Tennessee will permit me, I 
will state to him that it simply provides that the revenue-marine serv- 
ice shall be transferred from the baer yl Six the Navy Department. It 
does not increase the expenditures of establishment, as I under- 
stand it, being a member of the committee. It was jointly recom- 


mended by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the 
Navy that this branch of the service shi simply be 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My understanding of the bill is that it increases 
the compensation of officers in the service. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, I will explain the bill to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will hear the statement of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, reserving the point of order. 

Mr. LODG The report is rather a long one—— 

The SPEAKER, Can the gentleman from Tennessee point out to 


the Chair any ground in the provisions of the bill for the point which 


he makes ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I sent for a copy of the bill when it was being 
read, but I did not get acopy of it until now, and I have not had time 
to find the particular provision. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will be obliged if the gentleman will ` 


point out the ground on which he makes the point of order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman in charge of the bill if 
that is not the fact? 

Mr. LODGE. What? 

Pn McMILLIN. That it increases the compensation of certain 
officers. 

Mr. LODGE. It decreases the expenditures of theservice by $138,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But it increases the compensation of officers em- 
braced in the bill, does it not? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; it increases the compensation as they are taken 
into the Navy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Butit decreases the expenditures $138,000. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But if it increases the compensation of any officer 
of the Government, Mr. Speaker, it would make it obnoxious to the rule, 

Mr. LODGE, This bill, makes no appropriation of any kind. It 
simply transfers this service to the Navy, 

Mr. McMILLIN. But it is obnoxious to the rule because of the fact 
that itincreases the compensation of certain officers, and is thereby made 
a charge upon the Treasury. 

Mr. LODGE, Mr. Speaker, this bill transfers the officers of the reve- 
nue-marine service to the naval service of the United States. In doing 
that it isn to give them naval rank. They are given a relative 
rank to that of the Navy while in the service. In the Navy they are 
given actunl rank, and the actual rank carries with it a slight increase 
of pay in such cases; but the consolidation of the service effects a say- 
ing of $138,000 annually. Thatistheestimate. Ido not see how this 
increase of pay which arises from the change of rank and which in- 
yolves no appropriation of money, but, on the enwan decreases the 
expenses of the Government, would be obnoxious to rule. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Can the gentleman explain how that is? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The bill may bea very proper one. I have not 
had opportunity to examine it, but I must say, from the statement of 
the gentleman from usetts, if is clearly obnoxious to the second 
subsection of the first paragraph of Rule XIII, which provides: 

A House Calendar, to which shall be referred all bills of a public character 
not raising revenue nor directly or indirectly appropriating money or property. 

The increase of the compensation of a single officer of the Govern- 
ment is such an additional charge on the Treasury as would make it 
obnoxious to the rule, I think there can be no doubt about its effect, 
and it must take its place for consideration in another way and on 
another Calendar. As I huve said, this may be a very proper bill. It 
is a very long bill, and I was unable to get hold of it until this morn- 
ing; but I take it that it is obnoxious to the rule on the gentleman’s 
own statement, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that this bill does not directly or indirectly appropriate money. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Js not the salary, fixed an officer whom the 
President may appoint and whom the Senate confirms, a charge upon 
the Treasury? It transfers them; it changes their rank; and, as stated 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, it increases the pay they are to 
receive. 

Mr. ROUTELLE.. But in other respects the expenditures are very 
largely decreased, so that the expenditures on the whole service would 
be $138,000 less than now. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is a matter of argument. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is not a matter of argument; it is a matter of 
financial fact. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The bill is on the wrong Calendar, and it can not 
be considered in this hour. I might vote for the bill if it was up for 
consideration in its regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not understand that the merits of the bill 
are under discussion, but I think that the bill ison the proper Calendar. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It increases the compensation of officers of the 
Government, and hence is obnoxious to the rule. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. ‘The fact is that it decreases the expenditures. 

Mr. LODGE. It does not appropriate a dollar. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. It does appropriate a dollar for these officers. 
They are provided for to-day in the appropriation bill as officials of the 
revenue- e service, under the Bevery of the Treasury, in the 
Treasury Department, 
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A MEMBER. But it reduces the salary. 
Mr. McMILLIN. No; the gentleman is 
“Mr. BOUTELLE. ‘The gentleman assumes that the effect of this 
bill is an increased charge upon the public Treasury. It has not that 
effect. That is not the fact. The effect of the bill is to increase in 
certain instances the compensation of some of these officers; but the 
general effect of the entire measure is to reduce the expenditures now 
made for the carrying on of this service, In other words, it does not 
appropriate money for any pu but provides for the reorganization 
of a certain branch of the public service in a manner that will reduce 
the amount to be appropriated and the amount of expenditures by 
` something like $138,000, as near as can be estimated. 

A MEMBER. But in certain instances it increases the pay. 

Mr. LODGE, Iwish to call attention to this matter of the appro- 
priation of money out of the Treasury. This bill authorizes the Presi- 
dent to appoint under this act, and gives him the power, in other words, 
to transfer these officers to a certain rank in the Navy. Instead of 
making au increased charge upon the Treasury it reduces the charge 
upon the Treasury. ; 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Can you explain that? 

Mr.:LODGE. Why, certainly. The estimates are all in the back 
part of the report, if you willexamineit. They are given in AppendixA. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have not heard of it until this morning. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman will allow me. The effect of the 
bill may be to reduce the c! made; they may or may not. But 
that is immaterial. It does provide that the President is authorized to 
appoint certain officers in the Navy. Now, then, that does make a 
charge upon the Treasury. It does require an appropriation, and it 
does not matter, so far as the rule is concerned, to say that it would 
retrench expenditures and that it would make a less charge than is 
now made. 2 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to call attention of the House to the way in 
which the point of order acts for economy; that in order to throw this 
out of the Calendar and ont of its place we refuse to make a net saving 
of $138,000 a year by making the point of order on a small increase in 
the officers’ salaries. And I do not see how that can be considered as 
a charge on the Treasury in view of the fact that the increase in the 
salaries is compensated by the reduction in the total expenditures to 
the extent of more than $130,000, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This bill might properly be designated a bill to 
reduce expenditures for the maintenance of the revenueservice. That 
would be an entirely pore title to that bill, and under that title I 
should think it would go to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But astoevery officer that is appointed under this 
bill, his salary is a charge upon the Government. . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But he is a charge upon the Government, and it 
is simply a transfer that is Ton for by this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But under this bill he becomes an increased charge. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes; an increased c according to the con- 
fession of the gentleman in charge of the bill (Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. ‘There are some increases, but the aggregate ef- 
fect is a decrease. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, ‘There are certain increases, and if I understand 
the bill correctly it retires officers of a certain age who would not 
otherwise be retired, and in that way the bill makes a charge upon the 
Treasury. I may, however, be in error on that point. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. You certainly are, because if not 
retired they are on full pay, while if retired they would receive only 
75 per cent. of full pay. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But75per cent. of the pay they would receive under 

this bill may be more than full pay would be under existing law. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Butitso happens that it is not. 

Mr. SPINOLA. If I understood correctly the statement of the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill [Mr. LopGr] that the pay of a certain 
class of officers is increased by it, then certainly that increase must be 
a charge upon the Treasury in addition to that which it is now called 
upon to meet, If that is the fact, then certainly the bill isopen to the 
point of order under the rule. Ido not see how gentlemen can meet 
or avoid the point in view of the declarations and admissions made by 
the chairman of the committee, who has charge of the bill, that, as I 
understand, the increases in the compensation of officers will amount 
to some thousands of dollars. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You do not decide what Calendar a bill shall go 
to because of a single paragraph in it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Buta single paragraph may provide for taking a 
certain amount of money from the Treasury, and that would bring the 
bill under the rule. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The bill only provides for the transfer of officers 
from one salary-roll to another. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes; but at increased compensation. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. In some cases. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Very well. That makes an additional charge upon 
the Treasury, and there is no way to avoid the point, that I can see, ex- 

-cept to allow the bill to take its regular order. 
veral MEMBERS. Let us have a ruling on the point of order. 
Mr.SPINOLA. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. [Laughter.] 


’ 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] 
has the floor and is addressing the Chair upon the point of order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Certainly, sir; and I do not propose to surrenderit 
until 2 o'clock. 

A MEMBER, ThatIshould call a dilatory proceeding. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, sir; and I do not propose to be long-winded 
either, but to take the thing as coolly, quietly, and peaceably as 
sible, and to see that no injustice is done to the Treasury of the United 
States. [Langhter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am glad tosee how anxiously and earnestly the 
gentleman [Mr. SPINOLA] is laboring to get that provision upon the 
bill which he desires adopted on behalf of the pilots. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Certainly, sir. My amendment, when the time 
comes, I shall ask all the members of this House to vote for, and they 
will do so, for the reason that it will be a just amendment, in the in- - 
terest of a most worthy class of men. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, let us go ahead now and we will soon reach 
it. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, yes, yeu want to go ahead, but you will not 
take my amendment, and that is the reason you must come under the 
rule. [Laughter.] 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE KELLEY, OF PENNSYLVANIA. 


The SPEAKER. The hour having arrived for executing the special 
order of the House, the Clerk will read the order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Saturday, March 15, at 2 o'clock, afternoon, be fixed for paying 
tribute to the memory of Hon. William D. Kelley, late a member of the House 
of Representatives in the Fifty-first Congress from the State of Pennsylvania, 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, biography of emi- 
nent men who have achieved distinction in life is a great teacher and 
holds out to youth struggling against adverse circumstances a hope of 
ultimate success. 

William Darrah Kelley, born April 12, 1814, in the city of Philadel- 
phia, died at twenty minutes after 6 o’clock of the evening of Janu- 
ary 9, 1890, at the Riggs House, in the city of Washington, D. C., hav- 
ing reached almost seventy-six years of age, from his early youth until 
his death, while a member of the House of Representatives of the 
United States, is another illustration in his successful career of what 
can be accomplished by devotion to study stimulated by a proper am- 
bition. 

Young Kelley, thrown upon his own resources in his boyhood, was 
at school until nearly his twelfth year and was fortunate in receiving 
a good English education. This was the basis of his fondness for study. 
He began then to earn his own living by going into a store as errand 
boy and by reading proof in a printing office. His father, who died 
when he was but two years of age, was a widely known and successful 
jeweler, but the shrinkage in all business pursuits following the war 
of 1812 brought to him financial disaster. The son, feeling the necessity 
of adopting some permanent occupation, concluded to learn the business 
his father had followed, and by thirteen years of age had apprenticed 
himself for seven years to a firm of jewelers. Having completed his 
apprenticeship he went in a little while tothe city of Boston, and worked 
there several years as a journeyman. 

Returning to Philadelphia in his early manhood he commenced the 
study of law, and at twenty-seven years of age was admitted to the 
bar. With a matured intellect and with close habits of study he soon 
became prominent as a lawyer, and, attracting by his rapid progress in 
his profession the attention of the governor of the Commonwealth, he 
was appointed prosecuting attorney of the city and county of Phila- 
delphia, and held that office a second time. In 1846, at thirty-two 
years of age, he was commissioned by appointment a judge of the court 
of common pleas. In 1851, the judiciary of Pennsylvania having be- 
come elective, he was chosen by the people to the same court for a term 
of ten years, remaining a judge about half his elective term, he hay- 
ing served in that capacity about ten years in all. 

fe was nominated in 1856 for the House of Representatives, and then 
resigned his judgeship. His resignation enabled him to take part with 
propriety in the interesting canvass of that year, presenting to the peo- 
ple with great power and eloquence the principles of Republicanism 
upon which he sought to be elected, and urging with force and vigor 
the election of General John C. Frémont. The campaign ended in the 
defeat of the judge for Congress and also of the distinguished candidate 
for the Presidency. 

He had won distinction upon the bench, and, coming to the bar again, 
his knowledge of the law and his impressiveness of speech brought to 
him at once a large clientage, both as counselor and advocate. 

Taking bours from his professional work, he was prominent in the 
lecture field upon many of the subjects, irrespective of politics, of that 
day which called to the rostrum many cultured men. An errand boy, 
a printer’s proof-reader, a jeweler’s apprentice, a workman at his trade, 
alawyer, a prosecutor of the pleas, a judge, and a lecturer, he never 
failed of success, for he never ceased to devote himself to study. His 
temperament was such that he must work; his unwearying eagerness 
for learning and his determination to succeed elevated him in the esti- 
mation of the people and made his wonderful career in public life a his- 
torical certainty. 
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My acquaintance with my late colleague commenced when he was 
filling the position of prosecuting attorney. As astudent at law I was 
frequently a listener in the courts and the quarter sessions and oyer and 
terminer gave me opportunities of hearing him in the trials of inals 
of all grades. Iwas impressed with his consummate skill in the exam- 
ination of witnesses, his logical analysis of evidence, and his persuasive 
power of presenting cases to juries. As I look back upon these earlier 
years of his professional life, the Philadelphia bar full of great lawyers, 
I can say that he was noted among them as already a i hed 
leader. 

Great questions were now agitating the public mind, and Judge Kel- 
ley naturally entered into their discussion. In the division of parties 
he had been a Democrat, but he differed with that party upon the 
issue of slavery and its extension. In his lectures before large assem- 
blies he advocated freedom to all, and upon the stump as a candidate 
made himself most conspicious asan orator and contributed in a great 
degree to the future success of the Republican party. 

Elected to the House of Representatives in 1860 as a Republican, he 
was sworn in as a member of the Thirty-seventh Congress at the ses- 
sion called by President Lincoln July 4, 1861. He eame to the per- 
formance of his duties fully equipped, for he had studied the principles 
of republican government. Asa man of the people, he understood 
what was due to humanity. With a mind stored with knowledge ac- 
quired by study of the writings of the fathers of the Republic, he soon 
took rank with the great statesmen who welcomed him to a seat beside 
them in that eventful called session. Among them, as senior colleagues 
from Pennsylvania, were Thaddeus Stevens, Galusha A. Grow, James 
K. Moorhead, and Edward McPherson, all widely known throughout 
the country. 

From other States were seated there JUSTIN S, MORRILL, WILLIAM 
S. HOLMAN, Henry L. DAWES, John A. Logan, Schuyler Colfax, DAN- 
IEL W. VOORHEES, William Windom, Robert Mallory, John A. Bing- 
ham, Samuel S, Cox, Elihu B. Washburne, Clement L, Vallandigham, 
William A. Wheeler, Francis P. Blair, jr., Roscoe Conkling, George H. 
Pendleton, JAMES F. WrLsox, Elijah Ward, who, with many others of 
distinction, composed that House of Representatives of the Thirty-sev- 
enth Congress, With its roll of only 181 members who took the oath 
of office, I believe it has never been surpassed, if ever equaled, in the 
number of men who already had impressed themselves upon the country 
for statesmanship or who subsequently, so many of them, rose to higher 
eminence in different branches of Government service. 

Judge Kelley, for the first time ina represevtative position and find- 
ing himself surrounded by so many great men, but depending, as was 
his wont, upon his own ability, at once came almost to the fore front, 
and sustained himself well in that early day of his Congressional serv- 
ice. Soon he was acknowledged as fit to take a prominent part in the 
deliberations and debates of that stormy period. The great leader of 
Republicanism in the House of Representatives then was Thaddeus 
Stevens, who was, in my judgment, the greatest leader ever in Co 
sional life, In statesmanship, without detracting in the least from the 
reputation of others with whom it has been my good fortune to serve 
these many years in the House, I place him before them all. Now, in 
conscientiously considering where should stand upon the roll of lead- 
ing members of Congress the name of my long-time colleague, Judge 
Kelley, I must inscribe it next to the great American commoner, Thad- 
deus Stevens, 

This high position I give him I believe is due to him, for never in 
my Congressional acquaintance has any one excelled him in persistent 
acquisition of knowledge and in toiling without cessation through 
years as a Representative for the advancement of his country’s inter- 
ests.. He never failed at any time earnestly to advance by legislation 
the improvement in circumstances of his own immediate constituents 
while never neglecting the people at large. Soable in argument for the 
abolition of slavery, so patriotic in his teachings for the preservation of 
the Union, so convincing in speech for the system of protection to 
American industry that eulogy is exhausted. The Congressional Globe 
andthe CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in their pages contain au imperish- 
able history of William D. Kelley as a Representative in Congress. 
He never spoke but to enlighten his hearers and thecountry. His elo- 
quence upon this floor at times turned expected defeatinto yictory, and 
his voice, raised to accomplish something for the poor and distressed 
seeking individual legislation, rarely was in vain. 

Judge Kelley had the confidence of President Lincoln and his Cabi- 
net. He was frequently called npon by them during the four years of 
the rebellion for suggestions, and his broad views and his convictions of 
right many a time were concurred in by those distinguished men. His 
faculty of research, his extensive reading, his gift of a never-failing 
memory, his personal visitations to almost every part of our country 
in search of information, his journeyings in Europe, his contact with the 
great men here and in many foreign lands, taught him as few men have 
been taught. He gathered facts from every source and brought them 
into use with t effect upon all subjects upon which he wrote or 
spoke. This devotion to the acquisition of knowledge made hima 
statesman. Such, in my estimation, must be the manner of life of any 
one who wishes to accomplish statesmanship. 

Upon the subject of protection, in my opinion, his acquaintance with 


its details was far beyond that of any of his associates in Congressional 
life, and was not surpassed, yes, not equaled, even by those from whom 


he first learned the principles of the system. Indeed, the tariff was | - 


his hobby above and beyond every other subject to which he turned 
his attention. What we owe to those who have hobbies! Knowledge 
would slowly were it not for the devotion of earnest men to 
the study of some one great subject and the promulgation of their re- 
searches to the world. 

Notwithstanding the constant hourly and daily occupation of Judge - 
Kelley in the duties of his representative life, he was prompted to take 
from his busy moments sufficient time to write and edit works upon 
the topics which engrossed his mind. Thus he gave to the yas the 
stores of information his industry had accumulated, especially so upon 
the question of protection. To read his publications is to learn the 
soundness of a system which has giyen prosperity to our country and 
made us the chosen of the earth. j 

Did we ever realize that years were passing on in the life of our dis- 
tinguished friend? Did we look upon him as one who was showing the 
advance of age and decreasing in physical strength or mental vigor? 
That graceful form, that lightness of step which all of us so often no- 
ticed as he erossed this floor, that bright and unclouded mind kept out 
of our thoughts even the idea that he had passed far beyond threescore 
years and ten. Not until a few months before his death could I, his 
intimate friend, I who saw him and conversed with him almost every 
day during the sessions of the Co in which we have served, ob- 
serve any such decided change in his health as to give me undue alarm. 

As late as the 13th day of last September, when he and I, in New 
York, as members of the funeral committee, followed to the grave our 
dear friend, Samuel §. Cox, his hope of active service in the Fifty- 
first Congress had not entirely departed. Isaw him several timesafter- 
wards in Philadelphia; but still later, in an interview with him at the 
house of his daughter only a few days before he started for Washing- 
ton to take his seat in the House, did I feel that he had lost strength, 
seemed discouraged, and that watchful care alone would enable him to 
undergo the Bere coag koz eae which the session would bring upon 
him. Sucha change in him between early in September and late in 
November last I could scarcely realize. 

It was not until after the organization of the House that increasing 
physical weakness led him to decline serving upon the Committee of 
Ways and Means, of which he had once been chairman and had served 
so many years as one of its members. His friends noticed his depres- 
sion ofspirits; and, he having lost that natural buoyancy and liveliness 
which had ever made him a cheerful companion, their hearts began to 
fail them and they feared that he might not be long among them. A 
man whose patriotic ambition had given him years of honor was evi- 
dently lingering out but a few remaining days of life. 

I never knew Judge Kelley to be ambitious but for an acknowledg- 
ment of service advantageous to the people. His aspirations never led 
him to wish for or to seek the Speakership of the House. He, at times 
when approached by his immediate Republican colleagues to permit 
them to this name to the general caucus as Pennsylvania’s choice 
for that high position, ever declined. Likewise, he never expressed a 
wish to be transferred to the Senate. His idea of Congressional service 
was upon the floor of the House, always asserting that continued elec- 
tions by the people of his district covered the fullness of his ambition. 
So he had his wish. He alone, of all men living or dead, received fif- 
teen consecutive elections to the House of Representatives, 

Judge Kelley not only in speech was true to the preservation of the 
Union, but in practical service. In the emergency call of September, 
1862, he enlisted in an artillery company and with it marched to the 
front, when Pennsylvania was invaded, and served until its muster 
out. In a short campaign he endured the fatigues of the march and of 
the camp. He shared with other privates of the company the priva- 
tions and dangers of a soldier’s life and held asa precious relic an hon- 
orable discharge. The exposure of those days and nights, in my 
opinion, laid the foundation of his fearful bronchial affection, which 
ended only with his life. He combated this disease with nerve, and 
never, with all the varied sufferings from it, did he yield in his deter- 
mination to stand up to his work, his unconquerable will power keep- 
ing him many a time in the performance of duty while most others 
would have given up in despair. 

His life was full of most interesting personal incidents. He was a 
positive man and he always uttered his opinions and sentiments. 
There were times and occasions when speech was dangerous in many 
parts of our country, but in the fulfillment of duty to principle he 
went wherever called upon to speak for the cause of the Union. His 
fearlessness disarmed his enemies, and under the greatest excitements 
he was given hearings, for his perseverance in thé right commanded 
the respect of those from whom he differed. 

How many a time I have heard him in a conversational way recount 
his experiences, and so gifted was he in interesting statement that he 
never tired his ever-ready listeners. He was truly a complete social 
companion, and he enjoyed life in a superlative degree. He was of 
a quick temperament, which I ascribe to his long suffering, but no 
one ever reacted in manner sooner, and if an imagined hurting of the 
feelings of any one was told him he never failed to seek out the per- 
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son injured and to evince the greatest kindness and readiness to hear 
and oblige if possible. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the ending of his life was approaching. Toa friend 
it was slow of belief, but it was sure to come. How could I, after 
twenty-five years of the closest companionship here, become satisfied 
that before long my associations with Judge Kelley, my friend and my 
colleague, were to cease? At last I learned irom his own lips the prog- 
ress of his disease. Even by his friends he disliked to be asked about 
his health, so sensitive had he become. He“knew that, however solic- 
itous and anxious they were, his days on earth were not many, and 
in his love for them he wanted to keep from them, as much as he could, 
his helpless condition. <j 

Sitting by him at the dinner table at the Riggs House but a few days 
before the Christmas vacation, in a conversation I had with him about 
the recess, he, knowing I would spend it in Philadelphia, said that he 
would not, as he thought he would have more rest in Washington, and 
that his wife was coming to him. Ina moment of extreme depression, 
and to my great surprise, he said to me: ‘‘ How difficult I am finding 
it to talk much; but, my dear, long-time friend, I want to tell you that 
I am a dead man; yes, to tell you, but please do not repeat it to others. 
Oh!” said he, “‘if my life can only be until after the holidays, 
how thankful to my God I will be. Iso much desire that the shadow 
of death may not be upon the households of my dear children and grand- 
children to mar their Christmas enjoyments and to darken in my family 
the brightness of that festive time.’’ 

Dear colleague, your life was prolonged beyond that gay season. The 
wife who was with you, the children and grandchildren who were at 
their homes, had not to mourn your death until a later day. 

To me the shock of this, as it were, confidential communication was 
terrible. The composure with which he spoke these words, ‘‘I am a 
dead man,” unnerved me, and I can never forget them. Soon he took 
to the bed from which he was not to arise again. .A devoted wife, sor- 
rowing sons and daughters, cared for and nursed him until the last 
moment he was permitted to live. Hesuffered greatly at times during 
these dying days, but there was no murmuring. He knew that his end 
was coming, but he realized that there was Oue to Whom he could look 
for ease and comfort in the passing hours of his trials on earth, and call- 
ing time and again upon the Lord Jesus Christ, his Divine Lord and 
Savior, and repeating over and over, by day and by night, the Lord's 
Prayer, taught him by his christian mother, he breathed away his life 
in calmness and composure. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, when on the 4th day of March, 1861, 
Abraham Lincoln was inaugurated President of the United States of 
America and the Thirty-sixth Congress expired, there was a great mul- 
titude of people at this Capitol; there was some display of enthusiasm 
such as is incident to a great event, but there was asubdued feeling in 
the minds of all men that the issue which the founders of the Republic 
could only postpone, which statesmanship for three-quarters of a cent- 
ury could only hold in abeyance, must be decided by an appeal to 
arms; that the hovrof revolution wasat hand. Multitudes visited the 
tomb of Washington as if to revive their love for the Union at the shrine 
of the immortal patriot. With anxiety and foreboding men sought to 
conjecture what, from the gathering storm of human passions, Provi- 
dence would bring forth. 

On the 4th day of July, 1861, a day that will be consecrated to hu- 
man liberty as long as the race shall endure, by the proclamation of 
the President of the United States Congress assembled in extraordi- 
nary session at the Capitol. It was a memorable meeting of Congress. 
The Republic, resting so long in safety in the security of peace, was al- 
ready in the throes of war; the clash of arms could almost be heard 
from the portals of this Capitol. The seatsin this Hall wont to he oc- 
cupied by the Representatives of ten States of the Union were vacant. 
No great crowds of people filled the corridors orgalleries. The insignia 
of res were upon every hand. Union soldiers were encamped in this 

Ta and a sense of high responsibility pervaded both halls of 
Congress, Yet there was from the beginning a living confidence, both 
in House and Senate, that the Union of the States would survive the 
shock and come forth from the gathering darkness in unimpaired grand- 
eur and strength. 

The apostrophe of the greatest of American poets to the Union well 
expressed the confidence and enthusiasm of the two Houses of Congress 
at that memorable meeting on the 4th day of July, 1861: 

Thou, too, sail on, O Ship of State! 
Sail on, O Union, strong and great! á 
Humanity with all its fears, 


With all the hopes of future years, 
Is hanging breathless on thy fate! 
* * * * 


In spite of rock and tempest roar, 

In spite of false lights on the shore, 

Sail on, nor fear to breast the sea! 

Our hearts, our hopes, are all with thee; 

Our hearts, our h our prayers, our tears, 
Our faith triumphant o'er our 
Aye all with thee; are all with thee! 


On that 4th day of July, 1861, William D. Kelley first entered this 


Hall as a member of the House. The.unseen dorces in the great cur- 
rent of human affairs—forces. of which men seem unconscious, which 
underlie physical revolutions and ever bear onward the human race 
toa higherand better life—were organizing events which statesmanship 
could not perceive; statesmen and politicians were “building better 
than they knew.”’ 

In the political contest of 1860 an unusual number of gble men were 
chosen by the people to represent them in this Hall. The great polit- 
ical party, the counsels of whose statesmen had in the main guided the 
affairs of the Republicin former years, was broken into fragments. New 
men took charge of the ship of state. Pennsylvania furnished to the 
House in the Thirty-seventh Congress a very able body of men. Of Re- 
publicans there were Thaddeus Stevens, John Hickman, John Covode, 
lames K, Moorhead, and Galusha A. Grow, who was elected Speaker, 
already experienced legislators; William D. Kelley, Edward McPher- 
son, William Morris Davis, and others, all of whom were destined to 
play an important part in public affairs. Of Democrats, Hendrick B. 
Wright, the successor of George W, Scranton, the founder of the city of 
his name, whose early death in the midst of a career ol great useful- 
ness caused great and sincere public sorrow; Philip Johnson, Syden- 
ham E. Ancona, and others, men of high merit, who made honorable 
records in this Hall. 

It might be supposed, in view of their long service, that I had omitted 
the names of SAMUEL J. RANDALL and CHARLES O'NEILL, but the en- 
try of those distinguished gentlemen into the public service did not oc- 
cur until the opening of the Thirty-eighth Congress, two years after 
Judge Kelley became a member of the House, 

Having been acquainted with the predecessor of Judge Kelley, after 
the House organized I went over and formed his acquaintance. We 
talked of his predecessor, of whom he spokein high commendation; we 
talked of the condition of our country and the exigencies of the hour, 
I soon saw the spirit and high aspirations of the new member from 
Pennsylvania, He talked freely; there was no halting in his convic- 
tions, 

He looked into the future without doubt orapprehension. The Union 
was safely intrenched in the affections and hopes of the people, and no 
revolution could be strong enough to even weaken the foundations on 
which the fathers had erected the structure. Thefierce conflict im- 
pending would open up a new era; the slavery of the African, theonly 
obstacle which in the beginning clouded the hopes of the fathers of a 
perpetual union of the States, would perish: Unconscious forces, under 
the command of Providence, were to open up in the North American 
Continent a scene of unexampled grandeur, I could not but admire 
his enthusiasm. Judge Kelley, as | saw him on that 4th day of July, 
1861, was in the very bloom of confident manhood, The mysterious 
power of hope illuminated to him the scenes of the coming years with 
rays of golden light. He impressed me in that brief interview with 
the conviction that with opportunity he would impress his views and 
opinions on affairs and policies of Government. 

I was charmed with Judge Kelley, though I did not fully concur in 
his views or feel the confidence he expressed in the future of our coun- 
try, while rejoicing in the hope he expressed. His bearing then, as al- 
ways afterwards, was pleasant and courteous; his manner genial, not 
much inclined to self-assertion, and in a degree diffident; yet his man- 
ner expressed confidence in himself; with a pleasant and kindly face, a 
a bright, sagacious eye that seemed to see everything transpiring, and 
yet at moments with an absent expression; with a charming voice, un- 
der wonderful control, and of great compass, that in after years on 
countless occasions was to reach every nook of this great Hall, and 
which men would always stopto hear; such was Judge Kelley as I re- 
call him to my mind after this long interval of nearly twenty-nine 


years. 

Judge Kelley’s record in Congress is in the main confined to three 
great subjects: the abolition of slavery, the currency, and the tariff, 
He was as determined, steadfast, and practical in his support of the 
abolition of slavery in our country as was Charles Sumner in the Sen- 
ate or Thaddeus Stevens in the House, or as Wilberforce or the poet 
Montgomery was for its abolition in the British possessions. He was 
intensely hostile to slavery from the time he became a member of the 
House. 

I think he allied himself with the Republican party because he be- 
lieved that that party would in the main embody and express the anti- 
slavery sentiment of the Ameriean people. He sympathized keenly 
with the down-trodden and the miserable. He believed in the capacity 
of all men for progress and improvement, that all men should have an 
opportunity to better their condition, and that the distinctive glory of 
the christian religion was that it taught the unity of the human race, 
that all men were brethren. He hated all forms of human servitude; 
he would raise up the lowly and give them an opportunity to assert 
their manhood; hence he championed the measure for arming the slave 
that he might strike for his own liberty; he would liberate and enfran- 
chise the slave because he wasa man. He believed in the human race; 
he saw in the convulsions which overthrow hoary-beaded distinctions 
among men, in the fierce antagonisms between rival States, the wrecks 
of revolution, the everlasting and feverish unrest in the social as well 
as the political world, only the outward expression of the aspirations of 


1890. 
the human heart for a purer atmosphere, for social life, a larger liberty, 
and a juster recognition of the natural equality and manhood of man- 
kind; the race ever struggling to be better. He would have said with 
Longfellow, making the human race the “Poet, Prophet, Seer: ” 

In their feverish exultations, 

In their triumph and tneir yearning, 

In their passionate pulsatio: 


In their words among the n. ns, 
The Promethean fire is burning. 


Judge Kelley saw with exultation, emerging from the wreck of war, 
the accomplishment of the purpose to which he had devoted the earlier 
period of his life, the slave emancipated and enfranchised and represent- 
atives of the race in hoth Halls of 

He was a valuable associate of Thaddeus Stevens in the contest in 
Congress as to the form in which the national debt should be created. 
He stood firmly with Mr. Stevensin demanding that the currency which 
should meet the enormous requirementsof the war should be issuedin 
the form of legal-tender Treasury notes, convertible into public seeuri- 
ties. the principal and interest of whichshould be payable in the same 
currency; hence his opposition to the national-bank system or the pay- 
ment of either the principal or interest of the national bonds in coin. 

Mr. Stevens, theauthor of the legal-tender system of currency (green- 
backs), was only partially suecessful in securing the adoption of his 
system in 1862. Judge Kelley adhered to it without faltering, and 
went ata later period to the verge of a rupture with his party in its 
defense. Experience has demonstrated that the plan of Mr. Stevens 
would have resulted greatly to the advantage of the people. 

While the statesmen in Congress were ransacking every field of prop- 
erty and industry for subjects for taxation to meet the demands on the 
Treasury, the question of the tariff gave rise to but little discussion. 

Ata later period, when the public debt was materially reduced and 
it was obvious that the resources of the country would readily meet 
every demand on the Treasury, the tariff became a subject of absorb- 
ing interest. In the mean time Judge Kelley had become a great 
masier of political science from the standpoint of the great party with 
which he was associated. He explored every field of learning and ex- 

rience bearing upon the subject, and for twenty years he has been a 

h authority on all questions bearing upon the tariff as a means.and 
method for promoting American industry. His elaborate speeches on 
that subject display great ability and inexhaustible industry. He 
must be regarded as oneof the greatest and best informed advocates of 
that policy our-country has produced. 

Judge Kelley is justly entitled to be classed as a statesman of a very 
high order. Hewas nota politician in the sense in which that term is 
commonly used; he was not subservient as a partisan. He stood by 
his convictions of public duty without hesitation. He parted with his 
political friends, under a sense of duty, on the currency question, in- 
different to the result. He refused, with dignified courtesy, to employ 
his time required in the public service to securing appointments to of- 
fice of political associates. He served a great constituency in a great 
city in the high duties of a member of this House for over twenty-eight 
years, and that, too, without interruption, a longer period of service 
than has been known in this House since the beginning, over a century 
ago, and had he lived to the close of this Congress his service would 
have reached thirty years, and that, too, during a period crowded with 
a greater number of great events beneficial to mankind than any other 

riod of the world’s history. He has made a great record on great and 

istorical questions. He came into this Hall when clouds of war covered 
the whole land and the Union wasin mortal peril. He lived to see his 
country prosperous and united, every State in its place, the asperities 
of war supplanted by the kindly relations of a united people, and the 
spirit of peace and fraternal kindness overshadowing the great States 
of the Union— 
Like the protecting hand of God inverted above them. 

Heleft this Hall for the last time, bending under the weight of years, 
employed in theservyice of his country, conscious of possessing the affec- 
tionate regards of all the members of this great assemblage. His polit- 
ical opponents as well as his political friends alike join in sentiments 
of honor to his memory. Surely, this is a fortunate termination of a 
long and valuable life. 

[Mr. BANKS withhglds his remarks for revision. See Appendix.] 

Mr. MILLS, Mr. Speaker, when we pay the last tribute of respect 
to the memory of William D. Kelley our minds naturally recur to the 
period of our history through which his service extended. His Con- 

ional career began on the 4th of March, 1861, and ended with his 

ife on the 9th of January, 1890. He was chosen a Representative for 
thirty consecutive years and wasa member of the House for nearly 
twenty-nine years. During a large part of that time the country was 
passing through the most trying ordeal that had ever occurred in its 
history. After his first election and before his induction into office 


some of the States had declared the bands of political union dissolved, 
and soon after the fratricidal struggle began. No one supposed it was 
to assume such gigantic proportions or to last so long. 
The wisest statesmen on either side never dreamed of the limitless 
eee power of the country or the extent to which it would be called 
action. 


But it was soon demonstrated that vast armies were to 
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be levied, organized, equipped, and supported; thatquartermaster, com- 
missary, medical, and ordnance stores were to be provided for the largest 
military establishment ever known on the earth. All these had to be 
created by and with as little delay as possible. 

Beyond these demands, and what was more perplexing and difficult 
of accomplishment, a financial system had to be improvised to meet 
the daily draughts upon the Treasury, practically empty. In the prep- 
aration and passage of all these measures Judge Kelley’s brain and 
pen bore a conspicuous part. He was then in the vigor of his manhood 
and in the zenith of his intellectual resources. He came to Congress 
well equipped for the difficult work which a great civil war made nec- 
essary to be done. His life had been spentin mental toil. Baoks had 
been his constant-companions. Few of his associates were as well up 
in the knowledge of the country and its resources as he, and few of 
them made their influence so potent in the legislation of the country, 
in devising the means to prosecute the war and supply the armies with 
the men and material necessary to make it efficient. 

Unhappily for the country, the difficulties which confronted Con- 
gress did not cease with the termination of the conflict. The war left 
a large debt as a part of its inheritance. To preserve the public credit 
means had to be:provided to meet its annual interest and provide for its 
gradual extinction. The conquered States had to be restored to the 
Union. Their governments had to be reorganized. ‘The passions and 
resentments ea coin by civil war had to be allayed, wounds had to 
be soothed and healed, and the people who had been belligerents had 
to be reunited in the same government, The problem was filled with 
difficulties to the brim, and it required for its solution more than ordi- 
nary Sa EOE A 

It could hardly bea matter of surprise that mistakes were made, and 
mistakes which it would have required extraordinary wisdom and ex- 
traordinary virtue and extraordinary leadersto avoid. They were such 
as were common among the English-speaking people in the hour of 
triumph over their revolted kinsmen. The terms of restoration were 
harsh, and the manner of their enforcement wasstill harsher. The re- 
habilitation, both political and social, would have been more quickly 
and more easily accomplished if the hand that wielded the power had 
been more softly gloved. 

Wiser and more desirable as the milder course would have been, yet 
in the light of the experience of other peoples similarly situated who 
had fallen under the edge of the sword, it was not to be expected. It 
required time after the storm had stilled for the billows to cease to roll 
and break over the surface of the troubled waters. The lawless surges 
when they roll do not consider natural or political rights, but sweep 
wildly over everything in their course. 

In recalling the history of reconstruction I do not do so in any spirit 
of complaint. It was one of the inevitable results of civil war, and 
while it might have been made a brighter period in our history, yet it 
might have been made on the other hand infinitely darker. Whenall 
those now living are sleeping in their graves, and the generations yet 
in the womb si have come into being and occupied our places; 
when all hate and resentment left as an inheritance from the struggle 
shall ‘‘sleep the sleep that knows not breaking,” then our children and 
children’s children will point with pride to the fact, as it will stand re- 
corded in the annals of their country, that but a few years alter the 
struggle the distinguished chieftains that led the opposing armiesin the 
field and the statesmen that directed the counsels of the opposing gov- 
ernments sat together in the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
restored Union and of a reunited people. 

Perhaps in scanning the pages of the records of the House they will 
feel a thrill of pleasure when they see that its membership was assem- 
bled in its Hall on the 15th of March, 1890, to render funeral honors to 
one of the most distinguished statesmen of the Union; one whose hand 
had steadied the helm when the ship of state, in the convulsion of the 
conflict, was riding out the storm and slowly but surely coming into the 
harbor of safety; that more than one hundred of those that stood about 
his bier had bornearms against the Government when the terrible con- | 
flict was on, and now, when it was over and ended forever, were as 
ready and as willing, if oceasion required, to devote life and fortune to 
the service of the Union. ` 

The party to which Judge Kelley belonged and of which he wasa 
distinguished leader was in ion of the Government and charged 
with the responsibilities of all legislation affecting the reconstruction 
and restoration of the revolted States. In all its plans and policies I 
have no doubt he fally concurred, feeling that it was the course which 
prudence dictated as the wisest and best; butit may be said to his credit 
that he did not feel constrained on every occasion to add to the harsh- 
ness of the measures by railing accusations thrown in the faces of the 
people upon whom they were to be enforced. 

This to them will bea bright spot in his memory and one which they 
will recall with grateful feelings. He was not revengeful in his nature. 
Hate and resentment found no resting placein hisheart. Thank God, 
the hearts in which they still live are lessening in number day by day, 
and it is fervently ho that the day is not distant when they shall 
wholly disappear, and from one end of the Republic to the other we 
shall feel the ties of fraternal affection binding us together in one in- , 
dissoluble bond of family union. 
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During the long period of my service with Judge Kelley here I am 
glad to say that I can not recall an instance in this House or out of it 
where he ever uttered cruel or unkind words of the le among whom 
I live. Throughout his whole public life he was the advocate and de- 
fender of measures directly opposite to everything they held dear to 
them. He opposed slavery, and never for one moment let his opposi- 
tion sleep. He urged its abolition. He favored the enfranchisement 
of the negro. He supported all the measures he thought were neces- 
sary to secure these ends, but in doing so he taught a lesson others 
might learn, that one could support harsh measures without using harsh 
words. He knew how to be severe when provoked. Noman had bet- 
ter command of vigorous English than he. Hisabstaining from its use 
was not from want of capacity, but from want of inclination. 

During his public life he spoke and wrote on all the great questions 
that came before Congress, but he will be especially remembered for 
his able advocacy of the restriction of foreign commerce and the protec- 
tion of American manufactures against foreign competition. is was 
thethonghtthatneversleptinhisbrain. Itaccompanied him wherever 
he went and only left him when the lamp of life had burned down into 
the ashes of old age and was extinguished. He believed in it with all 
hisheart. He accepted without reservation all the articles of faith em- 
braced in its creed. To study it in all its phases and to support it in 
all its conflicts was to him alabor of love. He investigated it at home 
and abroad, and felt convinced that he could trace its results in home 
and foreign industrial development. 

Everything he saw or heard or read was turned toward his favorite 
theory. It would be difficult to find anywhere another who had gath- 
ered so large a store of information about every branch of manufact- 
ures. He knew the materials entering into the manufacture of á great 
number of products, and the different processes they passed through in 
coming to the finished article. He wasnotonly familiar with the tariff 
history of his own country, but of that of other commercial countries. 
He was a man of extensive reading, of good memory, of well disciplined 
mind, and a high order of ability. To these he added the accomplish- 
ments obtained by travel in foreign lands and familiar acquaintance 
with the character, habits, and business of foreign peoples, 

My ee ego with Judge Kelley began in the Forty-third Con- 

e was then an able and aggressive debater, and stood easily 
among the ablest and bestin the House. In his later years the infirmi- 
ties of age and the depressing effects of disease made him averse to the 
struggles of the intellectual arena. As age and the feebleness that fol- 
lows in its train grew upon him he became a silent member, rarely par- 
ticipating in debate, and confining his legislative work to casting his 
vote for such measures as met the approval of his judgment. 

His work is nowdone. The trust which he kept so long is ended. 
The office which he filled for so many years, and with so much dis- 
tinction, returns to his constituency, his body to the dust from which 
it sprang, and his spirit to the God who gave it. All that is mortal of 
William D. Kelley now peacefully sleeps in the midst of those whom 
he rate so long and whose will and opinions he so faithfully repre- 
sented. 

As a Representative his continuous service surpassed that of any 
other member of the House from the organization of the body. Ihave 
served with him here nearly seventeen years. Eight years of that time 
we have been members of the same committee, and during all the time 
of our long acquaintance on terms of uninterrupted personal friend- 
ship. In politics we were opposites, but differences in political opin- 
ions were fought out in the political arena and never disturbed our 
social relations. We have often spoken of his long service in the 
House. Some years ago I said to him that I supposed then that no 
member of the House had served as long as he had. He replied that 
he had ped ay so himself, but on investigating the subject he found 
that Nathaniel Macon, of North Carolina, was ahead of him. 

Mr. Macon was elected to the House for fourteen consecutive terms, 
but before he had served out the twenty-seven years he was chosen a 
Senator and continued his long service in the other branch of Congress. 
Judgé Kelley lived to pass the term of three score and ten allotted to 
man and to go beyond the long period of service here by the illustrious 
citizen of North Carolina. The rolls of the House show that of the 
thousands of Representatives who have served in the House only Kel- 
ley, Macon, and Cox, among the dead, and RANDALL, O’ NETL, and 
HOLMAN, among the living, have held that high honor fora quarter of 
a century. 

The long life of Judge Kelley was fall of public service and public 
honors. Throughout the whole period of his public career he enjoyed 
the unshaken confidence and affection of the people among whom he 
lived and for whom he labored so zealously and so long. And now, 
when life’s fitful fever is over, like a tired laborer after a long day’s toil, 
he returns to his home in the gathering shadows of the evening, and 
lies down to quiet and peaceful slumbers, 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I can not refrain from claiming for 
a moment or two the attention of the House to bring my tribute ot 
respect and affection to my old friend, for whom living I had the most 
affectionate regard and whose death takes from all of us an honorable 
associate, a wise counselor, and from some of us a very close and dear 


friend. I first met Judge Kelley in the Forty-fifth Congress. In the 
following I was associated with him on the Committee on Ways 
from that time until the close of the last Congress I 
served with that ished statesman on the committee to 
which he devoted so much of the labor of his life, and with whose 
business, for almost a quarter of a century, he will be always remem- 


No eulogy which I will can do justice to the noble life which 
has closed. His life work is his highest eulogy; what he wrought for 
his fellow-men and the impress he made upon the legislation of the 
country will be his best and most enduring memorial. That which 
most impressed me in my long acquaintance with him was his thorough- 
ness, his industry, his capacity for work, his sturdy integrity, his wide 
range of information. Every subject he touched he became master of; 
not content with scratching the crust merely, he penetreted the strata 
and foundation, and his public speeches and contributions to magazines 
evidenced a grasp of the subjects he was considering which few i%en 
possess. He was a great student and did his work with method, and 
therefore with dispatch. The long hours he gave to his public duties, 
to the critical investigation of the questions with which he was charged 
as a member of the House, will never be known, and they told awfully 
upon his strength. His work in hiscommittee was of the most labori- 
ous character; the days were too short and the nights which should 
have been given to rest were exacted by the stern demands of duties 
placed upon him. 

His intellectual resources werealmost withoutlimit. His knowledge 
of economic, financial, and scientific questions was vast and comprehen- 
sive. Hewas notonlya reader of books and of current literature, buta 
keen and intelligent observer of forces, of causes, and events, Scarcely 
a subject could be discussed with which he was not familiar and which 
was not illuminated from his storehouse of knowledge. His work in 
the Forty-seventh Congress as chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means so drained his vital forces as to be the beginning of that 
physical impairment which ended in his death. It was a fearful 
draught upon his strength. 

As a student and master of political economy he was probably with- 
out an equal in the pre’ generation, and as the advocate of the doc- 
trine of protection he was for twenty years the unquestioned leader, 
always in the very front rank and on the extreme outpost. He was 
devoted to the principle because it was a conviction with him and 
because he believed it would best subserve the interests of his fellow- 
citizens and secure the highest prosperity of his country. His name 
in that field of public duty will pass into history linked with the name 
of that other great protectionist, Henry Clay. 

As an orator at his best he was powerful and persuasive. His voice 
was full and musical, hissentences were clear and rhetorical, his informa- 
tion and illustration striking and forceful. F recall some of his hes 
in this Hall as the most impressive I have ever listened to; and whether 
on this floor or on the hustings, where vast crowds delighted to greet 
him, he carried his audiences by the irresistible force of his logic and 
the fervor of his eloquence. 

He was an honest man, and that after all counts most and is best. 
Never did suspicion even fasten upon him; he wasaboveit. For thirty 
years in public life, a member of the House of Representatives during 
the war, with its waste and destruction, followed by doubtful schemes 
and wild speculations; called upon as he was to deal with great public 
and private interests and much of the time in touch and control of 
legislation which affected vast enterprises, while others fell before 
the temptations of the hour, he passed through all unscathed and un- 
sullied, uncorrupted and incorruptible, and leaves to his family and 
friends and his countrymen that highest of all honorable titles, an 
honest man. 

He had a wonderful hold upon the people and upon his immediate 
constituency. For thirty years he represented the same district; fif- 
teen times in succession he was returned to this House by an intelligent 
and discriminating constituency, and, while not at all times in accord 
upon every public question with those he represented, such confidence 
did his people have in his honesty and capacity and usefulness that they 
would elect no other Representative to displace him. This was a rare 
distinction, given, I believe, to no other man of the present or past, no 
other statesman living or dead; and at the end he was more firmly in- 
trenched in the respect and affection of his people than at any other 
period of his career. 

He devoted his whole life, his vigorous youth, his matured man- 
hood, and his declining strength and energy to the public service, and 
his name will be associated with the greatest events of our national 
history. That public which he served so well owe him a debt which 
it can never repay. Men of all classes and conditions turned to him as 
their friend, and he served them faithfully and well. We shall miss 
him from these halls. We have already missed him. 

We will honor him most by emulating his many virtues. 


Mr. BINGHAM. He who took the harp of the North from ‘“‘ the 
witch elm that shades St. Fillan’s Spring’’ has gone to sleep beneath 
‘* the pillared arches ’’ and there is none left to wake the echoes of the 
vanished strains. 
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In the death of William Darrah Kelley there passed away to join the 
unreturning caravan, ‘‘to where, beyond these voices, there is rest,” 
not only one of the most distinguished members of our body, but one 
of the most conspicuous figures that have stood in public life as a sub- 
ject of popular attention during the last half of this eventful century. 

Although his life was lustrous with grand achievements and his 
career masterful and almost matchless, it is not my pu to review 
it in detail. His noble characteristics, his unremitt bor and tire- 
less toil, a life work rounded, are better perpetuated in the lasting an- 
nals of our Government than I could preserve them in the most glowing 
= rey that faithful friendship could inspire or intimate association 

‘ictate, 

Judge Kelley was in public life and wearing the deserved emblems 
of an honored position ere I had passed “the dreams of childhood 
days.’’* He had conquered more than the ordinary obstacles of life ere 
I had mastered the common books of school-boy days. He had won 
grand triumphs ere many of us had put on the armor of warfare. He 
had abandoned a distinguished office ere many whom I address had 
aspired to the responsibilities of public avocation. 

I might well say of him as the celebrated Talon said of the still more 
celebrated D’ Auguesseanu on hearing his first speech at the bar, ‘‘I would 
willingly end as that young man commenced,” 

He was of an ambitious, heroic, rugged, stern, and aggressive mold 
of character. ‘‘ He wore the white flower of a blameless life,” while 
but few roses made glad or marked his pathway of daty. 

He preferred to sow with the sowers rather than luxuriate with the 
harvesters. He preferred to march with the plodding phalanx rather 
than rejoice with the happy victors. He had the courage to encounter 
the most valiant gladiators of the arena, and the ability to vanqnish the 
grandest championsof the foram. With his native ability and his nat- 
ural attributes it were impossible for him to be the inert observer when 
he had the opportunity of becoming the aggressive actor. He was, by 
his rich endowments, laborious training, and full learning, ‘‘ the law’s 
whole thunder born to wield.” 

But his restless genius and wise ambition prompted him to seek for 
greater laurels in wider fields. He was restless under the quiet duties 
which the functions of judicial life imposed. He doffed the spotless 
ermine, the noblest emblem that pertains to the dignified domain of 
jurisprudence, to don the buckier and contend for the more uncertain 
chaplets that crown the varied achievements of honorable statesman- 
ship. He passed from the forum of the bar to the halls of legislation 
a omnium assensu, became the head and front of those who professed 
to comprehend and control the legislation which involved the political 
economy of our Government. 

The reputation he made in this field of strife and labor will survive 
untarnished by time as a lasting tribute to his memory and a living 
guide for his successors, He has hung along the highways of legisla- 
tion no dim, flickering, or uncertain lights, Hisprotracted experiences, 
large information, and tireless industry have and will illumine the 
paths he has traced for generations to come. They will ever exist as 
the tested and reliable pharos on the shores of the domain of legisla- 
tion to point the inexperienced wayfarer and pilot even those who have 
encountered the shoals and quicksands that endanger the mariner on 
the sea of political life. He appreciated the full measure of public 
duty and official fidelity. He realized the great weight of every burden 
he had to bear. He shirked no peril, evaded no hazard, circumvented 
no risk in the line of duty and province of obligation, but conscien- 
tiously wore the insignia of appointed avocation, fearless of confronting 
obstacles, daring in resources, and hopeful in favorable results. 

Let no impulsive flattery paint pictures to tint virtues, to mask in- 
‘firmities, orexaggerate worth. But let us here in this Hall, where to all 
his face and form were so familiar, with bowed heads and reverent 
hearts, do full justice to the memory of one who has filled no small space 
in the world’s history and who everywhere and under all circumstances, 
regardless of personal bids or partisan prejudice, has invoked by his 
illustrious and pre-eminent record, the homage of the faithful, the grati- 
tude of the generation, and the tears of the loving to embalm a charac- 
ter that may well be our cloud by day and pillar of fire by night. He 
has passed to the sleep that knows no awakening and to the dreamless 
rest that furnishes no heralds. As he came from the unknown so he 
has journeyed to the inscrutable, playing his common part in the act 
of humanity which the great Jehovah permits in our brief earthly so- 
journ, which is but a flash of light between two great darknesses, the 
whence and the whither. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I shall not attempt 
to rehearse the lifeof Judge Kelley or to present anestimateof hissery- 
ices as legislator and statesman. Such a review and such an estimate 
come more appropriately and with fat more authority from those who 
served longer with him in this House, or who were brought nearer to 
him in their service than myself. Indeed, I can not claim to have en- 
joyed more than the formal acquaintance that grows out of membership 
of the same body, until I found myself, at the beginning of the last 
Congress, seated just opposite to him, at the table of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. That association, or perhaps I should with more 
accuracy say that opposition, which brought us intoconstant antagonism 


in the work of the committee and in our views of the preas public _ 


questions that occupied so much of the time of the Fiftieth Congress, 
gave rise, as frequently happens in this House, to a cordial and pleas- 
ant friendship that was never checked or strained by these open and 
avowed differences of political opinion. 

In a large body like this, where the two parties not only sit widely 
apart but in semi-hostile array, close social intern is the ex- 
ception'rather than the rule, The free and intimate association of the 
committees, where most of the real work of legislation is done, plays 
a needed and useful part in tempering the asperities of partisan conflict 
and of individual antagonism. : 

Such close contact, even for a single Congress, is a test that settles 
forever our estimate of colleagues and opponents and sets in unchang- 
ing colors our feelings toward them. 

If it occasionally confirms and hardens previous dislikes, it no less 
frequently replaces prejudice with warm and unfading friendship. I 
esteem it, Mr. Speaker, one of the most precious fruits of service here 
that I have garnered from my committee associations friendships which 
political concord does not enhance and political an ism can not 
mar or destroy. It is to the memory of such a friendship that I bring 
a very humble but a very sincere tribute to-day. 

From the beginning of my acquaintance with Judge Kelley he was 
an interesting personage tome. His name had been a prominent one 
in the proceedings of Congress from my earliest knowledge of those pro- 
ceedings. He had been an actor, or at least the intimate associate of 
actors, in all the recent political history of the country. 

However much advancing years and waning health had sapped the 
strength of the old warrior and compelled him, most reluctantly, as 
all could see, to resign to younger hands the leadership of battles he 
had so long gloried in fighting, they had not tamed his ardor for the 
fray nor had they clouded his memory of the past; and to hear him 
discourse of that past was like seeking history from its fountain-head, 
from one who had seen it all and his full share of it had 

It was in such recitals as these that a younger colleague like myself 
was wont to engage him, nothing loath, and in these recitals to see the 
kindly and genial side of a man habitually serious if not severe, who 
in the contests of the House used weapons on which there were no foils, 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is not fitting that I should merely commemorate 
my own personal acquaintance with Judge Kelley. Hewasnotonlya 
leading and well known actor in the debates and proceedings of this 
House. He had for years past been a unique and interesting figure as 
one who had enjoyed a longer period of consecutive service than any 
other member here. To haveserved for nearly one-third of the life of 
the Republic, to have received fifteen successive elections from the 
same people, was enough to give him a promiuence had he been in him- 
self but a minor character and an obscure personage in our proceedings, 

And no one, Mr. Speaker, will venture to assert that he owed this 
long service and this unwavering support of a single constituency to 
any servitude to a political machine, to any skill in political arts and 
management, still less by virtue of being what is unhappily becoming 
a somewhat familiar character in current politics, a party ‘‘boss.”? He 
held his seat upon the honorable terms of being the tative of 
definite and well known political ideas, which he was always ready to 
maintain, to defend, and to propagate, and which his political oppo- 
nents thought he was only too successful in embodying into the laws 
and the fiscal policies of the country. In the advocacy of these ideas 
he represented, undoubtedly, the prevailing sentiment of his constit- 
uents, and they, having full confidence in his able and unswerving de- 
votion to these ideas and in the purity and virtues of his private char- 
acter, did not attempt to hamper, control, or criticise him as to his 
views and his action on other public questions, 

Public serviceon such terms is an honorand a privilege so rare as to 
be coveted and to be held up to general commendation, forit is the only 
kind of publicservice that can produce statesmen or be highly promotive 
of the common welfare. We often witness the sudden and permanent 
disappearance from our legislative halls of men who are the ornaments 
of their parties and able, judicious public servants, because in some 
minor or unimportant question they have offended the whims, ran 
counter to the private interests, or disregarded the unenlightened views 
of enough of their constituents to make a balance of power in a close 
district, while the main body of their constituents, and even the coun- 
try at large, may bewail their disappearance as a public loss. 

In other countries having the representative system, new constitu- 
encies are always ready and eager to take upsuch men and to continua 
them in the public service; but with us the highest ability, states- 
manship, and merit are not able to lift a citizen into our itive 
Hall if a majority of the people of the particular district in which 
he happens to reside do not agree with him in all his political views. 
A great British statesman, one whose memory America delights to 
honor as sincerely as his native land, when importuned by his constit- 
uents to follow their wishes ina minor matteras the condition of their 


I should only es myself. I should lose the only thing which can make 
such abilities as mine of any use to the world, now or hereafter. I mean 
authority wh is derived from the opinion that a member 


ich speaks the language 
of truth and sincerity, an not ready to take op ce lay down a great 
political system for the conyenience of an hour; that is in Parliament to 


opinion of the public , and does not form his opinion in order 
eami gh tae acto per a in it, . 

The city of Bristol, not willing to allow Mr. Burke this honorable 
freedom, lost his services .and over to another and nobler son- 
stituency the honor of being represented by so great a man. 

The city of Philadelphia, or rather that section of it which he repre- 
sented, was not.so intolerant with Judge Kelley, and, having found him 
a faithtul servant, enjoyed for the remainder of his life his able services 
and the distinction of being represented by one of the best known and 
most positive men in the Federal Congress. 

Well indeed would it be if such instances were less rare than we must 
confess them to be; well indeed for the public and the highest welfare 
of the country, if the oath of office to be taken and faithfully and hon- 
estly to be observed bythe members of both Houses of Congress were 
like that which an old historian tells us was prescribed in 1621 for mem- 

bers.of the.council of the Colony of Virginia: 
` You shall in all:things to be moved, treated, and debated in that council, 
faithfully and truly declare your mind and opinion according to your heart 
and conscience, 

It was doubtless the spirit-of this oath that guided and illustrated 
the long public career of Judge Kelley. Allhonor to the generous and 
wise constituency that left him free to its guidance. All honor to the 
faithful servant who held and was willing to hold their commission 
upon no other'terms. Having said this of Judge Kelley, it is not nec- 
essary that I should make a catalogue of his virtues or attempt an in- 
ventory otf his deeds, 


‘Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, William D. Kelley was a force in the 
country. He stood foran economic policy which affected the opinions 
of men, controlled their action, and in its operation reached the ma- 
terial interests of the citizen on the farm and in the factory, in the 
Mine and in the forest, in the marts of trade, everywhere throuvhont 
the country where men followed gainful employment. Under all cir- 
cumstances, at all times, in all places, he was true to his convictions 
as the needle to the pole. 

Mr. Kelley wasin his fifteenth term of contiauous service in the House 
at the time of his decease, a length of continuous service rarely accorded 
to any man in Congress, especially in the popular body. I first made 
his acquaintance during the Forty-third Congress. He was then the 
Father of the House, and so remained until his decease. Serving with 
him for so many years and belonging to the same political organiza- 
tion, I saw much of him, felt that I was well gequainted with him, 
‘believed that I had his esteem, as he had mine, as well as my admira- 
tion. He was at that time but little past the meridian; always strong 
mentally, he was then strong gent It was. his fortune to serve 
pag a period in the history of the country, measuring time by events, 
that lengthened his actual service of over twenty-eight years into a 


century. 

Duriog his service he measured arms and touched elbows with per- 
haps the greatest namber of strong men that have been in public life 
‘in the same length of time during the existence of the Republic. The 
House of Kepresentatives, at all times made up in the main of the 
picked men of the country, was never stronger continuously than dur- 
ing his service. There were SHERMAN, Stevens, BANKS, the two 
Hoars, Butler, Farnsworth, Bingham, McCrary, Blaine, Colfax, Gar- 
field, Kerr, BECK, Hewitt, Potter, Cox, Lamar, RANDALL, Morrison, 
DAWES, Shellabarger, and a host of others, veritable giants in the land, 
who placed the marks of their individuality, wisdom, and patriotism 
in the warp and woof which was woven intothe history of the country. 
William D. Kelley stood during his long service the peer of his col- 
leagues. No man could so stand at such a period and with men of such 
stature without having great strength, merit, and industry. He had 
all of these. 

Nature did much for him. Industry, care, preparation did more. 
He rarely discussed public questions without the most exhaustive prep- 
aration. In his chosen specialty his speeches and sayings became the 
text-books in popular discussion of the school to which he belonged. I 
talked with him many times about his service in the House. He was 
especially proud of his constituency and of its approval, as evidenced 
by his long service. He believed in his country and its institutions, 
and held that Philadelphia was the typical Americancity. He gloried 

_ in her history, prosperity, and culture. It was especially a matter of 
pride to him that her artisans owned theirown homes and that her 
tem of common schools was such that all the children received a 
beral instrnetion and training. He believed that the economic sys- 
tem of which he was so consistentan advocate was the foundation upon 
which the prosperity of the great mass of people securely rested. 

I will not speak further of his public record. It needs no commen- 
dation from me. It is written in the march of the industrial prosper- 
ity of the Republic. Mistaken he may have been at times; sincere he 
always was. Few men in public life so rarely made mistakes. 

In social life he was courteous, affable, bright. I bave rarely met 
50 companionable a man. For the last ten years of his life he had a 
constant conflict with disease, which, with age coming on, he was less 
able year after year to fight. Only'his close friends knew how bravely 
he made the contest for He was a man who never complained or 
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whined. He frequently expressed a desire to die in the harness. He 


died in the harness. 
It was my privilege to be designated by the House as one of those 
who helped ‘to bury his remains. We took all that was leitof William 


D. Kelley after life departed to the modest church in his loved city 
where in life he had worshiped. Standing at the head of the casket. 
containing his remains, his friend and pastor, Dr. Furness, himsel! full 
of years and almost ready to put his armor off, paid the most touch- 
ing tribute tothe memory of his dead friend and parishioner thatit has 
ever been my fortune to hear. We then proceeded to the beautifal 
cemetery of Laurel Hill and laid himtosleep amongst friends and loved 
ones who had gone before. 

As I stood over his grave I said, his life was a success. Compara- 
tively poor in property, yet he had enough for comfort. In this re- 


*spect he was above want and below envy. The loved ones aad chil- 


dren who survive him, strong, vigorous, and willing to work honorably 
in life's contest, are rich in the heritage of a name made honorable in 
efficient service to the State. May the Republic in future be blessed by 
increasing numbers of public servants of the type of William D, Kelley! 


Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, in the solemn ritual for the dead it 
is announced to the living that man’s life is three score years and ten, 
and some by special strength may attain four score years. Judge Kel- 
ley had almost that special strength—lived almost four score years. 
But better, the strength he had was exerted for his country; the years 
he lived were filled with merit and distinction, impressing ‘‘the very 
age and body of the time.” 

Such lives supersede praise. We.can-recount their acts. It is use- 
less eulogy to extol them. To summarize Judge Kelley's life would 
be to summarize the greatest period of his country’s history. He was 
a potent factor in it, always in tbe front rank of men, a peer of the 
acknowledged strongest. Yet he was not “‘fortune’s miion.’’ His 
youth was one of responsibility and toil; his whole life one of un- 
wearied industry. He wasa jeweler's apprenticein Philadelphia from 
his fourteenth to his twentieth year. He had no education and was 
debarred from the schools. It would not have been unnatural if he 
had remained in routine drudgery and mere bread-winning. Lis as- 
piring spirit could not be so restrained. His strength and distinctive- 
ness. of character could not be obscured or subdued by any situation or 
circumstance. For study, he plucked time from the night; for books, 
he organized with some companions the Youth’s Library, afterwards 
the Pennsylvania Literary Institute. Such men help us when they 
help themselves; from them issue and grow institutions, instrumen- 
talities of good. 

He wasa journeyman jeweler in Boston, and there, while faithful to 
his manual work, his ability strengthened and took form, and his bi- 
ographer tells us he was associated in more than one programme of lect- 
ures with Channing and Emerson, then ascending to the zenith ofa de- 
served fame. Back again to Philadelphia, he there becomes a lawyer, 
and thereafter, forgetting or overlooking his humble commencement as 
he ascends to and achieves fame, we think of him and speak of him as 
jurist, legislator, and statesman. 

He was always a politician, but a politician in the best sense of that 
much-abused word. Politics engaged at once his energies and his 
sympathies. In them he had to do with mankind and for mankind. 
He wasa natural leader besides. He was confident in opinion and vehe- 
ment; but his reasoning was clear, consecutive, and proportioned. His 
physical characteristics assisted his mental characteristics. He was tall 
and impressive-looking, his voice was full, deep, sonorous, and musical, 
flexible to every purpose of persuasion, exhortation, and command. 

In my boyhood days, in my home in eS tereary oe I heard Judge 
Kelley spokenof. Inmy manhood, in the distant West, I watched and 
applauded his fame as it become national. I have been his associate in 
Congress, and have witnessed the close of his noble and distinguished 
career—noble because its impulse and purpose was patriotic; distin- 
guished because great qualities were displayed in it and great good was 
accomplished by it. He died a Representative of the Republic; he 
died in the country’s service. 


Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, the very able, eloquent, and exhaust- 
ive tributes that have been paid tothe memory and lifeof our departed 
colleague by the distinguished gentlemen who have preceded me, as 
well as the lateness of the hour, admonish me that I onght not to 
further trench upon the time of the House by indulging in any ex- 
tended remarks, and that there is no necessity tor it. 

Besides, the public career of Judge Kelley is so well known, not only 
to the people of the great Commonwealth which he served so long and 
well, but to the people of the entire country, that, as has been so aptly 
said by the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr, MCKINLEY], his 
life-work constitutes in itself his highest eulogy. Still, Mr. Speaker, 
the occasion inspires me to add my humble tribute. 

I first became personally acquainted with the late Judge Kelley at 
the opening of the Forty-fourth Congress, since which time, although 

i with him politically, our personal relations have been more or 
less intimate, and at all times and underall circumstances, in common 
with his fellow-citizens, not only of our native State, which I have the 
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honor in part to.represent on this floor, but with his fellow-citizens 
throughout the country, Í have joined in admiration of his illustrious 
career and of the great services he rendered to the country and to the 


ple. 

Mr. Speaker, I can conceive of no greater responsibility that can be 
imposed npon any man than to seat him in this Chamber as a legislator 
for this great and mighty people. Under our form of government every 
other public official has a safe, plain landmark, a guide-post by which 
to direct him in the discharge of his public duties. To be the Chief 
Executive of this mighty and free people is an honor that is exalted 
above any other civic station that man can be called to fill anywhere 
on the faceof the globe; but great as is the honor and great as is the re- 
sponsibility, yet the duties of the Chief Magistrate of the nation are 
bnt to execute the laws of the land as he finds them laid down in the 
statute-books. ; 

So also with the other co-ordinate branch of the Government, the 
judiciary. What more exalted tribunal can the imagination conceive 
than the Supreme Court of the United States, a tribunal in which we 
expect to look for and tind the exercise of those attributes the perfec- 
tion of which is alone to be found in the Deity? And yet they but 
administer the law, they but adjudicate the rights of the citizen involv- 
ing life, liberty, and property, under and according to the written law 
of the land. But who, Mr. Speaker, who shall measure the responsi- 
bility of the lawgiver ; he who sits clothed with the great power and 
responsibility of legislating for the welfare of a free and independent 
people; he who holds in the hollow of his hand, as it were, the desti- 
nies of a nation to be affected for weal or woe by the action of the leg- 
islative department ? : 

But, looking back over the career of Judge Kelley, which, durin, 
three eventful decades in our country’s history, had been devoted to 
the discharge of those great and grave duties, and to which he brought 
the highest and most conscientious convictions, what nobler tribute or 
greater eulogy, standing over his grave to-day, can we pronounce than 
to proclaim to the world that his life-work was well done? 

This can be truthfully said of him, and his eulogy is written, not 
alone in his life-work, in the record of his membership in this body, 
but in the great services which he has rendered to the country and with 
which his name is connected, which will go down on the undyin 
of history as a tribute to his memory, to beappreciated and admired by 
every. American citizen. 

Mr. Speaker, a great career has closed; a great statesman and patriot 
has gone from amidst scenes long familiar and congenial, but which 
will know him no more forever. As bas been stated, Judge Kelley 
entered upon his career as a legislator on the 4th day of July, 1861, ata 
time when the very life of the nation trembled in the balance. But he 
entered upon his high trust with a stern sense of duty, and for more 
than a quarter of a century he has continued therein with the same 
fidelity, never faltering or wavering; and when at last his hour had 
come, the dread messenger found him, though feeble from the weight 
of advancing years and the ravages of disease, at his post of duty, 
nobly but vainly struggling against the inevitable. During the early 
days of this session we lodged at the same hotel. He was then ailing, 
but able to be about, and as I met him daily and inquired as to his 
health, he would answer by a despondent shake of the head and say, 
“ Growing weaker and weaker.” 

He seemed, Mr. Speaker, to realize that his end was fast approach- 
ing; but with that spirit of industry and energy which characterized 
his life he made desperate battle. It was apparent that the sands of 
life were nearly run. It was his ambition to be called hence from the 

lace where for nigh on to thirty years he had so zealously labored. 
Dader the dispensation of a kind Providence he had passed the three 
score and ten allotted to man, and in the ripeness of a well rounded 
and fruitful life, and after devoting the best years of his mature man- 
hood to the service of his country he calmly passed away. Peace to his 
ashes, 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. He who was the senior in point 
of service in this House and first in the affectionsof his colleagues has 
passed away. His venerable form has disappeared from our midst, 
and his voice so familiar to us all has been forever hushed. A seat 
long occupied by the acquiescence of his colleaguesis vacant, and aname 
has been stricken from the roll of living Representatives which has been 
borne thereon for a longer period than that of any other who ever 
served in this Hall. 

After a long life, spent mostly in the service of the people of his native 
city and of this nation, William D. Kelley has gone to his final rest. 
Could he have chosen the circumstances of his death they would not 
have been different, Here in the performance of his duty as a Repre- 
sentative, surrounded by his family and friends, he gave back to his 
Creator the life which had been given him. Others who knew him 
longer will tell of his earlier career, of the qualities which made him 
an object of interest, of respect and veneration; but I can not refrain 
from stating the impressions which he left npon me during an acquaint- 
ance extending through more than three terms of , con- 
siderate, and genial, he freely advised with me when as a new member 
I sought his wise counsel, and he never seemed to weary in placing his 


time at the disposal of his friends or in opening his rich treasure-honse 
of learning for their benefit. 

Althongh suffering from a malady which at last ended his life, he 
knew but one measure of duty and he never left it unfuliiiled. No im- 
portant measure was presented to this House that his vote was not re- 
corded upon it, and few great problems were presented here that were 
not illuminated by his learning and influenced by his eloquence. 

He entered Congress with the advent of the civil war, and for almost 
thirty years his influence was felt upon this floor. Always ready, able, 
and fearless, his convictions were known of all men, and his views upon 
the great questions discussed were impreased upon his party, adopted 
in its councils, and indorsed by the country. A student and disciple 
of Henry C. Carey, theprincipies of the great American political econo- 
mist found no abler advocate; his earnest and tireless advocacy of pro- 
tection placed him foremost among the distinguished men who have 
maintained the duty of developing and fostering the industries of the 
United States. 

No cynical maxim ever fell from his lips. He believed and he taught 
that it was the duty of the Government to support the people in their 
business enterprises, to aid them in developing the marvelous resources 
of this our common country, and to shield them from fo indus- 
trial assaults. A friend of the workingman, he never to plead 
for that policy which he believed would lighten the burdens of the 
toiler and uplift him to the highest and most solid prosperity. 

No sectionalism clouded his vision, but his comprehensive mind con- 
templated the prosperity of the South as well as the North, and no 
State lines contracted his statesmanship. He viewed with honest pride 
the possibilities of the South under the policy of protection, and an- 
ticipated the time when the vast cotton production of that section 
sbould be distributed in beautiful fabrics, instead of in a crude form. 
He contributed his full share to the growth of the iron interests of the 
South and never ceased to encourage the full development of that sec- 
tion so highly favored by nature. His closing years saw, if not the 
full fruition of his hopes, at least the light of that morning which pre- 
cedes the advent of the great industrial day that will bring wealth and 
activity to the business centers of that portion of our common country. 

He wasa man of strong convictions, and heart and soula Republican. 
He believed in his party and its principles, A model of industry, his 
attention to his legislative duties is shown by the records of the House 
of Representatives of which he was so long a member. But the serv- 
ices rendered by Judge Kelley while in officedo not measuré the value 
of his life to the country. His views were impressed upon the people 
by his speeches and his writings and influenced the action of others 
upon many important public questions. 

He had outlived detraction, the shafts of envy had long ago fallen 
harmless at his feet, and opposition to him was unthought of because it 
was known to be futile. Against him the defamer was powerless and 
calumny exhausted her resources in vain. 

His long and patriotic career, his honesty and unflinching di- 
rectness of purpose, had disarmed enmity, and he was one of the few 
men in public life who lived unassailed. He leaves a stainless name 
and an unblemished reputation. 

A living example of purity and devotion to duty, when death came 
it found him not unprepared. 
of his countrymen secured, full of years and honors he passed into the 
night of death to emerge, as we believe, into that shining realm where 
sorrow and darkness are unknown. 

There is no death! What seems so is transition; 
This life of mortal 


breath 
Is but.a suburb of the life elysian, 
Whose portal we call death, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the greatest of 
all human arts is the art of governing; the noblest of all secular enter- 
prises is the experiment of free institutions, Statesmanship requires 
the exercise of the nobler qualities of mankind and elevates and digni- 
fies them. It is that single pursnit which, earnestly and honestly and 
conscientiously followed, gives to every part of this complex nature of 
ours a chance for its highest development. That a man shall devote 
his life with unceasing indastry and ceaseless love for mankind to the 
well-ordering of the greatest free natiop that the world has ever seen 
is the very highest pursuit which any man could possibly follow. 

However erroneous may be the opinions of such a man and however 
he may be mistaken in the policies which he advocates, if he did be- 
lieve those opinions and was convinced of the wisdom of those policies, 
his life could not but be fruitful. However thoroughly we Sas dis- 
agree in this Hall with our colleagues who pass from it to that greater 
and eternal country to which we are traveling, however fierce these 
contests may be (and the measure of their fierceness is frequently the 
truthfulness and intensity of our respective convictions), yet we can 
not but recognize in our hearts that where our opponents are honest 
they deserve our respectful commendation. 

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, there is not so much difference between us as 
we sometimes think. Out of these conflicts, which seem to be bitter, 
ne that compromise which one of the greatest of essayists said 


eme: 
was wiseststatesmanship for the given day in which it wasenacted.” 


His career was complete, the affection ~ 
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These differences uce their legitimate fruits; not by the conquest 
of one side over the other, but by the concessions that are made that 
legislation may become practical. And, perhaps, the best evidence of 
the growth of a free people is that out of these conflicts of the past have 
. grown compromises, where neither side feels that defeat has been his 
portion, and where the victorious side may feel that the victory that is 
accomplished has to be maintained by concessions in the future. 

Judge Kelley’s life was singularly fortunate in the apparent victory 
which his policies met. He was anintenseanti-slaveryman. He lived 
to see slavery abolished; the negro not only freed, but a voter. Yet, 
who can say that the end has been reached; for it but changed the re- 
lations of the races and the conditions of the problem; and that very 
victory has left the most momentous question, not only in the South, 

- but in other States, that the future has for our children to answer. 
Judge Kelley believed in the doctrine of protection, and advocated it 
through a series of years, not only with entire persistency, but with 
unusual and conspicuous ability. 

He died soon after a national victory based upon a platform of the 
great paniy of which he was one of the leaders, more nearly in accord- 
ance with his extreme views than any platform ever adopted in America. 
He died after the organization of a Congress organized in consonance 
with his opinions, and the chief committee of that Congress presided 
over by the ablest scholar and pupil whom he had probably had in his 
Congressional career; and yet who will be bold enough to say that the 
victory is complete, that there is no further battle for the advocates of 
protection? Who will say that the problems which were in dispute 
can be solved on the principles to which Judge Kelley’s life was de- 
voted? Ina sense that is personal to him his life was a series of vic- 
tories, He was for more than thirty years on the winning side. He 

_ knew no defeat from the time he was elected to Congress until his 
death. 

‘Temporary obscurations in certainsections of the country of his party’s 
victories had occurred; but nothing that may fairly be called disaster 
had ever occurred during his political career to the party of which he 
wasamember, During that long period he was the recipient of its 
honors, and, what was dearer to him than mere honors, he was the re- 
cipient of its praises and of its plaudits until he became nearly the type 
of its belief and its principles. 

This is a rare fortune to happen to a statesman. My friend from 
Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] connected his name this afternoon with the 
name of the great Kentuckian who filled the seat that I have been com- 
missioned to sit in—that great, illustrious, and majestic leader of men 
who, in a long and illustrious life, met only honor and encountered 
only defeat. This never happened to him whose memory we celebrate 
to-day, and in that sunshine of constant victory it is not too much to 
say the qualities of Judge Kelley took on a brighter hue and became 
more vigorous than they might otherwise have done. 

We can not estimate the power of development that resides in the 
educational infiuences of this House, especially to one who has gained 
leadership upon this floor. If Judge Kelley had dropped out after 
four, or six, or even eight years of service here he would have been a 
comparatively obscure man; but as he staid here he gained in power, 
his power grew as his reputation extended; and it is a proof of the value 
of service on this floor. 

Philadelphia has not only been generous, Mr. Speaker, but she has 
been wise. She has not only been a model of generous confidence in 
her public servants, but she has been an exemplar of worldly wisdom 
in her political adherence to those who represented her here. Who can 
estimate how much of Philadelphia’s wealth, of those great blocks of 
buildings, and of that accumulated capital the evidences of which en- 
chant the eye wherever you go in Philadelphia—who can estimate how 
much of that has come from the devoted service, the intelligent co- 
operation, the constant fidelity to her interests of those gentlemen whom 
she has kept in this Hall for the last quarter of century or more? 

Mr. Kelley and Mr. RANDALL might fight about other things, but to 
each of them Philadelphia was the prime object of affection; and by 
their efforts, with the aid of their colleagues, who have also been kept 
here for nearly a quarter of a century, whatever could be gotten was 
gotten for Philadelphia. I donot begrudge it to her, Standing, asit 
were, by the grave of her conspicuous son, hoping for the recovery of 
her living and stalwart son who, in his power, had the will of Jackson 
and the incorruptibility of the honest public servant, I do not begrudge 
anything that has happened of good to Philadelphia. I only wish that 
from this day out not only may she but all the country have a succes- 
sion of such faithful public servants securing peace within her borders 
and proSperity beside her firesides. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I am glad to be permitted to 
pay a tribute to the memory of the distinguished statesman who for so 
many years honored the State of Pennsylvania and the whole country 
by his service in this body. Of the men who were members of this 
body when that service began only three now occupy seats in this Hall, 
the distinguished gentleman from California [Mr. VANDEVER], the 
distinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], and the distin- 

ed gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS]. 

William D. Kelley was a type of the statesmen more common in 


this country than elsewhere, who have come from the ranks of com- 
mon life and who by profound study, untiring energy, and unwaver- 
ing devotion have been able to secure and retain the confidence of the 
people and thus be enabled to imprint their views on the policy of the 
nation. Thoroughly devoted to the fundamental principles of our 
Government, an ardent believer in the inalienable rights of man with- 
out regard to race or creed, he became an equally firm believer in the 
doctrine that the preservation and the prestige of our system de- 
pended on the policy of protection as a means of securing proper re- 
muneration to labor and of elevating American character, and in the 
application of these principles he was broad and liberal in his views and 
rejoiced in the prosperity of his countrymen without regard to State or 
section. 

I think no man in the country took a greater pride than the deceased 
statesman in the marvelous development that in the last few years has 
transformed the sunny South. Few men in this country have ever so 
fully enjoyed the confidence of their immediate constituents, The recog- 
nized Father of the House, he was trusted by his constituents as a kind 
and loving parent is trusted by his children. I had the pleasurein the 
last session to sit near himand to observe with what pleasure he read to 
the cirele round him a letter from his home announcing his renomination, 
coupled with the statement that the writer was for William D. Kelley 
for Congressman during his natural life, Those of us who had ob- 
served how his robust mind contrasted with his feeble frame even 
then feared that his service in this body would soon draw to a close, 
and when we assembled at the beginning of this session and welcomed 
the kindly old gentleman to these halls, we felt that hovering over him 
was the shadow of impending death. 

Perhaps no two men of opposite political views have had greater po- 
litical influence than the two distinguished men whose places have 
been rendered vacant since the close of last Congress—the distinguished 
statesman from New York, Mr. Cox, and the statesman from Pennsyl- 
vania whom we mourn to-day; and no man on this side of the House, 
as I think, has borne a more conspicuous part in shaping the policy of 
this country than our late honored associate, 

I was very much impressed a few weeks since by the classic address 
of the distinguished gentleman from Mississippi on the occasion of the 
memorial services in honor of the late Mr. Townshend, of Illinois, in 
which that gentleman referred to the sentiment of dread with which 
the human soul shrinks from death. But, Mr. Speaker, I think as the 
human mind accepts the grand truths of the christian faith we be- 
come more reconciled to this inevitable step in human destiny and ac- 
cept with a calmness unknown before the transition to the great lov- 
ing heart of the Infinite. X 

Death comes at last to all. When it strikes down the warrior in the 
full tide of victory or the statesman in the triumph of his ideas, when 
his theories are in the ascendant, when his country is prosperous and 
trinmphant, when he sits in the highest places enthroned in the confi- 
dence of the people, it soothes the anguish of bereavement. Our friend 
had achieved a high renown, and yet how slight and unsatisfying are 
all human glories, 

Oh, if there were not brighter hopes than these, 
Were there no palm beyond a feverish fame, 
Ifjoy and hope and all the charities of life 

Must fling their withered wreaths into the tomb, 
If beyond this earth there is no heaven 

In whose wide air the spirit may find room, 

And in the converse of whose bright inhabitants 
The lavished heart may spend itself, 

What thrice-mocked fools are we, 

It is only when a well-spent life fades away at evening, like that of 
our friend, in the calm promise of an eternal day, when life’s fitful 
fever is over, that we attain the full fruition of human hopes and can 
say with the poet— 

There is no death! The stars go down 
upon some fairer shore, 


o 
And brightin heaven's jeweled crown 
They shine forever more, 


Mr. REYBURN. A few weeks ago, on a busy street of one of our 
large cities, groups of men were to be seen here and there coming to- 
gether with quiet demeanor and strong grasp of hand, then separating 
and entering a low but massive structure; inside this a room, the light 
of heaven softened by windows of glass picturing the divine love and 
goodness of the God of all nations, with bowed heads the people wait. 
The strains of gentle music fill the air, a procession of the grief-stricken 
clad in habiliments of woe follow their dead; from above, as if trom 
angelic regions, a sweet voice is heard chanting forth a song of tender 
words of consolation; a man feeble from ripeness of years, but with a 
nobleness of bearing born of much good-doing and the teaching men to 
love one another, speaks words of encouragement to the weeping ones 
of that higher, better, purer life assured to mortals through the tender 
mercy of an all-wise Father who gave his only begotten Son that the 
dead might rise again; then gives the assurance to the sorrowing wife 
and children that though the form lay cold before them he knew that, 
chastened by the les and temptations of a stormy life such as few 
men live through, the dead husband and father clung to his belief in 
his God and his Savior. 
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To the others assembled he spoke of the more than fifty years he 
had known the dead, and in words eloquent with truth, tem by 
the softening of time, told of the fierce conflicts with the preju and 
passions of men; of the battles for principle and humanity; of the shock 
and horror of civil war and the troublesome times that followed its 
ending; of the strength of will and mind of the dead one before them; 
the prophetic foresight, the wise, the patriotic protests against the 
prejudices of old systems; the firm, unfaltering belief in the tness 
of his native land, its progress and final leadership in the mighty de- 
velopment going on among the nations of the earth; then of the suffer- 
ing, the gradual weakening of the bodily strength, of the flashes of 
the old fire, fitful but deceptive, presaging the end which came easily, 
peacefully, hushing forever the voice of the statesman and the citizen, 
who, born of the people and from the people, must live on and whose 
achievements must bear witness in the time to come, more eloquently 
than tongues can speak, of the fitness of men to govern themselves. No 
eulogy of mine can add glory to the luster of the name of William D. 
Kelley, the statesman, the friend we are now called upon to mourn. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I move, as a fur- 
ther mark of respect to my deceased colleague, the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 35 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

BINDING MANUSCRIPT PAPERS, DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of State, for an additional appropriation of $5,000 
for binding manuscript papers belonging to that Department—to thé 
Committee on Appropriations. 

NAVY-YARD, PQRTSMOUTH, N. H. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Navy for reconstruction of buildings and ma- 
chinery destroyed by fireat the navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H.—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

INCREASE OF PAY FOR STAFF ÖFFICERS. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting petition of Thomas 
Kimball, commissary-sergeant, and George Eppert, quartermaster-ser- 
geant, United States Army, praying for favorable action on House bill 
4588, ‘‘ to fix the pay of the non-commissioned staffoflicers of the United 
States Army ’’—to the Committee,on Military Affairs. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (8. 78) to provide for the construction of a public building at 
Salem, Oregon—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (5. 166) for the erection of a public building at Virginia City, 
State of Nevada—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 167) for the erection of a public building at Reno, State 
of Nevada—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Gronnds. 

A bill (S. 221) providing for the erection of a public building at the 
city of Hastings, Nebr.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

A bill (S. 301) for the erection of a public building at Stillwater, 
Minn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 466) for the erection of a public building for a post-office 
and United States land office at the city of The Dalles, Oregon—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 488) to provide for the erection of a public building for the 
use and accommodation of the post-office at Mammoth Hot Springs in 
the Yellowstone National Park—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

A bill (8. 1230) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Pawtucket, R. I.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A biil (8. 1231) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Woonsocket, R. I.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

` A bill (S. 1306) for the erection of a public building at Hudson, N. 
Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1590) to provide for the construction of a public building 
in the city of Stockton, Cal.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 2644) for the recognition of F. A. Patterson as a captain 
et Third West Virginia Cavalry—to the Committee on Military 

irs. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Public 
Printer be, and he is hereby, aathoriona $5 print 2,500 extra copies of the annual 
report of the health officer of the District of Columbia, 100 for the use of the 


Senate, 350 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,059 for the use of 
the said health officer of the District; =- 


to the Committee on Printing. 


RESOLUTIONS. ` 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was deliv- 


ered to agi sn and referred as follows: 
By Mr. RS EY: 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House of Representatives 
20,000 copies of the pon of Commercial Agent Hawes, of Reichenberg, on the 
sugar-beet industry of Bohemis; ` 


to the Committee on Printing. 


— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees on bills of the 
following titles were filed, ordered to he printed, and referred as follows: 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, 
as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 7794) to amend chapter 418 of the 
acts passed at the second session of the Fiftieth a bill (H. R. 
8239) to amend section 4488, Title LII of the Revised Statuie, as 
amended by chapter 418 of the acts passed at the second session of the 


Fiftieth Congress; which substitute was read twice, and referred to the _ 


House Calendar. 

Mr. CASWELL, from the Committee on the Judi , reported, as 
a substitute for the bill (H. R. 530) to require the United States circuit 
and district judges to instruct the jury in writing in certain cases, a bill 
(H. R. 8246) to require the United States circuit and district judges to 
instruct the jury in writing when requested; which substitute was read 
twice, and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr, QUACKENBUSH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 6442) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Oneonta, N. Y.—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported, as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 6791) to 
change the route of the Rock Creek Railway Company, a bill (H. R. 
8251) to change the route of the Rock Creek Railway Company; which 
substitute was referred to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were delivered to the Speaker, severally read twice, and re- 
ferred as follows: f 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 8241) authorizing the Chesa e and 
Ohio Railway Company or the Potomac and Piedmont way Com- 
pany to acquire and use property for railway p in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. ; 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 8242) to regulate elections of Repre- 
sentatives in Congress—to the Select Committee on the Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
8243) supplementary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the con- 
struction of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the District of Co- 
lumbia ’’—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 8244) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River, between the city of Chamberlain, 
in Brilé County, and Lyman County, in the State of South Dakota— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CAREY: A bill (H. R. 8245) to provide for the disposal of 
the abandoned military reservations in Wyoming Territory—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8246) to authorize the purchase of certain pub- 
lic lands by the city of Buffalo, Wyo., and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8247) to authorize entry of public lands by incor- 
porated cities and towns for cemetery and park purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. ‘aps: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8248) to prevent the adul- 
teration and misbranding of foods and drugs, and prohibiting poison- 


ous adulterations, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Agri- / 


culture. 

By Mr. SKINNER (by request): A bill (H. R. 8249) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to regulate steam-engineering in the District of 
Columbia’’—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 8250) to amend an act entitled 
“An act authorizing the construction of a high wagon-bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa,” approved March 2, 
1889—to the Committee on Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BERGEN: A bill (H. R. 8252) for the relief of James R. 
Thompson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H, R. 8253) for the relief of Jonathan 
Hanes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 8254) for the relief of William H. 
Rogers, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. FORMAN: A bill (H. R. 8255) forthe relief of Edward Dre- 
her—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8256) for the relief of Isaac N. Enloe—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 8257) for the relief of Risdon A. Moon—to the 
Committee on Claims. : 
~ Also, a bill (H. R. 8258) for the relief of John Le Seargeant—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 8259) to grant a pension to Lydia Zieg- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8260) for the relief of the owners of 
the schooner Chesapeake Trader—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H, R. 8261) granting a pension to Samuel 
W. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (FL R. 8262) for the relief of Parker Ad- 
ams—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HAYNES: A bill (H. R. 8263) for the relief of Mrs, Susannah 
Binkley, widow of Jacob Snyder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 8264) for the relief of Catherine Dut- 
tera—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R, 8265) granting a pension to Emerson 
Cromley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. RAINES: A bill (H. R. 8266) for the relief of Mrs, N. J. 
Hasler, widow of John Hasler—to the Committee on Invalid Penisons. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8267) for the relief of Charles Parshall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 8268) for the relief of Sarah A, Walker—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8269) granting a pension to Charles R. Wisewell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8270) for the relief of Walter H. Wood—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 8271) for the relief of Henry 
M. Gastrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
‘By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8272) for the relief of 
Ebenezer Petty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 8273) for the relief 
of H Elsner—to the Committee on Claims, 
By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama; A bill (H. R. 8274) for the relief 
of Mrs. Mary L. Clemens—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, @ bill (H, R. 8275) for the relief of Joseph Hammond—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8276) for the reliefof Benjamin J. Marion—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of aieiaa Petition of F. M. Vanorsdale and 
other citizens of Jefferson, Hillsdale County, Michigan, asking for an 
act to prevent lard adulteration—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BERGEN: Petition of James R. Thompson, asking that he 
be reimbursed for supplies and stores taken by the Army in the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition from Winter & Ball Manufacturing Company, asking 
that the tariff on canes and umbrella sticks be increased—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Memorial of National Board of Trade, in 
renee to coast and harbor defenses—to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN; Petition of several hundred citizens of Detroit, 
Mich., asking for increase of pay to Jetter-carriers—to the Committee 

„on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of citizens of Detroit, Mich., asking for increase of pay 
to letter-carriers—to the Committees on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of James H. Ewing Post, No. 305, Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Maxwell, Iowa, asking for the passage of 
the service-pension bill—io the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

-By Mr. DIBBLE: Petition of citizens of Charleston, 8. C., favoring 
H. It. 3863—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of H. Baxter and 100 others, citizens 
of Webster City, Iowa, asking for Indian industrialschool at Pipestone 
Indian reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. S. Winnett Post, No. 454, Grand Army of the 
Republic, at Dedham, Iowa, for a service-pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Perry Wright Post, No. 188, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, at Coon Rapids, Iowa, asking for the passage of the service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Petitions of McManus Post, No. 241, Martins- 
ville; Smedell Post, No. 257, Greenup; Joseph Shaw Post, No. 235, 
rag Pe Albert Wood Post, No. 175, Oblong; Alexander Post, No. 

89, Flora; Coblantz Post, No. 272, Yale; Willow Hill Post, No. 199, 


Willow Hill; Monroe Post, No. 100, Casey; WestSalem Post, No. 222, 
West Salem; Wilson Post, No. 424, Toledo, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Ilinois, asking for the of the penny- 
peusion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Resolations extending thanks of Congress to 
Col. Charles Chaille Long—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Two petitions of citizens of Lawrence, Kans., for 
of bill to increase pension of Thomas H. Gohagan—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Darius M, Finch, of Jingo, Miami County, Kansas, 
asking for service-pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Pleasant Ridge Alliance, No. 570, Cadmus, Kans., 
against trusts, rings, and oppressive organizations—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition and proof upon the pension claim of Lydia 
Ziegler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Monmonth, Ill., that taxes on tobacco 
may remain undisturbed—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Resolutions of George P. Fosters Post, No. 
130, Grand Army of the Republic, Hope, N. Dak., asking jor a service 
pension in addition to a disability pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of Baily D. Skinner, for relief from the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Jayhocker Post, No. 140, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Kansas, in favor of passage of pension 
law without dependent clause; protesting against the inference in any 
pension law that soldiers must be paupers before they can have the 
benefits of same; favoring passage of service-pension bill with disa- 
bility clause attached, and asking that widows of all Union soldiers be 
pensioned at $12 per month, regardless of cause of soldier’s death—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of June Baxter and 15 others, citizens of Clark’s Creek 
Township, MorrisCounty, Kansas, asking for the free coinage of silver on 
an equality with gold—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Shilo Post, No. 126, at Peoria; Kel- 
logg Post, No. 432, at Kellogg, Grand Army of the Republic, Depart- 
ment of Iowa, favoring aservice pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition of 7 teachers of Ord, Nebr., praying for the 
passage of the international copyright bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. : 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Wilderness Post, No. 116, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Delphos, Kans., favoring aservice pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, POST: Resolution of Peoria (Ill. ) Typographical Union, No. 
29, for the passage of Senate bill No, 232—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Memorial from 601 Friends, of New Burlington, 
Clinton County, Ohio, against war expenditures, and in favor of arbi- 
tration—to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

Also, petition of 47 members Grand Army of the Republic post of 
Higginsport, Ohio, for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINES: Two petitions of farmers of Yates County, New 
York, for increased duties on farm products—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Resolutions of Farmers’ Union Commercial 
Association of Louisiana, indorsing resolutions of National Farmers’ 
Alliance and Industrial Unien; also indorsing the establishing of a 
navy-yard and its location at New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Resolution of New England Ship Owners’ 
Association of Boston, Mass., asking an appropriation for a deep-water 
harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Resolution of Clay Grange, Claypool, Ind., ask- 
ing for legislation to suppress gambling in the products of the farm— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of J. C. Bellamy and many others, ask- 
ing an appropriation to clear out obstractions in Fishing Creek, North 
Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolution of Michigan State Millers’ As- 
sociation, relative to the duty on jute and burlaps—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of the Littlefield Stove Company, Al- 
bany, N. Y., for the repeal of the act demonetizing silver—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of B. F. Nelson, for the 
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of widow of William C. Herston, for the reference of 
her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of P. D. Wright, for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. _ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the Black 
Creek Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Grant County, Indiana, remon- 
strating against appropriations for the Navy and so-called coast defenses, 
as recommended by the Committeeon Naval Affairs; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a letter from J. Thompson Gill, transmitting res- 
olutions adopted by the Journeyman Bakers and Confectioners’ Inter- 
national Union of America, favoring the passage of Senate bill 2169, 
relative to bakers at Army posts; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the select and common 
councils of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 2971, giving a pension to Caroline Huddell White, widow 
of Commodore George B. White, United States Navy; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Hays Farmers’ Alliance, McPher- 
son, Kans. ; a petition of 41 citizens of Neosho Rapids. Kans., and a pe- 
tition of 15 citizens of Lyon County, Kansas, praying for the free coin- 
age of silver: which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of Reno County, Kansas; 
sundry petitions of citizens of Sumner County, Kansas; a petition of 
citizens of Montgomery County, Kansas; a petition of D, M. Finch, of 
Jingo, Kans.; a petition of citizens of Chanute, Kans.; a petition of 
citizens of Beaver, Ind. T.; a petition of Post No. 48, of Nebraska, 
Grand Army of the Republic; a petition of Post No. 196, of Nebraska, 
Grand Army of the Republic, and a petition of citizensofSt. John, Kans., 

` praying for the passage of the service-pension bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of Assembly No. 412, 
Knights of Labor, of Farmington, Iowa, praying for the passage of the 
postal-telegraph bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Monthly Meeting of Friends, 
of West Branch, Cedar County, Iowa, and a memorial of the Monthly 
Meeting of Friends, of Honey Creek, Hardin County, Iowa, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of an act making an app tion for the con- 
struction of a Navy; which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 

Mr. PADDOCK presented five petitions of the Farmers’ Alliances of 
Nebraska, praying for free and unlimited coinage of silver and remon- 
strating against the passage of the bill to issue bonds asa basis for bank 
notes and thecontinuance of Government supervision of banking in the 
interest of depositors; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 


He also presented two memorials of the Nebraska Farmers’ Alliance, 
remonstrating against the extension of time for the payment of the in- 
debtedness of the Union Pacific Railroad to the Government; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of Ne- 
braska City, Nebr., favoring a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex., 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Lincoln, Nebr., favoring the selection of New Orleans as a suitable site 
foranavy-yard; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of letter-carriers and citizens 
of Minneapolis, Minn., praying tor the passage of House bill No. 3863, 
fixing the compensation of letter-carriers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Hardy Post, No. 118, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Minnesota, of Lanesboro, Minn., praying 
that the limitation in the arrears act be removed and that the depend- 
ent-pension bill be passed, and thatall other pension legislation be made 
ise Fons to those measures; which was referred to the Committee on 


ror ‘Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial of citizens of Antelope 
County, Nebraska, remonstrating against the reduction of duty on sugar 
and praying for Government encouragement to the beet and sorghum 
sugar industries; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Nebraska City, 
Nebr., praying for the immediate appropriation of $6,200,000 to con- 
struct a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which was ordered to 


lie on the table, 

Mr. MOODY. I present a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the Black district, South Dakota, praying Con- 
gress to reject the recommendations of the Senate Naval Committee and 
other measures which propose a large expenditure for the Navy and so- 
called coast defenses and other warlike preparations, all of which are a 
menace to the peace and security of the nation. 
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The petition is signed by Grace A. French, president; L, A. Sparks, 


treasurer, and J. M. Marohn, corresponding secretary. I move that 
the mappa aa in anes a aan a 


motion was 

Mr. SHERMAN Sie a petition of 16 citizens of Ohio, praying 
tee silver; which was referred to the Committee on 

ce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented memorials of the North American Turner- 
bund (Gymnastic Union), of St. Louis, Mo., and the Social Turnyer- 
ein, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of certain 
laws changing the present national laws on immigration and natural- 
ization; which were referred to the Committee on immigration. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of C. W. Tyler and 39 other cit- 
izens of Montgomery County, ‘Tennessee, praying the passage of an act 
authorizing the free coinagé of silver; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 17 citizens of the Seventh 
Congressional district of Iowa; a petition of 16 citizens of the Sewenth 
Congressional district of Iowa; a petition of 16 citizens of the Seventh 
Co: hal district of Iowa; a petition of 22 citizens of the Seventh 
Congressional district of Iowa; a petition of 33 citizens of the Seventh 
Congressional district of Iowa; a petition of 28 citizens of Des Moines, 
Iowa; a petition of 37 citizens of Des Moines, Iowa; a petition of 40 
citizens of Des Moines, Iowa; a petition of 53 citizens of Rockford, 
Floyd County, Iowa; a petition of 27 State senators of Iowa; a petition 
of 57 citizens of the Seventh Congressional district of Iowa; a petition 
of 30 citizens of the Seventh Congressional district of Iowa; a petition 
of 30 citizens of Polk County, Iowa; a petition of 15 citizens of Jeffer- 
son, Greene County, Iowa; a petition of 99 citizens of Rudd, Floyd 
County, Iowa; a petition of 35 citizens of Buena Vista County, Iowa; 
a petition of 48 citizens of Buena Vista County, Iowa; and a petition of 
226 citizens of Charles City, Iowa, all praying for the free coinage of 
silver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Maxwell Post, No. 14, De- 
partment of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Stuart, Iowa, relating 
to pension legislation, and praying for the e of a service-pension 
bill in preference to the dependent-pension bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE presented additional signatures to the so-called New Eng- 
land iron and coal petition received since February 25, 1890, praying 
for the reduction of duties upon coal and iron ore and crude i iron; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES ted a memorial of the Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, of Parke County, Indiana, remonstrating against the expend- ' 
iture of large sums of money for the pepak of a navy and so- 
called coastdefenses and other warlike preparations; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Afairs, 

He also ted a petition of a large number of ex-soldiers and cit- 
izens of Warwick County, Indiana, praying for the repeal of the law 
limiting arrears of pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Indianapolis (Ind.) Board of 
Trade, remonstrating against any legislative restriction which will have 
the effect of lessening our export of hog products; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Manchester, N. H., numbering 225 members, and a 
memorial of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Laconia, 
N. H., numbering 30 members, remonstrating against large expendi- 
tures for naval and coast defenses; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Port Townsend, Wash., praying Congress to make an immediate ap- 
propriation to place the cable and telegraph line between Port Town- 
send and Tatoosh light-house, Cape Flattery, in the State of Washing- 
ton, wholly under the control of the United States Signal Service; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Warmie, Wasco County, 
Oregon, praying for the enactment of a law to prohibit speculation in 
farm products; which was referred to the Committee on Agricniture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Warmie, Wasco County, 
Oregon, praying for legislation to prohibit the adulteration of food 
products; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the heirs of John E. Ross and others, 
praying pay for the Indian depredation claims audited by George H. 

Ambrose, A. C. Gibbs, and L. F. Grover, commissioners, for property 
destroyed by the Rogue River Indians, in Oregon; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Wamic, Wasco County, 
Oregon, praying for legislation to prevent the adulteration of lard; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of W. G. Piper, of Moscow, Latah 
County, Idaho Territory, praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of John H. Miller and 50 
others, legal voters of the county of Holmes, Mississippi, praying for 
the of a national lawsecuring a free ballot and an honest count 
in ail elections of Representatives in Co and that in addition 

such laws may be passed by Congress as it may have power to enact 
for the enforcement of the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr, DAVIS presented a petition of the Bar Association of Polk County, 
Minnesota, praying for the passage of a bill establishing judicial divis- 
ions in Minnesota and in favor of Crookston asa place of holding terms 
of Federal courts; which was referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of letter-carriers of Minneapolis, Minn., 
praying for the passage of House bill 3863, regulating the salaries of 

etter-carriers, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 

and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Hardy Post, No. 118, Department of 
Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the passage of cer- 
tain pension legislation; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. : s 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Cloud, 

. Minn., praying for the construction of a public building at that place; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COKE. I present a petition of the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of Utah, praying for the passage by Congress of a bill re- 

rted from the Committee on Commerce, making an nee of 
Be, 200,000 for the improvement of Galveston Harbor. resolutions 
are signed by James Sharp, speaker of the house of representatives; 
Franklin R. Richards, president of the council, and Richard L. Thomas, 
governor of Utah Territory, and are certified by Elijah Sells, secretary 
of Utah Territory. 

I ask unanimous consent that, without reading, the petition, being 
that of a Territorial Legislature, be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that the petition be printed inthe RECORD. Is there ob- 
jection? 

`. Mr.SHERMAN. Iobject. I have no objection to its being printed 
as a document, if the Senator wishes that done. 

Mr. COKE. 1 did not hear the remark of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it has been the uniformcustom to print res- 
olutions of Legislative Assemblies in the RECORD. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I beg pardon. Is this the resolution of a Legis- 
lative Assembly? 

Mr, VEST. It is the memorial of a Territory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the unani- 
mous consent to which the Senator from Tennessee refers has been 

_ confined to memorials of State Legislatures, though Territorial memo- 
rials have occasionally been printed in the RECORD. Is there objection 
to printing the petition in the RecorpD? The Chair hears none, 
e petition was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Uniled States in Congress assembled: 

Whereas the wing necessities of the West demand a first-class harbor on 
the Gulf coast, in the State of Texas, in order that the surplus products of the 
State of Texas and neighboring States and Territories may find an outlet to the 
markets of the world by a shorter route than is now open to them, and at avast 
annual saving to the producers; and 

Whereas the annual surplus tonnage of farm and manufactured products of 
the West amounts annual A to many millions of tons; an 

Whereas t ae lige of the United States did, at its last session, provide for 
the appointment of a es Board of Engineers whose duty it was to report to 
the present Congress the most eligible point or points upon the Gulf coast of 
‘Texas for a deep harbor, to be of ample depth, width, and capacity to accom- 
modate the largest ocean-going vessels and the commercial and naval necessi- 
ties of the country; and such special board of engineers, having been appointed 
as vided by said actof Congress, did, afterdue examination of the harbor of 
Galveston, among other things report in favor of Galveston as such poet and 
recommend the appropriation by Congress of the sum of $6,200,000 for the im- 
provement of that port and harbor; and 

Whereas the Committee on Commerce in the United States Senate has reported 
to the Senate a bill makingan appropriation for the purpose aforesaid, of which 
the following isa copy: “ Beit enacted, etc,, That for the purpose ofsecuringthe 
work of improving the entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas, the Secretary of 
War, upon the application of the Chief of Engineers, is hereby authorized, in 
his discretion, to draw his warrant or requisition from time to time upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury for such sums as may be necessary to do such work, 
not to exceed in the te $6,200,000, the amount estimated as necessary 
for the completion of the same, as shown in the report of the Chief of Engineers 
for the year 1889: Provided, howerer, That the amounts so drawn from the Treas- 
ury shall not exceed $1,000,000 in any onc year, and that an itemized statement 
of said ditures shall accompany the Annual Report of the Chief of Engi- 
neers. The amount uired for the completion of this work as herein pro- 
posed is hereby shpeepelaion out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appro riated:” Therefore, 

it resolved by the governor and Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah, 
‘That the Congress of the United States is hereby carnestly requested to pass 

the bill now pending in the Senate above refer: to. 
JAMES SHARP, Speaker of the House of 


FRANKLIN PD. RICHARDS, President of the Council. 
ARTHUR L. THOMAS, Governor of Utah Territory. 


Ps hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the original on file in my 

office. 

So te ape E hand and the seal of the Territory of Utah, this 12th day of 
A gaara ELIJAH SELLS, Secretary of Utah Te ritory. 


Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the county commissioners of 


resentatives, 
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Arapahoe County, Colorado, praying thatan appropriation be made for 
a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex. f whiek was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the North American Turner- 
bund (Gymnastic Union), of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the 
passage of any and all measures now before Congress to change the pres- 
ent laws on immigration and naturalization; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial of the Brewers and Malt- 
sters’ Union, No, 6, of St. Lonis, remonstrating against the ratification 
of the extradition treaty between the United States and Russia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that had better be 
presented in executive session. 

Mr. VEST. Has it been the rule to present such matters in execu- 
tive session ? 

Mr. COCKRELL, It isa public memorial, as a matter of course. 
Still, if the Chair thinks it should be presented in executive session I 
suppose I should withhold it here. 

Mr. VEST. I think the question ought to be determined by the 
Senate. I have received a large number of memorials similar to the 
one presented by my colleague, and before bringing them to the niten- 
tion of theSenate I consulted with the Senators who had been longest in 
service here (amongst whom, by the way, ismy colleague, but he was not 
present at the time), and there was a general consensus of opinion that 
such memorials ought to be presented in executive session, I there- 
fore pursued that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would hold that petitions 
or memorials relating to business pending in executive session should 
be presented in executive session, in the absence of instructions trom 
the Senate to the contrary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘These are public memorials, There is no secrecy 
about them. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. If the Senator desires, the Chair will | 


submit the matter to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think they ought to be presented in open ses- 
sion, but I shall not appeal from the decision of the Chair. I think 
they ought to be presented so that the parties who make these protests 
against certain proceedings of which they can have no knowledge, the 
proceedings taking placein executivesession, will know that their memo- 
rials have been presented to the Senate, and will be considered in ex- 
ecutive session. 

Mr. PLATT. [rose for the purpose of making the suggestion which 
the Senator from Missouri has already made. Of course these memo- 
rials go upon the idea that there is an extradition treaty pending be- 
tween t^is country and Russia. The newspapers have published what 
purport. to be such a treaty or the substance of such a treaty. I do 
not remember particularly what the publication in the pany Be has 
been. That of course has called forth these remonstrances. I do not 
see that any harm results from presenting them in open session. It 
seems to me that people exercising the right of petition onght, unless 
some harm is to come from it, to be permitted to see, if they examine 
the Journal or RECORD, or that they should be permitted to he told, 
that their petitions or memorials have been presented to the Senate, 

It was with that idea I rose. If theright of petition extends to sub- 
jects of this kind, it seems to me the people who have the right to pe- 
tition ought to be informed in some way that their petitions or memo- 
rials have been presented. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further petitions or me- 
morials? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have great respect for and confidence in the decis- 
ions of the Chair, but when a petition isin printed form, has been pub- 
lished in the papers of the country, I presume (Ido notknow that fact), 
is addressed to the Senate, and states that the petitioners respectfully 
ask the Senate not to ratify the pending or any other treaty between 
the United States and the Emperor of Russia, and they then give their 
reasons for this prayer, I think such a petition should be presented in 
open session, and should be received by the Senate, and then consid- 
ered in connection with any such treaty, if there be such. If there be 
no treaty, what would be the necessity of referring it to an executive 
session? I do not know that there is any treaty now pending in ex- 
ecutive session between the United States and Russia, and this memo- 
rial is a remonstrance against any treaty which may be pending or any 
treaty which may hereafter be made. It protests against the making 
of any such treaty. If it is not made, then they protest against the 
making of any such treaty. If there is no treaty pending (and I take 
it there is none), then why shall this’be presented in executive session 
when there is nothing before the executive session of the Senate to con- 
sider? It seems to me perfectly appropriate that the memorial should 
be presented in apea session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair will submit the question 
to the Senate, if the Senator from Missouri desires. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like the question to be settled by the Sen- 
ate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the petition be received in 
legislative session ? S 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the nature of the petition? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It is a petition of the Brewers and Maltsters’ 
Union, No. 6, of St. Louis, Mo., praying the Senate of the United States 
not to ratify the pending or any other extradition treaty with the Em- 
peror of Russia, for the reasons stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. Clearly it isan executive matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the petition be received in 
legislative session? [Putting the question.] By the sound the ayes 
have it. The ayes have it. The Senator from Missouri, under the 
order of the Senate, can present his petition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition to which I have referred, 
and also a similar petition of the Bakers’ Union, No. 15, of St. Louis, 
Mo., and also a similar petition of the German Arbeiter-Bund, of St. 
Louis and vicinity, and ask that they be received and appropriately 
referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VEST. Under the decision of the Senate I present a memorial 
of the Wood-Working Machine Hands’ Union, No, 1, of St. Louis, Mo., 
remonstrating against the ratification of the Russian treaty. I move 
the reference of the memorial to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a resolution adopted by oldsoldiers, residents 
of Cowley County, Kansas, praying for certain pension legislation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by Vicksburg Post, No. 72, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Humboldt, Kans., favoring the pas- 
sage of a law to pension army nurses; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ‘ 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Bluff Creek, Lyon County, 
Kansas, praying for the free coinage of.silver; which was referred to the 
Committee on Financa. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for the 
passage of a national bankruptcy law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Hays’s Farmers’ Alliance, 
No. 238, praying for certain financial legislation; which were reterred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the Wichita (Kans.) Board of Trade 
favoring an appropriation of $6,200,000 to constract a deep-water har- 
bor at Galveston, Tex. ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Wilderness Post, No. 116, Depart- 
ment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Delphos, Kans., 
praying for the passage of certain pension legislation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Maricopa County, Ari- 
zona Territory, remonstrating against the establishment of a court for 
the settlement of land titles in that Territory; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE, 


Mr. GEORGE. If in order now, I should like to be excused from 
further service on a committee, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE, I ask to be excused from further service upon the 
Committee on Immigration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
to be excused from further service upon the Committee on Immigration. 
Unless objection be made, the request will be agreed to, 

Mr. CALL. Iask tobe excused from further service upon the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Florida asks unan- 
imous consent that he may be discharged from further service upon the 
Committee on Immigration. Unless objection is made, the request will 


be agreed to. 


The Chair will receive the request 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 584) to amend so much of section 351 
of the Revised Statutes as fixes the salary of the chief clerk of the De- 
partment of Justice, reported it without amendment, 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.2613) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1743) to pone for the disposal of Fort Hartsuff, Fort Sheridan, and 
Fort McPherson military reservations, in the State of Nebraska, to 
actual settlers under the provisions of the homestead laws, reported it 
with amendments, 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 330) for the relief of the honorably discharged soldiers 
Thomas Wright and John Lamb, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2923) for the relief of Hiram W. Hub- 
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bard, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 303) relating to the pay and retirement of the 
mates in the Navy, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr, TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wasreferred 
the bill (H. R.1482) for the relief of Eliza Stanton, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. ~ 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2955) to validate pre-emption filings and pre-emp- 
tion proofs made within the States of North and South Dakota, Mon- 
tana, and Washington, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 

ned indefinitely, 

Healso, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3082) to validate pre-emption filings and pre-emption proofs made 
within the States of North and South Dakota, Montana, and Washing- 
ington, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1384) for the erection ota public build- 
ing at Mankato, Minn., reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 417) for the erection of a public building at Houlton, Me., reported 
it without amendment, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 3129) for the relief of the Memphis 
and Little Rock Railroad Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 3130} to correct the military record 
of William Smith, of Tennessee; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr, HARRIS. A precisely similar bill was introduced in the Forty- 
eighth Congress and adversely reported. I now presenta supplemental 
petition of the petitioner, which is accompanied by a large amount of 
additional and subsequently discovered testimony. I ask that the pe- 
tition be now received and referred with the bill to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and I also ask an order that the previous petition and 
accompanying papers be taken from the files of the Senate and also re- 
ferred 


erred, 
eee ee pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (S. 3131) for the registry or enroll- 
ment of the barges Herdis and Agostinoc; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 3132) granting a pension to T. 

. Moore; which was read twice by its title, and refe to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3133) granting a pension to Isaac New- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3134) to perfect the military record of 
Henry C. Barney, of Pella, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3135) for the relief of Thomas J; Yount; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on the Jadiciary. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3136) for the relief of ex- 
soldiers in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
tothe Committee on Military Affairs. i 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3137) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Linney; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (5. 3138) for the improvement of the 
channel of the Missouri River near the city of Yankton, in the State 
of South Dakota, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3139) to aid the State of South Dakota 
to support a school of mines; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3140) for the relief of Titus Molitor, of 
Deadwood, 8. Dak.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3141) to provide for building and main- 
taining an Indian industrial school at or near Rapid City, in the State 
of South Dakota, and to provide a farm in conjunction therewith; which 
io read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3142) to provide for building and main- 
taining an Indian industrial school at or near Chamberlain, in the State 
of South Dakota, and to provide a farm in conjunction therewith; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S, 3143) to provide and equip two 
steam-launches, to be used in the collection district of Puget Sound; 
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which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3144) for the relief of W. G. 
Piper, of Moscow, Idaho; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.3145) granting a pension to Samuel 
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3146) to insure preference in ap- 
pointment and retention therein, in the public service of the United 
States, to veterans of the late war; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
` Mr, HALE introduced a bill (S. 3147) providing for an Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3148) for the relief of Mrs. Sidney 
Manse; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3149) for the relief of George W. 
Graham; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 

pa referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3150) granting a pension to James 
Delaney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 3151) granting a pension to James A. 
Southard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 

pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 3152) for the relief of Henry Zuber; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3153) for the relief of G. D. Humphrey; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3154) granting a pension to George M, 
Dowell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3155) increasing certain pensions; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3156) to prevent desertions from the 
Army, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3157) for the relief of William Dillon; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3158) granting an increase of p n- 
sion to Mrs. Ellen M. Thornton, widow of the late Capt. James S. 
Thornton, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a till (S. 3159) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert P. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying pape , referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 3160) to extend the time for ad- 
judicating certain classes of claims; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3161) to prevent desertions from 
the Army, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 3162) to provide for the examination of 
certain officers of the Army and to regulate promotions therein; which 
pene read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

irs. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. EVARTS, it was 


Ordered, That George McCreedy be permitted to withdraw from the files of the 
en ny the petition and accompanying papers in his behalf, subject to the rules 


DEPRESSION OF AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS. 
Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Whereas the deep and widespread depression and decay of the agricultural 
interests of the American peopte, the enormous and appalling amount of mort- 
indebtedness on agricultural lands, the total failure of home markets to fur- 
nish remunerative prices for farm products,the palpable scarcity and insufficiency 
of money in circulation in the hands of the people with which to transact the 
business of the country and effect exchanges of property and labor at fair rates, 
are circumstances of the most overwhelming importance to the safety and the 
well-being of the Government: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That it is the highest duty of Congress in the present crisis to lay 
aside all discussion and consideration of mere party issues and to give prompt 
and immediate attention to the preparation and adoption of such measures as 
are required for the relief of the farmers and other overtaxed and underpaid 
* laborers of the United States, 


Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the resolution may be printed and lie 
on the table; and in that connection I give notice that at the close of 
the morning bnsiness day after to-morrow, Wednesday, I shall ask the 
permission of the Senate to submit some remarks in regard to it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not understand that the resolution points 
out any remedy atall. It does not suggest any remedy. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I was saying that I should seek the floor to ad- 
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dress the Senate upon the subject of the resolution day after to-morrow, 
at the close of the morning business. Ifthe Senator from Oregon will 
be in his seat and will listen, there will be.some measure pointed out 
which I hope will have his support. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Butin the resolution there is nothing suggested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Indiana that 
by unanimous consent the vote upon the schoo! bill is to be taken on 
Thursday. Public notice was given of the fact that the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] was expected to speak on the bill to-day, the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] to-morrow, and on Wednes- 
day the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarrs] will close the general 
discussion. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That measure comes up at and after 2 o’clock, I 
believe? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes. 

Mr. VOORHEES. ‘The morning business is usually terminated by 
half past 12, and I can conclude what remarks I have to make by 2, or 
closely about that hour, so that I shall not treach much on anybody’s 
time. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3365) approving, with amendments, the funding act of 
Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 3934) to authorize the board of supervisors of Maricopa 
County, Arizona, to issue certain bonds in aid of the construction of a 
certain railroad; £ 

A bill (H. R. 6474) to submit the location of the county seatof Sho- 
prone County, Idaho Territory, to a vote of the people of said county; 
an 

A bill (H. R.7170) to authorize the city of Ogden, Utah, to assume 
an increased indebtedness. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H.R. 4130) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the city of Pierre, in South Dakota; and 

A bill (H. R. 7616) to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia 
River between the State of Oregon and the State of Wushington, and 
to establish it as a post-road. 

The message further announced that the House had non-concurred 
in the amendmentof the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5179) fixing the rate 
of interest to be charged on arrearages of general and special taxes 
now due the District of Columbia, if paid within a time specified, 
asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. GROUT, Mr. BURTON, and Mr. 
HEMPHILL managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
895) to provide a temporary government for the Territory of Okla- 
homa, with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 5825) prescribing the times for sales and 
for notices of sales of. property in the District of Columbia for overdue 
taxes; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further resolutions, con- 
current or other? 

Mr. HALE. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine rise to 
morning business? 

Mr. HALE. If the morning business is ended, I desire to ask the 
Senate to take up the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The business of the morning hour 
being concluded, the Senator from Maine moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7496) to provide for certain 
of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 


purposes. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 15th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2994) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Arkansas River, in the Indian Territory; 

An act (5. 1297 to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
construction of a wagon and foot-passenger bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at or near Lyons, Iowa;’’ 

An act (S. 1858) to shorten the terms of imprisonment in the jail 
and in the work-house of the District of Columbia on account of good 
conduct during confinement; and 
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An act (S. 1905) to amend an act entitled ‘tan act to authorize the 
building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, in the State of Arkan- 
sas,” approved July 19, 1888. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Territories: 

Pr bill (H. R. 3365) approving, with amendments, the funding act of 
zona; 

A bill (H. R. 3934) to authorize the board of supervisors of Mari- 
copa County, Arizona, to issue certain bonds in aid of the construction 
of a certain railroad; 

A bill (H. R. 6474) to submit the location of the county seat of Sho- 
S County, Idaho Territory, to a vote of the people of said county; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 7170) to authorize the city of Ogden, Utah, to assume 
an increased indebtedness. 


PROPOSED CHANGE OF RULE, 


Mr. CALL. On Friday last I submitted a notice, and I again pre- 
sent itthismorning. lask thatit be read and submitted to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


I give notice that I shall move on to-morrow to amend and modify clause 2 of 
Rule XXXVIII, as follows: 

“All information communicated or remarks made by a Senator when acti 
on nominations concerning the character or qualifications of the persons no: 
nated, also all votes upon any nomination, shall be kept secret,” 

Also, so much of Rule XX clause 2, as follows: * When acting upon con- 
fidential or executive business, unless the same shall be considered in open ex- 
ecutive n, the Senate Chamber shall be cleared of all puo except the 
npr! the Chief Clerk, the Princi islative Clerk, the Executive Clerk, 
and officers as the Presiding Officer think necessary shall be sworn 

secrecy, 


to . 
The san canoe $e motion for change of rule is toallow the consideration of the 
nomination of Charles Swayne and Joseph N. Stripling in open executive ses- 


sion. 
WILKINSON CALL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds that any motion to 
consider executive business must be made in executive session, and he 
can not now, therefore, entertain the motion of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I also submitted a resolution, which I 
now ask to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has examined the resolu- 
tion to which the Senator from Florida refers, and he thinks it is obnox- 
ious to the same objection, and therefore he does not regard the resolu- 
tion as in order under the rules of the Senate with open doors, 

Mr. CALL. I submit to the Senate whether or not the Chair has the 
right to decide that a resoiution can not be considered. There is no 
rule, I submit, by which the Presiding Officer can arbitrarily exclude 
a resolution. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to pass 
upon all resolutions that may be offered or motions that may be pre- 
sented under the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink the question now presented is a proper one 
for a secret session, and I move, therefore, that the doors of the Senate 
be closed. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the doors of the Senate be closed. Is there a second? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I second the motion, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont seconds 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio. TheSergeant-at-Arms will clear 
the galleries and close the doors of the Senate, 

Mr. CALL. I raise the point of order-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the 
point of order. 

Mr. CALL. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the ap- 
pea) The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute the order. 

he doors of the Senate were thereupon closed; and after fifty min- 
utes the Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after twenty minutes spent in executive session the doors were 
reopened, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1332) 
granting to the city of Colorado Springs, in the State of Colorado, cer- 
tain lands therein described for water reservoirs. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 1477) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a public 
building at Sacramento, Cal., withan amendment in whichit requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message farther announced that the House had the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolation; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 833) providing for the erection of a publie building at 


Tex.; 
A bill (H. R.'7166) to amend section 3 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to 


amend the act dividing the State of Missouri into two judicial districts, 
and for other pu: ;? and 


Joint resolution (H. Res, 119) requesting the Secretary of War to ~ 


cause a further report to be made as to the practicability and approxi- 
mate cost of tunneling the Detroit River at or near Detroit, Mich. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, 


The President pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 895) to provide a tem- 
porary government for the Territory of Oklahoma; which were, on mo- 
tion of Mr. PLATT, ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. REAGAN subsequently said: Has the Chair made any disposi- 
tion of the Senate bill which came back with an amendment in relation 
to the Territory of Oklahoma? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was ordered tolie upon the table 
and be printed with the House amendments, at the request of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. REAGAN. I shall desire tosubmit a few remarks upon the bill 
before it is disposed of. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 833) providing for the erection of a public building at 
Paris, Tex., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. 7166) to amend section 3 of an act entitled “An act 
to amend the act dividing the State of Missouri into two judicial dis- 
tricts, and for other purposes’’ was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 119) requesting the Secretary of War to 
cause a further report to be made as to the practicability and approxi- 
mate cost of tunneling the Detroit River at or near Detroit, Mich., was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commeree. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SACRAMENTO, CAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1477) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the erection of a public building at Sacramento, Cal.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


RATE OF INTEREST ON TAX ARREARAGES, 


The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 5179) fixing the rate of interest to be charged on arrearages of 
general and special taxes now due the District of Columbiaif paid within 
a time specified, and a-king a conference with the Senate on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendment 
and agree to the conference asked by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. McMILLAN, 
Mr. FARWELL, and Mr. HARRIS were appointed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, asin Committee of the - 


Whole, resumes the consideration o! the unfinished business, being the 
bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of 
common schools. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President, when the doors of the Senate were closed 
a motion which I had made to take up the urgent deficiency bill was 
pending. Iam very desirous that the bill should have a speedy pas- 
sage by the Senate, and J do not expect it to take much time. I 
should be glad to go on with it now. I am told the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL] desires to speak at the present time upon the 
educational bill, and I ask th: Senator whether he is ready to go on 
id or will yield some time for the consideration of the appropriation 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, if it does not interfere with the Sen- 
ator I should be glad to go on now, especially as I am under the con- 
straint of an engagement which may possibly take me away. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to interfere with the convenience of the 
Senator from Virginia, but I will give notice that, unless some other 
Senator desires to speak upon the pending bill, at the conclusion of the 
remarks of the Senator from Virginia I will move to take up the appro- 
priation bill, and, if I do not to-day, that to-morrow morning after the 
routine morning business I shall ask the Senate to consider and dis- 
pose of the bill. 
aS is MCPHERSON. I did not understand what the appropriation 

was, 

Mr. HALE. The urgent deficiency bill. 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Mr. PLUMB. In relation to certain executive documents trans- 
mitted to the Senate on Friday last in my absence, I move that the 
communication from the Secre ary of the Interior relative to the mem- 
bership of the Sacand Fox Indian tribes, with the accompanying papers, 
a ga to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

n 
x The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. PLUMB. Ialso move that the communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitted to the Senate on the same day, rel- 
ative to the cause of withholding patents for lands within the grant 
of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, with the accompanying papers, 
be referred to the Committee on Publie Lands, 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Chair be authorized to fill the 
vacancies in the Committee on Immigration made by the resignation of 
the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE] and the Senator from Flor- 
ida [Mr. CALL]. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the vacancies in the Committee on Immigi:ation caused by the 
resignation of the Senators from Florida and Mississippi be filled by 
the Chair. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The Chair ap- 

ints the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] and the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 389) to 
construct a road to the national cemetery at Port Hudson, La. ; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
_ President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 4130) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the city of Pierre, in South Dakota; and 

A bill (H. R. 7617) to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River 
between the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to es- 
tablish it as a post-road. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL) is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business. 

Mr. VEST. With the consent of the Senator from Virginia, as I ex- 

to be absent from the city for a few days, I desire to call up House 
ill 346, Order of Business 478, which will give rise to no debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
for that purpose ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 346) to extend “An act to grant 
the right of way to the Kansas City and Pacific Railroad Company 
through the Indian Territory, and for other pu yh 

By unanimousconsent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Afairs with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘company,’’ to strike out ‘‘rail- 
way” and insert ‘‘railroad,’’ and in line 10, after the words “‘ of its,” 
to strike out ‘‘railway’’ and insert ‘‘railroad;’’ so to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of an act approved May 14, 1888, grant- 
ing the right of way through the Indian Territory to the Kansans City and Pacific 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes, shall be extended fora period of 
two years from May 14, 1590, so that said company sball have until May 14, 1892, 
to build the first 100 miles of its railroad, and two years thereafter to build the 
remainder thereof and branches. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The amendments were drdered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common schools. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the subject under consideration is the 
measure generally known as the Blair educational bill. It is a subject 
which has been under discussion for six or seven years, and I can not hope 
to throw any new light of constitutional law upon it or to add much in 
the way of facts; and I shall therefore seek for my part simply to give 
= outline of the considerations which lead me to cast my vote in its 

vor, 

In the first place, however, I think it ort ge to throw out of the dis- 
cussion the declaration that this can be looked upon in any light as a 
bill of mendicancy. I can see no more propriety in declaring that a 
bill to appropriate public funds for the purposes of education is a bill 


to fill the hands of beggars than of so declaring as to other appropria- 
tion measures which may come before the Senate. It isa little curious 
that while one class of debaters, in the press, upon the hustings, and 
in legislative halls, declare thatit is a bill of mendicancy another class 
oppose it upon the opposite ground that nobody has asked forit. Thus 
we heard a few days ago the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], when 
he made a strong and able argument clustering together with great 
power these considerations which have been stated against it and said 
therein that one of the two reasons why he would not vote for this bill 
of so-called mendicancy was that nobody had asked for its passage. 

The passage of the bill— 

Said he— - 
has not been asked for. At the time it was first introduced by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] I think there had been no public expression 


of opinion in its favor anywhere in the United States, 
* * > * * a * 


No State— 

He added— 
ever asked for it. * * * A majority of the Southern people and thet rep- 
resentatives do not want it. 

So then, sir, this bill stands opposed before the Senate as an appro- 
priation which beggars ery for and as an appropriation that nobody 
wants. Between these extreme statements of the question I think 
there is to be found the ‘‘ golden mean” of truth. It is not a mendi- 
cant’s bill any more than an application for an appropriation for a pub- 
lic building is a mendicant’s bill. It is not a mendicant’s bill any 
more than the application of a wounded soldier for a pension is a men- 
dicant’s bill, It is not a mendicant’s bill any more than the bill mak- 
ing appropriations to rivers and harbors is a bill of mendicancy. 

But neither is it true in point of fact that no one has asked for it, 
The State which I have the honor in part to represent upon this floor has 
asked for it by every channel of communication that a Commonwealth 
can employ in making known its wishes to the Federal Government, 
It has asked forits passage in the repeated platforms of the Republican 
party; it has asked for it in the repeated platforms of the Democratic 
party; it has asked for it in public meetings and it has asked for it by 
the unanimous, or nearly unanimous, voice of its General Assembly. 
The candidates before the people for governor, for Congress, and for 
the place which I have the honor to occupy have proclaimed that if 
they were elected they would support it. So there is one State at least 
which, in unequivocal language, has said that it desired the of 
this bill. And that there are others also is well attested by the records. 

For my part, sir, whatever might be my personal predilections upon 
the question, I should feel constrained to do either one of two things: 
to resign my seat in this body and retire to my constituentsand permit 
them to send some one here who would fittingly declare their voice or 
to cast my vote and give such influence, humble as it may be, as I may 
possess in favor of this measure, If the measure was one which, per- 
chance, violated any fundamental principle of government, if it stripped 
any one of his right of trial by jury or his writ of habeas corpus, if it 
trenched upon any of the cardinal institutions of liberty which I feel 
that the citizen should everywhere protect and defend at the risk of his 
political as well as of his mortal life, I would certainly resign my seat 
in the Senate before I would support it, for if, perchance, instruction 
from constituents should violate cardinal principles they could not bind 
the agent unless he were willing to surrender his convictions of right 
and wrong to his people. . 

But I do not find, however gentlemen may differ as to constitutional 
construction, that there is anything in the Constitution as it has been 
construed by many of the wisest and best of American statesmen to 
constrain me to the conclusion that this bill should not be supported. I 
am candid to say that if we were debating this subject in 1790 rather 
than in 1890 I should have great doubts whether or not the fathers of 
this Republic, who formulated the instrament which we have sworn 
to support, had contemplated giving to Congress the power to pass such 
a measure as is involved in the bill before us. 

But, Mr. President, the discussion as to the construction of that Con- 
stitution is not anew one. It began almost co-ordinately with its ex- 
istence, and there is a broad, beaten road in which many statutes have 
trodden, year after year and decade after decade, which has blazed the 
way for the passage of this bill, and if to-day, in the great floods which 
are now transpiring in the Mississippi Valley, the Mississippi River were 
to change its bed from its present course and run into Mississippi or 
into Arkansas, I should fancy myself as much of a caviler to object to 
following the course of the stream in a steamer that might float upon 
its surface, because it did not follow its convolutions according to the 
territorial boundaries that had once been established, as to refuse at this 
date in the history of our Government and of accepted constitutional 
interpretation to vote fora beneficent measure because it might be crit- 
icised as not within the language of that instrument as it had been at 
one time construed or as some might yet construe it. 

We have before us in section 8, Article I, of the Constitution the 
language that— 

shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im: an 
iroda pfo debts cad daei for the common dafenen nd “stro 


an D 
fare of the United States; but all duties, im aad econlaan Shall DA TROIA 
throughout the Unit i 
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Then there follows this broad declaration of the power to lay and 
apply the taxes,an enumeration of additional and specific powers, which 
are also conferred upon the Federal Congress,as follows: 


To borrow money on the credit of the United States; 

To late commerce with foreign nations, and among the several States, 
and with the Indian tribes; 

To establish an uniform rule of naturalization, and uniform laws on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcies throughout the United States ; 

To coin money, regulate the value thereof, and of foreign coin, and fix the 
standard of weights and measures; 

To provide for the punishment of counterfeiting the securities and current 
coin of the United States; 

‘To establish post-offices and post-roads; 

To promote the progress of science and useful arts, by securing for limited 
times to authors and inventors the exclusive right to their respective writings 
and discoveries; 

To constitute tribunals inferior to the Supreme Court; 

To define and punish piracies and felonies committed on the high seas, and 
offenses against the law of nations; 

To decla-e war, grant letters of marque and reprisal, and make rules concern- 
ing captures on Jand and water; 

'o raise and support armies, but no appropriation or money to that use shall 
be for a peace term than two years; 

To provide and maintain a navy; 

2 To make rules for the government and regulation of the land and naval 
forees; 

To provide for calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the Union, sup- 
press insurrections, and repel in ons; 

To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the mili and for gov- 
erning such part of them as may be employed in the service of the United States, 
reserving to the States, respectively, the appointment of the officers, and the 
authority of training the militia according to the discipline prescribed by Con- 


To exercise exclusive legislation, in all cases whatsoever, over such district 
(not exceeding ten miles square) as may, by cession of particular States, and the 
acceptance of Congress, become the seat of the Government of the United States, 
and to exercise like authority over all places purchased by the consent of the 
Legislature of the State in which the same shall be, for the erection of forts, 
magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and other needful buildings; and 

To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into 
execution the foregoing powers, and all otler powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United States, or in any Department or offi- 
cer thereof. 

Mr. President, in the construction of that Constitution, I conceive 
that the statesman and the citizen who desires to tread in the path of 
truth and justice may accept as his guides both the language of the 
instrument and the logic of facts which has been applied to its interpre- 
tation. If we look at the naked instrument itself, standing out before 
us in the form of a mere literary composition, it can not be said with 
clearness or with emphasis that its mere statement carries the light of 
conviction to the mind that it was not intended by that instrument 
that the power to lay and collect taxes should be co-equal with the power 
to apply them for any substantive thing which was comprehended in 
the idea of the common defense or the general welfare of the United 
States. 

In grammatical construction the specific powers which are afterwards 
enumerated were not necessarily appended as a modification of the gen- 
eral power to ‘‘ provide for the common defense and general welfare ot 
the United States;”? and theimagination must connect the main propo- 
sition with the declared modification by general theories as to the 
powers both of the Government and the relation of the States, in order 
to deduce the ment that the enumerations were made to limit the 
methods of .providing for ‘tthe common defense and the general wel- 
fare.” Therefore, whosoever stands upon a strict construction of the 
constitutional document must confess that there is at least a broad and 
a general doubt as to what was the original intent and meaning of those 
who fashioned this instrument in that form. 

Now, then, how are we to interpret the question when we find a sub- 
ject-matter of construction Jaid before us out of which we wish to fol- 
low the divining rod which shall guide us towards the truth? We 
must look, as I conceive, to the opinions of those who were the con- 
temporaneous expounders of the instrument and who have been its 
expounders from time to time in the application of its doctrines to the 
circumstances which were brought within its jurisdiction, 

I find in the speech of my distinguished colleague, the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JONES], a very luminous statement of the views of 
James Monroe, of Virginia, and I will read from them, as they formu- 
late, in my judgment, a clear exposition and constitutional construction 
of this language: 

Speaking of the general grant of power to Congress contained in the 
‘‘general welfare” clause, Mr. Monroe said: 


The grant consists, as heretofore observed, of a twofold power: the first to 
raise and the second to fea ott snore the public money, and the terms used in 
both instances are general and unqualified. Each branch was obviously drawn 
with a view to the other, and the import of cach tends to illustrate that of the 
other. The grant to raise money gives a power over every tay seed from which 
revenue may be drawn, and is made in the same manner with the grants to de- 
clare war, to raise and support armies and a navy, to regulate commerce, to es- 
tablish ponemos and post-roads, and with all the other specific grants to the 
General Government. 

In the discharge of the powers conveyed in any of these grants there fs no 
other check than that which is to be found in the great principles of our system, 
the responsibility of the representative to his constituents. If war, for exam- 
ple, is necessary, and Congress declare it for good cause, their constituents will 
support them in it, A likesupport will be given them for the faithful discharge 
of their duties under any and every other power vested in the United Sates, 
+ * © But should the presentative act paei ye and betray his trust or 
otherwise prove that he was unworthy of the confidence of his constituents he 
would 5o enung sure to lose it and to be removed and otherwise censured 


Again: 

Had it been intended that Congress should be restricted in the appropriation 
of the public money to such expenditures as were authorized by a d con- 
struction of the other specific grants, how easy would it have been to have pro- 
vided in it by a declaration to that effect, The omission of such declaration is 
therefore an additional proof that it was not intended that the grant should be 
50 construed, 

The sabstance— 

Says Mr. Monroe in the conclusion of his views— 

The substance of what has been urged on this subject may be expressed ina 
few words. My idea is that Congress have an unlimited power to raise money 
and that in its appropriation they have a discretionary power, restricted ay > 
by the duty to appropriate it to purposes of common defense and of gen ` 
not local, national, not State, benefit. 


I will also read from the speech of Mr. Jobn C. Calhoun, of South 
Carolina, made in the year 1817, from which I take this extract: 

If the framers had intended to limit the use of the money tothe powers after- 
ward enumerated and defined, nothing could have been more easy than to have 
expressed ee ecm I know it is the opinion of some that the words “to 
the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare,” which 
have just ciled, were not intended to be referred to the power of laying taxes 
contained in the first part of the section, but that they are to be understood as 
distinct and independent powers granted in general terms, and are qualified bya 
more detailed enumeration of powers in the subsequent part of the Constitution, 

If such were in fact the meaning intended, surely nothing can be concei 
more res, gra and awkward than the manner in which framers have com- 
municated their intention. Ifit were their intention to make a summary of the 
powers of Congress in general terms which were ward to be cularly 
defined and enumerated, they should have told us so plainly and distinctly; and 
if the words “to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare” were intended for thissummary,they should have headed the list of our 
pomon and it should have been stated that to effect the general objects the fol- 

owing specific powers were granted, 

Again he says: 

Eut suppose the Constitution to be silent, why should we be confined in the 
application of moneys to the enumerated powers? There is nothing in the rea- 
son of the thing that I can perceive why it should be so restricted; and the 
habitual and uniform practice of the Government coincides with my opinion. 
Our laws are full of instances of money appropriated without any reference to 
the enumerated powers, We granted by a unanimous vote, or nearly so, $50,- 
000 to the distressed inhabitants of.Caracas, and a very large sum at two differ- 
ent times to the St. Domingo refugees. If we are restricted in the use of our 
money to the enumerated powers, on what principle can the purchase of Louisi- 
anabejustified? To over many other instances, the identical power which 
is now the subject of discussion hasin sev instances been exercised. To look 
no further back, at the last session a considerable sum was granted to complete 
the Cumberland road, In reply to this uniform course of legislation, I expect 
it will be said that our Constitution is founded on positive and written prin- 
ciples, and not on precedents, Idonotdeny the position; buti havein 
these instances to prove the uniform sense of Congress and the country (for 
have not been objected to) as to our powers; and surely they furnish better evi- 
dence of the true interpretation of the Constitution than the most refined and 
subtle arguments. 


Ifourlaws were then, in 1817, ‘' fullofinstances of money appropriated 
without any reference to the enumerated powers,” how much fuller are 
they of such instances now in 1890! If the ‘‘uniform sense of Congress 
and the country” had already gathered the force of precedent, how 
much stronger now are the accumulated precedents of many years! 

Mr. President, I might follow the example of other Senators and read, 
from the writings of many eminent statesmen who have figured in public 
affairs, some statement of views on this subject which would look to 
the one side or to the other of this general proposition; but when I look 
to the practice of the Government which has been paralled with their 
interpretation of the Constitution for nearly a hundred years, I find 
that the bed of the stream is so broad and deep that at this stage of the 
controversy he would be a bold man who would attempt to maintain 
that the construction which is contended for by the supporters of this 
bill was an unjust, an unwise, or an unprecedented one. 

It was the remark of Sir James Mackintosh that ‘‘ constitutions 
grow.’’? In so saying he simply announced that general principle of 
evolution as applied to constitutional construction that applies to all 
created things that have within them either animal life or that artifi- 
cial life which is imparted to them by the brains and hearts of men. 

I have before me astriking illustration in the way of literary criticism 
and of constitutional declaration as to how the instrument which binds 
us to-day has grown. I read in the Life of Mr. Webster, by H. CABOT 
LODGE, a scholarly gentleman of the city of Boston, who now represents 
a constituency in Congress, this comment upon the construction of our 
Constitution at the time it was adopted: 

When the Constitution was adopted by the votes of States at Philadelphia and 
accepted by votes of States in popular conventions it is safe to say there was 
not a man in the country, from Washington and Hamilton on the one side, to 
George Clinton and George Muson on the other, who regarded the new system 
as anything but an experiment entered upon by the States, and from which 
each and every State had the right to peaceably withdraw, a right which was 
very likely to be exercised. 

Now, here is the critical exposition of the Constitution by a student 
of history who is now representing a Republican constituency in the 
Halls of Congress, who gives it as his deliberate judgment that at the 
time this instrument under which we are now sitting was adopted there 
was not a man in all the country, from the extreme Federalist on the 
one side to the extreme State-rights man on the other, who did not re- 
gard it as a simple experiment of Government from which any State 
had the right to retire at any time peaceably. If I were to utter on 
this floor that doctrine now I should be looked upon as an antedilu- 
vian, I should be regarded as throwing into the debate a question” 
which had been settled by the force of events and which had been 
stricken from the docket of open controversies, 
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Therefore, it does not become us to contend, as I conceive, that these 
principles of government, which have been settled by the habitual 

ractice of } tive bodies, by Commonwealths, by popular assem- 
Blies, by poliiical conventions, and by general acceptation or the people, 
are longer open matters of controversy further than this, that, while 
the one side or the other side is certainly open to criticism, it is evident 
that the final determination of the points which are raised upon the 
one side or the other of the question can find no conclusion until the 
supreme tribunal of this country has pronounced upon them. 

Then, when I come to contemplate this measure, whatever might 
have been the predilections of constitutional construction which I re- 
ceived from education, from hereditary direction, from local surround- 
ings, I am obliged to recognize as a fact of our political existence that 
the question has been passed upon by those who were competent to 
consider it and to determine it, and that it does not to-day operate as a 
fair and just impediment to the exercise of such views of public policy 
upon the subject as our minds might bring us to the conclusion was 
right and proper. : 

Now, then, laying aside that question as one which has been suffi- 
ciently discussed, and as to which I have given but a suggestion and 

‘an ontline of my own deliberations, the next questions presents itself: 
Is this a wise and proper measure? 

Mr. President, this measure was not the offspring of the solicitations 
of the Commonwealths of the South. It was, in my judgment, the 
offspring of a generous and philanthropic feeling on the part of those 
statesmen who first suggested it, and, in my judgment, it is the first 
measure of general and comprehensive legislation since the unhappy 
period of 1861 to 1565 in which the members of that great political 
organization which has, in the main, controlled the legislation of the 
country have proposed to apply liberal methods to the solution of those 
questions that were left as the aftermath of a bloody struggle, 

In my opinion there is not an illiberal word nor an illiberal statute 
upon the statute-books of the United States which was not a profound 
mistake of statesmanship. I do not bélieve that there is a single dis- 
franchisement, a single penalty, a single harsh word spoken in the laws 
of the United States since the last gun was fired at Appomattox that 
has not retarded, instead of aided, the processes of healing and recon- 
struction which have been at work. 

Mr. President, we belong to a race of people who are easily led by 
proper persuasion addressed to self-respect, but whom it is difficult to 
drive, and the man who-does not understand the people whom he deals 
with is groping in utter darkness when he applies towards their gov- 
ernment statutes which are inconsistent with their character and with 
their history. If you will look into your own hearts you will see that 
God Almighty has written on them that truth, and if you woul: con- 
sistently treat others as you would have them treat you about subjects 
on which we differ, you would have given to your mindsa legend that 
would guide us ont of the wilderness of difficulty and controversy. 

On the other hand, I do not believe that any illiberal treatment of 
any of these subjects from the Southern side of this controversy has had 
any beneficent influence in solving them. The people of one side of 
the Potomac River are very much like the people on the other side of 
the Potomac River in the bottom traits of character which control and 

vern their political conduct. They are different in their surround- 
ings and they have a diversity of things to deal with, but in the habi- 
tudes of mind and in the principles of action which control they are 
not so widely apart; and you will find an interpretation to it—of the 
influences which will control others —if you will consider how you would 
yourselves be controlled: ~ 

In the contemplation of this educational bill there is presented to 

‘my mind the first measure which had its origin in the generous and 
philanthropic modes of the North for dealing with the great issues 
which we have to sulve at some time or other in the Southern country. 

I do not doubt the truth of the statements made a few days ago by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] thatin the breast of the North- 
ern people—behind the voices of contention—there is generosity and 
magnanimity. They belong to a race of people who have the seeds of 
generosity and magnanimity in their breasts, and the difference between 
the great segments of poopie who inhabit the American Republic is not 
so much the difference of intuition as it is the difference of local sur- 
roundings. $ 

You will see that in the sphere of action that this race has occupied 
here in America they have dealt with each other very much as our fore- 
fathers dealt with us. Look at England, for instance, and see how she 

` treated the American colonies which were the children of her loins and 
whom she had every prompting of nature to treat with the utmost gen- 
erosity and magnanimity. Howdidshetreatthem? She treated them 
very much as any man two or three thousand miles away from the sub- 
ject which he has to deal with is spt tô treatit; that is, with ignorance 
of the actual conditions which he attempted to deal with. Therein 
arise the principle aud the necesxity for local self-government. Ithink 
you may trace the great calamities which have betallen successive por- 
tions of the great family to which we belong to their failure to apply to 
others who were under their jurisdiction the principles of action which 
they would have demanded for themselves. 

In the year 1787, Lord Mansfield, sitting in the Court of King’s Bench, 


rendered what was welcomed in many parts of the christian world as 
a great judgment. It was a judgment in the case of Sommerset, the 
black, in which he pronounced, in a style becoming a great tribunal, 
that the air of England was too pure to be breathed by any one but 
a freeman, and so Sommerset from slavery. Yet the very 
crowned heads of that great Government which had placed him upon 
the bench to pronounce that declaration had filled the American con- 
tinent, and the islands of the sea, and every place that their slave-ships 
could reach, with slaves. In other words, in England, where they had 
no use for Sommerset, the black, the air was too pure for him to breathe 
in any other capacity than as a freeman; but in effect England had 
said, ** You colonists in America, 3,000 miles away and half barbarians, 
as we choose to contemplate you, here is black for you until your gorge 
rises against it; and when you, Virginia, and you, Georgia, and you, 
Sonth Carolina, and you, little colony here and there, stand up and say 
to me, ‘ Don’t send any darkies here,’ we, the King and the Queen, have 
an interest in the slave trade, and we will appoint Mansfield chief- 
justice to say there shail be no slaves here; but we will fill the world 
with them, to the utter repudiation of every moral sentiment upon 
which our judgment at home is predicated.” 

Mr. President, there is no room for the Pharisee to stand up in Ameri- 
can politics and say, “Iam holier than thou.” What England did 
toward her weaker colonies our Northern brethren have done toward 
us; and they will find, if they pursue that experience, that they will 
always reach a vain result in working out the problem they have to 
deal with. 

A man in England does not know how to govern the American con- 
tinent. A curious thing happened in English history which you would 
see repeated in American history if you were to accept it as your exam- 
ple. There was a time when England almost despaired of retaining 
possession of Canada, of Australia, of New Zealand, and of her other 
colonies. She thought that that local spirit of freeedom which had 
risen here so fiercely in America would be widespread, and that her 
great empire would in many places go to pieces. Bowing to what she 
regarded as the inevitable, she passed measures which gave her colo- 
nies local TPA governments, with their parliaments and other 


attributes of autonomy. The very reverse of the effect which she anti- 
cipated befell. That was what they wanted, and when they received 


it they no longer had that impulse to separate themselves from the 
mother country which before hadactuated them. The integrity to-day 
of the British Empire in many paris of the world where her flag still 
flies is due to the liberality of measures which sprung out of her despair. 
Froude, the historian, commenting on her policy, says: 
Events mock at human foresight,and nothing is certain but the unforeseen, 


Constitutiona! government and Se e eamin executive were conferred upon 
our larger colonies with the express and scarcely veiled intention that at the 


earliest moment they were to relieve the mother country of responsibility for 
them. They were regarded as fledgelings who are fed only wy the nt 
toshiftforthemselves. They 


till their feathers are wn, and arethen ex 
were provided with the. 

pattern and model, and the expectation of experienced politicians was that they 
would each at the ear) ««t moment go off on their separate accounts and would 
bid usa friendly farewell. The irony of fate has turned to folly the wisdom of 
the wise. As far as our own colonies are concerned it is clear that the abandon- 
ment by the mother country of all pretense to interfere in their internal man- 
agement has removed the only cause which could possibly have created a desire 
for independence.—The English inthe West Indies, page 2. 

When I take up this Blair bill I see in it not bayonets, not banners, 
but I see in it an appropriation for the enlightened agencies of peace. 
Some very powerful and tundamental consideration would have to stand 
in my path before I ever voted against any well-devised measure-for 
education. 

I had the honor to be a member of the Virginia Legislature in 1869, 
when it assembled under a constitution which required that our Iree 
schools should be put in operation within a certain time. I voted with 
those who went ahead of the constitution and said, ‘‘ Here and now 
let us start out upon this new régime of enlightening the people.” 
Any one who had any divination of what lay in the nature of things 
could see that it was going to be a difficult thing to preserve free gov- 
ernment and pure government with two races lying side by side, the 
one illiterate, the other learned; the one poor, the other richer; the one 
without prestige and power, the other with them; the one emerging 
from bondage, the otherree in every instinct; but, more than all this, 
the one black, the other white. 

You may preach as much as you please, you may theorize to the 
world’s end, but you can not alter the facts as God has created them, 
that there are lines of division—of prejudice, if you so please to call it— 
between these two races. My friend from New Hampshire may say it 
is nothing but a prejudice. Beit so. <A prejudice is a fact, and you 
can not alter the fact by calling it by one name or another. His peo- 
ple have got it just as strong as other people of ;the same race, and it 
will show itself whenever they are in a position to have it presented 
to them in the same attitudes and bearings which others have before 
them. It is the same in the State of Ohio, where the white people are 
struggling to prevent mixed schools; it is the same in Illinois, where 
they mixed schools; it is the same in Oklahoma, where new par- 
ties of the different races are now being brought together and old-time 
frictions are not brought with.them that it is to-day in Virginia, or in 
South Carolina, or elsewhere. It may be unconsciously toyou; it may 


full plumage of parliamentary institutions on the home 


- 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2295 


be that you look in the glass of legislation before your eyes and straight- 
way forget what manner of men you are; but what did the President 
mean when he said that the people in Indiana would not like to have 
a colored postmaster sent there? 

What do you mean when you sit here day after day, year after year, 
and never make a Supreme Conrt judge of a colored man, or a district 
court judge ot a colored man, or a circuit court judge of a colored man? 
Although you say that you recognize the fact, as presented to you by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, that he has been here time and aga n 
with able colored men who served in the Senateand who served in the 
other House, how is it that yon have never yet sent one of them abroad 
to represent the people of whom he is the type except when you found 
a black republic to send him to? How is it that in the Cabinet of your 
President, how is it that in all the Departments, while you proclaim 
that that race has an abundance of men who are down-trodden and 
oppressed, who are fit to be judges of our courts, are fit to be Congress- 
men of our constituencies, never anywhere, at any time. in any year, 
have you proved the faith of your declaration or indicated to thecountry 
that you are sincere by taking up one of them in your own midst and 
sending him here to represent you in the House of Representatives or 
in the Senate? An ounce of practice, Mr. President, is worth a hogs- 
head of preaching. 

Mr. President, going on further in the trend of my argument as to 
the l practice in legislation about this measure, I herewith 
present a list of no less than twenty-five or thirty measures, cases where 
relief has been granted by Congress to sufferers by fire, floods, earth- 
quakes, and in the extermination of diseases, 


Cases where relief has been granted by Congress to sufferers by fires, floods, 
earthquakes, diseases, etc. 


Date of Amount 
approval. Sufferers, etc. ppropriated. 
2| 730 | May 18,1812 | Sufferers by earthquake in Venezuela.. $59, 000. 00 
8| 211 | Feb, 17,1815 aon n by carthquake in New Mad- | Indefinite. 
rid, Mo. 
5 6 | Mar. 19, 1836 | Sufferers by fire at New York City...... Do. 
5| 1381; Feb. 1,1836 bs sehr by Indian depredations in Do. 
O 
6 46 | Feb. 19,1803 | Sufferers by fire at Portsmouth N. H.. Do. 
6| 53 | Mar. 19,1804) Sufferers by fire at Norfolk, r 7 EREE Do. 
6| 356 |Jan. 24, 1827 | Sufferers by fire at Alexandria, V. Baie 2,009, 00 
9 | 207 | Mar. 3,1847 Recar aag mao of supplies to suffer- | Indefinite. 
ers in Ireland. 
12 | 652 | Feb. 16,1583 | Sufferers by Indian depredations in 200, 000, 00 
Minnesota. 
13 | 416 | July 4,18561 | Sufferers by accident at arsenal, Dis- 2,000.00 
trict of Columbia, 
14 | 364 | July 4,1866| Sufferers by fire at Portland, Me......... Indefinite. 
14 | 567 | Feb. 22, 1867 eer aE of supplies South....... Do. 
15 rN BLO Tg RE. r ee Stee 
15 25 | Mar. 30, 1867 ar enai in Sonth... ~ 
15 28 | Mar. 30,1867 | Seeds for destitute ir 50, 000. 00 
15 | 246 | Jan. 81, 1868 | Destitute in South... Indefinite. 
16 | 596 | Feb. 10,1871 | Transportation of Supplies to France Do. 
and Germany. 
17 5l | Apr. 5,1872 | Sufferers by fire at Chicago, I} .......... Do. 
17 | G46 Mar. 12, 1872 Teig s losses at fire in Chicago, Do. 
18 34 | Apr. 23, 1874 a ea by overflow of Mississippi | Indefinite. 
18 OB Fees MO BETA ie EE RNE EER E 190, 000, 00 
18 | 2303 | Jan. 25, 1875 | Seeds to sufferers by grasshoppers ..... 30,000.00 
18 | 314 | Feb. 10,1875 | Sufferers A Erennypprs « 150, 000. 00 
19| 374 | Mar. 3,1877 |...... PEEL eny 285,40 
21 27 | June 14, 1878 }......... 2 663. 00 
21 1 ae 18, 1879 Refrigerating hips rellow fever. a 200, 000. 00 
21 66 . 5, 1880 Swap hegre to colored em igrants | | Inde finite. 
ree duty. 
21 | 303 | Feb. 25,1880 | Transportation of supplies to Ireland Do. 
21 | 306 | May 4.1880 | Sufferers by cyclone at Macon, M Do. 
22| 44!) Apr, 11,1882 eS sufferers Mississippi Hives” 20, 000. 00 
overflow. 
22 | 3878 | Feb. 23,1882 | Sufferers kip River overflow .. 100, 000, 00 
22| 378 | Mar. 10,1582 a finite. 
* 22| 378 | Mar. 11, 1882 x 
22 | 879 | Mar. 21, 1882 000. 00 
22 | 379| Apr. 1,1882 000.00 
23 | 267 | Feb. 12, 18% 300, 000, 00 
23 | 268 | Feb, 15, 1884 200. 00 1. 00 
23 | 269 | Mar, 27,1884 Sufferers ‘by “Missixsi py Mi River over- 125, 000. 00 
flow, unexpended Ge ios of appro- 
priation for Ohio overflow. 
23 | 273 | June 7, 1884 Daren by overflow of Mississippi arna 
25 | 630 | Sept. 26, 1898 saiferers by yellow fever. 200, 000, 00 
25 | G31 | Oct. 12,1888 i 100, 00 


What difference is there—constitutionally speaking—in the passage 
of this bill and in the passage of such bills as those which are here re- 
ferred to? They are all, or nearly all, basedon theconstitutional pre- 
eageuine to provide for the general welfare. 

ut it has been urged that the appropriations in this bill are more 
for the benefit of the South than of the North. I acknowledge it. 
The beds of illi are more in the South than in the North, because 
the percentage of illiteracy is so great amongst the colored people. If 


you will look, for instance, to the State of Virginia you will find that 
theilliteratesamong the colored people whocan not write are 49 percent., 
while the illiterates of the white people who can not write are only 13 
per cent. So then the appropriation in the bill is measured by the evil 
which that appropriation is applied to cure; andif it happens thatthat 
predominates in one section of the United States it has so happened by 
= ee action of the whole country, and not of the Southern peo- 
ple alone. 

When the Constitution of 1787 was formed it may suit the Fourth of 
July speaker of the present day to proclaim the fact that the North was 
the great section of freedom and that the South was the section of 
slavery; but the historical fact is contrary to the deciaration. The re- 
public that was formed in 1787 was a slave republic, and if those who 
inhabited its northern portion were opposed to the formation of a slave 
republic, then, when the Constitution was being framed, was the time 
for them to enter the caveat and to maintain their stand against it, But 
they came into the Constitutional Convention, entered Union, and 
swore to maintain the constitation of slavery. 

I know that in the partisanry of debate it is sometimes thrown up to 
the Southern people that they, or some of their representatives, held 
lightly their oaths to support the Constitution of the United States, 

It must be an exceedingly bigoted and narrow mind that does not 
perceive that if that kind of crimination and recrimination is in order 
there would be just as much force in it from the one side as the other, 
The men who believed in the doctrine of secession, whatever may be 
your construction of the Constitution, did not have upon their minds 
and consciences the idea that they were violating an oath. They thought, 
as Mr. CABOT LODGE has said in his calm and deliberate criticism, as 
the fathers thought, that they were but exercising a right. So should 
all presume; for we should much prefer to put any question of issue 
between any part of the people of this country upon a ground which 
would make us feel that we were dealing with high-minded and worthy 
men than upon a ground which would attribute to any a dishonorable 
and ignoble action. 

Suppose in reply to those who G us it were to be said, 
“t You abolished slavery; you had sworn to support it; it was a viola- 
tion of your oaths.” You would answer at once that you did it asa 
matter of war and that war suspended the Constitution. If war can 
suspend a constitution for one conscience it can suspend it for another; 
and as soon as men perceive and realize and apply the doctrine that 
they are dealing with a people who are actuated by as high and noble 
sentiments and who are seeking the right and to follow the truth with 
as earnest an ambition and as sincere an intention as they, they will 
then meet upon the ground where parley will be fruitful of wisdom. 

Mr. President, in the State of Virginia, which I have the honor here 
in part to represent, I do not conceive that, so far as her colored 
are concerned or any portion of her population is concerned, - 
ering the interest of the Federal Government in the elevation of its 
constituents and in the enlightenment of its people, there will be any 
undue share of this appropriation. If I wereto look beyond thesurface 
view of the matter I could show by figures that that Commonwealth 
had richly contributed out of the pockets of her people to this very sur- 
plus which she asks may be thus in partdispensed. Since the year 1870 
no less than $114,000,000, an amount five times the whole public debt 
of that Commonwealth which has lain upon it like a nightmare, has 
gone out of the pockets of her people to the internal-revenue coffers of 
the United States. 

It will be said to me, perhaps, in reply, “Ah! Virginia and her peo-, 
ple do not pay that. We pay it who use tobacco, who use whisky, 
who use any of the various articles upon which that tax has been lev- 
ied.” That is buta partial truth. Toa certain extent taxation does 
diffuse itself and its burdens through acommunity, but you would not 
permit that argument to be carried very far if the retort were made to 
you that in the heavy tariff taxation which intercepts the imported 
goods the people of Virginia and the people of the whole country were 
paying, by that very principle of diffusion, a much mightier tribute 
than that paid into the Federal Treasury from internal taxation. 

I would also point the Senate to the fact that a great work is being 
done, not only in Virginia, butin all the Southern States for the eleva- 
tion and enlightenment of the colored race. I have a table before me 
showing what the Southern States have donesince 1870. Itshows that 
in the sixteen Southern States. beginning with Delaware (which should 
hard‘y be counted as a Southern State in this relation) and Texas, _ 
$252,000,000 have gone out of the pockets of its people for the purposes 
of education, and the State which I represent is the fourth State in ths 
list in the magnitude of its donations and appropriations. 

I will append the table to my remarks, as it contains an imposing 
statement. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Virginia desire to increase 
that enormous amount of taxation upon his people in time to come 
during the next eight years covered by this bill? 

Mr. DANIEL. Ido not wish to increase’ that tax in the form in 
which it has there been drawn from the people. If my disti 
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friend from Alabama was upon the floor instead of myself, I would ask 
him how long he had been here trying to get rid of excessive Federal 
taxation, and if he could point to a time now, after his many years of 
Service, in which he could foresee that either he or any of his colleagues 
could dispense with it. 


Mr. MORGAN. I will answer that question. I have tried for thir- 
teen years in this body to reduce Federal taxation because I knew that 
my people had as much taxation, or more, in proportion to their ability 
to pay than the people of richer communities in different sections. 

should like to say in this connection, if the Senator will permit me, 
that while he seems to treat this as a bill to dispose of a surplus in the 
Treasury, it is a bill that runs over a period of eight years and requires 
an annual av taxation of the people of the United States of $8,777,- 
000 for all that period of time. I therefore think that whatever effort 
I might be disposed to make (and certainly I shall make all I can while 
I remain here) to relieve the people from taxation would amount to 
nothing if we saddle upon this country a debt which will average $8,777,- 
000 a year and to ran through eight years. This bill does not deal with 
a surplus in the Treasury at all except the amount that may now be in 
it for the first payment. It isa bill fortaxation for eight years, amount- 
ing in the aggregate to $8,777,000 for school purposes and $2,000,000 
for school-houses. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, there are two ways of dealing with 
every subject, The one is to deal with it abstractly and imagine ideal 
things which may possibly, under some conditions, be brought about. 
The other is to take the thing as you find it and try to get the best out 
of it that is attainable. 

My distinguished friend has been here thirteen years. It is no re- 

to him, neither is it a reproach to the party of which he isa 
member (I am not arguing, however, the question now of reproach to 
any one), but it is the fact that you have been upon this hunt for thir- 
teen years, and at the end of thirteen years you do not see that you are 
a bit nearer than it seemed when you started. Every year there has 
been in the Treasury a surplus which had much better been applied 
to education than to many of the things that it was applied to. 

I do not believe that the question as to whether we shall vote for 
this bill is going to have allied to it the question whether that much 
money will be realized by excessive taxation to meet itor not.  Itisin 
the Treasury now. It was there last year. It will be there next year. 
If we are depending upon the political pr ep of which we are 
members to get rid of it, the attitude of a which we face to-day in 
this very body is not one that would lead even so sanguine a statesman 
as my friend to anticipate that he will have that difficulty relieved at 
any very near date. But, be that as it may, if in a year or two, or 
after awhile, the necessary appropriations for other things shall be so 
close as possibly to interfere with the carrying out of this bill, I think 
we might as well wait until we get to the impediment before we say 
that it is insuperable. We are not at it now. In the mean time, after 
an experiment of one or two years, it may be discovered that this bill 
has been so beneficial that we bad better have a little lowertower on a 
public building and a little more school-house. It may be that at the 
end of that time we shall cut off extravagances in some other things 
in order to make way for light and knowledge. On the other hand, 
it may turn out that the beneficial results anticipated do not flow. If 
80, it would be very easy, under a constrained Treasury, tostop the evil. 

So then, at last, the difficulty which my honorable friend suggests 
is not a present difficulty. It is not a difficulty which is likely in all 

robability to confront us at a very early day, and sufficient to that 
when it comes be the evil thereof. 

Another objection which has been made to this bill is that it has a 
tendency to be destructive of local self-government, that it tends against 
the integrity and independence of the State governments. I look upon 
local self-government as the most precious of all the legacies we have 
inherited from our fathers, I look with extreme jealousy and appre- 
hension upon, and with a disposition to combat, anything that takes 
out of a locality the power to administer its local affairs according to 
its will. I believe that the preservation of the principles of local self- 
government are essential to the progress, to the happiness, and to the 
perpetuity of the free institutions which here spread over a continent. 

The difficulty which we have in saig with the local affairs from a 
central standpoint is not the difficulty of the inferior intelligence nor 
the difficulty of inferior disposition, but the difficulty inherent in time, 

and cireumstance of knowing and understanding the thing thatis 
to be dealt with. We saw that illustrated time and again during the 
war when there was a Commander-in-Chief of the armies seated in 
Washington who had half a dozen lieutenants out in the field dealing 
with crete things in the concrete. An editor, a critic, a commander 
here could very easily perceive how, according to the rules of war as laid 
down upon a map or sketched on a piece of paper, armies could be 
hemmed in and destroyed, but the general who was in a marsh or in a 
pass of a mountain, who had heat and cold and obstacle and danger to 
deal with, was under very different conditions. There was the same 
kind of experience on the other side of the river. 

When Thomas J. Jackson one year was roaming about in Northwest 
Virginia he was so berated with criticism or restraint that he tendered his 
resignation. Thenext year his name was upon every man’s lip. When 


General Lee was out in Western Virginia he was unsuccessful in his 
plans and the critics retired him. When opportunity came he showed 
what metal he wasmade of. When AlbertSidney Johnston was devis- 
ing schemes of a campaign he was so hounded that when he did finally 
set his army in motion he rode, in the eager spirit of victory, to his 
death. When Joseph E. Johnston was confronting, with the remnants 
of a. command which had been time and again cut to pieces, one of the 
ablest generals and one of the greatest armies the United States ever 
sent to the field, public criticism was such that he was taken away 
from the headofthearmy. Scarcely was he taken away when the army 
went to pieces. He was sent back to it too late to restore a field now 
lost. It was simply the difference between local government and dis- 
tant government. The men who were far from the battle could seo 
exactly how it ought to be waged, but the men who were there face 
to face with difficulty had things to deal with that they wot not of, 

Now, Mr. President, that is the Southern difficulty, and the impos- 
sibility of its intelligent treatment from a distant standpoint. The 
people who live in remote parts of our country can not understand all 
the conditions and situations of the problem we have before us, Yet 
we wish not only by our own example in the State Legislatures and in 
State policy, but here and everywhere to follow the lines of enlighten- 
ment and of christian influence wherever they are held out. The times 
of force have logically ended. The time to apply reason, and system, 
and persuasion, and encouragement, and liberality, and magnanimity, 
and open and generous dealing is here and now. I find them in this 
bill. It will be an assurance to the people of the South that the Fed- 
eral Congress holds them and their conditions in considerate remem- 
brance. It will be an indication to the colored people of the South 
that those who preach generosity are willing to practice it. 

Nor will your generosity be any greater than that now practiced by 
their Southern neighbors and friends. Not 10 per cent, of the taxation 
of the Southern people, or but a little more, that goes to the education 
of the colored people comes from the colored people’s pockets. It comes 
from the property-holding and from the intelligent classes. But they 
have not flinched from it. No man can read the educational reports 
or credit the accounts that come up from a thousand witnesses in the 
South withoutseeing that everywhere in that country, from the Potomac 
to Texas, the process of educating and elevating is going on in a healthy 
and in a commendable way. There is no more generosity in this bill 
than there is in the bills which pass their Legislatures year after year 
and day after day. 

It may be said indeed that the Southern people owe something to the 
cclored man. So they do. At the same time the colored man owes 
something tothem. He worked for them without wage; but what have 
they madeof him? He came to them speaking a gibberish; they gave 
him a language. He came to them naked; he is now clothed with civ- 
ilization. He came ignorant; and yet ere they had finished with him 
even in a condition of slavery he was declared intelligent enough to 
become an American citizen and to be invested with the full rights and 
prerogatives of a sovereign under our Constitution. He isthe only man 
on the face of this earth to-day who had liberty given him as a precious 
gift. Every other race has won it by the flash of the sword and at the 
point of the bayonet. 

If you were to sum up now the balance of account between the North 
and South and between white man and colored, the colored man would 
have the largest balance to his credit in what he has gained through 
his American civilization. We all realizeand know that heisa weaker 
brother. How strong he may become no man can surely tell. There 
is scarcely one of us who has not in one thing or another been disap- 
pointed by the event as fulfilling our prophecies. It was thought at 
the North during the war, and was thought at the South, that the 
colored man would rise in revolution. He did not rise. It has been 
thought since the war that he was not capable of this or that and that 
the enlargement of his rights in one particular or another would lead 
to conflict. In some respects these articipations have not been fulfilled. 
But looking at the whole subject in a broad way, not belittling the ob- 
servation to pick out a sample fact here and there, and say this speci- 
men indicates the character of the whole, no man who has broad com- 
prehension of the drifts of history can deny that taking into the account 
all the items, little and big, not only has the progress of the colored 
manin theSouth been rapid, but that the progress of the whole Southern 
people has not only been rapid but marvelous, considering the conditions 
they were under in 1865. 

Mr. President, I believe from the limited sphere of my own observa- 
tion and reading that the grandest history which was ever written in 
America or in any country is the history of the Southern people since 
the war. Itis not brilliant, it is not illustrated by the rise of men 
overshadowing their neighbors in greatness of intellect or in splendor 
of achievement, but it has been the calm, equable movement of the 
whole people up out of the slough of despond into restored prestige 
and power and the reacquisition of wealth and influence. 

The State of Virginia happened to be the very focus upon which the 
lines of battle poured their fire. Its banking institutions, its insurance 
companies, its homes, its property, the accumulations of wealth of 
over two hundred years, were swept away as a piece of paper would be 
swept away ina flame. Yet that Commonwealth, though cut in twain, 
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has paid since 1870 $114,000,000 through one source of taxation to the 
Federal Government and has spent some $25,000,000 in the education 
of her people. : 

The condition there to-day has been described to you by my worthy 
colleague [Mr. BARBOUR]. Sir, I do not consider that it is a condition 
at all peculiar to thatState, but one which is shared in by nearly every 
Commonwealth in America. You seea certain degree and character of 
prosperity there, but it is not a prosperity which spreads itself with an 
` equal hand all over the Commonwealth. The agriculture of the State 
is deeply depressed. I do not attribute it in any degree whatsoever to 
any inferiority of her people, to any indisposition on their part to labor, 
for they are full of energy, pluck, and aspiration, but to conditions 
which apply in every part of the American Union and which are work- 
ing out their results to-day, North, South, East,and West. Yesterday 
I picked up the New York Times and I read there about the condition 
of agriculture in New Jersey and in Ohio. 

The decadence— 

Says the Times of Saturday— 
of agricultural industry in New Jersey has been called recently in a variety of 
ways to the attention of the State authorities. The report of the Agricultural 
Bureau, just presented, presents the facts in a strong light. 

Then, turning to Ohio, the Times says: 

In the last six years the price of farm lands has fallen from 20 to 35 per cent, 
and is still falling, with no signs of the bottom being near, Hundreds have 
been forced to sell their homes and seek cheaper homes far from markets in the 
West, and thousands of others are to-day hopelessly emba: . barely able 
to wipe Saeco paces and families and pay their taxes, to say nothing of paying 
the interest on their debts. Never, except after a failure of crops, has such 
widespread depression prevailed among the farmers. The crops were up to 
the average last year, but they brought no relief to the taritf-ridden farmers. 
In one of the best agricultural counties of North Central Ohio, a county that 
stands among the first three in the State In wheat-raising, I know from per- 
sonal observation and acquaintance that nearly one-fourth of the farmers are 
in financial straits and that farm lands are a drug on the market ata price 25 
per cent, lower than they were held atten years ago. Yet this county is trav- 
ersed by five railroads, five of them trunk-lines, and is settled by as economical 
and thrifty a class of people as can be found in the State. 

I had no idea of introducing even the name of the tariff in this dis- 
cussion, neither shall! I, as matter of illustration or argument. But the 
fact is, Mr. President, let it come from one source or another, the de- 
pressed condition of agriculturein the Statesof Virginia and Maryland, 
as pointed out by my colleague, is not a local depression, but one that 
is as widespread almost as the map of the Republic. If you will goto 
the State of my honorable friend from New Hampshire, if we may be- 
lieve the reports of its commissioner of agriculture, you find deserted 
homes and the continuous tread of its ingenious youth towards the 
West. If you go to Massachusetts you see the same thing. Yet when 
the facts are suggested our friends will tell us that the workingmen 
of New England have got large sums in the savings-banks. That very 
fact is one which indicates that something is wrong. Men do not put 
their wealth in savings-banks on small interest when their communi- 
ties are prosperous and when they want to acquire more enlarged homes 
and grounds and have the temptation to invest in profitable transac- 
tions. 

Mr. President, this is the condition in the State which I represent, 
and which I think will be found to be a type of many other States. 
There is a spotted and a striped prosperity. Go along the lines of the 
great trunk railroads, from the mineral regions of Southwestern Vir- 
ginia to the harbor at Norfolk, or from Iron Gate, in Alleghany County, 
to Newport News, and you will find that an industrial movement un- 
precedented in the South is going on. You will find that you will have 
to get a new geography every two or three months to keep up with the 
new towns that are located and the new communities which are or- 
ganized. There is the town of Roanoke, in the district which I had 
the honor to represent in the Forty-ninth Congress, which had 500 in- 
habitants when I came here, and which has 20.000 now. There are 
other new towns up and down the line of that great trunk railway, the 
Norfolk and Western, and still other new ones springing up on the 
Chesapeake and Ohio. Northern capital and Northern immigration are 
pouring in there in an unprecedented stream. But it is not true that 
Northern capital and Northern industry are doing all or more than a 
large, substantial percentage of this great work. The mind of the peo- 
ple of our State is moving in these industrial directions. Its cultured 
men and men of intellect and wealth are active in the line of mineral 
development and in the establishment of industries; and the masses 
are energetically pressing forward. 

But the moment you leave the great railway lines, where prosperity 
has fallen in great big drops and larded the lean earth with aggregations 
of industry and capital, and go out into the country side, you will find 
depreciated lands in Virginia and the farming class are undergoing de- 
pressed conditions in many if not in all parts of the State, just as you 
will find the case to be in Maryland, in Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
Ohio, New York, and all the way up to New Hampshire, and in the 
West, as we hear, also. 

Mr. President, do these classes of the community desire the arran 
of this bill? They do. They are under a weight of taxation, not only 
in my State but in others, which they can but illy bear under the circum- 
stances of their situation. They would welcome a well directed appro- 
priation from the Federal Treasury which would give enlarged school 


accommodations, which would carry the school-house, as King Alfred 
carried justice, to every man’s door, and which would indicate the dis- 
position of the Federal Government to share with their State govern- 
ments the burdens which the Commonwealths have to bear, and to as- 
sist them in solving the great issues upon which the welfare of them- 
selves and of this whole country depends. 

Mr. President, when I take up this bill, although there are some 
things in it which I would have different if I were the author of it or 
chief director of its language, it is as unobjectionable a bill as ever has 
been here npon this subject. No State is required to accept this money 
unless it desires it. The Federal Government does not undertake to 
prescribe school-book or name the teacher. It simply turns over this 
fund, which it holds in trust for all the people, to the State govern- 
ment to be administered by it on certain well defined lines of appro- 
priation, and its supervision of that appropriation is like its supervision 
of every other appropriation, a supervision simply to see that the money 
is guided to the goal at which it is directed. 

Mr. President, neither is there anything in this bill that would tend 
to sectarian, sectional, or race attrition. It is provided that these 
schools shall be non-sectarian, so that religious liberty in them will be 
absolutely preserved. Itis provided also that white and colored schools 
may be conducted separately, so that it leaves the two races to seek out 
their own destinies without having the one push upon the otherin any 
hostile manner. Then, furthermore, in the regulation of those things 
which shall be taught there is liberality in this bill. LIappreciate what 
was said by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] when he declared 
that ‘‘ the three R’s” were the great things to be considered in public 
schools, reading, writing, and arithmetic, and this bill provides for the 
instruction in ‘* reading, writing, speaking the English arith- 
metic, geography, the history of the United States, and such other 
branches of useful knowledge as may be taught under local laws.” 

There then is the hand of the Federal Government fixing justly the 
limits of “must” and the limits of ‘‘may.’’ If there be local idio- 
syncrasies or local practices or local customs, which ought to be re- 
spected in the observance of education, they are respected; but the line 
of demarkation in what must be is placed, as I conceive, exactly where 
it should be placed, education in ‘‘ reading, writing, arithmetic, speak- 
ing jai the English language, geography, and history,’ alone to be re- 
qaired. 

I know that there was at one time a disposition to prescribe by this 
bill that ‘‘copies of all school-books authorized by the school boards 
or other authorities of the respective States and Territories, and used 
in the schools of the same,” should be ‘‘filed with the Secretary of 
the Interior.” I believe that that provision was originally inserted 
from a sensitive feeling upon the part of some Senators or Representa- 
tives that there were occasionally used Southern school-books in South- 
ern schools which commented upon political affairs and historical events 
in a manner which was calculated to make the rising generation in the 
South form opinions and generate feelings which were antagonistic to 
the Federal Government and to the results of the war. 

Mr. President, whether from the North or from the South, no pa- 
triot and no wise man would, inmy judgment, ever desire to see writ- 
ten in any school-book to be used anywhere in this Republicthose dia- 
tribes which belong to the hustings and which would be caleulated 
to make any one portion of this Republic hate the people of another. 
I would not have written in a Southern school-book, if I were the Czar 
to dictate what should be written in any one of them, those things 
which would preserve the animosities and revive the hates that belong 
to a period which we should leave behind us. Neither would I have 
written in them anything that would hold up to public opprobrium or 
scorn those who were of our own blood and bone, andif theSouth- 
ern people were willing to do that they would be utterly unworthy 
to be American citizens or to share with any worthy companionship 
the dignity of conducting the affairs of a great and free republic. 

The Southern people are not so sensitive about these matters as to 
prevent them from desiring the pouring of liberal and generous thought 
into all the channels of their public education. I donot wish to teach 
my children or that any man should teach them to hate the Govern- 
ment of which I am a citizen and a loval and firm friend, to be counted 
upon ina day of difficulty; but neither do I wish any man to teach 
them, nor shall he with my consent or without my protest, to look 
upon me or mine or my people with aught but those feelings of venera- 
tion and respect which are due from the child to the ancestry from 
which he sprung. 

Mr. President, I believe that we may attain liberal results better by 
saying nothing onsome subjects than by commanding things which must 
rest within disposition and discretion. I recollect to have seen a pict- 
ure on one occasion in a picture-store of a little French girl who was 
looking at a glass of water sparkling in front of her, who said: ‘‘Oh! 
how delicious it would be if it were only bad!’ Mr, President, human 
nature is that way constituted, that if you try to make it doa thing it 
has a disposition to decline, not because it is unwilling to do it, but be- 
cause you have tried to force it. 

You may remember the story of Andrew Jackson when he was Pres- 
ident, and a letter came to him written in French in which was used 
the word “‘demande.’’? He broke out in a passion, and used some 
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very uncomplimentary terms towards the French minister who had 
written it, and said he would see him somewhere else first! [Laughter. ] 
Happily at that juncture the interpreter came in, who explained to 
Andrew Jackson, who was not much of a French scholar, that this 
word ‘‘demande’’ in French did not signify what it seemed to signify 
in English, ‘‘demand,’’ but was merely the French synonym for the 
word ‘‘request.’’? ‘‘Ah! If that beso,” replied Old Hickory, “ it is 
all right, and I will do it with pleasure.”’ 

Mr. President, that is human nature in its highest and best form, 
not in its erratic and eccentric forms, the world over. Try to boss 
and compel, and it kicks. Meet it civilly, and it follows. Now, if 
this bill is passed without exactions, without things that are caleulated 
to irritate and revive unpleasantness, it will be received in the cordial 
spirit in which it was tendered. 

I was abont, in speaking of the subjects to be taught in the public 
schools, to say something in regard to the prescription that history 
should be taught, and to add, in connection with that thought, what 
were the views of Thomas Jefferson upon that subject. To my mind 
Thomas Jefferson saw the map of the nineteenth century in prevision 
more plainly than any statesman of his time. Read his writings, his 

his injunctions as applicable to the century of our growth, 
and you will scarcely find a suggestion which he made which, had it 
been adopted, would not have resulted in boundless good, nor will you 
scarce find a departure from his advice which did not result in diffi- 
culty, in embarrassment, and in disaster. He saw the necessity for edu- 
cation in this Republic when he stood upon the threshold of its being, 
and, within the confines of the State which gave him birth, he dedi- 
cated his best talents and writings to the building up in that Com- 


` monwealth of a great and comprehensive system of free schools. He 


would have had, according to his conception of that democracy of en- 
lightenment which he would have founded, free schools in the hundreds 
or tithings and then academies. The University of Virginia was to 
be the great capital of education in that Commonwealth, It was a 
long time coming, but even now it has come. The University of Vir- 
is the crown of our free educational system; and a noble crown it 
worthy of him. The Virginia Military Institute and the Blacks- 
burgh College are also parts of thatsystem, toa degree, and the closing 
scenes of the education of those who may start with the common school, 
go to the high school, and finally wind up fairly armed and equipped 
for the battles of the world before them. 
Now, Mr. President, I will conclude my remarks by reading a 


Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me toask him 
a question ? 

. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS, The Senator refers to Mr. Jefferson. I ask the 
Senator if it is not trne—I am not sure whether it was in his farewell 
address, in an inaugural address, or in a message—that Jefferson sug- 
gaea that when there was a surplus in the Treasury, by a constitu- 

onal amendment moneys could be taken from the United States 
Treasury and granted to educational purposes and to the improvement 
of roads, and perbaps some other objects; but did he not suggest that 
it would require an amendment of the Constitution to do it ? 

Mr. DANIEL, It ismy recollection that hedid; and yet, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I havea page of history before me which is scarcely less instructive 
than the declaration of Mr, Jefferson. I have a page of history before 
me in a Synopsis of the American Almanac for 1884. It is a page that 


~ belongs not to the logic of language, but to the logic of facts, There 


are two kinds of logic we have to use in dealing with practical subjects: 
the one is the logic of language and the other is the logic of fact. 
Now, then, hereis the logic of fact. I will gladly answer the question 
of my distinguished friend by conceding fully what he says and by 
aa ss here is ihe reply: Here is the State of Tennessee, which has re- 
ceived from the Fed Government grants for schools and universities 
of 100,000 acres of publie land. This page of the almanac is an an- 


swer. 

This table shows the area of the several States and Territories con- 
taining public lands, and the quantity donated for educational purposes 
by Congress from 1789 to June 30, 1878: 


Table showing land grants for education in the United States. 
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a A a eR SR EE ES OR eee ee 
The editor of the Almanac (Mr. A. R. Spofford) adds in a note to 
this table the following comment: 


Under an act of Congress approved September 4, 1841, each State thereafter 
admitted to the Union was ted 500,000 acres of land for purposes of internal 
improvement, 46,080 acres (72 sections) for a State university, 32,000 acres (50 
rections) for the purpose of erecting public buildings at the capital, and 32,000 
acres for a ey, or State prison, The same grant of 500,000 acres was ex- 
tended to the States of Alabama, Arkansas, Lilinois, Indiana, Louisiana, Michi- 
gan, Mississippi, and Missouri. The quantity of land thus granted is estimated 
at 9,000,000 acres, 

By act of July 2, 1862, each State, old or new, was granted 30,000 acres of the 
public domain for each Senator and Representative in Congress (or lund scrip to 
that amount) for the purpose of endowing a college of agriculture and the me- 
chanic arts in each State, Of the 9,600,000 acres estimated to be due the States 
under this munificent land grant, about 8,200,000 acres have already been 


Mr. HARRIS. A very different thing from moneys in the Treasury, 
the Senator will observe. 

Mr. DANIEL. Only different in this degree, that the States took 
the appropriations without waiting even for it to go into the Federal 
Treasury. It wasa short cut from substance to recipient without being 
liquidated through the process of a Treasury warrant, and I should like 
to know where the distinction can be found between the power to give 
away real estate, which is generally encumbered with more formalities 
of conveyance the world over, and giving away personal estate, which 
is everywhere recognized as a more trivial consideration and of a lighter 
and more negotiable character. 

Mr. MORGAN. TheSenator from Virginia isan able historian as well 
as statesman, and he surely has not forgotten the fact that in every one 
of the concessions of the public domain made by the different States 
to the Congress of the United States, or to the United States co nomi, 
an express trust was reserved in those lands for the benefit of the States, 
ln the very language of every conveyance that was made it is a trust 
held by the Congress of the United States for the State governments, 
to be administered for the benetit of the States, and that has been the 
ruling upon it-by the Supreme Court of the United States, and it is also 
the history of that process of transferring the public domain belonging 
to Virginia and other States into the custody of Congress for the bene- 
fit of the States. 

Mr. HARRIS. And then the constitutional provision gives unlimited 
power to dispose of the public land in any way that Congress may 


oose. 

Mr. REAGAN. I should like to suggest two things in answer to the 
interrogatory. First, thatthe publiclandso/ the United States are under 
the exclusive jurisdiction of Congress, and it may do with them what- 
ever it pleases. The next distinction is that in giving this land to the 
States it was given to them to be administered by the States, and in 
this bill the gift is to be followed by Federal legislation to execute the 
law in the States and to bring persons within the jurisdiction of the 
United States. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, it is not necessary for me to consider 
these tendrils of technicality which shoot out from the root of an old 
tree. I can not see the substantial difference between the power of the 
Federal Government to take a piece of land and appropriate or give it 
away and the power to take money which is in the Treasury and ap- 
propriate or give it away. The distinction is slender, it is refining, 
and it has not been the distinction which has governed and controlled 
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Why, Mr. President, here is the State of Tennessee that received 
100,000 acres of land for schools and 100,000 for universities. Is there 
anything in the Constitution of the United States which authorizes the 
Federal Government to appropriate land that is held in trust for all the 
States to a university in Tennessee and prohibits it from appropriatin 
the money for which it has sold the land or money otherwise ob 
to a common school in Alabama or in Virginia? : 

Mr. HARRIS, The Senator will allow me toanswer. I will say 
that in respect to the disposition of the public lands the Constitution 
gives to Congress absolute and unlimited power. Where do you find 
the power that authorizes you to levy taxes and put the money into 
the Treasury and take it out to donate it to any such purpose? 

Mr. MORGAN. Or toa State. 

Mr. HARRIS, Yes, or to a State. 

Mr. DANIEL. Am I to understand, if the Senator will permit me 
to ask him a question, that the public lands of the United States may 
be disposed of otherwise than ‘for the general welfare? Is not the gen- 
eral welfare clanse of the Constitution your only limitation as to the 
disposal of the public lands, or do you contend that there is no limita- 
tion? Ifit is the only limitation asto the disposal of the public lands, 
who will show me another and different limitation as to the disposal of 
the public money ? 

Returning to the Constitution, about the public lauds the provision 
is: 


‘The Congress shall have the power to dispose of and make all needful rulesand 
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 


If my learned friends will allow me to ask them a question I will 
ask them whether or not they consider money in the Treasury ‘‘other 
property ’’ or not? 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no idea that money was meant to be em- 
braced in that suggestion, but it meant the general control of property, 
Other clauses of the Constitution control the disposition of money. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore, Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainiy. 

Mr. COKE. The term ‘‘other property ’’ used in the Constitution 
refers to the property in the possession of the Government at the time 
of the adoption of the Constitution, ships, arms. and all property which 
was in the hands of the Governmentat that time. The power of Con- 
gress to dispose of property subsequently acquired requires no consti- 
tutional provision, because the power to acquire it carries with it the 

wer to dispose of it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Now, Mr. President, I will answer my learned friends, 
in the first place, by an argumentative denial of what they say, and 
then by an admission, and I think that both the denial and admis- 
sion will leave us exactly in the same place, that it is a question for 
Congress to judge of, and that there is no other or general limitation 
in the Constitution for either but the general welfare: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
ee pee respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 

The ‘‘territory ’’ applied to the real estate; the ‘‘other property ”’ 
must have meant the personal estate. Now, if you exclude money, it 
must be because you have got some peculiar technical light upon that 
subject which shows that the term ‘‘other property,” meaning by it 
personal estate, was intended to exclude money from being considered 
in that connection as personal estate, If that be so, I wi l then make 
the argument from analogy upon the theory and ground that the Con- 
stitution here intended simply to refer to Congress the absolute power 
to dispose of its whole “‘territory,’’ and alf its ‘‘other property,” ex- 
cept money. 

Would it not have been singular indeed, and contradictory of a cor- 
rect contemplation of business relations, to give to a body the absolute 
power to dispose of all the territory of the country and all the property 
of the country, anii.then to say to it, ‘‘ But you must not so dispose of 
the money which is specially confided to you to raise by taxation and 
to bring within your jurisdiction ? ” 

So I say, admitting you are correct in that view of these specific 
words, does not the fact that the Constitution has been so clear and 
positive in putting those terms there show that when it gave power to 
collect the money and apply it to the general welfare it intended that 
power to roll along as the co-equal of this? 

Mr. REAGAN, The Senator from Virginia will allow me. The 
power to appropriate money is derived from other clauses of the Con- 
stitution. This clause in reference to ‘‘ the territory or other public 
property ’’ was intended to give tlie Government the control of the ter- 
ritory and of any property, such as public buildings, fortifications, arms, 
ships, and the like, which it might possess. This was for aspecial pnr- 
pose; but the general power toappropriate money is found under other 
clauses of the Constitution. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not doubt that it was intended to give Congress 
control, but what I contend is that Congress has got it because it was 
given control. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to ask the Senator from Virginia a 
question. 


Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like toask whether the Senator regards 
the public-school system as now organized in the States as a matter of 
State or national cognizance, and when he answers that question I 
should like to ask him another question. 

Mr. DANIEL. I must answer in my own way, I would like the 
Senator to both barrels at once. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I was going to say that I should like an answer 
to the question, and then it may not be necessary for me to ask him any 
further question. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, that page of history answers all these 
questions. There itis. If this was a new question and I was in a de-- 
bating society a hundred years ago, I should feel at liberty to exercise 
my own fancy about these things and would exercise it according to the 
bent of my mind and education; but the current of history has gone 
that way. It isa finished fact. And the Senator will stand here and 
vote to-morrow for something that involves this same broad, general 
principle upon which I stand. 

Why, these appropriations for education in Alabama, Alaska, Ari- 
zona, down to Wyoming, of thirty States, have already answered that 
question. We have had it in Virginia in the time of my father and 
grandfather and of the Senator’s father and grandfather; and our prede- 
cessors have all been over this ground, up and down and all around, 
over and over and over again, and the question is wound up by the 
States taking the appropriations; and it is wound uP by coming here 
and voting for appropriations, traceable to the like authority; and when 
the whole country has gone that way and political parties and legisla- 
tures and senates, what is the use of my coming here and saying, *' Gen- 
tlemen, there is my opinion of the Constitution; it ought to have been 
interpreted differently;’’ we can not do it. One man is notso much of 
a factor in the concerns of millions and millions of men that he can 
stand upand say, ‘“Thisis my ipse dixit and the world hasall gone wrong.” 

Whether wrong or otherwise, it has gonealong and we can not bring 
it back to where wa would have it and start it afresh. So, not in any 
spirit of demagogy, but proclaiming it to be a just, conscionabl 
honest, and proper view of constitutional construction which shoul 
control the highest and most dignified of bodies, I say that when a 
whole people have interpreted their Constitution by every agency in 
which they can express their will in regard to it, and their laws have 
been passed in consonance, one man can not come and say, ‘' That is 
not the Constitution, and I will not march along in the procession of 
events, bevanse I think differently from that.” 

Mr. FAULKNER, I want to see if I understand the Sehator from 
Virginia. I understand him to reply to my question that the appro- 
priations made by Congress for educational purposes in the form of lands, 
etc., amount to a declaration on the part of the legislative body, an 
interpretation of the Constitution of the United States, which means 
that the school system of the States is a subject of national as well as 
State cognizance. Am I correct? 

Mr. DANIEL. I did not mean to answer the Senator in that way, 
for I do not think so. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [If it is not so, I would qsk theSenator from Vir- 
ginia how he can avoid the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, delivered by Marshall, C. J., unanimously given, in the case of 
Gibbons vs. Ogden, in which the Supreme Court decided that under the 
power to tax the Federal Government has no constitutional power to 
levy and collect a tax except for Federal and national purposes, and not 
for State subjects. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I do not expect that anything Imay 
say on this subject will be the finality of it. I dò not expect to con- 
clude debate finally and forever by my reply to the Senator’s question. 
I think I shall leave it pretty much where it was when I got up, and 
therefore I am not as particular to satisfy him in the logical sense, nor 
have I the pride of opinion to attempt refinements in order to convince 
him. What I simply say is in explanation and justification of the 
course which I see proper to pursue as a Senator; and while I am can- 
did to confess—for there is no reason why we should not state ourcan- 
did views about things in every way in these conferences with each 
other—that, if we were back to a former period in our Government, I 
would incline to think that this language or that was intended differ- 
ently, I see the fact that the statesmen of this country and the con- 
struers and makers of its laws have for half a century, ay, and longer, 
accepted a different interpretation. And I say that the interpretation 
which they have put upon it is to be accepted as a fact of parliament- 
ary history. - And I submit to it just as I would if I had a case in court 
against my friend which I knew to be right, as litigants always know 
whatever they claim is right, and the judge should say, *‘You are 
wrong,” I would say * We have had this out, and I bow to the result,” 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to 
ask him one more question. 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. ; 

Mr. FAULKNER. This is really for information. I ask any Sena- 
tor, as well as the Senator from Virginia, whether there is any prec- 
edent in the history of this Government which can be brought to 
sustain the present bill which pledges the Government for eight years 
to appropriate money on the basis of taxation, to supply the appropria- 
tions for that period? I know of none and never heard of one. 
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Mr.DANIEL. Iam very much honored by the attention my friends 
on either side have given me, but I feel that I have already inflicted 
upon the Senate a much lengthier discourse than I had any idea of de- 
livering. It only shows we do not know where we shall end when we 
begin. I hope gentlemen will allow me to retire as soon as possible. 

I was about to say that I wish to read a page of comment about Mr. 
Jefferson in relation to historical reading in the public schools, and it 
is from a volume published by our Government under the general-wel- 
fare clause of the Constitution. But for the fact that the general-wel- 
fare clause is in our Constitution we should never have had a Commis- 
sioner of Education, and we should never have had this volume for our 
enlightenment; and as I know the scrupulous and sensitive character 
of the gentlemen who oppose that idea, I suggest to them that, as the 
receiver of stolen goods is as bad as the thief, perhaps, instead of send- 
ing their volumes to their constitaents, they had better send them back 
to the Government and let those receive and distribute them who have 
not those scruples. In that volume on ‘‘Thomas Jefferson and the 
University of Virginia” I read this: 

Jefferson's original bill, in 1779, provided not only for the popular foundation 
of common schools but for the free training of all children, male and female, 
for three years in readihg, writing, and arithmetic, The proposed admission of 
girls was a step in advance of the times, for not until the year 1789 did Boston 
allow the female sex to attend her public schools. Most remarkable, too, was 
Jefferson's idea, that ponding in the common schools should be made the vehicle 
of historical instruction. The bill enjoins that "the books which shall be used 
therein for instructing the children to read shall be such as will at the same 
time make them a with Grecian, Roman, English, and American his- 
tory.” Jefferson elsewhere maintains that, in common schools, where most 
chiviren receive “their whole education,” it should be “chiefly historical.” 
‘This was very advanced ground for an eighteenth century educator; indeed, 
the nineteenth century is artes fag pass away before all American teachers 
ett = raed ian prec pi instru tforattaining k led; 

e. ng Sape eh language mply asan instrument forattaining knowledge; 
and, in his opinion, a knowledge Br what men have actually done in this world 
isa most im ant educational and moral force, Jefferson wished to have 
children's minds stored with useful historical facts. He said: **‘ History, b; 
prising them of the past, will enable them to guage of the future; it will 
them of the experience of other times and r nations; it will qualify them 
to act as judges of the actions and designs of men,” Such an historical idea of 
popolat education, if introduced, not by wretched manuals, but by happily illus- 

ted, well selected historical reading books, in the hands of intelligent, en- 
thusiastic teachers, capable of telling now and then a good tale notin the book, 
would revolutionize common-school ed ion in America. The idea of mak- 
ing reading the avenue to intelligence has already begun to dawn in our mod- 
ern text-books, but it was s more than a century ago by Thomas Jef- 
however, capable of a special and most useful application 

ry. The writer has seen tried with great success the ex- 
periment of reading history to children in a Baltimore kindergarten, and he has 
great faith in that method for all of education. Jefferson pro that 
a “general plan of reading and instruction” should be recommended by the 
college of William and Mary, and introduced by a county superintendent or 
county overseer of education in the local handrets. 


Therefore, Mr. President, under the like considerations which actu- 
ated this great apostle of Democracy a century ago, I would like to 
see the study of history required in our public schools, because I be- 
lieve that the study of history is the greatest of all studies to which 
mankind can bend its attention. I believe it is not only true, as said 
ce lines quoted by my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], 

t— 


ya 
avail 


Error is wrought 
By want of thought 
As well as by want of heart. 

The case is stronger than there stated. Nine-tenths of the errors of 
this world in the progress of civilization are not wrought by want of 
heart, but by want of thought and intelligent understanding. 

I have no doubt that if that Confederate army which once stood 
across the Potomac River menacing this Capital had thrown away their 
arms and had been permitted to march as on a holiday to New York 
and to Boston and to come back home down the valley of the Missis- 
sippi, and mingling daily with the people at their firesides and seeing 
what manner of men and women they were, and what manner of coun- 


try this was, and if you could have suspended hostilities for one month 
and taken the Army of the Potomac and marched it all the way down 
South and back again until the two columns met here again without 
weapons, you could not have had any war declared in this country. 
They would have settled the thing then and there, because they would 
have understood what manner of country they lived in and what man- 
ner of people they had to deal with, and thatevery question which was 
at issue between them was capable of being solved by wise, and brave, 
and true men, with comprehensive and enlarged understanding. 

Mr. President, I see down in this Southern country of ours coiled ap 
that which may untwine itself as a great national calamity. I wish 
as far as I can, in the short time that I shall occupy the stage of hu- 
man concerns, to exercise every considerate feeling of forbearance, of 
patience, of courage, of intelligence, to wear away the inevitable fric- 
tions of contact between different races and let the race problem work 
out itself as christianity and enlightenment would lead it. I invoke 
from you, who contemplate it from a different standpoint, the exercise 
of the highest faculties of statesmanship and reason which you can 
summon to your aid. I pledge the people whom I have the honor here 
in part to represent to continuously address themselves to it as they 
have done bravely and heartily in the right spirit, and if we can con- 
tinuously meet and confer in the high spirit of justice and of honor 
and of cordial friendship, I believe it is in the power of the American 
people so to solve it that blood will not be shed and that lands will not 
be wasted and that the generations that shall come after us shall not 
reap from us a heritage of sorrow and calamity and woe. It is for that 
reason, sir, that I overcome whatever of predilection I might have as 
to the construction of the Constitution. I feel justified in conscience 
and in honor in waiving such predilections as I might have to the 
weight of public thoughtin this great Kepublic in order to obtain what 
I believe is to be a great beneficence. 

Mr. President, I do hope that the United States Senate will this 
year, as last year and the year before, pass this bill, feeling that, while 
we have not yet solved the problem we have before us, we will be in 
this act traveling towards the light. Ido not believe that education 
is to be the sole solvent, for.we must realize its limitations as well as 
realize its benefits. The poet has said that man must mourn forever— 


O'er the fatal truth, 
The tree of knowledge is not the tree of life. 


But, Mr. President, if knowledge does not absolutely heal, it goes 
towards healing. Judging things generally, you will find that the 
most enlightened nations have the highest moral ideas; that the most 
enlightened men develop the highest characters, and while crime will 
not depart from the world nor other ills that human flesh is heir to, 
yet when the light falls in upon the subject, where there is wiser un- 
derstanding, the elements of solution will be better presented. 

I vote for this Blair bill, Mr. President, not because I think it will 
be an absolute cure of the difficulties. There are other difficulties 
which will arise and are to be encountered. It is not the education of 
the school-book alone that you must depend upon; it is the education 
of society; the education of history; the education of tradition. But 
all these come more easily when you have the book as a guide to them. 
While I sometimes feel appalled as I stand before the problem which 
my Southern countrymen have to deal with, I see that in this measure 
we are moving towards the light. I would deal with it just as a ship- 
wrecked sailor who landed upon the shore in the night-time. If he 
were looking around him to a murky sky and to a darkened and weary 
land, and saw a taper glimmering in the distance, whither would he 
go? A marsh might lie between him and it; there might be a hill to 
climb or a river to cross; but just as sure as fate he would rise up and 
travel towards the light. Soin this case. Here is light set in a dark 
place, and for myself I say, let it shine. 


APPENDIX. 
Table showing expenditures for education in the Southern States from 1870 to 1888. 


1874. 1875. 1876. 1877. 1878, 1879. 
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448, 252 426, 463 423, 872 226, 021 319, 030 319, 320 
265, 000 435, 319 434, 046 400, 153 411, 453 465,748 
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903, 690 873, 719 *600, 000 525, 000 592, 805 641,549 
795, 201 699, 665 776, 009 369, 829 529, 065 
903, 960 726, 236 613, 964 501, 691 Al, 404 
534, 499 750, 000 119, 403 143, 331 205, 449 
192, 655 1, 804, 064 2, 374, 961 2, 406, 133 069, 454 
495 | 12,667,039 | 11,681,821 | 11,151,593 | 11, 636, 689 12, 098, 202 
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1886, 1888. Total. 
+$242,000 | $269,528 | *9258,000| $246,718 | $3,805,7U 
264| 1,771,219] 1,832,383 | 1,831,896] 1,828, 29, 867, 862 
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Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have had the opportunity on three 
occasions before of discussing this measure in extenso, and I have no 
disposition to add anything to the remarks I have heretofore submitted 
to the Senate and which are recorded in the proceedings of Congress. 
But as this debate will be conducted by gentlemen who expect to speak 
at about the measure I desire to put upon the record some state- 
ments which I think itis very necessary that we should pay attention to 
in the consideration of this bill; and particularly is that duty incumbent 
upon the gentlemen from the States of the South, where large amounts 
of money, it is said, are to be expended under this measure for the 
benefit of education. The bill provides that— 


If any State, by its Legislature, shall decline or relinquish its share or pro- 
*portion under this act, or any portion thereof, the sum so relinquished 1 be 
covered into the Treasury— 


The bill haying first provided— 

That po money shall be paid to a State, or any officer thereof, until the Legis- 
lature of the State shall, by bill or resolution, accept the provisions of this act. 

When the Legislature of a State accepts the provisions of this bill it 
binds itself, not in honor merely, but in law, to provide all the State 
funds that may be necessary to comply with the measure in its terms 
and in its spirit also. In other words, the States that receive $77,000, - 
000 under this law during its operation must tax their people $77,000, - 
000 during that time in order to be entitled to receive it; and where 
the taxes now im upon the different States, particularly those of 
the extreme South, fall short of the quota and allowance that will come 
tothem under this proposed act of Congress, having accepted the meas- 
ure the Legislatures will be bound to make up the deficit. They will 
be bound to raise their standard of taxation, so that the sum which 
shall be realized under the State tax-laws shall annually be equal to 
the sum which will be applied under the bill to educational purposes 
coming from the Treasury of the United States. I suppose that prop- 
osition will scarcely be denied either as a matter of fact or in respect 
of the question of honor which the State would impose upon itself, the 
obligation of duty which it would necessarily assume when it had ac- 
cepted the provisions of the bill. 

In 1888, when this measure was before the Senate, I made up a com- 
putation, which is exact, and which no man, I think, ever has disputed 
or attempted to dispute, in reference to my State and in reference to 
some other States of the Union. That computation was based upon 
the amount of money that the State raised by taxation in that year and 
applied tothe purposesofeducation. Alabamanow expends $527,319.83 
for school purposes annually. That, of course, does not include the 
colleges; it does not include the academies or private schools which are 
being conducted and supported by communities; it is the expenditure 
for the public-school system. There has been a little increase in the 
amount of the appropriation in Alabama since that time for school pur- 
poses, which increase implied the necessary increase of taxation upon 
the people. 

But I assume the figures as they existed in 1888 as being a proper 
standard of taxation in respect of the amounts of money to be taxed 
out of the people under the local laws for the purposes of education, 
and the amount that will be required to be taxed out of them in or- 
der to provide a sum equal to that which should be apportioned to 
them under the act of Congress when this bill becomes a law. 

The first year under the bill the State tax will be $527,319.88, the 
figures I have just stated; the United States fund received will be $486, - 
240.81—making an aggregate of expenditure in that State for that year 
of $1,013,560.72. 

The second year the State tax will increase to $694,598.81; the United 
States fand will be the corresponding amount—making a total for school 
expenses of $1,289,197.60, quite double all the other expenses of the 
State government in Alabama, including the payment of interest on 
her public debt. 

The third year, the culminating year, the tax will be $1,041,876.55; 


the United States will give the same amount, and the total expenditure 
for educational purposes in the State in the third year of the reign of 
this bill will be $2,083,753.10; and that in a State which finds itself 
comfortably off and well officered and well cared for by an expenditure 
of less than $600,000 a year in the payment of all its State expenses, 
including the interest on the public debt. 

Now, I proceed further. When this bill has reached its culmina- 
tion, the amount of money expended by the State of Alabama, whether 
derived from her own taxes or jointly from her own taxes and the Treas- 
ury of the United States, will be $2,083,753.10. Of course, having once 
accepted the law, the States would be bound in honor and by their own 
enactments to tax themselves to keep up to that plan; and how would 
it then ran? The fourth year the State tax in Alabama would be 
$1,180,752.97, the United States fund being $903,000.13. The fifth 
year the State tax would be $1,319, 672.73, the United States fund being 
$764,080.37. The sixth year the State tax would run up to $1,458,- 
592.50, the United States fund being $625,160.60. The seventh year 
the State tax would be $1,597,512.26, and the United States fund would 
decrease to $486,240.84. The eighth year the State tax of Alabama 
would be$1,736,475.37. The United States fund would then haveshrunk 
to $347,277.73. The ninth year, the year after the bill had accomplisned 
its operation, the State taxation of Alabama would be $2,083,753.10, 
and the United States fund would simply be wanting—no help; and 
then what would become of your system? You would be obliged from 
that time forward either to witness the wreck and destruction of your 
school system or you would have to raise the standard of taxation in 
Alabama to $2,083,753.10. During the period from the second to the 
sixth year the increase of taxation in five of the Southern States—Ala- 
bama, Georgia, Lonisiana, North and South Carolina—would be as fol- 
lows: In Alabama, $1,392,115; in Georgia, $1,591,994; in Louisiana, 
Taan in North Carolina, $1,654,482, and in South Carolina, $1,309,- 
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Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him the basis of his 
calculation as to the taxation which Alabama would pay ? 

Mr. MORGAN. It was the sum appropriated in the year 1888, 

Mr. BLAIR. But I speak of the contribution from the national 
Treasury and the taxation that they will pay by reason of the enact- 
ment of this bill into alaw. Does he make his assessment and his 
calculation per capita, or in what way ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I take the sum of money that is raised by taxation 
each year in the State of Alabama and then take the amount of money 
that is coming into the State of Alabama upon the basis of this bill. 
Of course she is bound under the bill to tax herself equally, a sum 
equal to the amount she will receive under the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no State that is not doing that in full now. 


Mr. MORGAN. I know of no State that is not doing it. Iam not 
speaking of the effect of it upon the rich State of New Hampshire, but 
upon poor States. 


Mr. BLAIR. But I wish to ascertain, if I can, the basis upon which 
the Senator supposes the taxation in his State which goes into the na- 
tional Treasury is levied. Is it per capita? 

Mr. MORGAN. I take the sum of money levied by the State of 
Alabama in the year 1888, and I find the amount of money that would 
go into the State treasury or the State school system from this bill, and 
I carry it on through each successive year, including the increase, up 
to the third year of the bill, and then I ascertain that you have got 
the State of Alabama to a maximum of taxation, which the State is 
obliged to adhere to unless it dishonors itself; and when this aid is 
withdrawn, if it should ever be withdrawn, when this bill expires by 
its own terms, you have left upon the State of Alabama the necessity of 
providing for a system which has been sustained by the taxation I have 
referred to annually of $2,083,753. 10. 

Our people can not stand that. There is no occasion in this world 
for Congress to impose upon Alabama the duty of providing three times 


as much for the education of her children as is necessary for the main- 
tenance of the entire State government and the paymentof the interest 
on the public debt. 

This is a bill, sir, for taxation. Not only so, butit isa bill for donble 
taxation; ii is a bill for compulsory double tax tion. The object and 
purpose of the bill is to compel certain States of the Union to tax th m- 
selves more than they are doing for the benefit of public education. 

First of all, we assume (and I think we are not at all wrong in the 
assumption) that we pay our pro rata of the expenses of this Govern- 
ment, because we are very large consumers in proportion to our wealth 
in the South. What you derive from the tobacco and whisky tax cer- 
tainly is paid in a larger degree by the Southern States than by the 
Northern States, taking them according to population. What you de- 
rive through the tariff taxation is paid also in a larger degree per capita 
by the people of the Southern States than it is by the ple of the 
Northern States. So I am not in error in assuming that in proportion 
to our population we are contributing to this fund to be brought into 
the Treasury during the next eight years as much as any other people 
of the United States. R 

The money must be raised by the people or else it must be borne by 
the Government. Tariff taxation, direct taxation, any form of taxa- 
tion, may be resorted to that is essential for the purpose of raising the 
money to meet this debt which we put npon ourselves for eight years 
to come, amounting to $77,000,000, and the people of Alabama con- 
tribute as much of thatas any other people in the United Statesin pro- 
portion to their numbers. 

Now, then, having done that, you compel them to contribute three 
times as much as the entire State government costs, including the inter- 
est on the public debt, annually, for the maintenance of public schools 
whenever they have accepted this bill. Having accepted it, they are 
bound to make the contributions. 

Sir, I do not like the idea of the Congress of the United States forcing 
the people of Alabama to tax themselves over $3,000,000 a year for the 
benefit of public schools when their public debt and all else that con- 
cerns them amount to little short of $800,000 a year. Weare an eco- 
nomical people down there, We have been poor enough to understand 
the value of economy in public affairs, and we are not disposed to draw 
upon the poor people of that State to pay heavy taxes. We would rather 
leave the money is the pockets of the people. 

They are as much interested as I am, or the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, or any one else, in the education of theirchildren. They under- 
stand their christian and moral and socia] duties as well as anybody. 
Black and white, they understand them; and you can not present a 
subject to a citizen of Alabama, black or white, which touches his con- 
science, his manhood, his pride more tenderly and more quickly than 
the subject of the education of his children. Sir, there is not a man 
in that State, unless he is some poor cripple or diseased man, who has 
not the ability to educate his children just as well as he can clothe them 
and feed them, . 

¥o this bill can not be ed justly in any other light than as a 
bill to raise $8,777,000 (if I have the figures right) annually from tho 

ple of the United States for the next eight years, the people of my 
tate contributing their quota to that taxation. Then you putonthem 
exactly double the amount that you compel the Legislatures of the dif- 
ferent States to tax out of the people by their local laws. You compel 
every State that accepts this bill (and in consequence of an illiteracy 
that existed eight years ago some States get more than their just pro- 
portion out of this measure) to raise the standard of local taxation just 
to an equilibrium with the contributions from the public Treasury. 

It will not do in a law that contains these provisions to talk about 
the appropriation of money now in the Treasury, property that we now 
own. Sir, there is not the tenth dollar in the Treasury of the United 
States to-day that will be expended under this measure, The money 
that will meet the requirements of this bill is money that will flow 
into the Treasury of the United States during the next eight years after 
its passage, simply from taxation, unless we get into a war or something 
of that kind and are compelled to borrow it. It is a debt fixed upon 
the Government, a debt of duty and honor which we can not repudiate. 
We invite the States to rearrange their educational systems with a view 
of having this subvention from the Congress of the United States, and 
haying done so, and they having accepted the measure, what else than 
a debt does it become, this $77,000,000, on the part of the United States 
Government? It isa debt that we are as much bound to provide for 
as we are to protect the credit of the United States by paying the bonds 
and the interest upon them. Itisnotan appropriation of money to take 


. effect now upon a surplus now in the Treasury, property now owned 


by the Government of the United States, It is a measure to enhance 
taxation. 

While Senators get up here and complain about the r porony of the 
farmers of the land, the embarrassments under which they are living, 
the threat of penury and bankruptcy that seems to hang over the farm- 
ing interests in every part of this country, they still insist upon load- 
ing the farmers with an additional incumbrance, a debt of $8,777,000 
ayear. That may suit some; it may suit those who are particularly 
benefited by the high protective tariffs which are requisite to bring 
treasure into their pockets, or which, at least, exist here for that pur- 


pose; but it can not suit me as the representative of a farming constit- 
apap I Every dollar of debt that I load upon the people of my Gonan 
it) - 


is a dollar loaded upon the shoulders o! the farmers. They are 

ready in poverty and in distress, and I do not propose to increase that 
burden by $77,00u,000 or $79,000,000 in the next eight years through 
Federal taxation, and another $79,000,000 through local taxation. 
That is what it comes to. The people have to foot these bills after all. 
If Congress had to pay this debt it would not be so anxious about 
voting the money. The hard-laboring people of this country will 
have to find the means of paying this double and coerced taxation. 

Sir, this bill isa threat. It is not a threat merely, but it isthe ex- 
ecution of a threat against the States. ‘You shall tax through your 
Legislature to educate these people; otherwise, the money in the Treas- 
ury of the United States will be taken and turned over to other com- 
munities that are willing and able to do it.” 

That is all I desire tosay about this measure, but I should like Sen- 
ators who have anything further to say in favor of the bill to answer 
whether these facts and figures are true. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr, President, I will answer. They are not true, as 
I understand the matter. I will read the seventh section of the bill 
in reply to the last point made by the Senator, the one that he makes 
most emphatically: 

That the design of this act not being to establish an independent system of 
schools, but rather to aid for the time being in the development and maintenance 
of the school system established by local government, and which must eventu- 
ally be wholly maintained by the and Territories wherein they exist, it is 
hereby provided that no greater part of the money appropriated under this act 
shall be paid out to any State or Territory in any one than the sum expended 
outof ils own revenues or out of moneys raised under its authority, including 
interest money from any source, in the preceding year for the ntenance of 
Paaren schools, not including the sums expended in the erection of school 

So after the State has accepted the provisions of this bill she may 
raise just whatsoever sum she sees fit. The guard tor the malappro- 
priation or disproportionate expenditure of national money in the State 
is this: that if she lessens her own taxation she receives a less amount 
than what she otherwise might receive from the funds of the United 
States, and in no event can she receive any more than the amount 
which appears apportioned in the table which is before the Senate. The 
State is not obliged to tax herself any more than she is now. She can 
let her school system become an utter ruin, as she can now; but if she 
does reduce her appropriation for the maintenance of her schools. by 
just so much she reduces the assistance she might receive from the Goy- 
ernment of the United States. 

As a matter of fact, there is not a State in the Union to-day which 
is not raising voluntarily a larger amount in support of its schools than 
it will receive under the provisions of this bill. So it does not propose 
any increase of burden beyond that which the States are already bearing. 

In the Southern States, which we point at so often, they are to-day 
raising $20,000,000 for the maintenance of their schools, and in the rest 
of the country $192,000,000. In the Southern States they are raising 
at least $20,000,000 at the present time. Alabama is raising her pro- 
portion with the rest. It is not so large as some others, but her aver- 

è proportion is nearly or quite as large. Under the provisions of this 
bill at no time would the entire South receive more than $10,000,000 
or $11,000,000. So the South is to-day raising far beyond the amount 
of money which it is necessary to raise in order to avail herself in the 
completest sense of the provisions of this measure. Immediately the 
South, by the first year’s appropriation, will not receive more than 
$5,000,000. The entire amount for the whole country the first year is 
but $7,000,000. The South, raising $20,000,000 now, would receive 
under the provisions of this bill not more than one-fourth of that which 
she is now expending, in addition to what she is now raising. So she 
is not called upon in the least to increase her taxation, and no addi- 
tional burden is imposed upon the South. It is simply something to 
assist to prolong the schools and to give some equality in the school 
privileges in the remoter sections, in the rural sections, where money 
is scarce ani where the privileges exist in next to no degree at all. 

The Senator read a table. Iam entirely unable to comprehend the 
significance of that table, I understood the purpose of the Senator to 
be, when he began, to show that in some way by the provisions of this 
bill, if they were accepted and its full benefits were reslized in the 
State of Alabama and other States, there was to be some increase of 
actual taxation on the part of the States enforced hy the acceptance of 
the provisions of the bill; that is to say, in making up the national 
fund which is to be distributed among the States the Southern States 
were to pay more to the national Treasury than they would receive back 
fromit. Thatis of coursean absurdity. Nobody can contend that, be- 
cause they receive in proportion to their illiteracy, which as compared 
with the rest of the country is immensely greater, as shown by the cen- 
sus itself, and in no view is the South called upon to bear taxation ex- 
cept if may bein the proportion of her relative assessable property as 
compared with thatof the restof the country. Although by the latest 
estimates she has nearly 24,000,000 people (it is apprebended that her 
population will be shown to be 24,000,000 under the next census—24,- 
090,000 of the 65 00U,00U—considerably more than one-third, three- 
eighths of the population) she has only about one-fourth of the taxa- 
ble property of the country. So if the money in the national Treas- 


1890. 


ury was raised by actual taxation upon assessable property she would 
pay only about one-fourth while she is receiving this large proportion, 
two-thirds or more, of the fund which is redistributed under the pro- 
visions of the bill. i 

The money in the national Treasury is not obtained either by taxa- 
tion of assessable property within the States or in any other way which 
imposes upon the South relatively so large a burden as falls upon the 
North. It comes from the consumption of the country. I notice that 
my friend is ready to take this distinction now which demolishes the 
table of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] that has been the great 
stock in trade in misrepresentation all through the North. This money 
in the Treasury comes from the luxuries of life, from tobacco and whisky, 
and from the high customs duties upon those articles of luxury which 
wealth enjoysand which common people do not.. That isthe rule; and 
the common people who are to receive the benefits of this bill in the 
edacation of their children pay almost nothing of that which finds its 
way to the national Treasury. If they doso it becomes a tax upon 
habits, upon a form of consumption which it is better that they should 
dispense with, and which the increase of taxation has a tendency toin- 
duce them to dispense with. 

So there is no view in which any remark of the Senator from Ala- 
bama, as T have been able to understand him here this evening, is truth- 
ful as a criticism upon this bill. I do not say that it is untruthful in 
any offensive sense, but it is nota fair, just criticism, I mean to say, 
of the provisions of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still open to amendment 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to speak upon this question, but not at 
very great length. I prefer not to speak to-night. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EVARTS. It will be my wish, if itshould meet the indulgence 
of the Senate, to speak upon the bill on Wednesday at the hour the 
bill shall be taken up. I mention that in order that so far as I know 
the time on the bill will be taken up by the Senator from Connecticut 
to-morrow, and other business may intervene. 

Mr. HALE. I should like the Senate to take up the urgent defi- 
ciency appropriation bill, not with the purpose of occupying the Senate 
with it to-night, but that it may be before the body, giving notice that 
I shall ask the Senate to consider it in the morning after the routine 
morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would obtain no precedence by 
being taken up to-night, because it could not be the unfinished business 
in the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. Iam aware of that. Ido not want to displace the bill 
in charge of the Senator from New Hampshire, but if by unanimous 
consent it could run on fora few minutes we might make some prog- 
ress with it to-day. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the unfinished business be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maineasks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid aside 
to enable him to move the consideration of the urgent deficiency ap- 
propriation bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 6420) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for taking the eleventh and 
subsequent censuses,’’ approved March 1, 1889; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 389) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Port Hudson, La., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 6420) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses,” approved March 1, 
1889, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Census. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with the resolution of 
January 28, 1590, a report from the Adjutant-General of the Army 
concerning the seizure and imprisonment of Chatto and cther Apache 
Indians, etc.; which, with the accompanying report, was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 7496) to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 3U, 1890, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. Z 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the formal reading be di with, and 
that the senate consider the amendments of the Committee on Appro- 
priations as they are reached in order in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read, and the amend- 
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ments reported by the committee will be considered as they are reached 
in the reading of the text, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, The first amendment 
was, in section 1, page 1, after line 7, to insert: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

International Marine Conference: For an additional amount to pay the nec- 
essary expenses of the International Marine Conference authorized by the act 
approved July 9, 1888, to be disbursed as provided by said act, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next ameniment was, in 
section 1, page 2, in the appropriations for the *‘ Coast and Geodetic 
Survey,” in line S, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike out ** four” 
and insert ‘‘twelve ;’’ so as make the clause read: 

Office expenses: For copper-plates, chart- t, printers’ ink, co zino, 
and chemicals for electrotyping and pruhita, ing; engraving, iSe A pho- 
tographing, and electrotyping supplies; for extra engraving and drawing, and 
for photolithographing charts and printing from stone or copper for immediate 
use, $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. Thenext amendment was, in 
section 1, in the appropriations for ‘Coast and Geodetic Survey,” after 
line 12, on page 2, to insert: 

For miscellaneous expenses, contingencies of all kinds, office furniture, re- 
pairs,and extra labor,and for traveling expenses of assistants and others em- 
ployed in the office sent on special duty in the service of the office, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
section 1, at the top of page 3, to insert: 
REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

For additional amount for maintenance of a refuge-station at or near Point 
Faron, rea the Arctic Ocean, $8,000, to be available during the fiscal 
year è 

The amendment was agreed to. z 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
the appropriations for ‘* Fish Commission,’’ on page 3, line 14, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ tostrike out “ten” and insert “twenty; ’’ soas to 
make the clause read: 

Propagation of food-fishes: For the introduction the United States Fish 
Commission into and the increase in the waters of the United States of food- 
fishes and other useful products of the waters, including lobsters, oysters, and 
other shell-fish, and for such general and m Haneous expenditures as the 
Commissioner may find necessary to the prosecution of his work, including 
salaries or compensation of all necessary employés, $20,000. 

The amendment was 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The nextamendment was, in 
section 1, page 4, under the head of ‘‘ Public Buildings,” after line 1, 
to insert: 

Treasury Building, Washington, D. C.: For plumbing, ting, plastering, 
Sar ponin: and anarat repairs to the Treasury and Winder buildings, 

To complete the work of re lacing the disintegrated slate roof of the Treasury 
building with a copper roof, $6,450. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 1, page 4, after line 18, to insert: 

For court-house and paca at Leavenworth, Kans: For completion of 
building and payment of outstanding liabilities, $7,394.62, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 1, line 5, under the head of “ Miscellaneous objects, Treasury,” 
after line 22 of page 5, to insert: 

Contingent expenses, Treasury Department: For rent of additional room re- 

ired by the Bureau of Statistics for months of April, May, and June, 1890, at 
So per month, $189. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 6, after line 3, to strike 
out: 

Recoinage of uncurrent silver coins: The Secretary of the Treasury is author- 
ized to transfer to the United States mints, for recoinage, any uncurrent frac- 
tional silver coins now in the Treasury or in pu of the subtreasury offices, and 
ooe incident to such recoinage shall be reimbursed from the silver-profit 

und, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
under the head of *‘ War Department,” in section 1, page 9, after line 
7, to insert: 

Office of the Secretary: To pay the salary of an Assistant Secretary of War 
provided by the act of March 5, 1890, for the months of April, May, and June, 
current fiscal year, at the rate of $1,500 per annum, $1,125. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
section 1, page 9, after line 13, to insert: 

Publication of the official records of the war of the rebellion, both of the Union 
and Contederate armies; For continuing the publication of the Official Recordsof 
the War ofthe Rebellion in accordance with the plan approved by the Secretary of 


War August 3, 1880; and forthe compensation of such tem ry rt services 
in connection with the preparation, publication, and d bution of ssid records 


as may be deemed n: by the ery ancy’ Bo War, such e 
lected and appointed by the of War 
therefor arises, 


, 


The next amendment was, in 


The next amendment was, in 


m time to time as the neces-ity 
and for the purchase and repair of type-writers, and for the 
purchase of stationery, $50,000. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
under the head of ‘* Naval Establishment,” in section 1, after line 19 
of page 13, to insert: 

Constru : boats, blocks, 
Biyer fe Lecter ehnpory bora: tay the peed: pst San p ierik] o Pallas 
delpbia and the new gunboats Concord and Bennington, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. Thenextamendment was, in 
the appropriations for ‘‘ Public Lands Service,” in section 1, on page 
14, line 13, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to strike out “‘ twenty-eight” 
and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Contingent Expenses of Land Offices: For clerk-hire, rent, and other inci- 
dental expenses of the several land offices, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
in section 1, on line 19 of page 14, before the clause making appropria- 
-tions for ‘‘feeble-minded children of District of Columbia,’’ to insert 
the head-line ‘‘ Miscellaneous.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 1, at top of page 15, to insert : 

Protection and improvement of Hot S; Ark.: For completing improve- 
ment of free bath-house and bathing-pools, 

The amendment wasagreed to. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. The nextamendment was, in 
section 1, on page 15, under the head of ‘‘Army and Navy Pensions,” 
in line 16, after the word ‘'Mexico,’’ to insert ‘‘$21,598,834,’? and in 
the same clause, line 22, after the word “‘separately,’’ to strike out 
**$21,598,834;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


pended under each of the above items shall be accounted for separately. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. Thenext amendment was, in 
section 1, on page 16, after line 13, to insert: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


JUDICIAL, 
District ju : To oe salaries of the district judges for the States of North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Washington from the date each qualifies 


to June 30, 1890, so much therefor as may be necessary, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the same heading, in section 1, on 
page 16, after line 20, to insert: 

District attorneys: To pay the salary of the district attorney for the Indian 
Territory from April 1, 1589, the date of his qualification, to June 30, 1890, $250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the same heading, in section 1, at 
the top of page 17, to insert: 


To pay the salaries of the district attorneys for the States of North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Montana, and Washington from the date each qualifies to June 
30, 1890, so much therefor as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 17, after line 5, toin- 


sert: 
District marshals: To pay the salary of the district marshal for the Indian Ter- 
ritory from April 1, 1889, the date of his qualification, to June 30, 1890, $250. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 17, after line 10, to 


To pay the salaries of the dis‘rict marshals for the States of North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Montana, and Washington from the date each qualifies to June 
30, 1890, so much therefor as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 1, on page 18, after line 16, to insert: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
Furniture, cases, and repairs: For repairing buildings, heating apparatus, fur- 


niture, carpeting, matting, water and gas pi new furniture, and all necessary 
materia and r for the same, including loaner, hardware, glass, and paints, 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 18, after line 22, to 
insert: 

Contingent expenses: For stationery, freight, express charges, fuel, lights 
subsistence, and care of horses, of harness, for paper, twine, and pre 
for folding-room, advertising, telegraphing, dry-goods, soap, brushes, bi 
mats, oils, paints, glass, lumber, hardware, ice, pokonane Supe, washi: 
towels, actual traveling expenses while on the business of the Department, men | 
other miscellaneous supplies and expenses not otherwise provided for, and 
necessary for the practical and efficient work of the Department, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. The next twoamendments of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, in relation to experimental stations and location for arte- 
sian wells, may be over until to-morrow morning, when there 


will be some amendments to be offered to them, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). The 


amendments referred to will be over for the present, if there be 
noobjection, The next amendment will be stated. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, on page 17, after line 
20, to insert: 

SENATE. 


For salaries and mileage of Senators, $17,000. a 
Piee en of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the service of the 

na . 

For stationery and newspapers, $600, 

For expenses of maintaining and equipping horses and mail-wagons, $3,500. 

For fuel, oil, and cotton-waste, and advertising for heating apparatus, exclu- 
sive of labor, G 

For purchase of furniture, $4,500. 

For folding speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not exceeding $1 per thousand, 


For expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the Senate, $30,000. 
=i en ink esir by the Senate, fiscal 


Mr. HALE. I move to fill theblank in line 22 by inserting ‘‘ March 
12, 1890.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Theamendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of ‘‘ House of Representatives,” in section 1, on page 27, line 
9, before the word “thousand,” to strike out “ten” and insert 
‘twenty; so as to make the clause read: 

For miscellaneous items and expenses of special and select committees, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 1, on page 21, after line 9, to insert: 

PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING, 

To supply in part and up to April 1, 1890, a deficiency in the appropriation for 
the oe ic printing, for the public binding, and for paper for the public print- 
ing, including the cost of printing the debates and proceedings of Congress in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. and for lith phing, mapping, and engraving 
for both Houses of Con, includin; es or compensation of all necessary 
clerks or employés for labor (by the day, piece, or contract), and for all the nec- 
essary mate: which may be needed in the prosecution of the work for the fis- 
cal year 1890, $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 21, after line 21, to 
insert: 

For printing and binding for the Department of Agriculture, $7,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 21, after line 23, to 
insert: 

To enable the Publie Printer to continue the operations under joint resolution 
ears February 6, 1883, for removal and storage of certain property of the 

jovernment mentioned therein, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 2, page 22, line 12, after the date ‘‘1890,’’ to insert ‘‘ the sum 
of $200,000, or;’’ so as to read: 


$284,090.25, and for the LF pzs of such amounts additional thereto as may be 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, on page 22, line 24, after the 
date ‘‘1890,’’ to insert ‘‘the sum of $175,000, or;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For payment of amounts for bounty to volunteersand their widows and Jegal 
heirs, certified to be due by the accounting officers of the Treasury, as set forth 
in House Exeoutive Document No. 144, y-first Con first session, $243,- 
883.11, and for the yen Eppes of such amounts additional thereto as may be cer- 
tified to be due by said accounting officers on this account during the fiscal year 
1590, the sum of $175,000, or so much therefor as may be necessary, is hereby 
appro 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 2, on page 23, in line 12, after 
the date ‘‘1890,*’ to insert ‘‘ the sum of $15,000 or;’? so as to make 
the clause read: 

For payment of amounts for komity under the act of July 28, 1 certified 
to be due by the accounting officers of the ry, as set forth in House Ex- 
ecutive Document No, 14, Fifty-first 


by said accounting officers on this account during the fiscal year 1890, the sum 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, on page 23, line 23, after the 
date ‘‘1890" to insert “‘the sum of $22,000, or;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


For ent of amounts for commutation of rations to prisoners of war in 
rebel tes, and to soldiers on furlough, certified to be due by the accounting 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2305 


officers of the Treasury, as set forth in House Executive Document No. 144, 
‘ -first Congress, first session, $31,023.11, and for the ment of such amounts 

tional thereto as may be certified to be due by account! officers of 
the on this account during the fiscal year 1890, the sum of $22,000, or 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, on page 24, line 6, after the 
word ‘‘cents,’’ to strike out: 

And for the payment of such amounts additional thereto as may be certified 


to be due by said accounting officers on this account during the fiscal year 1390, 
so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropeianed. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For payment of amounts for horses and other property lost in the military 
service by officers and e men during the late war, certified to by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury as set forth in House Executive Document 
No, 144, y-first Congress, first session, $118,706.51. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from Maine now to allow this bill 
to be laid aside until to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. I do not propose to proceed further with the bill now. 
There are certain amendments which have been passed over, and other 
amendments will be offered inthe morning. I give notice that I shall 
ask the Senate to take up the bill to-morrow immediately after the rou- 
tine morning business. I am willing that it shall go over now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA, 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to take from the table the 
bill relative to the public building at Cedar Rapids, Iowa, in order that 
I may ask the Senate to concur in the amendments of the House of 
Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be considered as before the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amendmentsof the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 903) for the erection of a public build- 
ing in Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendments will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The House of Representatives struck ont ‘* $200, - 
000” and inserted ‘$150,000; *’ and also struck out, after the word 
“alleys,” in line 19, to and including the word ‘‘Treasury,’’ in line 23. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
House amendments. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is still one other amendment, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Both amendments have been reported 
and concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is there not another amendment besides that read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that there are 
no other amendments. 

Mr, ALLISON. Is there not an amendment striking out the appro- 
priation? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments were to strike out 
“two hundred thousand dollars” and insert ‘‘one hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars,” and after the word ‘“‘alleys,’’ in line 19, to strike 
out down to and including the word ‘‘ Treasury,’’ in line 23. 

Mr. ALLISON. That means to strike out the words making the ap- 
propriation. I only wanted to ascertain the fact. 

r, PADDOCK. That is the limit of cost. 

Mr. ALLISON. Please read the words proposed to be stricken out. 

‘The CHIEF CLERK. The words stricken out of the Senate bill are 
as follows: 

And for the purposes herein mentioned the sum of $200,000 is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose the appropriation will be taken care of 
in one of the general appropriation bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope to call the attention of the Senate to that 
later on. I do not desire in this bill to establish any precedent upon 
that subject, although I understand there is a contest somewhere on 
the question as to whether these public building bills carry an appro- 
priation. This isa Senate bill that carried an appropriation. The 
House of Representatives reduced the amount $50,000 and struck out 
the provision making the appropriation. I wish to say that the friends 
of this measure desire that the House amendments shall be concurred 
in, and I do not feel at liberty to make any contest about them. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask how the building is to be 
erected without an appropriation. If itis not the purpose of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa to place the appropriation in this bill, I am afraid this 

_ town will g without a public building. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis the custom of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to recommend to the Senate appropriations for every purpose re- 
quired by law previous to the passage of the general appropriation bills; 
so that I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that I shall endeavor 
to call the attention of the Senate to an appropriation for this building 
at a later stage of the session. 

Mr. SPOONER. As a friend of this bill I have no doubt the Sena- 
tor from Iowa will not forget it. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendments of the House of 
Representatives have been concurred in. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the unfinished business be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before submitting the motion, the 
Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the 
bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and empa support of com- 
mon schools, The question is on the motion of the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. PADDOCK] that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 34 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 18, 1890, at 12 
o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 17th day of March, 1890. 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

Alexander Ramsey Nininger, of Alabama, to be marshal of the United 
States for the northern district of Alabama, vice Charles C. Austin, who 
was commissioned during the recess of the Senate, and who has re- 
signed. 

Daniel Lake, of New York, to be marshal of the United States for 
the eastern district of New York, vice Charles M. Stafford, to be re- 
moved. 

Witliam Van Buren, of Michigan, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Michigan, vice Galusha Pennell, whose term 
will expire March 29, 1890. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

Additional Second Lieut. William Lassiter, of the Fourth Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant February 10, 1890, vice Babbitt, who i 
his line commission from the date of confirmation by the Senate of 
appointment as first lieutenant in the Ordnance Department. 

SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM-VESSELS, 

Frank Burnett, of Missouri, to be supervising inspector of steam ves- 

sels for the fourth district, in place of David R. Asbury, resigned. 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. 

James R. Danforth, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Verviers and Liege, rice William S. Preston, transferred to 
Cognac. 

ames S. Kellogg, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United States at 
Stettin, vice Andrew F. Fay, recalled. 

William 8. Preston, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Cognac, vice Edward P. Earle, recalled. 

Alfred W. Street, of New York, to be consul of the United States at 
Coaticook, vice Frank W.. Roberts, recalled, 

Samuel B. Zeigler, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at Aix- 
la-Chapelle, vice J. Russell Parsons, jr., recalled. 

ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 
Edward Strong Bogert, a resident of New York, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy. 
CIVIL ENGINEER IN THE NAVY. 
George Mackay, to be a civil engineer in the Navy, to fill a vacancy. 
POSTMASTER. 

John A. Reynolds, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of 
Monroe and State of New York, in the place of Henry 8. Hebard, de- 
ceased. 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations withdrawn by the President March 17, 1890. 

Charles C. Austin, to be marshal of the United States for the north- 
ern district of Alabama, 

Alexander Ramsey Nininger, to be marshal of the United States for 
the northern district of Alabama. 7 

James R. Danforth, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
States at Kehl. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 17, 1890. 
FIRST DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. k 

Andrew Davidson, of Cooperstown, New York, to be First Deputy 

Commissioner of Pensions. 
l REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Franklin Sweet, of Clarks, Nebr., to be register of the land office at 

Grand Island, Nebr. 
SUPERVISORS OF CENSUS. 

Pedro Sanchez, of Taos, N. Mex., to besupervisor of census for the 
census district of New Mexico. 

Theophilus F. Smith, of St. Paul, Minn., to be supervisor of census 
forthe third census district of Minnesota. 


= 
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POSTMASTERS. 


John M. Blakely, to be postmaster at Rapid City, in the county of 
Pennington and State of South Dakota, 

James C. Conkling, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county of 
Sangamon and State of Illinois. 

John M. Lewis, to be posne at East Portland, in the county of 
Multnomah and State of Oregon. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 17, 1890. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by Rev. G. H. Corry, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 


proved, 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SACRAMENTO, CAL, 


Mr. McKENNA. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill 8. 1477, and that it be immediately considered 
by the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (8. 1477) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a public building 
at Sacramento, ` 

Be ü enacted, elc., That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the 

erection of a Public building by the Government of the United States at Sacra- 

mento, the same is hereby, increased to $300,000, and that the same 

is is hereby zed’ as as the limit of cost of the erection of said building, including 


eo 2, That the officers of the United States Government having charge of 


the erection of public buildings are authorized and required to be governed by 
the limitations hereby prencntbed in making contracts for the erection of said 
building. 


¢ BEG 3. virpa, the a: sum at $150,000 nob other ss er hg 
printed, any m n the no 
used pet es partae A for the. purposes Sikana ERT in this aati 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the eae of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. McKENNA] that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union be d from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and that it be now considered by the House? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon ordering the bill toa 
third readin, 

Mr. CANNON. But I rose for the purpose of making ag poe sub- 
ject to a question that I desire to ask the gentleman from Californi 

The SP ER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman from Tlinois 
make any objection. 

Mr. CANNON. But I rose for that purpose, and commenced speak- 

just as the Chair spoke, 
CULBERSON, of Texas. I hope that the gentleman from Illinois 
will not object. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to ask th tleman from California a ques- 
tion. Has the foundation of this bni ding been laid? 

Mr. McKENNA. No, sir; it is not presa yet. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the site been obtained? 

Mr. MCKENNA. The site has been obtained. 

Mr. CANNON. And paid for? 

Mr. McKENNA. Yes; paid for. 

Mr, CANNON, What amount is desired to be expended on this 
building in the coming year? 

Mr. MCKENNA. I cannot say what amount is desired for expendi- 
ture d the coming year. What is desired is to start the building 
and carry it as rapidly toward completion as possible. 

Mr. CANNON, And to extend the limit of cost? 

Mr. McKENNA. Yes, sir. 

Mr, CANNON. Isim Jy suggest to the gentleman that he strike 
out the appropriation of $150,000, making the bill conform in this re- 
K to Arabs Senate and gs a bills of this character which have 


irr? MCKENNA. This is 2 Senate bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I know it is; but clauses of that kind have been 
struck out in Senate bills. 
- Mr. McKENNA. Ido not know that I have any special objection 

to the gentleman’s suggestion, except that this matter has been pend- 
ing ever since the Forty-eighth Congress, and the building is not yet 
started. 


Mr. CANNON. Precisely; but itis evident there is no necessity for 
an appropriation of $150,000 for the coming fiscal year. 
Mr. MCKENNA. Probably not. 


Mr, CANNON. Isee no reason why this bill should not go on all 
character. . 


fours with other bills of similar 
Mr, MCKENNA. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker-—— 
Mr. CANNON. Then Jet Sie amendment be made; let the appro- 
priation be struck out. 
Mr. McKINLEY. It seems to me the gentleman makes a mistake 
in sa maa out the appropriation. The question of the amount has al- 
been consid by the committee, and there is no reason why 


mea should not act now upon the appropriation. 


Mr, CANNON. What new light has dawned upon-the mind of my 
friend from Ohio as showing why we should now appropriate $150, 
when the construction of building has not been commenced 

the amount will not be required during the next fiscal year? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Ifit be not required, it will not be expended; it 
will simply lie in the Treasury. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; and the same remark might be made as 
z vep Lid semana for every purpose; we might just as well make ap- 

ons four or five years ahead. 

ra McKINLEY. If we know this is the amount required and the 
committee has considered the question, there is no reason why it should 
not now be appropriated. 

Mr. CANNON, The policy of this House with reference to Senate 
bills as well as House bills has been to strike out the appropriating 
clause, with a view of getting later on an estimate of the amount that 
can be expended profitably during the coming year and limiting the 
appropriation to that sum. Why, in respect to these bills, should we 
make fish of one and fowl of another? 

Mr. MCKENNA. Will the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr, Cannon] 
make the motion to amend? 

Mr. CANNON. LTunderstood the gentleman to assent that the ap- 
propriation should go ont. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Willthegentleman make the motion? I will not 
press any objection. 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir; I will not make the motion. I will take 
my chances in the Committee of the Whole unless the gentleman de- 
sires to make the amendment. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Iwill allow the clause to go out, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Imove to strike out the aypropriating oanh. 

The SPEAKER. The questionis, first, whether there is objection to 
considering the bill in the House at the present time? 

Mr. CANNON. There is noobjection, provided the gentleman will 
assent to striking out the appropriation. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I have assented. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I now move toamend by striking out the third 
section of the bill—the section making the appropriation of $150,000. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon agreeing to that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly the third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 103, noes 5, 

So the bill was 

Mr. McKENNA moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pamed; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PARIS, TEX. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 833) providing for the erection of à public building at Paris, Tex, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre! 


previously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed, for 
the site and ol any me aam? 

priated, out ofan 
That the site 


and money a) mes for this pu shall be available until a valid 
the site for sa - Aaye shall be in the United States, noruntil thepente 
of Texas shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 


same, ante the time the United States shall be or the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the yna g of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of any civil process therein. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill in the House? 

Mr, CANNON. I will object unless the gentleman from Texas con- 
sents to amend the bill by striking out the appropriation. 

Mr, CULBERSON, of Texas. I am willing toconform to the usage 
in that Aa ee 

Mr. HO . Lhbelieve the bill is reported with amendments. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will read the amendments proposed by 
the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 11, the words "and twenty-five; "' 60 as to make the amount 
of the a; priation 000. 

After the word “shall,” in line 17, insert “ not ;"’ so as to read “ money appro- 
priated for this purpose shall not be available untila a valid title,” ete, 
PS eclipse sabes Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee were adopted. 


1890. 


Mr. CANNON, I now ask the gentleman to move the amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I shall noto! to the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I will move to amend the by striking out the 
appropriating clause, which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Which sum is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated. 
Mr. CANNON. It was agreed that those words sheald be stricken 
out, I therefore make the motion. ; 

The amendment was adopted. 

‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and reada third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TUNNELING DETROIT RIVER, DETROIT, MICH. 


Mr, WICKHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 119) requesting the 
Secretary of War to cause a further report to be made as to the practi- 
cability and approximate cost of tunneling the Detroit River ator near 
Detroit, Mich. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas there having been commissions of army engineers appointed in the 
years 1873, 1879, and 1889 to investigate and report upon the necessity and prac- 


lticability of the proper means of crossing the Detroit River at or near Detroit, 
Mich., by bridge or otherwise; and 


a manner as to accommodate the large trade and commerce eross- 
ing the river at that point, without permanent obstruction of any kind whatever 
to the navi; interests of said river, with a view to the passage of said eom- 
merce throngh said tunnel from the United States into and through the Domin- 
ion of Can and return, such reportto be based upon the examination already 
made by said board, or, if tented | to a compliance with this resolution, to 
muke such report after further inquiry into the subject. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered, ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the thitd time, and passed. 

Mr. WICKHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed te. 


PRINTING, ETC., FOR COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. Iam directed by the committee to report 
back the resolution I send to the desk and recommend its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be authorized to have printed 
and bound for its use such and documents, ete., relating to matters pend- 
ing before it, as the committee ee Aeae necessary, provided that the cost of 
said publication shal! not exceed sum of $500. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr, RUSSELL moved to reeonsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GRANT OF LAND TO COLORADO SPRINGS. 


Mr. PAYSON. [ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 1332) granting to the city of Colorado 
Springs, in the State of Colorado, certain lands therein described, for 
water reservoirs, and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bett enacted, ete., That the follo 


-described tracts of Jand, situate in the 
county of El Paso and State of Col 


O, namely, that part of Pike's Peak mil- 
itary reservation described as follows: Beginning at station ‘‘O," as designated 
in the feld-notes of the said United States mili! reservation survey, and run- 
ning thence north 15° 54’ 45” west 1,320 feet, along the east boundary-line of said 
reservation; thence south 65° 39’ west 8,012 feet; thence at right angles south 
26° 21’ east 2,595 fect toa point on the south boundary of said on; 
theme north 63° 39 east 6,512 feet, along said sonth boundary-line, to station 
“I” of said reservation survey; thence north 19 31’ 30” east 1.850 feet to station 
**O,"' the place of beginning; also, lots numbered 1, 2,3, 4, and 5, and the north 
half and the southeast quarter of section 28, lots numbered 3 and 4 and the east 
half and southwest quarter of section 22, all in township 14 south, range 68 west 
ofthe sixth principal meridian, containing 764.48 more or legs, be, and 
the same are hereby, granted and conveyed to the city of Colorado Spri in 
the county of El Paso and State of Colorado, to have and to hold said lands to 
its use and beboof forever, for purposes of water and supply of its water- 
works; and for said purposes said eity shall forever have the right, in its dis- 
cretion, to control and uss any and all parts of the premises herein conveyed, 
in the construction of reservoirs, laying sueh pipes and mains, and in making 
suchimprovements as may be neeessary to ize the waters contained in any 
natural or constructed reservoirs upon the said premises. 

Sec. 2. That ifthe city of Colorado Springs shall at any time after the con- 
struction of reservoirs on the land described in section 1 of this act abandon the 
same or cease to use the same for water storage, the land herein deseribed shall 
revert tothe Government of the United States. The survey of the lands so 
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granted shall be made under the direction and approval of the War Depart- 


doe despot Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the ? 
` Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rose to call for the regular 


order. 
Mr. PAYSON. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that. — 
E of Kentucky. This seems to be just giving 


Mr. BRECKINRIDG. 
away 700 acres of land. r 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman will hear me a moment, I think 
he will withdraw his objection. 

The report embodies the language of the city engineer of Colorado 
Springs, who says in reference to this land: 

will meet ali di ds fi to 

come; the water is clear, pare, sad cold, and the altitude (30,108 feetabove s 
level) is such that it will not be contaminated by decomposing organic matter, 
the same 


are the points of superiori 
situate in the Pik: 


, as shown upon the accompanying plats, 

furnished by the United States surveyor-general’s the same 
being com from United States Government surveys. 
That portion marked by el lines, relieved by yellow margin (see 
panying plat), includes the basin and lake alluded to, and alsos greater 
of streamlets emptying into this basin, and should your honorab! 
pray Congress to omy the right to construct this reservoir it should also ask 
that this tract be uded, in order to have control of and prevent any pollu- 
tion of the water at or near the reservoir. 

The land is utterly worthless and unfit for cultivation, or in fact for any par- 
pose whatever, excepting the basin alluded to, and this is fit for nothing but a 
storage basin, as the y nature of the gro not admit of its being 
used for grazing to any great extent. 

The country north of this basin is very steep and rocky, w) 
south is also rugged and covered with dead and fallen timber. And were the 

that cultivation could be carried on, the altitude is so 
crop could be grown, being from 10,100 to 11,100 feet above the sea-level. 


This piece of land is situated in the mountains of Colorado, 10,400 
feet above sea-level. It is a pond in the midst of a marsh from which 
the city of Colorado Springs gets its water supply. The title, however, 
is notin the city. It is utterly valueless for any other and has 
been withdrawn from purchase, nobody desiting it, indeed, except for 
speculative purposes, for years.. The bill the Senate twice and 
was recommended by the Committee on the Public Lands of the last 
Congress and this. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is this a partof the Cheyenne Cañon? 

Mr. PAYSON. No; it is a piece of marsh ground on the summit ot 
the mountain, not available for any other purpose than that designated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has this been reported from 


your committee? 
It has been reported three different times favorably. 


acecom- 
rtion 
e body 


Mr. PAYSON. 
This is the third report. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Isid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. MCCLAMMY was granted leave of absence, 

for eight days, on account of important business. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. ‘This day being set apart by the rules for suspen- 
sions on motions of committees, the Chair will proceed to call the com- 
mittees for that purpose. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—MUDD VS. COMPTON. 

When the Committee on Elections was called, 

Mr. COOPER said: I will call up for consideration, after the morn- 
ing hour on Wednesday, the case of Mudd rs. Compton. 

The SPEAKER. ‘This call is for motions to suspend the rules. 

Mr. COOPER. I desire to give that notice, Mr. Speaker, anyhow. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT, MISSOURI. 

The Committee on the Judiciary was called. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 7168) to amend sec- 
tion 3 of an act entitled ‘“‘An act to amend the act dividing the State 
of Missouri into two judicial districts, and for other purposes.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, elc., That section 3 of the above-entitled act is hereby amended 


by atri out the words beginning with the word “except,” in the third line, 
and ini the word “created,” in the fifth line; also, the words beginning 
with the word "exce 


,” in the seventh line, and including the word “ year, 
in the eighth line, also the words beginning with the word “tha,” in the 
fifteenth line, and including the word " proceedings,” in the twenty-second 
line; so that when amended it shall read as follows: 

“Sec. 3. That there shall be, and there are hereby, established a district and 
circuit court of the United States in each of the several divisions of the said 
castern and western districts herein created. That in each division there shall 
be held two terms of the district and cireuit courts in each and every year. The 
time of holding said terms of court in the city of St. Louis, the city of Kansas 
City and the city of Jefferson shall be held at the time now established by law, 
and in the other divisions herein named the time of holding said terms of court 
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Marcu 17, 


shall be at the city of Hannibal on the first Monday in May and November; at 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas111, 


the city of in A October; 
ringfaid on the bret Monday in febevary and A oo The alstrar Judges | nays 122, not voting 96; as follows: 
for the eastern and western districts of Missouri, each in the divisions of proper YEAS—111L. 
and the circuit e ag tS the United States for the eighth mein cir- | Abbott, Cheadl Hopki Ra: 
cuit, are hereby required to hold the courts aforesaid. J shall be sum- | Adams e, Hoak, Rie 
moned for the ias i he as now provided by law for the summon- | Allen, Mich. Cogswell d Kell Rowell 
ing of juries in tho said districts, and whenever the circuit and district courts > É piad À Russell, 
in either of said districts or divisions shall be held at the same time and place, ld." Conger — peggy Aly Sh - 
jurors shall not be summoned for each of said courts, but for both said courts, | Atkinson, Pa. Cooper’ Obio Kinse Smith, W.V. 
and they shall act accordingly as grand and petit jurors for both said courts.” | Atkinson. W. Va. Covert. Y, sane: bse 

The motion of Mr. ROGERS was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor peer Graig, Laidlaw, Bidat, 

thereof); and accordingly the rules were suspended, and the bill passed. | Bartine, Dalzell, | venga ms a 
ABOLITION OF COMPULSORY PILOTAGE. = fpe paningin; anI Stivers, 

The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries was called. Belknap, Dingley, McCormick, Sweney, 

Mr. HOPKINS. On behalf of the Committee on Merchant Marine a m, — ver, a A Taylor, il 
penk Fisheries, I mk a snspenelon of the rules to pass the resolution | Boutelle, Dunnail, pe theese 
w send to the Clerk’s desk. Breckinridge, Ark. Eva Morse, T d, Colo, 

The Clerk read as follows: | Set he ey =~ quar, Nute, Townsend, Pa. 

Resolved, That Thursday, March 27, after sixty minutes of the morning hour Buchanan: N.J. Flood, Owen.) Toa Wane 2 
nave cupid be fined far the consideration of a bil OF I. 1009) exempting | Burton, Geah ago, Crem Ohio Walker, Mass 

r 

United States pilot, from the obligation to p PY ental ilots for services el viding Queene Grout, s Perking, Wata? — 
dered, and from day to day thereafter un of, not to interfere with | Candler, Hall, Peters, Whiting, 

img special orders or the consideration att revenue and general appropriation | Cannon, Hansbroug Pickler, Williams, Obio 

Carlisle, Henderson, lowa Post, Wilson, Mo, 
Mr. FITHIAN. On that Idemand a second. pope Hermann, Pugsley, w 
„Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, T ask that a second be considered as | ““** am arrests 

ordered, 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I object. Alderson, Connell, Lester, Ga, rs, 
gait SPRINGER. I Object; and demand the reading of the resolu- Anderson, Kans Cooper. Ind. Lester, Va. pound, 

on, so that we may understand it. Anderson, Miss, x Martin, Ind. Sayers, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again report the Bankhead, Davkison, ra ged Shively, 
resolution. The House must be in order. The resolution can not be | Barwig, Dunphy, McClellan, Spinola, 
read until gentlemen cease conversation and take their seats. Eoas - mots mee i Biahinocker, 

The resolution was again reported. ` F Bland, Enloe, MESNA. Stockbridge 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my objection to considering a second RE Finley, McMillin, Stockdale, ` 
as ordered Fithian, McRea, Stone, Ky. 

The SPEAKER. There are other objections. Breckinridge, ict Ae tuber Rent: | raa o 

Mr. SPINOLA. Is the resolution debatable now ? Brookshire, Fowler, Morgan, Tarsney, 

Mr. ROGERS. Parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. cheno ba Siop: = ae, PAA Apso 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. ’ ’ v) » 9 

Mr. ROGERS, I want to inquire whether under this rule it is in | Bussa, Hatch, Osten” Turner Ga, 
order for the bill to be read to which it is sought by this special order | Bynum, Hayes, O'Neal, Ind. * Turner, N. Y. 
to set apari a day for consideration, in order that we may know what | (2™pbell. eer Payne, ia 
the bill is? Carlton, H n, N Peel, Wallace, N, Y. 

The SPEAKER. Itis notin order. Caruth,” Herber. o Penington, Washington, 

ea, ee om ait Den Be oc en 

Jarke, ere, nes, nson, 

Mr. FITHIAN. Is it proper to state what the bill is? on Tasers ally, Lk a Il. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. fs Ka 

The question was taken on ordering a second; and there were—ayes poaa jonas : Sores Tage 
87, noes 86. . 7 

The SPEAKER. A second is ordered; and there are forty minutes NOE NOSES AS 
for debate. Beckwith, Fitch, MeCarthy, Seull, 

i , orney, jammy, ney, 

Mr. SKINNER. I desire to vote. Boothman, Frank, McKinley, Simonds, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr, Speaker, this is simply a proposition reported | Bowden, rion ann Smith, Tih 
by the Committee on M t Marine and Fisheries toset aparta day | Brown, J.B. Getssonhaines, |. Moore; Tar Stewart, Tex 
for the consideration of this bill. It is not for the ag ne of deter- | Browne, T. M. Gifford, orrow, Stewart, Vt. 
mining the bill to-day upon its merits at all; but the friends of the Hoe ri Goodnight, Anihia Taylor, E. B. 
proposition, to do away with compulsory pilotage, desire to set aside a | Buck*!ew Harmer, O’Ferrall,” cao 
particular day so as to give full opportunity for the discussion of this | Clancy. Haugen, O'Neil, Mass. ‘Turner, Kans. 
question, and give to the opponents of the bill all the time that may | Clark, Wis. ao EO O'Neill, ig vencera; 
be necessary to urge objections they may have to the bill. In my | Gotmen, AE Aa E E A Wheeler, Mich. 
judgment, it Po paeont oo: and proper; and I can not cea Sear Orain; n Ketcham, Bery, Whitthorne, 
how any gentleman wo esire to object to setting apart a day for reson, tex elan, : 
this purpose. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. nagia r Ta Pallet, peep a Wion i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FITHIAN] is 7 Laws, Randall, Pa. Willcox. 

zed in o ti to thi resolution. De Lano, Reed, Iowa Wilson, K 
on e ý Ky. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I do not desire to debate the resolution. Diboe: = ; her ma pin nad et he 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker— nan Maths” pingid Wrest V VA 

The SPEAKER. Does any other gentleman in opposition desire to | Featherston, Mason, Scranton, Yardley. 
discuss the proposition ? So the motion to suspend the rules and pass the resolution was not 

Mr. SPINOLA. I desire to speak. [After a pause.] No. [Cries to. 

of “Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’’] The following pairs were announced: 
( Mr, DataS I yield my time to the gentleman from New York Unui turine chan os 
Mr. SPINOLA]. Mr. BROWER wi . WILEY. 


Mr. SPINOLA. I think we had better take a vote. Ido not think 
the House is going to be insane enough to pass this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon suspending the rules and 


Mr. THOMAS M. Browne with Mr. FORNEY. 
Mr. REYBURN with Mr. McCLAMmy. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, 
Mr. SPOONER with Mr. GRIMES. 


passing this resolution. 

The question was put; and theSpeaker announced that the ‘‘ayes ” 
seemed to have it. 

Several MEMBERS. Division. 

The House divided; and they were—ayes 75, noes 99. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, can the question be stated again? 

TheSPEAKER. The resolution tins be m read twice. 


Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 
Mr. CoGswELL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts, 
Mr. ScuLn with Mr. Jason B. BROWN. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. PERRY. 
Ms. FEATHERSTON with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. LEE. | 

Mr. Kxapp with Mr. WILLCOX. 

Mr. SAWYER with Mr. MCCARTHY. 
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Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr, WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 

For this day: 

Mr. DE LANO with Mr. CRAIN. 

Mr. THoMPsON with Mr. CLANCY. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. O’FERRALL. 

Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR with Mr. PHELAN. 

Mr. TurNER, of Kansas, with Mr. QUINN. 

On this vote: 

Mr. HILL with Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. Braas. 

Mr. Linp with Mr, SENEy. 

Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. DIBBLE, until Wednesday morning. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. MAGNER, for one week. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, until 
Tuesday next, 

Mr. BowDEN with Mr, BUCHANAN, of Virginia, on all political ques- 
tions, including election-contest cases, from this date (March 14, 1890) 
and during all of next week. 

Mr. MoRsE with Mr. GOODNIGHT, on all political questions until 
further notice, reserving the right to vote to make a quorum; that is, 
if Democrats fail to vote, Mr. MORSE reserves the right to vote to make 
@ quorum. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the recapitulation of the vote. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The result of the vote was then annouuced as above recorded. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent (pending the announcement of the above vote) 
leave of absence was granted to Mr, EDMUNDS, for three days, on 
count of important business, 


ENUMERATION OF CHINESE. 


Mr.McKENNA. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on the 
Eleventh Census I move to suspend the rales and pass the bill which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk, being an act (H. R. 6420) to amend an act enti- 
tled “An act to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent cen- 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it etc., That the seventeenth section of an act entitled “An act to 
provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses" be so amended as 
to authorize and require the Superintendent of Census to enumerate the Chi- 
nese population in such manner and with such iculars as to enable him to 
make a complete and accurate descriptive list of all Chinese persons of either 
sex who may be found in the United States at the time of taking the census, 
and that the said Superintendent of Census be, and he is, further authorized 
and required to give to each Chinese person so enumerated in the census an 
engraved certificate, to be duly numbered and registered in the Census Office, 
which shall contain all the particulars necessary to fully and accurately identif: 
the Chinese person to whom such certificate shall be issued, and such certifi- 
cate, when Moser ges by any Chinese person found to appertain and belong to 
the holder thereof, shall be the sole evidence of the right of such Chinese person 
to be and remain in the United States: Provided, That said certificate shall 
“under no circumstances be evidence in favor of any Chinese person to enter the 
United States. A duplicate record of said certificate shall be filed and perma- 
nently preserved in the Census Office. Chinese children shall be enumerated 
and certificates of identification prepared and issued to parents or other person 
having such children in charge in such manner as may be prescribed by the 
ae a kerk ine: are of obtaining th pay lars forth 

EC. ‘or the purpose of obtaining the iculars necessary for the reg- 
istration and the issuance of the certificates herein provided for, the Superintend- 
ent of Census, if he shall deem it expedient so to do, may withhold the schedules 
of inquiries relating to the enumeration of the Chinese from the enumerators of 
the several subdivisions and may charge the collection of this information upon 
experts and s; l agents without respect to locality, in the same manner as is 
‘provided for in section 18 of the aforesaid act, both as to their authority and the 
rates of compensation. 

Seo, 3, That any Chinese param subject to enumeration on the Ist day of June, 
1890, who shall fail or refuse, for the period ofninety days from said Ist day of June, 
to comply with the provisions of this act in submitting himself for such enum- 
eration and in obtaining the certificate of identification herein provided, and all 
Chinese persons found thereafter in the United States without such certificates 
ofidentification, shall be deemed to be unlawfully in the United States, and may 
be arrested upon a warrant issued upon a verified complaint filed by any y 
on behalf of the United States by any justice, judge, or commissioner of any 
United States coart, returnable before any justice, ju or commissioner of a 
United States court, or before any United States court, and when convicted upon 
a hearing and found and adjudged to be one not lawfully entitled to be or re- 
main in the United States, such person shall be removed from the United States 
to the country whence he came or be imprisoned in a penitentiary fora term 
not exceeding five years. A certified copy of the judgment shall be the process 

n which said removal shall be made, and it may be executed by the marshal 
of the district, or by any officer having authority of a marshal under the pro- 
visions of this section: Provided, That the court may imprison any Chinese 
poen against whom a judgment of deportation has been rendered until such 

udgment can be executed as herein provided. And in all such cases the person 
who brought or sided in bringing such person into the United States shall be lia- 
ble to the Goyernment of the United States for all necessary expenses incurred 
in such inyestigation and removal; and all officers of the several States 
and Territories of the United States are hereby invested with the same author- 
ity, in reference to carrying out the provisions of this as a marshal or dep- 
uty marshal of the United and shall be entitled to like compensation, to 
be audited and paid by the same officers. 

Sec. 4. That any person who shall sell, transfer, or otherwise dispose of his or 
her certificate, or wigan Fd and falsely alter or substitute any name for the 
name written in any certificate herein required, or forge such certificate, or 


Sec. 5. That sections shall not apply to Chinese diplomatic or 
on ho shall Rimitted Pi States 


consular officers or their attendants, w. be to the United 
under instructions of the Treasury ent, and be entitled to re- 
ut production of other evidence that of personal and official 


her departure, 
cate so surrendered shall be immediately canceled and transmitted to the Census 


customs to whom such certificate is surrendered shall allow the pany surrender- 
ing the same to depart from the United States, and, under su lations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, he shall issue to departing 
Chinese person a departure permit, to be taken up and returned to said collector 
thang person or company transporting such Chinese person from the United 


tes, 

Sec. 7. That in case any departing Chinese person is unable to produce his or 
her certificate by reason of the loss of the same, the collector of customs, upon 
being satisfied of such loss by competent proof, shall allow such person to de- 
part, in the manner prescribed in section 5 of this act, and he shall report such 
departure to the Census Office, with such particulars of identification as will en- 
able the proper officer in charge of the Census Office to show such departure on 
the duplicate record, as in the case of the cancellation and return of a certificate 
as hereinbefore provided. 

Sec, 8. That collectors of customs shall keep a record of all departing Chinese 
persons, in such form as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the sury, 
setting forth all the particulars necessary to identify such persons, and collectors 
of customs and their deputies are hereby authorized and empowered to adminis- 
ter oaths whenever they may deem it n or proper to do so, and take from 
any person an oath, affirmation, affidavit, or deposition in any matter or proceed- 
ing relating to the identification of Chinese persons or their right to be or remain 
in the United States, or liability to be deported therefrom under any law of the 
United States. Any person who shall willfully and corruptly swear falsely in any ~- 
such oath, affirmation, affidavit, or deposition shall be deemed guilty of perjury, 
and on conviction shall be punished by a fine of not les< than $1,000and not more 
than $2,000, and by imprisonment at hard labor for not less than one year and 
not more than five years. 

Src, 9. That to enable the Superintendent of Census to comply with the fore- 

ing requirements the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
E berby appropriated, in addition to any moneys which may haye been or ma: 
be appropriated for purposes of the Eleventh us, this sum to be immed! 
ately available upon the passage of this act and to be paid out of any money in 
the ury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, from what com- 
mittee does this come? 


Mr. MCKENNA. It comes from the Committee on the Eleventh 


Census. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. I desire to inquire whether that committee was 
led. 


ca 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that upon this day individ- 
ual recognitions also may take place, and that the Chair is not confined 
to any particular order with regard to committees. At the same time 
it is not the purpose to deviate from the regular order except in cases 
where an exigency seems to requireit, As this bill is connected with 
the taking of the census the Chair felt that it was doing its duty in 
submitting it to the House for immediate action. That is the motive, 
and the Chair does not wish his action in this case to be regarded as es- 
tablishing any particular precedent, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The point I wish to make is 
as to whether the preference which the rule authorizes to be given to 
committees on this day does not exclude individual recognitions until 
the list of committees has been called. I presume the Speaker is cor- 
rect in assuming that he is not limited as to the order in which he shall 
recognize committees; but I suggest that individual recognitions can- 
not be had until all the committees have been called. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is not sure about that; but inasmuch 
as this bill was called up by order of the committee, it is not necessary 
now to pass upon that question. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, does this bill contain an appropria- 
tion; and, if so, does it not require to receive its first consideration in 
the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that I have been au- 
thorized by the Committee on the Eleventh Census to call up this bill, 
and that it was by that authorization I asked recognition of the Chair, 
and not on my own individual account. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask for a second, 

Mr. MCKENNA. I askunanimous consent that asecond be ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I did 
not catch exactly the statement of the Speaker. I understand from the 
rules of the House that on a certain Monday, this Monday, preference 
is to be given to committees, and the custom has always been to call 
the committees in their order. I merely want to know whether the 
present occupant of the chair intends to conform to that custom or to 
establish a new one. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair intends to conform to that custom gen- 
erally, but when the first call was made the Chair announced that he 
did not consider himself bound to a particular order when a case arose 
where itseemed to him the matter ought to be submitted to the House, 

Mr. CRISP, The rule, then, is not to be enforced as it has been here- 
tofore. 
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The SPEAKER. There is no rule with regard to it. 

Mr. CRISP. I beg pardon of the Chair. The rule is: 

Nor shall the Speaker entertain a motion to s the rules e; on the 
first and third Mondays of each month, preference given on the Mon- 
day to individuals and on the third Monday to committees, . 

The SPEAKER. Preference is given to committees, 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir; but since I have had the honor of being a 
member of this House the presiding officer, to remove any question or 
any charge of partiality, or anything of that sort in making - 
tions, has called the roll of the committees. There has been, I think, 
no deviation from that practice, and in that way the Chair has accorded 
to each committee what was understood to be its right under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that itis rather a question of 
the orderly conduct of the business of the House than of rights, and 
that there may be occasions, this being one, when it is desirable that 
committees should be recognized out of the usual order. The Chair 
says this while perfectly agreeing with the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. Crisp] as to the propriety of calling the committees in order un- 
less there is some ial occasion for doing otherwise: Is there objec- 
tion to a second being considered as ordered? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, : 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I understood the Chair to say 
that this bill did not contain any appropriation. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair did not say so. The Chair says that 
int of order can not be made, because this is a question of sus- 


the 
pending the rules, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Idid not catch distinctly what 
the Chair said about a second. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that there was no objection 
to a second Peng omnee as ordered. 

Mr, BRECK IDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now open to debate for forty min- 
utes. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend section 1, twenty-eighth lino, after the word “census,” by insertin, 
owing: “* , That if She Oliinsans person: to when a certificate shall 
have been issued as aforesaid lose the same, be shall, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe, on of such loss, receive a cer- 
tified copy of the duplicate copy kept on file in Census Office, which certified 
copy shall have the same force and effect of the original which was issued to 
him. ” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Inow yield ten minutes to my colleague from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. SeT 

Mr. MORROW. r. Speaker, the laws now upon the statute books 
provide for the exclusion of Chinese laborers from the United States. 
Commencing with the treaty of the 17th of November, 1880, where pro- 
vision was made that Congress might provide for the exclusion of China- 
men, following with the act of the 6th of May, 1882, the act of July 
5, 1884, and concluding with the act of the 1st of October, 1+88, there 
has been one purpose in view. Congress has been seeking to execute 
the will of the people of the United States, to exclude Chinese laborers 
from thiscountry. Fora timeeach actin turn had been deemed effective, 
but the immigration has continued in spite of legislation forbidding it. 

The act of October 1, 1888, commonly known as the Scott exclusion 
act, was sup to be particularly direct, positive, and effective in its 
terms of exclusion. But, while this last-named act provided that Chi- 
nese laborers who had departed from the United States should not be 
permitted to return, there was nothing in that act which really exe- 
cuted the purpose of the law. It provided no machinery for guarding 
the frontier, and as a consequence it did not take long for the China- 
man to discover more than one road of ingress across the border. 

Anticipating this difficulty Congress passed another act, which was 
approved October 19, 1838, appropriating $50,000 for the execution of 
that act; and subsequently, on March 2, 1889, there was another ap- 
propriation of $30,000, maang $80,000 in one year for the execution 
of this law. But notwithstanding the amount of money that has been 
appropriated for the execution of these several acts the Chinese people 
are still coming into the United States almost as rapidiy as they did 
four or five years ago. They come, for instance, to the port of Vic- 
toria or Vancouver, in British Columbia, on vessels from Hong Kong 
that connect with the Canadian Pacific Railroad; and after their arri- 
val there they improve an early opportunity to cross the lines into the 
United States. Of course, the Government employs officers to prevent 
the entry of the Chinese at Seattle, Port Townsend, and other Amer- 
ican points adjoining British territory; but the difficulty is that there 
is a large Chinese population on this side of the line as well as on the 
other side, and those on the other side smuggle across without any 
ability on the part of the officers to distinguish or identify the invad- 
ers from those who are entitled to be and remain here. 

So with reference to the Mexican border. These Chinamen land at 
Guaymas from a steamer coming direct from China or by way of San 
Francisco in transit, and pass over the Sonora Railway to Nogales, 
where they cross the line without detection into the United States. 
When Chinamen thus pass from one side of the line to the other the 
officers of the Government are unable to determine whether those found 


on this side have or have not come across the line in violation of law. 
They may also land at Ensenada, and come across the line at Tia Juana, 
near San Diego, eluding the observation of the officers of the Govern- 
ment at that point. The same is true at several places on the line be- 
tween the United States and Mexico. 

I have here a statement of the extent ofthe boundary line between 
this country and Canada and between this country and Mexico, From 
this statement, which comes from the office of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, it appears that the line between the United States and Canada 
is 3,740 miles in extent and the boundary line between this country ~ 
and Mexico is 1,540 miles. Between this country and Canada there 
are twenty-two railroads crossing from one country into the other, and 
between this country and Mexico there are four railroads crossing 
the line, making twenty-six railroads that cross the line on the north 
and the south, these lines of railroad and other lines of transporta- 
tion furnishing ample facilities for these people to come from ong sidy 
of the line to the other. 

This bill proposes nothing new in the matter of excluding Chinese 
laborers. They are already excluded bylaw. ‘The proposition is that 
the Chinese lawfully in the country may be identified by the census 
enumerators, and given certificates that they were here at the time the 
census is taken, which certificates will thereafter be evidence that 
they are entitled to remain in the United States. Those coming into 
the country thereafter will, of course, be without such certificates, and 
they can thus be easily detected. In the language of the report of the 
committee: 


shall thereafter be 
in the United States. It further provides that after the enumeration shall have 
been completed any Chinese person found in the United States without such 
certificate shall be deemed to be unlawfully in the United States, and may be 
deported the upon the judgment of a United States court in a proper pro- 
ceeding for that purpose. 

The necessity for such an: identification of the Chinese 


over 
and Mexico,and promises to continue unless effective 
measures are taken to guard the frontier or provision is made as contemplated 
by this bill for the identification of the Chinese peo who are now here, so 
us to distinguish those who shall hereafter unla y come into the United 
States. The Secretary of the Treasury in his last report calls the attention of 
Congress to this subject in the following language: 
“ CHINESE EXCLUSION ACT. 
“The existing laws for the ee, Chinese laborers from the United States 
ol 


havo been wigecousy. en by of the custams to the extent of 
their ability, but the extensive frontiers of the Union facilitate the clandestine 
introduction of such persons from the contiguous territory of British America 


and Mexico. 

“Tt is alleged that evasions of the law in this regard are of a serious character. 
The Department is sanrhoving se limited means at command to prevent such 
evasions, but to police these ntiers in such a manner as to completely sup- 
press the influx of prohibited immigration will require a much force 
than has been provided for, The attention of Congress is invited to this sub- 


ject.’ 

The bill contains a provision for deporting Chinamen found in the 
United States con tolaw. This section is copied from a statute 
which was approved tember 13, 1888, when it was supposed we 
were about to have a treaty pro for a more effective exclusion, 
the negotiations for which were then pending between this country and 
China. It was then understood that Congress should a law ex- 
ecuting that treaty; and we did pass a law, which will be found on 
page 476 of volume 25 of the Statutes at Large, ‘‘An act to prohibit the 
coming of Chinese laborers to the United States,” approved September 
13, 1888. The object of this act was to execute an agreement, I might 
say, between this country and China as to what measures we might 
take for the piirposs of excluding the Chinese, In that act we adopted 
certain penalties to which there was no objection, namely, that Chinese 
persons coming into the United States and not entitled to remain should 
be deported. 

In preparing this bill I have copied the penalties necessary for the 
execution of the provisions of law with respect to those Chirse per- 
sons who come into the United States when they are not entitled to 
do so, There is nothing new in this bill with reference to the exclu- 
sion. There is simply a provision for the deportation of those not en- 
titled to come in and for the identification of those who are here by 
certificates to be issued by the census enumerators or special agents of 
the Census Bureau. That is all there is in this bill. 

I may add that this measure has met with general approval on the 
Pacific coast. It has been indorsed by the press and all parties inter- 
ested in the subject. Indeed, I find on file in the Department letters 
from officers who have been sent to the boundary-line to execute the 
present law, the passage of some such bill as this as the 
only means that can be adopted to prevent Chinese persons from coming 
over the line into our country. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iwish to ask whether the treaty to which the ~ 

tleman has referred was ratified. 

Mr. MORROW. Iam very glad the gentleman has called my at- 
tention to that matter. I intended to say the treaty negotiated in 

Government; but that was not 


1885 was not ratified by the Chinese 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2311 


because of any exception taken to the provisions of the statute which 
was passed to enforce it. The objection raised by the Chinese Goy- 
ernment, it was understood, was to a provision of the treaty proposed 
by the Senate with respect to exclusion which was not clear or satis- 
factory as originally framed. Congress upon the failure or refusal of 
the Chinese Government to ratify that treaty passed, as we know, the 
Scott exclusion act, which prohibits the retura of Chinese people who 
departed from the United States and claimed the right to return by 
reason of prior residence, whether holding return certificates or not. 
The act of 1882, as amended in 1884 and amended again by the Scott 
exclusion act in 1888, prohibits the immigration of Chinese laborers 
for the period of ten years, or perhaps indefinitely, as these statutes 
may be hereafter construed. e present bill provides a method for 
executing more effectually and economically that exclusion. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Inow yield five minutes to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield so much of that time to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. CLUNIE] as he may desire. 

Mr. CLUNIE. Mr. Speaker, I trust this bill will pass without ob- 
jection. We have suffered and are suffering a great deal on the Pacific 
coast from Chinese immigration. I will not enter into details in this 
matter. The question has been so thoroughly discussed by the press 
and in Congress that the country thoronghly understands the situa- 
tion. After years of patient waiting the appeals of the people of the 
Pacific coast were considered and legislation looking to their relief was 
inaugurated in 1882. The bill then desired by the Pacific coast was 
passed by both Houses of but was vetoed by President Arthur, 

We succeeded, however, in passing a bill excluding Chinese laborers 
for a od of ten years. While this was a step in the right direction, 
it did not suit our people. They justly demanded permanent and 
absolute exclusion of all classes of Chinese. The working men and 
women of my city demanded as a right more stringent legislation, 
And in 1888 you gave us the Scott exclusion act, which received the 
sanction of President Cleveland. ‘This was another step towards giving 
the Pacific coast the legislation to which its people were justly entitled. 
This law, now upon the statute-books, was wholly inadequate to afford 
the necessary relief. 

First, it took for granted that Chinese merchants were a better class 
than Chinese laborers, and permitted them to enter. Had they known 
them as I do this would have been the first class they would have ex- 
cluded. The more intelligent they are the better they can lie and 
cover it up. There is no more sense or reason in admitting a so- 
called Chinese merchant than a laborer. They come in competition 
with a class of small retail merchants who are least able to stand it, 
Again, they are such notorious liars. 

Why, since the passage of the Scott exclusion act they are all mer- 
chants. They are posted in advance concerning some Chinese firm 
with a Co. to it, and, although they may never have seen the store or 
known of its existence, they come in as merchants and partners in the 
Co. They swear to all sorts of falsehood to get in and say ‘‘ Me all 
same Melican man, my partner keep store.’ It isa notorious fact in 
San Francisco that Chinese cooks and laborers are and have been com- 
ing in under that clause of the bill which permits merchants to enter. 
Iwish the House to understand that if you leave a loophole in your 
bill that can be evaded by Chinese perjury, they will not hesitate to 
commit it at any time. I once in the course of my profession as a law- 

er had a Chinaman cal] on me, and, as I understood him, ask how much 
T wold charge to defend a Chinaman accused of murder. 

I told him $1,000 was my fee. He went away, returning after sey- 
eral days with a sack of silver. He said, “I killee my man; here is 
your money.” Iwas shocked. I said, “You killed him? Then you 
should hang.” He said, “I kill him. How many men you likee me 
get say I no killee him?’ This but illustrates their regard for truth. 
They are evading the law all the time. Our collector of the of San 
Francisco, Hon. T. G. Phelps, is doing good work in his honest en- 
deavors to execute the law; but no man, however vigilant, can guard 
against Chinese perjury. I have introduced a bill that will prevent 
this willful perjury by excluding merchants, as well as laborers. My 
colleague, Mr. Morrow, the author of the bill now under considera- 
tion, who has at all times opposed Chinese immigration, informs me 
that his committee will soon report my bill. I will then give reasons 
why it should become a law. f 

The object of this bill is to require the Superintendent of Census to 
enumerate the Chinese population in the United States at the time of 
taking the census and to give to each Chinese person so enumerated 
an engraved certificate. A Chinese person found in the country ninety 
daysafter June, 1890, without such certificate shall bedeemed to be un- 
lawfully in the United States. He may then bearrested, and on convic- 
tion thereof shall be removed from the United States to the eek 
whence he came or be imprisoned in the penitentiary, This will 
them not to set at defiance the laws of the United States, 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I have been in Victoria, where they are permitted 
to land upon payment to the British Government of $50 a head, and I 
have ascertained that Victoria gets the $50 and we get the Chinamen. 
Again at Tia Jwana practically the same thing is being done. We havo 


hundreds of miles of exposed border north and south, where these foxy 
Chinese are daily evading the law. It would cost alarge sum of money 
to patrol the borders and thus prevent this undesirable and unlawful 
Chinese invasion, Give us this bill and the border invasion will prac- 
tically cease, and at a merely nominal cost. I have talked with Hon. 
Robert P. Porter, the Superintendent of Census, and he favors the bill. 
Ifyou mean to execute your laws this is by far the cheapest way to 
stop this clandestine invasion. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say my people are deeply in- 
terested in this subject, The farmers and fruit men who get the bene- 
fitof their cheap labor are willing to forego that advantage for the ben- 
efit of our own race. The working men and women in the cities, and, 
in fact, all over the State, appeal to you to give them -this legislation 
and any additional legislation necessary to rid the country of this evil. 
Their children are growing up and are anxious and willing to work, but 
they can not compete with these Mongolian invaders. 

Thousands and thousands of brave men and honest women through- 
out the whole country are unable to find work for willing hands to do. 
Itis forthemIspeak. Theirlabor madethis country great. Noinsultto 
our flag could be offered in their presence. They are certainly entitled 
to respectful consideration. For every Chinaman you get rid of you 
provide a place for one of them. If I had my way not one of them 
would be here now. The comfort and happiness of our own people at 
home are worth more to us than all our commercial relations with 
China. If we can not trade with them without becoming the recep- 
tacle of all the slum of the Chinese Empire, if the fairest country on 
earth is to be overrun and our people destroyed by this Mongolian 
horde, then I say forego the trade. 

Theprosperity and happiness of ourown people with me are paramount 
to all else. An alien race will destroy it. There is no room in this 
country for any race we can not mix with and dwell with in harmony. 
Ido not think the Caucasian race can mix with any other race on 
earth. This is our country, left us as a heritage from our fathers, It 
is our duty to protect it against this gregn invasion, The people I 
represent are men and women who are ng their families to worshi 
God and love our institutions. It is for them I make this ap 
Stand by the Pacific coast on this question. Give them a bill that will 
forever close our Golden Gate againstall classes of Chinese immigration, 
including Chinese merchants, and receive the heartfelt thanks of a 
grateful people. 

Mr. MCKENNA. If no other gentleman desires to debate the ques- 
tion I will ask for a vote. 
gore SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire to take 

e floor? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me this bill, while many 
of its provisions are said to be taken from the statutes already in exist- 
ence and while this is a proper subject to introduce into the taking of 
the census—I see no objection to the clause to take the census of the 
Chinese, as all other populations of the country. Indeed, this is a 
proper thing to be done as to all populations, and I have no objection, 
therefore, to that portion which proposes to take the census of the 
Chinese. But it will be observed in connection there are certain pu- 
nitive parts of the bill which propose high penalties on these people and 
which seem to me not connected with the legitimate business of taking 
the census. It is designed to enforce the penal statutes against the 
Chinese under the process of taking the census. I believe, therefore, 
that portion of the bill which provides for enforcing these high penal 
statutes against the Chinese ought not to be embodied in 
which proposes to take the census, because in taking the census you 
can take, as the bill provides, under the Superintendent of the Census, 
the census also of these Chinese people. 

I notice there has been added a proviso in the first section, which is 
in these words: 


Provided, That if the Chinese person to whom a certificate shall have been is- . 
sued, as aforesaid, lose the same he shall, under such regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may cg ahd on proof of such loss, receive a certified copy 
of the duplicate copy on file in the Census Office, which certified copyshall have 
the force and effect as the original which was issued to him. 


Section 2 provides: 


Sec. 2. That for the purpose of obtaining the particulars necessary for the 
tion and the issuance of the certificates herein provided for, the Superin- 
tendent of Census, if he shall deem it expedient so to do, may withhold the 
schedules of inquiries relating to the enumeration of the Chinese from the enu- 
merators of the several subdivisions and may charge the collection of this in- 
formation upon experts and special agents without respect to locality, in the 
same manner as is provided for in section 18 of the aforesaid act, both as to their 
authority and the rates of compensation. 


It seems to me it is improperly providing in a bill for taking the cen- 
sus for the enforcement of penal laws against the Chinese people who 
are unlawfully here. It is encumbering this measure with provisions 
which are foreign to it. 

I made an ihquiry of the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] 
who introduced the bill whether or not the treaty under which this act 
was as all will remember who were members of the last House, 
under what is known as the Scott exclusion act—it was passed under 


a measure . 
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the idea that treaty would be ratified—I asked, I say, whether that 
treaty was ratified. A 

Mr. MORROW. Not that bill; that Scott bill was passed hecause 
the treaty was not ratified. 

Mr. HOOKER. But the idea was that the Chinese would ratify the 
treaty. Now, we did not receive positive information as to this when 
om te statutes to which the gentleman has referred were first en- 
acted. 

That treaty has not yet been ratified; but these people are here at 
present in large numbers and under stringent penal laws. They did 
not come originally of their own seeking and consent, because the orig- 
inal treaty with China was under the Stanton and Burlingame treaties, 
wherein we solicited intercourse with them, broke down the Chinese 
wall of exclusion, and they were brought here under the operation of 
these treaties in considerable numbers. In fact, it was regarded as a 
great piece of diplomacy on our part that we had broken down this 
wall and secured the admission of our missionaries, who were sent in 
large numbers under that treaty to China. Large numbers of them 
are still there, notwithstanding that we adopted a treaty which the 
Chinese did not as friendly to them and thus far have not ratified. 

As I have said, Mr. Speaker, we asked a treaty originally with China, 
We sought their consent to it. They never asked us to make it. We 
insisted, and it was finally accomplished, This treaty contained the 
most salutary and liberal provisions on their part, so far as the admis- 
sion of our missionaries was concerned, and under it, as I have said, 
they were admitted, and they are extensively laboring in that field, and 
notwithstanding the hostile treaty, which China has failed so far to rat- 
ify, she has not excluded our missionaries or taken steps in that direc- 
tion. This hostile treaty which China felt she ought not to ratify, as I 
recollect, excepted from the operation of our stringent laws Chinese 
merchants and travelers and those persons coming from China and trav- 
eling through this portion of the world as if they were citizens of any 
other nation, The original law, as I understand it, admitted the Chinese 
merchant or traveler who came here for the purpose of looking at our 
country or passing through it, the object of the law being, as has been 
well stated by the gentleman from California, to strike at the laborers, 
those who were ed as laborers, coming here under what is known 
as the contract system. ‘This character of labor we proposed and pro- 
pose to exclude, and that by the adoption of heavy penal statutes. It 
was never intended to affect ministers or legations from that country, 
and excepted also, as I have said, originally, the merchants and travelers 
who might come in as if from any other country. In this respect this 
bill seems highly punitive in its character and absolutely foreign from 
the taking of the census with which it is connected. So foreign is it, 
Mr. Speaker, that it should be adopted in an entirely separate and in- 
dependent measure, While the census part is practically correct and 
ig be adopted, I think there are grave objections to the other por- 

on, 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word in nse to 
what bas been said by the gentleman from Mississippi that the penal 
provisions of the bill are not properly associated with the execution of 
the law in the making of enumerations under the census. - The enu- 
merators, under the census law, will proceed with the enumeration and 
issue to these people certificates that will identify them. Then the 
execution of the other provisions remains to the courts and officers of 
the United States, as under the former statutes. It is not designed to 
make any change in that respect, but it was deemed advisable, in view 
of the fact that these people were coming to this country, and under 
contracts much more objectionable than those which preceded the pres- 
ent prohibitory legislation, that we should provide a certificate for those 
entitled to remain here, which requirement would show that a person 
without the certificate came across the line in defiance of the law. That 
is all there is in the bill. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield now five minutes to 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY]. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the passage of this 
bill, Forsome years past we have been endeavoring to prohibit Chinese 
laborers from coming to this country. In 1882, a bill was by 
Con; to prohibit Chinese laborers from coming to the United States. 
Again, in 1884, we passed another bill the object of which was to prevent 
thecoming of Chinese; and again, in 1888, Congress passed what is known 
asthe Scott exclusion act, to prohibit the immigration of the Chinese. 

The passage of these three measures proves that the Congress of the 
United States desires to prohibit the coming of Chinese to the United 
States. But it seems that these three acts have not been full enough 
to accomplish the object sought; for information which is believed 
to be reliable now comes to us that in spite of the law the Chinese are 
still coming here, crossing the Canadian border and coming in by way 
of Victoria, or by way of Nogales on the Mexican border, as well as 
from other places. If that be the case, we are now called upon to take 
such means as may be necessary, effective, and proper to exclude them. 

The bill which is now under consideration is, in my judgment, drawn 
for the p of securing and enforcing their exclusion from the 
United States. It seems to me that it provides much which we could 
not put-into any other bill. It provides that the Superintendent of 

shall cause the Chinese now in this country to be enumer- 


ated, and shall give to each one a certificate, and then, if after a cer- 
tain length of time a Chinaman is found here without such certificate, 
it is presumptive evidence that he is here without authority of law; 
then he may be arrested and the penalties imposed by the law will fol- 
low, because it is prima facie proof that he came in unlawfully. 

If therefore the Congress of the United States desires, as it has indi- 
cated its desire by the passage of three separate acts, to exclude the 
Chinese from our country, I think we ought to pass this bill. I believe 
itis a en bill, and will go far towards preventing the Chinese from 
coming here unlawfully by skipping across our borders from Victoria, 
Nogales, and other points. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I now yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from California [Mr. VANDEVER]. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, the Chinese exclusion act 
at the last session of Congress was a Democratic measure. It met the . 
approval, I believe, of the entire delegation from California, and was 
in accordance with public sentiment upon that side of the continent. 
We have long felt there that the Chinese are an undesirable portion of 
our population. While to a certain extent they may be utilized in the 
labor of the country, yet if we erect no barrier against their incoming 
they will entirely overrun that portion of the country to such an ex- 
tent as to seriously disturb the labor interests of our own people and 
will exert a deleterious and depressing influence upon the prosperity of 
the whole Pacific coast. 

It was from good motives, from patriotic motives, that the people of 
California opposed the unrestricted immigration of Chinese into this 
country. Now, then, we find under the operation of the Chinese 
restriction act that various subterfuges are resorted to by the Chinese 
to evade its provisions; they find their way into this country in large 
numbers in a clandestine manner, coming over the border from the 
British possessions in the north and in large numbers over the Mexi- 
can boun on the south, in defiance of the provisions of law. The 
bill under consideration simply proposes a method of registering Chinese 
already in the country, in order to ascertain the extent to which the 
law has been defied and disregarded; and to protect ourselves as far as 
possible against illicit immigration of Chinese we have a law which 
prohibits the introduction of contract labor upon the Atlantic coast, 
and indeed on either side of the continent, filed hie the same principle 
involved as this bill has, Now, if similar subterfuges were resorted to 
for the purpose of enabling contract labor to come into the Atlantic 
ports illegally, how quick and ready would be members on this floor 
from that section of country to support all measures preventing such 
occurrence in thefuture. Now, that is the manner in which thisstands. 
There seems to be a general sentiment nst unrestricted Chinese 
immigration; this bill will aid in accomplishing this end. 

The only question that can be raised against this bill is whether it 
properly belongs to the Census Office to institute this practice of reg- 
istry. That is the only question to be considered here; and if the House 
does not choose to support in its present shape this bill the duty will 
be incumbent upon us to provide for it ina separate act. But why not 
do it in the census act? e get the information in the Census Office; 
and in obtaining the information we may at the same time provide for 
the identification of the Chinese who have come into the country in 
defiance of law and in contravention of the Chinese exclusion act. I see 
no objection to it, and I hope the bill will be n 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I thought that this bill was 
too important not to have some attention drawn to it. I do not want 
to oppose the bill, but it is in no particular sense a census bill at all. 
Thereally important part of the bill, providing for giving a certificate to 
ihe Chinese, is not a part of the duties of the Census Department, and 
I think it is a mistake to add it to that department. I doubt whether 
the appropriation of $100,000 is necessary; butIdo not care anything 
about that. It seems to me that one of the provisions of the bill is a 
very severe provision. It is section 3, and I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman in charge of the bill to that section: 

That any Chinese person subject to enumeration on the Ist day of June, 1890, 
who shall fail or refuse, for the period of ninety days from said lst day of June, 
to comply with the provisions of this act—— 

Mr. MCKENNA. To what section is the gentleman referring ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is where a Chinaman who 
fails or refuses to submit himself for enumeration and in obtaining the 
certificate of identification provided for shall be subjected to certain 
penalties, The word ‘‘fail’’ there is too severe. If a man has been 
notified and refused, I think it may not be improper to have a very 
rigorous and severe punishment; but for a mere failure to submit him- 
self for identification, it is too severe. In all probability he is not 
familiar with our institutions. In all probability he is not familiar 
with our language, probably not aware of the of the bill, and 
may not know what he is required to perform under it; and therefore 
to subject him for mere ‘‘failure’’ to such punishment seems to me, 
under all the circumstances, a very harsh measure. Of course the bill 
can not be amended, and we have to take it as it is, 

I sympathize very largely with the feeling which has induced this 
legislation. The principles upon which it is based apply, however, to 
very im nt questions which I am sorry to say my friend from Cal- 
ifornia does not seem to appreciate or agree with me upon. 


1890. 


Mr. MCKENNA. To strike ont the word suggested by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky would make too large a hole in this bill, and if 
agreed to the bill would be of no use. I now yield two minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear distinctly what the gen- 
tleman from California said about the proposed amendment to the bill. 
If the words “‘ fail or,’’ before the word ‘‘ refuse,” in section 3, were 
not in the bill perhaps I should not have to say what I intend to say. 
I believe, as the gentleman from Kentucky has said, that these words 
ought not to be in the bill. I believe there should be an end to this 
Chinese question. Certain Chinese are legal Chinamen entitled to be 
denizens of the United States. Certain others are not legal denizens, 
and they should be identified. This bill proposes what seems to me to 
be an awkwardand clumsy way of identification. If the United States 
chooses to go into the work of identification, it ought to spend all the 
money that is necessary for that purpose. That a Chinaman who re- 
ceives a certificate from a census enumerator thereby becomes a legal 
denizen, although he may not have been one before, seems to me ab- 
surd; and to say that a Chinaman who has not received a certificate 
must be conclusively deemed to be illegally in the United States is 
equally absurd. 

Now, I admit the purposes of this bill are good. I believe, however, 
that these Chinamen, some of whom are legal denizens of this country 
and some are not, ought to be identified by some exact and practicable 
proceeding. Ifany Chinaman willfully refuses to submit to the proc- 
ess of identification I believe in applying to him a penalty; but tosay 
that any man who has failed, without his fault and b by the fault of the 
Census Office, to get acertificate from that officer, shall thereby be de- 
clared conclusively to be illegally in the United States under the treaty 
obligations of the United States, appears to meinadmissible. I do not 
object to any method, however severe, of ascertaining whether a China- 
man has or has not the right to remain in the country under our treaty 
obligations with China, but I believe the method proposed by this bill 
is unnecessary and inadmissible. Generally the bill is good; this par- 
ticular provision is exceedingly bad. 

The S ATEEN The question is on suspending the rules and pass- 
ing the bill. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, before that question is put I ask 
unanimous consent to change the word ‘‘five’’ in line 5, section 7, to 
“six.” ‘Five’? is a clerical error; it should be “six.” 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from 
California feel authorized to ask unanimous consent to strike out the 
words ‘‘ fail or’’ in section 3? 

Mr. McKENNA. The gentleman from California will say that he 
does not feel authorized to do it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from California a question. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has not yet expired, and the 
gentleman is in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I will ask the gentleman whether there 
has been any estimate made of the additional expenditure that will 
be incurred by this bill? 

Mr. McKENNA. Yes, sir; there has been an estimate made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. What is it? 

Mr. McKENNA. ‘The amount of the appropriation in the bill. 

The question being taken, the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill as amended was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 


HAWAI IN THE PAN-AMERICAN CONGRESS, 


Mr. HITT. Mr, Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs I move to suspend the rules and pass the Senate concurrent 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by Bi Senate (the House of Representatives onp ey) aioe the Pres- 
ident of the United States be requested to invite the King of the Hawaiian Islands 
to select delegates to represent the kingdom in the Pan-American Congress now 
assembled in the Capital of this Republic. 

The question being taken, the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the concurrent resolution was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof). 


ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, PORT HUDSON, LA. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on 
Military Affairs I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 389) to con- 
struct a road to the national cemetery at Port Hudson, La. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $25,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
construction of a road from the Mississippi River to the national cemetery at 
Port Hudson, La. 

Sec,2. That the sum of money appropriated by this act shall be mded by 
and under the direction of the Secretary of War, either by con or other- 
wise, as to him may seem best. 


The committee recommended an amendment, striking out ‘‘ twenty- 
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five thousand,” in line 1, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ and inserting 
‘' thirteen thousand five hundred;’? which, by unanimous consent, was 
to. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Louisiana to suspend the rules and pass the bill as amended. 

Mr. KILGORE, I demand a second. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. KILGORE, I object. 

TheSPEAKER. Objectionismade. The gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. ROBERTSON ] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] will 
take their places as tellers. 

The question was taken on ordering a second, and it was decided in 
the affirmative—ayes 145, no 1. 

The question being taken, the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill was agreed to (two-thirds voting therefor). 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of the bill (H. R. 346) to extend the act to grant tle ryght 
of way to the Kansasand Pacific Railroad Company through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes, with an amendment in which con- 
currence was requested. 

It further announced that the Senate had insisted on its amendment 
to the bill (H. R. 5179) fixing the rate of interest charged on arrear- 
ages of general and special taxes now due the District of Columbia if 
paid within a time specified, had agreed to the conference asked on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. McMIL- 
LAN, Mr. FARWELL, and Mr. HARRIS as conferees on its part. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported: 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4130) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the city of Pierre, in South Dakota; and 

A bill (H. R. 7617) to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge 
Company to constructand maintain a bridge across the Columbia River 
between the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to es- 
tablish it as a post-road. 


TRANSFER OF REVENUE MARINE. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 6944) to 
transfer the revenue-marine service from the Treasury Department to 
the Navy Department. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., Thatthe President be,and he is hereby, authorized to ap- 
point, on or before the etry h of July, 1890, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, all the officers of the revenue-cutter service (commissioned under seo- 
tion 2751, Revised Statutes of the United States) to be oi rs in the United States 
Navy, in the grade co nding to their present relative rank as follows: Cap- 
tains revenue-cutter service to be licutenant-commanders United States Navy; 
first lieutenants revenue-cutter service to be lieutenants, senior grade, United 
States Navy; second lieutenants revenue-cutter service to be lieutenants, deoe 
it Akros w States Navy; third lieutenants revenue-cutter service to be en- 
signs United States Navy; chief engineers revenue-cutter service to be passed 
assistant engineers United States Navy, with the relative rank of lieutenant, 
senior grade; first assistant engineers revenue-cutter service to be passed as- 
sistant engineers United States Navy, with the relative rank of lieutenant, junior 
grade, and second assistant engineers revenue-cutter service to be assistant en- 
gineers United States Navy, with the relative rank ofensign. That the officers 
of the reyenne-cutter service transferred to the Havyar this act shall take rank 
in the Navy according to the date of their comm ns therein, and their seni- 
ority among themselves shall be determined by the date of their commissions in 
the revenue-cutter service; that the officers so transferred shall receive the pay 
and emoluments pertaining to their rank in the Navy; that they shall be gov- 
erned by and subject to all laws and regulations for the government of the Navy, 
— n such particulars as may conflict with the provisions of this act; an 
that the number of officers so transferred shall be a permanent addition to that 
now allowed by law in the Navy, in the several grades hereinbefore mentioned. 

Sec, 2. That on or before the said date the Secretary of the Treasury shall trans- 
fer from the Treasury Department to the Navy Department all vessels, with 
all their appurtenances, and all depots, stores, and other articles in any way be- 
longing to the revenue-cutter service, and said vessels shall thereafter form a 

rt of the regular naval force of the United States; and any revenue vessels 
ereatter built shall be constructed, and all repairs to existing vessels shall be 
made, under the authority and according to designs of the Macy Department; 

and the offices of superintendent of construction and consulting engineer and | 

every office appe ing thereto, the office of instructor of cadets, and of the 
sorgan: who serve during the practice cruises with cadets, are hereby abol- 

ned, = 

Sec. 3, That the number of enlisted men now allowed by law in the Navy 
shall be increased by so many as may be necessary to man the said vessels ac- 
cording to the regulations and allowances of the Navy; and the Secretary of - 
the Navy is authorized to employ a sufficient number of pilots for the proper `~ 
“gnc. d. That the Secretary of the N i the 

EC. 4. of the Navy shall at all times, u uisition 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, assign suitable vessels, with the poet com- ‘ 
plement of officers and crews, to perform the duty now perfo: by the rev- 
enue-cutter service in such ports on the sea and coasts, on the likens and 
elsewhere, as the Secretary of the Treasury may deem necessary, the duties of 
such vessels, their officers and crews, in relation to the protection of the rev- 
enue, to be prescribed by the Soora of the jury, and their operations 
and movements to be controlled and directed by him precisely as has hereto- 
fore been in the revenue-cutterservice. All officers so assigned shall be deemed 
officers of the customs during the period of such assignment and shall be clothed 
with the authority and exe: the powers now or heretofore pertaining to rev- 
enue-cutter officers. 

Src, 5, That all line officers transferred in pursuance of this act from the rey- 
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enue-cutter service shall be considered out of the line of promotion upon attain- 
ing the rank of lieutenant-commander United States Navy; and all engineers 
so transferred shall be likewise considered out of the line of promotion upon 
attaining the rank of passed assistant engineer United States Navy, with the 
relative rank of lieutenant, senior grade; that whenever a vacancy shal! occur 
from any cause whatever among tho transferred officers it shall be filled by an 
officer so transferred, (een eg | to seniority, subject to the provisions herein- 
after contained in relation to filling such vacancies, such officer having success- 
fully passed the prescribed examination for the grade to which he is promoted, 
but no officer so shall be promoted to vacancies occurring among of- 
ficers not so transferred. Whenever a vacancy occurs at the foot of the list of 
the transferred officers, it shall be deemed an ordinary vacancy in the naval es- 
tablishment, and be filled according to the law and custom of the Hary; and 
the Secretary of the avr ane detail any officer of the propr grade to do duty 
in the vacancy so occurring (and such vacancies shall be filled and detaija made 
in like manner until the list of transferred officers shall be exhausted),and there- 
after the Secretary of the Navy may detail any officer to perform revenue- 
marine duty in thesame manner as details are now made for other special duty. 
But the Secretary of the Navy shall not detail for the revenue-catter service, nor 
continue therein, any officer who shall not be satisfactory to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, nor shall hedetail for such service other than transferred officers, so 
long as any such are avai 

Sec. 6. That the standard of examination for the promotion of officers trans- 
ferred by this act shall be that now in force for the revenue-cutter service, and 
such examinations shall be made by boards composed of such transferred ofi- 
cers, such examinations to continue so long as nig, agrees ty line officers re- 
main below the grade of lieutenant-commander United States led oran 
transferred engineer below the rank of assistant engineer with the rel- 
ative rank of lieutenant, senior grade, United States Navy. 

See, 7. That section 1445 of the Revised Statutes shall be held not to apply to 
the officers transferred from the reyenue-cutter service to the Navy b act 
but such officers shall receive the full benefit of sections 1443 and ur Revised 
Statutes of the United States, their rank maganit lions Don Deve per- 
formed the prescribed service of forty years or the p age of 
sixty-two years, and officers so transferred shall be credited with the sea-service 
and other duties rmed them in the service of the United States, and 
shall receive all benefits of such duty and of their service in the same man- 
ner as if they had been officers of the Navy during such service, without regard 
to the date of their commissions in the alist 

Sec, 4, That no officer transferred as hereinbefore vided shall be required 
to serve in vessels d other than revenue-cutter duty, except in case of war, 
and all officers to vessels performing revenue duty shall be considered 
as on sea service, : 

Sec, 9. That cadets of the reyenue-marine service who shall have completed 
their probationary course when this act shall take effect shall, upon passing 
the prescribed examination, receive their commissions as ensigns in the Navy. 
but shall be considered in all respects as officers transferred by this act, and 
cadets who have completed one year of the probationary course apoa the pas- 
sage of this act shall be admitted to the Naval Academy in the fourth class, after 
passing a suitable examination, or, if they so prefer, r one additional year’s 
probationary course, to be served on board a revenue-cutter, upon ng the 
examination for revenue-marine officers, as prescribed in section 6 of this act, be 
transferred to the Navy as provided above for revenue cadets who have finished 
their probationary course, and shall thereupon be held to be transferred officers 
and ineligible for gale no above the e of lieutenant-commander; and no 

tment shall hereafter be made to the grade of revenue cadet. 
nc. 10. That all contracts entered into by the Secretary of the Treasury for 
the maintenance of the revenue marine, or for the repair or construction of the 
vessels thereof, in force on the date of thisact, becoming operative, shall remain 
in force in the same manner as if made by the Secretary of the Navy in accord- 
ance with the provisions of this act. 

Src, 11, That every officer not on the transferred list detailed for revenue-ma- 
rine duty shall, wi three months after such detail, pass an examination in 
the laws relating to his duties as an officer of the customs, according to the 
standard now in force for the revenue-cutter service, 

Sze. 12, That all acts or portions of acts conflicting with or inconsistent with 
this act be, and they are hereby, repealed, 


The report of the committee is as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom were referred the bills (H, R. 71 
transfe: revenue-cutter service from the Treasury De- 

to the Navy Devens report the same back with amendments in 
e form of a substitute f s Pg 6344), and recommend that the said substitute be 
‘or information of the House and asthe reasons for our recommendations 
we submit the following: 


The revyen 
and advice of Alexander Hamilton. The leading feature of the organization 
was to give naval rank and authority to its officers and place its vessels and 


crews u a similar footing in to drill and discipline as a regular vessel 
of war, but for the convenience of the public business to attach it 
to the Treasury Dej ent, Accordingly, its vessels are provided with a full 
armament of cannon an its oflicers and men are a e 
Aar nets Pepa agree ny tof such weapons, and Congress has con- 

naval rank upon the and they are compelled to wear a uniform 
bearing 


such rank. 
constantly treated it as a part of the naval force of the country, 
to this end adding to the number of its vessels and strengthening their arma- 
threatened war, and providing by law 
that Papen) may in DARAS rere re vessels on active naval sery- 
ice. Its rs are commissioned by the President and confirmed by the Sen- 
ate in like manner as those of the Army and Navy. 

Following these objects of its creation, the revenue marine has borne an im- 
portant part in every war in which the nation has been involved. Its vessels, 
always ready at a moment’s call, have been the first armed force to repel a for- 
eign enemy oraid in the prevention or settlement of international complica- 
tions. Its officers have received a due proportion of honorable scars in the 
country's defense. 

They are empowered to quell mutinies, capture slaves, destroy pirates, and, 
in time of war, attack and capture vessels of theenemy. Theact of Congress 
June 14, 1797, authorized the President “to cause revenue-cutters to be employed 
to defend the seacoast and to repel hostility to the vessels and commerce within 


theirj 

In a communication to Con; 1790, relating to revenue-cutters, Alexander 

rank, “ he” ga will wget mong "per gil thot bat will at 
w said, “ notonly uce fit men 
tach them to their duties by a nicer sense of honor.” 

In October, 1798, the President “ with a view of producing concert of action 
of the naval forces of the United p! the revenue-cutters at tho dis- 
posal of the Secretary of the Navy,” and seven of them were y em- 
ployed in the West Indies, during the quasi French war, and in the 


papprena piracy in that quarter. 
y act of Congress, March 2, 1799, the President was authorized to direct the 
revenue-cutters to co-operate with the Navy,as well in peace asin war. 


In the war of 1812-1814 the revenue-cutters were employed ‘as dispatch boats 

and for coast defense, On several occasions they encountered the enemy with 

great bravery and credit, notably in the case of the culter Surveyor, which was 

captured Þr an overwhelming force from the British frigate Narcissus, after a 

defense so desperately brave as to cause the British ca) to return to Captain 

ate his sword, with a letter bearing admiring testimony to his gallant con- 
ta 

In 1836 several revenue-cutters participated in the Seminole war and main- 
tained a high reputation for the service. 

In 1858 the steam-cutter èt Lane, commanded by Capt. John Faunce, 
United States revenue marine, served in the Paraguayan expedition, and was 
of incalculable value to the fleet. 

During the civil war the steam-cutter Harriet Lane shared in the attack on 
Hatteras Inlet, the cutter Miami in that on Sewall’s Point, while the Naugatuck 
was with the gallant Rodgers in the attack on Fort Darling by the iron-clads, and 
her captain badly injured. 

Several revenue-steamers performed valuable service in Chesapeake Bay in 
preventing the smuggling of gon a ogan from North to South, and Captain Dungun, 
of the service, was shot dead while rescuing Union refugees from the Virginia 

ore. 

Since the war the vessels of the service have performed military duty in pro- 
tecting the inhabitants of Alaska from murder and outrage by the Indians, 

It thus appears from its hist that the naval character of the revenue-cut- 
ter service has been ized from its foundation by its employment in war- 
like operations in every War in which the country has engaged, by its prescribed 
duties, by the armament of its vessels and their crews, and by uniforming and 
giving nayal rank to its officers, 

The policy of transferring the revenue-marine service to the Navy, as pro- 
posed by this act, is nota new one. In 1882, Mr. Chandler, then Secretary of 
the Navy, said in his report: 

“The revenne-cutter service affords a proper field for the employment of 
naval officers, The duty is directly in the line of their profession. They are 
fitted for it, both by training and experience; and if they could be so tmployed 
without detriment to the interests of the existing corps of officers, a great and 
permanent benefit to the Government and to the Navy would result, 

“The service of the cruising cutters is strictly naval. The duties of the of- 
ficers are not distinguishable in kind from those of naval officers. The disci- 
pline is asap far as naval discipline can be carried on outside the Navy De- 


partmen 

“The cruising cutters carry an armament of from one to four guns. The 
crew are armed with small-arms. The broadside guns are furnished by the 
Navy De nt. In time of war these vessels have always been Sead ino 
the naval service. 

“At the date of the.annual report of 1881 there were 36 vessels in the rev- 
enue marine. Deducting the 8 vessels on harbor duty and 5 sailing vessels, 
there remain 23 steamers, 15 of which are propellers of from 131 to 403 tons and 
8 are side-wheel steamers of from 201 to 499 tons, These 23 vessela, which may 
be classed as gunboats, are good vessels of their class, and must always re- 
garded asa part of the available naval force. * 

“The experience acquired by junior naval officers, if employed in the cutter 
service, in cruising on our coast and in assisting vessels in distress, would be 
of direct benefit in their profession and to the country incase of war, They 
would uire a familiarity with the coast and a knowledge of local pilotage 
that could not otherwise be obtained. They would have practice in the hand- 
ling of small vessels under dificult cireumstances. Employed at first in the 
lowest rank, they would readily acquire whatever might be new or peculiar in 
this branch of the service. 

* In the interests of economy the change suggested is desirable. While the 
Navy proper is being reduced, the Government is keeping up a revenue navy 
of 34 captains, 86 lieutenants, and 65 engineers; in all, 185 officers, Two train- 
ing schools are maintained to do the work of one, The Naval Academy at 
Annapolis is supplied with a full corps of instructors and every appliance for 
the training at all times of 335 naval cadets. At the same time, another school 
is maintained at New Bedford for the training of revenue-marine cadets, cover- 
ing the same ground, only in a limited degree, and with imperfect appliances, 
The revenue-marine cadets receive $900 a year during their service at the school. 
Recent legislation has provided that only a part of each graduating class at An- 
napolis shal! enter the Navy, while the remainder shall be given a year’s pay 
and remanded to private life. All these young men, upon whom the Govern- 
ment has bestowed a gratuitous education, are well fitted for their profession, 
from which they are thus excluded; and by opening the cruising-cutter service 
to these uates of the Naval Academy, the Government willsave, atasingle 
stroke, the whole cost of a duplicate establishment. 

“In order to harmonize all the interests involved in connecting naval officers 
with the revenue-cutter service, the administration of the two services should 
be combined under the Navy Department. Thesmall vessels employed on har- 
bor duty, which are only used to_carry inspectors of customs and asa sort of 
harbor police, should remain solely attached to the Treasury, as at present. 
The duty is not such as to require a special corps of officers, The cruising cut- 
ters should be transferred to the Navy Department; but they should be as- 
signed to duty in the various districts, as at present, upon the requisition of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and their movements may be directed for the time 
being by the collectors of customs. The present revenue-marine officers should 
become a corps in the Navy, receiving life commissions as naval officers, with 
all the rights and privil that belong to such commissions, while the vacan- 
cies gradually made at the foot of the list should be supplied by the detail of 
junior officers of the Navy of corresponding grade, for service on board the 
cutters, 

“ It is not proposed to remove the present officers of the revenue marine or 
to take away or abridge, in the slightest degree, their privileges or emoluments. 
On the contrary, they would retain all that they now enjoy, and, without re- 
examination or a new test of any kind, would receive in addition the benefits 
of a permament naval commission, Vacancies in the upper grades should con- 
tinue to be filled by promotion in the corps, and naval officers should only be 
detailed as vacancies are made at the bottom of the list. The duties of the rev- 
enue-marine officers would remain the same as they now are; and it should be 
particularly provided, in any change that might be made, that their position 
should in no way be altered, except by giving all, including the engineers, the 
same permanency of tenure now enjoyed only by naval officers, and the same 
right of being placed upon the retired-list of the Navy in case of extreme age 
or paiia rure PERA in every respect advantageous. 

“Tf itis not the policy of the Government to make appropriations for sufi- 
cient ships of war to give adequate occupation to all our naval officers, it should 
certainly make use of them in every branch of the public service for which they 
are fitted. A highly trained corps of officers, such as modern naval warfare de- 
mands, can not be created ina day. If the personnel of the Navy is to be kept 
at its present standard of quality and numbers, it must be utilized in every form 
of Government employment for which it isadapted. In this view it bardly ad- 
mits of question that revenue marine should be joined with the Navy. No 
disturbance of vested interests would be cansed by the transfer; on thecontrary, 
every provision would be made to A jour against such a disturbance. Buta new 
field would be ed for the services of officers already at the disposal of the 


Government which by their training they are in every way omen to occupy.” 


(interesting information and fg tenant concerning the revenue marine, 
prepared, by orders from the Navy Department, by Master George H. Peters.) 


1890. 


Ph ois Chandler discussed the subject again in his report for the year 1883, as 
follows: 

“The duties of the revenue marine, as officially defined, consist in cruising 
for the prevention of illicit trade, and for the enforcement of certain laws ap- 

icable to shipping, particularly those requiring the registry, enrollment, and 

nse of vessels, compelling life-saving sopranos to be kept therein, the 
name and hailing port to be affixed, and lights to be exhibited; prohibiting 
the overloading of passengers, assessing the erin rt Ng tax, and aiding in 
the quarantine service of the States. The cutters fi r assist in enforcing 
the neutrality laws, and those for the suppression of piracy, and for the protec- 
tion of the timber reserves. They are also ed upon to prevent wiul 
traffic in rum and fire-arms in Al ; to protect the seal fisheries, to suppress 
mutinies and extinguish fires on board merchant vessels, and to carry out the 
laws in aid of distressed seamen, 

“ Several of these duties, such as the enforcementof the neutrality laws,the sup- 
pression of piracy, of mutinies on board merchant vessels, and the like, the ships 
of the Navy are now cha with and actually perform in common with reve- 
nue vessels. Of the rest there is not one that is foreign to the general purpose 
and scope of the naval officer's profession. The only duty connected directly 
with the customs Ís that of the seizure of smugglers—a duty which is precisely 
similar to the naval officer's duty of searching and seizing, during war, vessels 
engaged in contraband trade. It requires a knowledge of the statutes relating 
to the subject, a knowledge not very difficult to acquire, but beyond this noth- 
ing that is outside of a naval officer's necessary training. The duties of both 
‘services are identical in their general nature, only they operate in different 
docalities. Both cruise to protect the maritime interests of the Governmentand 
to render assistance to American vi he one on the coast, the other, in 
‘addition, at sea and in foreign waters. One polices the shore, the other the 
ocean. In war both engage in naval operations. 

“The practical rere A n the character of the naval and the revenue-marine 
services lies in the fact that they are both nautical and military. That the rev- 
enue marine js a nautical service requires no proof. Itis nothing if not nauti- 
cal. That it is a military service was officially asserted by the Treasury De- 
‘partment in the report on the service for 1881, in these words: 

“<The revenue marine, while d by law with the performance of im- 
portant civil duties, is essentially military in its character. Each vessel is 
provided with great guns and furnished with as full a complement of small 
arms for its crew as any ship of war. Its officers are sh tae to be proficient 
in military drill and possess a thorough knowledge of the uses of both great 
and small arms. Its crews are required to be instructed from day to day at the 
great guns and in the use of the carbine, pistol, and cutlass. Commanding offi- 
uired, while boarding vessels arriving in ports of the United States, 
in case of the failure or refusal of any such vessel, on being hailed, to come to 
and submit to the proper inspection by an officer of the service, to fire first 
across her bows as a warning, and, in case of persistent refusal, to resort to shot 
or shell to compel obedience. In the performance of this work they are likely 
at any time to receive injuries and be subjected to the same dangers in time of 
peace as the force employed on naval vessels. 

“ * By the act of Maroh 2, 1799, it is provided that ‘the revenue-outters shall, 
whenever the President so directs, co-operate with the Navy.’ It will be ob- 
served that the co-operation of the two services prescribed in the act above 

uoted is not contingent upon a state of war or other particularly perilous con- 

itions. On the contrary, it may take place in time of peace and for pacific 
purposes, and when less hazard is involved to the two services than pertains to 
the discharge by a revenue vessel of its ordinary duties. * * * Itis difficult 
to conceive that discrimination could be made by the law between services 
subjected to equally hazardous and equally important military duties, both in 
time of peace and in time of war, * * * Objection to granting pensions for 
the revenue-marine officers and seamen has been made on the ground that 
such action would be extending this bounty to civil employés of the Govern- 
barge Y policy to which our legislative traditions, so to speak, are opposed. 
Butif in legal theory they are civil employés, are they soin fact? Are they 
less positively a part of our military force in time of war than the Army or 
Navy? Itis true revenue vessels are not to be ordered into action on purely 
military service, offensive or defensive, except the President so direct; neither 
are vessels of the Navy.’ 

“The above clear and precise statement, showing that the so-called revenue 
marine is simply a coast navy, is without doubt correct and just. Itis because 
it forms a part of Government work in which olficers andseamen are employed 
to navigate Government vessels at sea,from port to port, that it may fitly be- 
come a part of the naval establishment. It the preseritsystem of military in- 
struction is so defective thatthe officers of the revenue navy are not made naval 
officers, it would secem that some other system should be adopted to that end, 
seeing that they are ‘subjected to equally important and equally hazardous 
military duties, both in time of peace and in time of war,’ and that they are no 
less positively ‘a part of our military foree in time of war than the Army or 
Navy.’ If, on the other hand, naval officers now have too little practice in 
coast navigation,a method should be devised of giving them such practice at 
once, for there is nothing more essential than this to success in the operations 
of modern warfare, 

“The plan proposed with these objects in view included the transfer to the 
Navy Department of the cruising cutters, their officers and seamen (excepting 
the harbor boats used by the inspectors of customs, which do not require a spe- 
cial corps of officers), the organization of the officers transferred as a revenue- 
marine corps in the Navy, upon a footing precisely similar to that of the pres- 
ent naval officers, and the gradual employment of junior officers of the Navy 
in this service as vacancies occur at the bottom of the list. Such a measure 
would accomplish the desired result while protecting effectually the interests of 
the existing corps,” 

Secretary Tracy, in his report for the year 1899, says : 

“ The recommendation is made by the Board of Visitors at the Naval Academ. 
that the officers of the revenue-marine service should be taken from the grad- 
uates ofthe Academy. This suggestion is sound and timely, but does not go 
far enough. Tho extravagance of maintaining in the United States what are 
practi: y two Navies, one for ocean service and the other for coast service, sup- 
plied by two naval academies, one of which discharges half of its pupils at 
Seer d has at different times been pointed out, and nowhere more forcibly 

in the reports of the Secretary of the Navy for 1832 and 1883 (which have 
just been quoted), 

“ The Department therefore strongly recommends aconsolidation of the coast- 
goara navy and the ocean navy. Itis believed that no practical difficulties lie 

n the way of its accomplishment. The present revenue marine, composed of 
some two hundred officers, should be taken bodily into the naval service and 
organized as a separate corps, to be known as the revenue marine corps of the 
Navy, subject in all respects to the laws and entitled to all the privileges which 
attach to the naval commission. 

“The interests of the existing reyenue marine officers being thus carefully 

ed,their employment and emoluments will continue as at the present time. 
‘As vacancies occur at the foot of the list they should be filled, not by special ap- 
ee but by the temporary detail of junior naval officers, dimin- 
j ng the number of cadets discharged each year from the grad class at 
the Academy. As the numbers of the revenue marine corps decrease, num- 
ber of junior officer of the Navy employed on the duty would increase, uftil, in 
the course of time, the corps would pass away by the operation of natural causes, 
such as retirement, death, and resignation, 
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“As to employment, the officers of the revenue-marine corps, as long as it 
and those of the Navy supplying the places made vacant in the corps, 
woi perform the duties now incident to the revenue marine. The harbor 
boats now used by the inspectors of customs, which do not require a special 
corps of omas uld remain, as at present, exclusively under the customs 
service, as the light-house tenders are under the LightHouse Board. = The 
cruising cutters, however, should be officered and manned by a force fully in- 
corporated in the naval organization. 

“The duties of the (beget Berge revenue marine are identical in general char- 
acter, and differ only in r administrative objects. One polices the oocan, 
the other the coast. The seizure of sm lers, the only duty of the revenue 
marine that has direct relation with the collection of customs, is precisely simi- 
lar to the duty of naval officers in seizing vessels engaged in contraband trade 
in time of war. Other duties of the revenue marine, such as the enforcement 
of the neutrality laws and the suppression of piracy and of mutiniesin merchant 
vessels, are now actually im on and performed by the Navy in common 
with the sister service. 

“ The rescue of distressed vessels and seamen on our coast is as much the duty 
of naval as of revenue officers, and the only reason why the former do not per- 
form it is because they are not on the coast or have no suitable vessels for the 
service. For the other miscellaneous duties of the revenue marine, such as 
the enforcement of the laws applicable to shipping, the prevention of unlawful 
traffic in fire-arms in A’ and the protection of the seal fisheries in Behri 
Sea, naval officersare perfectly well fitted. Finally,ia time of war both law an 
custom sanction the employment of the revenue marine in naval operations. 

“The practical identity of the services lies in the fact that both are nautical 
and both are military. ‘There is absolutely no reason for a distinetion between 
them, and a consolidation wouid inure equally to the savan tage of both; and 
it is believed that the officers of both services would regard the change with 
favor. Therevenue marine would be placed on a substantial footing, abso- 
lutely the same as that of naval officers, and could not fail to find satisfaction 
in being connected with the past traditions and future development of the Navy. 


The junior naval officers, who would gradually obtain employment in the eut- , 


ters, would find the service of great practical benefit, and the knowledge they 
would thus obtain of the pilotage of our own coasts and harbors wonld be an 
overwhelming advan to the Government during their whole professional 
career. Fi y. in the interests of a sound economy, the consolidation must 
sooner or later take place, and the sooner it comes the better it will be for the 
country, for the Navy, and for the revenue marine.” 

The purpose of the present bill is to embody the policy recommended by Sec- 
retaries Tracy and Chandler, and it will be seen from the following letters that 
this bill a the oo eho notonly of the Navy Department, butof the Treasury 

ent as s 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 4, 1890. 
My Dean Sw: I have the honor to return herewith the copy of House bil 
450 transmitted to me with your letter of the 2d instant. 

In reply to your ee Nev that I should make any observations or suggestions 
occurring to me in reference to this bill, I have to say that, having given ita 
eareful and detailed examination, I have no alteration to suggest, and heartily 
approve of it and would recommend its passage, not only in the interest of the 
two services concerned, but also in that of the Government generally. 

In this connection I beg to inclose a copy of my annual report and ask your 
Aroan to the portion marked, which deals directly with the subject of this 


Very respectfully, 


Hon, CAARLES S. BAKER, - 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, House of Representatives. 


B. F. TRACY, Seerelary of the Navy. 


TREASURY DEPFARTMEXT, January, 9, 1890, 
Sim: I have ully to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2d 
instant, transm' for my examination and views House bill 450, providing 
for the transfer of the revenue-cutter service from the Treasury Department to 
the Navy Department, and in reply have the honor to state that I have exam- 
ined the bill with the view to the interests of the Government and the officers 
concerned, and that it meets with my approval. 
The bill is herewith returned as requested, 
y, yours, 
5 W. WINDOM, Secretary. 
Hon. CHARLES 8. BAKER, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, House of Représentatives, 


This bill is also stro: x Pre er by the officers of the revenne-marine service, 
as WALES seen by the following petition and the statement of reasons accom- 
panyingit: 


Hon. Wrurtam Wispow, Secrelary of the Treasury : 
Sm: We, the undersigned, commissioned officers of the United States reve- 
nue marine, represent for many years efforts have been made before Con- 
always with approval of the honorable Secretary of the Treasury for the 
me being, looking to the promotion of the interesis of our service; that of the 
numerous appeals made, whe! through bills presented to Con or upon 
the recommendations by your honorable predecessors, not one has been suc- 


We now appear before you as petitioners earnestly invoking your aid to ob- 
tain,through the national legislature, the relief we seek from the injurious distino- 
tions which exist between the revenue marine and kindred branches of the publie 
service. To end we have the honor to submit what follows as setting forth 
some of the most glaring and undeniable facts bearing upon the disadvantages 
under which we labor. 

While ý of our duties (mainly those which pertain to the customsservice) 
are characteristic ofthe civil establishment, our organization,training, discipline, 
naval rank (conferred by law), the equipment and armament of our vessels, 
all are military, Thus, while allied to both the civil and military services of 
the Government and constantly discharging functions common to both, we are 
upon an equal footing with neither. 

The hours of duty or labor required of the civil employé of the Government 
are fixed by law, are com ively few, and confined todaylight, usually from 
9a.m.to4p.m. He is subjected to no sudden or unusual calls which demand 
of him an exhibition of manly fortitude or courageous effort, and never to risk 
his life to save others; no life or property is ever in Jeopardy for the loss of 
which he can be held, even remotely, responsible; when his office hoursend his 
work is done, and the rest of the day is his in which to do what he will; over- 
taken by sickness his pay goes.on and no reduction is made; he isgiven by law 
thirty days’ leave of absence each year, without forfeiture of salary; he can 
choose his own home and secure its privacy ; here he can her about him his 
household gods and enjoy the congenial e of friends of his choice, live 
in accord with his tastes and within his means; he has but the one home tor 


maintain, and, by being constantly at its fireside, can peene such economy 

of his means as will secure him against privations in his declining 

cS no more of the vicissitudes of life than the ordinary salaried man 
because his income is assured; should sickness or 


years; he 
of so much, 


Maron 17, 


death invade his home he is always within call; he can devote his leisure to 


guch interests and occupations as taste and inclination may di thus grati- 
fying desires which render life most endurable, while not a few instances can 
be cited wherein the incumbents of public office thus circumstanced have been 
enabled by the leisure afforded them after office hours to qualify themselves for 
the practice of the law, medicine, and other professions; in short, the choice is 
left to him whether he will be a drone in the hive or become a useful citizen, 
fitted to cope with his fellow-men in any or all the avenues of life. 

On the other hand, the officer of the revenue ne has no settled home or 
habitation; he is, by force of circumstances, a nomad; he has two separate and 
distinct establishments to maintain: his own temporary resting place on ship- 
board and the equally transitory lodgings of his wife and family on shore; he 
is confined to cramped and inconvenient quarters, in which, for the most part 
decent privacy is denied him; he inhabits, with half a dozen others, a room 10 
feet by 18 feet; here he must eat, E perform his ablutions, receive and en- 
tertain his friends, and break his daily bread with the congenial and uncon- 

nial alike; his sleeping berth is barely enoygh to contain his person ; 

comforts are such as he can catch as his life wears on; his hours of duty em- 
brace the night as well as the day, and cover the whole twenty-four; he is bur- 
dened with the responsibility of many lives, as well as with the care incident 
to the safety of the property confided to his skill and courage; he must brave 
the terrors of Arctic seas and face the rigors of the terrible ters of our north- 
ern seaboards; he must expose himself to the malaria of our Southern harbors 
and to the yellow fever in the Mexican Gulf; he must cheerfully leap from his 
at midnight to obey, often half-clad, amid storm and tempest, the sum- 
mons to save life and property. 

Amid all discomiiting and p PE circumstances, in the faithful execu- 
tion of his duty, his voice must be heard above the tumult and din cheerily en- 
couraging his subordinates and giving to them the example of a leader for their 
emulation. Stricken ill, in the line of duty, he is rewarded for his abnegation 
of self by having his already slender pay cut down, and this at the very time 
he most needs it; and so, absent from wife and children, home and friends, he 
fares as best he may; if he visits his wife and children after long absence, “on 
leave,” he must pay for the privilege by having his pay redu for the dura- 
tion of the leave, be the same one day or thirty; placed on * babar pi orders,” 
whether to satisfy an exigency of the service or other, he must quietly submit, 
have his pa: uced, and defray his own expenses out of what is left to his 
post-office address, 

The naval officer receives larger pay in the same rank and holds higher rank 
for the same service; his ordinary duties are less constant, less arduous, and less 
dangerous; his is a deep-sea service; ours a coasting service, whith is the most 
hazardous and trying known to the sea-farer. His pay is not cutdown when 
sick, and he is entitled to thirty days' leave each year with full pay; if placed 
on ‘waiting orders” he is furnished transportation to his place of residence; 
he has constantly before hiin the incentive of higher rank; but, without that, 
his salary increases with length of service; wronged, he can appeal to a court 
of his peers, and no harm can come to him save through the sentence of such a 
court; if he loses his life in service, his widow becomes a ward of the nation; 
when rendered unfit to discha: the functions of his commission, by reason of 
the infirmities of age or other disability, he is retired upon a pecans and 
can spend his declining years in honor and comfort, earned by a life’s devotion 
to duty. Every right and privilege enjoyed by the naval officer is carefully 
vested and guarded by law. 

The officer of the revenue marine has none, can claim none of these things, 
and yet there is not a single valid reason that has ever been or can be advanced 
as ment for granting them to officers of the Sn Navy, and Marine Corps 
which does not apply with equal force in behalf of the revenue-marine officer. 
He discharges the multifarious, often delicate and always onerous, trusts im- 
posed upon him, anega oi no expectation of honors, incited by no epa of 
other reward than a consciousness of duty performed. He has not a single 
vested right by virtue of the commission he holds. There is not a line in the 
statutes which guaranties to him a fair and impartial trial by his peers, that he 
may escape oppression and injustice. Neither is there a word in the law that 
places him upon an equal or fair footing with his brother sea-farer of the Navy 
as to rank, compensation, rights, or privileges, and yet the duties and life of the 
one are strangely in consonance with the other, any existing differences being 
entirely favorable to the naval officer, 

Thus we have endeavored to ay a before you as briefl 
salient reasons which actuate us 
e 


which we are bacon A entitled by virtue of our commissions and th 
which we are emplo: 


oy pokes 
that grea 
enacted into law. 


We respectfully submit that under the ponos of this eminent! 
can result 


the pua ng measure; the foree, now at the dis 

would be au; nted, while your control of its operations would remain 
unimpaired, thus insuring the continued performance without friction of the 
duties now imposed upon the reyenue marine; the transfer sought would re- 
lieve your Department of the innumerable and vexatious details of a technical 
service, numbering 200 officers, 1,000 men, and a fleet of 40 vessels, while it would 
Son to obey, as now and heretofore, your mandates and the behests of 

aw, 

We who ask your fayorable consideration, Mr. Secretary, of the measure 
submitted constitute a large majority ot the officers of the service whose des- 
pose Ses affected by it, and we do most earnestly commend to you the assuredly 
undeniable fact that we, of all men, must hold most dear to our hearts and un- 
derstandings the interests of the service in which we have the honor to hold 
commissions. We have won our present positions upon the lists, step by step, 
from the lowest grades known to the service; many of us have spent our lives 
from youth to manhood, and grown gray under the flag which our vessels wear, 
and we earnestly contend that, as compared with the Army, Navy, and Marine 
Corps, whose peers we are, the reyenue marine is the poorest paid, least pro- 
vided for, and hardest worked organization of commissioned officers in the serv- 
ice of the nation. í 

Notwithstanding the withering disadvantages under which our service has 
always labored, we point with just pe to its record for efficiency and devotion 
to duty, whether it be amid the ice floes of Arctic seas, the winter tempests upon 
the rock-bound coast of New England, or in the fever-infected ports of our 
coasts bordering the Gulf of Mexico. From the performance of the arduousand 
exacting duties of the revenue marine for almost a century to the establishment 
and span repeats of our great Life-Saving Service, which is without a peer on 
this globe, in which our officers have taken an active and conspicuous part, the 
record is unblemished and fairly incomparable. 

In conclusion, sir, we of you to take into consideration all these matters, 
and we ask most respectfully but most earnestly that you will lend us yourpow- 
erful aid in our struggle for that recognition which so long has been withheld ; 
and we entreat you to declare, when youcome to give answer to the question 


mit, if we are not entitled to the practical ition of our serv- 

ices, the tangible reward inne Sg se Oeics 

We have the honor to be, your obedient servants, 

John Faunce, captain, U. S. R. M.; Thomas S. Smyth, first lieutenan: 
U.S. R. M.; iel F. Kelley, chief engineer, U.S. R. M.; Al 
Hoyt, first assistant engineer; E. F. Hedden, second assistant en- 

neer; C. F. Shoemaker, first lieutenant; G. L, Carden, third 


eutenant. 
Third Lieut. W. V. E. Jacobs, Third Lieut. P. H. Brereton, Asst. En- 
pacer H. C, Whitworth, First Lieut. Thomas Mason, Capt. J. M. 
oore, Second Lieut. D. P. Foley, Third Lieut, J. E. Reinburg, 
Chief Engineer A. H. Marrison, Asst. Engineer O. U. Turner, 
Capt. E. Deane, First Lieut. W. H. Roberts, Second Lieut. 
George Delap, Third Lieut, F. G. Dodge, Chief Engineer Eugene 
Vallat, Asst, Engineer Eugene Vallet, jr., Caj A, Henriques, 
Firat Lieut. George H. Gooding, Second Lieut, F. G. F. Wads: 
worth, Third Lieut. L. L. Robinson,Chief Engineer G.C. Dreamer, 
Second Asst. Engineer A. J. Howison, First Lieut. Wm, J. Herring, 
Chief Engineer D. O, Chester, First Asst. Engineer S, H. M y 
Second Lieut. F, M. Dunwoody, Third Lieut. J. B. Hull, First 
Tent Ropar? Barstow, First Lieut. W. H, Hand, Third Lieut. 
Second Asst. Engineer Willits Pedrick, First Asst, Engineer W, J. 
L. M. Keene, First Lieut, S. E. Magu 


5 ber, First Asst. Engineer F, B. Ran- 

dall, Capt, Erick Gabrielsen chief Engineer J. J. Roberts, Capt. 

W. $. Simmons, Capt. J. ©. Mitchell, Chief Engineer S, T. Tay- 

lor, Lieut. P. W. Thompson, First Asst, Engineer E, G. Schwartz, 

First Asst, Engineer C. F. Dyce, Chief Engineer M. D. L. Dins- 

more, Capt. Frank Barr, Second Lieut. C. C. Fengar, First Lieut. 

G.E. MeConnell, Second Asst. Engineer H. L. Boyd, First Lieut. 

J. M. Simms, Second Lieut. W. E. Reynolds, Third Lieut. B. L. 

Reed, Chief Engineer F., H. Pulsifer, Chief Engineer J. A. Sev- 

ern, Second Asst. Engineer F. A. Jack, 

First Lieut. T. D. Walker, Chief Engineer J, W. Collins, Capt. H. J. 
Blake, First Lieut. J. B. Butt, Second Lieut, A. Y. Lowe, Third 
Lieut, F.L. Smith, First Asst. Engineer J, B. Brown. Cops. ALA. 
Fengar, First Lieut. S. A. Hall, Second Lieut. W. 8, Howland, 
Third Lieut. E. P. Bertholf, Chief Engineer G. M. Sonon gg 
ond Asst. Engineer Alex. Dennett, Second Asst, Engineer R, W. 
Champlain, Capt. J. G. Baker, Lieut, W.O. DeHart, Lieut. W. H. 
Cushing, Lieut. J. H. Brown, Chief Engineer ©. H. Ball, Asst. 
Engineer D. T. Cross, Lieut. H. D. Smith, First Lieut, J. H. rs, 
First Lieut. J. Brann, Asst. Engineer J. Fitzpatrick, ‘Third 
R.O. Crisp, Second Lieut. J. H. Little, First Lieut. George E. 
Thurston, Second Lieut, R. M. Clark, Lieut, John Morrissey. 

First Lieut. J. W. Howiston, Second Lieut. 8. Howard, Third Lieut. 
J. Quinan, Chief Engineer G. T. Tupper, Second Asst. Engineer 
W. C. Meyers, Second Asst. Engineer H, O. Slayton, First Lieut, 
B. W. Loring, Second Lieut. C. H. McLellan, First Lieut, J. E. 
Thurston, Second Lieut. J. N. Rhoades, First. Lieut, W. S. Bald- 
win, Third Lieut. J. M. Moore, Second Lieut, C. H. Foote, Seo- 
ond Lieut. H. Emery, Chief Engineer J. R. Dally, Second Asst, 
Engineer J. M. O'Donovan. Capt. David Evans, First Lieut. 
Geo Walden, Second Asst, Engineer William Robinson, Sec- 
ond Lieut. John Wyckoff, Chief Engineer M. T, Chevers, Third 
Lieut. P, H, Uberroth, First Lieut. A. D. Littlefield, Second Asst. 

Engineer J. I. Brereton, Second Asst. Engineer J. H. Chalker, 
Th Lieut. C. B. Fengar, Capt. J. A, Slamm, Second Lieut, J. 
L. Davis, Asst. Engineer C. F. Nash, Lieut. J. C. Cantwell, Lieu- 
tenant Ainsworth, 

Chief Engineer Jeffr 


Capt. John Mo- 
Asst. Engineer H, O, Barrows, Capt. J. W. Cong- 
ieut, eee Brian, 


Bowen, First Lieut. W.F. algore, First Asst. Engineer W. H. 
Warren, First Asst. Engineer D. McC, French, Second Asst, En- 
puer Phillip ey Kant, D. B. Hodgsdon, First Lieut. W. D. 
t. 0. D, oh , Lieut. K. W. Perry, Chief age (Seog 
S, Keogh, Engineer Butler, Capt. R. Glover, Lieut, O. S. Willey, 
Lieut, H. M. Broadbent, Chief Engineer J. T. Wayson, Asst. 
Engineer M, G, Marsilliot. 
Engineer H. C. Henshaw, Capt. L. G. Shepard, Lieut. Francis Tuttle, 
Lieut. J. C. Moore, Lieut. H. B. West, Lieut. F. H. Dimock, En- 
gineer J. A. Doyle, Engineer W. F. Blakemore, Engineer J. B. 
Coyle, Capt. W. C. Coulson, Lieut, E. C. Chaytor, Lieut. G. A. 
Starkweather, Lieut. 5, M. Crossley, Chief Engineer J. M. Case, 
Asst, Engineer ©. W. Beckwith, Asst. Engineer H. W. Spear, 
Lieut. Oscar E. Hamlet, First Asst, Engineer James T. Keleher, 
Second Lieut. J. F. Wild, Capt. M. A. Healy, First Lieut. Albert 
Buhner, Third Lieut. D. H. Jarvis, Lieut. A. J. Henderson, Chief 
Engineer Horace Hassel, Asst. Engineer Charles W, Monroe, 
Asst, Engineer Nath. E, Cutchin, First Lieut, W. A. Failing, Capt. 
S M. Scammon, Asst. Engineer E, J. Noonav, Capt. Frederick 
unger, 
“New York Crry, November 26, 1889. 
“Supplementary reasons to the petition to the honorable Secretary of the Treasury for 
the consolidation of the revenue marine with the regular Navy, pallet the renee 
provisions of House bill —. 


“ Having stated in the body of our petition such reasons as apply to the rev- 
enue officers individually, we to call your attention to the following, in 
which are set forth those which affect the policy of the Government: 

“First. Because the naval establishment should embrace and consist of all 
armed yessels of the Government which are officered by duly commissioned of- 
ficers and manned by duly enlisted men. 

= nd. Because the consolidation, in the manner provided and by the 
terms of this bill, would be strictly in accord with the character of its organi- 
zation in 1790, the leading features of which were to bestow military rank 
upon the officers, and to place the vi armaments, and mos! goes upon the 
same footing as that in vogue in the regular naval establishment, 

“Third. Because the revenue marine is essentially military in character—a 
fact ized by its employment in all military operations in this country in 
times of war; its prescribed duties; the giving of military rank to its officers ; 
the arming of its vessels, and the drill and discipline of the crews, 

“Fourth, Because the manifest desire of the people that the naval establish- 
ment of the United States should be commensurate with the power and dignity 
of the nation, there is no apparent way in which this establ ent can be in- 
creased with such little expense and, at the same time, with such great advan+ 
tage to the public service as by the proposed consolidation. 
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“Fifth. Because by the provisions of this bill the force now at the command 
of the Treasury Department for the protection of the reyenue interest of this 


oer would be greatly increased, while, at the same time, the control and 
authority now vested in the honorable Secretary of the Treasury would in no 
wise be curtailed, 

“Sixth, Because Con while conferring upon the officers of the revenue 
marine rank relative with the Navy and while constantly treating the revenue 
marine as a part of the regular naval establishment of the country, have as con- 
pyran d atest oo the officers of this auxiliary corps the benefits appertaining 
to the regu’ avy. 

“Seventh. Because the consolidation of the revenue marine with the regular 
naval service would in no wise conflict with the principles of economical ad- 
ministration. 

fe hth. Because by the provisions of the proposed bill, naval cadets now 
re) to civil life from the Naval Academy, because of no vacancies in the 
Navy, would have their services accepted, and in consequence make some re- 
turn to the Government for the expensive education bestowed upon them. At 
the same time the auxiliary naval school for the instruction of revenue-marine 
ost would be abolished, thereby saving to the Government some $50,000 an- 


nually. 

"Ninth. Because, by the consolidation of the revenue marine with the regular 
Say the naval establishment would be rendered more compact and stron 
and in every way be able to perform more efficiently the duties now im 
upon each service individually. The value of this unity of action in the event of 
war would be inestimable. 

“Tenth, Because it would give the young officers of the Navy, by virtue of 
the constant and active service, often hazardous in the extreme, oppor- 
tunity to acquire habits of command, readiness of resource, to become accus- 
tomed to responsibility and self-reliance while still active and adventurous, 

“Eleventh. Because there would be established at once a practical schoo), in 
which young officers of the Navy would have afforded them excellent oppor 
nities to learn the pilotage of our coast; boat duty under dangerous and diffi- 
cult circumstances; handling vessels in crowded water; rescuing vesselsashore; 
getting lines to and towing vessels in heavy weather; taking care of and man- 
aging small vessels in gales along the coast; having, in fact, to perform various 
duties with small means and appliances; in this and many other ways prepar- 
ing them for the high commands and responsibilities which await them. 

Twelfth. Because it will bring the officers of the whole naval service more 

and more closely in contact with the business communities of the country, 

and thus enable them to better appreciate and understand the needs of com- 
merce and its requirements, of which they are the guardians, 

“Thirteenth. Because, by virtue of the vessels, equipment, material, etc., of 
the revenue marine mage pos upon a footing compatible with modern nayal re- 
quirements, by reason of this consolidation, the country would have in time of 
war a fleet of fast vessels, well armed, light in draught, highly efficient in s; à 
powerfully armed, and most eminently capable of performing the various duties 
of to! o-boat-catchers, ary yarn’ vessels, scouts for the heavy fleets, keeping 
open lines of supplies. patrolling coast, rivers, and harbors, forming at all times 
one of the most powerful adjuncts to the oorayan naval force, 

“Fourteenth. use the consolidation with the Navy would relieve the Hon. 
Secretary of the Treasury of detail duties regarding the personnel and matériel 
of the service for which he has neither the time nor the technical knowledge 
to direct in person, and which in consequence demands a separate department 
for the managment instead of coming under one individual naval head, 

“Fifteenth. Because, there beingat present no provision made for superannu- 
ated and disabled revenue-marine officers, the active-list is burdened by alarge 
numberof old and faithful servants of the people, who, instead of being retired, 
prevent the promotion of young and active men. 

“Sixteenth. Because, while benefiting the interest of the public service, the 
consolidation would incidentally do justice to a body of public servants whose 
high standard of efficiency, devotion toduty, professional attainments, and per- 
sonal character deserve at least a status of equality with brother officers in a 
contiguous service. 

“Seventeenth, Because the consolidation in the manner provided for in the 

roposed bill, while greatly adding to the strength of the Navy, does not vio- 
Tenby disturb existing institutions or methods and will produce no friction in 
present operations. 

* Finally, it has been considered possible that the proposed consolidation 
would cripple the Treasury Department in the execution of the laws now com- 
mitted to the revenue marine for enforcement. A careful consideration of the 
peormers of the proposed measure will dispel this notion and prove its soph- 

try. A sufficient answer to this suggestion is plainly in the measure itself, but 
experience has demonstrated that officers of the Army and Navy have always 
rendered as efficient service while under the orders of civil departments as 
while serving under their own departments. Officers ofthe Army are constantly 
on duty in the Light-House Service, which is a branch of the Treasury; so also 
are naval officers, from whose number are detailed the inspectors of districts, 
and who with our Army officers compose the Light-House Board, of which the 
Secretary of the pigar Boe ex officio president, Officers of the Navy and naval 
seamen perform the work of the Coast Survey under a bureau chief of the ciyil 
service, who is under the orders of the Secretary of the Treasury,” 

Your committee has been presented also with copies or originals of resolu- 
tions passed by the following bodies recommending the transfer of the revenue 
marine to the Navy, which indicates the opinion of those most interested inthe 
conduct and welfare of the revenue-marine service: 

The Chamber of Commerce, Norfolk, Va. 

The Board of Trade, Fernandina, Fla. 

The Boston (Mass.) Executive Business Association. 

The Cotton Exchange, Savannah, Ga. 

The Board of Trade, Wilmington, Del. 

The Board of Trade, Brunswick, Ga. 

The Board of Trade, Jacksonville, Fla. 

Petition of the mayor, aldermen, councilmen, and business men of New Bed- 
ford, Mass. 

The Board of Trade, Erie, Pa. 


Trade of Beaufort and Port Royal, S. ©. 

The Board of Trade, New Bedford, 4 

The Vessel-Owners and Captains’ National Association of Boston, Mass, 
The Chamber of Commerce, Boston, Mass. 

The Board of Visitorsto the Naval Academy. 

The Board of Trade, Savannah, Ga. 


The Merchants’ Exchange, Buffalo, N, Y. 

The Board of Trade, New London, Conn. 

In conclusion your committee will say that the proposed transfer will result 
the following estimate 


in a large saving to the Government, as will be seen 


(Appendix A), and they therefore believe that on every ground of efficiency and 
economy the bill should pass. 
APPENDIX A, 


Estimated expenses now incurred in conducting the revenue marine which would be 
cut off by transferring it to the Navy. 


Cost of maintaining revenue school-ship Chase.... „s. $32,000 
Interest on her cost z 900 
tra and unnecessary force in office at New York: 
Naval constructor........ posi 1,800 
Consulting engineer. 1,800 
Clerk at $1,800 per annum.. 1,800 
Clerk at supo annum..... 1, 200 
Clerk to cor ting engineer, $900 per annum. 900 
Store-keeper........cce...sccsncgesses cnevee 1,500 
Rent of 1,000 
Commutation of quarters for super’ ndent of constru 
POY as TER EEI AT E AE EAR S SNAS anne sestosssopiso oseese 480 
Traveling expenses and hotel bills for same (estimated). 1,000 
reenn in salary of chief of revenue-marine division 3.00 
Two clerks at $1,600 per annum 3,200 
One clerk at $1,400 per annum 1,400 
One clerk at $1,200 per annum 1,200 
One clerk at $1,000 per annum 1,000 
One clerk at $900 per annum... 900 
Reduction on account of repairs, one-fourth 35, 000 
Commutation of quarters .. oben od) 5,000 
Contingent expenses. SKOET T 
Lessan average of 15 ustes dismissed yearly from Annapolis for lack 
of vacancies in the Navy, educated at an average cost of $10,500........... 157,500 
One year's pay to same on dismissal, $950............ sesers cccceseseees EEEN . 18,250 
Total annual saving first three years....,. ss. avi psassddgetobenberd odeskdopbeess 260, 430 


Increase of expense by pay to transferred officers. 


Rank, 


Captain srasni 
First lieutenants... 
Second lieutenants .. 
Third lieutenants.. 
Chief engineers........... 
First ass nt engineers ... 
Second assistant engineers .. 


BEERRRS 


TOUBLIOTORRG oa Stis sn spearcnsctasnore sevece'avapee 
Total saving first three years, per annum.. 


Net annual saving first three years ........ 


‘After three years— 
By average of six graduates from Annapolis for whom vacancies will be 

made annually by the transfer at ETET, e an PE KORRARI APET RSN 000 
By one year’s pay to same on dismissal, heretofore $959 per annum. 5,700 
Other items as above ......... at ent eH P AA NOTE AOE phoees! 99,780 


Total saving after first turee years per annum.... 
Total increase per annum........0..--...00 scree maokeessysdehcues 


Net annual saving after first three years............. srvcereseeeseveee 46,880 


Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, before the question is taken I ask 
unanimous consent to offer an amendment which I believe is generally 
approved. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding to section 3 the following: ‘‘ But the pilots now employed 
upon any of the vessels transferred to the Navy by this act shall be retained in 
their present positions at the same pay and emoluments that they now receive, 
unless removed for cause,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The question is upon the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill as amended. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand a second. 

Mr. BLOUNT and Mr, LODGE were appointed to act as tellers, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—ayes 
102, noes not counted, and no further count demanded. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now open for debate. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts has the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not care to detain the House with debate unless 
there is some opposition to the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will explain the bill. I made 
objection simply because the bill is a long one and I did not catch its 
full import from the reading. ; 

Mr. LODGE, Then I will make a brief explanation of the bill. It 
poro to transfer the revenue-marineservice from the Treasury to the 

avy Department. The revenue-marine service is especially a naval 
service, and has always been kept under military discipline and ready 
for use in time of war. Itis believed that it will be for the advantage 
of both branches of the Government that this essentially naval service 
shall be consolidated with the other branches of naval service of the 
Government, Under the bill the transferred officers are placed in the 
naval service, but the Revenue Marine School at New Bedford, where 
officers are now educated for this service, is abolished, and as the trans- 
ferred officers disappear from the list, either by retirement or by death, 
their places will be taken by the regular officers of the Navy. This 
will open up the way to employing fifteen more graduates annually 
from Annapolis, who now, after the Government has paid for their edu- 
cation, are turned back into private life because there is nothing for 
them todo. The revenueservice will also offer to the naval officers of the 


` 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 17, 


United States a constant and exacting sea-service, which is the most 
desirable practice for naval officers. As gentlemen will see, if they 
will turn to the last page of the report, this measure is a saving of 
money to the Government, estimated at $138,000. The bill has the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, from whose Department the 
service is taken; it has the approval of the Secretary of the Navy, to 
whose Department the service is transferred. It is approved by the 
officers of the Navy; it is asked forby the officers of the revenue-marine 
` service. It has been petitioned for by the boards of trade and cham- 
bers of commerce in almost every large seaport town, I think, of the 
United States, a list of the towns being given at the end of the report. 
It has also been asked for by the Legislatures of Massachusetts and New 
Jersey, and possibly some other States. 

The committee is unanimous in support of the bill, having given it 
very careful consideration and believing, not only that no interest will 
be injured, but that the Government service will be greatly improved 

_ by the change. 

The officers assigned to revenue duty by the Secretary of the Navy 
under this bill will of course be subject to the approval of the Secretary 
of the ; but the effect of the measure briefly stated will be to 
consolidate the whole naval service of the United States under one head, 

- to havea bodyof ships of lightdraught, but which can be made formida- 

ble by speed and equipment as vessels of war, continually on our coast 

- ready for service at a moment's notice. This measure will make the 
whole naval service of the United States more manageable, more easily 
handled, while the Treasury Department believes that it will in no 
way affect the proper collection of the revenue. The committee has 
heard no objection to the billin any quarter; but if there are any ques- 
tions which any member desires to ask it will give me a great deal of 
Pleasure to reply to them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. As have had no opportunity to examine the bill, 
but gain my information about it only from the reading at the Clerk’s 
desk, I wish to know whether the number of officers in the Navy is to 
be increased by the number of officers in the marine service. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Of course that is the immediate effect; but what I 
wish to know is whether, under the operation of this bill, it is proposed 
finally to perform the duties of the naval service and the revenue-cut- 
ter service with the number of naval officers now provided for by law? 

Mr. LODGE. Asthe gentleman isaware, the revenue-marine service 
is now supplied from a revenue-marine school at New Bedford, Mass. ; 
and of course there must be officers to perform duty at that school. 
The school is by this bii! abolished; and we take just so many more 
cadets from Annapolis yearinto the navalservice. I think about 
fifteen is the number that will be added this year. Of eourse as the 
transferred officers disappear the naval officers will perform entirely 
the duties of the revenue service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then will not this follow, that these revenue of- 
ficers, when they become naval officers, will have the same allowances 

ag to sea pay, shore pay, furlough pay, ete., that are now received by 
naval officers? 


Mr. LODGE. You mean these graduates? Certainly they will. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I mean the officers now transferred. 

Mr. LODGE. They will have rank in the Navy up to the grade of 
lieutenant-commander, beyond which they can not be promoted; and 
the engineers are also limited in respect to promotion. But on their 

, transfer these officers will receive an advance in pay over what they 
now get. They have now certain relative naval rank. They will, I 
understand, get the pay of that as actual rank, constituting an advance 
in pay both in retirement and while on the naval list. Thefiguresare 
given at the end of the report. 

Mr. MILLS. The measure is 2 good one, and ought to have been 
adopted some time ago. 

Mr.COVERT. Isitnot truein point of fact that underexisting condi- 
tions a certain number of every graduating class at the Naval Academy 
are relegated for the time being to their homes, the Government having 
no place for them to do duty? 

Mr. LODGE. That is practically true. A certain proportion of the 
TEAOR O E ety athe aerials E o 
after the Government expended large sums of money on their edu- 
cation, because the Government has no employment for them. 

Mr. COVERT. And this bill if passed will utilize such graduatesin 

~ the revenue service? 

Mr. LODGE. The bill will utilize some of those men by substitut- 
ing them for revenue-marine cadets. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to ask my friend—per Tought to know— 
whether there is a retired-list now for officers of the revenue marine? 

Mr. LODGE. I understand they have retired pay. 

Mr. CANNON. How long since? 

Mr. LODGE. That I can not say. 

Mr. CANNON, And will it be same under this bill? 

Mr. LODGE. No; they will get an advance both of active and re- 

tr, CANN 7 

Mr. ON. What is their retired pay as compared with the re- 

tired pay of naval officers ? 
Mr. LODGE. That I can not say. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. The officers of the revenue marine receive no re- 
tired pay now. 

Mr. LODGE. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BoUTELLE] informs 
me that I am mistaken; that officers of the revenue marine receive now 
no retired pay. $ 

Mr. CANNON. Isnot that ‘the milk in the cocoanut” after all? 
Here is this service under the Treasury Department, and for this list of 
officers there is no retired pay. I recollected in a general way that 
some years ago there was 2 bill pending to provide a retired-list for these 
officers, I did not recollect whether it became alawornot. But now 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] states that these officers 
have no retired pay. Ido not know whether I am ready to vote for 
this bill or not, without knowing how many of these revenue-marine 
officers there are and what their present pay is. 

Mr. LODGE. The number of officers is given in the report. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Allow me to suggest to the gentleman from Mli- 
nois [Mr. CAnNon] that this is not a measure which bas been formu- 
lated, or presented, or promoted solely on behalf of the revenue marine, 
This proposition originated with the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. 
Chandler, some years ago, being based on the idea that all branches 
of the Government service which carry out their functions upon the 
water, that all the ships, all the ship-building, all the vessel serv- 
ice of the Government, should be under one Department. And as we 
had more or Iess naval officers who could not be constantly kept. in 
active service on account ef lack of vessels, it was urged that we could 
utilize that portion of our naval officers not detailed for other active 
duties in conducting the revenue-marine service, as they are now inthe 
Light-HouseServiceand in the Coast Survey. At first the Treasury De- 
partment was inelined to oppose this transfer, but latterly a change 
has come over the Treasury officials and the bill has come to us with 
entire unanimity of approval from the Navy and Treasury Departments. 

Now, while it is true that this bill makes the revenue-marine offi- 
cers eligible to the retired-list, to which they were not eligible before, 
it does not make a permanent addition to the retired-list, because, so 
soon as these revenue officers have passed away, their places are to be 
filled by officers of the Navy, who would be entitled to the 
benefits of the retired-list without regard to this transfer. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman has told us that only one-third of 
the naval officers are engaged at sea. The reyenue-marine officers are 
employed all the time. Then you propose to substitute a class which 
not only increases the number of employés, but vou also substitute 


| for these revenue-marine officers naval officers with that difference. 


You therefore necessarily increase not only the number of officers —— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This bill does not necessarily increase the num- 
ber of graduates from the Naval Aeademy. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand it proposes to utilize officers, when 
graduated, by appointing them to this service instead of turning them 
out into civil life. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It will not utilize more unless at the time being 
all the officers who have been graduated under present conditions from 
the Naval Academy are actively employed in the naval service. If to- 
day we should put this additional duty upon the naval service wecould 
demas hoa quite a of the required officers in the naval 
service, but we can notso utilize them now, because it is deemed unjust 
to thrust these men of the revenue marine out of employment after 
they have spent their lives in that service. 

Mr. LODGE. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Seven minutes. 

Mr. LODGE. [I reserve my time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Inthe time, then, of the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT] I wish to inquire whether it have the effect te in- 
crease the expense. Is it not a fact there are now only the officers in 
the Navy proper who are entitled to go on the retired-list, and under 
the operations of this bill will not the revenue-marine officers, who are 
thus transferred to the naval service, be entitled to go upon the retired- 
list? And will there not be an increase to that extent? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Undoubtedly, up to the time when these frans- 
ferred officers pass out. But that is only a temporary addition. That 
is an essential feature of any transfer from one Department fo another. 
These men will be gradually replaced by naval officers. Ina 
short time thereafter there will only be the usual number of officers 
going upon the retired-list. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I beg the gentleman’s There will be a 
greater number going from these two services than now because every 
one—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That depends on the kind of naval establishment 
the Government may maintain. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. It will be in one instance as in the other. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then there is no ing the Navy af all. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It will strengthen the Navy by giving naval of- 
ficers this employment and adding the vessels to the Navy. 


Mr, Mc č By giving an additional number of men employ- 
mentand allowing an additional number of men to go upon the retired- 
list? 


Mr. BOUTELLE. If the revenue marine could be transferred and 
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the Navy Department could furnish the ofñcers to man these vessels, 
instead of having them detailed to the various employments fonnd nec- 
essary, it would utilize just that many more naval officers who are now 
on other than active duty because of lack of vessels to put them on. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. But does it not follow asa further consequence 
that it increases the compensation of some-of the officers there now? 


Mr. BOUTELLE, I think there is a misapprehension in some quar- 
ters in regard to this matter, and thatis that the personnel of the Navy 
can be possibly at any time a specific force in number, as applied to a 
certain number of v The conditions are such that it would not 
be possible, The personnel of the Navy can not be maintained at a cer- 
tain number of officers for a certain number of vessels, because the con- 
ditions are constantly changing. We have a naval establishment and 
certain methods and laws under which we replenish and keep in force 
or commission a certain complement of officers of certain grades, forming 
the personnel of a naval establishment, and this must be kept up with 
permanency, regardless of fluctuations in the number of vessels. Our 
experience is, up to this time, even with the reduction of the number 
taken into service from the Naval Academy, that we have a number of 
officers on the roll who are not on active duty, and have consequently 
furnished a subject of complaint tocertain gentlemen who preach econ- 
omy, because they were not all the time engaged in actual service on 
the high seas. -~ 

That has been true to a certain extent and it has been unavoidable, 
because you can not drop out everybody from the naval establishment 
because at some particular time there may be no fighting for them to 
do or not enough ships in commission to employ them at sea. We 
are now building up the Navy and we must have a force of trained of- 
ficers to call upon at any time for its equipment. 

But the point I desire to present is this: At any time during the last 
fifteen or eighteen years until recently, if the naval establishment 
could have availed of any such occupation as the Revenue-Marine Sery- 
ice or an extension of the Coast Survey or increase of the Light-House 
Service, it could have furnished many or all the officers necessary for 
this purpose by detailing to the vessels officers of the regalar naval 
establishment who were kept on leave or waiting orders or detailed 
to various kinds of service on shore, 

Mr. MoMILLIN. The answer of the gentleman from Maine is more 
a disquisition upon the naval service than an answer to the inquiry. 
What I want to know is this: Is it not a fact that when these officers 
are transferred from the revenue-marine to the naval service by this 
bill, if it becomes a law, the compensation of a number of them is in- 
creased ? 


Mr, BOUTELLE, That is true; but lam informed that the Depart- 
ment estimates—I have not gone over them in detail recently, but did 
so some time ago—that the estimates show that this measure will ulti- 
mately produce a reduction in expenditures to a considerable amount, 

Mr. Cason rose. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon ]— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fifteen minutes of his timere- 


maining. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I must confess that I do not know 
much abont this bill, but I have been learning something while this de- 
bate was progressing, and wish to see if I am right. 

The revenue marine, as all know, is under the Scoury Department. 
It forms no part of the Army and no part of the Navy, and, if I am 
further right about it, I understand that the policy of placing people 
upon the retired-list when no longer fit for active service runs only to 
the Army and the Navy. 

Now, here is a corps of officers in the revenue-marine service—and, 
frankly, I can not say how many there are, and the report, I believe, 
does not disclose it; it may be a hundred or it may be three hundred, 
and if anybody has the information at hand I hope he will speak up 
and tell us the number. 

Mr. LODGE. Itis all given in the report. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not find it in the report. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think the gentleman is incorrect in his criti- 
cism of the report. Iam not sure, but I think it is in the report, and 

ibly the trouble may be with the gentleman rather than the report. 
es CANNON. I find a list of people here asking to be transferred 
with—— 

Mr. LODGE. The gentleman will find it at the end of the report. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think the difficulty is with the gentleman from 
Illinois rather than with the report. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, that may be so. Frankly, I do not know 
much about it, but if I am to be called upon to vote I certainly want 
to know something about the question. I am doing the best job I can 
under the circumstances. [Laughter. ] 

Now, I find that in round numbers there are over two hundred of 
these officers connected with the revenue marine. How many people 
would be included in the amendment of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Sprvora] I do not know. 

Mr. LODG That does not oiaue anything. 

Mr. CANNON. But, I have an understanding that the revenue-ma- 


rine officers get very good pay. The revenue-marine officers are not 
in the Army or in the Navy, and, if I am correctly informed, they have 
not now and never had under any law the right to be retired. 

Mr. LODGE, Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 3 

Mr. LODGE. The superannuated officers of the revenue marineare _ 
always placed on waiting-orders pay, and the service has had practically, 
since 1863, a retired-list in that way. 

Mr. CANNON, A retired-list without law. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Are not the most of these officers — 
practically on the retired-list? 

Mr. LODGE. The old and su nuated officers are kept on wait- 
ing orders, and are substantially a retired-list; that is to say, they re- 
ceive the retired pay. 

Mr. CANNON. Then they are practically retired. 

i u OD No, not retired, but placed on waiting orders, which 
aw . 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, as far as that is concerned, it is lawful I 
suppose for a man to sospeenes in one of these Departments and give 
him leave of absence and let his pay go on. 

But these expenditures come before us, and while there may be some 
of that class of expenditures it does not pervade the whole public serv- _ 
ice, So that there is for the first time, if I am properly informed and 
if this bill shall pass, alaw that takes these gentlemen in this service 
and puts them into the Navy, with all that that means. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion in that 
connection. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is this: The gentleman states what is true, 
that it has never been the policy of this Government to grant tion 
on the retired-list except to those who have been in the military or 
naval service, Now, you are in error in assuming that the officers of 
the revenue marineare not ed in military or naval service, because 
under the laws of the United States, enacted in the early days of the 
Government, the revenue marine may, at any time, by order of the 
President of the United States, be called into the erage service or into 
the naval service, and it has been repeatedly done. ey are obliged 
to do that duty when called upon. 

Mr. CANNON, Right upon thatpoint; and itis on thestatute-books. 
It is true that the militia may be called into service, multiplied thou- 
sands of them; and it is also true that every male citizen between the 
age of eighteen and forty-five throughont the country, whether he 
holds a civil position or not, is liable to be called on, first to volunteer 
and next to be drafted into the public service, if his services are needed. 
Yet all along the line there have none of them been put on the retired- 
list except those who rendered services in the military and naval service; 
and the policy and reason for it was, because you take a class of people 
and educate them to the military service and thereby cut them off from 
otherwise obtaining a living, and they become the arm of force of the 
Government. 

Mr, BOUTELLE, These men have been for years in the service. 

Mr. CANNON. I submit that list should not be enlarged. Again, 
this service is purely a civil service, under the Treasury Department. 
You have that service under the Treasury Department for the Treas- 
ury, for the collection of the revenues, and you putit under a different 
Department, with all of the rules and regulations of the Navy Dopart- 
ment. 

Ser SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You are mistaken about that. You evidently 
have not read the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. That is what the gentleman said. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I can not undertake to assert any correct 
and certain conclusion as to the propriety of this question. It does 
seem to me that as it relates toan important branch of the service it 
ought to have fuller consideration. “I hope we can have order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. Gentle- 
men will cease conversation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I was saying, Mr. Speaker, that I did not claim to 
have reached any definite conclusion as to the propriety of this measure 
from the manner in which it was read from the Clerk’s desk. I have 
not got hold of it until this day, and I have not had an opportunity to 
examine the report of the committee, which I should have done could 
I have anticipated this rapid method of disposing of this question. 

The distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] finds him- 
self, with his long experience here and his important relation to this 
House, without any knowledge as to the results of this bill. : 

The proposition is to transfer the revenue-marine service to the Navy. 
Tt provides for the transfer of officers as well as the crews, At once, 
sir, it gives these officers, as I understand the import of it (though I 
can not undertake to say absolutely), under this provision, the pay 
which applies to the Navy; among other things, the sea-pay and the 
shore-pay of the pay-roll of naval officers. 

Why, it not only increases the compensation of these officers, but 
provides for a reduction of the duties to be imposed on them. I can 
not see how that would be proper. These officers’ time is to be reduced 
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by two-thirds, and incidentally they are to have their pay increased. Mr. BOUTELLE, Evidently not. [Laughter.] 


That is the result of this bill. These revenue officers are employed all 
the time. The instant you transfer them to the Navy these various 
provisions as to pay of naval officers are pera to them, and they are 
only required one-third of the time; and when I say that they are em- 
poa only one-third of the time it is simply according to my-reading. 
services of the officers of the Navy are only used about one-third 
of the time. Only about one-third of them are required in the Navy, 
and a portion of them—a few of them—are utilized about the navy- 
yards, and a portion of them are doing what is called shore duty. 

Mr. SKINNER. Will the gentleman allow mea minute. I just 
want to say that this is exactly what this bill is to do, to employ them 
the other two-thirds. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not yield to the gentleman fora statement. I 
yielded to a question, I want to state this in my own way. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, how my friend can make out justexactly what 
is wanted, I do not know, because he places them in the Navy instantly 
this bill is passed. Now the gentleman from Massachusetts says that 
after awhile these men will be taken from the Naval Academy and it 
will take up the fifteen cadets annually. Since I have been a member 
of this House the complaint has been that we have too many naval 
officers already; that the Navy was top-heavy. 

Why, sir, so far back as 1856 Congress passed a bill providing for a 
mode of examination which could reach to a large class of them, and 
yet since that has been done such has been the influence of these gen- 
tlemen that they have been enabled to repeal all legislation and to pre- 
vent any reduction of the number of officers of the Navy. Now, they 
are here to-day, and, as has been often said, in a top-heavy condition, 
seeking to maintain their status by taking work from the revenue serv- 
ice and giving that work to the Navy. The gentleman from Illinois 
has rightly said that the collection of revenue is not a part of the duty 
of a naval officer. There has never been until now a time, so far as I 
know, that there has been any such proposition as to turn over this 
civil service to naval officers, I believe in keeping the naval service 
apart and distinct from the other branches of the service; in keeping 
the military service—the Army—distinct from all other branches of the 
service. They should have nothing to do except with the Army and 
naval duties; and if, sir, we have too many officers of the Army and 
Navy let us undertake to reduce the number, even if some gentleman 
does lose his place and some gentleman does lose his salary thereby. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not, asI have said, undertaking to ask this House 
to follow any conclusions which I may have taken growing up in this 
hurried way; but I do ask that a measure of this kind shall not be 

under a suspension of the rules, but that it may be taken up 
in its order, with time given to examine the paragraphs and to amend 
them; that opportunity may be given to gentlemen of this House to 
get = correct conclusions as to the proper force of the paragraphs of 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Did I understand the gentleman to say that the 
revenue marine was for the purpose of collecting the revenue? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Looking after it and protecting it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That would be entirely consistent with the naval 

of the service, would it not? 
t. BLOUNT. Iam much obliged to the gentleman for the correc- 
tion, but in my judgment that is no part of the duty of a navy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But it could be made a part of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir, it could; and so could a great many other 
things be assigned to the Navy, but I do not believe in a navy that is 
to be used for anything but naval purposes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Underlying this bill is the idea of consolidating 
and simplifying the operations of these two marine branches of Govern- 
ment service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no doubt that that is my friend’s idea, but 
what I want is for the House to take this bill up regularly and discuss 
and consider it paragraph by paragraph, so that we may have a full op- 
patiyo examine aad weigh its provisions, and not have it hurried 

ere under twenty minutes of debate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman will see by the printed date that 
the bill has been reported more than a month. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I accept that suggestion as true, but 
the fact that this bill has been repo fora month or more does not 
indicate that the House ought not to have an opportunity to consider 
it deliberately. Ihope itis not to be unders that we are to take 
up matters which require examination and discussion and pass them 
through here by a suspension of the rules simply because they have 
been reported for a month. 

- Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 

LOUNT] in all good faith that to-day for the first time I have heard 
an objection to this bill. ‘The matter has been discussed very freely 
through the newspapers of the country —— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I must object to my friend continually 
thrusting in his criticisms while I am speaking. The fact that my 
friend has not heard any objection to this bill until to-day does not 


signify This House has been engaged in other business. It 
has not been all the time in examining this bill reported from 
the Committee on Naval i 


Mr, BLOUNT. No, evidently not. Therefore it is simply proper 
and decorous and prudent to give the House time and opportunity to 
examine and consider it deliberately. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I willask the gentleman from Georgia whether 
it would not be equally suitable to transfer the duties of the officers of 
the internal-revenue service to the Army. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Just as much so, I su yoe 

Mr. LODGE. How much time Lae eft, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts one or two questions. I will ask him first, is thisa 
unanimous report from the committee? 

Mr. LODGE. It is. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
the Navy? 

Mr. LODGE. Itis. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And by the Secretary of the Treasury ? 

Mr. LODGE. It is. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. § er, the committee have reported this bill 
simply because they believe it is good legislation to simplify, consoli- 
date, and improve the service and make a saving to the Government. 
I know there is a class of minds that see in every measure brought in 
here some concealed scheme, some attempt to give somebody some- 
thing, some ‘‘ nigger in the wood pile,’’ some ‘‘ milk in the cocoanut,” 
or something else of that kind which indicates great keenness of vision 
in the person looki (Laughter.] But, Mr. Speaker, I beg to as- 
sure the House that the Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of the 
Treasury have approved this bill, and that the Committee on Naval 
Affairs have unanimously reported it solely because they believe it 
will be an economical and advantageous measure to the country. Inow 
yield three minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]. 

Mr. HERBERT. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. McApoo. } 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, from careful consideration of this bill, 
in the committee and out of it, I am satisfied that it is a wise and eco- 
nomical measure. This bill is the happy outcome of an agreement 
which has put an end to the controversy between the Naval and the 
Treasury Departments which has raged for years. It has been im- 
possible hitherto to get the revenue-marine service into the Navy be- 
cause the officers were opposed to coming in; they thought they were 
better out of it. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] says that after these 
men are transferred they will do only one-third of the duty they do 
now. Sir, these men who are to be transferred will do exactly the 
same duty that they do now; they are now and will always be in active 
duty; and if you transferred this service to-day and every one of the 
present revenue-marine officers died, you would find employment for 
the naval officers who the gentleman from Georgia says are now idle, 
without adding much to your present naval list. This bill is for re- 
form; this bill will strengthen your Navy; this bill is for economy. 
The abolition of the revenue-marine school and other mses now had 
under this bureau will more than pay for the retired-list which may 
grow up under this bill. 

Another point, and I must be very brief, for I have only two min- 
utes. Your Navy to-day, in every sea where it sails, is manned largely 
by unnaturalized foreigners. Your decks, with a Babel of tongues, are 
polyglot institutions. The men who man your ships are not one-third 
of them American born or naturalized American citizens. Take these 
men from the revenue marine who are real American sailors, long- 
shoremen, American citizens, and transfer them to your naval service 
and you create a school for the seamen who will be required to man 
the ships that you are expending millions to build. Let us have an 
American navy, manned by American citizens, or tie our ships to the 


docks. 

Mr.BLOUNT. I will ask the gentleman to state what is the amount 
of the increase that this bill makes at once? 

Mr. McADOO. It will operate like this: A captain in the marine 
service gets so much ; when he is transferred he will take his transfer 
and become, correlatively, a captain in the Navy, and will get the pay 
of a navy captain as against the pay of a captain in the revenue-marine 
service. The difference is not great. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does not the increase amount to $138,000 instanter? 

Mr. McADOO. The increase will not amount to as much as the 
saving, taking the whole scope of the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. The net annual saving the first three years will be 
$138,830. 

Mr. HERBERT, The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] is 
mistaken in saying that only one-third of the officers of the Navy are 
at work. The number of naval officers on waiting orders, or doing 
nothing, is always very small. The large majority of the officers are 
at work either on shore duty in the ar in connection with the 
building of ships or in some other employment on shore or at 
sea. He is mistaken also in supposing that the numberof naval officers 
has been at any time increased since it was limited, as he suggests. If 


Is it concurred in by the Secretary of 


the gentleman will examine the statutes he will find that in 1882 there 
was a bill passed limiting the number of naval officers, and from that 
time down to this nearly every year a number of cadets have been turned 
loose to go home after graduating in the Naval Academy. 

Prior to the passage of the law of 1882, cadets ETA at the Naval 
Academy went directly into the Navy, so that the Navy was gradually 
increasing. The limit fixed by the aw of 1882 has never been tran- 
scended from that time to this, and the number of officers will not be 
increased by the passage of this bill. 

Of course there will be an increase in the number of naval officers by 
the number that is transferred from the reyenue-marine service into the 
Navy. The purpose of the bill isto have all the ships of the United 
States under the command ultimately of the Navy Department ; to 
have all the vessels built in accordance with lines laid down by that 
Department, and under its superintendence and control; so that every 
ship in the service of the United States, afloat anywhere, may be ina 
condition to be utilized for naval pu 

Another purpose is by this transfer, and using the naval officers in 
this service, to acquaint them with the harbors, bays, inlets, etc., of 
the coast of the United States. 

An examination into this matter some years past convinced me that 
this transfer ought to be made; and in the last speech which I made 
on the naval appropriation bill during the last Congress I stated that 
this bill or a bill like this ought to be passed as soon as Congress should 
again convene. At the present session the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LODGE] and myself introduced similar bills on this subject. 
This is a substitute for the two bills, perfected ufter a great deal of 
consideration in the Naval Committee and upon consultation with the 
Secretary of the Navy and naval officials. It seems to me that it is a 
wise, a very wise measure. 

Mr. McADOO. Before my friend from Alabama sits down, I want 
to recall to his mind this point: The revenue marine is now dealing 
with very delicate international questions in Behring Sea. Does not 
the gentleman think it would be well that this service which is now 
dealing with those delicate questions should be under the command of 
the Navy Department rather than as it is at present? 

Mr. HERBERT. That simply illustrates the point I was making, 
that it is very much better to have the thoroughly educated officers, 
whom we turn out after training them at great expense at Annapolis, 
in command of all the vessels of the United States, because, certainly, 
they are competent to deal with questions of revenue as well as with 
international questions. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The time allowed for debate on this question has 
expired. 

Mr, CANNON. Iask unanimous consent to occupy one minute. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the gentleman from Tilli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say but a word in reply to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr]. Iam not aware that any member 
is legitimately subject to criticism who wants to inquire about and un- 
derstand a bill which even the gentleman from Massachusetts reports. 
I say again, without any desire to reflect upon this committee or any- 
body else, that in my opinion ‘‘ the milk in the cocoanut’? in this leg- 
islation is the desire of the revenue-marine officials to get increase of 
pay and go upon the retired-list the same as naval officers do. This is 
all I want to say. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The question is upon the motion to s d the 
rules and pass the bill as amended. [The question was put.] Inthe 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. I call for tellers, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 20 voting therefor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 114, noes 19. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana makes the point of 
no quorum, i, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Icall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 17 voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana make the point 
that no quorum is present? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; I made it at the proper time. 

The SPEAKER (after counting the House). ‘There are 169 mem- 
bers present; and there being 114 ayes and 19 noes, two-thirds have 
voted for the motion to suspend the rules, and the bill is passed. 


ADDITIONAL OFFICERS, RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 
The SPEAKER called the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. à 


Mr. HOPKINS. On behalf of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, I move that the rules be suspended in order to pass 
the bill which I send to the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4975) peda for the appointment of an assistant general superin- 
dent and a chief clerk, railway mail service. 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Postmaster-General may appoint and map fe 
duty one assistant general su eae railway mail service, who shall be 


pa aone of $3, Dar TATT ADA One ekint OE K eet mail service, to 
emp in the Post-Office Department, who shall be paid $2,000 per year; 

said assistan pee pers yarra superintendent and chief clerk to be also paid their neces- 
sary and actual expenses while Lawegeie har on the business of the Department, 


The salaries and expenses of these officers shall be paid out of the giro aahei 
for the transportation of mail on railways. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is upon the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill just read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have a second. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] will take their places 
as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 93, noes 27. 

Mr. McMILLIN (the tellers retaining their places). No quorum, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point that no quo- 
rum is present ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point that no quo- 
rum is present ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No quorum has passed between the tellers. 

The SPEAKER. That is not the point. Does the gentleman make 
the point that no quorum is present? 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I believe that under the rules a quorum is re- 
guired to take the step now being taken. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman does not make the point that no 
quorum is present, the Chair will proceed with the public business. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], I 
understood, made the point. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana make the point 
that no quorum is present? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Yes, sir. 

The tellers continued the count, and reported—ayes 103, noes 28, 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 103, the noes 28; 
and the motion to suspend the rules is seconded. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] is recognized. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, the bill now under consideration is 
not only recommended by the present administration, but it was also 
recommended in the precise form now reported to the House by the 
last administration. The matter has been considered by the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, both in subcommittee and in 
the main committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask that we may have ordersowe may hear what 
the gentleman from Illinois is saying. 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. Gentlemen will 
please take their seats and cease conversation. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for the creation of 
an assistant general superintendent for the railway mail service and a 
chief clerk for that bureau. ‘The bill has not only been recommended 
by the present but by the preceding administrations of the Post-Office 
Department. The superintendent of the general railway mail service 
under the last administration repeatedly recommended that an assist- 
ant should be provided for the proper administration of that depart- 
ment, and when the present general superintendent came into office, 
after secing the necessities of that position and the vast amount of work 
forced npon that officer, he earnestly recommended that Congress should 
provide him an assistant. 

This matter was also considered by the subcommittee of the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads and by the general committee, 
and is unanimously reported by that committee to this House. 

This bureau has increased more than 50 percent. during the last ten 
years. The amount of work imposed on the general superintendent is 
of such a character that it is impossible for him to perform the duties 
of his office. There are to-day about 150,000 miles of railway over 
which this service extends. In order properly to discharge the duties 


of his office it is necessary he should travel over a large portion of the , 


service represented by the miles of railway I have indicated. Every 
member of Congress who has to go to that bureau understands it is im- 
possible for him to transact the necessary business in his absence. 
For a number of years a post-office i r has been employed to dis- 
charge the dation of this office, but under a ruling of the Department 
in 1884 that officer was dispensed with, and since then the office has 
been filled by a division superintendent, at a salary of $1,600 per an- 
num. ‘There is no reason, it seems to me, why an assistant superin- 
tendent should not be granted. 

So far as that portion of the bill is concerned which relates to a chief 
clerk, it happens this bureau never had a chief clerk, and yet it is one 


of the largest bureaus in the Department. It is more important than 
any of the Postmasters-General. It is more important to the public 
than any of the bureaus in any of the other great Departments of the 
Government, and yet they have never had a chief clerk for that bureau 
provided by law. It has been filled by detailing some subordinate ofii- 
cer to the office. 

The needs of the Department are such that it has seemed to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads that it would be a matter of 
economy to the Government and betterment to the service to give the 
Department the two officers required. 

will reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish tooccupy much of the 
time of the House in the discussion of this matter. 

One of the provisions of this measure is the appointment of an as- 
sistunt superintendent of the railway mail service. I wish to call the 
attention of the House to the fact that there certainly can not be the 
pa need for this increase. When the present Administration came 

to power there had been provision made for the placing of that sery- 
ice under the civil service, 

Thesuperintendent, or those over him, since that time, however, have 
had sufficient opportunity and time to revoke that order and take the 
tailway mail service from under the operation of thecivil service, making 
it a partisan machine for the ousting of those not of the right political 
complexion and putting in their places those who were. Isuppose they 
have not been greatly crowded with public business or the partisan 
business would not have occupied so much of the attention of that De- 

ment. 

Mz. BOUTELLE, You mean turning Democrats out? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How did they get in? 

Mr. MoMILLIN. How did they get in? They were appointed 
during four years of a preceding Administration as the service was in- 
creased or vacancies occurred or inefficiency was exhibited by incum- 
bents. When the present Administration came in I believe they were 
nearly half and half, or in that neighborhood, politically. But that 
was not a satisfactory ‘divide’? to my friend’s party. The order 
placing it under the civil service made by President Cleveland was re- 
voked, all that provision of the platform for the extension of the civil 
service disregarded, those beautiful platitudes upon which the cam- 
paign had been conducted were set aside for the time being, and it 
was made a partisan political machine. The platitudes were no longer 
needed and the promises had served their purpose and might be broken. 
Now, I have presumed that, in view of the fact that they were able to 
devote so much time to the political si e of the qu stion and to the 
doing of political work, there was not a great amount of public busi- 
ness demanding their attention and no great increase of force required. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Idesireto say to my friend, ifit will not interrupt 
him, that in my State—— : 

Mr. MOMILLIN. Well, your question. I donot want to yield fora 


speech. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Very well; I will put itin the form of a ques- 


tion. 

Does my friend think this Administration can do better in the way 
of turning out Democrats than the foregoing Administration did in 
turning out Republicans, when it turned out every Republican in the 
railway mail service in the State of Maine, not leaving one single soul? 

Mr. McMILLIN.- I believe your Administration had failed to put 
it under the civil-service rules and there was no violation of the civil 
service or the protestations that had been made in the campaign in that 
change. And besides that—for I do not wish to evade my friend’s ques- 
tion—I will answer him that the present post-oflice officials are said to 
have beaten the record, baving made twenty odd thousand changes in- 
side of a year. How true that statement is I do not know of course, 
but it has not been contradicted as far as I have heard, and I suppose 
is true. Mr. Cleveland greatly improved the service by changes. 

' Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the gentleman feel quite sure that this rec- 
ord of removals has not been beaten? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It has not. That certainly beats the record. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If my friend from Tennessee will allow me, those 
changes were made by the last Administration notwithstanding that it 
was par excellence a civil-service Administration—— 4 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And this is a pretended civil-servioe Adminis- 
tration. But what has become of the pledge made that fitness alone 
should be the qualification for office? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And as that was par excellence the civil-service 
Administration, how can the present Administration beat the record 
that it made in the State of Maine? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, is that a fact? , 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not know; butthe record of removals by the 
present Administration has not been surpassed as far as the records 
show. I will reserve the time. 

Mr. BLOUNT r se. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia as much 

-~ timeas he may desire. 


Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. Speaker, this is a branch of the public service 
which is non-partisan or should be so regarded, this postal service of 
the country. If there is a service in which the public will not regulate 
its loyalty to an Administration on account of being in sympathy with 
it politically, itis this service. Letthere be a miscarriage of the mails 
in any part of this country under a Democratic Administration or a 
Republican Administration and instantly an assault is made upon it by 
the peamant regard to its political views. 

I know, sir, thatin my own State for many years certain of the news- 
papers have assailed the various administrations—they assailed the 
last Administration and they assailed this—on that ground. I know 
from the State of Kansas, during the last Congress, newspaper articles 
were read here from Republican papers assailing the Administration 
then in power for the way the mails were handled in that State, and 
on examination it was found that the same papers had denounced in 
more bitter terms the Republican Administration that precededit. ‘The 
truth is that the people in this country demand a correct service in the 
transmission of their mails. The business of the country absolutely 
requires a correct and speedy transmission of the mails. The trans- 
portation of the mails over the various railroads, their quick transporta- 
tion and correct distribution, is of exceeding great importance to the 
peple of all parts of the country without regard to their political affilia- 

ons. 

The railway mail service of this country has increased, in the 
amount of business done, over double in the last decade; and yet your 
organization to handle that service is still the same, Your railroads 
have reached out thousands upon thousands of miles; mail matter has 
multiplied by millions in tons, and yet an organization created at the 
very birth of this service has been held to handle it simply on account 
of the roles of this body. Time and again has this proposition been 
reported here, and because there was no privilege granted to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, no opportunity to give it the 
ear of the House in order to press these questions to consideration and 
expose the public needs, this condition of things has been permitted to 
exist without change. ° 

You may have difficulty in the mails from New York to the great 
West, from New York down the Atlantic coast, and in various other 
directions, The division superintendent is unable to make arrange- 
ments; public discontent springs up; the official here, your general su- 
perintendent of the railway mails, who has charge of the service, finds 
it absolutely necessary to leave the Department building to undertake 
negotiations with certain railroad corporations in order to better their 
service; and while he is gone what becomes of the balance of the serv- 
ice? 

It is left to a chief clerk, Who is thechief clerk? Simply a postal 
clerk. The country is placed in that attitude, thata postal clerk, a 
man detailed from the postal clerks as the chief clerk, is left in charge 
of the great railway mail system of this country so far as the transpor- 
tation of the mails goes, lask gentleman of this House to say whether 
this is a right condition. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Iwill ask the gentleman from Georgia, 
if this is the present condition of the mail, if this person could not 
have Saiyan his time to straighten out these mails better than to 
devote his time to the changes that the gentleman has been speaking of? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I do not care here to say anything 
about these changes, Isuppose there have been a good many made, 
and frankness induces me to say that there were no doubt a number 
made under the last Administration. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will give the gentleman the facts about that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not want to be diverted by those facts. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not want tointerrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that the gentleman does not want to 
interrupt me. I do not want, because of changes made in some of the 
employés, to strike a blow at the service which will leave this great 
service at the mercy of a chief clerk who is recognized only asa postal 
clerk. I wish to say, sir, that this situation was urged with great ve- 
hemence during the last Administration, and the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads in the last House unanimously reported a simi- 
lar bill to relieve this situation. For one, sir, I am not willing to per- 
mit it to remain. 

I do not believe that there is any party demand upon me which re- 
quires me during an Administration of my own to sustain a service 
and during an Administration which happens to be adverse politically 
to deny to it every facility for preserving and perfecting the service 
that I demanded for my own. Now, sir, so much as to this assistant 
railway mail superintendent. - 

Then, sir, comes the chief clerk: They have no chief clerk provided 
by law. With all this area of railway mail service we have, covering 
an area equal to the railway mail service of the entire world, with the 
vast amount of mail matter, letter, newspaper, and parcels-post service, 
etc., having under his direction thousands of employés, without a chief 
clerk; refusing a chief clerk to him and giving it to insignificant bu- 
reaus throughout the service. 

Mr. Speaker, I do trust that this bill will pass, because it is in the 
interest of the service which is closest to the masses of the people all 
through thisland. I trust that this side of the House will to the 
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importance of it. It is not our duty simply to oppose, it is to recog- 
nize the great interests of this country, and to meet them as they arise. 
I am not here, sir, to defend this Administration in the matter of the 
appointment of postal clerks. Perhaps they have violated the spirit of 
the civil-service laws, If it were not for the interests of the service I 
might indulge in some partisan observations in relation thereto; but I 
do not wish to divert the mind of this House in that way from a meas- 
ure which I have for years advocated, and the necessity for which is 
apparent on the most casual examination. 
fore taking my seat I wish to say that this railway mail service 
simply illustrates the methods we have ot bringing to public attention 
any service, The appropriation at first was small; then you added to 
it for the transportationof the mail, You kept the organization away 
in the background, It was diminutive. The service grew, and there 
has not yet been a response on the part of Congress in the way of in- 
crease to make efficient that organization on that account. It is the 
same way with your money-order system. It was very insignificantin 
the beginning, and did not attract attention or observation; but it has 
crept along, has become a public need, and filled a great public want. It 
is the same with many of the great publicservices. The tendency of the 
public mind is so conservative that it somewhat dreads a change; but 
when that change has gradually grown upon it and its benefit is en- 
joyed then the importance is recognized. I imagine, sir, that there is 
no man who would lay his hand on the transmission of mails and change 
it from the present method of distribution by postal clerks. Sir, I be- 
lieve it to be our duty to give such officers as are necessary to handle 
the mails, and I trast that we shall have no difficulty about the ques- 


on. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I will not permit my friend to go 
ahead of me in anxiety for a good public service; but, sir, whenever 
any department of that service or anybody connected with it needs a 
little excoriation I am ready to give it to him. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam not objecting to that. I simply desired that 
the House should keep this matter before it. If my friend wants to 
indulge himself on that ground I have no objection to it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam glad I do not encounter the objection of the 

tleman. n 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihope my friend will not misrepresent me, Cer- 
tainly I have been loyal. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There is no doubt as to my friend’s loyalty. He 
is ever patriotic in motive and faithfal in action, but as the gentleman 
from Georgia thinks some few facts concerning this partisan work that 
were takin up instead of the public service seem to have no connection 
with this bill, I will pause awhile to give some few of the facts to 
the House. What are they? The civil service law was to go into 
effect in the railway mail service in March, by order of President 
Cleveland, who was no pretender. Between that time and the time to 
which it was postponed by order of President Harrison over two thou- 
sand scalps were taken in a partisan way—lI do not believe that I have 
overstated it—more than two thousand Democrats displaced to putin 
Republicans. The facts were that way. 

The force was ran in season and out of season for the purpose of 
taking off Democratic scalps. Now, I am willing to have the victor 
gather the scalps if he wants to, but let him go like a man, and like a 
man take them, and like a man hang the scalps to his belt. Let us 
have no cant and hypocrisy about it. I believe I would not overstate 
it if I were to say that more than five hundred removals were made 
within the lastseventy-two hours of the period given by the President's 
order for this work. Why was it that these official patriots, these much- 
crowded officers, these people who are sitting up nights to advance the 

ublic service, did not go along with the duty of the office instead of 
fkin down the civil-service rules, breaking their own promises 
made in the campaign? Why was not their time given to work in- 
stead of running the politics of the party in the Department? These 
are important things to be considered when we are asked to make 
more high-salaried places for more zealous partisans. 

These are some of the facts connected with that service. I think it 
may be reasonably assumed that there was not a very great demand for 
an additional clerical force for the public business, if so much time could 
be spared to political work. s 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SPINOLA]. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that so far as a rail- 
way service is concerned it has been giving universal satisfaction to the 
peuple of the country. Mail matter has been promptly and carefully 
attended to, and it has been attended to by the men who are in charge 
of it now, and there has been no reason given here why an increase 
should be made by the appointment of an assistant superintendent and 
a permanent clerk or a general clerk, both at largely increased compen- 
sation. The men who are discharging that duty to-day are receiving 
sufficient compensation for their services, and are doing the duty well, 
and there is no reason on the face of the earth why we should create a 
bureau of any kind for the purpose of making new offices to take care 
of the hungry men who are hanging about this Capitol and abont the 
President’s Mansion and about the Departments of the Government, 


I have seen a great many Administrations come in and go out in my 
time. For the last fifty years I have been watching them to some ex- ` 
tent, and during that long period of time never has there been, to my 
knowledge, anything to equal the present thirst and hankering for pub- 
lic offices. The corridors of our Tiels are filled with hungry cormo- 
rants; the President can not take any comfort in the mansion assigned 
to him by the nation for his residence; the head of no Department can 
get any peace; and, between daylight and dark, as the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has intimated, five hundred Democratic 
scalps have been captured by theenemy. [Laughter.] Now,we want 
you gentlemen to leave this door wide open, so that when we come in 
we shall not have the civil-service law staring us in the face; but if you 
do not I am in favor of wiping them out, civil-service law or no civil- 
service law [laughter], because that is what the Republicans are doing 
and have been doing for the past year, Thirty-four thousand removals 
in the Post-Office Department made in a period of eleven months, and 
the gentleman who wielded the ax, tired out with his labors, has gone 
into retirement, fearing that if he should continue longer he fnight 
break down his health and perhaps die an imbecile. { Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Presently. Not now. I have only five minutes. 

Now, if my friends want to do something handsome for the postal 
service of the country let them cut down the hours of labor of the men 
in the railway mail service, and let them do it with the money which 
they propose to pay to these new officers that they are going to create. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How many are there? There are only two new 
officers proposed, I believe—— 

Mr. SPINOLA. ‘Two, one at $3,100 a year and the other at I do 
not know how much—whatever he can grab. [Laughter.] Iam not 
going to investigate that now, because I have not gotthe time. No ene 
fia canter te or discuss a question of this kind fully in seven minntes. 

ughter. 

Mr. TAN T. I can give my friend alittle information with regard 
to what he proposes for the letter-carriers. There is a million and a 
half dollars involved there. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Ihave to run over this subject very rapidly. I 
wish it understood that I am in favor of reducing the mail-carrier serv- 
ice to eight hours, and also of doing the same for the clerks in th 

t-offices, who now have to work fifteen to sixteen hours a day. NS 
uman being can stand working so many hoursa day. Let our friends 
do something practical for the Post-Office Department, something that 
en tend to improve the service, and not simply go on creating new 
offices. 

My friend has suggested that there are only two of these new offices 
proposed now, but if you create these offices, even one or twoat a time, 
they will mount up to a large number at the end of a year. Mr. 
Speaker, I hope this bill will not pass. It is purely a political scheme, 
intended to provide for two gentlemen who are now going around with 
their tongues hanging out of their mouths owing to their thirst for pub- 
lic office. [Laughter. ] : 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I will yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have only this to say to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA], as well as to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], that the propositions contained in 
this proposed legislation have nothing to do with the civil-service law 
as applied by either Administration or with the question of eight hours’ 
labor, as suggested by the gentleman from New York. This is simply 
designed to meet the growth and demand of a branch of the Govern- 
ment service that reaches directly to the people and grows more rap- 
idly than that of any other governmental department. 

The growth of the railway mail service has beens .ch that it requires 
to-day this additional force, and if the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads should come before the House and ask for $300,000 ad- 
ditional appropriation, as they will, when the facts are submitted as 
to the growth of that service I do not believe that any gentleman on 
this floor will object, and I am sure that the gentleman from New York 
[Mr, SPINOLA] will be the last to file an exception to that proposition. 
To-day this line of work is done under the general superintendent of 
the railway mail service by detail. That is contrary to law; it is so 
recognized, and the Depart:nent comes before Congress and simply says, 
“For orderly procedure of business within the limits of the statute, we 
ask that we shall have an assistant superintendent and chief clerk.” 

Mr. Speaker, the compensations we have indicated for these two of- 
ficers are the same compensations that run through the other bureaus 
of the Government, and the proposition is simply this: Given an assist- 
ant superintendent with a compensation of $3,000 a year and a chief 
clerk with a compensation of $2,200 a year, then, in lieu of detail from 
the railway mail service, we shall have duly appointed subordinates 
hedged and protected by the law. That is all that is contained in this 
proposed legislation, As I have said, it is simply a response to the de- 
mands of the growth of theservice, and it is within as economical limits 
as any man can demand from a committee that carefully scrutinizes 
every claim for increased expenditure or increased force. 

The bill comes here unanimously reported from a committee that has 
carefully examined all the bearings of the proposition. If we could in- 
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corporate it in our general appropriation bill T venture the statement 
that no gentleman on this floor would object to it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will supplement the remarks of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] with this single statement: The 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads in the last Congress re- 

this bill and recommended its passage, and the Democratic Ad- 
ministration it as a Democratic measure. It has no politics in 
it. I now ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. WA GTON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 31 voting in favor thereof, more 
than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 52, not 
voting 127; as follows: 


YEAS—150, 
Comstock, Lester, Va. Rowell, 
Allen, Mich. Conger, Lewis, Russell, 
erson, Kans. Connell, Lodge, Sherman, 
Anderson, Miss. Cooper, Ohio Mansur, Smith, W. Va, 
Andrew, ig. McClellan, Smyser, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa, eComas, Snider, 
Atkinson, Pa. itcheon, eCord, Springer, 
Baker, Darlington, McCormick, Stewart, Ga, 
Bankhead, ery, Milliken, Stewart, Tex. 
Banks, Dolliver, Mills, Stockbridge, 
Beckwith, Dunnell, Montgomery, Stockdale, 
Belknap, ni Moore, N.H. Stone, Ky. 
Bergen, Ellis, Moore, Tex. Struble, 
Bingham, Evans, Morey, Stump, 
Bliss, uhar, Morgan, Sweney, 
Blount, Finley, Morrill, Tarsney, 
Boatner, lick, Morrow, Taylor, IN. 
Boothman, Funston, Morse, Taylor, Tenn, 
Boutelle, Gest, Nute, ‘Thomas, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Greenhalge, Oates, Townsend, Colo. 
x ngh, O'Donnell, Townsend, Pa. 
Brosius, Haugen, Osborne ‘urpin, 
NS. es, Outhwaite, Vandever, 
Bullock, Haynes, Owen, Ind. Van Schaick, 
Burrows, Heard, Owens, Ohio Wade, 
rton, Hemphill, Payson, Walker, Mass. 
Butterworth, Henderson, Iowa Penington, Wallace, Mass, 
Caldwell, Herbert, Perkins, Wallace, N, Y. 
Candler, Ga. Hill, Peters, Wickham, 
Candler, Hitt, Pickler, Wilkinson, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Post, Williams, Ohio 
Carter, Houk, Pugsley, Wilson, Mo. 
Caru! Kelley, Recd, lowa Wilson, Wash. 
Caswell, Kennedy, Reilly, Wise, 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, Iowa 7) tea Wright, 
Clunie, insey, . Yoder. 
M, Lawler, Robertson, 
Co Laws, Rogers, 
NAYS—52. 
Abbott, Cowles, Lane, Seney, 
ean isp, Lester, Ga, Shively, 
nridge, Ark. Davidson, Martin, Ind. Spinola, 
Brickner, Danphy, Martin, Tex. ey, 
Brookshi Fithian, McMillin, Tucker, 
Brunner, ‘orman, McRae, Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Forney, Norton, Turner, N. Y. 
Carlton, Fowler, Parrett, Walker, Mo. 
Chipman, Hare, Peel, < Washington, 
Clements, Hatch, Pierce, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cobb, Henderson, N.C. Richardson, Whiting, 
Cooper, Ind. Holman, Rowland, Wike, 
Kilgore, Sayers, Williams, M. 
NOT VOTING—127. 
Alderson, De Haven, Lanham, Ray, 
Allen, Miss. De Lan a Rockwell, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dibble, à Rusk, 
Barnes, ngley, Lehibach, Sanford, 
Bartine, Dorsey, Lind, Sawyer, 
Ln bye) Edmunds, M er, Scranton, 
Be! 4 Enloe, h, Scull, 
Biges, ird Ewart, Mason, Simonds, 
Blan A Featherston, McAdoo, Skinner, 
Bland, Fitch, McCarthy, Smith, IUL 
Bowden, Flood, McClammy, Spooner, 
Brower, Flower, McCreary, $ necker, 
Brown, J. B. Frank, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Browne, T. Gear, McKinley, Stewart, Vt. 
Browne, Va. Geissenhainer, Miles, Stivers, 
Buchanan, Va. Gibson, Moffitt, Stone, Mo. 
Buckalew, Gifford, Mutchler, Taylor, E, B. 
Bunn, Goodnight, ieee pa Taylor, J. D 
Campbell, Gri Ferrall, Thompson, 
Carlisle, Grosvenor, O'Neall, Ind. Tillman 
Catchings, Gront, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, Kans, 
Cheadle, Hall, O'Neill, Pa. Venable, 
Cheatham, Harmer, Payne, Watson, 
Clancy, Henderson, Ill Paynter, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clarke, Ala, Hermann, Perry, Whitthorne, 
Compton, oaker, Phelan, sa ‘ 
Co’ err, Pa. ice, ey, 
on Quackenbush, Willeox, 
Culberson, Tex. Knapp, nn, Wilson, Ky. 
Cummings, Y, pes, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dailzell, La Follette, Randall, Mass, Yardley. 
Dargan, idlaw, Randall, Pa. 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the motion to suspend the 


rules and pass the bill was agreed to. 


The following members were announced as paired until further notice: 
Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 


Mr, ENLOE with Mr, LIND. 
Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. CAMPBELL. 
ULNA following members were announced as paired for the rest of the 


y: 

Mr. DorsEy with Mr. GIBSON. 
Mr. LAcry with Mr. BARNES. 
Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. BLAND. 


Mr. WATSON with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. COTHRAN. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the re- 
capitulation of the names. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move that the House adjourn, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 296) vesting in the vestry of Christ Church, Washington 
parish, District of Columbia, all of the right, title, and interest of the 
United States of America in and to square south of square 1092, in the 
city of Washington, District aforesaid; and 

A bill (S. 1083) to amend the act giving the approval and sanction 
of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River 
Railroad in the District of Columbia. 

The motion of Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, that the House adjourn, 
was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
PROCESS OF WELDING BY ELECTRICITY. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance 
with a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 12th instant, 
a copy of the report of a board of officers of the Navy on the process of 
welding by the Thomson Electric Welding Company of Boston, Mass.— 
to the Committee on Naval Afiairs. 

LIGHT AND FOG-SIGNAL AT SEUL CHOIX POINT, MICHIGAN. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an addi- 
tional appropriation for the establishment of a light and fog-signal at 
Senl Choix Point, Michigan—to the Committee on Appropriations, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were deliv- 
ered to the Speaker and referred as follows: 


By Mr. MUTCHLER: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Public 
Printer be, and he is hereby, directed,in all work for Congress and for the De- 
rtments begun after the o is resolution, whenever variant spell- 
ngs of a word are found in the current dictionaries, to use the simplest form, 
as recommended by the Joms action of the American Philological Association 
and the Philological Society of England; 


to the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. CARLISLE: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, ig peta to fur- 
nish to the House of Representatives a statement showing what, if any, changes 
haye been made by foreign countries since 1879in the rates of duty im 

upon breadstuffs and provisions imported into such countries from the United 
States, and what Jaws, ifany, have n enacted or regulations have been made 
in such countries since said date prohibiting, obstructing, or in any manner in- 
terfering with the importation or sale of such articles; 


to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, the following reports were filed, and, 
with accompanying bills, ordered to be printed, and referred as follows: 

Mr, CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill (S. 428) to amend article 103 of the Rules and Ar- 
ticles of War—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 

rted favorably the bill (H. R. 6349) increasing the pension of Mary 
Bnead, a Revolutionary pensioner—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a 
substitute for the bill (H. R. 3837) to declare the Iowa River unnavi- 
gable below Wapello, Iowa, a bill (H. R. 8296) to allow the erection of 
bridges across the Iowa River at and below Wapello; which substitute 
was read twice, and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to 
William H. Chapman—to the Committee of the Whole House. 
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He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
bill (H. R. 7952) to increase the pension of Joel Hagler, of Henry 
County, Tennessee—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BARWIG, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 7514) granting a pension to Johanna Shield—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. PARKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 5777) for increasing the pension of Sarah Dabney, a Revo- 
lutionary pensioner—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 6688) asking an increase 
o pension for Mary H. Nicholson—to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were delivered to the Speaker, severally read twice, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R.8277) to increase the efficiency 
and reduce the expenses of the Signal Corps of the Army and to estab- 
lish the Weather Service in the Department of Agricultnre—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 8778) to further amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 8279) to limit the appel- 
late jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, and to recognize the inferior 
courts of the United States and to define their jurisdiction—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 8280) providing for the retire- 
ment of enlisted men of the Army—to the Committee on Military AF- 


fairs. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: A bill (H. R, 8281) to confirm final proofs 
of lands in certain cases—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROSIUS (by request): A bill (H. R. 8282) to authorize the 
President to appoint physicians to fill vacancies in the regular medi- 
cal corps—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R.8283) providing for the payment per 
capita of the trust funds of the Delaware Indians of the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8284) for the erection of a public build- 
ing in MeMinnville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 8285) to provide for a subsistence 
detachment, United States Army—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 8286) to provide for the election of 
members of the House of Representatives—to the Select Committee on 
the Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con- 


By Mr. WALLACE, of New York (by request): A bill (H. R. 8287) 
toinsure preference in appointment, employment, and retention in pub- 
lic service of veterans of the late war—to the Select Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 8288) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to reopen the navy-yard at League Island, Pennsylvania, for 
the construction and repair of vessels of the Navy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affvirs. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 8289) to prevent unlawful conversion 
of goods, or the proceeds thereof, by the factors, commission merchants, 
and consignees in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 8290) to provide for the increase of 
the salary of the assistant and chief clerk of the office of the Supervis- 
ing Architect of the Treasury Department—to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures În the Treasury De ent. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8291) to incorporate the Metropolitan Gas-Light 
and Fuel Company of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 8292) to regulate commerce between 
the United States and foreign countries—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 8293) to simplify the classification of 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 125) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Navy to remove the naval magazine from 
Ellis’s Island, New York Harbor, and to purchase a siteand erect a naval 
magazine at some other point—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R, 8294) to prohibit objectionable for- 
eign immigration, encourage desirable immigration, defend American 
institutions, and protect American labor—to the Select Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAREY: A bill (H. R. 8295) to authorize the purchase of 
certain public lands by the city of Buffalo, Wyo., and for other pur- 

to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 8297) providing for a service pen- 


sion for the soldiers of the rebellion and their widows, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 8298) to constitute Lincoln, Nebr., 
a port of delivary, and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 
1880, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,”’ to the said 
port of Lincoln—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 8299) to reclassify and fix the 
salary of persons in the railway mail service, known as postal clerks— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McADOO: A joint resolution (H. Res. 126) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to remove the naval magazine from Ellis’s Island, 
in New York Harbor, and to purchase a site and erect a naval maga- 
zine at some other point—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to 
John A. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8301) granting a pension to Elvin Brown—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8302) granting a pension to Mary E. Graham—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8303) granting a pension to Malinda Lemmon—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8304) for the relief of Nancy Berry— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8305) for the relief of John G. Stodghill—to the 
Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8306) for the relief of R. H. Mason, 
McMinnville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 8307) granting a pension to Stephen 
H. Jackson, of Laurel County, Kentucky—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8308) for the relief of the heirsof John A. Leveredge, 
of Wayne County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8309) granting an increase of pension to Willis 
Sturgeon, of Hart County, Kentucky—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Mary 
V. Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: A bill (H. R. 8311) to place John A. 
Edgren on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 8312) for the relief of W. T. Cox— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 8313) for the relief of Henry 
Peters—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: A bill (H. R.8314) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah M. Jewell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 8315) granting a pension to Anna 
H, Anderson, of Decatur County, Indiana—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8316) to restore the name of Druzilla Fowler, of 
Switzerland County, Indiana, to the pension-roll—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8317) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 8318) for the relief of Charles H. 
Neill—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8319) granting a pension to Joseph D. Rogers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8320) for the relief of David D. Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANSUR (by request): A bill (H.R. 8321) granting an increase 
of pension to Ellen Hartnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 8322) for relief of Emanuel Mason— 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 8323) for the relief of I, W. 
Young—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 8324) for the relief of the Colum- 
bian Iron Works and Dry-Dock Company of Baltimore City—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McOREARY: A bill (H. R. 8325) for the relief of Mrs. Eu- 
genia Dunlap Potts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 8326) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Douglass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8327) granting a pension to Lyman B. Simon, of 
Columbus, Kans,—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8328) granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Fhornton, widow of the late 
Capt. James S. Thornton, United States Navy—to the Committee on 
invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 8329) for the relief of J. J. 
Bailey, of Shelby County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8330) for the relief of George H. 
Goddard—to the Committee on Naval 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8331) for the relief of William H. Latham—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8332) for the relief of John Rodgers—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. - 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: A bill (H. R. 8333) for the relief of John 
G. Bright and Robert T. Humphrey—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8334) to remove charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of the late August Henckell—to the Committee on Military Af- 


By Mr. STIVERS: A bill (H, R. 8335) to relieve W. W. Wheeler of 
the charge of descrtion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8336) for the relief of 
J. H. Bugg and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8337) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Ann E, Heiskell—to the Committee on War Claims. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


hiro clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were e: 

A bill (H. R. 8182) for the relief of Caroline M. MeDougal, widow of 
the late Rear-Admiral David McDougal, United States Navy—Com- 
mittee on Nayal Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2406) for the relief of Francis M. Potter—Committee 
on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid on the 
Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Petitions of M. L. Wilson, executor, D. D. Davies, 
J, A. Thorn, all United States commissioners, western district of North 
Carolina, in support of House bill 5832—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petitions of Charles L. Adams, United States commissioner, 
northern district of New York, and John J. Allen, and B. L. Benedict, 
United States commissioners, eastern district of New York, in support 
of House bill 5832—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of H. C. Matsell and 100 other members 
of Southern Branch National Home, for the passage of House bill 4569, 
the furlough bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: Petition of 40 citizens of 
Woodruff County, Arkansas, against the Conger or Butterworth lard 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of ex-officers and soldiers of Benton 
Harbor, Mich., asking for a service pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany H. R. 1290, to pension Mary 
A. Bailey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of ex-soldiers and citizens of Marshall 
County, Minnesota, asking pension legislation—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

- By Mr. CONGER: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No, 5353, Pleas- 
antville, Iowa, for the passage of the Butterworth bill defining options 
and futures, and imposing penalties to lessen and prevent gambling in 

uce—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 

. Nebraska City, Nebr., favoring an appfopriation of $6,200,000 for deep 
harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 110 veterans of the war of the rebellion, now resi- 
dents of Johnson County, Nebraska, in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of members of Sons of Veterans, United States Army, 
Johnson County, Nebraska, in favor of the passage of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of A. D. Hawkins and others, for the erec- 
tion of a breakwater at Mattituck Bay, New York—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of A. J. Demarest, to remove charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition from citizens of Pierce County, Nebraska, 
against the passage of the Windom silver bill—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Nebraska against the Windom bill— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of members Farmers’ Alliance and citizens of Ne- 
braska against the passage of the Union Pacific Railway funding bill— 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, 

Also, two petitions of the citizens of State of Nebraska against the 

of the Windom silver bill—to the Committee on Coinage, 
eights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of Board of Trade of Lincoln, Nebr., in favor of 
harbor for navy-yard at New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on Naval 


By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of Thomas J, Waller, asking for compen- 
sation for property taken and used by the United States Army during 
the late war of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of M, E. Eubanks, heir of Ann B. McGowan, deceased, 
of Hardeman County, Tennessee, asking for the reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Joseph B. Inabuck, Hinds County, Mississippi, ask- 
ing for compensation for horses, mules and sheep taken by the United 
States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of George Sinclair, of Apalachicola County, 
Florida—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of soldiers of late war, Warren County, 
Tennessee, for pay—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN; Petition of Donald McDonald for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Lawrence County (Illinois) Assembly, Farmers’ 
Mutual Benefit Association, against the ship subsidy bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. GEAR: Resolutions of James Sample Post, No. 120, at Fort 
Madison; J. W. Hardin Post, No. 384, at New London; Shriver Post, 
No. 177, at Vernon; Ed. Hamlin Post, No. 112, at Wellman, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, for a service pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of John F. Thouen and a large 
number of others, Union soldiersof Hannibal, Ohio, praying for a serv- 
ice pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Lydia A. Grimes, for a widow’s pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petitions of H. F. Griswold, P. W. Currier, W. H. 
Chase, and others, citizens ot the State of Vermont, for cold storage on 
steam-ships between New York and Liverpool—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAYES: Resolutions of N. B. Howard Post, No. 92, at De 
Witt, Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Petition of John M. Hardin and 30 others, 
citizens of Chester County, South Carolina, also Chester County Al- 
liance, urging the earliest possible adoption of the bill to prevent lard 
aduiteration—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina: Petition of Back Creek 
Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Randolph County, North Carolina, in 
opposition to large expenditures for the Navy and for coast defenses and 
all other warlike preparations—to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Navy Department. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Affidavits in support of bill granting a pension to 
Anna H. Anderson, of Decatur County, Indiana—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions in relation to the pension of Druzilla Fowler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of over 500 citizens, residents on the Las 
Vegas grant, asking for the passage of Honse bill 973, providing for a 
survey of the Las Vegas grant and the issuing of a patent therefor to 
the town of Las Vegas, said petitioners being the most prominent pro- 
fessional men and substantial citizens of the town of Las V and 
residents on the said grant—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Hugh Brady and other old soldiers 
of Woodson County, Kansas, asking for the passage of a service-pen- 
sion bill, and protesting against the passage of any bill that would 
imply that soldiers must be dependent or in any sense paupers before 
they are entitled to its benfits, and protesting against any more appro- 
priations for public buildings until the soldiers and their widows are 
provided for—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William Higgins and 81 others, citizens of Topeka, 
Kans., asking for increase of pay of letter-carriers, and asking for pas- 
sage of House bill. 3863, introduced by J. LOGAN CHIPMAN—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association of Vernon, 
Kans., in favor of free coinage of silver, to abolish the power of na- 
tional banks to issue money, in favor of increasing amount of currency 
in circulation to $50 per capita, and asking that the Government loan 
money to the farmers on mortgages at low rate of interest—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Emporia Post, No. 55, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of Kansas, in favor of a service pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LODGE: Resolutions of New England Ship-Owners’ Asso- 
ciation, in behalf of improvements of harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Papers in the case of I. W. Young—to the 
Committee on Claims. > 

By Mr. McCORD: Remonstrance of B. G. Grunert and others, citi- 
zens of Oconto, Wis,, against the of any and all measures now 
pending before Congress designed to materially change the present 
national laws on immigration and naturalization—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. ; 

Resolution of Phillips Post, No. 181, Grand Army of the Republic, 
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ent of Wisconsin, in favor of service-pension laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, remonstrance from Adam Fisher and others, citizens of Oconto, 
Wis., against the passage of any and all measures now pending before 
Congress designed to materially change the present national laws on 
immigration and naturalization—to the Select Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Papers in support of and to be filed with 
House bill for the relief of Mrs. Eugenia Dunlap Potts—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Columbiana County, 
Ohio, protesting against appropriations for coast defenses as a menace 
to peace—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Hazlett Post, No. 81, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Zanesville, Ohio, favoring a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: Resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Fort Smith, 
Ark., in reference to locating a Government penitentiary at Fort Smith, 
Ark.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hempstead County, Arkansas, asking for 
the restoration of silver to its constitutional place as a money metal— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

Also, resolutions of Memphis Merchants’ Exchange, against tax on 
eompound lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOREY: Papers in support of H. R. 4859—to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Abe Zahn, Robert Nesch, and others, 
citizens of Atchison, Kans., protesting against any material changes in 
the naturalization laws—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of Los Angeles Post-Office Clerks’ As- 
sociation, favoring eight consecutive hours to constitute a day's work 
and fifteen days’ vacation annually after one year of actual service—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, resolution of the Indianapolis Board of Trade, favoring the 
conversion of the United States arsenal at that city into a manufactory 
of ordnance and arms—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of labor organizations, churches, and other bodies, of 
Pennsylvania, asking for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of Newton Lauter, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Thomas 8. Reed, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Martin Preston, in reference to claim—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

- By Mr. PEEL: Papersin the claims of John M. Wilson, Clark County, 

Arkansas; Elizabeth Fitzhugh, Izzard County, Arkansas, aud Albert 

Q: Withers, Arkansas County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War 
aims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of Wichita (Kans. ) Board of Trade, fa- 
voring appropriation for deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial from citizens residing in No Man’s 
Land, approving the action taken by the Committee on the Territories 
designating Beaver as the county seat of the Sixth County—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of John G. Bright and Robert 
T. Humphrey, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of Lieut. A. Hurlburt Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, No. 82, Alta City, Iowa, urging the passage of 
the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Homestead Farmers’ Alliance, of Hull, Iowa, fa- 
voring the passage of H. R. 5353, defining and prohibiting options and 
futures, and imposing penalties to prevent gambling in farm products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Resolutions of Volga Post, No. 281, at Volga City; 
Sisco Bost, No. 178, at Elma; Abernathy Post, No. 48, at West Union; 
Himm Steel Post, No. 299, at Edgewood; Sutherland Post, No. 171, at 
Waucoma; Center Post, No. 276, at Randalia; Floyd Post, No. 348, at 
Floyd; Marble Rock Post, No. 308, at Marble Rock; Heminway Post, No. 
344, at Lansing; A. P, Morton Post, No. 277, at New Hampton; John C. 
Charmers Post, No. 294, at Bassett; Frank A. Brush Post, No. 77, at 
Osage, and memorial of Post No. 216, at Cresco, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Iowa, in favor of service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, favoring the 
enactment of a law requiring railroads engaged in interstate commerce 
to supply their cars soemployed with automatic brakes and couplers— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Memorial of the Commercial Exchange of the 
city of St, Lonis and the Pork Packers’ Association of said city, protest- 
ing against the passage of the bill known as the Edmunds inspection 
bill relating to the inspection of hog products intended for export—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of packing companies of Kansas City and others, pro- 


testing against any increase of duty on tin-plate—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR: Petitions, resolutions, and memorials 
from 35 Grand Army posts in Alabama, Maine, Kentucky, California, 
Colorado, Iowa, Kansas, Illinois, Massachusetts, Indiana, Missouri, 
Michigan, Minnesota, New York, Texas, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South 
Dakota, and Wisconsin, favoring the passage of the service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Resolutions of the board of 
county commissioners of Arapahoe County, Colorado, in favor of ap- 
propriations for deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. : 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Remonstrance of citizens of San Luis Obispo, 
Cal., against demonetization of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of H. P. Letwick and others, of 
Tennessee, for the remonetization and free coinage of silver—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Petition of National Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, asking for a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Petition of W. A. Roney, B, J. Bless, 
J. M. Connell, George W. Doppler, and 100 others, citizens of West 
Platte County, Missouri, praying for such an appropriation as may be 
necessary to build a breakwater at or near Kickapoo, in Leavenworth, 
Kans,, for the purpose of improving navigation of the Missouri River by 
forcing the same back to its former channel opposite to the city of 
Weston—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of the North American Turnerbund, E. Tadberg, H. 
W. Kaston, Carl Lokr, and 100 others, citizens of St. Joseph, Mo., 
protesting against the passage of any measure now before Congress look- 
ing to any material change in the naturalization or immigration laws 
as they now exist—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. ~ 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of citizens of Virginia, praying for the resto- 
ration of silver to its constitutional place as a money metal—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of W. H. Weson, praying compensation for 100 bales or 
cotton burned by the Federal Army after the war ended—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 18, 1890, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, z 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of ap- 
propriations presented by the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
for the payment of judgments amounting to $10,250.75, and stating 


that the commissioners ask that provision be made therefor in the ur- 


gent deficiency bill. 

The communication was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The urgent deficiency bill having 
been reported, what disposition shall be made of this communication, 
with the accompanying papers ? 

Mr. HALE. Let it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. ; 

Subsequently the communication was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 11th instant, a report from the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs relative to the anthorizing of any lottery company by the 
Indian Territorial government of the Creek Nation; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT p tempore presented the petition of J. H. Her- 
man, of Warsaw, N. Y., praying for the passage of the dependent pen- 
sion bill, with certain amendments; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY presented the petition of F. M. Richter, administrator, 
of Jacksonport, Ark., praying for the passage of a resolution referring 
Senate bill 2723, for the relief of the estate of Augustus Heberlein, to 
the Court of Claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Redwood County, Min- 
nesota, praying that the proposed Indian industrial school may be 
located at Redwood Falls, Minn.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. > 

Mr. MANDERSON. I presenta petition of the General Association 
of Congregational Churches of Nebraska, This association sets forth, 


the fact that there is an immense amount of immorality and vice in the 
Army of the United States, and suggests as a remedy for that deplor- 
able condition that there should be an increase in the chaplain force of 
the Army. The petitioners pray for legislation which shall increase 
the number of chaplains, so that there will be one at each army post. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Military Afiairs, 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a resolution adopted by the Board of 
Trade of Lincoln, Nebr., in favor of the establishment of a navy-yard 
and the erection of suitable buildings at New Orleans, La.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I presenta petition of the Nebraska Congregational 
Church Association, of Omaha, Nebr., of similar import to the one pre- 
sented by my colleague, remonstrating against the discontinuance of the 
office of chaplain in the regular Army of the United States, and pray- 
ing for an increase in the number of chaplains. I move that the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I present the petition of J. Ira Gore and 32 others, 
citizens of Cedar Keys, Fla., including the Board of Trade of that city, 
praying for a survey of the channel north and west of Cedar Keys 

nown as “‘Boat,’’ or No, 4, Channel, and an appropriation for its im- 
provement. 

I also present a letter of J. O. Andrews, secretary of the Board of 
Trade of Cedar Keys, calling attention to the value of this channel 
and the importance of the survey asked for. 

I move that the petition and letter be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. STEWART presented 26 petitions, signed by 558 members of the 
Farmers’ Alliance and citizens of Nebraska, praying for the free coin- 
ing of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Washington: which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

UNITED Srares OF AMERICA, STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Office of the Secretary of State. 

I, Allen Weir, secretary of state of the State of Washington and custodian of 
the seal of said State, do hereby certify that [ have carefully compared the at- 
tached instrument of wriing, í. e., House Memorial No. 17, for removing ob- 

ons to navigation in the upper Columbia River, with the original now on 
file in my office, and that the same is a correct transcript therefrom and of the 
whole of said original. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
State, at Olympia, this 17th day of February, A. D. 1890. 

[seat] ALLEN WEIR, Secrelary of 8S ate. 

Memorial. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled : 
Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Washington, re- 
lly represent that the Columbia River, one of the great water ways of 
the world, can, with slight expense, be made navigable from Kettle Falls, in 
Stevens County, State of Washington, to a point in British Columbia more then 
250 miles distant; that said river above said falls traverses a country of unex- 
celled fertility, rich in the precious minerals, in coal, iron, marble, and lime- 
stone, and in vast forests of pine, fir, and cedar trees; that Northeastern 
Washington, in the center of which lies the great and thriving city of Spokane 
Falls, needs to be brought into connection with said country by means of said 
river, in order that there may be a mutual interchange of products; that the 
said Columbia River is navigable in British Columbia to and above the crossing 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway, and the said country will be presnty bene- 
fited by the competition for its freights of that great transcontinental Jine; 
that Kettle Falls on said Columbia River is the natural and only point at which 
it is practicable for lines of railway and other highways to approach said Co- 
laumbia Riverfrom Northeastern Washington, and that a line of railway from 
said Spokane Falls to said point is now completed to within a few miles of said 
Kettle Falls, namely, the kane and Northern Railroad; that the only ob- 
structions in said river above said Kettle Falls for more than 280 miles are at a 
place called the Little Dalles, in said Stevens County; that said obstructions 
are inconsiderable, and can be removed, and the river rendered navigable at 
all stares of water, at an expenditure of not to ex $50,000, as is shown by 
the report of Lieut. Thomas W. Symonds, Engineer Corps, United States Army, 
made in the year 1881, Senate Executive ument 186; that considerable trafie 
between Northeastern Washington and said British Columbia has existed and 
been carried on by means of a line of steam-boats above said Little Dalles, but 
all freights to from said boats has been required to be freighted by teams 
for n long distance over difficult and dangerous roads, and for that reason the 
said traffic has languished and nearly died away, but that said traffic will 
be revived and immediately increased with the completion of the line of the 
said Spokane and Northern Railway to said Kettle Falls and with the remoyal 
of the obstructions in the said river at the Little Dalles, 

Wherefore your memorialists respectfully pray that an appropriation of a 
sum not to exceed $50,000 be made by your honorable bodies for the removal 
of the obstructions in said river at the Little Dalles, said appropriation to be 
expended under the direction of the General Government as in other similar 
cases, And asin duty bound your memorialists will ever pray. 

Passed the house January 29, 1890. 

J. W. FEIGHAN, Speaker. 


Passed the senate January 31, 1890. 
CHAS. E. LAUGHTON, President. 


Mr. SQUIRE presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Washington; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Usrrep STATES oF AMERICA, STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Office of the of State. 

I, Allen Weir, secretary of state of the State of Washington and custodian of 
the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the at- 
tached instrument of writing, i. e., Senate Memorial No. 12, praying for an ap- 
propriation of $300,000 for public surveys, with the o; now on file in my 


otos; oe the same is a correct transcript therefrom and of the whole of 
said o $ 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
said State, at Olympia, this 17th day of February, A. D. 1890, 


ALLEN WEIR, Secretary of State. 
Senate Memorial No. 12. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Washington, would most 
r otfully represent that— 

Whereas under the act of February 22, 1889, to provide for the division of 
Dakota into two States and to enable the people of North Dakota, South Da- 
kota, Montans, and Washington to form constitutions and State governments, 
and to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States, 
and to make donations of public lands to such States, there was granted to the 
State of Washington, to be selected under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, from the surveyed, unreserved, and unappropriated public lands of the 
United States within the limits of said State: 

For erecting public buildings at the capital of said State, 32,000 acres; 

For State university purposes, 46,000 acres; 

For agricultural college, 90,000 acres; 

For scientific schoo), 100,000 acres; 

For State normal school, 100,000 acres; 

For buildings at State capital, an additional t of 100,000 acres; 

For Piete charitable, educational, penal, and reformatory institutions, 200,000 
acres; an 

Whereas there was also granted to the State of Washington, for the support 
of the common schools, sections numbered 16 and 36 in every township in sai 
State, an estimated amount of 2,500,000 acres, and where such sections, or any 
parts thereof, have been sold or otherwise disposed of by or under the authority 
of any act of Congress, other lands equivalent thereto, in legal subdivisions of 
not less than one quarter-section, and as contiguous as may be to the section in 
lieu of which the same is taken, may be sel ; and 

Whereas from the fact of settlements on these lands having been made prior 
to their survey and withdrawal from entry, and also a large amount of said 
lands falling in sections 16 and 36 being of a mineral character, for all of which 
indemnity lands to the amount of at least 1,000,000 acres must be selected, mak- 
ing a total of public lands granted to the State of Washington of 1,668,000 
which must be selected from the surveyed, unreserved, and unappropriated 
public lands of the United States within the limits of said State; an 

Whereas the total surveyed area of the State of Washington not otherwise re- 
served or unappropriated does not exceed at this time 1,000,000 acres, as taken 
from the reports ot the General Land Office to June 30, 1888, and estimating the 


[sear] 


sale and dis; lof lands for the year ending June 30, 1889, as ,000 acres, 
which is without doubt much less than the actual amount disposed of; of this 
1,000,000 acres of surveyed and undisposed lands a large portion is included in 
the lands nted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, while at least 90 
per cent. of the remainder are waste lands and practically worthless; and 

Whereas during the years 1886, 1887, and 1888 but 468,438 acres of land were 
surveyed in the Territory of Washington, while the aggregate area of lands 
disposed of during the same Bago was 7,782,609 acres; and 

hereas it appears from the foregoing statements, which have been taken 
from official reports, that the State of Washington has now due and soon to be- 
come due from the public lands of the United States 1,668,000 acres of land which 
have been granted said State by the Government of the United States; and 

Whereas there are no public lands of the United States in the State of Wash- 
ington at the present time surveyed, unreserved, and unappropriated, from 
which the said grants to the State of Washington can be selected as required 
under the act granting said lands; and 

Whereas the necessity for the immediate survey of lands from which these 
grants may be selected has n presented to your honorahle bodies by a me- 
morial from the Legislature of the State of Washington: 

Now, therefore, we most earnestly and respectfully petition your honorable 
bodies that you will appropriate for the survey of pao ic lands in the State of 
Washington the sum of $300,000, to be made immediately available, said sum of 
money to be expended under the direction of the United States surveyor-gen- 
eral for the State of Washington, in accordance with the laws of the United 
States relative to the survey of public lands, 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Resolved, That our Senators are instructed and our Representatives requested 
to prepare and present bills embodying the subject-matter of this memorial and 
to earnestly urge the passage of the same. 

Passed the senate Decem 18, 1889. 

CHAS, E. LAUGHTON, President of the Senate. 
Passed the house January 15, 1890, 

J. W. FEIGHAN, Speaker of the House. 
Mr. HOAR. I present two petitions which are addressed to the Sen- 
ators from Massachusetts, but are intended as petitions to the Senate. 
One is the memorial of the Massachusetts Horticultural Society in aid 
of a certain memorial of the American Forestry Association in regard 
to the policy of dealing with the forests on the public lands. I move 
that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. HOAR. The other is a petition of the Boston Executive Busi- 
ness Men's Association, favoring the enactment of a law which shall 
provide for the free admission of foreign-built ships to American oe est 
try for a period of ten years. I move that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of farmers of Illinois, praying for 
the passage of Senate bill 1655, authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to loan money to farmers on real-estate security at 2 percent. per 
annum; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB. I presenta memorial of a large number of citizens 
of the State of Kansas, setting forth the great wrong committed upon 
the peopleof the United States by the passage of the bill for the de- 
monetization of silver, and praying for the free coinage of silver. I 
move its reference to the Committee on Finance. 


The motion was to. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of citizens of the Indian Terri- 
tory, asking that the Fort Reno reservation be retained in the Okla- 
homa bill recently passed by the House of Representatives; which was 


ordered to lie on the table. 
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Mr. VEST presented a petition of 41 citizens of Harrison County, 

, and a petition of 80 citizens of Harrison County, Missouri, 

praying for the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST. I also present resolutions of the Pork-Packers’ Asso- 
ciation and Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., against the 
of the Edmunds inspection bill. Those resolutions can lie on the table, 
as the bill has been reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
resolutions will lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They ought to go to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, inasmuch as we are to have a hearing to-morrow of gentle- 
men concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of the Robert Anderson Post, No. 
45, Grand Army of the Republic, and the petition of the Earlton Post, 
No. 206, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republie, ©, praying 
for the passage of the bill known as the Ingalls service-pension bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, reported anamend- 
ment in the nature of asubstitute for the bill (S. 1) to declare unlawtul 
trusts and combinations in restraint of trade and production; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (8. isan granting a pension to Robert A. Stewart; and 

A bill (S. 1385) granting a pension to James Drake. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. soon granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Groff; 

A bill (H. R. 6304) granting a pension to Frederick Bischer; 

A bill (H. R. 1873) granting a pension to Lovina Wright; and 

A bill (H. R. 2767) increasing the pension of John Taylor. 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2200) for the relief of Mary E. Johnson, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submit- 
ted reports thereon: 

A bill te 404) granting a pension to William Clawson; 

A bill (S, 992) granting a pension to Phillipe Ray; and 

A bill (S. 2766) granting a pension to John McLaren, 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1153) granting a pension to Silas S. Holbrook; and 

A bill (S. 841) granting a pension to Mary Baily. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2641) granting a pension to John 8. Williams, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1565) granting a pension to Ann Ruffner, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4195) to increase the pension of Mrs. Emma A. 
Hart, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 7010) for the relief of John J. Freeland, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2859) for the relief of Caroline Baker Stevens, relict of the 
ae Col. Robert J. Stevens and daughter of the late Col. Edward D. 

er; 

A bill (S. 2954) granting a pension to Charles A, Norton; 

A bill (S. 789) granting an increase of pension to Henry G. Healy; 


and 

A bill (S. 1048) granting a pension to Lloyd H. Snell. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the petition of Martin Harrington, late a private in Company 
E, Tenth Wisconsin Volunteers, praying for an increase of his pension, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the 
soeniiee were discharged from the further consideration of the peti- 

on. 

WESLEY MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. PADDOCK, I move a reconsideration of the vote by which the 
bill (S. 2613) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery, reported yesterday 
from the Committee on Public Lands, was indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 


that the vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed be recon- 
sidered. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3163) to reorganize and establish 
the customs collection district of Puget Sound; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 3164) to provide for the survey 
of public lands in the State of Washington; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 3165) to constitute Beecher’s 
Falls, Vt., a port of entry, and to extend the provisions of the act of 
June 10, 1880, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relatłon to 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” 
to the said Beecher’s Falls; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 3166) granting a pension to An- 
tonio Lopez; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- -+ 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3167) authorizing the ap- - 
poinitment of Henry Haymond to the position of captain in the Army 
and to place him on the retired-list; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3168) granting a pension to Henry N. 
Karickhoff; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3169) granting a pension to Patrick H. - 
Russell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3170) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to establish a port of delivery at West Stewarts- 
town, N. H.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, PLATT introduced a bill (8.3171) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of George O. Bradley; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3172) granting the use of certain lands 
to the town of New Haven, Conn., for a public park; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3173) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3174) constituting Cairo, IL, a port of - 
delivery in the customs collection district of New Orleans; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HISCOCK (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3175) to provide 
for certain additional beneficiaries under the pension laws, to providea 
specific uniform system of rates and grades for pensionable disabilities, 
to equalize the pensions now granted for disabilities incurred ia the 
service and in line of duty, to | stad arrears of pensions, to establish a 
practice for the adjudication of pension claims and the payment of the 
pensions granted, to grant pensions to Union ex-soldiers and sailors who 
are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and to the de- 
pendent widows, minor children, and certain other relatives of deceased 
soldiers and sailors, and to amend certain sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States relating to pensions and certain laws relating 
to pensions enacted since the revision of the statutes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 3176) to provide for the letting of con- 
tracts for construction of public buildings and public works; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (8. 3177) granting a pension to Ur- 
sula Lucretia Haight; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4975) providing for the appointment of an assistant 
general superintendent and a cuief clerk, railway mail service; and 

A bill (H. R. 6944) to transfer the revenue-marine service from the 
Treasury Department to the Navy Department. 

The message also announced that the House had to the con- 
current resolution of the Senate requesting the President of the United 
States to invite the King of the Hawaiian Islands to select delegates to 
represent that kingdom in the Pan-American Congress, now assembled 
in the Capital of this Republic, 


2330 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
~ the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 

the President pro tempore; $ 

A bill (S. 296) vesting in the vestry of Christ Church, Washington 
Parish, District of Columbia, all of the right, title, and interest of the 
United States of America in and to square south of square 1092, in the 
city of Washington, District aforesaid; and 

A bill (S. 1083) to amend the act giving the approval and sanction of 
Congress to the ronte and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River 
Railroad in the District of Columbia. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. PLATT, it was 


Ordered, That the on file in the Secretary's Office, in support of a bill to 
remove the charge Krz mtot vka from the military record of George O. Bradley, 
be withdrawn therefrom and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. If the morning business is ended -—— 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business ? 

If there be none, that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule 

VIL, is in order. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the ugent deficiency appropriation bill, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7496) to provide 
for certain of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 189v, and 
for other pu: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theremaining amendments reported 

-by the Committee on Appropriations will be considered. The first re- 
served amendment will be stated. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not quite ready to go on with those. There are 
one or two other amendments that will be first considered. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If in order I should like to offer an amendment to 
come in on page 9, after line 3. I send it to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 9, after line 3, insert: 

TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENTS. 

Industrial Home in Utah Territory: To aid the Industrial Christian Homo 
Association, Utah Territory, in carrying on the work of said association, fiscal 
year 1390, $2,000, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. HALE, On page 22, section 2, line 13, the word ‘‘therefor ” 
should be ‘‘thereof.’? The same change shonld be made on the top of 

23, line 1; also, on 23, line 13, and’ on line 24 of page 23. 
These amendments can all be adopted together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The word “therefor ™ will be changed 
to ‘‘ thereof’’ at the points indicated, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HALE. On 16, at the end of line 20, I move to add ‘‘to 
be paid as the salaries of other United States district judges are paid;’’ 
80 as to read: 

To pay the salaries of the district judges for the States of North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Montana, and Washington, from the date each qualifies to June 30, yom 
so much therefor as may be necessary, to be paid as the salaries of other Uni 
States district judges are paid. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the word ‘‘therefor’’ in this 
clause be changed to “thereof,’’ if there be no objection ? 

Mr. HALE. `No; let it remain as it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine thinks the 
word ‘‘therefor’’ should be retained. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Maine. 

The ment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 15, after line 11, I move to insert: 

Turtle Mountain band of Chippewa Indians: That the Secretary of the In- 
terior is ber! authorized to use the sum of 55,000 of the amount appropriated 
by the act of February 27, 1890, for the telief of the Sioux Indians at Devil's Lake 

ney, for the Taree of subsistence and clothing and other necessary ar- 

cles to relieve the wants of the Chippewas of the Turtle Mountain band under 
the charge of the Devil’s Lake agency. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro; by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. TELL Mr. President, I do not desire to antagonize the propo- 
sition of the committee; however, I wish to say a few words about the 
Turtle Mountain band of Indians, becanse the general rule is that when- 
ever any Indians are in distress a certain class of people in the United 
States take it upon themselves to immediately arraign the Government 


for its treatment of those Indians. I think that I know as much about 
the Turtle Mountain band of Indians, perhaps, as anybody here, and I 
wish to give a brief history to set right the statements made by some 
of the pulpit orators of the country, and some of the newspaper orators, 
and some of those who are neither newspaper nor pulpit orators, and 
whose statements are based entirely upon mi tation. 
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The country where the Turtle Mountain Indians reside was never 
Chippewa land, they being Chippewa Indians. It was Sioux land, pur- 
chased of the Sioux tribes by the United States years ago. Years ago 
we purchased all of the right and title of the Chippewa Indians as far 
west as their title ran, no matter what it was. So, whether this was 
Chippewa or whether it was Sioux land, in either case the Government 
of the United States has obtained title in the regular methods. 

When I became Secretary of the Interior I found that there were in 
the Turtle Mountain band of Indians less than 300 persons. They 
were setting up claims then to a section of country now in Northern 
Dakota ting about nine and a half million acres of land. My 
predecessor, upon a claim of that kind, had withdrawn this land from 
the operation of the settlement laws, although it had been open for at 
least ten or fifteen years, I think. Within this area there were at least 
10,000 settlers. A large number of acres of land had been entered at 
the land office, and if not patented had at least proceeded in the regu- 
lar way to a patent. : 

My attention having been called to the hardship of suspending the 
entries and the operations of the law upon so extensive a section of coun- 
try, I began a personal investigation of a subject that I may say with- 
out egotism I was somewhat familiar with, and that was the habitat of 
the North American Indian. It had been to me a subject of interest, 
and Ihad been a student tosome extent at least fora great many years 
of the location and the original and present habitat of the North Ameri- 
can Indian. I did not need any investigation to show upon the first 
blush that this was not Chippewa land and never had been Chippewa 
land. That I might not be mistaken in the matter I called to my as- 
sistance ex-Governor and ex-Senator Ramsey, of the State of Minne- 
sota, who knew probably as much about this question as any man liv- 
ing. I examined carefully the treaties made by Calhoun in early days 
and the history and location of the Indians as laid down both by Cal- 
houn and by Catlett and by others who have been familiar with Indian 
subjects. Everything proved to me that my first idea was correct, that 
this was not Chippewa land and never had been, but was Sioux land, 
and that these Indians had no claim whatever to it. 

I then began an investigation of the history of the Turtle Mountain 
Indians, and I wish to repeat now that this band then numbered, all 
told, after a eateful censns, less than 300, and they were composed 
mostly of half-breeds, who were not entitled under the law to be treated 
as Indians. J gave then to these Indians, as I could as Secretary of the 
Interior, permission to locate upon certain unoccupied land, saying to 
them that they could take 160 acres of land for the head of every fam- 
ily, and then they could have some pasture land and meadow land, and 
the rest of the country must be open to settlement. So I revoked what 
my predecessor had ealled a temporary order, or had the President do 
it, and opened this country to settlement, and gave to these less than 
300 Indians, out of which to select 160 acres for each family, more than 
two townships in Northern Dakota, and the next time the Indian ap- 
propriation bill was passed Congress appropriated for their relief $1,000 
for the purchase of seeds. 

On investigating the history of these Indians I found that they be- 
longed to the original Chippewa tribe. They had never been ized 
in Indian cireles as a tribe, but simply asa band. They had gone to 
the White Earth reservation after our treaty with the Chippewas. 
They had participated in all the benefits and all the privileges of the 
Chippewa treaty. They had received their wagons, they had received 
their supplies, and then they had taken themselves over into Manitoba 
and had not been residents of the United States for ten consecutive 
years. They had then recently returned, probably in 1879 or 1880, or 
perhaps even later, to the United States with their carts and ponies, 
and, in their poverty, had set up a claim to this coantry. 

I see by the public press that the Turtle Mountain band of Indians 
numbers 1,930. I wish to state that they are not American Indians, 
and the Government of the United States is under the same obligation, 
and only the same obligation, that it is to any suffering creatures to 
protect and take care of them. They are the Manitoba Chippewas, of 
which there are now at least 5,000 more still left in Manitoba, or in 
that section of the continent; and if you open the doorand make a gen- 
eral distribution of funds there, you will invite all the Chippewas of 
that country to the United States. 

I have no objection, if these people are in a suffering condition, that 
the Government should relieve them, but the Government should take 
some steps to put them back where they belong on the other side of the 
Canadian border. It is not fair for any man to stand up here and talk 
about the Government of the United States having stolen 11,000,000 
acres of land from these Indians, for every foot of the land they owned 
the Government has bought and paid for, and given them a magnifi- 
cent reservation covered with immense pine forests worth millions and 
millions of dollars. The American portion of the Chippewas are en- 
titled to go to White Earth, if they see fit, and partake of the hospi- 
tality and generosity of this Government as any other Chippewas. 

I want to put on record a denial of the statement, whether it comes 
from the pulpit or anywhere else, that these Indians have been im- 
properly treated by the Government of the United States. Everything 
that they owned we have paid for and we are supporting them now in 
their idleness, in their vice, not where they ought to be supported, but 
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where they selected that they would and the 300 that are there, 
or less than 300, who claim to be treated as American Indians, are now 
swelled to 1,930, it is said, by the advent of British Indians, for whose 
support we are not liable either in equity or in law. > 

that is all I think I care to say upon this subject, except to add that 
the statement to which I have referred is in keeping with the general 
run of the statements made in this country with reference to Indians. 
The more ignorant a man may be of the location of Indians and the 
history connected with them, the better he thinks he is qualified to 
stand before the American public and denounce the Government and 
people of the United States for their treatment of the Indians. 

Sir, I say that in the history of the treatment of aborigines anywhere 
in the world there has been no snch lavish expenditure of money by any 
nation as we have expended for the Indians. Iam not criticising it; but 
it is not true that we have treated them improperly. Itis trae we have 
said they should not occupy great, extensive territories of the United 
States to the exclusion of civilization and white men. That is true; 
that is inevitable; that is in the nature of things; that is in harmony 
with the Divine purpose, if Divine purposes govern these matters at 
all; it isin harmony with the idea that the world was made, not for 
savages, but for civilized men. If these Indians go upon the White 
Earth reservation now, they will be amongst the rich men of this coun- 
try, and not the poor men, with an abundance of provisicns and with a 

t property there in that pine and in that land which will make them 
finitely better off than the settlers of any new section of this country. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Where are they now? 

Mr. TELLER. They arein Northern Dakota, in what is called Wil- 
low County. They would be better off, if they would go to the White 
Earth reservation and claim what they are entitled to claim there, than 
the people who have settled the prairies of my State; better off than 
the people who have settled the prairies of Kansas and Nebraska; bet- 
ter off than the people who have made civilization all over the West; 
better off than the people who are raising farm productions in the valleys 
of the Platte and the Arkansas. 

While I do not object to the appropriation, I object to the statement 
which has been made so generally that these people are there suffering 
because of the misconduct of the Government of the United States, for 
it is absolutely untrue, and the man who makes it, whether he makes 
it from the pulpit or whether he makes it through the press, is either 
ignorant of the facts or is a willful falsifier. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, Iam interested with the Senator from 
Maine in the passage of this bill, but I desire to say a few words in this 
connection. 

Iam very glad the Senator from Colorado has corrected the misstate- 
ments made in the public press relative to these Indians. I donot de- 
sire to enter into any discussion with him about the general treatment 
of the Indians of this country. If any comment should be made on 
what the Senator has said about the magnificent generosity which has 
characterized the treatment of the Indians of this country, it is simply 
this. It is not in the amount which has been bestowed upon the In- 
dians in this country, but it is in the misapplication of it. Atsome 
points much more than ought to be done has been done, and at other 

ints a great deal less than ought to be done has been done; but that 
is in the past and can not be cured now. 

What the Senator says about these Turtle Mountain Indians is 
true, but in connection with this appropriation I want to say that 
the Catholic association or organization here, at the head of which is 
Father Stephan, of whom we have had some knowledge here in the 
Senate, has already contributed $4,000 to the relief of these Indians 
and has $5.000 more ready to send to their relief. The Government 
of the United States by telegraph. as the newspapers say, applied $2,000 
of another appropriation for that purpose. That would make $11,000, 
and about $5,000 or $6,000 is proposed to be appropriated by this amend- 
ment. This amendment was new to me when it was offered. That 
would make some fifteen or sixteen thousand dollars. 

Itis true that the only Indians that are entitled to this relief are three 
or fur turidred, of whom the Senator from Colorado has spoken. If 
this $15,000 is sent there every five out of six dollars of it will be con- 
sumed by Indians either invited there over the border from the British 
Dominions or coming over of their own accord and sharing with these 

r Indians the beneficenceof this Government. Such has been the rule 
or five or six years; such has been the rule eversince the United States 
undertook to provide for these Indians at these two townships. The 
appropriation of $10,000 at one time and $5,000 at another from year 
to year has been consumed, three-quarters or five-sixths of it, by In- 
dians from over the border. Everything that they raise there, when- 
ever it comes to be in condition to be consumed, is shared by Indians 
who, either by invitation or otherwise, come from over the border. 

These 300 or 400 Indians are not to blame because they do not go 
down to White Earth. Two religious denominations have possession of 
them, They have each of them their chaplain there, and each of them 
is contributing to these Indians, and they persuade them to stay there. 
If it were not for those religions denominations who go to them where 
they are and who desire to keep them there rather than let them mingle 
with and be absorbed in the Chippewa Indians of White Earth, who 
prefer to keep them there and depead upon public charity and these 


appropriations for helping them out every winter in their distress, this 
difficulty would not continue, 

There is pending before the Committee on Indian Affairs at this mo- 
ment a provision for a commission to make one more effort to 
these Indians to go down to White Earth, where they could be taken 
care of and where they could properly support themselves. The difi- 
culty is that the United States, whenever they have undertaken, or very 
often when they have undertaken, these negotiations, have begun at the 
wrong end and spoiled the whole thing. They were met at their last 
negotiation with the statement by the Indians that the White Earth 
people did not want them there and would not treat them kindly. So 
the commission invited two families to go down to White Earth and 
try the experiment, and then the commission retired and never went 
near White Earth to see that they were properly treated. The families 
went down there, and no White Earth Indian paid any attention to 
them or took the least care of them, and they were obliged for the 
whole summer to live in tepees on the bank of the river and take care 
of themseives as best they could, When cold weather came they went 
back to the Turtle Mountain band and said it was just as they sup- 
posed: the White Earth Indians did not want them there and the Gov- 
ernment did not want them there, and the negotiation fell through, 

The last time the Committee on Indian Affairs were at White Earth 
they sought to make provision for these Indians. I have not a doubt 
that, if a commission could be appointed to go and make them homes 
and show them that they could be taken care of, they could be in- 
duced, notwithstanding the adverse advice of those two religious or- 
ganizations that have possession of them, to go down there. There are 
thirty-six townships in the center of Minnesota devoted to the White 
Earth reservation, and as fine a tract of land as any in that beautiful 
State. There have been gathered around there in the last two years 
a good many of the Chippewa Indians from various reservations, and to 
the extent of the capacity of those thirty-six townships they ought to be , 
appropriated to the little bands of Indians scattered about that country. 

In connection with what the Senator from Colorado says about the 
magnificence of the generosity of the Government, or rather the mis- 
application of that generosity, I want to remark that í never could un- 
derstand for a long time why a treaty granting 49,000 square miles of 
territory was made and that land set apart to the Sioux Indians until 
I ascertained that during the negotiations, which have resulted in open- 
ing 11,000,000 acres of that territory to settlement, it appeared that 
the design of that treaty and the setting apart of 49,000 square miles 
was to gather not only the Sioux upon it, but the Chippewas and the 
Crows upon it. That was the reason why that vast territory was set 
apart for Indians. That was the plan of the commission, 

The treaty was ratified, and then Congress c their policy and 
set the Crows out somewhere else and left the Chippewas where they 
are, and the 49,000 square miles were left for 28,000 Sioux Indians, 
That is the generosity, the magnificent generosity, to which the Sena- 
tor from Colorado alludes, but misapplied. 

I have some doubt whether it is wise to appropriate five or six thou- 
sand dollars more to these Indians, besides the private contributions I 
have alluded to and the $2,000 already sent by telegraph, because the 
money is used to feed Indians that belong in British America. If 
somebody would go up there and see that it was used to feed only the 
300 that it belongs to and take care of them and send the others home, 
I should like to see it done. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, in view of the statements made by the Senator from Colorado, 
as well as by the Senator from Massachusetts, if he thinks this appro- 
priation ought to be made, whether it will not be bad in its effects in 
the future? 

Mr. DAWES. I would not want to op it, because the Indians 
are suffering and it is better to feed more than to let the few starve.. I 
want to say that two years ago private contributions from all over the 
country were sent there.: There were sent from my own town five or 
six barrels of clothing. Some of them never went beyond Fargo and 
some of them went to the depot nearest to the Turtle Mountain Indians, 
and some of them got there and were over the line on the backs of the 
Canadian Indians in a week’s time. I felt then as if it was a misap- 
plication, and if it were not for the personal suffering of these Indians 
I would not contribute a dollar until they were induced to go down to 
White Earth reservation, where they ought to be. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, it seems to me that if this ap- 
propriation is made now we shall be just as likely to be called ona 
year from now or some time in the future to make another. The sooner 
the policy of the Government is determined that no contributions are 
to be made for the support of these Indians the sooner they will go to 
the White Earth reservation, where they really belong. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not think they can be starved into going to the 
White Earth reservation. One reason, in addition to what I said, why 
they cling to these two townships, one-halfof them under water andin a 
most bleak and sterile portion of the northern border of Dakota, is the 
idea thatthey havea claim upon the Government for the 11,009,000 acres 
of land, and they are told by the people who desire to keep them where 
they are thatif they leave that country they never will get anything for 

that claim, They have been told over and over again by those who 
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think they are their friends that that is a matter so shadowy and so 
groundless that there is no possible hope for them to ever get any money, 
and I with the Senator that the trouble is as he fa stated; but 
the difficulty is that we have got three hundred Indians there who are 
starving to death, and are starving to death because other Indians eat 
them out of house and home, and they must be kept where they are. 

I shall not oppose the appropriation, but I think a great deal of it 
will go where it ought not to go. 

Mr. HALE. I will only say, in reply to the statements which have 
been made, that I have an estimate for the amendment with a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, strongly urging the passage 
of the amendment, and upon the strength of that I offered it here, not 
from the Committee on Appropriations. If the Senator from Colorado 
or the Senator from Massachusetts or the Committee on Indian Affairs 
oppor the amendment and think it is not wise and right—— 

. TELLER. Let me say that I did not oppose the amendment. 
I have no doubt the statement is true that these Indians are in a bad 
condition, and, while there is neither a legal nora moral obligation upon 
us to take care of them, nobody else, perhaps, will, and I think it is 
well enough to let this appropriation go to take care of them; but I 
think the ent with these things should see to it that 
these foreign Indians are returned to their own country and that no 
more are allowed to come here. They are not nape, aie They can 
be sent back; they ought to be sent back. We shall have the whole 
Chippewa tribe from that section of British America here, because 
whatever people may say about the treatment of Canadian Indians our 
treatment of the Indians on this side of the line has been and is now 
infinitely better than it has been on the other side of the line, except 
with reference to a few Indians who went from New York to Canada 
in the early days after the Revolutionary war. With few exceptions, 
we have been much more liberal to the Indians than the Canadians or 
the British. I think it is important that we should help these poor 
people during the winter, and then see that they are returned and that 
no more are allowed to come here. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not wish to oppose the amendment. It is better 
that three dollars should be wasted where one is properly expended 
than that these poor Indians should starve todeath. I got up more to 
supplement the statement of the Senator from Colorado and to set right 
the Government of the United States against what has appeared in the 
newspapers, and I should have called the attention of the Senate to the 
subject if the Senator from Colorado had not done so. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have not anything to say as to the moral liability 
of the United States for this particular appropriation, but the vicious 
and unwise policy which the Government has pursued with reference 
to the Indians generally does impose a moral obligation on us to 
change the policy. This is one of the results of the Government under- 
taking to feed a people who ought to earn their own living like other 

ple. I know the policy is fixed and I do not expect to reverse it, 

ut I wish to stand as a continual protest against the policy of feeding 

the Indians and keeping them in idleness and doing nothing; and it is 

worse than that, because when we begin to feed and clothe them they 

cease to make efforts for themselves, they become helpless dependents 
and a burden upon the country. 

It is that to which I refer when I speak of the unwisdom of the policy 
of the Government in undertaking to feed and clothe these people. 
There is no race of men, I do not care who they are, whether Anglo- 
Saxons, Indians, Mongolian, or negroes, who, if the Government will 

- undertake to care for them, will not lose their energy and become de- 
pendents, and soon, like these Indians, helpless dependents. 

I make no objection to the appropriation, but I do protest that the 
policy which has led to such results is all wrong. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. HALE. LI ask to have printed in the RECORD a communication 
from the Department, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thecommunication will beso printed 
if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The communication referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 15, 1890. 

SiR: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a communication of 15th 


instant from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and accompanying draught of 
or ech the relief of the Indians on the Turtle Mountain reservation, North 
Dakota,’ 


This bill authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to use an amount not ex- 
ceeding $5,000 of the $25,000 appropriated by act of Congress approved Feb- 
ruary 27, for the relief of the Sioux Indians at Devil's Lake ageney, North 
Dakota. for the purchase of subsistence, clothing, and other necessary articles 
to relieve the wants of the Chippewas of the Turtle Mountain band, under the 
charge of the Devil’s Lake agency. 

The Commissioner's letter shows the necessity for this action, andthe matter 
is respectfully referred for the favorable consideration of the committee. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
United States Senate, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFF. 
Washington, D. O., March 15, 1890. 
Sim: Senator Casey, of North Dakota, in conversation with me yesterday, 
made certain statements in regard to the destitute condition of the Chippewa 
Indians on the Turtle Mountain reservation, and, at his verbal request, I handed 


hima pectin Fa ofa joint resolution, to be by Con authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to use, from the $25,000 Spprop ted by Congress by 
act of February 27, 1890, for the relief of the Sioux of Devil's Lake ney, the 
sum of $5,000 in the purchase of subsistence and other necessary 

Iam now in receipt of the inclosed letter from Senator Prerce, of North Dakota, 
and in compliance with his request I have the honor to state that the farmerin 


an 


Senator Casey reported to me raraly, that he is informed by the Bishop of 
Dakota that there is t suffering and in some casesactual starvation among 
the Turtle Mountain Indians, and I submit herewith draught of a bill authoriz- 
ing you to use the sum of $6,000 from the $25,000 appropriated for the Sioux of 
Devil's Lake, to purchase subsistence, etc., for the Turtle Mountain Indians, 
whoare under the charge of the agent of the Devil's Lake agency, and respect- 
fully ask that you transmit the same to the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions with your favorable recomme: on, 


Very respectfully, 
T, J. MORGAN, Commissioner, 
The Hon, SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


A bill for the relief of the Indians on the per Mountain reservation, North 
o 


assembled, 
is, directed and authorized to use from the $25,000 appropriated by 
p% approved February 7, 1890, for the relief of the Sioux Indians at Devil's 
ke agency, North Dakota, an amount not exceeding $5,000 for the purchase 
of subsistence and clothing and other necessary articles, to relieve the wants of 
the Chippewas of the Turtle Mountain band, under the charge of the Devil’s 
Lake agency. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I offer an amendment to come in on page 6, after 
line 3, which is recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
has been submitted to the Committee on Appropriations, and I under- 
stand meets the approval of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 6, after line 3, it is proposed to insert: 


For rental ofa suitable building to meet the requirements of the office of the 
Sixth Auditor of the Treasury for the remainder of the current fiscal year, $500. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. Itis proposed to amend the bill on page 19, after 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 11—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to which the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island proposes to offer his amendment is one of the 
zeeeree amendmentsand has not been acted upon in Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. HALE. I reserved it on account of the absence of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then will be on the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Theoriginal amendment will be read 
and the amendment to the amendment. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to insert, on page 19, under *‘ Department of Agriculture:’’ 

Experimental stations: To provide for the expenses of agricultural experi- 


ment stations organized during the current fiscal year in the Territories of Ari- 
zona, New Mexico, and Utah under the act of March 2, 1887, $30,000. 


The amendment of Mr. ALDRICH was read, to amend by adding: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the State of Rhode Island the 
sum which said State would have been entitled to receive under the provisions 
ofan act entitled * An act making an rt gir agrenees to carry into effect the pro- 
visions of an act approved March 2, 1887,”’ etc., approved February 1, 1888, if an 
agricultural experiment station in said State had been organized within the 
time required by said act approved March 2, 1887, $15,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. Will not the adoption of this amendment make 
necessary a similar provision to place all the States on the same basis 
that did not immediately o ize these stations? 

Mr. ALDRICH. All the States except the State of Rhode Island 
have received their appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. For that particular year? 

Mr. ALDRICH. For that particular year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, then I have no objection to the Sena- 


tor’s proposition. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
as amended. 


The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the following amendment, to come in at 
the end of line 22, on page 8: 


For printing and publish’ lists of overdue taxes on real estate with notice 
of sale in pamphlet form, and for printing a other notices and ad- 
vertisements required in and about the sale of such estate for such over- 
due taxes, to be reimbursed by the charge of 20 cents for each lot so advertised, 
$5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 

b- 


That is in consequence of the of House bill 5825, ‘* 
ing the times for sales and for notices of sales of property in the Dis- 
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trict of Columbia for overdue taxes.’ This bill has been passed by 
both Houses, is in the hands of the President, and has probably been 
approved by this time, and it requires— 

That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall prepare a list of all 
taxes on real property in said District, subject to taxation, on which said taxes 
are levied and in arrears on the Ist day of July, 1889, and each and every tied 
thereafter, including all taxes due to the late corporations of Washi m City, 
Georgetown, the levy court of the county of Washington, the District of 
Columbia, And said commissioners shall publish the same with a notice of sale 
in a pamphlet of which not less than 3,000 copies shall be printed for distribu- 
tion to tax-payers applying therefor. Said commissioners shall, on the first 
Tuesday in April, 1890, and the third Tuesday in March of each year thereafter, 
give notice which shall contain the name of each and every person in which 
each piece of property is assessed, together with the amount of assessment upon 
each piece, by advert: ng twice a week for three successive weeks in the regu- 
lar issue of two or more aily newspapers pouenee in said District that said 
pamphlet has been printed, and thata copy thereof will be delivered to any tax- 
payer applying therefor at the office of the said commissioners, 


And then it says: 


The expenses of said advertising and the printing of said pamphlet shall be 
paid by a charge of 20 cents for each lot or piece of property adver! 


The commissioners of the District of Columbia have sent this letter: 
OFFICE or COLLECTOR OF TAXES, DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, 
Washington, March 17, 1890. 
GENTLEMEN: I respectfully call your attention to the fact that to carry into 
effect the provisions of H. R. bill No. 5825 (passed and now before the President), 
which Heche naimesr the times for sales and notices of sales of property in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for overdue taxes, it will be necessary to have an appropri- 
ation of $5,000, as the fund available for advertising is near! pte he 
repayment of the cost of advertising is provided for in the bill by a charge of 20 
cents on each lot. 
This amount, covered by an urgent deficiency bill so as to be immediately 
available, I hope will receive your indorsement. 
Very respectfully, 
E. G. DAVIS, 
Collector of Taxes, District of Columbia. 
To the Honorable Commissioners DISTRICT oF COLUMBIA, 


It is necessary that an appropriation of $5,000 be made to enable the commis- 
sioners to execute the law, . 
L. G. HINE, Acting President. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

Mr. HALE. Was the amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, on page 19, disposed of ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As amended it wasagreedto. That 
was the first one on that page. 

Mr. HALE. How as to the one below that ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment has not yet been 
acted upon. 

Mr. HALE. I hope it may be acted upon now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, on page 19, afterline11, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations propose to insert: 

Location for artesian wells: To authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to 
make such preliminary investigation of an engineering and other character 
as will, so far as practicable, determine the proper location for artesian wells 
for irrigation purposes within the area west of the ninety-seyenth meridian 
and east of the foot-hills of the Rocky Mountains, $20,000; and a report of all 
operations and expenditures hereunder shall be made to Congress immediately 

July 1, 1890, 

The amendment was to. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to call the attention of the Senator in 
charge of this bill to the appropriations for deficiencies for the Fish 
Commission. It appears that an appropriation was made by the bill 
in the House of Representatives of $10,000, another of $3,000, and an- 
other of $10,000. The Senate Committee on Appropriations proposes 
to increase the first appropriation from $10,000 to $20,000. It seems 
to me that the Committee cn Appropriations will do well to make some 
special inquiry into these expenditures for the Fish Commission which 
are being increased year after year with very great rapidity. 

I find in Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 88, Fiftieth Congress, 
first session, that the total appropriations for the Fish Commission from 
its establishment in 1871 down to 1887 were $2,476,351.31. The appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, as appears by House 
Miscellaneous Document No. 11 of the present Con were $223,- 
880.68. The appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, was 
$257,580, and the appropriation for the present fiscal year to end on 
the 30th of June, 1890, is $296,900. In addition to this appropriation 
of $296,900, the Senate is now called upon to appropriate, if it adopts 
the amendment proposed by the Senate Committee on Appropriations, 
$33,000, making a total appropriation for the present year of 

900. 


, 900, 

I respectfully ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
whether he does not think it practicable for the Fish Commissioner to 
so make his estimates for the expenses of a fiscal year that it will not 
be necessary to have these large deficiency appropriations. I call at- 
tention to the fact that this appropriation has crept up from $223,880.68 
to a proposed appropriation of $329,900. 

I do not undertake to say at this time that these large appropriations 
for fish culture are not wise or expedient; I am not now prepared to 


make an attack upon the system; but I do say that this Fish Commis- 
sion ought to be placed under some one of the existing Departments of 
the Government. I introduced a bill placing it under the Navy De- 
partment, which has been reported upon adversely by the Committee 
on Fisheries, and so it stands that we have this anomaly in connection 
with this Fish Commission, that it is not connected with any one of 
the Departments of the Government; it is not subordinate to any Cabi- 
net minister, as it ought to be. The mistake in allowing this com- 
mission to go on from year to year under a commissioner responsible 
to no Department, and under no effective supervision consequently of 
the President of the United States, is made evident by the fact that 
these appropriations are increasing day by day and month by month 
and year by year until now, after an annual appropriation of $296,900, 
we are asked to vote a deficiency of $33,000, carrying the total to 


$329,900, 

I do not believe that there is any reason for these deficiencies. I be- 
lieve that the Fish Commissioner, whether under a Department or not 
under a Department, should be able to make his estimates and keep the 
expenditures within those estimates, and that these expenditures should 
not creep up on us year by year, asit appears that they have been doing. 
I now ask the Senator in charge of this bill why the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations have increased the House appropriations from $10,000 
to $20,000 and also whether that increase is all the expected deficiency 
of the Fish Commission during the current fiscal year. 

Mr. HALE. Mr, President, the startling proposition that the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire has just made, that there ought not to be a 
deficiency in any Department of the Government, has made for 
many years. 

Mr. CHANDLER, TheSenator will allow me tosuggest that I said 
there ought not to be a deficiency in the Fish Commission. The Sen- 
ator has expanded that statement into one that there ought not tobe , 
any deficiency in any of the Departments of the Government.. I beg 
the Senator's pardon, I did not so state. 

Mr. HALE. Perhaps theSenator did not go so far, buttaking charge 
and overhauling, as he has done, all branches of the Government service, 
if he has not made that statement about the others, I have no doubt he 
will make it before he gets through. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions in this matter had a letter of the Commissioner stating the condi- 
tion of the business of his bureau, and the committee were aware of 
the fact that the business of the Fish Commission had largely increased 
for years by reason of the public demands upon it. It began in a very 
small way, with a very small appropriation, but the public interest be- 
came so aroused on the Atlantic coast and on the Pacific coast and in 
the interior and on all thestreams and lakes of the country, that if any 
service became popular in the country it was the fish service, and from 
year to year Congress was called upon and willingly made increased ap- 
propriations and is making them all the time. While it may not please 
the Senator from New Hampshire, I have no doubt we shall be called 
upon to make additional appropriations next year, more than we are 
making now, because in all parts of the country the people of the dif- 
ferent States are asking for the establishment of fish stations for propa- 
gating and hatching and distributing fish, and the work has grown upon 
the Commissioner all the time. The present Commissioner is not re- 
sponsible for it any more than his predecessor, 

I ask to have put into the RECORD a letter from the Commissioner of 
Fisheries, showing something of this situation, which was used in the 
House of Representatives when the bill was before that body for con- 
sideration. That is the basis on which the committee acted in increas- 
ing this appropriation from $10,000 to $20,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be printed 
in the RECORD, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The communication is as follows: 

NITED STA D Fis 
UnreEo Sarm Comes con B: Ca paraan i i 
Dear Sir: I beg to ask the early consideration by your committee of the 


communication herewith inclosed relating to anticipated deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the use of the Fish Commission for the current and past fiscal 


years, 

I desire to call special attention to that part of the communieation respecting 
the deficiencies on account of propagation, ete., and for the maintenance of ves- 
sels for the current fiscal i es for the reasons set forth in said communication, 
and to ask that provision be made for these deficiencies in the Ly rose deficiency 
bill. Unless this is done it will be necessary for me to curtail the work of the 
commission in all directions, and to s nd it at those stations which have 
been created by Congress from time to time, but for the maintenance of which 
oie totioeing babe; atrion Gaani rinti for the 

e follo a ng ann appropriations made for 
tion and distribution of food-fishes,the number of stations Operated hadi toe 
results obtained for each year from 1896 to 1889, will indicate to your committee 
that with a decreased rene we have increased the total production of 
„fry, and yearling from 173,000,000 in 1886 to 333,000,000 in . Our re- 
sults for the banet re will show further improvement provided we receivo 
the deficiencies asked for in time to prevent the necessity of curtailing work. 

Comparing the appropriations of with those of the present fiscal year, # 
will be seen that the appropriations for 1886 are $17,000 in excess of those made 
for the present fiscal year, and that we are asking for an increase of only $3,000 
over that year to provide for the maintenance of eight additional stations and 
a wos increase of uction. * 

ery y, 


Hon. D. B. HENDERSON, 
Chairman Subcommittee on Deficiencies, 
i House of Representatives. 


M. McDONALD, Commissioner, 


Exhibit of the annual appropriations made for the propagation and distribution of 
food-fishes, the number of stations operated, the product distributed, and the miles 
traveled, from the fiscal year 1836 to the fiscal year 1889, inclusive. 


$161, 180.00 

a 19 
462, 689 

úr 3a 116, 012 
of the year 1885 with the 


reent.; in 
606, or 92 


ine po mi ill be large 
ofthe work a alone, that of the distribution of fishes indigenons tothe Mississippi 
Valley, being 30.5 per cent., or 100,591 fish in 1889, to 131,311 fish in 1890, 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to offer the following amendment to the bill, to come 
in after line 22, on page 4: 


For court-house and post-office at Manchester, N. H.: For finishing the second 
, story of the building in white oak instead of the Ay pS gea called for by the 
contract under which the building is being finished, $5, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, on the proposition to appropriate ad- 
ditional funds for the Fish Commission I want to remark that while I 
agree with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] that 
this bureau or this division of the Government ought to be under some 
Secretary who is immediately responsible to the President, and who 
meets with him about h’s Cabinet table, I beg to remind that Senator 
that by means of this Fish Commission we are getting a great many 
valuable things we should not otherwise get. In the first place, we 
are getting a navy and we are getting coest fortifications and we are 
getting gradually and certainly a control over the railroads of the coun- 
try. A large amonnt of railroad transportation is an adjunct of the 
operations of the Fish Commission, which is giving the Government 
gradual control over the question of railroad facilities in this country, 
which will undoubtedly result finally in putting the whole system 
under the control of this Commissioner. 

We have got perhaps the most effective navy the Government owns 
to-day under the control of this commission, and the beginning of a 
system of coast defenses. The Fish Commission has an island some- 
where near the mouth of the Delaware River, or it may be that it is 
in the Susquehanna, which it has proceeded to fortify, and which I 
understand to-day is absolutely impregnable, and not only impregna- 
ble, but it is a position from which the employés of that department 
can sally forth with great effect upon the works and the operations of 
neighboring nations. I therefore want to say that I regard this Fish 
Commission as not only proper to be maintained as a department, but 
I think in due time the United States will be practically a running 
mate of the Fish Commission. I donot want this operation to be in 
any wise impaired by failure to grant appropriations, and I hope no 
such misfortune is likely to occur, because whatever the Fish Commis- 
sion asks for is granted nem, con. 

Mr. President, while this is all true, it is well to bear in mind that 
a Department or bureau of this Government which is entirely outside 
of the personal purview of the President, and which is carrying on that 
kind or tesineas which is equivalent to a free lunch, requires some sort 
of supervision. Its present field is to distribute fish all over the conn- 
try, trout, shad, salmon, and so on, but it costs money; and the fact 
being that this very lively function on the part of the Government is 
one of those things which are somewhat deceptive, if not insinuative, 
I think the proposition of the Senator from New Hampshire that it 
should be transferred into the Navy Department or some other De- 
ae tgs is decidedly a good point. However, I would suggest to the 

ator, notwithstanding the offensive and defensive functions of this 
great bureau of the Government, that it should go to the Department 
of Agriculture, and thereby be brought within the natural purview of 
that great Department which to-day is concerned with those matters 
which relate to the food-supply, its creation, and its distribution. 

I hope that the Senator from New Hampshire or some other Senator 
will, in pursuance of that idea, introduce a bill for that purpose, and 
let us bring this great department of the Government under such con- 
trol and at the same time in such relations with the Government proper 
as we may from time totime not only get the full benefit of it, but may 
have such control of it as will make it answer the we have in 
view, whether offensive or defensive, or whether it Polotas to the food 
supply of the country or not. A 

. ALLISON. Mr. President, the appropriations for the Fish Com- 
mission have been made for a great number of years. The Senator from 
New Hampshire has summed them up in some documents which are 
before him showing an aggregate appropriation of over $2,000,000. 
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I remember that this system of appropriations began about the year 
1870, when Professor Baird, an eminent scientist of this country, began 
the work. We have progressed from year to year, increasing these ap- 
propriations. These increases have been nominally made on motion of 
the Committees on Appropriations of the two Houses, but they have 
really been made by the action of the two Houses independently. We 
have considered it important enough during the past few years to have 
a committee of this body called the Committee on Fisheries, giving it 
all the responsibility of initiating and aaam legislation as re- 
spects this great interest, and from time to time this committee has 
made reports to the body respecting expenditures for this commission. 

Under ordinary circumstances I should agree with the Senator from 
New Hampshire that it is better to have this commission under the 
contro! and direction of the Navy Department, especially so after list- 
ening to the statement of my friend from Kansas, who seems to un- 
derstand that this Fish Commission has a sort of little navy of its 
own. That might be wise if the operations of the Fish Commission 
were confined to the propagation and distribution of sea food-fishes; 
but it so happens that the operations of this commission not only ex- 
tend to what may be done on the sea, but in the rivers adjacent to the 
sea, and we have taken into account under this commission the highest 
altitude, I believe, in this country. There isa hatchery, if I am not 
mistaken, in the Rocky Mountains or the mountains of Colorado, re- 


quiring a considerable expenditure, the object being to pre for use 
such fishes as can be pro ted in that high altitude. We have an- 
other in a little lower altitude, in the valley of the Neosho. I do not 


know precisely where that is, but I think it is in the State of Missouri. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is in Newton County, in the southwest corner 
of the State. 
Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow mea word? 


Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam not surprised that the Senator does not know 
that Neosho is in the State of Missouri, which may be a very insigni- 
ficant member of the confederacy, but which is represented on this 
floor and is somewhat known geographically. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam obliged to the Senator for the information 
respecting the exact location of the Neosho. I only wanted to call the 
attention of my colleague upon the Committee on Appropriations to 
the fact that this river does not flow immediately into the sea. 5 

But what I desired especially to say is this: We all know and un- 
derstand how the Fish Commission has grown. There is a hatchery in 
Michigan. It must have been put there for some purpose; surely the 
chairman of the Committee on Fisheries must know that the hatchery in 
Michigan is of value. I know personally it is of value, because within 
two months I have received more than a dozen letters from the State 
in which I live, where we have small streams and some beautiful creeks 
and lovely lakes, asking me to intercede with this Fish Commission in 
order that our rivers and streams might be populated with fish, 

So, Mr. President, I think this expenditure is growing; I undertake 
to say that there is no appropriation in this bill or in any other bill 
that brings greater results to the people of this country compared with 
the amount of expenditure thandoes this Fish Commission through its 

resent organization and methods. I think there is great force in what 
is said by the Senators here, that the commission might well be put 
under some Department of the Government, but I want to vindicate, 
so far as I can vindicate, these expenditures on behalf of the Fish Com- 
mission. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Are there further amendments to 
the bill in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove, on page 14, after line 13, under the head of 
‘*Public-land service,” to insert: 


redations on public sesbers To meet the expenses of protecting timber 


Pi public lands, $17,962.15. 
Protecting public lands: For the protection of public lands from illegal and 


fraudulent entry or appropriation, $19,500. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The two clauses will be treated as 
one amendment, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to repeat, in view of the 
remarks of the Senator from Iowa, what I said in the beginning, that 
I do not charge that these large expenditures for the Fish Commis- 
sion, mounting up, between 1871 and 1887, to two million and a half 
of dollars, and an annual expense of about a quarter of a million dol- 
lars, are not advisable. I am not here now to make an attack upon 
the Fish Commission as not a useful institution, and upon its expendi- 
tures as not wise, although I have some doubts upon that subject. I 
have some doubts whether we are now receiving, or whether we are 
likely to receive, sufficient equivalent in the production of fishes for 
food consumption which would justify this expenditure yearly of a 
quarter of a million of dollars. I withhold my E upon that sub- 
ject and confine myself to the proposition which I made before: First, 
that some way should be devised by which to avoid these deficiency 
appropriations; and, secondly, to this end, and for making more effi- 
cient the Fish Commission, and for giving the estimates which shall 
come from it greater confidence of Congress, that the commission itself 
should be placed under some one of the existing Departments of the 
Government. 


1890. 
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Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New Hampshire will allow me 
to say that the way in which these deficiencies occur is that after the 
original appropriation has been made new stations have been estab- 
lished; as, for example, one in Ohio and this one at Neosho, not quite 
completed. j 

Mr. COCKRELL. And one in Colorado, 

Mr. ALLISON. Tt is necessary that this money should be expended 
or carrying on the operations at these new stations, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the Senator able to state that these deficiencies 
were made necessary by authority given from Congress to establish 
these stations? 

“Mr. ALLISON. I can say substantially that is true, that if these 

new stations had not been established in the last two or three years or 

five years the expenditures for the Fish Commission would not have 
wn to their present amount. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It certainly seems to me that a business of this 
kind, involving an expenditure ofa quarter of a million of dollars a year, 
can be brought year by year within the scope of estimates to be made 
by the head of the commission and passed upon by Congress without 
there being any necessity of increasing 10 or 15 or 20 percent, those ap- 
propriations to make up a deficiency. 

It is true that there are many fish stations, and they are pretty well 
distributed throughout the country in order to insure a wide and gen- 
eral distribution of the benefits of the Fish Commission and to insure 
for the Fish Commission the proper support. It is true, as is said by 
the Senator from Iowa, that the attempt of the commission to propa- 
gate food-fishes is not confined to the coast alone, but it has been ex- 
tended into the interior of the country, up the mountain sides, even as 
high as Leadville, Colo, 

also find that there are in Maine salmon stations the cost of which 
is $8,049.20 a year; at Wood's Holl, Mass., a station costing $11,442.95 
a@ year; at Gloucester, Mass., one costing $4,681.27 a year; at Cold 
Spring Harbor, N. Y., one costing $894.79 a year; at Wytheville, Va., 
one costing $3,987.79 a year; at Northville, Mich., one costing $7,392.64 
a year; at Alpena, Mich., one costing $3,400.76 a year; at Detroit River, 
Michigan, one costing $2,052.42 a year; at Sandusky, Ohio, one cost- 
ing $2,829.32 a year; at Duluth, Minn., one costing $5,674.07 a year; 
as Bayard) Cal., one costing $8,562.14 a year; at Clackamas, Oregon, 
one costing $5,176.70 a year; at Havre de Grace, Md., one costing 
$5,926.42 a year; at Fort Washington, Md., one costing $4,183.09 a 
year; fish ponds, Monument lot, Washington, D. C., $5,780 76 a year; 
St. Jerome’s, Md., $356.08; Central Station, Washington, D. C.,$13,- 
793.51; Neosho, Mo., $69.82 for fish and $6,600 for the establishment 
of a building, and a survey has been made at Leadville, Colo., costing 


Mr. President, I repeat that this extension of the work of the Fish 
Commission, not only along the whole coast line of the United States, 
but throughout our great Central States and up into the interior, even 
to the heights of Colorado, has made this business, which has grown 
from a small appropriation until now we are asked to appropriate $329, - 
000 for this one year, so great that it is advisable that the commission 
should have a little additional looking after, and if the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE], who is the chairman of the Committee 
on Fisheries, is not willing to have the Fish Commission put under the 
Navy Department, and if, because of the statement of the Senator from 
Iowa that fish culture has extended into the interior of the country, it 
ought not to go to the Navy Department, then let us put it under the 
Agricultural Department. It certainly must be that there issome ex- 
isting Department of this Government that is fit and appropriate to 
supervise this work. If there is not such a Department of the Gov- 
erment, then I think that is a pretty good argument why we ought to 
discontinue the business. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator what good 
reason he is able to give for the transfer of this bureau, which has 
charge of all matters pertaining to the propagation of food-fishes and 
their distribution generally throughout the entire country, to the Navy 
Department. It seems to me if there is any subject which, because 
it relates to a food-product, is considered a proper one to locate in the 
Department of Agriculture this is the one. This subject, which is in 
charge of this bureau, relates exclusively to a food-product recognized 
universally as one of the most important and useful known to man- 
kind, and it belongs properly in the Agricultural Department, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I gave up long ago the idea of 
putting this Fish Commission under the Navy Department. I gave it 
up as soon as I found that these fish stations were distributed all over 
the country aud that, as the Senator from Iowa says, there is a con- 
stantly growing demand for them. I found that it would be necessary 
to go away from the Navy Department in order to get supervision of 
this Fish Commission by some Cabinet minister, and therefore I say to 
the Senator from Nebraska that my present mind is to have the Fish 
Commission put under the Secretary of Agriculture. I hope that will 
suit the Senator. The subject has nothing to do with land, but it has 
something to do with water; and inasmuch as we are to i te the 
whole interiorof the country by some process and by the use of the pub- 
lic money, I think that the Fish Commission, the object of which is to 
produce an additional food-supply for this nation, may well be placed 


under the new Department, the poparcia of Agriculture, and I hope 
that at some time we shall see the Department of Agriculture changed 
into a department of industries, and then it will gather up these loose 
ends of subjects which are being cared for and fostered by the United 
States and we shall have them properly supervised. 

But I say to the Senate thatit is necessary, in my judgment, to put the 
Fish Cummission under some Department of the Government where it 
can haye supervision, in order to prevent an explosion of some kind 
which, in my judgment, will come sooner or later under the present 
management of the Fish Commission by a Fish Commission responsi- 
ble to nobody but the two Houses of Congress and their committees, . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator yield to a question? : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly, 2 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iagree fully with the Senator in regard to the 
impropriety of these deficiencies, but sometimes when Congress enacts a 
law alter the passage of a regular appropriation bill and that law is to be 
earried out, an additional appropriation becomes necessary to carry it 
out. I have no recollection of any Department of the Government be- 
ing so administered under either political party as to have no deficien- 
cies, and I would be yar glad indeed if the distinguished Senator from 
New Hampshire would inform the Senate if when he was at the head. 
of the Navy Department he was ever able to prevent the calling upon 
Congress for deficiencies. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is a very great difference between a De- 
partment of this Government that expends from fifteen to twenty mill- 
ions of dollars for the current service of the Government calling for a 
deficiency and the requirement of a deficiency by a Fish Commissioner, 
whose duties are limited and whose expenditures can be accurately es- 
timated and need not be great. Now, I call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to the fact that we have in this case $257,000 of original 
appropriation, requiring, according tothe reportof the Senate committee, 
an increase for this year of $33,000, Iask the Senator if he knows of 
any Department of the Government that has been administered so badly 
that it has been necessary for it to call in the way of deficiencies for 15 
per cent. of its regular onnual appropriations? I undertake tosay that 
all the deficiencies that are called for by any of the Departments of the 
Government have been trivial and insignificant proportionally compared 
with this $33,000 now called for by the Fish Commissioner. 

It is impossible for the Secretary of the Navy to determine exactly 
how much money will be expended for provisions and clothing for the 
Navy during the year. It is impossible to tell how much it will be 
necessary to e d for coal for the Navy during a given year. 

Mr, COCKRELL. WilltheSenatorallow me? The number of men 
in the Navy, the number of officers in the Navy, the number of vessels 
in the Navy, everything about it is permanent, and the law prescribes 
exactly what the salaries are and makes specific appropriations of the 
various amounts needed for the respective items; and the distinguished 
Secretary had four years to experiment upon this question, and he ought 
to have been able, considering the tutelage that he is giving this Fish 
Commission, to bring down the Navy expenditures to within a very few 
thousand dollars instead of having to call for thousands of dollars of de- 
ficiencies every year. I think it would have been a great deal easier to 
reduce the expenditures of the Navy, all fixed by law, to a given amount 
and to estimate accurately for them, than it has been to estimate accu- 
rately for these appropriations for the Fish Commission when Congress 
has been year by year at every session increasing its operations, opening 
new fields for the expenditure of money without making an appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I do not agree with the Senator from Missouri, 
and [ am surprised to find him engaged in the rôle of defending defi- 
ciencies. The Secretary of the Navy can tell how much is wanted for 
the pay of the Navy with substantial accuracy, but the Secretary of 
the Navy can not tell how much coal it will be necessary to burn; the 
Secretary of the Navy can not tell how mnch clothing will be con- 
sumed; the Secretary of the Navy can not tell how much provisions 
will be consumed by the officers and men of the Navy in the drawing 
of rations; but the Fish Commissioner can tell, I undertake to say, 
within less than 15 per cent. the expenditures that will be n to 
espa a business the whole of which costs a quarter of a million dol- 

ars a year. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. President, thisdiscussion has taken rather 
a wide range as to whether the Fish Commission should be placed under 
the Navy or Agricultural Department. As towhich Department of the 
Government it should be placed under I am not prepared toanswer. I 
did not know that that question would come up for discussion to-day. 
There is upon the Calendar a bill upon that subject which will 
reached, and I have no doubt that when we come to consider it we shall 
arrive at a wise determination upon it, 

In regard to the appropriations, the statements already made by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
COCKRELL] cover the whole ground. The simple factis that since the 
estimates were made up there have been several new fish stations es- 
tablished, req largely increased expenses, and hence the necessity 
for these additional appropriations, I doubt whether any other quar- 
ter of a million dollars expended by the Government is expended to 
better purposes than the appropriations for fisheries. 


I think it is pretty well established that an acre of water will pro- 
duce as much valuable food supply as any acre of land in the country. 
Under the operations of the commission here this interest has been de- 


veloped to a very t extent and various States have embarked in 
the enterprise an 


are themselyes spending large amounts of money 
for this p 


urpose, 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] read of a num- 
ber of fish-hatcheries along the Great Lakes, at Detroit, at Northville, 
Mich., and also one on Lake Erie. Now, there are millions and mill- 
ions of fish produced from these hatcheries in the Great Lakes, and but 
for that work of the propagation of fish in the lakes the supply of white- 
fish would be almost exhausted at this time: 

I do not wish to prolong this debate, but at some future time I may 
have some remarks to make upon this general subject. Itis generally 
known, however, to these who are well informed that the supply of 
shad would undoubtedly have been nearly extinct but for the opera- 
tions of the Fish Commission. 

As to placing the commission under some Department of the Gov- 
ernment, I am glad that in the light of the short discussion here the 
Senator from New Hampshire has changed his mind as to which De- 
partment it had better be under. He did not seem to be aware that 
the operations of the Fish Commission extended to the interior of the 


country. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I knew they went to Michigan. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. You did? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, I knew that. = 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. You did not know that they went into Col- 


0. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I have learned of that. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The Senator can learn a great deal about the 
matter if he will investigate it. 

I hope there will be no opposition to this amendment, for I think it 
is an entirely Bo as and wise use of the public money. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] concerning 
depredations upon the public lands. 

. HAMPTON. I wanted to say something in regard to the Fish 
Commission. Is that subject under consideration now ? 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Itis, but another amendment is pend- 


i E HAMPTON. Mr. President, I think the suggestion made to 

this Fish Commission under some Department is advisable and 
worthy of very serious consideration, but I would suggest that it is 
rather premature to do it now, as the proper committee have had no 
opportunity of considering that matter. I do not propose to discuss 
that, but I wish to call the attention of the Senate to a fact that bears 
upon this question very directly. 

At the last session it was proposed by our Fisheries Committee to buy 
the island at Havre de Grace. The Government had expended $85,000 
in improvements upon that place. It was offered at a reasonable price, 
and our committee recommended the purchase and, if [rememberaright, 
the Senate passed it. The Fish Commissioner took the ground that all 
the accretions to the island belonged to the General Government and 
moved off some buildings. That involved a suit in the Maryland 
courts, and they have now decided unanimously that all the accretions 
on the land, the whole of the island, belong to Major Ferguson, and 
it will be necessary either to buy that island now or lose all the money 
that has been expended by the Government. I hope that we shall have 
a meeting of our committee very soon and consider the question of this 
transfer of this commission to some Department. I think it is very 
well that it should be put under some responsible head. I hope we 
shall also consider the question of this hatchery at Havre de Grace. 

Mr. HALE. Is there an amendment before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment before the Senate 
- that proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. It will 

read 


The SECRETARY. On page 14, after line 15, add: 


Depredations on public timber: To meet the expenses of protecting timber 
on public lands, $17,962.15, 

Protecting public lands: For the protection of public lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, $19,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole be concurred in in the Senate? 

The amendments were concurred in. : 

Mr. PLUMB. I will, I think, venture to offer an amendment to an 
amendment of the committee, which has been agreed to, if that be in 
order, to increase the amount on page 4, line 21, $552. I have infor- 
mation from the Treasury Department which has not been verified as 
yet that the amount should be $552 greater, making the sum appro- 

riated for the court-house and post-office building at Leavenworth, 
Kana $7,946.62. Ihave information from the Treasury tment 
that the amount ought to be ter. It has not been verified, but still 
I am under the impression that that is the case, and it can be arranged 
in conference if this be a mistake, 


Mr. HALE. I have no objection to the amendment, under that 
statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the amendment of the committee on 
4, line 21, it is proposed to strike out “394” before the word ‘“‘ dol- 
lars” and to insert ‘‘946;’’ so as to read: ‘* $7,946.62.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

TRANSFER OF REVENUE-MARINE. 


The bill (H. R. 6944) to transfer the revenue-marine service from the 
Treasury Department to the Navy Department was read twice by its 
title. 

‘cre CHANDLER. I ask that that bill be printed and lie on the 
table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA. 


Mr. ALLISON. Last evening I asked the Senate to consider the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill relating to the 
public buildirg at Cedar Rapids. A member of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds is of the opinion that the phraseology 
in one of the amendments does not make very good sense in connec- 
tion with the text of the bill. Therefore, I ask unanimous consent 
that the question on amendments to that bill may be reconsidered in 
order that I may move the reference of the bill, with the House amend- 
ments, to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the Senate 
agreed to the amendments made in the House of Representatives will 
be reconsidered if there be no objection, and the bill, with the amend- 
ments of the House, will be referred tothe Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 895) to provide a tempo- 
rary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendments 
of the House of Representatives and request a conference upon the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLATT, Mr. 
CULLom, and Mr. JoNES, of Arkansas, were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 6419) to 
amend section 2294 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and 
for other purposes; in/vhich it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


The message also gnnounced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 346) to extend “An act to 
grant the right of way to the Kansas City and Pacific Railroad Company 


through theqndiah Territory, and for other purposes,”’ 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS, 
NT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived 
the Senate resufnes the consideration of the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools, 

[Mr. HAWLEY addressed the Senate. His speech is withheld for 
revision. See Appendix. ] 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, I send to the Secretary’s desk some 
amendments to this bill that I propose to offer, and I ask to have them 
read 


Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me to 
read a tele: I have just received? 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have just received this telegram, dated Cincinnati, 
Ohio, to-day, March 18, addressed to myself: 

CINCINNATI, On10, March 18, 1890, 
Senator Henry W. BLAIR, 201 East Capitol Street: 

The National Camp of the United States Patriotic Order, Sons of America, 
representing two hundred and seventy-five thousand native-born sons of Amer- 
ica throughout Many aes States and Territories, urgently request the adop- 
tion of the Blair educational bill, believing that free education is the basis of 
national and individual liberty and prosperity, and that the provisions of that 


bill are wise and judicious ai 2 for the best interests of all classes and sections. 
GEORGE P. SMITH, 


FRA 
National Secretary, 255 West Eighth Street, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendments submitted by the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy] will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The first amendment is in line 7 of section 14 of 
the amended bill, after the word ‘‘authorize,’’ toinsert ‘‘and required,” 
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and in line 11 of the same section to insert ‘‘including the illiterates of 
the Indian population resident therein,” and at the close of the same 
section to add: 

And in any neat nih Sona apportionment in said States and Territories, or in 
any of said Territories after they shall be admitted as States, the illiterate In- 
dians living therein shall be included in the basis of such apportionment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
to give notice of these amendments, - 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, Ihavesubmitted for the consideration 
of the Senate the amendments just read, and I move their adoption. 
I am not satisfied that the provisions of the bill would notinclude pre- 
cisely what is intended to be included by these amendments, but out of 
abundance of caution I have offered them, and I trust they will becon- 
sidered as pertinent and will not be objected to, and if they are adopted 
the fourteenth section will then read as follows: 

Sec, 14. That the apportionment of the money that shall be appropriated in 
pursuance of this act for the purpose of education in the Territories shall be 
upon the basis of the illiteracy therein, as provided in section 16; but in deter- 
mining the number of illiterates therein, and also in the States of South Da- 
kota, North Dakota, Montana, and Washington, the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized and required to receive and consider, in addition to the census re- 
turns of 1880, any evidence that may be submitted to him showing the number 
of illiterates in any such Territories and the States named in this section, in- 
cluding the illiterates of the Indian population resident therein, and shall de- 
termine therefrom, before the first distribution is made, the amount to which 
such Territory or State is entitled; and in any subsequentapportionmentin said 
States and Territories, or in any of said Territories after they shall be admitted as 
States, the illiterate Indians living thercin shall be included in the basis of such 
apportionment, 

Mr. President, I do not intend to enter into an extended discussion 
of the merits of this bill. From my standpoint, representing as I do 
in part the State of South Dakota, I am in favor of its provisions, and 
if a just basis of distribution is made for my own State by the adop- 
tion of these amendments I shall gladly and cheerfully support this 
measure by my vote, 

In the State of South Dakota, amongits resident population, there are 
about thirty thousand Indians. A comparatively small portion of the 
children of these Indians are being educated by the Government. But 
notwithstanding the efforts of the Government in that behalf the State 
will of necessity be called upon to provide means of education imme- 
diately for a large number of the children of these Indians within the 
school age. Many of them have already taken lands in severalty, and 
under the provisions of the law of Congress they will become citizens 
of the State. They are surrounded by white settlers and are inter- 
mingled among them. Others are taking lands in severalty upon the 
ceded portion, and we confidently look forward toa time in the near 
future when these Indians will necessarily be absorbed into the popu- 
lation of the State and become subject to its laws and be entitled to 
the rights and privileges of citizens of the State, including a right to 
the beneficent provisions which the State has already made for the 
free education of all of its children. 

Many of these Indians are by the allotment system removed from 
their agencies and agency schools, their settlements are mingled among 
those of the whites, and their children must necessarily attend the 
same schools as the white children and be provided with the means of 
education by the taxes which are common to all the whites who own 
property. 

The frontier has disappeared. No longer can the Indian problem be 
solved by following the example of the older States in pushing the In- 
dian out beyond their borders. We must take care of, protect, edu- 
cate, civilize, and enlighten the Indians who are among us, in order 
that they may become useful citizens, homogeneous in everything with 
the white population. Their education both in books and in indus- 
trial pursuits must necessarily be pushed with all the vigor and means 
at the State’s command. In these things it is but right and just that 
the aid of the General Government, whose wards these Indians have 
been and whose wards many of them will continue for years to be, 
should be granted. It is but just that in the distribution of the funds 
provided in this beneficent measure provision should be made for the 
new States and the Territories of means to educate the illiterates among 
that class of people as well as among all other classes. 

Therefore I have taken the liberty to offer these amendments, and I 
am much gratified to be able to say that they meet with the hearty con- 
currence of the distinguished promoter of this bill, whose kindly nature 
and great heart does not stop at the line of any class of inhabitants in 
this country. All, white, black, Indian, Mongolian, and mixed, are 
alike the subject of his kindly and benevolent consideration. 

If the merely selfish, moneyed interests of our people were to govern 
me in the yote which it becomes my duty to declare upon the Blair edu- 
cational-bill, such selfish interest would dictate that I vote against it. 

The ratio of illiteracy in the whole Territory of Dakota by the cen- 
sus of 1880, as given in the tables submitted by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, is 2.29 per cent., the fourth in the lowest 
ratio of all the States and Territories of the United States. By the 
census of 1885, so far as if can be ascertained and calculated from the 
defective returns and the want of returns in some of the States, our 
statisticians and educators have confidently asserted that South Dakota 
was the lowest in the ratio of illiteracy of any State or Territory, and 
the probabilities are, judging from the population that has been since 
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the census of 1880 constantly coming into South Dakota, from their 
character, their intelligence, and their liberal sapp of publie schools, 
by the census which is now pending the ratio of illiteracy among the 
white and black population will be shown to be as low, if not the low- 
est, of any State in the entire United States. The brightest and the best 
of the young men and the young women from the Eastern, Middle, and 
Western States have populated South Dakota. Universities, colleges, 
commercial schools, the higher public and private schools, have sent 
their graduates there to build a splendid empire. 

The natural sequence has been, and without having the statistics at 
hand to present I confidently assert, that more money has been ex- 
pended during the past ten years in South Dakota for the public schools 
therein, in the employment of teachers, in the erection of school-houses 
and the purchasing of apparatus, than in any other Statein proportion 
to the population. The logical resultis, then, that by a distribution of 
governmental funds for educational purposes, appropriated upon the 
basis of illiteracy, the people of my State would pay, in paying their 
proportion of the sum apportioned to all the States, more than it would 
receive, because the ratio of illiteracy is so vastly below the average. 

Now, in a measure, because we have not been an organized commu- 
nity a sufficient length of time to have accumulated any great wealth, 
and therefore having no surplus, I must pay some heed to the economic 
character of the question involved by including that class of our popu- 
lation whom, as I have said, we must necessarily absorb and educate. 
I hope somewhat by this to correct the financial injury that might 
apparently result to us from the adoption of the bill without such 
provision. Nevertheless, Mr. President, I must say that from many of 
the excellent classes of our people, from those who are giving attention 
to benevolent and christian work, from those who are enthusiasts, and 
rightly so, in their desire for education throughout the country of those 
who are ignorant, and because of their ignorance depressed and de- 
graded, I have been daily in receipt of appeals to support this meas- . 
ure. Not one citizen of South Dakota, so far as I know, has remon- 
strated against my support of it, though my intention to do so has 
therein been publicly proclaimed. 

It is not for me, especially at this late day in the discussion, to enter 
into any argument in behalf either of the principle upon which this 
measure is based or upon the provisions therein which aim at carrying 
into operation that principle. 

No one in these modern days, in this now universally free country, 
will need to have it spoken in his ear that the education of all our | 
people is not only a blessing but a prime necessity. Conceded is it 
everywhere, by every one whose mind is not wandering in some crooked 
path, that if private effort can not or will not procure this education of 
the people, then the government of the States or the General Govern- 
ment, one or both, must produce that result. 

No considerable portion of the American people can safely be left in 
ignorance, and its consequent vices, for any length of time without en- 
dangering the very citadel that we have builded with such magnificent 
grandeur. < 

I would notif I could enter into any discussion of what has been 
termed ‘‘the race question,” as that question is involved in any part 
of our common country. It seems to me that that question has no 
proper place in the consideration of this measure, except in so far as it 
illustrates what is conceded to be a danger to our free institutions, 

The very scenes and incidents and conditions that have been so graph- 
ically pictured, so sincerely deplored by Senators upon this floor as ex- 
isting in some of the Southern States, may well illumine the proposition 
we are considering and guide us in finding the true solution. 

If under our Government a majority can be overruled for any con- 
siderable time by a minority, no matter whether such result is encom- 
passed by force or by fraud, the system and foundation upon which the 
Government is based is violated, denied, and annulled, and therefore 
to that extent the system is abrogated. 

. If the ignorance of the majority either permits or necessitates this 
abrogation of the system of free government by the majority, then that 
ignorance must be removed in order that the true condition may again 
assert itself. Danger common alike to all, to those who breathe the 
aroma of the ever-blooming flowers and to those whose ice-loaded at- 
mosphere stimulates to more constant exertion, lurks in every truthful 
assertion that any considerable portion of our people have been, are, or 
will be deprived of their natural, personal, or political rights by reason 
of their ignorance and superstition unless such assertion is accompanied 
by the expressed intention of removing such ignorance and ceasing the 
usurpation. 

Believing as I do that the common and rightful heritage of every 
American citizen is to have placed within his reach the opportunity for 
education and that this bill tends to bring every child of liberty into 
his own, I cheerfully give it my cordial support. 

It is no new departure in its principles; it does not invade by one 
hair’s breadth the sacred doctrine of local rule. From the early years 
of our history, the General Government has by its grants, either in 
lands, in money, or its equivalent, aided the States in their support of 
public schools. No one now questions the far-seeing wisdom of such 
procedure. A portion of the States profited immeasurably by this and 
laid the foundation and reared the structure for universal education, 
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Because of the peculiar condition existing in other of the States they 
did not reap the full benefit of these wise provisions, but left a large 
portion of their population in ignorance and vice, 

If this measure under consideration shall tend to bring about an 
equality in this direction, as it is hoped by its promoters, as the years 


The greatest percentage of whites in the States, excluding Territo- 
ries, is 22, in North Carolina; and the smallest is 2.43, in Nebraska, 
I have also the following: . 


Table showing the number of illiterate voters in the same sixteen States of 


go on, no man will question the wisdom of its enactment, and all por- of the Union. 
tions of our common country will be alike benefited thereby. 

I am gratified to be able, as I said, to believe that the almost uni- Total Voters who can not write. 
versal sentiment in my own State is in favor of this bill. Our people, States. number |—-——-——___—_— 
in their infancy financially, have already seen the great benefits that of voters, White. Colored, Total. 
have accrued from extraordinary expenditures for educational purposes, Re 
the means for which have been created by voluntary taxation of them- k a 
selves. They would not deny to any portion of the people the like | Alabama.. oor van oan = 
benefits, even at the expense of the General Government. Delaware. 38, 298 -2.955 3! 787 6.742 

> Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I will occupy a brief period by f Fiorida..... 61,699 (As 708 19,110 23, 316 
stating to the Senate the reasons why I shall vote for this beneficent esha pa ew Pay eee 145,0 
measure of legislation. The Legislature of New Hampshire in 1887 | Louisiana.. 216,787 17,377 86.555 " 932 
adopted the following resolution: Maryland- za; 106 15, w 30, 873 K 025 

- Resolved by the house of representatives (the senale concurring), In view of the wine {caine A pert a ' 
alarming state of tttorsoy Sone uxtuling: tx Gertetis DOUOS yi country and Afiasouri n- Paid PrP gies ten = 
pow er, Paje the great dan bhoan institutions that may result there- Sonth Carolina 205 990 13. $24 9 010 of 02 
from unless some adeq relief is afforded, that we approve of the measure | Tennessee 30° 205 46°918 58° 601 105° 54 
known as the Blair educational bill substantially as it passed the Senate of the | mesas oS 380 470 33 H meant 
United States in 1886; and the secreta “oyna is hereby directed to ee oops Vinia e: noe 334, 505 | 31 474 100.210 131° 684 
laisean eksper teh roe EE OORO S Speaker of the House of | yo) Virginia., 139.161 19, 3 22° $85 

This resolution was passed by the house and also was passed by PARN inns 4,154,195 410,550 944, 424 1, 854, 974 


£ the State senate on the 31st day of August, 1887. This resolution of 
the Legislature which first elected me to this Senate was in accord- 
ance with a previous resolution of the Legislature of 1881, Ihave an 
extract from a joint resolution of that Legislature, approved August 
19, 1881, which was dranghted by myself as a member of its committee 
on national affairs: 
Src. 2, That universal popular education is essential nde 2 in the coming 
that intelligence and virtue which are the surest safeguards of free 
and republican government; and it is therefore the duty of Congress, by all apt 
means, to encourage the American common-school system, and, if necessary, to 
compel and aid in the establishment of unsectarian free schools in every State 
in the Union. 

Therefore, Mr. President, my own convictions and the wishes of the 
people of my State go with my vote for this bill. Ihad hoped that 
we might have upon the passage of a bill of this character substantial 
unanimity in the Senate, I had hoped so because no man will deny 
that the evil which is sought to be removed by this bill is great. Tllit- 


Of the above illiterate voters, 70 per cent. are colored and 30 per cent. 
are whites. In each of six of the States the illiterate voters are about 
50 per cent; in South Carolina they are 52 percent. In 1880 the popu- 
lar vote for President was: In Alabama, 151,507; in Georgia, 155,651; 
in Mississippi, 117,078; and in Louisiana, 97,201. 

I suppose, Mr. President, it is conceded that illiteracy in the United 
States is not upon the decrease, but is rather upon the increase, and I ap- 
prehend that when the figures come in of the census of 1890 it will be 
found that, instead of having gained upon this illiteracy, in the South 
and in many of the other States the illiteracy will have increased. In 
the South there arespecial and local reasons why the illiteracy doesnot 
diminish, and in the Northern States thereis a constant flood of immi- 
gration of persons who can not read and write, so that in the Northern 
States, by reason of this immigration, illiteracy on the whole is not di- 
minishin 


eracy exists in large measure in the United States, not only in the | Jfr, WILSON, of Iowa. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 
Sof present in a condensed form facts of illiteracy which have hitherto | Mt CHANDLER. Certainly. : 
Taal aaia by eeu Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. He does not name a Northern State where 


he thinks the percentage of illiteracy may haye increased. I wish to 
relieve the State which I in part represent from any possible inclusion 
in that list of States, and to state that the percentage of illiteracy is 
not only diminishing constantly in Iowa, but that it has reached now 
a point represented by only 1.2 per cent., which I think, notwith- 
standing thestatement made by the Senator from South Dakota, is the 
lowest point reached by any State in the Union. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Ido not doubt, Mr. President, that the Senator 
from Iowa is correct. The immigration into Iowa is of an exception- 
ally excellent kind, and I apprehend that in most of the Northern 
States where there are not great cities into which is pouring an almost 
overwhelming influx of immigration the percentage of illiteracy will 
be found to have decreased, according to the census of 1890. But I 
repeat that, in the Southern States and in several of the Northern 
States where there are large cities into which this immigration pours, 
it is more than probable it will be found that the illiteracy has in- 
creased rather than diminished, and it is qnite likely that the total ~ 
percentage of illiteracy in the United States will be found to have 
increased rather than diminished during the decade. 

Mr. President, with this great evil upon the country, why should 
not the nation help removeit? Whyshould not the United States from 
its Treasury assist in overcoming this obstacle to our progress? ‘The 
Treasury is full. We areinacondition of unbounded prosperity. We 
have a large surplus of money. Therecan not be, therefore, when this 
bill comes up for consideration, any disposition to withhold national 
aid because the national Treasury is empty or because the United States 
are poor, for the contrary is the case, and the committees of Congress 
are to-day engaged in finding ways of reducing the revenue of the United 
6 | States. This is, therefore, a most appropriate time to take some money 
5 | from our overflowing Treasury and send it throughout the country for 

the purpose of grappling with and reducing the gigantic evil so start- 
lingly presented by the figures which I have submitted to the Senate. 
The ability to aid in removing national illiteracy exists in connection 
with the desire to remove it. 

I wish to allude briefly to some of the objections which have been 
made to the adoption of this bill. I will not detain the Senate by un- 
dertaking elaborately to refute those objections, but will simply state 
the reasons why they carry no weight to my mind and will not influ- 
ence my vote. 

It is said that this bill is an invasion of State rights, and its consti- 
tutionality is challenged. I do not concede that the question of the 


According to the census of 1880, in a population of 50,155,783 there 
were, over the age of ten years, 4,923,451 who could not read and 
6,239,958 who could not write. 

Among 10,000,000 of legal voters there were 2,000,000, one-fifth of 
the whole, unable to read and write: 909,000 whites and 1,100,000 
colored; and undoubtedly 4,000,000, two-fifths of the whole, so imper- 
fectly educated that their education is worth practically nothing. 

_ Ont of 15,803,535 children of school age, 6,022,762 were not enrolled; 
and from the 9,780,773 children enrolled an average daily attendance 
of only 5,804,993 is secured. 

To furnish school-houses to increase the average attendance by 
6,000,000 children, 120,000school-housesare needed immediately, which, 
at a cost of only $300 each, would require $36,000,000. 

I present a table showing the percentage of illiteracy in population 
according to the census of 1880 in sixteen States of the Union. 


Table showing the percentage of total population over ten years of age who 
ean not write. 


States. Colored.| White. 


The average total oe of colored people in the United States, 
including Indians, ese, and Japanese, over ten years of age, who 
can not write is 47.70, or, in round numbers, 48, 

The same average of the white population is 6.96 per cent., or, in 
round numbers, 7. : 
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lawfulness of the appropriation of money from the Treasury for the 

t object is at this day fairly open to serious debate, It may 
À conceded that one hundred years ago a reading of the Constitution 
would not have shown the power to appropriate money raised by tax- 
ation for the education of the children in the several States. 

The argument based upon the fact that all powers not expressly 
granted by the Constitution to the General Government were reserved 
to the States, and that the General Government was one of limited and 
express powers, would have had force at that day and under those con- 
ditions; but now we are one hundred years from the organization of 
the Government under the Constitution, and during that time the coun- 
try has grown until it is now a nation of sixty millions of people. Its 
territory then was restricted; it now extends from ocean to ocean; and 
during these one hundred years a construction has been placed upon 
the Constitution which is a sufficient warrant for this appropriation. 

We are not to deal with the question as an original question. We 
are not to go back, like the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], 
to argue in favor of the doctrine of State rights and the limitations of 
national power as they may have existed one hundred years ago, but 
we are to take the Constitution with the interpretations which have 
been put upon it by the practice of those who have preceded us; and 
we find that in the practical adaptation of the Constitution to the wants 
of an enlightened, an enterprising, and an increasing population the 
power of appropriation has been expanded until it covers substantially 
the appropriation of the money of the United States found in the Treas- 
ury for any purpose deemed by Congress useful for the public welfare. 

But, Mr. President, if this were not so, if there might be ground on 
a strict construction of the Constitution for doubts about this power, 
Ihave hoped that those doubts would not be raised upon this bill. 
I have hoped that a strict construction of the Constitution would not 
be urged in connection with an appropriation for such a beneficent pur- 
pose as this. This is nota charity. It has an appropriation of money 
to discharge a duty which the Government owes to its people. But 
although it is not a charity it is a beneficence, it is a great benevolent 
object which is sought to be accomplished by this bill, and therefore it 
seems to me that we ought, in considering and acting upon it, to raise 
no nice or doubtfal questions of constitutional law. The most per- 
sistent advocate of State rights, the most strict constructionist of the 

wers of the Federal Constitution, might well waive all his arguments 
in order to favor a bill which proposes to carry education and enlight- 
enment to so many thousands of illiterates in the United States. 

I have felt that the Southern States which are to be so largely bene- 
fited by this act ought not to hesitate to take the money which is to be 
furnished them to be applied to the education of their children through 
any fear that the action would be made a precedent for the passage of 
other bills, and I have felt that Senators and Representatives from the 
Northern States ought to vote for this bill feeling that it would consti- 
tute no precedent for the passage of any other bill, but that it should 
be taken just as it is, as a grand monument of the beneficence of the 
National Government towards the school children and towards the illit- 
erates of this nation wherever they may be, whether North or South. 

Mr. President, I have further heard it alleged—I do not know whether 
the objection has been stated in this debate or not—that there is an ob- 
jection to the passage of this bill and the granting of this $77,000,000 
for education, $50,000,000 of which is to be expended in the Southern 
States, because the General Government does not retain sufficient con- 
trol over the expenditure of the money which is apropen My 
answer to that objection, satisfactory to myself and I believe such as 
should be satisfactory to others, is twofold: First, it seems to me the 
bill does retain a sufficient control over the expenditure of the money. 
The State must accept the provisions of the bill and pledge itself to 
obey its conditions, , Each State which takes this money and expends 
it for the benefit of its school children must, before it can receive a sec- 
ond or a subsequent year’s appropriation, make a statement in detail 
to the Secretary of the Interior, showing him every item of the previous 
year’sexpenditure. All this must be carefully written down, and unless 
the Secretary of the Interior can see that the money has been faithfully 
applied and that all the conditions of the bill have been complied with, 
no more money will be sent by the General Government to that State 
for expenditure for the benefit of its schools. 

In addition, the power to investigate the expenditure of this money 
does exist and will not be ebjected to. The General Government can 
ascertain where every dollar of the expenditure has gone. The General 
Government can investigate every complaint that the money has not 
been wisely expended, and the result will be made publicly known to 
the people of the United States, 

Under these circumstances it is utterly futile for any opponent of 
this bill to claim that any of the money will be wasted, or that it will 
be expended contrary to the provisions of the sit, or that there is any 
reason to believe that it will be misappropriated by any one of the States 
ofthe Union, We can afford to risk this money, we can afford to give 
it, not only to the States of the North, but wecan afford to give it to the 
States of the South upon this sacred and solemn trust that it shall be 
expended for the benefit of the school children of those States, black 
and white, in accordance with the provisions of the bill, and I scout 
the idea that there is any possibility that this money thus given for this 


beneficent p will be misappropriated or used in any way con- _ 
to the t and letter ot the donation. 

It is also said that there is an objection to the appropriation of na- 
tional money as provided in the bill, because, while it is apportioned 
among the several States according to the illiteracy within the various 
States, it is to be expended by the States for the benefit of all the chil- 
dren of school age, I suppose the objection is that this money appro- 
priated to remove illiteracy can not be made to reach that large class 
of illiterates who are adults, beyond the reach of school education, and 
that therefore the apportionment is unfair; but my answer is that this 
bill is the only one that can be framed, this method is the only method 
that can be devised by which itis practicable for the General Government 
to appropriate money from its overflowing Treasury for the removal of 
the illite: in the States. I ask those who object to the method that 
is provided by this bill what can be fairer than to take the money and 
to give it to the States in proportion to the illiteracy? The bill pro- 
ceeds upon the theory that illiteracy is a danger to the Republic and 
that the National Government is called upon at this time to aid in re- 
moving it by money from the public Treasury. What better method 
can be devised of reaching that illiteracy than to take the money and 
give it to the various States in proportion to their illiteracy? And when 
the money is given to a State, in what way can the State better reach 
the evil which is complained of than by appropriating it for the benefit 
of all the children of school age, without regard to color? > 

It may beadmitted that this method of distributing tbe money am 
the States and of expending it within the States does not work li 
and exact justice to all the States and to all the children in the States; 
but the point is that it is the only practicable and feasible method of 
doing this thing. It is the only way in which the National Govern- 
ment can do it. 

There has been much discussion on this bill during the last ten years, 
and there has been much fault found with its provisions. There has 
been much criticism of this particular provision, and I have heard Sen- 
ators who are opposed to it say that they would be willing to appro- 
priate a sum of money to be applied directly to illiteracy in certain of’ 
the States and that such is the proper method of rendering theaid; but 
I have not noticed that those Senators have devised any bill for doing 
what they say they favor. The Senators who have criticised the clause 
in the bill under discussion and have said that they were willing that 
national money should be voted to aid in removing illiteracy if it could 
be done in some other way have notdevised the other way. They have 
proposed no suitable amendment to this bill; neither have they y Beans 
ered any bill of their own which they are satisfied to propose to carry 
out the beneficent object which it is sought to accomp 

And so, Mr. President, I say the method in this bill provided is as 
good as can be devised. It is not perfect, perhaps, but I would ask 
what great scheme of benevolence to great numbers of people ever was 
perfect? I ask what scheme of taxation (and itis a fandamental prin- 
ciple of taxation that taxation shall be equal) ever was made absolutely 
and exactly equal? It is in the nature of great measures of this kind 
that they shall be more or less imperfect; itis in their nature that they 
shall be more or less unequal, and this mode of taking money from the 
national Treasury year by year, first a small sum, then a larger sum, 
and then a decreasing sum, and giving it to all the States alike in pro- 
portion to their illiteracy, and then allowing and requiring the States 
to expend the money given them among all the children of school age, 
is as good and perfect, as equal and exact, a system of distribution as can 
be devised. 

So as to the objection that this bill gives money raised by taxation 
or found in the Treasury of the United States not only to States that 
are not well able to raise the money themselyes, but also gives mone 
to States that are able to raise it, and therefore that do not need th 
national benefaction, my answer is that the system in that respect is 
not perfect, but yet it isa good system. It is not a potent objection 
that in order to make an equal distribution of public money for the 
removal of widespread illiteracy, something near an equal and just dis- 
tribution throughout the United States, the money is given to all the 
States, to each its proportion, to States that are able to raise all the 
money they need to expend for school purposes, and also to States which 
are not able to raise the money they need forschool purposes. It might 
be a just objection if it could be demonstrated that the result would 
be that any State would be required to spend more money for school 
purposes by reason of this donation and the obligation imposed to 
an equal amount of its own money than would he really needed by the 
school children of the State. 

But that is not pretended by anyone. On the contrary, it has been 
shown by my colleague that every State already spends more money 
for school purposes than will be given it in any one year by this bill 
from the national Treasury, I ask my colleague, that I may be dis- 
tinct on that point, if there is any State which now annually spends less 
money for school Lgl agen than the sum which it will receive in the 
largest year under bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. Notasingle State. Unless I am tly mistaken, I 
think every one spends several hundred thousand dollars more than it 
will receive under this bill in any year. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then we are not forcing any State by this bill 
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to expend,more of its own money for its schools than it now ds, 
On the contrary we are doing exactly what the friends of this bill wish 
to do: Weare aiding for eight years each State to supplement its ex- 
isting school system by better provision for the common-school children, 
and we are not producing an unnatural stimulus, but are only wisely 
aiding the State for the time being; and therefore, although we do give 
money to some States which donot need it and are able to raise all the 
money which they need for their schools by local taxation, yet that is 
not an objection in view of the fact that the money is unquestionably 
needed for the schoo!s, and in view of the further fact that this is the 
simplest, most natural, and most appropriate method of reaching the 
illiteracy which exists to some extentin all theStates, namely, by taking 
a gross sum of money from the national Treasury and apportioning it 

' to all the States precisely according to the existing illiteracy in those 
States. 

Mr. President, there has been very prominently put forth in the dis- 
cussion of this subject the idea that the expenditures which are to be 
made of national money in the States during the eight years of the op- 
eration of this bill will be injurious in the end to the schools of the 
States because it will discourage self-help, and that after a long period 
of time the schools will have been injured instead of benefited by these 
appropriations. ‘That idea is the favorite idea of the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who has addressed the Senate this afternoon, 
and it is to be found running more or less through all the discussion of 
this bill by its opponents. I do not wish to say that I do not think 
those who adduce this argumentare sincere when they make it, and yet 
I must think that they are grossly mistaken. There may be such pro- 
vision for the wants of a man or a State as will paralyze self-help 
and will prevent self-exertion; but it can not be that there is any danger 
that this money, given as it is and taken away as it is to be, will para- 
lyze the school system of the States or will do anything except that 
which all wisely and judiciously administered aid always does: encour- 
age and stimulate the object for which it is applied. 

The school system of all the States is firmly embedded in their in- 
stitutions. If there be any considerable exception I do not know of it. 
Ifthere beany State where there is now no foothold for the common-school 
system, I am not acquainted with it. In every oneof the States there 
is a school system well devised, well elaborated, and in full operation. 
There is nothing to which the people of each and every State of the 
Union are pledged more firmly than they are toa maintenance of com- 
mon schools, and under these circumstances when it is proposed for a 
short series of years to assist each of these States to accomplish a bet- 
ter administration of its school system and a better management of its 
schools it can not safely be contended that the money thus furnished 
will do anything but stimulate the inhabitants of the State and the 
teachers of the State to continued exertion after the Government aid 
shall have been withdrawn. 

Mr, President, the trouble is not that the people of any State do not 
wish to liberally maintain theirschools. The trouble is not that there 
is a disposition to sacrifice the school system of any State and leave it 
to go to pieces. Money is not wanted in order to make the people of 
any State willing to keep up their common schools; but money from 
the national Treasury is wanted in the States where most of this money 
is to go in order to enable them to give scope to their desire to main- 
tain effectively their school system and in order to evable them to over- 
come their poverty and want of resources and place their school system 
upon such & basis that eight years from now, illiteracy having been in 
agreat measure removed, it will proceed of itsown accord and without 
any further necessity of national aid. 

‘Therefore, I am confident that the effect of this bill on the whole will 
be beneficial to the school system of every State, that the money which 
is used will be applied to placing the school system of the various States 
upon firm and substantial foundations, and that those States which re- 
ceive this aid and which to-day need it most will find themselves at 
the end of the eight-year period with a school system which will take 
care of itself, for which the people of the State will willingly make 
appropriations which will amply sustain it, and will show that the aid 
which the Government has given has not been an injury, has not par- 
alyzed self-help, but has placed the school system upon a foundation 
which will be perpetual. 

Mr. President, the great need, as I conceive, of this measure at this 
time, and the great need that has existed for its passage during the last 
decade, is the poverty of the Southern States. It has been argued here 
by Senators that the Southern States do not need this help. It has 
also been argued by otherSenators that they do need this help; and beyond 
all question, referring to the sixteen Southern States to which I have hith- 
erto alluded, the larger proportion of them are not able now, in justice 
to other objects ofexpenditures, toappropriate the money which is needed 
for the maintenance of an adequate common-school system and for the 
removal of the illiteracy now existing within their borders. 

It is difficult for us to realize what a complete destruction of prop- 
erty took place in the South during the war. To be sure, it is now 


twenty-five years since the war closed and the Southern States have 
been making wonderful progress; but consider how they stood in 1865, 
when the war closed. There had been almost an utter annihilation of 
all values except those of real estate. The slave property had been 


destroyed; the slaves remained and constituted the Jaborers of the sec- 
tion, but the labor system of the South was disorganized; the currency 
was destroyed, and all business interests were broken up. From one 
end of the South to the other there was almost no taxable property ex- 
cept the land and the buildings. ` The Southern States at once began 
the work of building anew their industries, but they have been able, 
many of them, to barely make both ends meet. I say from a careful 
consideration of the subject that a majority of these sixteen Southern 
States are not able to raise at this time the money that ought to be ex- 
pended in those States for the education of the black and white children - 
and for the pu of preventing the increase of illiteracy, and there- 
fore it is that I believe the whole nation ought to make this contribution 
inaid of the Southern States. The North ought to give it, so faras they 
give more of it than the other section, in a spirit of liberality and of 
justice, and the South ought without hesitancy to accept it as an ap- 
propriation which the North is willing to make to aid the South in over- 
coming the injuries of the war and in providing for the children of the 
South, black and white, that education which they can not at present, 
at Jeast fully, obtain in any other way. 

Mr. President, there is another reason why I think this bill should 
be adopted. That reason has been foreshadowed by others who have 
spoken on thissubject. Itis thatin education we see the only remedy 
for the difficulties of what is called the Southern question, which it is 
agreed by men from all sections tends to afford help in our sectional 
trouble. The education of the masses of the people, the education of 
the blacks and the whites alike in the South, will be a remedy to some 
extent for the existing troubles in that section. ‘The colored people, 
becoming more enlightened, becoming more intelligent, will be more 
likely to get on well with the white citizens of the South, and the white 
citizens of the South, becoming more intelligent, illiteracy being re- 
moved, prejudice being overcome through education and enlighten- 
ment, will be more likely to get on well with the black people of the 
South. 

The Southern question is full of trouble and doubt, but I believe, 
adopting the illustration made yesterday by the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. DANIEL], that we ought to pursue this one star of hope, this one 
light that we see in the distance, which promises some help and some 
possibility of solution. With education and with increased religious 
sentiment at the South, developed by education, will come greater for- 
bearance towards each other on the part of the two races. The great 
lesson, as it seems to me, for the Southern whites to learn in dealing 
with the black man is forbearance and justice. In proportion as the 
people of the South become better educated, in proportion as illiteracy 
is removed, the principles of the christian religion will make advance. 
Religion largely consists of self-control, and self-control on the part of 
the while people of the South is what is needed more than anything 
else to help them in the present difficulties that are upon them. 

So I believe that with increased education will come higher religious 
convictions, and just so far as education and religion can be advanced 
throughout the country, North and South, and thespirit of forbearance 
and self-control can be made to prevail with those who have to deal 
with the colored people in their midst, in the same proportion shall we 
approach peace and harmony in the management of all our sectional 
questions. 

So, Mr. President, I hope this bill will pass with as large a majority 
as possible. I hope it will pass with as many votes as possib!e on both 
sides of the Chamber, in order that through education and the growth 
of religious principle and the progress of christian civilization we may 
hopefully approach a solution of the troublesome Southern question 
which now afflicts the nation. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the con- 
sideration and passage of Senate bill 1644. It is an important bill in 
itself, and yet itis a bill which I think will not lead to any discussion, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid aside 
to enable him to ask for the consideration of Senate bill 1644. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is necessary that the education bill should make 
all possible progress in the matter of debate, and I understood the Sena- 
tor from Florida [Mr. CALL] desired to make some remarks upon it. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator from Florida wishes to discuss the 
pending bill this evening I shall give way, though the bill which I de- 
sire to have considered looks to negotiations by the President and to 
avoid a complication with Mexico, and it ought to be passed and go to 
the President as early as possible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. I only wanttosay that the discussion of the education 
bill extends only to to-day and to-morrow, and the day is pretty much 
absorbed already by speakers who are known to be desirous of address- 
ing the Senate. I supposed the Senator from Florida, perhaps, would 

to-night. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator from Florida or any other Senator 
desires to speak on the education bill I will withdraw my request. 

Mr. CALL. I have butlittle to say upon the subject, and if there is 
no opportunity I will cheerfully forego saying anything. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill named by the Senator from Texas? 
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Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read at length, subject to objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to the present order being infor- 
mally laid aside if no one cares to speak upon it at the present time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair is ready to recognize any 
Senator to take the floor on the unfinished business. If there be no ob- 
aia the bill called up by the Senator from Texas will be read for in- 
formation, subject to objection. 

IRRIGATION IN RIO GRANDE VALLEY, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1644) concerning theirrigation ofarid lands in the valley of the 
Rio Grande River, the construction of a dam across said river at or near 
El Paso, Tex., for the storage of its waste waters, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment proposed by the Select Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, which was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 3 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not like to object to the Senator's bill, but it 
seems tome, and indeed I am quite certain, that it was never before the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. It involves matters in which the 
citizens of the two Republics are interested, and it seems to me it is a 
subject for consideration by the Committee on Foreign Relations., I 
see no other member of the committee present, and I will ask the Senator 
from Texas to let the bill go over until they can be here. 

Mr. REAGAN. The bill has a double purpose. It isa matter of so 
much importance that it should be acted upon that if the Senator will 
let me make a statement I think he will not delay action on the bill. 
It has been reported from the Committee on Irrigation, to which it was 
referred. 

Mr. DOLPH. There are facts within my knowledge that would in- 
duce me to object to the consideration of the bill to-day until some 
other member of the Committee on Foreign Relations is present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon insist 
on his objection ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will withhold the objection until the Senator can 
make a statement. I have no objection to hearing his statement. 

Mr.REAGAN. Mr. President, the Rio Grande River forms the bound- 
ary between the United States and Mexico for some 1,200 miles. At 
El Paso, where that stream passes out of the territory of the United 
States and forms the boundary, there is on each side of the river a city. 
On the Mexican side there is the city of Juarez, formerly called Paso 
del Norte. On the American side is the city of El Paso. The city of 
Juarez has now about 25,000 inhabitants. It is a city that has been 
occupied by the Mexicans for more than one hundred years. 

They depend upon irrigation for their cultivation, and the taking ont 
of the water by the irrigation in Colorado and New Mexico has made 
that river, during the dry season and during the season when crops are 
made, dry for about 500 miles, that place being about the center, the 
dividing point of these 500 miles. The river, by the accumulation of 
snows in the winter and rain in the spring, in its torrential flow from 
April to July, frequently makes very great floods, and changes, as this 
report shows, the channel of the river for many miles, involving ques- 
tions that will be better understood if the Senate will bear with me until 
I read one or two pages of the report, showing the necessity for action 
and how it arises, 

In the report of the troubles on the Rio Grande, transmitted to the 
House of Representatives by the Secretary of War in 1878, Executive 
Document No, 84, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, Colonel Hatch 
says, among other things: 

One [onae] which must be looked for sooner or later is in connection with 
the water taken from the Rio Grande for irrigation, as soon as the attempt is 
made to largely extend cultivation in this valley (there will not be enough 
water for all, and both sides have an equal right),. From this troubles are cer- 
tain to arise sooner or later which may involve the two countries seriously. 

In the report of the board of officers (Ex. Doc. No. 93, Forty-fifth 
Congress, second session), March 16, 1878, is to be found the following 
statement: 

The Rio Grande, at this season of the year even an insignificant stream, its 
channel often shifting and always erratic, but during the heats of summer 
some times dry, affords, by being directed into acequias on either bank, a scant 
and variable supply of water to the people of both nationalities, but is utterly 
insufficient to irrigate this extensive valley, where the yearly rainfall measures 
buta few inches, As time progresses and the country is opened by accessions 
to its Lan kanie sure to come—for it is a most fertile region and gloriously re- 
wards the labor spent in irrigation—the question must grow in importance 
and may occasion trouble beyond the reach of diplomacy to settle, 

Then, in the report of General Stanley, of last year, to the Secretary 
of War, he uses this language: 

Our relations with our Mexican neighbors upon the long line of the Rio 
Grande have been kindly, although they are good deal excited over what they 
deem the violation of their riparian rights through our people taking all the 
water of the Rio Grande for the irrigation of the San Luis Valley, which leaves 
the Rio Grande a dry bed for 500 miles. The question is one that must be set- 
tled by the State Department, and thus far there has been no call for military 
force. The remedy for this water famine and consequent ruin to the inhabit- 
ants of the Rio Grande Valley, must be found in storage reservoirs, so easy of 


construction, one in the cafion opposite Taos and the other in the cafion near 
and north of El Paso. 


In the report of the committee this statement is made: 


These floods have sometimes become devastating torrents, inundating the 
whole valleys for miles, eutting new channels, and sweeping everything before 


them. In 1842, in the El Paso Valley, the river changed its bed for a distance 
of 30 miles, and in some places 7 miles laterally, Hundredsof smaller changes, 
have been made since. -Ín 1844 it began moving back from the Mexican side at 
this point, and in a few months carried away 15 miles of the Southern Pac fic 
Railroad, and threw a single body of over 5,000 acres. of land on the south side 
of the river, although it is still claimed to be within the domain of Texas. This , 
land was just above the Mexican town of San Ygnacio, and as the river left the 
town for miles, its people were compelled to take a canal from the river where 
it is entirely in Texas, and carry itfor more than 3 miles over Texan soil to irri- 
gate their land and for domestic purposes, The situation is further well de- 
scribed in an able report submitted in the last Congress by Hon, Mr, Hrrr, of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, as follows: 

“It (the Rio Grande) bas shifted its channels so often and so far, in some cases 
gradually, in others Abruptly and by cut-offs, that no man knows accurately 
where the boundary is ny Sometimes the stream will suddenly cut a new 
channel, abandoning the old ones Fee reel and in a single day, by a cut-off, - 
a tract or ‘ co’ of a hundred acres will be found to be on the other side of the 
river. These causes have produced uncertainty as to the boundary, and this 
encourages smuggling, which is always carried on more or less on the border, 
When a man smuggles from a ‘banco’ it is almost impossible to catch and con- 
vict him. No surveys are made nor oflicial records kept of the time and place 
of cut-off changes, and no one can tell with acenracy the extentofacut-of. The 
bed of the old channel is the boundary, though it may belong since dry. There 
are sometimes two or three old beds, and it is hard to tell where is the middle 
of the old bed contemplated by the treaty. ; 

“At the last term of the United States district court at Brownsville the most 
noted case of smuggling was lost by the Government for want of that accurate 
knowledge that would sat the court, * * è These ‘bancos’ with their 
uncertain boundaries afforded retreats for smugglers, thieves, kidnapers, mur- 
derers, and every class of crimin: as well as bases of supplies from which to 
carry on their operations free from interference by either Government,” 


Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Texas, before 
proceeding further with this matter, if this bill contemplates authoriz- 
ing the President to negotiate with the Republic of Mexico tor authority 
for a private enterprise to construct a dam to store water for the pur- 
poses of irrigation or does it contemplate that the two Governments or 
either of them shall construct such a dam? 

Mr. REAGAN. In answer to the question of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee I will state that the language of the bill was framed expressly 
so as to cover either contingency, as the Senator will see, and that, 
while it is a matter of interest to private persons, it is a great national 
problem which this Government is under obligation to its own citizens 
and to the citizens of Mexico to ask the settlement of, As I stated, 
outside of the city of Juarez and independent of that, there are 25,000 
people deprived of their supply of water who have lived there in the 
city that has been in existence for more than a hundred years. 

Our Committee on Irrigation last summer were invited by the au- 
thorities of Mexico to pass through that city to see grape-vines and fruit 
trees dying for want of water, and we were informed that one-fourth of 
the population had already been compelled to leave, and now they feel 
that it is a grievance that the people of the United States higher up 
the Rio Grande have taken from them their supply of water, and they 
feel that, while they may not legally have the right to claim a restoration 
of their water privileges, good neighborhood and fairness between gov- 
ernment and government make it appropriate that the United States 
Government should take such steps in connection with the Mexican 
Government as to relieve them, and to relieve them by building adam 
in a narrow gulch just above El Paso, storing the torrential flow of water, 
so as to be able to supply water to both sides of that great valley and 
at the same time so regulate the flow as to prevent any further changes 
of the channel of the river, with the power to the President toagree to 
a commission’ that shall fix where the real boundary between the two 
countries is. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say to the Senatorthatso faras any legis- 
lation may be necessary to avoid any international complications with 
Mexico or any other country, I certainly should not object; butif this 
bill contemplates entering upon a plan of committing this Government 
to building dams across the Rio Grande or any other gulch or stream 
for the purpose of storing water in order to irrigate farms, then I shall 
want a full Senate when it is considered, and I feel bound to object to 
its consideration this evening. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well; but I desire before the Senator takes his ~ 
seat to say that that problem of controlling the channel can not be 
mastered without building the proposed dam, and it ought not to be 
an objection, in settling or in providing for the settlement of a serious 
national trouble, that it may contribute great benefit to the people on 
both sides of the river. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator mean that the dam is necessary to 
fix the boundary between the two countries? è 

Mr. REAGAN. Thatis what all the authorities say. 

Mr. HARRIS, So far as auy action is necessary to fix the boundary, 
I shall not object, butif the bill contemplates, directly or contingently, 
that the Government is to construct a dam to store water for the pur- 
poses of irrigation, that is to my mind a very different question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would say to the Senator from Tennessee that the 
bill makes no appropriation of money whatever, and nothing can be 
done withont the future action of Congress. So, if the Senator will let 
the bill go, the negotiations can be made and Congress will at all times 
hereafter have the control of the question as to whether the dam shall 
be built in one way or another. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator « 
from Tennessee to object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was asking for information. To some phases of it 


-ofa dam to store water for irrigation 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


MAROH 18, 


I certainly would not object, but if it does contemplate the construction 
purposes I should object, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, Ido object. The bill is too important 
to be passed at this hour in the session and without a fall Senate. I 
desire to say also that there has been a treaty with Mexico and a com- 
mission appointed to fix the boundary line and the basis upon which 
it is to be determined, and the Senatorfrom Texas ought to know also 


- that the subject-matter is now before another committee of the Senate 


Seen 


‘of the 


in anne shape. 
REAGAN. I do not know it, and the Senator will see that the 


problem i one which appropriately comes before the Committee on 


pea sey and the Committee on Foreign Relations ought not, on a 
technical ground, to arrest a measure necessary for the peace of the 
two countries. 
Mr. DOLPH. {í must insist on my objection. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 
RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
4975) providing for the appointment of an assistant general superin- 
tendent Sy a chief clerk, railway mail service; which was read twice 

its title. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
that bill at this time, A Senate bill has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, which is on the Calendar, and 
which is verbatim the same as this House bill. +. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It had better be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr, SAWYER. The Senate bill is on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL, We have not reached it on the Calendar. Let 
this bill be printed and lie on the table, and the Senator can call it up 
at some other time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
lie on the table and be Derren without being referred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the bill is to be printed without a 
reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ence to a committee. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOULTON, ME. 


Mr. FRYE. I should like very much to have the Senate consider 
House bill 417, Order of Business 654, the last bill on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending business may be informally laid aside 
and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of 
which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 417) for the erection of a public 
building at Houlton, Me. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Letit be understood that the unfinished business is 
informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the understanding. 
* The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, pee to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY B. LE ROY. 


Mr, GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of Senate bill 314, Order of Business 553, which is a pension bill. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
nearer to consider the bill (S. 314) for the relief of Mary B. Le Roy. 
b proposes to pay out of the naval pension fund to Mary B. Le Roy, 
widow of the late Rear-Admiral William E. Le Roy, $50 per month 
during her widowhood, in lieu of her present pension. 
ee bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT TAUNTON, MASS. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to make a similar request to that made by the 
Senator from Maine, for the consideration of a public-building bill. I 
ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 1548. 

. There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


porera to consider the bill (S. 1548) for the erection of a public 
uilding at Taunton, Mass. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, anthorized and di- 
reoted to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site,and cause to 
be erected thereon a coltable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
Bf the Untied States elevators, and approaches, for the use and accomm on 

nited Moe and other Government offices in the city of 
usettis, the costof 5 res site san DADE DSA ing 
said vaults, heating eke ventilating apparatus, Slevators, yo pape es, com- 
to exceed the f $75,000, sriich said sam of DD pg onlin 
of any moneys in the United States 


wher fade the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by 
ntin one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest 


It will be printed without a refer- 


ae iis io 


— for ab om arig Doe prior to the date specifled in said advertisement for 
to said advertisement shall be addressed and 


ARE written re- 


ron to of the results of said examination, and of his recom- 
mendation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accom: tae by 
ve 


the original proposals and all mapa pine and statements which s 
come into his possession relating to the said proposed sites, 

upon consideration of said reportand accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury ehall deem further investigation necessary, he may apn 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may commen, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to “the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in rd to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the tary of the 
ikem ei shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erect 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be ned by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Dep: Jartment shall be paid onl 

So Barg of the appropriation herein 
expenses of for pro} 
and the compensation and actual traveling e: 
mses incident to fia selection of 
thereof shall be immediatel le. 

m said appro tion as may be necessary for the ay eee ri of 
sketch-plans, drawin specications, and detailed ext tes for the building by 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury ip prteay was shall be available imme- 
diately upon the approval by the praeri the Treasury of such site, 

No money appropriated by this act s a available, except as hereinbefore 
PM ided, until a valid title ^ e site for said building shall 
ted States, nor until the State 'husetts 
Siete exclusive Pog ype oar the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and thesketch-plans and detailed 

estimates for the building shall bave been Cani by th o Nuper prt, Arit Archi- 


his actual traveling expenses, 
e poian Aira pieessaat fe ery Yor lime 
nses of said agent, 
sees tet commissioners, and 


other ex © site, or) for necessary survey 


tect and approved bag Fa the gd of the bb pom 2 pA a Sea 
and the Postmaste: the balance of sai riation 1 aair A a 
for the erection pees ots completion of the eter including fire-proof vaults, heat- 
ing and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and Alabi 

The buildingshall be unexposed to from fire by an open space of atleast 
40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The = was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, an 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site, and the erection of a public building thereon, at Taun- 
ton, in the State of Massachusetts.” 


ANNIE D. RUNDLETT. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
Order of Business 545, Senate bill 640. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill (8.640) granting pensions to Annie D. 
Rundlett and Annie Howard Rundlett. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there not an amendment to that bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). There are 
several amendments to the bill, which will be stated in their order. 

The amendments of the Committee on Pensions were, in line 6, 
after the word ‘‘ widow,” to strike out “and Annie Howard Rund- 
lett, minor child;’’ in line 8, after the word “pay,” to strike out the 
words ‘‘the widow” and insert ‘“‘her;” in the same line, before the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out “‘ fifty ” and insert ‘t thirty; ’’ in line 9, 
after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike ont “and daughter $12; » and in 
the same line, after the word “month,” to strike out “respectively, 
from May 25, 1873, the date of the death of said Rundlett;*’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be tt enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions ‘and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie D. Rundlett, widow of 
Howard M. Rundlett, passed sacletant surgeon, United States Navy, and pay 
her $30 per month. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The amendmenis limit the pension to the widow 
alone. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to 
Annie D. Rundlett.” 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPOKANE FALLS, WASH. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimons consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 1029) at Ae ake for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Spokane Falls, W. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in pidean Es of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, for a building for 


the use and aceommodation of the United States courts, t-office, office, 
and other Government offices, in the city of Spokane F; and State of Wash- 

on, the cost of said site not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of 
$100,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out ofany moneysin the United 
States Treasury not otherwise approp > 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by paba 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest cirela- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposais, 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said pr posed 
sites, and such others ashe may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who l make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall haye come into his 

jon relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shail deem further investigation necessary, he may sopa a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, recom- 
yee ed all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted to 

em, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings of 
said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Erona. shall 
thereupon finally determine tbe location ofthe building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by tho Secretary ot 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 

: Provided, however, Thatthe member of said commission appointed from 
Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

Bo much of the appropriation herein e as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of Anarin kah for proposals, actual trave: ing hark graven of said agen 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, a. 
other incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. 


No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
ed, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested inthe 
nited States, nor until the State of Washington shall have ceded to the United 
States aging hat pyc over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or n the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administra- 
tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 
‘The building to be erected shall be une to danger from fire by an open 
space of at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 


Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend the amendment of the commit- 
tee by inserting after the word building,” in line 5, the words “‘ to 
be erected thereon.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. In line 5 of the proposed amendment, after the 
word “building,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘to be erected thereon; ’’ so 
as to read: í 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site for a build- 


ing to be erected thereon for the use and accommodation of the United States 
courts, post-office, land office, and other Government offices, in the city of Spo- 
kane Falls, 2: 


‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was a: to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site for a public building at Spokane Falls, in the State of 
Washington.” 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAGINAW, MICH. 


Mr.MCMILLAN. I ask that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1453) for the erection of a public building at Sagi- 
naw, Mich. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in‘Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to uire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommo- 
dation of the United States post-office and other Government offices in the city 
of Saginaw and State of Michigan, the cost of said site and building, including 
said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and app es, com- 
plete, not to apean | the sum of $250,000, which said sum of $250,000 is hereby ap- 
propriated for said purpose, outof any moneys in the United States Treasury not 
otherwise apr riated, 

Proposals for sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals, 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Seeretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
poon by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written rt 

said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shail be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all 


maps, Plats, and statements which shall haye come into 
relating to the said proposed sites. 


If, upon consideration of said report and accompahying papers, the Secretary 

of the Roe’ shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appointa 
not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an o: of 

the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shail deem necessary; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the prem 
accompanied iy all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manneras hereinbefore provided in regard ee 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the Li fa pe be erected, 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treas ary but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual! traveling expenses: 
Provided, however, That the member of saitl commission appointed from the 
Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the averopriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advortising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling ex 
and other bp aera incident to the selection of t 
vey thereof 1 be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the prepsration of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shal! be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury ofsuch site, 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building s be vested in the 
Jnited States, nor until the State of Michigan shall have ceded to the United 

States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or re in the owner thereof, for all purposes oe the administra- 
tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein, 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the SDR press and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Sapervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, heat- 
ing and ventilating g sopetaoee eleyators, and approaches. 

he building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 fect on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Saginaw, 
in the State of Michigan.’ 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT TACOMA, WASH. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Task for the consideration of the bill (S. 1030) pro- 
viding for the erection of a public building at the city of Serena M i 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the ©, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site for a building 
for the use and accommodation of the United States courts, post-office, custom- 
house, and other Government ofiices, in the city of Tacoma and State of Wash- 
ery en the cost of said site not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum 
of $100,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the 
United States Treasury not otherwise ig eta ak yr 

Proposuis for the saie of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisementin one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest Poms 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said posals, 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said pro; 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written res 
portto said Secretary of the results of said examination and of his reecommenda- 
tion thereon and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the origi- 
nal proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall baye come into 
his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate 
and grant such bearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements; maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the oft 
droeon shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be. 
erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $ô per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses ofadvertising for proposals, actual traveling expensesof said agent, and 
the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available, 

No money appropriated by this act snall be available, except as hereinbefore 
poe until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Washington shall bave ceded to the United 
States exclusive raniona over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all pu: except the administra- 
tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

The building to be erected shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open 
space of at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


Mr. SPOONER, I move to amend the amendment, in line 5, by in- 


nses of said commissioners, 
site, and for necessary sur- 
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serting, after the word ‘‘building,’’ the words ‘‘ to be erected thereon;’’ 
a mere verbal 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
. was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended soas to read: “A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site for a public building at Tacoma, in the State of Wash- 


ington.” 
DENISON AND WASHITA VALLEY RAILWAY. 


Mr. COKE. I move to take from the table the bill (H. R. 856) to 
amend section 1 and section 9 of an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the Denison and Washita Valley Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway throngh the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 

” approved July 1, 1886, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 856) to amend section 1 and section 9 of an act enti- 
tled “An act to authorize the Denison and Washita Valley Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, a for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1836, was read twice 
by its title. 

"Mer. COKE. There isabill on the Calendar, being Order of Business 
603, with exactly the same title, reported from the Senate Committee 
on Indian Affairs, like the bill which has come from the other House 
with some few verbal exceptions. I ask for the present consideration 
of the Honse bill, and when it is taken up I shall move to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and to insert in lieu thereof the bill reported 
from the Senate committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. Is there objection? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COKE. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause of the 
bill, and to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause of the bill, and to insert: 


That the act entitled “An act to authorize the Denison and Washita Valley Rail- 
way Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
sod. for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1886, be, and the same is hereby, 
amen as follows: 

“That said railway company is hereby authorized, in the manner and with 
the limitations, restrictions, and uirements in said act contained, to continue 
the railway in said act authorized, from the terminus therein specified, namely: 
‘A point of intersection with the projected line of the St. Louis and San 
Francisco Railway in the Indian Territory from Fort Smith to Paris, in the 
State of Texas, in a northeasterly direction to Fort Smith, Arkansas, and also 
to construct, with the same limitations, restrictions, and requirements, a branch 
line of railway from a point on said main line not execeedi fifty miles from 
Red River, to be selected by said company, and running thence in a north- 
westerly direction through the Indian Territory and the country known as 
Oklahoma to a point on the sonthern line of the State of Kansas at or about 
where the same is crossed by the one hundredth meridian, by the most practi- 
cable route thereto. 

“Sec, 2. That said railway company shall build at least 50 miles of its rail- 
way on its main line and 50 miles of its railway on its branch line within 
three rs from the passage of this act, and shall Soop both the main and 
branch lines within two years thereafter, or all the rigbts herein granted shall 
be forfeited as to that portion of the main lines and branch line not then built. 

“Spo. 3. That said act of July 1, 1886, is hereby continued in force, and made 
applicable to said railway and branch line in all its provisions, except as herein 
otherwise provided.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate bill, being the bill (S. 
3042) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Denison and 
Washita Valley Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,’’ approved July 
1, 1886, will he indefinitely postponed, if there be no objection. 


NORTH AND SOUTH DAKOTA BOUNDARY. 


i r Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the Senate to consider at this time the bill 


(S. 3089) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to survey and 
mark the seventh standard parallel between the States of North and 
South Dakota. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. „4^ 

MARY E. HARNEY. 


Mr. TURPIE. Iask the Senate to poe to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 916) granting a pension to Mary E. Harney. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word *‘dollars,” to strike out the 
words ‘one hundred” and insert ‘‘fifty;’? so as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 


to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
peosioa laws, the name of Mary E, Harney, widow of William S. Harney, late 

rigadier-general and brevet major-gene United States Army, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. i 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DEADWOOD, 8S. DAK. 


Mr. MOODY. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 1319) to provide for the erection of a public building in the city 
of Deadwood, 8. Dak. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Mary Ee with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: ` 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, inclading fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use accommoda- 
tion of the United States courts, post-office, and other Government offices, in the 
city of Deadwood and State of South Dakota, the cost of said site and building, 
including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 
proaches, complete, notto exceed the sum of $200,000, which said sum of $200, 
is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said prop 

Pro is made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to desi , to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, whoshall make written report 
to suid Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the rors g sites. 

If, opon consideration of said reportand accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Lemos J shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
ofsaid agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $ per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein e as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual trav ing ex of said agen’ 
and the compensation and actual traveling ex: of said commissioners, an 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be represses: SYURA 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De ent shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
ae ee gn until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of South Dakota shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi» 
tect and approved by the aimee of the Treasury, the Secre of the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be available 
for the erection and completion of the building, including flre-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, approaches. 

The building shall be unex to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a pablic building thereon at Dead- 
wood, in the State of South Dakota.” 

PORTS OF DELIVERY IN ALASKA. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask for the consideration of the bill (S. 2692) to es- 
tablish certain ports of entry in Alaska Territory. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to constitute Mary 
Island, Wrangel, Juneau, Sand Point, Kodiak, and Ounalaska ports of 
delivery within the collection district of Alaska. The Secretary of the 
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Treasury is to designate customs officers to be stationed at each of these 
ports, with authority to enter and clear vessels, receive duties, fees, and 
other moneys, and perform such other services as in his judgment the 
exigencies of commerce may require. 
he Secretary of the Treasury is also authorized to provide the neces- 

sary buildings for the transaction of the public business at Mary Island 
and Sand Point, at a cost not to exceed in the aggregate $25,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to establish certain 
ports of delivery in Alaska Territory.” 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SEATTLE,- WASH. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 1031) providing for the erection of a public building at the 
city of Seattle, Wash. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: f 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site for a build- 
ing for the use and accommodation of the United States courts, post-office, cus- 
tom-house, land office, and other Government offices, in the city of Seattle and 
State of Washington, the cost of said site not to exceed the sum of $100,000, 
which said sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any 
moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior tothe date specified iu said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 

reon by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
sait Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an o rof 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 

d sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may desi 

and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceed- 
ings of said agent of the Treasury Department; andthe Secretary of the Treaaary 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual travoung Hoan 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the appropriation herein made as ban be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agen 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, an 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. : 

No money i idipeoeene by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Washington shall have ceded to the United 
States excl yema over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

The building to be erected shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open 
space of at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 


Mr. SPOONER. I move, in the fifth line of the amendment, after 


the word ‘‘building,”’ to insert the words “to be erected thereon;’’ so 
as to read: 


For a building to be erected thereon for the use and accommodation, etc. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site for a public building at Seattle, in the State of Wash- 
ington.” 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DOVER, N. H. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 188) 
to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of Dover, in 
the State of New Hampshire. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating ay us, elevators an Gy gitnngnes! for the use and accomm: 


tion of the Un ted States flice and other Government offices in the city of 
building, 


Dover and State of New pshire, the cost of said site and i ud- 


ing said vaults, heating and ventilating p epueretos, elevators, and oouanens 
h s hereby 


complete, not to ex: the sum of $100, which said sum of $100,000 
Gor ge seme for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States 
not otherwise appropriated, 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 3 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall baye come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said reportand accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designat 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
NP is ge pe by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or sub- 
mitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in rd to the pro- 
ceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; und the tary of the 
libra Rh shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be 
erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $ô per day and actual Sareung ssr 
penses: Provided, however, Thatthe member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agen! 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, an 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money arpicnenes by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of New Hampshire shall have ceded to the 
United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United 
States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the admin- 
istration of the criminal lawsof said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect anu approved by the Secrctary of the Treasury, the cock of the In- 
terior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
avnilable for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. . 

The building shall be unexposed t 
least 30 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was ameniled so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon, at Dover, 
in the State of New Hampshire.” 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BLAIR. The next order of business is a bill for a public build- 
ing in a city in-the adjoining district. Thetwo bills have been passed 
at two previous Con, and have gone along together. I should 
like consent to have them both dis: of at the present time. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think we had better not do that. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam willing to yield after I havehad my turn, but 
I oa to call up Senate bill 1075. I have been waiting for quite a 
while. . 

Mr. BLAIR. They are twin bills and never have been separated 
over night, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think they had better be separated. We can 
not do that now. 

i The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois has the 
oor. 
PUBLIC BUILDING IN WALLA WALLA, WASH. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 1075) to provide for the erection of a publie building in the 
city of Walla Walla, Wash. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
oeopnas with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site for a building 
for the use and accommodation of the United States -office, courts, land office, 
and other Government offices, in the city of Walla Walla and State of Washing- 
ton, the cost of said site not to exceed the sum of $30,000, which said sum of 
$30,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose out of any moneys in the United 
States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in nse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailedt o the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 


to danger from fire by an open space of at ~~. 
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If, tary 
-of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, oon of pana SA be an Sicer of 


to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the pevemings 
ry Depa: e Treasury 

- shali thereupon fina!)v determine the location of the building to be erected. 
The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shali not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
yoma: dad gaea ] er ne mecnlies or ana Soa lence appointed from 

reasury Departments paid only actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
ang Hp of ad ing for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, 
nses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 


lable. 

priated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

ited States, nor until the State of Washington shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

The building to be erected shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open 
space of at least 40 fect on each side, including streets and alleys. 


Mr. CULLOM. I offer an amendment in the fifth line of the pro- 
posed amendment. After the word ‘‘ building ’’ I move to insert the 
words “to be erected thereon;’’ so as to read: 

A site for a building to be erected thercon for the use and accommodation of 
the United States post-office, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

- The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


and passed. 

. _ The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site for a public building at Walla Walla, in the State of 
Washington.” 

È WILLIAM DE FORD. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iask for the consideration of the bill (S. 1136) for 
the relief of William De Ford, trustee for C. D. De Ford & Co. 

By unanimous: consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to William De Ford, 
assignee in trust of William Y. De Ford and George T. De Ford, co- 
partners trading as C. D. De Ford & Co., $4,653.75, or so much thereof 
as the trustee shall prove to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue that he or the firm have expended in the purchase 
of revenue stamps used bv him or them to stamp packages containing 
cigars upon which he or they shall prove to the satisfaction of the Com- 
missioner that a tax had been previously paid under the revenue laws 
in force at the time of manufacture and sale, but which were made 
liable to be stamped under the act of July 20, 1868. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SIOUX FALLS, S. DAK. 


Mr. MOODY. Lask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1354) 
for the erection of a public building at Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill. 
- The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause 
tone tiati painaren =n oe d hes, for th d 

ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accom- 
odation thee. 


m 

in the city of Sioux Falis and State of South Dakota, the cost of said site and 

building, meezan A said vaults, heatingand ventilating apparatus, elevators, and 
` } a proaches, comp! 


” tion for at least twenty days prior to the 
the opening of said proposals, 
Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
Y sites, and such others ashe may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
peeo by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
7 said Secretary of the results of said examination and of his recommendation 
thercon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals andali maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
relating to the said proposed sites, 
If, upon consideration of report and accompanying papers, the 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may a 
commission of not mo#: than three persons, one of whom shall be an 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the ssid pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 


int a 
of 


; and 


and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem 
commissi: such examination, make to the 


said on , within thirty days after 
Secre! of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
compan’ 14 ali statements, eps, plats, or documents taken by orsubmitted 
toihem, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings of 
said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the 

shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The com pensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shal] not exceed $ per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, Thatthe member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual Fearon ech posed of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, an 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. : 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the Bohs aras of 
psig nana niger specifications, and detailed estimates for the building by 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury renee shall be available imme- 
diately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money ARLA by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 
rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
Inited States, nor until the State of South Dakota shall have ceded to the United 

States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, forall p except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Soen the of the Inte- 
rior, and ‘ostmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating ap tus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be unex to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. A 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Sioux 
Falls, in the State of South Dakota.” 


PENITENTIARY BUILDING IN NORTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. PIERCE. Iask for the consideration of the bill (S. 3060) to 
carry out the provisions of section 15 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide for the division of Dakota into two States, and to enable the peo- 
ple of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Washington to form 
constitutions and State governments and to be admitted into the Un- 
ion,” approved February 22, 1889. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The preamble recites that by the act of March 2, 1881, $30,000 was 
appropriated for the purpose of erecting, under the supervision of the 
Secretary of the Interior, a penitentiary in the Territory of Dakota at 
or near the village of Sioux Falls; and that section 15 of the act ap- 
proved February 22, 1889, for the division of Dakota into two States, 
etc., granted to the State of South Dakota the lands purchased and the 
buildings erected under and by virtue of that appropriation, with the 
proviso that the State of North Dakota should have like grants for the 
same purpose and subject to like terms and conditions. 

The bill proposes to appropriate $30,000 for the purpose of erecting, 
under the direction and supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, a 
penitentiary building in the State of North Dakota upon such tract or 
parcel of land at or near the city of Grafton, in the county of Walsh, as 
shall be designated by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

The preamble was agreed to, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NASHUA, N. H. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the consideration of the bill (S. 189) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building in the city of Nashua, in the 
State of New Hampshire. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, clevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States {fice and other Government ofi in the city of 
Nashua and State of New Hampshire, the cost of said site and building, in- 
cluding said vaults, heating and ventilating ap; us, and app! com- 
plete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby áp- 
propriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circu la- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 


for the opening of said proposals. 

Pro made in sepon to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the of the , Who shall then cause thesaid pro: 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to desiguat +, to be examined in 
pass by an agent of the Treasury Department, whoshall make written report 
o said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and therefor, panied 


the reasons +, Which shall be accom. by the original 


proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating otha posed sites, 


If, u consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
ofthe shall deem further investigation necessary, he may ap) ta 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pre- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may and 

ef*ant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
‘commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Sec- 
retary of the ury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
‘te them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the peocoedioss 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 

: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 
ag the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray ex- 
penses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, and 
the compensation and actual traveling ex of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 

be immediately availabie. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary. of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
nited States, nor until the State of New Hampshire shall have ceded to the 
United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United 
States shal! be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the adminis- 
tration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for.and the sketch-pians and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and nporaves by the Secretary of the iis kere the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 

Pa Sees and ventilating ap; tus, elevators, and app’ 
The building shall be ronan hy sag fe from fire by ca open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Nashua, 
in the State of New Hampshire.’’ 

MES. ANNA BUTTERFIELD, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 3592, It is a pension bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any urgency about that? 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is a report.. The woman is ninety years 
of age and poor and in need, and it is a House bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to-consider the bill (H. R. 3592) granting a pension to Mrs. 

na Butterfield. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name 

of Mrs. Anna Butterfield, dependent mother of James A. B. Butter- 
field, late a sergeant in the Second Illinois Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the unfinished business be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be stated by its title. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and 
temporary support of common schools. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 19, 1890, at 
12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 18, 1890. = 


The House met at12o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. G. H. COREY, D. D.- 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


TAX ON COTTON-SEED OIL. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I have a telegram from the president 
of the Colored Industrial Fair Association of Arkansas, and I ask unan- 
imous consent to have it read and placed inthe RECORD. It relates to 
a business matter pending before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the telegram to which the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas refers will be read, printed in the RECORD, and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

There was no objection. 

It is as follows: 

LITTLE ROCK, ARK., March 17, 1890, 
Hon. Jons H. RoGers, House of Representatives: 


The colored planters of the State of Arkansas have learned with much con- 
cern that there is a movement to tax cotton-seed oil, and, being producers of 


60 per cent, of the seed, have instructed me, as president of the Colored Indus- 
Seren Rule pence ce AVERTO present their urgent protest against the 
passage of such measures. ‘ 

y W.N. GIBBES. 


ADULTERATION OF LARD. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent to havea con- 
current resolution of the Legislature of the State of Iowa printed in the 
RECORD and referred to the Committee on Agriculture. It relates tos 
kindred subject to that referred to by the gentleman from Arkansas a 
moment since. 

TheSPEAKER, Without objection, the concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Iowa will be printed in the RECORD and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

There was no objection. 

Tt is as follows: 


Whereas gross and unprincipled adulterations of lard are made by the mixt- 
ure of cotton-seed oil and other inferior oils with pure lard; and 

Whereas such a mixture is put up by seat Leer} syndicates of packers in the 
United States and sold as pure steam-refi lard to the consumers of this and 
foreign countries, which practice is seriously detrimental to lowa farmers; and 

Whereas such ued is unjust and ruinous to the hog-raisers of Iowa and 
the Great West: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate (the house concurring), That our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress are earnestly requ and to introduce and 
vote for a law looking to the punishment of such fraudalent transactions and 
compelling vendors of adulterated food, and omeeery. lard, to label it with the 
name of its constituent elements and the quantity of each ingredient used in 
forming the compound. 

The secretary of the senate is instructed to send a copy of these resolutions to 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

I hereby that the foregoing conourrent resolution both branches 
of the Twenty-third General emia | on the 4th day of A. D. 1890, 

. R. COCHRANE, of Senate, 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I have also a concurrent resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of Iowa upon the same subject, and I ask 
its reference to the Committee on Agriculture. 

The concurrent resolution referred to by Mr. HAYES was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 


ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. HAYES. I hold in my hand a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Iowa, in relation to the arrears of pensions, which 
: irs to have read and printed in the RECORD, and appropriately re- 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution, which was ordered to be referred to the Com- 
mittee oa Invalid Pensions, is as follows: 

(Joint resolution No. 4.] 
To the Congress of the United States in relation to the arrears of pensions: 


Be tt resolved by the Generi Assembly of the State of Iowa, Thatour Senatorsand 
Representatives in Congress be, and they are hereby, earnestly requested to use 
their best efforts to secure the repeal of the limitation contained in the arrears 
act of 1879, so that all invalid soldiers shall share alike, and their pensions shall 

n with the date of disability or discharge, and not with the date of their ap- 


lication. 
r That of state transmit a certified copy of this resolution to each 
of our Senators and Representatives in Congress, 
: A. F. MESERVEY, 


President of the Sen fe 
fn HAMILTON, are 
Speaker of the House of 
. HORACE BOIES, 

I hereby certify that this resolution originated in the Senate and is known as 
“ Joint resolution No. 4." 

W. R. COCHRANE, Secretary Senate. 
HENNEPIN CANAL. 

Mr. HAYES. Ialso present a memorial and joint resolution of the 
State of Iowa in relation to the Hennepin Canal, and ask thatit be printed 
in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the memorial and 
joint resolution will take that course. 


There was no objection. 
Tt is as follows: 


Approved March 11, 18%. 


[Joint resolution No. 3.] 


Memorial and joint resolution relative to the construction of a canal from the 
Mississippi River to the Illinois River at Hennepin, in the State of Illinois, 
Whereas the question of cheap transportation by an uninterrupted water 

route between the Mississippi River and the Atlantic seaboard by way of tho 

Great Lakes has long been oneof all-absorbing interest to the people of food- 

producing States of the Northwest; and 

Whereas the General Assembly of Iowa has repeatedly memorialized Con- 
gress for the construction of this water route and urged upon Congress the con- 
struction of the same: and 

Whereas the construction of this canal has received more indorsements since 
1844 than any other water way on the continent of America; and 

Whereas a board of civil engineers has surveyed, located, and approved of 
the construction of this water way from Hennepin to the Mississippi River at 
the mouth of Rock River; and 

Whereas at the water convention held September 3 and 4 in Cincinnati, Ohio, 
a resolution passed said convention urging upon Congress to make an immedi- 
ate appropriation therefor: Now, therefore. 

Be tt resolved by the General Assembly of the Slate of Iowa, That our Senators 
and Representatives in Co are requested to vote for and use their active 
influence to effect such legislation by Congress as will secure an appropriation 
to commence the construction of said canal at an mente SeF and they are also 
requested to vote a liberal appropriation therefor to the end that said canal 
be completed and opened to the commerce of the country at the earliest 


ble date. 
Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, instructed to forth- 


with transmit a copy hereof to each of our Senatora and Representatives in 
Congress, 


A. F. MESERVEY, 
President of the Senate pro & mpore. 
à ip ofthat T HAN cnc SR 
2 eaker ouse epresentatives. 
$ Approved March 11, 1890. 
HORACE BOILIES. 


T bereby certify that this resolution originated in the senate and is known aa 
“ Memorial and joint resolution No. 3.” 
W. R. COCHRANE, Secretary Senate. 


PROPOSED TRANSFER OF PENSION BUREAU. 


Mr. MORRILL, Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions to report back a resolution and recommend its adop- 


n. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Reso'ved by the House of Representatives, That the Secretary of War and the Seo- 
retary of the Interior be, and they are hereby, requested to inform this House, 
at as early a date as praciicable, what sav of pubic expenditure, if any, can 
be made by transferring the Bureau of P: ons rom the Department of the In- 
terior to the War Department. 


The resolution was adopted. 
PENSION STATISTICS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam also instructed by the committee to report 
back the resolution I send to the desk, and recommend its adoption. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas many measures relating to pension matters are liable to be presented 
for consideration during the present session of Congress, and it is advisable 
thatall available information touching the subject-matter of pensions may be 
placed before the House in order that more intelligent consideration may be 
given tosuch ig reer Therefore, 

Beit hat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested 
to ee for the use of the House the following information as soon as con- 

~ ven t: 
. First, What is the total number of original pension claims which have been 
filed for disabilities received or contracted during the late war, up to the Ist day 

of January, 1890, and how many of such claims have been allowed up to said 

’ date; what is the total number of claims that have been filed for increase up to 
=" said time, and in how many cases has an increase been granted; how many 
ee claims up to said time have been filed for rengs and in how many cases has 
such claim for rerating been allowed or granted; how many claiins have been 

filed by widows, by minorchildren, and by dependent parents, and how many 

have been gran! in each class, and how many pensioners were on the pension- 

, roll January 1, 1890, of each ciass, for service, etc., arising out of the late war; 

what is the total amount of money which has been paid out for pensions for 

claims arising outof the late war; how much has been paid to meet such claims 

during the last year, and how much will probably be required to meet the 

ment of such claims during the present fiscal year; what amount has been 

out in pensions for arrearages under the act of 1879, and the probable 

amount still required to meet such payments nnder said act; what was the 

‘amount paid out to meet such arrearages during the last fiscal year; what 


amount will probably be required to pay upon original claims filed 

~ gsinee July 1, 1880, or which will be hereafter filed; in other words, about how 
much would it robably take to meet arrearages in case the limitation in the 
actof 1879 should be repealed? 


Second. How do the present rates of pensions compare with rates granted 
for similar disabilities received or contracted in former wars in which our 
country has been en: ; how do the rates now fixed by law for pensions 
to widows, minor children, and dependent parents compare with the rates fixed 
for such classes of pensioners in former wars? 

‘Third. How do the rates of pensions now fixed by law for pensioners of the 
late war compare with the rates for similar disabilities in England, France, and 


2 
Fourth. How many years clapsed after the close of the Revolutionary war, 
the war of 1812, and the Mexican war before a service pension was granted, an 
‘were such service pen upon length of service or at a fixed amount 
for all of equal rank ; what would be the probable amount required annually 
to meet the payment of $8 per month to each honorably discharged soldier as a 
service pension, and to the widows of those deceased ? 

Fifth. How many a ed cases were pending: before the Assistant Secretary 
on gaaeesy L 1890, and how long will it probably take to dispose of such ap- 

cases 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to ask the gentleman a question in refer- 
ence to that part of the resolution just read which calls for informa- 
tion or data with which to make comparison between the pensions 
pma tosoldiers in this country and France, England, and Germany. 

do not think we want that information in any manner. I do not see 
the necessity for it in connection with our legislation. 

Mr. MO LL. It was the belief of the committee that in present- 
ing measures for the consideration of the House all the accessible infor- 
mation would be valuable, It is desirable to get all the information 


we can. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It would seem that such infermation could be of 
little service to us. i 

Mr. PICKLER. DoI understand the gentleman from Kansas that 
this information is to be obtained before we have any general pension 
bills before the House? 

Mr. MORRILL. In reply to the gentleman from Dakota I would 
say that this resolution was introduced by the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. BREWER] and referred by the House to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. The committee after a full consideration of the sub- 
ject decided that while a greater part of the information asked for was 
within their reach in the form of reports of the Secretary of the Interior, 
it was desirable for the House to have it presented in a compact form 
for the use of the members, and therefore reported back the resolution 
recommending its adoption. The committee, I am happy to say, are 
quaking geod progress in maturing bills to submit to the House, and 
it will be entirely unnecessary for them to wait for the reply to the in- 
terrogatories. So far as the committee are concerned it is immaterial 
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whether the resolution is adopted or rejected, but all will agree that 
in order for the House toact inte tly upon any subject every avenue 
of information should be open to them and every material fact bearing 
upon it should be known to them» 

Mr. DOCKERY. I didnot hear the reading of the resolution in full, 
and wish to ask the gentleman from Kansas whether it calls for in- 
formation as to the amount of money that will be necessary to pay all 
honorably discharged soldiers of the war $8 per month pension who 
have arrived at the age of sixty-two years? 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not know that it is embraced specifically in 
the report, but the committee have that information before them. 

The resolution was adopted. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows; 
To Mr. STEPHENSON, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. TURPIN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. SKINNER, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr, CRAIG, for four days, on account of important business, 
To Mr, GIFFORD, indefinitely, on account of illness, 


IMMIGRATION DEPOT, NEW YORK. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Iask unanimous consent to make a report from the 
Committee on Military Affairs in favor of the adoption of the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 124) authorizing the Secretary of War to take pos- 
session of a part of Governor’s Island for the establishment of an immi- 
gration depot. 

The joint resolution was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I object. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection 
a moment, allowing me to make a brief explanation. He can reserve 
the right to object. 

Mr. THOMPSON, I have no objection to withdrawing it for the 
purpose of letting the gentleman make a statement. 

Mr. SPINOLA. The reason for the present consideration of the joint 
resolution grows out of a decision of the United States court, which 
holds that immigrants landing in the United States, atany of its ports, 
come directly under the discretion of the General Government. Here- 
tofore they have been landing at Castle Garden, but now the General 
Government proposes to take charge of the subject. But there is no 
place fixed for their reception. The joint resolution appropriates a 
small unoccupied portion of Governor’s Island to enable the Secretary 
of the Treasury to carry out the law as it stands, 

The contract between the General Government and the State of New 
York expires by its own limitation within six or seven weeks, and 
something must be done and done speedily in order to provide the ac- 
commodation necessary. This would take not more than a minute or 
two to pass. Itisa public measure, | 

Mr. THOMPSON, I insist upon my objection. 


KANSAS AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 346) to extend 
the act to grant the right of way to the Kansas and Pacific Railroad 
Company through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, with 
Senate amendments. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


In line 4strike out “ railway” and insert “railroad.” In line9strike out “‘rail- 
way ” and insert “ railroad.” 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Senate amendments 
be concurred in. 
The motion was agreed to, 


THE LATE HON. WILLIAM D. KELLEY. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I present the following joint resolu- 
tion to print the eulogies upon the late Hon. William D. Kelley. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That there be printed of the eulogies delivered in 
Congress upon the late William D. Kelley, a Representative in the Fifty-first 
Congress from the State of Pennsylvania, 25,000 copies, of which 6,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 19,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
House of Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to have printed a portrait of the said William D. Kelley to 
accompany said eulogies; and for the purpose of engraving and printing said 
por rait the sum of $500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
propriated out of go Gree bo in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

solved further, T of the quota to the House of ay neg rg ey the Pub- 
lic Printer shall set apart 50 copies,which he shall have bound in full morocco, 
phir gilt edges, the same to be delivered when completed to the family of the 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, I ask unanimous consent for the 
nt consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I think that it should be referred to 
the appropriate committee. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I askits reference to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Printing under the rule. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at 12 o’clock and 30 
minutes, and the call rests with the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr, LODGE. Mr. Speaker, there is only one other bill on the House 
Calendar from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question was a pointof order, but, 
inasmuch as the bill has been passed by the House, it is not necessary 
to pass upon the point of order. 

Mr. LODGE. I was going to say that there is only one other bill 
on the Calendar. That bill the committee believes was wrongfully 
placed on the House Calendar, as it makes a charge upon the Treas- 
ury; and I ask that it be transferred from the House to the Union 
Calendar. It is the bill (H. R. 5413) for the retirement of a certain 
class of officers of the United States Navy. 

The SPEAKER. Ifit makes a charge on the Treasury it does not 
appear on its face. 

Mr. LODGE. The effect of that bill will be to change officers’ pay 
from furlough pay to retired pay. Officers retired on disability not 
sustained in the service receive furlough pay. ‘The bill is to remedy a 
very grave injustice in two or cases, but is obnoxious to the point 
of order, as it seemed to the committee; and the committee will not 
press it at this time, but take it up when reached on the Union Calen- 
dar. 

The SPEAKER. If the committee thinks itis obnoxious to the 
point of order, perhaps it is so. 

Mr. LODGE. The committee have no other business on the House 
Calendar. 


APPROPRIATIONS, OFFICE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads was called. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I present the following joint resolu- 

tion on behalf of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution construing part of the act of March 2, 1889, making appropria- 
tions for the office of Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Be it resolved, etc., That such P wigs of the act of March 2, 1839, making appro- 
riations for the office of Second Assistant Postmaster-General as appropriates 
10,000 ** for the upo of enabling the Postmaster-General to make a lease of 

a suitable place in the city of Washington, and to furnish and equip the same 
with tools, implements, and machinery and other material which may be neces- 
sary to repair mail bags and sacks, and mail locks and keys,” shall be construed 
so that the Sopro (until exhausted) shall cover all expense of purchas- 
ing tools, implements, and machinery and other material, and that the “other 
material’ mentioned above shall be construed to mean such other material as 
is eorenseagt & to put the building leased for the shops in a suitable condition for 
repairing the various mail equipments used by the Post-Office Department, and 
that all other material and machinery found necessary to the successful oper- 
ation of the repair shops shall be purchased and paid for out of the funds appro- 
priated for the purchase of mail bags and locks. 

The SPEAKER. How can this come up? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Simply on the call of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution is not on the House Calendar. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Then I ask unanimous consent to have it consid- 


ered. i 

The SPEAKER, The Chair cau not entertain a request for unani- 
mous consent during this hour. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It carries no appropriation of money. 

The SPEAKER. It does not conform to the rule. 

PUBLIC LANDS. 

The Committee on the Pablic Lands was called. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the chairman of 
the committee is absent for a moment, and I ask that the Committee 
on Public Lands be passed withont prejudice. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] just 
tie for a moment a moment ago, and I hope that the committee will 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimons con- 
sent that the Committee on Public Lands be passed without prejudice. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object. 


AFFIDAVITS IN LAND CASES BEFORE LOCAL OFFICERS, 


Mr. MCRAE. Teall up the bill (H. R. 6419) “to amend 2294 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other purposes.” 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman call up this on behalf of the 
committee? 

Mr. MCRAE. Ido. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 2294 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is 
hereby, amended so that it will read as follows: 

“Spc. 2294, In any case in which the applicant for the benefit of the home- 
stead, pre-emption, timber-culture, or desert-land law is prevented, by reason 
of distance. bodily infirmity, or other good cause, from personal attendance at 
the district land office, he or she may make the affidavit required by law before 
any commissioner of the United States circuit court or the clerk of a court of 
record for the county in which the land is situated, and transmit the same, with 
the fee and commissions, to the register and receiver. 

“ That the proof of settlement, residence, occupation, cultivation, irrigation, or 
reclamation, the affidavit of non-alienation, the oath of allegiance, and all 
other affidavits required to be made under the homestead, pre-emption, timber- 
culture, and desert-iand laws may be e before any commissioner of the 
United States circuit court, or before the judge or clerk of any court of record 
of the county or parish in which the lands are situated; and the proof, affidavit, 


em 
effect as if made before the 
with the fee and 


deemed 

if he sworn before the register. 

final peen when e before any other officer than 
shall be as follows: 


* For each affidavit, 25 cents. 
“ For each deposition of claimant or witness, when not prepared by the offi- 


cer, 25 cents. 
ition of claimant or witness prepared by the officer, $1. 


“For each d 
“Any officer demanding or receiving a greater sum for such service shall be 


guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall be punished for each 
offense by a fine not exceeding $100." 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 


Amend the title soas to read as follows: 
“A bill to amend section 2294 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and 


for other pi 
Also, to amend by striking out, in lines 26, 27, and 23, begining at the word 


bic law,” in line 26, the following words: 
“And the register and receiver shall be entitled to a fee of $1 for examining 
and approving said testimony.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the second amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LIND. Will the bill be subject for discussion after the pending 
motion? 

The SPEAKER. Itis subject to discussion now. 

Mr. LIND. Well, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] some questions in regard to this bill. If I 
understood it correctly from the reading, it revises and changes the 
entire system of compensating registers and receivers for the work they 
perform in allowing entries and making final proofs. 

Mr. McRAE. It makes no change whatever as to the compensation. 
It only provides that affidavits for these entries may be made before a 
new officer, who is named, to wit, the commissioner of the United 
States circuit court, and may be transmitted tothe register and receiver. 

Mr. LIND. Under thelaw and regulations of the Interior Depart- 
ment now, is not the register or receiver entitled to a compensation 
of 15 cents folio for examining final proofs that have been taken 
before the clerk of a court? 

Mr. McRAE. And he gets the same under this bill. 

Mr. LIND. Under this bill, if I understand it, the compensation 
is limited to $1 for each paper. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman did not observe the amendment. The 
provision of the bill to which he refers is stricken out by the amend- 
ment. The only thing left is the provision permitting, for the convens, 
ience of the settler, these affidavits to be made before a commissioner 
and transmitted by mail to the receiver, instead of requiring the settler 
to go in person to the land office. 

Mr. LIND. I ask for the reading of the report in my time. Itmay 
throw some light upon the bill. 

The report (by Mr. MCRAE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6419) 
to amend section 2234 of the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes, have con- 
sidered the same, and report the same back with the recommendation that it 
pass with the following amendment: Strike out the following words in lines 26, ` 
27, and 28: “and the register and receiver shall be entitled to a fee of $1 for ex- 
amining and approving said testimony.” 

The purpose of the bill isto authorize all affidavits and depositions under the 
pae nd laws to be made before and certiñed = fry perce of the United 
States circuit court or clerks of a court of record for the county in which the 
Jand is situated, and to fix the fees of such work. It is for the convenience of 
the settlers, and does notin any way change the fees of the registerand receiver. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to amend section 2294 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other pu che 

Mr. MCRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
— ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The Committee on the Public Lands was called. 


REPEAL OF TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS. 


Mr. PAYSON. By direction of the Committee on the Public Lands, I 
call up the bill (H. R. 7254) to repeal the timber-culture laws, and for 
other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the act to amend an act entitled “ An actto epncrene 
the growth of timber on the Western prairie,” approved June 14, 1878, and 

laws relating to or authorizing timber-culture entries are hereby xepaniens 
Provided, ‘That all entries heretofore made may be perfected to patent in ac- 
cordance with the provision of said act: And provided further, That all contests 
ee eee of 


mber-culture entries ior to the approval 
this act be heard and determined Spin te tid with Saver rules, and 


and ver; 


who has made entry of any public lands of the United 
pat preter, O pea acesmee it heey wey ROn EE a paraoa at niet Seton 
make 


AEE ge ie ES 
| sige tract Under such rules and ideaa parr fons as be preseribel by the 
Secretary of Interior, 

Sxo,3. That no land acquired under the provisions of this act ghall in any 
event become liable to the satisfaction of any debt or debts contracted prior to 
the issuing of the patent thereof. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. Payson) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands have had underconsideration House bill 
5404, and have prepared a substitute therefor with the following title: “ A bill 
to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,” and recommend its pas- 
. sage. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving my time, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
[Mr. Payson] whether I understand correctly the provisions of the 
second section, As I understand, it provides that whenever a party 
has complied with the existing law for four successive years he can ob- 
tain a patent by paying $1.25 per acre, without reference to the num- 
ber of trees that are growing upon the land. 

Mr. PAYSON. He can. 

Mr. LIND. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. If this bill 
should the result would be to take from our statute-books every 
public law for the encouragement of timber-culture on the western 
prairies, would it not? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. This is the only timber-culture law that 
is now in existence. - 

Mr. LIND. I would like to have the gentleman state what reasons 
actuated the Committee on Public Lands in recommending theelimin- 
ation of this legislation which has been on our statute-books so long 
and has been so beneficial to the West. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the first act of Congress providing for 
practically the donation of public lands to those who should in 
the growth of timber thereon was passed in 1873. It was amended and 
made more liberal in its terms in 1874, again in 1876, and again in 1878; 
bnt the experience, or the observation rather, of gentlemen connected 
with the Interior Department, as well as of those who have had occa- 
sion to notice the operation of this law generally, is that it has fallen 
very far short of the benefits that were expected to grow out of its pas- 
sage. Except in a few favorable localities it is the universal experience 
of those who have observed the operation of the law that it has been a 

cal failure, while it has been possible and practicable for gentle- 

men desiring to obtain title to quarter-sections of land to secure a segre- 
gation by making an entry under the timber-culture law of large areas 
of land without any corresponding beneficial results to the country. 
Legislation repealing the timber-culture act has been recommended 
year after year by the Interior Department, commencing as far back as 
when Mr. McFarland was Commissioner of the General Land Office, I be- 
lieve, during the administration of President Hayes. Forthe past five 
or six years, by the successive made by the Secretaries of the In- 
terior and the Commissioners of the General Land Office (some eight 
or ten of which are contained in the bound volume I holdin my are 
this legislation has been recommended for the reasons I have sta‘ 

Perhaps I had better read a passage or two. I read from the report of 

the Secretary of the Interior as far back as 1885: 

The of the timber-culture act is,in substance, a subsidy paid in lands 
to encourage the planting and cultureoftimber, In a few instances the system 
has produced the intended results, but in nearly all it seems to have been used 
asa fraudulent means of acquiring title to public lands. In many cases it has 
been resorted to only to hold on, without any intent to acquire title if 
contest should be made, This form of entry is used to obstruct the advance of 
legitimate settlement, and the evils growing from the timber-culture system 
and its administration have been proved to exceed any good derived, and its 
repeal would be wise legislation. ' : 

That advice has been given to the House of Representatives year after 
year by the Interior Department, and, following that advice, this bill 
has been reported by the Committee on Public p PREH It is reported 
now for the fourth time, I think, since I have been connected with that 
committee, and the testimony before the committee, as well as the rec- 
ommendations from the Department, testimony given by gentlemen 
representing the extreme Northwest, has led the committee unanimously 
to recommend the legislation contained in the first section of the bill, 

The provision in the second section allowing commutation is a new 
feature. It provides that where in good faith parties have attempted 
for four years to comply with the requirements of the law and have 
been unable to doso by reason of unpropitious climatic conditions or 
other causes they shall be allowed to commute a timber-cultare entry 
by ‘Paying $1.25 into the Treasury. This we think a proper provision 
and have recommended its adoption. 

I have now said all I care to say on this subject unless some gentle- 
man desires to make some inquiry. 

Mr. HERMANN. What was the object ofthe committee in drawing 
the line at four rather than three years or two years? 

Mr. PAYSON. Because the timber-culture act proyides for eight 
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years within whichan entire compliance with the act shall be performed. 
The provision of the law is: 


Five acres on a quarter-section must be broken or pire deers send ms 
acres m cultiva 


roportion when less than a quarter-section is entered, 
The whole l0acres, or the due proportion thereof, must be prepared and planted 
within four years from the date of the entry, 5 acres being prepared the first and 
second years and planted the third year, and 5 acres being prepared the second 
and third years and planted the fourth year. 


So that the effort is in the fourth year to have timber growing on 10 
acres of the 160. We draw this Jine in the proposed legislation be- 
cause it is the line drawn in the original act, within which time there 
shall be an effort made in good faith to have 10 acres of timber grow- 
ing on each 160 acres. 

Mr. HERMANN. What remedy is there in the case of parties who 
have complied with the law for three years? 

Mr. PAYSON. We have not provided any, because they will not 
have under the law more than 5 acres growing at that time, 

Mr. HERMANN. Can they still proceed and comply with the law? 


Mr. PAYSON, ‘They can. 

Mr. KELLEY, I would like the gentleman to explain the object of 
the last section. 

Mr. PAYSON. I think it shows for itself. 

Mr. KELLEY. Not very distinctly. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The language of the section is as explicit as any ex- 


planation I could make. It provides that— 


No land acquired under the provisions of this act shall in any event become 
Hable to the satisfaction of any debt or debts contracted prior to the issuing of 
the patent thereof, 


This is the general provision of the homestead law applying to that 


matter. 

Mr. KELLEY. It seems to me that thisis.a broader provision than 
any in the general homestead law. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is the same thing exactly. 

Mr. KELLEY. Does it mean that when a man has obtained his 
patent for land and holds it in fee-simple a creditor can nob collect a 
judgment against it? 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘This does not apply to a debt originating subse- 
y Sea to the issuing of the patent, but only to debts contracted prior 
thereto. 

Mr. PICKLER. ‘This is the general provision of the existing law. 

ei KELLEY. I think it is broader than the existing general pro- 
vision. 


Mr. PICKLER. No, 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr, Speaker, I desire to make a few remarks on 
this question. 

Mr. PAYSON. How much time does the gentleman desire to oc- 


cupy ? 

Nr. DUNNELL. As much as I am entitled to. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, I would be glad to make some arrangement 
with the gentleman. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have been recognized, I believe. I do not know 
that I am speaking by the permission of the gentleman from Illinois, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not intend to recognize the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL], except with the consent of the 
oem aang from Illinois, who has charge of the bill and is entitled to 
one hour. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is not this bill open to general debate? 

The SPEAKER. Itis open to general debate, but under the rule 
which gives the gentleman in charge of the bill the floor for an hour, 
so that he may control the bill, 

Mr. PAYSON, I desire to be not only perfectly courteous, but abso- 
lutely generous toward the gentleman from Minnesota, if he will accept 
the offer I make him in the spiritin which itis made. Ido not desire 
to move the previous question unless it shall be necessary. If it shall 
appear that gentlemen opposing the bill are desirous to talk out the 
hour I shall not feel free to accede to that kind of proceeding. If the 
gentleman will indicate how much time he desires to occupy— 

Mr. DUNNELL. Ten minutes will be all I shall want. 

Mr. PAYSON, I yield to the gentleman for ten minutes. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to occupy the time 
of the House unnecessarily, It is not my custom to claim much time 
in the debates that occur here. I have, however, taken considerable 
interest in the subject of tree-culture and forestry in our Western com- 

. Asamember of this House and of the Committee on Public Lands 
I had the honor in 1873 to secure the passage through this House of the 
original tree-cultureact. My own observations later convinced me that 
the act was imperfect; and subsequently, during my former service in 
this House, I participated in amendments to the original act. The re- 
port which Heh cabo! the first bill was very widely circulated through- 
out this country and throughout the countries of Europe, which had 
taken an interest in the matter of forest preservation and forest-culture. 

Iam unwilling to see this measure pass at this time, because there 


1890. 
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before the Committee on Public Lands and also before the 
Committee on Agriculture a number of different bills looking to the 
preservation of some portion of the public lands for the encouragement 
of forest growth. I thinkit was a great misfortune that all the States 


are pending 


that were brought under the infiuence of the original acts did not more 
thoroughly yield to theprovisions of thoseacts. I think thatif North- 
ern Dakota, Southern Dakota, and Kansas had yielded to the purposes 
of that legislation and had brought about tree-culture in those States 
we should to-day find very much less complaint against the dryness of 
the climate of those States than we now hear. 

Mr. Speaker, there are, I say, bills pending upon this subject in two 
or three different committees. Asa result of the original act and the 
report which was made at the time to which I have alluded, forestry 
associations have sprung up in very many States of the Union. We 
have one in our own State by whose influence a million of trees are now 
setouteach year. And all the Western States were affected by the pas- 
sage of that bill, 

I would have this bill lie on the table and the present law remain un- 
repealed until after the committee to which this bill goes have thor- 
oughly examined the question of timber culture and forest preserva- 
tion. By my own motion ten or twelve years ago a commissioner of 
forestry was appointed by an amendment to an appropriation bill. The 
reports of that Commissioner of Forestry are the most carefully pre- 
pared documents anywhere to be found in the archives of the Govern- 
ment. ‘Those reports have been sought for and are to be found in all 
foreign libraries. To-day we have the basis of legislation which will 
secure the best results, Iam sorry this bill is brought up for-consid- 
eration and the present law is to be repealed. If this were to remain 
there would be a more intelligent examination. I had the honor to 
present one of the bills before the committee. The repeal of the law 
will cripple the committee in the further consideration of the subject 
and the prosecution of forestry investigation and the setting apart of 
reservations of the public lands for that purpose. 

I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands, if this subject can not more 
properly be considered in its entirety than now to pass this bill and 
then take up for consideration the bills pending before the committee. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman desire an answer now? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Ido. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ihave no doubt a general forestry bill, suchas he is 
speaking about, would be expedited if this were ont of the way; be- 
cause this bill under its practical operation is only a system of land 
grabbing. That is the result of it. And in support of that I will ask 
gentlemen to listen to statements made by Representatives from South 
Dakota and Washington in the Northwest, emphasizing what I say on 
this subject. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Ihave no doubt the gentleman from South Da- 
kota is intelligent on this subject, but there are other gentlemen on the 
floor who are also intelligent. Our own State was brought under the 
operation of the original law of 1873, and I have acquired as much in- 
formation as possible on this subject. Ihave never denied that the 
original bill wasdefective andneededamendment. It had amendment, 
but I believe the law as it now exists may be a basis to enable the com- 
mittee to reach proper conclusions on this matter of forestry. 

My ten minutes have expired, but I do desire to say in a few general 
sentences that the matters of forestry, forest-culture, and timber-cult- 
ure are subjects of exceeding importance. They are important to the 
good of North Dakota and South Dakota, of Nebraska, and of Kansas, 
But little intelligence has existed on this subject; it has heen too little 
investigated, that is, the influence of forests, of trees, on the climate of 
the country. 

Now, it is not possible for me, not knowing this bill was coming up, 
to present any data. There is this clause in it to which the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] has referred, relating to the four-year 
limit, which I think is decidedly wrong. If, three years ago, I wentona 
quarter-section of land, set apart under the law, and made my calcula- 
tion to acquire an honest title, it would not take me four years in which 
to secure vested rights. Tobe sure I am notcalled upon to break my 
ground the first year, but Iam called upon to have it broken the second 
year. I am called upon to do my planting the third year. Now, Ihave 
done two years of active work, the second year and the third year. 
Now, if I happen to fail the third and have worked in good faith, paid 
out my money in plowing, in breaking, and planting, because my trees 
are not eight feet high, because I have not approached the time of 
proving up, I am to becut off. Why should a man be cut off at the end 
of three years? 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman desires to be accurate—and I know 
he does—there is asaving of the rights of every man under the timber- 
culture law, and, notwithstanding the repeal of the law, he can go on, 
and if at the end of four years he does not desire to do so he can com- 


mute, 
Se aa DUNNELL. I aa not galhir that idea as the bill was read. 
e report is not very voluminous and does not give a ve t deal 
of areen aoi ee bill. = ae 
‘ er, hoped, knowing the approach and presentation 
of the bill, that the Committee on Public Lands would consent to let 


it lie until the committee had more thoroughly investigated the sub- 
ject of tree-culture, 

I have said all I desired to say. 

Mr. PAYSON. I now yield as much time as may be desired to the 
gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think it is very obvious that this 
bill ought to and I have heard nothing from the gentleman from 
Minnesota, with all respect to him, which seemed to me to be an argu- 
ment against its passage. All gentlemen who have had occasion to 
investigate this subject and examine the reports made from time to 
time by the Commissioner of the General Land Office and by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior are aware of the fact that this law has not accom- 
plished the purpose originally anticipated, but on the contrary has 
been a source of dishonesty and fraud from the beginning. 

The measure came into the House in the first place, I believe, about 
the year 1872, the gentleman representing the Harrisburg district, 
Pennsylvania, I think, first bringing the subject to the attention of 
Congress. It was reported favorably by the Committee on the Public 
Lands and passed without careful examination. Efforts have since 
been made to amend the law; amendments have been made, without 
any good results. 

All persons felt that in the prairie regions of this country it was highly 
desirable that the General Government should do everything that could 
possibly be done while controlling the public lands to secure as large 
a growth of timber as possible on the treeless prairies, but it must be 
confessed that the law, notwithstanding it has been several times 
amended, is hopelessly defective. 

According to reports made by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, it has been a constant source of fraud and nothing more, and 
has accomplished no satisfactory results; simply, and in the main, 
used to withhold the lands from honest settlement for the purpose of 
speculation. And my own experience and observation, from oppor- 
tunities afforded me in passing through portions of the Western coun- 
try to see the operations of the law, have convinced me that the law 
should be repealed, and every observation I have made and every ex- 
pression of sentiment received from the Western country upon the sub- 
ject, wherever the public lands are located, go to cou my convic- 
tion that the law should not remain upon the statute-books, 

The subject of forestry, Mr. Speaker, is an exceedingly interesting 
one, especially in the States and Territories where the Federal Govern- 
ment has extensive reservations of land still remaining subject to its 
regulations, and, although the area is rapidly diminishing, still a wise 
public policy would seem to suggest and demand that something should 
be done to at least protect as far as practicable the forest lands remain- 
ing. But I know that the Committee on Public Lands will farther 
examine this subject and thoroughly. It has been under consideration 
for some years past. Of one thing Lam convinced, however, that this 
law can not be made the foundation for any satisfactory legislation. 
My friend from Minnesota is mistaken, I think, in his view that it can 
be improved. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. Can not this act be so amended as to require that each 
homesteader—every homesteader—before making final proof should 
also prove in connection with the other facts required by the general 
law that he had raised, and had growing in good condition, one acre 
of trees? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would be in itself a subject of separate legis- 
lation or of the amendment of the homestead Jaw, and I think would 
hardly be germane to this law. 

Mr. LIND. I willask my friend ifat the time this act wasamended, 
in 1874, a somewhat similar provision existing in the homestead law 
was not repealed. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; it is still in force. 

Mr. LIND. It was modified; but I addressed my question not to 
the gentleman from South Dakota, but to the gentleman from Indiana, 
and would like to have his opinion upon the question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would notsay without refreshing my memory by 
again examining the statutes and seeing exactly what was the effect of 
that legislation. But I understand that the provision in the homestead 
law in encouragement of tree-culture is still in force. 

I think the experience of the past in the operation of the homestead 
law does not warrant any change in that law. I think the homestead 
law is as perfect now as we can make it, and I do not think it desirable 
to make such a modification as would im 
upon our people who settle upon the public land under that law. The 
beneficial influences of that law ought not to be impaired. I can as- 
sure the gentleman from Minnesota that the subject of forestry and 
the extent to which the General Government can encourage it upon 
the public lands, and the protection of our forests, will be thoroughly 
considered by the committee. 

But I must insist that this law can not be made the basis of satis- 

tion. 

I am not at all satisfied with thesecond section of this bill. I believe 
there should be, as was thought by the last Congress, an ute re- 
peal of the timber-culture law, protecting vested rights only; that 


this additional hardship — 
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the rare instances where the law has been carried out in good faith are 
not sufficient in number to warrant its continuance upon the statute- 
books; while in general it has furnished unusual facilities for the ac- 
quisition of large bodies of the public domain in a manner hostile to 
the influences of the homestead law. 

The people of Indiana and other Western States, in common with all 
people in the region of our public lands, know the fact that vast bodies 
of these lands have been acquired by persons in violation of the spirit 
if not directly ofthe letter of the law. These titles have been acquired, 
I will say to my friend from Minnesota, in conflict with the spirit of 
the homestead law—non-residents, men of wealth, going into the region 
of the public lands, and hiring men to do what is in conformity with 
the terms of the law to enable them to acquire title. 

All this is wrong ; and no friend of the homestead policy should de- 
fend a state of things that would lead to such results. 

But the second section, I repeat, I am not satisfied with. I appre- 
hend that it will be found the means of securing titles in many in- 
stances where none should accrue. I think it can be made useful for 
wrong ay paaoa But I deem a repeal of this law to be so important 
that I yield my objection to the second section and shall favor the pas- 
sage of the bill as it is. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. With pleasure, if I can. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Does the gentleman from Indiana favor a repeal 
of the pre-emption law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly, and hope my friend does; and I 
think my friend, if he does not, will find that he stands alone in the 
House on that subject. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Do you not think that ten times as many frauds 
have been committed under the pre-emption law as under this? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly. This House has done all it could 
for years todo so. It has been a source of fraud for many years, and 
has been used to monopolize our public lands. It has operated on the 
same principle as the timber-culture law, and men have been speculat- 
ing in the public lands through both laws, This House has done all 
it could to repeal the law. It has been repealed over and over again, 
so far as the House could do. The last Congress passed a bill to repeal 
that law withont, I think, one negative vote. 

Mr. DUNNELL. If I may be permitted to ask one other question. 
Does the Committee on Public Lands intend to bring a bill into this 
House in favor of repealing the pre-emption law? 

- Mr. HOLMAN. ndoubtedly. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Heretofore the repeal of the two laws has been con- 
tained in one bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. I think they ought to be repealed. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Why should it not be so now? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think they ought to go together. Iam in favor 
of repealing all those laws, all laws for disposing of agricultural lands 
except the homestead law. Ihave been in favor of that year after year. 
Ever since I have held a seaton this floor I have always advocated that 

licy. 

Pon DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, one thing further I would like tosay 
as to speculatorsin the public lands. I would call the attention of the 
House to this fact: That the second clause to which the gentleman re- 
fers will give to those very men who went in after the tree-culture act 
and who have not lived up to that act the privilege of coming in and 
commuting and buying for $1.25 an acre 160 acres of land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have stated already to the gentleman that I was 
not satisfied with that second section; but it is not so bad, I hope, as 
he states. There must be, at any rate, a carrying out of the law in 
good faith for a period of four years. This section requires that to 
be done in faith, and then allows the party to commute at $1.25 
an acre. Now, both of these things are against my view. I have re* 
peatedly urged against the selling of agricultural Jands under any cir- 
cumstances. I think we have little land enough, and all that we have 
should be husbanded to providing homes for our landless people; but 
inasmuch as I see no other plan of getting at the repeal of the law, I 
have reluctantly determined to support this bill of the committee. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, how much time remains of the hour? 

The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. Of the sixty minutes? I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to saya word tothe House about this bill, 
becanse it is one in which my people are more deeply interested than 
any other legislation that will come before the House this session. 
We have thoroughly tested the tree-culture law in our country, and 
we can not grow trees as provided by that law, or so well and success- 
fully as it may have been done in other localities. In the Northwest 
and in the country still farther west trees can not be made to grow 
through the operation of this law. In the first place, the trees must 
be planted the third year after breaking. You break the land this 
year, next year you cultivateit, and the third year you plant the trees. 
This is not sufficient cultivation, and trees can not be made success- 
oe Me grow upon these lands after only two years of cultivation. 

. DUNNELL. Give them more time, then, 
Mr. PICKLER. You can not give them more time. 
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Mr. DUNNELL, Why? Amend it so as togive more time. 


Mr. PICKLER. Thatisthelaw. I will say to the gentleman from 
Minnesota that I hope something will be passed so far as the forestry- 
culture law is concerned in that bill; but this law, I undertake to say 
to the gentleman from Minnesota, stands directly in the way of that. 
Why? Because this law lays down rules for the growing of trees for 
every climate of the United States. Now, it is found that it will not 
work. It isa failure. 

Another practical thing I desire tosay. The farmer who settles upon 
a tract of land in the West desires his trees about his homestead, about 
his houses and barns. Under the timber-culture act he takes another 
claim which is from 1 to 10 miles distant. That it is so far from his 
home, it costs him so much to attend it and cultivate it and plant his 
trees, and they are so often killed by drought, that it renders it wholly 
valueless and impracticable and is a great burden upon the people of 
the Northwest at present, 

Here is an opportunity to repeal the timber-culture law. Iam sat- 
isfied from the experience we have had that it is nota practical law; 
that under its regulations it is not competent to raise trees. Further, 
our people who have tried it for four years and have planted out their 
trees have found that they were killed year after year, and they have 
been put to the expense of planting and replanting. It has become a 
great burden, and we desire to have a chance to commute after four 
years’ trial in good faith. At the end of the four years the planter 
would have planted all his trees and would be entitled to title by cul- 
tivating them for four years longer. ‘That has been uniformly done 
under that provision. This is a bill in which the settlers in the North- 
west are very deeply interested, and I hope the gentlemen will vote 
for the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I opposed the repeal of the pre-emption 
and timber-culture laws in all prior Congresses, I wasnot op to the 
repeal of the timber-culture law provided it could be done without af- 
fecting the right of those who, in good faith, attempted to comply with 
the provisions of that law; butin prior Congresses the repeal of the two 
laws hasalways been coupled together, andit became n tooppose 
this measure. Now, this bil] obviates the objections I have always had 
to the bill that has been introduced for the repeal of the timber-culture 
law. It provides, in the first place, for the preservation of the rights 
of those who have attempted to acquire land under the timber-culture 
law and who in good faith have gone on and tried tocomply with the 
provisions of that law. In the second place, it allows every party who 
for four succeeding years has attempted to comply with the provisions 
of thislaw in good faith to commute and obtain title by the payment 
of a dollar and twenty-five cents per acre. 

Again, in the third place—and this is a very important provision of 
the bill as I understand it—wherever a party has only had time to 
comply in good faith with the provisions of the law for two or three 
years, he can continue on in his efforts under that Jaw until the four 
years shall have expired, and then can secure a title to the land. Ido 
not agree with gentlemen who say that the timber-culture law has not 
been a benefit to the country, I know from my own experience and 
observation that it has resulted in great benefit; but the objection to 
the law has always been that, while it has produced a large amount 
of good, yet that benefit has been derived only from the efforts of 
those who have tried in good faith to carry outits provisions, The law 
itself was open to the objection that it allowed parties who desired to 
cover up quarter-sections of land in various portions of the country, 
and to keep them from being settled, to do so under cover of the tim- 
ber-culture act, and I am sorry to say thateven in my own State, as to 
perhaps one-half of the timber-culture claims, instead of the parties 
going on to use the law for the purpose of acquiring title and produc- 
ing timber which would benefit the country, they have used it simply 
for the purpose of keeping 160 acres of land in a continual state of 
transition from one speculator to another. 

Mr. ADAMS. We have heard that in South Dakota the law is and 
has been and is likely to be a failure. Is that true everywhere? 

Mr. PETERS.” It is not true in Kansas. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is it trne in Kansas and in such other parts of the 
country as you are familiar with that the law has not been valuable 
heretofore and is not likely to be valuable hereafter, and is it true also 
that the repeal of this law will expedite a more desirable law for the 
promotion of timber culture? 

Mr. PETERS. I thinkitis true that the repeal of this law will ex- 
pedite the passage of a forestry law which will reach the object sought 
better than any amendment of the timber-culture Jaw could possibly 
do. T agree that the Western States are largely interested in this ques- 
tion of the growth of timber. I know that in my own State the 
growth of timber has affected the climate favorably; the fact is, as 
I have already said, that, in the face of all the benefit that has resulted 
from the timber-culture law, a large number of persons have obtained 
possession of 160 acres of land each under that law who have never 
made any effort to comply with the law in good faith. Now, if we can 
enact a forestry law which will secure the object of promoting the 
growth of timber upon the Western prairies, then we shall have ac- 
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complished t benefit to the agricultural interests of the West, and 
that, I think, can be better done by a new forestry law than by any 
amendment that could be made of the existing timber-culture law. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. If we 
repeal the timber-culture law what lands will remain that can be used 
under another tree-culture law? Will not these lands go at once into 
the public-land system and be open to pre-emption and homestead set- 
tlement, and in that way will they not pass beyond the reach of per- 
sons who might desire to occupy them for the bona fide culture of tim- 
ber? 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from Minnesota goes upon the pre- 
sumption that immediately upon the passage of this bill repealing the 
timber-culture act all of the quarter-sections that have not taken 
and occupied by ‘parties in good faith under this law will at once be 
taken up by homestead settlers or pre-emptors. That, I think, is a 
violent presumption. In the State of Kansas, for example, where a 
speculator has attempted to hold a quarter-section for speculative pur- 
poses, that land will at once revert to the Government, and the Gov- 
ernment then, by a forestry law, can hold those lands free from entry 
for the purpose of growing timber upon them. 

As I have already said, perhaps one-third or perhaps a ter pro- 
portion of the timber-culture claims in my State are being held by 
speculators, and those claims will at once revert to the Government 
under the operations of this bill ifit shall be passed. Then, if the 

of a forestry bill follows, as I believe it will during this ses- 
sion of Congress, the Government can reserve those quarter-sections 
for experimental purposes under the forestry law. 

Mr. DUNNELL. But there is no reservation of such lands in this 
bill, 

Mr. PETERS. As I have said, the gentleman from Minnesota goes 
upon the assumption that every quarter-section of land which will be 
released by the provisions of this bill will be immediately homesteaded 
or pre-empted, but I think that is a violent assumption. 

Mr. PERKINS, I will ask my colleague if itis not true that under 
existing laws lands which aretaken under the timber-culture act may 
be taken for homestead or pre-emption purposes? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes sir. I thank my colleague for the suggestion. 
Even now a timber-culture claim can be homesteaded or pre-empted. 

Mr. HERMANN. I suggest, also, that, although this bill provides 
for commuting, a great many persons will not commute. They are not 
necessarily compelled to commute; they can go on and grow timber 
under the provisions of the act. 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] says that 
these lands will revert to the Government. They do not revert by the 
operation of this bill. 

Mr. PETERS. They simply revert by reason of this act taking from 
those quarter-sections of land the clutch of the specalator. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that sixty minutes of the 
morning hour have expired, and I desire to make a motion that the 


House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 


considering a pension appropriation bill. 
Mr. PAYSON, Pending the motion of the gentleman from Californ: 
[Mr. Morrow] I wish tomakeaninquiry. As I understand the rul 
the bill which we have just had under consideration will come up 
unfinished business in the next morning hour. 
The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 
The motion of Mr. Morrow was agreed to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Burrows in the chair, and proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7160) making appropriations for 
the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, the largest single item of appropria- 
tion in the fiscal operations of the Government is for Army and Navy 
pensions, and the bill making this appropriation is always one of the 
shortest upon the statute books. While the sum appropriated is large, 
there are but few details involved in this large expenditure, but in pre- 
senting a bill which appropriates $98,427,461 it is due to the country 
to furnish all the information that can be obtained on the subject, that 
be ue may know the scope, character, and expense of pension leg- 

on, 

The members of the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom this bill was intrusted for preparation, felt it their duty, 
therefore, to make diligent inquiry with respect to every item of ex- 
pense, with the view of determining how far the Government is respond- 
ing to the just demand of the soldiers “‘To care for him who has borne 
the battle and for his widow and orphan.” 

When the subcommittee took charge of the subject they called upon 
the Commissioner of Pensions for information on various points; and 
this information, after having been carefully prepared, has been incor- 
porated in the report of the committee. I desire to call the attention 
of the House to this report, for if it shall be ascertained that the 
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method adopted for estimating the cost of pensions is a correct one, it 
may be of advan hereafter in estimating the expenditures for pen- 
sions under the various laws now on the statute-book and at the same 
time indicate the direction of further legislation for the benefit of those 
whose services entitle them to the bounty of a generous Government, 

In the appendix attached to this report will be found estimates of 
Army and Navy pensions for the year ending June 30, 1891, based upon 
expenditures for the years 1887, 1888. and 1889. These estimates start 
with the namber of pensioners on the pension-roll on the 30th day of June, 
1889, the number being 489,725. It was found by the Commissioner 
of Pensions that the annual value of each pension at that date was 
$131.18. Multiplying 489,725, the number of pensioners, by $131.18, 
representing the annual value or cost of each pension, we have the 
sum of $64,246,552 as the aggregate annual value of all pensions at the 
date named, 

Following this item of estimates there is a report of the number of 


pensioners on the roll June 30, 1487, and also June 30, 1488; and these 
several numbers multiplied by the cost of each pension for the years 
stated give an aggregate of the value or cost of all the pensions of pen- 
sioners on the rolls at those dates. These items are designed to illus- 


trate the cost from year to year of these pensions. 
We then estimate the number of pensioners who will be dropped 


during the curr nt year ending June 30, 1890, which it is found will 


probably be about 17,862. This number multiplied by the value of 
each pension, $131.18, will give $2,343,137 as the amount to be de- 


ducted from the annual cost of pensioners as stated a moment ago, 


leaving the sum of $61,903,415. 

Then there will be dropped from the rolls during the year ending 
June 30, 1891, a certain number of pensioners, estimated at 17,211. 
But the dropping from the roll during the year 1891 of this number 
will not for the whole year, but will occur during the year; anda 
correct estimate would be to take the whole number for the average of 
the half year, which, multiplied by $65.59, the average of the half- 
year pension, would make a further reduction of $1,128,859, leavin 
$60,774,546 as the net result after deducting the pensioners that wi 
be dropped during the two years. 

The number of pensioners added to the pension-roll during the year 
1889 was 51,921, at a cost of $5,578,490. But the pensioners who will 
be added to the roll during the year 1890 will be at a value not less 
than $131.18; and if we assume that the same number will be added 
during 1890 that were added during 1889 we shall have 51,921 pen- 
sioners added, which number, multiplied by $131.18, will give the re- 
sult, $6,410,997, as the cost of such pensioners to be added to the roll 
during the year 1890, providing, of course, the Pension Office shall ad- 
judicate claims as rapidly during the present year as it did during 1889, 
The fact will undoubtedly be that many more cases will be adjudicated 
and allowed, but no estimate can be made of such increase at this time. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, I wish to ask the gentleman whether the caleula- 
tion he is now giving takes into ccnsideration the additional force of 
surgeons recently allowed by Congress? 

Mr. MORROW. No, sir. We have not taken into consideration in 
the preparation of this bill any pending legislation either with refer- 

nce to an increase of force in the Pension Office or with reference to 
the adding of pensioners to the pension-roll by the extension of the 
provisions of the pension laws to persons or classes of persons not now 
entitled to receive pensions, 

Mr. SAYERS. The bill providing for additional surgeons has been 
reported since this bill was, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I understand that the figures embraced in the 
gentleman’s calculation do not include the increase which that bill 
will bring about. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. 

Mr. MORROW. From the amount stated a moment ago as the cost 
of pensions to be added to the roll during the year 1891 is to be de- 
ducted the number that will probably be dropped during that year 
from such added list, namely, 1,893, and the cost or value of the pen- 
sions so dropped for the average half year will be $65.59, making a total 
of $124,162 to be deducted from the total sum of $6,810,997, leaving 
the net cost of such added pensions for the year 1891 at the sum of 
$6,686,835, 

The next estimate is that there will probably be restored to the rolls 
during the year ending June 30, 1890, 1,898 pensioners, which number 
multiplied by the anaual cost of $131.18 gives the cost of $248,980. 
There will also probably be restored to the rolls during the year 1891 
2,037 pensioners, which number, multipli-d by the average of one-and- 
one-half-year pension, $196.77, givesthe cost of $100,820. 

I will not detain the committee, Mr. Chairman, with all the details 
contained in this statement, but I have given so much for the purpose 
of showing that there has been an effort made to bring this bill within 
the rules of calculation as applied to other expenditures, and in this ef- 
fort the present Commissioner of Pensions has rendered a most efficient 
servi 


ce. 

Mr. SAYERS. As the gentleman from California has given a great 
deal of thought to this subject, I would like him to state what would 
the probable cost if the dependent-pension bill should become a 
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Mr. MORROW. If the gentleman from Texas will paors hisin- 
quiry for a short time until I can finizh the statement I am now mak- 
ing, I will then take pleasure in giving him whatever information I 
may possess on the subject to which he refers. 

We have, therefore, as I have shown, an estimate of the number of 
pensioners who are likely to be on the rolls on the Ist of July, 1890. 
After adding the persons whose claims will have been adjudicated and 
deducting therefrom those whose claims will go off the rolls by reason 
of death or otherwise, there will probably be on the pension-rolls on 
the Ist of July, 1890, 525,682 pensioners. The same method of calcu- 
lation applied to the year 1891 will give us the number of pensioners 
on June 30, 1891, the end of the fiscal year for which this appropriation 
is made, namely 562,429. 

These calculations, as I have already explained, are based upon the 
business of the Pension Office for the year 1889, and any increase in 
the work of the office during 1890 and 1891 or any enlargement of the 
provisions of the law will change the result. 

Mr, Chairman, I now desire to call the attention of the committee 
to one of the most important items of expenditure in this and all other 
pronaling pension appropriation bills. I refer to the expenditure for 

it payments to pensioners who receive their pensions after their claims 
have been pending generally for a long time, a payment which often 
covers a period of several years, extending back to the filing of the 
original application, or if the application was filed prior to the 1st of 
July, 1880, then it includes the arrears back to the date of the death 
or discharge of the pensioner. 

Mr. SAYERS. Sometimes getting up as high as fifteen or twenty 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. MORROW. I do not know how much, but they are often con- 
siderable sums of money. 

Mr. MORRILL. Twelve thousand dollars is as high as they can get. 
Bs BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That depends on the lapse 

time. 

Mr. MORROW. Icallattention to thisitem of expense, as itamounts 
to nearly one fourth of the wholeexpenditure. Weestimate, onthe ex- 
perience of the last three years, that there will be required to pay these 
51,921 first payments to pensioners who will have their pension claims 
adjudicated by the Ist of July, 1891, the sum of $22,949,082, being 


_ an average of $442 for each first payment. 


The total annual cost of all the pensions on the rolls July 1, 1889, 
was, as I have stated, $64,464,552, and the cost of first payments for 
that year was $22,365,708. We estimate, as I have said, the cost of 
these first payments, upon the experience of the last three years, for the 
year 1891, at the sum of $22,949,082, or $442 for each 51,921 first pay- 
ments, 

Mr. MORRILL, You mean the annual pension-roll is $64,000,000? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, the annual roll. 

Mr. MORRILL. And the difference between that and $98,000,000 
is arrears? 

Mr. MORROW, Yes; what are called arrears or first payments and 
a few other minor payments. 

Mr. MORRILL, Will not arrears necessarily continue to be paid ? 
It will be impossible to get rid of them. 

Mr. MORROW. There will always be arrears in the first payments 
are but not necessarily solarge a sum as now. If the Pension 

ce should be able, by reason of an increase in its force or by the em- 
ployment of more expeditious methods, to reach a point where claims 
could be adjudicated as fast as filed, then of course these first payments 
would be greatly reduced in amount. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, a great many run back 
to the time of disability, and therefore the speed with which the Pen- 
sion Office does its business wil] not make any difference. 

Mr. MORROW. From my investigation I have come to the conclu- 
sion that these cases pending on the Ist of July, 1880, and which when 
allowed date back to the death or discharge of the pensioner, have been 
pretty nearly all adjudicated, and I do not think there is going to be 
a great amount of expenditure in the future on account of such claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. Right there, is it not a custom with the Pension 
Office, after claims have been rejected and laid aside for years, that 
theapplicant may be permitted to furnish additional evidence, and then 
upon that additional evidence, if satisfactory to the ofice, this re- 
jected applicant is put on the pension-rolls? 

Mr. MORROW. I understand that to be the practice. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then no lapse of time is a bar to the application? 

Mr. MORRILL. There is no limitation. 

Mr. MORROW. No; there is no limitation, except that claims filed 
since July 1, 1880, when allowed, date from the date of application. 
Idesire to state, therefore, in reference to thesuggestion of the gentleman 
from Kansas a few moments since, that these arrears are always going to 
make an element of expense in the pension bills, that that is unques- 
tionably a fact. But it does seem to me that as the Pension Office con- 
tinues to adjudicate these pending claims the arrears will be a decreas- 
of charge. The Pension Office is quite considerably in arrears in the 

udication of the claims, as will be seen by reference to Table 9 of the 
report of the Commissioner of Pensions, to be found on page 25 of his 
report, There is a statement there as to the number of claims filed 


each year, the number of such claims allowed each year, and the per- 
centage of claims allowed for each year’s filings. 

Now, for instance, take the year 1862. We find by the table the num- 
ber of claims filed was 1,362. There have been allowed 1,102 of such 
claims, which allowance is 80.9 per cent. of the whole number filed 
that year. Now, this allowance of nearly 81 per cent. of the number 
filed is about the percentage that the office has found will be allowed 
of any number of claims filed at any time; that is to say, in the neigh- 
borhood of 20 per cent. will be rejected because of insufficient evidence 
or on other grounds connected with the administration of the law. 
Therefore it may be reasonably assumed that nearly all the claims filed 
in 1862 have been adjudicated and but few more applications for that 
year will be allowed. 

Mr. MORRILL. That is the percentage of claims allowed under ap- 
plications filed in that particular year? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir. 

Now, for 1863 the namber of claims filed is reported to have been 
26,380 and the number of claims allowed 19,343, being 75.5 per cent. 
of the whole number filed for that year; but in the year 1888 there 
were filed 47,349 claims, of which, on the 30th of June, 1889, only 
11,733, or 24.7 per cent., had been allowed, In the year 1889 there were 
filed 51,919 claims, of which at the end of the year only 1,557, or 2.9 per 
cent., had been allowed. This statement shows the delay in complet- 
ing cases for adjudication. Part of this delay is doubtless caused by 
the pensioner himself in many cases in failing to promptly furnish the 
required proof, but there is also delay in the Pension Office by reason 
of an inadequate force to pass on the claims as filed. The table to 
which I am referring, and which I have compiled from the Commis- 
sioner’s report, is as follows: 


Army invalid claims filed, allowed, and percentage of the number of claims 
allowed out of those filed each year from July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1889, 


allowed. | allowed. 


1,102 80.9 
19, 343 75,5 
16, 344 80.6 

360 89.2 
31,3885 87.6 
13, 231 83.1 

234 85.4 

215 $2.4 
10, 647 81.1 

6, 925 78.3 
6, 877 77.6 

7,329 83.9 

7,165 77.0 

9,160 76.8 
12, 398 72.8 
12, 687 76.7 
14,381 76.4 
29, 892 81.1 
78, 972 71.3 

91 848 53.3 
14,932 51,4 
16, 955 43.3 
13, 376 46.1 
12,888 46.0 
15,997 45.4 
13, 208 36.4 
11,733 24.7 

1,557 02:9 


I commend the information contained in the foregoing table to the 
attention of those who are interested in the subject of pension claims. 
From it may be ascertained the number and percentage of invalid claims 
allowed for each year since 1862. It must be remembered, however, 
that an average of 80 per cent. represents about all the claims that 
will usually be allowed out of any considerable number, the remaining 
20 per cent. being the number usually rejected for want of merit. 

In this connection I will call the attention of the committee to the 
question of arrearages under the acts of January 25, 1879, and March 

879 


1879. 

Mr. MORRILL. There were two acts, one providing for arrearsand 
the other limiting it. 

Mr. MORROW. Yes; the act of January 25, 1879, and March 3, 
1879, two acts. There were filed under the provisions of these two acts 
110,673 claims during the year 1880. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That was under the arrearage 
act? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes; that number was filed after the passage of 
the two acts named providing that pensions should date from the death 
or discharge of the pensioner if such claims were filed prior to July 1, 
1880. The effect of these two acts was to cause the filing of more 
claims during that year than during any other year before or since. 
The reason is very plain. ‘There would be arrears attaching to 
each claim if allowed by reason of such pension dating back to the 
death or discharge of the pensioner. 
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Mr. SAYERS. Was that the number of original applications or ap- 
plications for arrears? S 

Mr. MORROW. Original applications. 

Now, of the number filed in 1880 there have been allowed 78,972 
claims, or 71.3 per cent. 

In the year 1885 the Commissioner of Pensions was in ted by 
the Committee on Appropriations as to how many of the claims that 
were pending on the Ist day of July had been allowed. He gave a 
statement to the committee and to the House which has often been re- 
ferred to. In that statement the Commissioner estimated that there 
were a certain number of claims and a certain amount still undeter- 
mined, and that there would be a certain sum of money to be paid on 
account of these claims. I have made an examination of these claims, 
and I estimate that there has been paid out up to this timealarger sum of 
money on account of these claims than was estimated by Mr. Commis- 
sioner Black as the probable whole expenuiture on this account. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What has been the addi- 
tional expenditure? 

Mr. MORROW. Iwill show this in a moment. 

The Commissioner of Pensions, General Black, under date of January 
25, 1886, in a communication addressed to Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, estimated the cost to 
the Government resulting from the extension of the limitation in the 
filing of applications under date of June 30, 1880, under the acts of Jan- 
uary 25 and March 30, as aggregating the sum of $179,404,872 up to 
that date. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much since then? 

Mr. MORROW. Iam coming to that; but I will first answer the 
question of the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. The 
Commissioner, in the communication to which I have referred, reported 
the number of applications for pension filed prior to July 1, 1880, and 
the amount of arrears allowed and paid from 1879 to and including 
1885 as follows: 


Estimated cost to the Government resulting from the extension of the limita- 
tion in the filing of applications to June 30, 1880, as provided in the acts 
of January 25 and March 3, 1879, amounting to $179,404,872 up to 
that date. 


BETO vcrsieciccemavcene sinporseeeotes cata ETE EEOAE EET « $3,797,646. 89 
1880... 12, 504,075. 50 
1881 .. 25, 962, 259. 31 
1882.. . 28,200, 119. 88 
1888 . 34, 741,580, 50 
1884... 22, 451, 997, 25 
1885.. . 26,842, 302. 84 
Arrears paid to June 30, 1885, in cases on roll January 2, 1879...... 24, 904,890.87 
179, 404, 872. 00 

The number of applications for pensions filed prior to July 1, 1880, 


and still pending July 1, 1885, was as follows: 
Rey WEE AS EE va eatenn ia SS 
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He estimated that these pending claims would cost as follows: 


60 per cent. of 73,415 = 44,049. x $1,500... sri nsocnicsesresocsisasess reinen 
GO per cent. Of 26,656 = 15,904 x $900...........s.sessscresissosreeuvsos suasse sosea cosese 


80, 463, 100 
The estimateofan allowance of 60 per cent, of the then pending claims 
was stated to be in accordance with the experience of the Pension Bu- 
reau that abont 60 per cent of the claims filed are allowed. I find, 
however, that 80 per cent is more near:y the correct percen 
The total cost of the extension of the Jimitation in the filing of pen- 
sion claims to June 30, 1880, was, according to the Commissioner’s 
estimate, as follows: 


Amount expended to June 30, 1885.. $179, 404, 872 


Estimated cost of claims pending but unadjidicated June 30, 1885..... 80,468: 100 
Total cost of acts of January 25 and March 3, 1879.............c0008 259, 873, 972 


If I have made myself understood the committee will comprehend 
that I have now given what was then estimated as the cost of arrears 
under the two acts named. 

2 Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Estimated by Commissioner 
lack? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes. 

The present Commissioner has been requested to furnish information 
as to the actual amountof arrears paid under these two acts since June 
30, 1885, but he has replied that it would take considerable labor to 
obtain the information and it has not been insisted upon. 

By reference, however, to the table of claims allowed each year, to be 
found on page 25 of the Commissioner’s report, we find that the invalid 
claims allowed during the years 1886, 1887, 1888, and 1889, which were 
filed prior to July 1, 1880, were 48,687, or morethan 4,000 in excessof the 
number the Commissioner estimated in 1886 would be allowed out of the 
whole number of pending invalid claims, If these 48,687 allowed claims 
have cost the Government $1,500 each, as then estimated by the Com- 
missioner, then there have been paid out since July 1, 1885, arrearages 
on invalid claims in the sam of 030,500. 

Mr. SAYERS. ‘That is since 1885? 


Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir. 

For widows and others there are no records in the pension tables as 
published in the Commissioner’s report from which we can obtain in- 
formation as to the number of these claims allowed since July 1, 1885, 
but the same general rale of calculation applied to these claims as ap- 
plied to the invalid claims would show that not less than 16,000 widows’ 
claims have been allowed since July 1, 1885, and if these claims have 
cost the Government $900 each as then estimated, then there have been 
paid out since that date arrearages on the claims of widows and others 
to the amonnt of $14,400,000. j 

The extension of the limitation for filing claims to June 30, 1880, as 
provided in the acts of January 25, 1879, and March 3, 1879, has there- 
fore cost the Government as follows: 


Arrearages to June 30, 1885........ 

Invalidclaimsallowed betwee 

Clai ae Sion d others allowed duri period, 66,000, at 
ms of widows and others allow ing same 6 p 


ssasseeee 


Total cost of arrearages.............00 


This sum is nearly $7,000,000 in excess of General Black’s estimate; 
from which it may be properly inferred that nearly all the claims filed 
prior to July 1, 1880, have been considered, and that no considerable 
sum remains to be paid on account of said claims. 

Mr. MORRILL. Right there I want to bring out more fully what 
I suggested before, that every year there must be something of arrears, 
because there are arrears on every application that has been filed since 
the Ist of July, 1830; that is to say, if an application for pension was 
made a year ago and is allowed to-day, there is one year of arrears; so 
that, as I said, from 1880 there is something in the way of arrears every 
year, because the claim can not possibly be allowed the same day as 
the application is made. That is what I was getting at. There are 
some arrears in every year. 

Mr. MORROW. The gentleman is quite correct in his statement. 
As he has , there will be some arrears as long as claims are 
filed and adjudicated, but all 1 claim is that theclaims filed prior to July 
1, 1880, have probably been nearly all adjudicated. 

Mr. SAYEKS. If the gentleman will allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion right there, suppose there should be no more pension legislation— 
that is to say, no more legislation granting additional pensions—at 
what period do you think we would reach the highest point of expend- 
iture and from that time the annual appropriations steadily decrease? 

Mr. MORROW. I have made an estimate in that direction, and if 
the gentleman from Texas will permit me to close the few remarks I 
have to make with reference to the pending bill, I will answer him 
then, as that question may lead to further discussion, 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

Mr. MORROW. The estimate contained in this report to which 1 
have been referring of original pensions allowed during the year 1889 
shows that there were 51,921 new pensioners placed upon the pension- 
roll in 1889, Assuming, as I have said before, that this number will 
be placed on the rolls during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, there 
will be an average of a half-year pension due such pensioners in addi- 
tion to what has already been estimated, making the further cost for 
such pensions $65.59 each, or a total of $3,405,498. 

We now come to the expense under the law providing for payments 
on account of sickness and burial of pensioners who die without heirs 
and without assets sufficient to meet such expense, which it is estimated 
will amount to $125,000, 

There is another important item, and that is for the pensioners whose 
pensions will be increased during 1891. Itappears that there are about 
50,000 pensioners whose pensions are reinvestigated and their pensions 
increased each year; that there is an increase of about $50 each; so that 
there is an estimate of $2,500,000 for the increase of these pensions. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Fifty dollars each year? 

Mr. MORROW. Fifty thousand claims, 3 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Per annum? - an 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir; and an increase of $50 each, making 
$2,500,000, 

From these several estimates we have $97,090,761 as the amount re- 
quired to pay Army and Navy pensions for the year 1891. 

This sum may be divided into two general items, as follows: 


Annual cost of 562,429 sioners who will probab!y be on the pen- 
sion-rolls at the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 1891, at 1.82 
r E E PAPES SRA OLE AINEI EES A aon ON NOTR $74,141,679 


22, 949, 082 

97,020,761 

I will not go into details concerning the other items in this bill, which 
relate to the fees of examining surgeons, salaries of pension agents, clerk- 
hire, fuel, light, stationery, etc., further than to say that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions asked for two additional pension agents by reason of 
the fact that there was so large a number of pensioners paid at the 
agencies at Columbus, Ohio; Chicago, Ill.; Indianapolis, Ind., and 
Topeka, Kans., that the work imposed on those agents was more than 
they could perform. 
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The Commissioner, I say, agp POY Facey Seed ype be two 
additional pension ts, so t this num pensioners 
might be distributed. in such a way that they could be paid expedi- 
tiously and relieve the pension agents at the points named from excess 
of work. The committee did not agree to that request or recommenda- 
tion of the Commissioner, but they have sought to meet the difficulty 
by providing an increased appropriation for clerk-hire, so that at these 
places the pension agent may employ additional clerks, who will be 
authorized, under this bill, to act for the pension agent, and in that 
way relieve him of'some of the burden that is now imposed upon him 
by reason of the fact that he is required to sign all the checks for the 
payment of pensions. 

Mr. CONGER. How much do you increase the amount for clerk- 
hire over the amount allowed in the last general pension appropriation 
bill? 

Mr. PETERS. The increase is $72,000. 

Mr. MORROW. Theamountappropriated for 1889 was $178,000, 
and we appropriate this year. $220,000. The increase is therefore $42,- 
000 for denis at the agencies, 

Mr. CONGER. Was there not a large deficiency in last year’s ap- 

riation ? 
r. MORROW. Nota large deficiency; $7,200, I think. 

Mr. CONGER. That was provided forin the urgent deficiency bill. 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. Wasit only $7,000? 

Mr. MORROW. Seven thousand two hundred dollars, I believe. 
Theclerk-hire in the bill now before the committee amounts to $220, 000. 

Now, with reference to the time when the pension-roll will carry the 
maximum number of pensioners under existing law; thatis the inquiry 
made, I believe, by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, all these estimates with reference 
to pension claims and pension expenditures haveso far proven extremely 
incorrect, and I think in nearly every instance it has been realized that 
the estimates are almost useless; that they fail to give accurate infor 
- mation and fregently mislead the country as to what there is in the 
future with respect tosuch claims and expenditures. However, I have 
made an investigation of this subject, carefully examining the history 
of previous pension laws, and I think that we may safely assume that 
we shall reach the maximum number under existing laws about June 
30, 1894. I will give the committee the basis of my estimate. 

Mr. SAYERS. What would be the maximum expenditure? 

Mr. MORROW. In round numbers about $112,500,000 for the an- 
nual cost of pensions at that date, and 750,000 the number of pension- 
ers. This estimate is made on the following basis: 


Pensioners on the rolls June 30, 1889. 


War of i a EP EEA EE 


War of 1812............. 
War with Mexico.. 
DCRR IEEE EIEE EAE CEIA PIAS. 
Pension claims pending June 30, 1889. 
° Widows 
Service. Invalids, Ls others.| Total. 
War of rebellion.... 71,583 241,762 
326 425 
945 1,733 
243, 920 


243.940 x 80 per cent... .. 195, 136 
Pensioners on rolls... .. 489,725 
681, 861 
TOU BOE A ARO r E EIE NEA A EIN IEDER IINA LT 50, 000 
634, 861 
Add for new claims filed 143,750 x 80 per COMt............sseescesessencesesererseeensers 115, 139 
750, 000 


Pensioners who would probably be on the rolls June 30,1894, under existing 
law, 750,000 x $150, probable value of each pension, = $112,500,000, 

If the Commissioner of Pensions shall allow 80 per cent. of these 
pending claims there will be placed on the pension-roll out of the pen- 
sion claims now pending 195,136. Add this number to the number on 
the rolls July 1, 1889, and you have 684,861 pensions. But'there will 
be, of course, a number of claims dropped during the period while 
these cases are bein adjudicated, The adjudication of 195,136 claims, 
with new claims, will certainly take four years, bringing us up to June 
30, 1894, the period I have already named, and during that time there 
will be dropped from the rolls, by reason of death and other causes, 
50,000 pensioners, leaving 634,861. 

‘There will also be new claims filed during the same period of four 


years, which I estimate at 143,750, of which there will probably be the 
usual allowance of 80 per cent. That number I. estimate at about 
115,000 or 115,139, in order to make around number in the te, 
so that the pensioners who would probably be on the rolls on June 30, 
1894, under existing law would be 750,000. If the annual value of such 
pensions shall increase from $131.18, the value on the Ist of July, 1889, 
to thesum of $150 each, as has been sometimes suggested, then the cost 
for the 750,000 pensioners will be $112,500,000, and that number will 
be the maximum number and that amount will be the maximum ex- 
penditure for pensions under existing laws. 

Mr. SAYERS, The gentleman means that that will be the annual 
value of the pensions? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir. 

Mr, SAYERS. He does not refer to or include appropriations neces- 
sary to cover arrears? 

Mr. MORROW. No, sir; I have not taken that into consideration. 
That field is too extensive to be dealt with on this occasion, but I do 
not think it will exceed at that time $12,500,000 annually, making a 
total of $125,000,000 as the limit of expenditure. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman’s figures show what we may ex- 
pect under existing laws, without reference to a service-pension bill or 
a dependent-pension bill or any other such pension legislation. 

Mr. MORROW. Without reference to any such legislation. How- 
ever, it must be remembered that if any such legislation as the gentle- 
man suggests shall be passed by Congress there is included in this esti- 
mate a considerable number of pensioners and an estimate of cost that 
would be taken up by such a bill. In other words, it would not be an 
additional sam by any means, In fact, I think the dependent-pension 
bill would not of itself add a very large sum to the amount estimated 
in the statement I have just presented to the committee. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In other words, you think that most of those 
persons who would come in under a dependent pension bill you have 
already included in your estimate of new applications and the like, 

Mr. MORROW. A considerable portion. 

Mr. BROSIUS. On page 2 of the bill there is a provision for the pay- 
ment of pensions accruing between the last quarterly pay-day and the 
death of the pensioner; in some cases the amount of accrued pension is 
to be paid to the widow, in other cases to the minor children. Now, it 
frequently happens that a pensioner anticipates his pension and at his 
death leaves liabilities incurred since the last quarterly pension day, 
with no assets to pay them. Supposing that state of things to exist, 
would there be anything wrong in inserting a provision allowing pay- 
ment of the accrued pension to the personal representatives of the pen- 
sioner, at the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior? Do I make 
myself understood ? 

Mr. MORROW. I understand the gentleman’s question, but I do 
not know that I am entirely familiar with the difficulty that he seeks 
to cover. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Iinfer that under the existing law there is no pro- 
vision for the payment of pension accruing between the last quarterly 
pension day and the death of the pensioner. 

Mr, MORROW. That is so, if no widow or child survive. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Very well; that being admitted, it has frequently 
happened, it is constantly happening, that a pensioner, for the purpose 
ot securing the means of living, anticipates the receipt of his pension, 
and then dies, we will say, two months after the last quarterly pension 
day, leaving liabilities incurred in his maintenance since the last pen- 
sion day, with no assets to pay those liabilities. Would it not be right, 
in case that is made to appear to the Secretary of the Interior, that he 
should have the power to pay over this balance for the purpose of meet- 
ing liabilities thus incurred by the pensioner? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I believe that under the existing law 
there is provision for the payment of the funeral expenses and expenses 
of the pensioner’s last illness, even if he leaves no heirs. If there are 
heirs, of course they get the money. 

Mr, BROSIUS. That is true; but that does not cover the point I 
make. I refer to liabilities incurred in the maintenance of the pen- 
sioner during the interval from the last quarterly pension day to his 


death. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is not contemplated by the ex- 
isting law, and can not be inserted in this appropriation bill, as I un- 
derstand the rules, $ 

Mr. BROSIUS. Itis not contemplated by existing law ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, not as to other expenses than 
what may be classed as expenses of last illness. But the administra- 
tion of the law is so liberal in this respect that I presume any accrued 
pension is always practically absorbed. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I wish to direct attention to the fact that some of 
the provisions in this bill already exist in our laws. 

Mr. MORROW. Precisely. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I was about to suggest that it might be just as 
competent to put in this provision, but I see that such a proposition 
might be liable to a point of order as new legislation. 

Mr. MORROW. According to the information of the committee on 
this subject, derived from statements made before us, the provisions of 
existing law as in ted in this bill cover, so far as desirable, cases 
that may occur in the direction stated by the gentleman. 


Mr. HILL. Before the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] 
takes his seat I desire to call his attention to the last clause on the 
second page of this bill, which provides— 

That hereafter whenevera pension certificate shall have been issued and the 

nsioner mentioned therein dies before payment shall have been made, leav- 
ing no widow and no surviving minor children, the accrued pension due on said 
certificate to the date ofthe death of said pensioner may, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Interior, be paid to the legal representatives of said pensioner. 

I would like to inquire whether that provision is the existing law or 
a modification of it ? 

Mr. MORROW. It is the existing law. 

Mr. HILL. I have a case in my mind where the applicant for a pen- 
sion died before the pension certificate was issued, leaving no widow or 
children, but leaving a legal representative. I would like to inquire 
whether the proviso I have just read would apply in such a case? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is impossible to hear what is going on. We 
would be glad to have the benefit of this colloquy. 

Mr. MORROW. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, HrLL] made an 
inquiry concerning one of the provisions of the bill and suggested a 
case which does not come under that provision, and he was so informed. 
He also inquired whether the proviso at the bottom of page 2 is the ex- 
isting law, to which I responded that it is. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill appropriates a large sum of money, but not 
larger than will be required to pay the pensions for the year 189]. It 
certainly deals more candidly with pension expenditure than did the 
regular pension appropriation bill for the current year, which left ade- 
ficiency of $21,613,009 to be provided for ina deficiency bill which 

the House a few days ago. The Administration, as represented 
y the Republican majority in both Houses of Yn Sip is doubtless 
to be c with extravagance in the matter of public expenditures, 
and this deficiency will probably be charged to that account. Against 
such a charge the Administration will be acquitted by an honest effort 
to meet the requirements of the Government, and to that point I take 
pleasure in referring to the following extracts from the reports of the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of the Treasury in relation 
to the pension estimates covered by this bill and the apparent increase 
in the amount. 

The Secretary of the Interior, in his report dated November 15, 1889, 
explains his estimates for pensions for the year 1890-’91 as follows: 

The estimates for pensions made for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1889, 
were not only inadequate, but must have been known to be so when recom- 
mended to Congress. The estimate for the previous year was $90,000,000. But 
before this estimate for the present year was completed it was apparent that a 
deficiency would be incurred, as it was incurred, for the previous year, to the 
amount of at least $8,000,000, and that this added to the ori, l eighty millions 
ve not oe it i to meet the obligations accruing before the end of even 

It was gene also that the pension-list was increasing, and if the payments 
of 1888-89 could not be met with $80,000,000, but a deficiency bill had to be passed 
for $8,000,000 more, it must have been anticipated that the former Cacasniostoners 
successor would be run into a deficiency. Yet the estimate for pensions was 
confined to $80,000,000 for 1589-'90, The result, if the cause were not so easily de- 
tected, might produce an unfair comparison between the previous administra- 
tion and the present as to the amount to be expended in this branch of the serv- 
ice. I do not hesitate, however, to assume the responsibility, as I have donein 
the estimates for the naxt fiscal year, of recommending an increase in the ap- 


ropriation for pensions, so that a liberal and legal payment may be made to all 
the deserving pensioners of the Republic, This sum will reach $97,210,252, 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his report of December 2, 1889, 
refers to the increased expenditure for pensions in the following lan- 
guage: 

The amount estimated for pensions for the year 1889 was $76,312,400, and the 
estimates for same purpose, herewith submitted, for the year 1891 'are $98,587,- 
252, showing an apparent increase of $22,274,852. These figures, however, do 
not even approximately represent the actual increase of expenditure for pen- 
sions, because the estimate for the year 1889 was wholly inadequate to meet 
the demands of the service. 

The amount regularly appropriated for pensions for that year was $81,758,700. 
To this was added a deficiency appropriation by last Congress of $8,000,000, and 
about $8,000,000 more were necessarily drawn from the appropriations for the 
current year to pay pensions due in (he fiscal year 1889, but for which sufi- 
cient appropriations had not been made, The total amount, therefore, which 
pay rea § required for pensions for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1889, was 


The amount appropriated for pensions for the current year was the same as 

Jast year (381,758,700); but there is an estimated deficiency of $24,000,000 for this 
year, making a total of $105,758,700; deducting from this the $8,000,000 drawn 
out, as above stated, to meet the deficiency for last year, will leave chargeable 
to the current year $97,758,700. The amounts, actual and estimated, for pensions 
will therefore stand as follows: 
Expended for the year ended June 30, 1839... 
Appropriated and estimated for year endin; 
Estimated for year ending June 30, 1891L..............66 

A comparison of the expenditures of 1879 with those of 1889 will show that 


during the last ten years the increase of pensions has not differed very widely 
from the decrease of interest on the public debt: 


Pensions in 1879... $35, 121, 482. 39 
Pensions in 1889... , 624, 779. 11 
Interest on public debt, 1879. 105, 327, 949. 00 
Interest on public debt, 1889....... saben 41, 001, 454. 29 


No patriotic American has ever complained of the vast amounts of interest 
paid to the men who loaned their money to preserve the in ity of the nation; 
much less will they complain of any just and proper igo, tie pe of the claims 
Pa eta edn = nation’s hour of extreme peril, sscri their lives and 

ealt save 


The patriotic declaration of the Secretary of the Treasury in the con- 
cluding paragraph just quoted voices the generous sentiment of the 
American people towards those who periled their lives that the nation 


itures must be 
Within 


might live.. The policy of economy in public 
tained, but not at the expense of the nation’s honor. 
eight weeks after the signing of the Declaration of Independence, the 


Continental Congress resolved that pensions should be paid to those who 
should be disabled in the war of the Revolution. This action was fol- 
lowed by such provisions as could be made under the Articles of Confed- 
eration. When the Government was established under the Federal Con- 
stitution, the first appropriation act, approved September 29, 1789, con- 
tained an item of $96,000 for invalid pensions. Then followed the act 
approved March 26, 1790, appropriating $96,979.72 for paying pensions 
to invalids, In the act of May 8, 1792, we find this declaration: 

If any person, whether officer or soldier, belonging to the militia of any State 
and called outinto the service of the United States, be wounded or disabled 
while in actual service, he shall be taken care of and provided for at the public 
expense, 

This has continued to be the law and isnow found in section 1639 of the 
Revised Statutes, We are required therefore by every consideration of 
public duty to provide for those who have become disabled in the serv- 
ice of the country. Itis the command of the law, the obligation of 
our national honor, and the highest evidence of our faith in the perpe- 
tuity of free institutions, 

The following is the table of estimates referred to in the foregoing 
remarks: 

Estimate of appropriations required for the payment of Army and Navy 
pensions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, based upon expend- 

itures for the years 1887, 1888, and 1889. y 


ANNUAL VALUE OF PENSIONS. 


June 30, 1889: 
Pensioners on rolls, 489,725 .........:<ccscceecssnseeee 
sty annual value of each pension, +489, 725 $131, 18+-=$ei, 246, 552 
a nA ER book case N S a E a rece 
[June 30, 1887: 


Ave 


Average annual value of 452, 557 X $125, 30-+= 56,707,221 
pension, $125.30-+......ccc.erecseeee 
Three years ending June 30, 1889: 
Averagenumber on rolls, 449,430 
Average value of each pension, > 449, 430 $128. 36= 57,913,550] 
DEDEDE OAEI A E EA 
PENSIONERS DROPPED, 


Pensioners that will probably be dropped from rolls during the year 


ending June 30, 1890, 17,862 X $131. IB- .......s.ssesronesssesinressnoseearenerorsrse 2,343,137 
Leaving 471,863 pensioners ........eee...rossssssae sosser sorces sence esesasresseass 61,903, 415 


Nore.—The pensioners (17,862) to be dropped during 1890 is deter- 
mined by a proportion. The number of pensioners on the rolls at 
the beginning of 1889 (452,557) is to the number on the rolls at the 
beginning of 1890 (489,725) as the number dropped during 1889 (16,- 
507) is to the number to be dropped during 1890 (17,862): 

452,557 : 489.725 : 16,507 : 17,862. 
Pensioners that will probably be dropped from the rolls during the 

year ending June 3), 1891, 17,21 


‘Average half-year pension 17,211X$95.59..cscssssssssseveseses 1, 128, 869 


60, 774, 546 


oresssssesse 


Nore.—Of the 489,725 pecnranere on the rolls July 1, 1889, 17,862 
will be dropped during 1890. Of said number there will remain July 
1, 1890, 471,863. By the same proportion it will be shown thatof said 
remainder (471.863) 17,214 will be dropped during 1891. Of the51,921 
new cases added during 1890-'91 op the same basis) will be dropped 
during 1891, (See further along. 

[During year ending June 30, 1887: 
ey pie dropped from the rolls, 
Averageannual value of each,$132.46 

During year ending June 30, 1888: 

nak the roll: 


17, 677 X $132. 46=$2, 341, 600 


Pensioners dropped fro 
SOTO ics RSS 
Average annual value o 3 
During year ending June 30, 1889: 
Pensioners dropped from the rolls, 
ABBOT O E S E G A 16, 507 X $142, 50= 
Average annual value of each, $142.50 
During the three years ending June 30, 1889; 
Average number dropped from the 


TONIE TIRON i: mae 62= 


15, 730 X $182. S9— 2, 876, 985 


2, 352, 250 


Average annual value of each 2, 589, 292] 


sion dropped, $152.62 .... 
NEW PENSIONERS ADDED. s 


Pensioners that will probably be added to the rolls during 
the year ending June 30, 1990, 51,921 X$13L.18..........--.000 6, 810, 997 
Pensioners that will probably bedropped from such added 
list during the year ending June 30, 1891, 1,893. 
Average half-year pension, $05.59 % DPE A AEE ET 


[During the yest ondio aes ~ lh 
ensioners to the rolls, %, . ae 
Average annual value of each, $95,80 } 55,14 $95. 80=$5, 287, 695 
During year ending June 30, 1888: 
Pensioners added to the rolls, 60,252.. 
Average annual value of each, $95.89 
E ans aAA co tea ol. kt at 
nsioners a to the rolls, 51,921., ae 
Average annual value of each, sorta Fos 921x$107. 44= 5, 578, 490 
During the three years ending June 39, 1889: 
Average number added to rolls, 55,789 
ieie EY EA value of each pen- >58,789X $99.71= 5,562,721] 


eb deen seesesetst:srrsesreesssesessessese 


$00, 252% $95. 89— 5,777,741 
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PENSIONERS RESTORED. 


Pensioners that will probably be restored to the rolls during the 
year ending June 80, 1890, 1,898 X $131.18..,.......-- 


Nore,—The number of pensioners on the rolls at the inning of 
1889 is to the number of oneness at the beginning of as the 
number of pensioners during 1839 is to the number to =~ re- 


stored during 1890: 
- 452,557 : 489,725 : 1,754; 1,898. 


Pensioners that will gore ag restored to the rolls during the 
year ending June 30, 1891, 2, 

‘eae lk year pension, 2,087 X $196.77 2.00... 
Norr.—By the proportion used to détarmine ‘the hamber of pon- 
sioners to be restored during 1890,it will be shown that 2,037 will 

probably be restored during 1891 : 
452,557 : 525,682: 1, 754: 2,087. 


(During year ending June 30, 1887: 
Pensioners restored, L707 >. S 
Average annual va ue of each, 

During year ending June 30, 1888: 
Pensioners 2,028 
Average annual value of Sn; $75.72. 
a Epi a 
oners resto: Sae raia ay, 
$ Average annual value of each, $87. a} 1, 754 $37. A= 154, 087 
Pensioners restored d ae see three years 
ending Jane 30, 1889, 6, value... 
Average number restored each year, Zi 
Average annual value of each, $79.62... 


FIRST PAYMENT TO NEW PENSIONERS, INCLUDING ARREARS, 
New pensioners who will probably be placed on the rolls during 
FO hence, dng od 20, 1891: 
payments, 51,921 
— value of each first payment, 


pannethrenee When a seasea srna sesde o 


(During a the year ending June 30, 1887: 
yments due hei and un- 
seis WB 708 scecices as 
Average value of 


seresa sateen trees cereeeeewenenee 


seeteeneeee ne eeneneenenes 


ga} | 2707x877. 22=8200, 048 


} 2,028X$75.72= 153, 565 


Eel ie dem ee = 516, 694 
2,163X$79.62= 172, 231] 


‘| 51, 921X $442 


erred 


58,702 $495.75=$29, 091,773 


h of such | pay- 
ments, 95.75... son. scecanseneve eres 
Dorog tbe year ending June. 30, isss: 
First mad Aa due (paid and un- 
teas value of each of such. pay- 70,856 $349. 51= 24,765,828 
ments, FIAIG1.......c-cerscove sescnese coves 


During year ending June 30, 1849: 
por eos due (paid and un- 


First 


During the three years ending 
First payments due (paid aad sad ng 182, 792, 
Tota: amount due (paid and unpaid), $30,8% 5 
Average number due (paid and unpaid), 60,931. 
Average amount of each payment, $442. 

Average amount of each annual payment, $26,954,907]. 


AVERAGE HALF-YEAR PAYMENTS TO NEW PENSIONERS, 


Half-year pensions to 51,921 new pensioners, being average of year, 
51,921 x $65.59. 


fern ne heeweneeerr sree se aeaaneneceneerenrnneen ne seeenea eee eeeneseeaeeereseneeeeere 


EXPENSE CF LAST SICKNESS AND BURIAL OF PENSIONERS, 
Settlements by Third Auditor of the Treasury under section 4718, R. 
8S., for last sickness and burials of pensioners who die without 

nse (see Ay 


Reine and withont assets sufficient to meet such e 
actof March 1, 1, 1889, 25 Stats. at Large, page 782), 2,500 claims 
AMIN pi, N E ERRES A DEEA E T E RN EATA OT OIERREN ONE A 
Leas Secor, under sec, 4718, R.S., during year ending June 30, 
Number, 2,495 ...cseses.esssenseseseeasess 5 
paren elas of each, $45.69 } 2, 495215. 6o=$113, 97 


Claims settled under sec. 4715, R. 8S year ending June 20, 1888: 
Number, 2,323 5 


Average amountof : }2,328x 855. 88=$130, 089 

Cia iee under sec. 4718, Es, during year ending June 30, 1889: 
um 9,206 cee EEA 

Average amount of each, $50, 96 ae ete 76=$111, 976 

piet e under sec. 4718, R. S, " during the three years ending 
une 

Namber, 7, 029, 

Total amount paid, $356,052. 

Avernge claims settled for each year, 
.. 2, 343 X $50. 65=$118, 673] 


savenecnenens pe anenneee: 


2,343 
Average amount ‘of each, $50.65 
PENSIONS INCREASED AND RERATED. 
ng year e tenes, 1891, pensions probably increased 50,000 
at $50 each. we 


nen neeeessseeeeeeee enereeseeeone Peretti ee ieee rns 


Durin; 
claims 
roig ae ee J — bg sal 


During he year Sas $ ty 30, 1888: 
Pensions increased 45, TESSEN 
Average annual Baseline to each, 


During ending. J ena 1859: 


Pensions increased 71,198 
ar annual increase to ‘each, 71,198 X $59. 4i= 4, 220, 794 
During the three years ending June 50, 1889: 
Pensions increased, 1. 


eenen of increase, o. 413, wah 


45, 716X $49. 68= 2, 271, 445 


Average increase, 49, 674... 
Arape sn esaw increase t 49, 674 $63. 17= 3, 137, 907] 


Total estimate for amodar uired to pensions for 
the year ending June 30, S. each 


‘ Y 


h LBDL......scorervnsssenceatonstoon reeeee verear 


248, 980 


3, 405, 498 


125,000 


2,500, 000 


97,090,761 


. 


NUMBER OF PENSIONERS ON ROLLS, 


Pensioners gay l NASEN PSSA E A 
New cases to be added during 1890,,........ccseecsrereresreneeesene GL, 92L 
541, 646 

To be dropped during 1890..........-c+s-srssesesssseveressenseneencenees 17, 862 
523, 784 

To be restored during 1890.........0:.-sesersrsessenen sree as. 1,898 
Probable number of pc sar July 1, 1890...... 525, 682 
Probable number to be added d rine ioc! year 51, 921 
‘otal... wiesnsseseess ume 007, 008 
Probate number to be dropped during T ANRE 17,211 
560, 392 

Probable number to be restored during 1891.......essrssssrere 2, 037 
Probable number of pensioners July 1, 1891.......... ayesini speia 562,429 


The following are the items of appropriations contained in the bill 
under consideration: 


For the payment of pensions... $97, 090, 761 
For fees and expenses gt exam 1,000, 000 
For salaries of neon 72,000 
For clerk-hire .. ss 220, 000 
pees seksen 750 

3 750 


For Parey and onar necessary « expenses 25,000 
A aa O ATS E E E E TRER E 18, 200 
TORT.. -ssesesossacuccahorsoinsopseenssepveoe soyeespesanmeqsorsuasa Senses peonetscammvencees OB, 497, AOL 


The following is a statement of the quarterly disbursements of the 
Pension Office during the years 1837, 1838, and 1889: 


Amount of disbursements of Army and Navy pensions each quarter from 
July 1, 1886, to December 31, 1889. 


1887. 


First quarter, ending 30, 1886....| $16, 987, 333, 13 
Second quarter, ending 31, 1886.) 17, 495, 416. 54 


Total first six months.............. 34, 482, 749. 67 


Third quarter, ending Mar. 31,1887...| 17,923,797. 12 | 
Fourth quarter, ending June 30,1897) 19,868, 182. 03 | 


$252, 306.62 | $17, 239, 689.75 


Total last six months............. 37.791, 979.15 
Grand total.cscsccsessssossserssseone| 72, 274,728. 82 
1888. 
Second quarter, ending Deo 1, 1867} 17/240, 007.90 


Total first six months.............. 


Third quarter, ending Mar, 31, 1888.. 
Fourth quarter, ending June 30, , 1888 


Total last six months .............. 
Grand total .......00ccreseree aitia 
1889. 


First quarter, odg sep! nig 1888... 
Second quarter, ending Dec. 31, 1888.. 


20,353, 131. 94 407,023.59 | 20,760, 155.53 
22,601, 249.42 | 423,476.95 | 23,029, 726.37 


Total first six months.............. 43, 789. 881. 90 
Third quarter, ending Mar.31,1889.! 22, 132,338.99 | 397,149.25, 22,520, 488, 24 
Fourth quarter, ending June30,1889| 21.504.723.95 | 436,503.47 | 21,941, 227.42 

Total last six months ............] 43,637,062. 04 ae 44,470, 715.66 

Grand Wita ocak aR $5, 591, 444. 90 | 1, 609, 153.26 | 88, 260,597.56 

1800, 


HBianeh yng r, ending Sept. 30,1889... 28,525, 120.21 495, 851.94 | 29,020, png 
quarter, ending 31, 1889..| 23, 625, 886. S4 416, 193. 74 24, 042, 080, 


Total first six Months... s... | 52, U1, 007. 05 | 912,045.68 | 53,063, 052. 73 


Mr. MORROW. If the gentleman from Texas [Mr, SAYERS) will 
now indicate his pleasure as to the time to be consumed in general de- 
bate, perhaps we can come to some agreement. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest to the gentleman in charge of this bill that 
he allow the debate to run on for the present and we shall be able to 
take a vote this evening before the adjournment. 

Mr. MORROW. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [ Mr. Morrow] 
reserves the balance of his time, fifteen minutes, 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir. Before surrendering the floor I desire to 
say that I havea number of tables which I would like permission to 
print in connection with my remarks. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the pending bill carries aape jasisir dl 
tion amounting to $98,427,461 and covers only eight items 
iture, which are: 
For the payment of pensions..... 


For fees and expenses of examini: EAD 000 
For salaries of agents...... 000 
For clerk-hire......... 220, 000 
For fuel .......02+ sees, 750 
For ligbts......sss.s-.s <- arorres 750 
For stationery and other 25,000 
FOr TOMUS.....sverecscssss essen sence sonesensnsaeses sre on 18, 200 

| Re a ee ee oe er DNE A N spect 98, 427, 461 


Though nearly a quarter of a century has elapsed since the termina- 
tion of our civil war, the appropriation for pensions has been largely 
increased each successive year, until it has now culminated into nearly 
$100,000, 000 for the fiscal year 1891, to say nothing of the very large 
deficiency which will surely follow though there be no farther legis- 
lation upon this subject. 

Mr. Chairman, I was much impressed with the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY] on last Satarday, when he 
spoke of the responsibilities of the three t branches of our Govern- 
ment to the people—the executive, the judicial, and the legislative— 
and especially of the responsibility which rests upon Congress, the law- 
making power. 

The Committee on Appropriations have for consideration estimates 
submitted to Congress by the heads of the several Departments, in- 
volving enormous expenditures. These estimates, to be properly un- 
derstood, require the most thorough examination; and I must say for 
the gentlemen who constitute that committee that they, each and all 
of them, have exhibited the most earnest and praiseworthy desire to 
fully meet and to properly discharge the duties which have devolved 
upon them. 

But, sir, since my entrance into this House, more than four years 
ago, I have been struck with one peculiar circumstance, which is, that 
within my knowledge, and since I have been here, no inquiry has ever 
been instituted into the methods that have been employed in the ad- 
ministration of the Bureau of Pensions. 

Other offices and bureaus have been criticised, investigated, and de- 
nounced by the one party or the other, but the administration of the 
Pension Office, in the matter of expenditure, has not been seriously 
questioned for years past. It seems to have been taken for granted that 
its management has not only been wise, but to no small extent eco- 
nomical; in fact, too much so to satisfy the demands of the soldier ele- 
ment of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, many subjects of importance continually arise for 
consideration. However interesting they may be for the time, they 
are generally short-lived, and after a limited period of excitement, 
sometimes intense, they pass from the public mind and are soon for- 


tten. 

Er Kot so, however, is it with the questions of taxation and expendi- 
ture. They are ever present, and their presence will continue, as it 
should, so long as our Government exists. 

And itis right that these questions should not only be always with us, 
but also that they should not diminish in importance; because it is the 
people whom we represent that must respond to the demands of taxa- 
tion, a it is their treasure, not the Government’s, which must be ex- 

d 
P The matter of expenditure is practical, not theoretical. Every dollar 
that is taken from the Treasury, whether rightfully or wrongfully, 
should be scrupulously accounted for, and the account should be first 
had with the body whose authority is necessary to its outgoing. 

It will be admitted, ever by the most liberal gentlemen upon this 
floor, that $98,427,461 is quite a large sum to be expended forone single 
purpose, and the questions, how does it compare with other appropri- 
ations ofa like character? and why has so large a sum become neces- 
sary ? are not only pertinent, but they press foran immediate anda di- 
rect answer, 

Sir, from time immemorial, from the very organization of this Goy- 
ernment, the pension system has been recognized. The first appropri- 
ation of the kind was made in 1791, and amounted to$175,813.88. It, 
therefore, did not originate in and because of the late war, but it was 
steadily maintained, without asingle intermission, through all the years 
preceding. I holdin my handa table, the sum total of which is $1,105,- 
326,017.17. It shows the aggregate annual amount of pension expen- 
ditures from July 1, 1860, to January 1, 1890. 

An examination of this table discloses that, between these dates, 
1,299,580 applications for pensions were filed, that 816,469 applications 
were allowed, and that there were 508,419 pensioners enrolled and be- 
ing paid on the Ist day of last January. It must be borne in mind, how- 
ever, that in the list of claims filed between the Ist day of July, 1889, 
and the Ist day of January, 1890, are not included 197 applications 
for bounty land and 82,178 applications for increase of pensions; and 
in the list of claims allowed during the six months are not embraced 
26,647 applications for increase of pension, 5,321 reissues on account 
of new disability, and 2,921 applications which come under the head 
of ‘‘arrears, accrned, and miscellaneous.’’ 

Isubmit this table to the committee and do most earnestly insist 
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that, when it shall have appeared in the RECORD, each and every item 

shall be closely scrutinized. The figures are official and may be re- 

lied upon as affording, to that extent, a correct account of the transac- 
tions of the Pension Office during the years named. 

Table showing the number of pension claims filed and allowed each year 
since July, 1861, and the number of pensioners on the rolls at the close 
d cach year, with annual disbursements on account of pensions since July 

, 1860. 


Fiscal year ending June 30— 


RRRGURALSESTRSBSRSRSRSSSERSLAA 


= 8,636 $1, 072, 461. 
2, 487 462 8, 159 790, 384. 
49, 332 7, 334 14,791 1,025, 139. 
53,599 39, 487 51, 135 4, 504, 616. 
72,64 40, 171 85, 986 8,525, 153. 
65, 256 50,177 | 126,722 13, 459, 996. 
36, 753 36,482 | 153, 133 18, 619, 956. 
20, 768 23,921 | 169,643 24, 010, 981. 
26, 066 23,196 | 187,963 28, 422, 884, 
24,351 18,221 | 198, 686 27, 780, SLL. 
43, 969 16,562} 207, 495 33, 077, 383, 
26, 391 34,833 | 232,229 30, 169, 341. 
18, 308 16,052 | 238,411 29, 185, 289. 
16, 734 10, 462 | 236,241 30, 593, 749. 
18, 704 11,152 | 234, 821 29, 683, 116. 
23,523 9,977 | 232,137 283,351,599. 
22,715 11,326 | 232, lud 28,580, 157: 
44,587 11,962 | 223,998 26, 844, 415. 
57, 118 81,346 | 242,755 33, 780, 526. 
141, 466 19,545 | 250, 802 57, 240, 540. 
31, 116 27,394 | 268,830 50, 626, 538. 
40,939 27,664 | 285, 697 54, 296, 230, 
48,776 38, 162 | 303, 658 60, 431, 972. 
41,7 34,192 | 323,756 57, 273, 536. 
40, 918 35,767 | 345,125 65, 693, 706. 
49, 895 40,857 | 365,783 64, 534, 270. 
72, 465 55,194 | 406, 007 7A, 815, 436. 
75, 726 60,252 | 452,557 79, 646, 146. 
$1,220 51,921 | 489,725 89, 131, 968. 
51,434 348 | 508,419 53, 207, 604. 00 
Total., ....0:cccceeetceceseeecerree] 1.299,580 | 816,469 | 508,419 | 1,105,326, 017, 17 


Sir, itought not to be forgotten that since July 1, 1860, and up to 
January 1, 1590, the vast sum of $1,105,326,017.17 has been expended 
for pensions alone, and this fact is of itself a conclusive answer to the 
charges which have been so often repeated upon this floor, that Con- 
gress has been unmindful of the just claims which the soldiers of the 
late war have upon the country because of the services rendered the 
Government during the time of its greatest peril. 

How it can be said, in the face of this immense and undisputed ex- 
penditure, that the rights of the soldier have not been fully i 
and met is to my mind beyond comprehension. 

Shall not $1, 105,326,017.17 count for anything? 

And shall not the fact that an annual expenditure of largely more 
than $100,000,000, for many years to come, must be maintained for 
them, even though no additional legislation be enacted, be taken into 
consideration when services upon the one side and gratitude upon the 
other are to be contrasted, weighed, and measured ? 

But, sir, in the circumstances which surround us it would beentirely 
unsafe to estimate for the future. One thing, however, we do know, 
and that is since July 1, 1860, we have expended $1,105,326,017.17 for 

ons. 

Mr. MORROW. That is for all pensions. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. How much is that a year? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is from July 1, 1860, up to January 1, 1890. The 
gentleman can easily average it. 

The amount expended for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, was 
$89, 131,968.44, and for the last six months, mark you, $53,207,604; so 
it ean be readily seen that the increase of expenditure for the present 
year must necessarily exceed the increase of expenditure during the 
preceding year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What do you estimate the figures at? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is estimated that the expenditure for the present 
year will run to as much as $103,000,000. 

Mr. MORROW. The gentleman wil recollect the fact that in this 
$103,000,000 there are some seven or eight millions of dollars which 
came over from the year ending the 30th of June, 1889, for unpaid 
pensions at that time. : 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman will, however, remember that the 
Committee on Appropriations at the second session of the Fiftieth Con- 

reported and provided for a deficiency of $8,000,000. 

Mr. MORROW. For the preceding year? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. MORROW. ‘The actual deficiency for 1890 is about $15,000,- 


000. - 

Mr. SAYERS. I believe so; but 1890 has not yet terminated, and it 
can not be said with certainty what will be the final outcome. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in order that the method of our pension ex- 
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penditures may be the better understood, I submit to the committee 

another table: 

Amounts paid for pensions to the survivors of the war of 1812, and to the 
widows of those who served in that war, since 1871, and to the survivors 
of the war with Menico, and to the widows of those who served in that war, 


since 1887. 
WAR OF 1812. 


Survivors, 


4 Fiscal year of— 


$2, 555. 05 $511, 00 $3, 066. 05 

977, 415. 4 835, 993. 63 2, 313, 409. 47 

078, 606. 98 689, 303. 59 2, 767, 910. 57 

588, 832. 95 616, 026, 40 2, 204, 849. 35 

355, 599, 86 583, 000. 21 1, 888, 600. 07 

089, 037. 18 445,772. 95 1, 534, 810. 13 

934, 657. 82 361, 548. 91 1, 296, 206. 73 

768, 918. 47 294, 572. 05 1, 063, 490. 52 

014, 525. 66 | 2, 192, 699, 54 3, 207, 225. 20 

790, 710, 39 | 2,658, 058, 14 8, 448, 768.53 
1,612.80 | 2, 381, 800. 95 8, 003, 413.75 

478, 274. 85 | 2, 024, 207.63 2, 502, 482. 48 

357, 334. 81 | 1, 882,542. 41 2, 239, 877.22 

278, 888. 85 | 1, 686, 302.09 1, 965, 190. 94 
207,782. 80 | 1,518, 202. 39 1,725, 985.19 

144, 389.59 | 1,458, 896.44 | 1,603, 286.03 

105, 837. OL | 1,765,582. 36 1, 871, 419. 37 

me 78, 659. 48 | 1,596, 604. 96 1, 670, 264. 44 
52, 800.27 | 1,397, 487.09 1, 450, 287, 36 
From July 1, 1889, to January 1, 1890...... AE PESO NSS ase 699, 049. 99 


Total, upon acc't of other pensions...... 38, 459, 613. 39 


WAR WITH MEXICO. 


A = ine Tal ir) 
ear nn 
Deduct war of 1812 ~ 39 
and Mexican war pensions ($6,217,833.42)......00cccrseseu seers senese 


nsions of all kinds from the fiscal 
86), to January 1, 1R90........-0.csece noes $1, 105, 326, 017. 17 
ons from March 9, 1878 ( 
44, 677, 446. 81 


Total ....cersers roseonnasercvcees sosoperes casenteessanecescasesecsese eseccscsaseceseese 1, O00, 648, 570. 36 

In explanation of this statement, I desire to say that by the act of 
February 4, 1862, all pensioners who had taken or should take up 
arms against the Government, or who in any manner should encour- 
age the Confederates or manifest a sympathy with their cause, were 
stricken from the roll; and that the act of February 14, 1871, placed 
upon the rolls all who served in the war of 1812 for sixty days and did 
not come within the proscriptive clause of the act of February 4, 1862, 
The act of March 9, 1878, restored to the roll all survivors of the war 
of 1812 and of the Indian wars whose names had been stricken from 
the roll under the act of February 4, 1862; and where such survivors 
had died, their widows became entitled to pensions, but not to any 
arrears for the time during which the act of 1562 was in force. 

The survivors of the Mexican war and their widows were not pen- 
sioned until January 29, 1887. It will beseen that between February 
` 14, 1871, and January 1, 1890, the sum of $38, 459,613.39 was paid to 
the war of 1812 pensioners, and that between January 29, 1887, and 
January 1, 1890, the sum of $6,217,833.42 was paid tothe Mexican war 
pensioners. Deducting these two amounts from what was paid to pen- 
sioners of all kinds between July 1, 1860, and January 1, 1890, we have 
left the sum of $1,060,648,570.36, fully 95 per cent. of which, if not 
more, has gone to the pensioners of our civil war. 

But, sir, let us now examine the pension system from another 


int 


of view; that is, from the standpoint of the table which I now offer. 

Table showing the number of pensioners on the roll, annual value of pen- 
sions, disbursements on account of pensions as reported by the Treasury, 
1879 to 1889, inclusive, and excess of disbursements over values of pen- 
sions. 


Number Annual value 


of pen- 
of pensions, over annual 
sioners, values. 

«| 242,755 | $25, 493,742. 15 $9, 627, 740. 24 
250, 802 | 25, 917, 906. 60 30, 859, 267. S4 
268, 830 | 28,769,967. 46 2i, 2 9,312.16 
285,697 | 29, 341,101. 62 32, 004, 092, 33 
303,658 | 32, 245,192. 43 33, 777, 381. 21 
322,756 | 34, 456, 600. 35 20, 972, 627.71 
$45,125 | 38,090, 985.28 18, O11, 282. 21 
365,783 | 44,708, 027.44 18, 696, 836.59 
406,007 | 52,824, 641.22 20, 671, 761. 47 
452,557 | 56, 707,220.92 23, 581, 287. 85 
489,725 | 64,246, 552.30 23, 378, 226. 81 
ursements over annual value of pen- 

sions from 1879 to 1889, INCLUSIVE..........0.0s-0cesrerensvenes sone reenenes 869, 816. 42 


This statement informs us that the excess of disbursements over the 
annual value of pensions is $252,869,816.42. Gentlemen can examine 
it for themselves. They will be amply repaid for their trouble. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me ask the gentleman from Texas a question. I 
wish to understand this point. The gentleman uses the expression 
“ annual value of the pensions.’ Does he mean the amount received 
by the pensioners themselves? 

Mr. SAYERS. What I mean by the annual value of the pension is 
this: It is what is called for in the certificate of the pension; but at 
the time he receives his first certificate of pension he generally mes 
entitled to arrears, which frequently amount to as much as $10,000. 
The sums vary of course. 

Mr. EUNN: Is that the item which makes up the excess to which 
you refer. 

Mr. SAYERS, Yes, ina v measure, if not altogether. 

Mr. BLAND. And the econ lash increase over fhe Eoo of tho 

on arising from the arrea 

Mr. SAYERS. That is correct. 

Mr. MORROW. Let me understand the statement of my friend from 
Texas. The total amount that this table shows, as I understand him, 
is the aggregate of the arrears, the first arrears, 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, as stated in that table. 

Mr. MORROW. Or about $25,000,000 annually? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But the statement will also include 
the accumulations since the extension of the arrears act? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr, CONGER. DoI understand that the table the gentleman has 
just exhibited shows the difference between the total appropriation for 
pensions and the amount the pensioners themselves received ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, no; notatall. The total expenditure for pen- 
sions and the annual value ef the pensions. The pensioner receives a 
great deal more sometimes than his annual pension calls for. 

Mr. BLOUNT. You mean the annual value to distinguish it from 

? 


arrearages? 
Mr. SAYERS. Yes; that which he receives over and above what the 
face of the certificate declares. 

Mr. PETERS. I think, with the permission of the gentleman from 
Texas, I can make that clear by stating that the first payment amounts 
this year to $22,000,000, and that of course includes arrearages. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. CONGER. But you include in that expenditure the whole in- 
Mose ts that must be gone through with before the pension is al- 

ow 

Mr. SAYERS, The papers, Mr. Chairman, to which I have referred 
are ofticial—— 

Mr. CONGER. I know; but do I understand you to mean that you 
include the whole expenditure for running the machinery of the Pen- 
sion Office? 

Mr. MORROW. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAYERS. No; that is an entirely different matter. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If I understand the gentleman correctly, he illus- 
trates the point he is making in this way: If each pension were to com- 
mence to be paid from the time from which it is ultimately allowed, at 
the uniform rate of so much per month, then the annual value of the 
pension-roll would be the amount of the pension appropriations, and 
not exceed it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But we are constantly allowing pensions that 
were pending. I have myself knowledge of the fact of a pension in 
which I was interested which was finally granted after pending for 
twenty-one years, and, when granted, of course arrearages followed, be- 
ing included in the first payment. Now, the aggregate of the first pay- 
ment, as I understand the gentleman, increased by reason of that fact, 
is the sum of the gentleman’s figures. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course, it constitutes the excess. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Over and above the annual value of the pension? 

Mr. SAYERS. It does. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me ask the gentleman if the tables which he has 
prepared, and from which he speaks, show the increase of expenditures 
on account of pensions for the last year? 

Mr. SAYERS. They do. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, I want to ask the gentleman what proportion 
of the increase was on account of new claims allowed or new allow- 
ances, and what proportion is on account of the increase of claims al- 
ready allowed ? 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not give the gentleman that information. 

Mr. PETERS. If the gentleman will allow me, I can state the en- 
tire annual amount allowed for increase is between three and four 
millions of dollars, , 

Mr. SAYERS. That is an estimate. 

Mr. MORROW. In this statement is the report for the last three 
years, which will show that. Now, for instance, in 1887, the admitted 
claims were 32,107 and the annual value $2,912,591. In 1886 this in- 
creased to 45,716 claims of an annual value of $2,271,445, and for 1889, 
71,080 admitted claims, amounting to $4,229,794. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I now desire to call the attention of 
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the committee briefly to a comparison of expenditures for the first six 
months of each of the past three fiscal years and of the present fiscal 
year, as shown by this table: 


Amount of disbursements of Army and Navy pensions for the six months end” 
ing December 31— 


ee sah po 09 
sa 37, 212, 628. 27 
`: 43, 789, 881. 90 
one sesse 53, 063, 052. 73 

Here it will be seen that the expenditures for the six months ending 
December 31, 1889, were greater than the six months ending Decem- 
ber 31, 1886, by $18,046,552.64, and than the six months ending Decem- 
ber 31, 1887, by $15,790,324.46, and than for a like time preceding 
December 31, 1888, by $9,273, 170.83. 

Truly, the | process of evolution has been not only steady, but rapid. 
The development has been almost marvelous in view of the informa- 
tion which has been given Congress as to tle prospective cost of much 
of the legislation now on our statute-books. 

Mr. MORROW. Did you state in that connection the number of 
pensions for that period? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; I will get to that directly. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think it is peculiarly appropriate at this time 
to call the attention of the House and country toa comparison between 
the pension expenditures and other expenditures of the Government. 
The pension expenditures from March 4, 1789, to June 30, 1861, dur- 
ing a period of seventy-two and one-third years, amounted to $80,738,- 
327.06, and embraced pensioners of the Revolutionary war, of the war 
of 1812 with Great Britain, of the Indian wars, and of the Mexican 
war, 

Mr. ROGERS, And the regular Army. 

Mr. SAYERS. From the Ist of July, 1861, to January 1, 1890, 
twenty-eight and a half years, we expended $1,094,253,552.62. The 
excess of pension disbursements for the last fiscal year over the pension 
disbursements from March 4, 1789, to June 30, 1861, a period of sev- 
enty-twoand one third years, is $8,393,641.38, The excess of pension 
disbursements from July 1, 1861, to January 1, 1890, aperiod of twenty- 
eight and a half years, over the disbursement from March 4, 1789, to 
June 30, 1861, being a period of seventy-two and one-third years, is 
$1,013,515, 225.56. 

Let us now see what our various wars have cost. In the war of 
1812—from June 18, 1812, to February 17, 1815—there were 85,000 
regulars and 471,622 militiamen and volunteers, being a sum total of 
556,622 militiamen, regulars, and yolunteersin that war. The expendi- 
tures for the support of the Army and Navy in that war amounted to 
$112,912,543.51, including the years 1812, 1813, 1814, 1815, and 1816, 
from which it will be seen that the expenditure for pensions, as pro- 
vided for in this bill, is only about $14,485,082. 54 less than the cost of 
the war of 1812, and for a period of five years. 

As to the war with Mexico. There were 104,730 men, regulars and 
volunteers, in that war, and the expenditures for the support of the 
Army and the Navy for the three years—1846, 1847, and 1848—were 
$97,705,860.82. So that the cost of that war was $721.600. 18 less than 
our pension-roll will cost us during the next fiscal year, as indicated in the 
bill under consideration. The estimated cost of the Revolutionary war 
to the United States is about $135,193,703; of the war of 1812, $107,- 
159,003, and of the war with Mexico, $100,000,000. Theamount recom- 
mended in this bill for pension expenditures during the fiscal year 1891 
is $98,427,461, and I am confident that it will fall short by at least 
$20,000,000. 

The estimated cost of the late civil war, including all expenses grow- 
ing out of the war, was a little more than $6, 189,929,009. The number 
of regulars and volunteers—Army and Navy—engaged amounted to 
2,213,365. The expenditure for the support of the Army and Navy 
from March 4, 1789, to June 30, 1889, was only $5,844,038,811.20. 
The gross expenditures of the Government from March 4, 1789, to June 
30, 1889, was $23,245,903,153.01. The expenditures for the Army and 
Navy from July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1862, amounted to $431,813,915.38; 
from July 1, i862, to ‘June 30, 1863, $666,575, 647.13; from July 1, 
1863, to June 30, 1864, $776,096, ‘012. 40; and from July 1, 1864, to June 
30, 1865, $1, 153,307, 834. 13, 

In the ‘expenditures for the Army and Navy are included the cost of 
their maintenance in war and in peace; the construction, armament, 
and equipment of vessels; the building and maintenance of yards; the 
erection and armament of fortifications and arsenals; quartermaster, 
commissary, ordnance, and medical stores. In the gross expenditures 
of the Government are included the expenditures of the War and Navy 
Be gps for Indians, pensions, miscellaneous, premiums, interest, 

the public debt. 

Mr, Chairman, when these figures are read and compared, when they 
are studied, analyzed, and reflected upon, it will be found that there 
is nota particle of ground upon which those who are claiming that the 
Union soldier has not been fairly treated and is entitled to increased 
pensions, can stand. 

The trouble is that the deserving soldiers, the men who bore the bur- 
den and sustained the brunt of the war, and who have been disabled 
through wounds or disease and are not able to support themselves by 


their own labor, are not the only beveficiaries of this immense and un- 
paralleled bounty of the Government. Such men have been almost 
swallowed up in the host of unentitled men whose claims have been 
advocated and put through by the Pension Office at the instance of pen- 


sion attorneys, who have grown rich through their successful operations, 
and whom a very distinguished Republican Senator has denounced “as 
being, with some honorable exceptions, the worst vermin that have ever 
infested the body politic.” 

Mr. Chairman, from the records of the Pension Office we learn that 
there were upon the roll, because of the late civil war, on the 1st of 
January last, 474,991 pensioners as against the 2,213,365 men who 
served in that war. 

This, of course, does not indicate the number of pensions that have 
been granted because of that war. 

Comparing these numbers with the numbers which have served in 
all previous wars and also with the number of pensions growing out 
of such wars, we find that the number of troops which were in the 
service of the United States, whether in the Army or in the Navy, 
during all the wars previous to 1861, was 1,115,853, and that the name 
ber of pensions allowed prior to 1886 was: 


For the war of the Revolution............ 
For the war of 1812 with Great 
For the war with Mexico........ 


For Indian and all other wars. vee 1,389 
For the: Navy inosine 3,563 
Making a total of...........0000 9 pavaan sanetenecees ce scoepenssosee ep heseece vob pnene esovvvere 141, 688 
This comparison serves the purpose of showing that, as it now 
the soldiers in our civil war have been much more liberally trea’ 
than those who fought for the Republic in all previous wars. But I 


was asked a few moments ago as to the pensioners on the roll for the 
past several years. Replying to that question, Mr. Chairman, I find 
that on the 30th day of June, 1888, there were upon the roll 419,800 
pensioners of the late war, 21,164 of the Mexican war, and 11, 593 of 
the war of 1812; and on Jane 30, 1889, 455,887 pensioners of the late 
war, 23,271 of the Mexican war, and 10,567 of the war of 1812; and 
that on January 1, 1890, there were 474,991 pensioners of the late war, 
23,568 of the Mexican war, and 9,860 of the war of 1812. 

This shows an increase on June 30, 1889, over June 30, 1888, as to 
the pensioners of the late war, of 36,087, and on January 1, 1890, over 
June 30, 1889, of 19,104; and as to the pensioners ot the Mexican war, 
an increase on June 30, 1889, over June 30, 1888, of 2,107, and on Jan- 
uary 1, 1890, over June 30, "1889, of 297; "and as to the pensioners of 
the war of 1812, a decrease on June 30, 1889, from June 30, 1888, of 
1,026, and on January 1, 1890, from June 30, 1889, of 707. 

We will now examine, very briefly, the work of the Pension Office 
during the past six months. 

The number of claims that have been filed during this timeis 133,550. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That includes the increase cases also. 

Mr. SAYERS. Itdoes. Itemizing, I find the claims filed between 
June 30, 1889, and January 1, 1890, to be: 


Revolutionary. i] 
War of 1812... 108 
Mexican war. 1,168 
Old war...... .... 17 
Bounty land...... 198 
Late war, origina a 50, 530 
Late war, increase 83, 434 
And the number of claims allowed to be: 
Revolutionary war 0 
War of 1812........... 58 
Mexican war.... 682 
Late war, original .... 27,050 
Late war, increase ..... . 26, 976 
5,390 
722 
=. 2,947. 
DOl secocacercvessevesssaipssece sconettscesss vobeosesensqsenmes voveesshgbeoseness ianasestnsnsenonte, 63, 825 
And the number of claims pd sarees, Sa December 28, 1889, to be— 

Original invalid ., ae pennancseemses sees sonegpecesontoososvesenden: 7 

Original widows a 
Increase invalid..........sseccessees <0 19,778 
Increase and accrued widows =». 2,278 
Total pendin .. 460, 379 
Rejected lato with “evidence attached......sscccccsreesscsssssosssoorscsssoccosesveeee 36, 677 
Total claims that must be considered..............sccerssssenessrereenerencs rence 497, 056 


And the number of pensioners on the roll January 1, 1890, to be— 


Revolutionary war service 
War of 1812 survivors.. 


War of 1812 widows. 9,347 
Mexican warsurvivo: 17,014 
Mexican war widows 6, 454 
Late civil war invalids . 373, 102 
Late civil war widows and others + 101, 889 


Totall.....ccrscrncsorsessesvovecnrerccesaceenrersnertncecoroeesabocerthvsencecessecvsres sncenaeeesenres 508, 446 


In the light, Mr. Chairman, of these fela. I can not appreciate the 
statement of the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] that the 
highest point of the pension expenditures will be reached in 1894. The 
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and activity of the pension agents, I am informed by those 
who are entirely com t to speak upon the subject, continues un- 
abated. Every nook and corner of the earth is being diligently and 
y searched in the hope that a pension claim may be secured 

for attention. 

The high-water mark, I fear, is yet far in the distance, and it will be 

many years before the tax-payers of the country will begin to feel the 
effect ofthe declining ebb of the flood. 

At this point it may be well to invite the attention of the committee 
to a very anomalous feature of the pension system. It appears that 
there are 128 different monthly rates of pension, beginning with $1 
per month and reaching as high as $416.66} per month, Between 
these two limits the vast body of pensioners stand. Without taking 
the time to review the entire ist, I will ask the committee to consider 
only a few of these rates. As instances, I notice that there are 26,875 
pensioners who draw $2 per month; 69,048 who receive $4; 50,397 who 
get $5; 69,828 who are allowed $3; 24,535 who are paid $10; 28,431 
who receive $12; and so on until the one who has been given the largest 
rate is reached. 

It will also be noted that fractions of dollars and of cents are not 
omitted,so exceedingly fine have the lines of discrimination been drawn. 
Here the drain upon the has been so very small as to be 
scarcely perceptible; there the stream breaks out into larger and bolder 
current; and finally it reaches the volume of a majestic river. 

Whether this be the fault of the laws which have been enacted or of 
administration, or of both, I am unable to say. 

Mr. Chairman, it would be impossible within the time allotted me to 
review all of the legislation which has led to these enormous expendi- 
tures. Very generally such legislation has been hastily passed through 
ace S of Congress without criticism or inquiry as to the expense 

volv 

A proposition is made to enlarge the pension-list or to increase the 
expenditure for the service, and it is accepted and enacted into law 
sometimes with a hasteand carelessness that are notaltogether creditable 
to the legislative branch of the Government. We all know this to be 
true. As an illustration, Mr. Chairman, permit me to call attention to 
thearrears act of January 25, 1879, and the manner ofits passage through 
the House. 

It was ‘‘srspension day ’’ and the bill was in the hands of the com- 
mittee. It had never been reported tothe House. That there may be 
no mistake, I will read what transpired in regard to this bill. The 
proceedings are to be found on page 4874, volume 31, of the RECORD, 


and are as follows: 
ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. HASKELL, I move that the rules be suspended and that the Committee o 
Invalid Pensions be discharged trom the farther consideration of the bill (H. R. 
aa to provide that all pensions on account of death or wounds received ordis- 

contracted in the service of the United States during the late war of the re- 


beltion, which M pays been granted or which shall hereafter be ted, shall com- 
mence from the date of death or d from the service o the United States, 
for the ment of arrears of pensions, and other purposes; and that the bill be 


passed, with an amendment, 
The Clerk read poe bill, s nop 


* * . * 


Itis to RAA the! bill by inserting as REE 4 the following: 

“No agent or other person shall be entitled to receive, any compensa- 
tion for services in making application si arrears in pensions. 

And also to change on 4 to section 5 

Mr. Baswrxc. I understand that this is the bill reported from the Committee 
on Pensions and recommended by them. 

Mr. Rrppie. No, si oa is Nee 


The SPEAKER 

Mr. see: sie rior the the tne of that section which was not contained 
in the bi from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. ened of Ohio. The bill was not reported from the committee at all. 

Mr. —— = in the nature of debate, and is not in order on a motion to 

the rules, 
Cummincs. I call for the yeas and nays upon the motion to d the 

rales. [Cries of “Tellers!” 1) I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays for 

e present. 

The question was put on the motion to suspend the rules; and on a division 
acre Were—ayes 90, noes 20; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HASKELL, I call for tellers. 

Mr. Browne. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr, Warre, of Pennsylvania, Can not we bo rg see whether this is the bill 
that was reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions or not? 

Mr. a pees I will state that it is not Mose bill. Lhave been trying to get 
ee l reported unanimously from the committee acted upon, but have failed 

o 80. 

Mr. Concer. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken,and there were—yeas 164, nays 61, not voting 65; as 
follows, 

. a s + s s s 

So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended, and the bill 

passed with the amendment, 


Has any legislation of an important character ever been considered 
by this House in so rapid and negligent a manner? No inquiry of 
moment is made; no information is asked for; not a single word of 
criticism falls from the lips of any one. 

The bill passes the House under these circumstances by a two-thirds 
vote and goes to the Senate. 

That body gives the measure more consideration, It is referred to 
the appropriate committee and is reported back to the Senate. Some 
debate was had upon the bill, a portion of which I will submit to this 


committee, It is to be found on page 484, volume 33, of the REC- 
ORD: 


The bill was reported to the Senate without ——— 

Mr. SAULSBURY, I should like the chairman of the Committee on Pensions to 
indicate to us something as to the amount of money which will be required to 
pay the pensions here provided for, We ought not to vote blindly on this 


a Mir te GALLS. Mr. President, in 1876, when a similar measure was Deag ba: 
fore the Senate, 1 addressed a communication to the Commissioner of P. ‘ensions, 
and asked him for information in to the amount which would be re- 
quired to mare the bill operative. I aair Be) from him a statement which was 

rinted as M eous Document No. Page bo atthe first session of the Forty- 

fourth Congress, which gives in detail, lar as it could be ascertained from 
the Pension Office, the amount that would be required to the arrears, both 
of invalids and widows and dependents, in each year pines tha adoption of sec- 
tion 4709 of the Revised Statutes. 

I do not know that it will be necessary to read y the annual amounts, 
but up to the Ist of January, 1476, the Commissioner reports that there were 
16,454 invalid cases to which the limitation of the section applied and the esti- 
mated amount of arrears at that time was $9,529,775. The number of widows and 
dependents was 5,145. The amount required to as the arrears of those would 
be $3,887,334; making a total at that time of $13,417. 

There have been meat ea since that date. and of course I can only esti- 

mate what amount would be required since lag nt patery was made; but 
fakin the estimate for 1875 as an ave my judgment would be thatto this 
sum should be added not less than $5,000, for claims since allowed to which 
the limitation now applies. Of course hese estimates are very largely in the 
nature of surmises, because we can not tell until the bill is put practically in op- 
eration exactly what will be uired. 

Mr. CONKLING. Making in all how much, as the Senator has it there? 

Mr. Incas, Makingin ali, uptothe Ist of January, 1876, the sum of $13,417,109, 
and that amount I should judge would be increased by not less than $5,000, 006 
up to the Ist of January, 1879. 

r. CoxKLING. Which makes about $19,000,000? 

Mr. Incas. I should judge somewhere from eighteen to twenty million 
dollars in round numbers, Ofcourse, it is im ble to make anything like 
an accurate calculation upon matters of this kind. 


The distinguished Senator, Mr. Chairman, was quite right in adding 
the saving clause to his statement. It is to be supposed that he was 
not unaware that the cupidity of man, the searching and everywhere 
present activity of the pension agent, and the exigenciesof party were 
three prime factors, of immeasurable and undefinable influence, that 
would necessarily have to be taken into the account in order to reach 
even an approximate estimate of the cost which the bill then under 
consideration would inevitably entail upon the Government, And it 
will be so in regard to every other measure of like character. 

This bill, so hastily passed, received the signature of the President 
on the 25th day of January, 1879. It had been in force seven years, 


when the Commissioner of Pensions, in reply toa communication from 
the Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, officially stated that under and because of said act and of 
the limitation act of March 3, 1879, expenditures had been made to 
June30— ž - 


1AB -p <sjcicesccadspssiducianateconesnsctesecney Sppsccvpnocogtivtonece jesse onions sitse O MD) OE OO. 
1884 a 451, 997. 25 
. 26,842,302, 84 
1885, in cases on rolls January 25, 1879.......0cccccsevevecsssessessensreerecercee 24, 904, 890. 87 
. — 

Total amount expended to June 30,1885, as results of the 
acts of January and March 3, 1879.............ssssese-sseceeeeeees 179, 404, 872. 96 


To this amount must be added the expenditures under and because 
of said acts since July 1, 1885, as estimated by the gentleman from 
California [Mr. MORROW], $73,030, 500, and we have $252,435,372.96 
as the result of these two acts, and the end is not yet. 

What is still in store for us as the ultimate and total consequence of 
this legislation no man can safely predict. In view of the enormous 
expenditures which have been made because of these acts, it is indeed 
fortunate that the limitation act of March 3, 1879, was passed. 

Otherwise theexpenditures would have been vastly increased. This 
limitation was, I believe, placed by the Senate upon an appropriation 
bill that had already passed the House. 

I have not the time, Mr. Chairman, to refer to other pension legisla- 
tion, but will now, hurriedly and briefly, call the attention of the com- 
mittee to some features of the administration of the service. 

Before doing so, however, I desire to impress upon the minds of gentle- 
men that the plain, direct, and undisputed tendency, for years past, of 
both legislation and administration has been and is now to give appli- 
cants the readiest and easiest access to the inner chamber of the Pension 
Office. Safeguard after safeguard has been removed, until scarcely an 
obstacle stands in the way ofan unscrupulousapplicant. Sir, I know of 
no better authority upon the question of profligate and fraudulent ex- 
penditures in the matter of pensions than Hon. J. A. Bentley, a former 
Commissioner, 

In a letter to the Secretary of the Interior of February 4, 1879, this 
gentleman, in his official capacity, sai 

In each of my three annual reports I torisi attention to the defects in the 
system now provided by law for the adjustment of pension claims, The pas- 
sage of the act of January 25, 1879, very g y emphasizes the necessity forim- 
ese ot efficient legislation in that direction, and I therefore again allude 
The present system, being entirely exparte in its proceedi furnishes ex- 


traordinary facilities for the successful prosecution of frandu ey and unmer- 
itorious claims, thas inviting t the presentation of that character o f claims, 


Asthe iit Sheed Sirot the passage o! Eika aaa the temptation to 
aaa was very great, but since that act it is many times increased. Then 
Oy ees were Fcc ae ratively few in which any considerable sum of money 
would be the pbc! Sper fgets ly prosecuted claim, but since 
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that act every invalid claim allowed, as well as many of the other classes, will 
have in it from several hundred to several thousand dollars due the claimant at 
the first payment, 

It is estimated by those best informed that there have been not less than $2,- 


far as the Commissioner has revealed them to us in his reports; there- 
fore I shall confine myself to such facts only as I have, through my 
own efforts, been able to ascertain. 


000,000 out annually for fraudulent pensions. In my judgment, the Mr. MORROW. Has the gentleman seen any evidence of reluctance 
ee a TAIDON SEAE DOVA Jas rat nanage poet Oe greatly increased and | On the part of the present Commissioner to furnish the committee with 


whatever information they might require? 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no charge to enter against the present Com- 
missioner; I have made no charge against him. It is of the adminis- 
tration of his immediate predecessor and of the present Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Interior, Mr. Bussey, that I propose to speak. 

Mr. Chairman, on the 25th of January last the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions was asked by the chairthan of the pension subcommittee, at my 
request, to give the names of all officials, clerks, and employés in the 
Pension Office and connected therewith who have been rérated ‘since 
March 27, 1889; the dates of their reratement, respectively; the salary 
and the pension which each one, when rerated, was receiving; the pen- 
sion which each one so rerated is entitled to receive by virtue of such 
reratement, and the amount of arrears which accrued to each one under 
and because of such reratement. On the 12th instant he furnished the 
following answer: 


Names of employés of Pension Bureau who are pensioned and who were re- 
rated between March 28, 1889, and September 1, 1889, inclusive. 


the road to the ury easy through ex parte proceedings, the consequences 
can easily be foretold. Not only will the people be taxed to pay an annual 
tribute to the unworthy amounting to several millions of dollars, but with so 
many claims pending, and still_to be presented, and the avenues to the two or 
three hundred persons, more or less, who are charged with their adjustment, 

n for the Spomnechs of interested parties, it will be little less than a miracle 
extensive official corruption does not follow. 


In transmitting this letter to the House of Representatives Mr. 
Schurz, who was then the Secretary of the Interior, wrote: 


The fact that such large amounts will be required to pay arrears of pension 
furnishes an additional reason for urging the adoption of some means for the 
protection of the Government against frauds in pension claims more efficient 
than can be had under the present system, which rests almost entirely upon ex 
parte evidence. a 

And, again, in his annual report of November 1, 1879, the same Com- 
missioner says: 

Besides being cumbersome and expensive, the present isan open door 
to the Treasury for the perpetration of fraud. The athdawits in support of 
claims have the same appearance to the officers of the bureau, whether or 
true. The rules which are established in relation to the production of evidence 
in attempting to exclude the frauds often work a hardship upon the honest 
claimant, e finds himself, through the death or imperfect recollection of wit- 
nesses or for some other cause, unable to comply with them, is often defeated, 
while the fraudulent claimant, who will manufacture the necessary testimony 
to meet them, succeeds in his claim. 

‘The large sum of money which the cleimant will receive upon the allowance 
of his claim and the ease with which a fraudulent claim may be manufactured 
constitute a powerful inducement to dishonest persons to present fraudulent 
claims, and these occupy the attention of the office in attempting to determine 
their merits, which ought tobe given tothe meritorious claims, and thus, by the 
encouragement of fraudulent claims, the system operates to delay the others to 
such a that, in many cases, it results in a ctical denial of justice. And 


ing. 


Name of employé. 


pension prior 
— by vir- 
ue of rerating. 


to rerat 


Annual value of 


Annual value o! 


Certificate num- 
ber. 


| Salary. 


the pu tof the necessary medical inquiries is little better than a farce, There A ATE 3 158. 
are about 1,700 surgeons, for the most part neighborhood practitioners, who May 29 Paa: 
make the examinations of the claimants in their respective neighborhoods, June 1 955. 
and report their condition to the Commissioner of Pensions, for which service Jane 10 | 2,105. 
they are paid by the Government a fee of $i (formerly $2) for each examination, June 12 7145. 
ithout reflecting upon the intell and intergrity of these surgeons in May 16| 1, 
general, it is a fact that the reports of these examiners too often bear evidence May 29| L 
that they were of the most superficial character, and not unfrequently are they Silas Colgrove.... June 6| 1, 


Thomas W. Dai 
Perley B. Dickerson 
William P! Davis...... 
J Dickinson... 


found to be untruthful in whole or in part, sometimes to the prejudice of the 
Government and then again to the prejudice of the claimant. And the conse- 
quence is, the medical referee and other professional gentlemen, whose busi- 
ness it is to review the medical side of the cases, are oftentimes as much in the 
dark in relation to the existence and character of the claimant's alleged dis- 
ease and the degree to which he is disabled by itas though no examination had 
been made, and not unfrequently arrive at wrong conclusions, and injustice fol- 
lows, either to the claimant or to the Government. 
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James Edgar Engle .........-. 
John M., Foote........... 
John G. Greenawalt c. 
William M. Goodlove 
Edward Howard...... 


s e: 

It would seem that the fact that ex parte methods in the ascertainment of truth 
in doubtful or disputed questions have been condemned by the civilized world 
for centuries, and that open public proceedings, bringing parties and witnesses 
face to face that they may be inte ted, such as are Tepana by the new 
pan pave been adopted by the unanimous judgment of enlightened people, 

upon the common observation of mankind, ought to leave no question 
as to the propriety of discontinuing the ex parte system in pension claims. 

There is another aspect of the ex parte system which should receivé the most 
earnest consideration on the part of the Government, and that is its fruitful- 
ness of crime against the laws, in the nature of perjury, forgery, and false per- 


sonation, 
The following table shows the number of the two first-named offenses com- 
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Jefferson H. Jenings... 
Dennis T, Kirby,........ 
Ezekiel H. Maxwell. 
Forest W, McElroy ..... 
Philip Metzger............. 
Charles Me artee... 
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June ll 321. 
mitted in the cases of 500 pensioners whose names have been dropped from the oses D. Noah...... May 

rolls since July 1, 1376, because the pensions were obtained by fraud: x T TEROA 2, Apel ann 

1, 8| 4,087: 
Widows, 1 May 14| 1,466.50 
Invalid.| " ete, | Total. r May 15 86. 93 
rae i iy S| amr 
Nambr OF Aima aeiae i June ‘ 46.87 
False affidavits made by— L Tals ss 2| SLN 
OMCETS nsnuvsenseseesserss sor tnerssesnrnsstese sorsarseasanisasonesecaesse| SOL} S| 388| 250316 | James E. Smi'h e..... 2, May 8| 1,236.20 
Ashland B. Swiggett.......... 1, May 25| 1,493.77 
Hiram “mith, jr. f... 3, July 29| 6,262.20 
Frederick Tyers... 1, June 7} 1,024.27 
3 Join E Walston, 1,400 Janae 2117.40 

Total number of affidavits filed in the cases „ss... vant Wonk $ nape i 
Number of forgeries. .........000-« we PERRET Sy ARE Es Sunes Seq — == 
J Totals... POA SASA 58, 610,79 

It will be seen that 70 per cent. of these aMdavits were false, l 
There had been paid to these 500 pensioners before their fraud was discovered a Acting chief of division. d Qualified surgeon. 
pote : b Medical examiner. e Clie: of division. 
Mr. Chairman, I commend to the committee the argument and state- ¢Special examiner. f First Deputy Commissioner. 


ment of this Commissioner, a Republican of much experience in this 
branch of the service and a gentleman of undisputed integrity and of 
undoubted ability. It truthfully and forcibly applied to the condi- 
tion of things as they then existed. It will also apply with equal or 
greater truth and force to the service as it has since existed and as it 
now exists, 

The accuracy of these statements, so far as I am informed, has never 
been questioned. 

But, sir, let us pass to matters of more recent date. I will now call 
the attention of the committee to facts which have transpired within 
the past two years, and which are still fresh in the memories of those 
whom they more directly affect than ourselves. As I have before said, 
since my membership of this House there has not, so faras my recollec- 
tion goes, been an investigation of the Pension Office. Its records are 
practically a sealed book to the House of Representatives except in so 


Suppose, Mr. Chairman, that this list should be read around every 
camp-lire of the Grand Army of the Republic throughout the country, 
can it not be easily imagined what would be thought and said of these 
ofticials—all of them drawing good salaries—all in the Pension Office, 
and in daily and direct communication with its chief and his imme- 
diate advisers and subordinates? 

I call the attention of gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber whose 
constituents are, for especial reasons, deeply and directly interested in 
the proper administration of this great hureau, which not only handles 
more thanan hundred millions of dollars annually, but also adjudi- 
cates thousands and tens of thousands and hundreds of thousands or 
claims, to its transactions, as evidenced by this statement. 

Why, sir, suppose. the Secretary of War or the Secretary of the Navy 
or the Secretary of the Treasury had permitted such a thing to occur in 
their Departments, do we not all know that within an hour after it had 
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become known to the House a dozen members would have been ready 
and eager to offer resolutions looking to an immediate investigation ? 
Here we find a chief of division, already enjoying a salary of $2,000 per 
annum and drawing a pension, not only procures an increase of his an- 
pope ree butalso arrears amounting to $3,748.77. I referto Henry 
A. i 

Mr. RAINES, Does not the gentleman know that no chief of divis- 
ion in the Pension Office can rerate himself? 

Mr. SAYERS. I know that these reratements could not have oc- 
curred unless the officials, whose names appear in the list, were williag 
pe to the scheme, and they are responsible for it. Observe the 

tes of these reratements, how close they are together. All of the 

es are in the same building and in daily intercourse with each other. 

any one, in his senses, doubt the existence of a epnspiracy by them 
to take advantage of the time, the circumstances, and the occasion to 
their own enrichment? And, in this list, we find the name of John E. 
Carpenter, a medical examiner, gettinga salary of $1,800 per annum and 
drawing a pension. He is rerated, or rather he assists to rerate him- 
self. His pension is increased and he pockets the neat sum of $1,803.03 
in the way of arrears. And William M. Goodloye, alsoa qualified sur- 
gen, enjoying $2,000 a year as salary and a pension, comes in for his 

e . 


And Frank A. Butts, an acting chief of division; and Edward C. 
Parkinson, a special examiner; and James E. Smith, another chief of 
division; and Hiram Smith, jr. , First Deputy Commissioner, a gentleman 
not unknown to fame, were also members of this celebrated pool, 
formed for the pore of raiding the Treasury. 

Gentlemen of the committee, I earnestly invite you toa careful con- 
sideration of this statement. 

Mr. MORROW. Does the gentleman propose to insert in that con- 
nection the list that he has received from the Pension Office showing 
the rerating of employés by Commissioner Black ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. Iwill read thatlist now, if it willdo the 
gentleman any good. I do not propose to shield Democrats at the ex- 
pense of the Republican party. If Democratic Commissioners of Pen- 
sions or Democratic employés have been doing wrong, give us a com- 
mittee of Republicans and Democrats; let them examine the Pension 
Office from top to bottom and for many years past. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I suggest that there will be no more opportune 
moment to insert that list than just now, especially the case of Deputy 
Commissioner Bartlett, who was rerated by Commissioner Black. 

Mr. SAYERS. All right; I shall be glad to refer to the case which 
the gentleman mentions. 

Mr. MORROW. ‘The name of Deputy Commissioner Bartlett, how- 
ever, does not appear on that list; that is an outside case. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the name of Deputy Commissioner Bartlett does 
not appear on this list, the Commissioner of Pensions has not certified 
to me all the facts. If he has withheld the name of Deputy Commis- 
sioner Bartlett, how many more may have been withheld ? 

Mr. MORROW. The gentleman will pardon me. The case of Bart- 
lett was not a case of rerating; and that is the reason it does not ap- 

on the list. The facts involved in that case were that while Mr. 

ett was uty Commissioner, drawing $3,600 a year, his case, 
under what is called ‘‘the forty-eight-hour order,’’ was required to be 
examined at once; and while the medical examiner had fixed the pen- 
sinn “es $22.50 the Commissioner gave him $30 peremptorily and arbi- 
trarily. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish it understood that I make no assault on the 
present Commissioner of Pensions. So far as he is concerned I have 
no reason to believe that he is not acting honestly and discharging his 
duty to the best of his ability. 

Mr. HILL. Can you tell us how many cases of employés of the 
ses 73 Office were rerated during the period to which you have re- 

erred ? 

Mr. SAYERS, There were forty-six. 

Mr. HILL. How many in all were rerated during the same period ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Under Commissioner Black? 

Mr. HILL. Under Commissioner Tanner. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not know; I have not got that information. 

Mr. HILL. You gave the figures of something between two thou- 
sand and three thousand cases that have been rerated. 

Mr. SAYERS. That was only for six months. 

Mr. HILL. Well, during that period of six months how many 
were rerated in all. 

Mr.SAYERS. The answer will appear in my remarks. 

Mr. HILL. I would like the gentleman to now state the exact 


figures. 

Mr. SAYERS. Here is a statement of the number of pension cases 
rerated between March 28, 1889, and August 31, 1889, inclusive, the 
number being 1,396. 

Mr. DOCKERY. At what cost? r 

Mr. SAYERS. The value of the penons before rerating was $191,- 
866; afterward $287,906. The total amount was $997,547.61. 

Mr. HILL. Then, as I understand, out of a total of 1,396 persons 
as Seo that period of six months 46 were employés ot the Pen- 

ce 


Mr. SAYERS. Iso understand. I now submit the table called for 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow]. 

Names of employés of Pension Bureau who are pensioners, and who were 

rerated between September 1, 1888, and March 27, 1889, inclusive. 


Name of employé, 


Amount of rerat- 
ing. 


John D. Anderson $4,000 | $432 | $432 $1, 379.67 
2,250 | 240 350 194. 00 
2000 | 261| 300 1,580.70 
1,400 | 123| 204 1; 430.71 
1400| 48| 96 439.82 
1400| 96| 204 710.07 
1600| 48| 204 629.77 
1,80 | 120| 204 729.08 
1,400 | 120] 144 91.47 
1600 | 330| 360 713.33 


H 
t 


a United States pension agent. 
b Navy. d Chief of division. 


c Assistant medical referee, 


Mr. HILL. Does the gentleman know any good reason why the Pen- 
sion Office employés should not be rerated as other employés if they are 
entitled to it. 

Mr. SAYERS, I donot believe if I were placed as a custodian of the 
Treasury I should be the first man to put my hand into its vaults or 
to take advantage of the fact of my being nearest to the Treasury and, 
when there is an opportunity, increase my salary. [Laughter.] As 
suggested by my friend from Arkansas, I should not play ‘‘ sooner’? 
on the rest, [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HILL. Doesthe gentleman say because they are employés of 
the Pension Office that fact precludes them from filing their applica- 
tions-as other soldiers? 

Mr. SAYERS, That is a question of taste. If a man is drawing a 
big salary and wants to get more money by virtue of his official posi- 
tion, it isa matter of taste. I would not do it myself. [Applause.] 

Mr. HILL, Ifit is a mere question of taste then it does not follow 
there is any fraud or collusion in it, 

Mr. SAYERS. The question of taste often involves a moral, if not 
a legal frand and also collusion. 

Mr. MORROW. The gentleman from Texas does not read the re- 
rating under Commissioner Black. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwill put it in my remarks. 

Mr. MORROW. It would only take a moment to read a portion to 
the House. 

Mr. SAYERS, It is a pretty good showing for Commissioner Black, 
and I will read it. 

Mr. MORROW. Read it. 

Mr. SAYERS, Iwill. Thenumber of cases from September 1, 1888, 
to March 27, 1889, was 1,118; their value, prior to reratement, $150,- 
288.77, and after reratement $191,423, with a total amount of $548,- 
140.36, which would show a difference of $449,407.25 between the two 
administrations. 3 

Mr. MORROW. Itis only a question of degree, then. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of amount. 

Mr. MORROW. General Black rerated 1,118 and Tanner 1,136. 

Mr. SAYERS. The statement as to General Black begins September 
1, 1888, and ends March 27, 1489; and as to Mr. Tanner, it begins March 
28, 1889, and ends August 31, 1889. But Ido not wish to have any con- 
tention with the chairman of the subcommittee as to the relative abil- 
ities of Commissioner Black and Commissioner Tanner to get money 
out of the Treasury. [Great laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman let me ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam always glad to accommodate the gentleman. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Youarealwayskind. I understand the re- - 
rating began under our friend Tanner, and that Commissioner Black, 
our excellent friend, in 1888 began this loose rerating. [Laughter. ] 

Mr.SAYERS. I do not admit that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And it continued until 1889 without inter- 
ruption, 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not admit that. It continued, as I understand, 
for almost a year in the office without interruption. I understand that 
Commissioner Tanner was appointed in March, and when it was ascer- 
tained that rerating was going on among the officials in the office it 
was arrested, and he was removed. i 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not know as to that. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask the gentleman if he was removed? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. He is not there now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYERS, Was he removed? [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. He wasremoved, butIdonotknow whether 
he removed himself or because of asuggestion from the Administration. 
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[Langhter. And I wish to have my friend’s attention for a moment, 
order to commend the Administration for correcting it as soon as it 
was discovered. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam willing that the Administration shall have all 
the credit it can get before the country forappointing Mr. Tanner Com- 
missioner of Pensions and for its action in summarily dismissing him 
from office. Thatisa question I shall have nothing to do with just now. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, My friend will observe that he went on un- 
interruptedly under our friend, the late President, while in this par- 
ticular instance the moment the same offense was repeated it was in- 
stantly checked and the offender removed. He will comment on that 
further on, of course. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have already commented—— 

Mr. HILL, If it will not interrupt the gentleman from Texas, he 
says that these are things he had nothing todo with. Why, then, 
inject them into the debate? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will tell the gentleman why I have injected them 
into the debate, Iwas appointed through the kindness of the Speaker 
of this House a member of the Committee on Appropriations, and 
through the kindness of the gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of 
that committee, I was appointed to the subcommittee on pensions, and 
I felt it my duty not tosit here with my lips closed while a bill anfount- 
ing to nearly $100,000,000 of appropriation was passing through the 

ouse. 

Mr. HILL. You thought it a good chance to make a speech? 

Mr. SAYERS. First rate; and I have availed myself of it. 

Mr. LANE. And made a good speech. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words to 
the old soldierson the Republican side, to the men who saw active serv- 
ice, who went early into the field. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey. Beforethe gentleman leaves this 
branch of the subject will he yield for aquestion ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The gentleman seems to have 
received information from the Pension Office which he has been dis- 
cussing. Has he discovered, by anything obtained from the office, 
that there has been any rerating under the present Commissioner, Gen- 
eral Raum ? 

Mr. SAYERS. It does not extend to General Raum. Ihave said to 
the committee, Mr. Chairman, time and time again, that I have no 
question with General Raum as to the administration of the office since 
he has had charge of it, for I know nothing about it. Ihavean amend- 
ment, however, that I shall offer to this bill, which if adopted by the 
House may develop some facts later on. 

At this point, Mr, Chairman, I desire to present to the committee a 
statement, which can not be otherwise than interesting. It introduces 
into this discussion and brings betore the committee a gentleman who 
has made himself somewhat tamous by reason of his decisions reversing 
the action of the Pension Office upon applications for pensions. 

The statement speaks for itself and turnishes its own best analysis. 
It is as follows: 

Statement of pensions paid, result of reversals by the Secretary of the In- 
terior. 
September 1, 1888, to March 26, 1889: 
Amount under Commissioner J. ©, Black......ssssesssasesssnscssnnssenee 
March 27, 1889, to October 18, 1889: 


Amount under Commissioner James Tanner... 
October 19, 1859, to March 7, 1390: 


Amount under Commissioner Green B, Raum.........:0 cscs a 
Total amount from September 1, 1888, to March 7, 1890, in- 
OBB ATE ROAN E E A N ERP T IP A AALSA E laces sessesccevee 190, 351. 37 


Total number of certificates issued.... 


Wehave seen, Mr. Chairman, one method by which increased pension 
expenditures have been obtained; that is, through favoritism among 
the officials in the central office. 

But it sometimes happens that the office itself can not afford the de- 
sired relief, and an appeal to departmental authority becomes necessary. 

It appears, sir, that since the advent of the present Administration 
into power many rehearings have been granted upon claims rejected 
by General Black while he was Commissioner. In other words, certain 
ef these rejected claims have been reconsidered and allowed by Assist- 
ant Secretary Bussey, and it is to some of his decisions that I propose 
to now call the attention of the committee. 

The first one is that of Daniel B. Kaufman, late captain in the Forty- 
eighth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

His claim for a pension had been rejected under a departmental de- 
cision rendered October 22, 1887. I ask the attention of the committee 
to this case, and especially do I ask those gentlemen of the House who, 
when the war of 1861 began, volunteered for the preservation of the 
Union and did their full duty at all times and under all circumstances, 
whether in the camp, on the march, or on the field of battle. 

The decision of October 22, 1887, rejecting this man’sapplication for 
a pension, rested solely upon the ground that he had been dishonorably 
discharged the service. It appears from the records, which I hold in 
my hand, that Captain Kaufman wasarraigned and tried before a gen- 
eral court-martial, convened near Petersburgh, Va., upon the charge of 


cowardice, He was found not guilty of cowardice, but guilty of gross 
misconduct before the enemy, and his sentence was, ‘*To be dismissed 
the service of the United States.” Major-General Meade, in General 
Court-Martial Orders, No. 28, dated August 1, 1864, approved the pro- 
ceedings, finding, and sentence in the case of Captain Kaufman, and 
directed that he should cease to belong to the military service of the 
United States from thedateof the order. These facts are not disputed, 
The Assistant Secretary, Mr. Bussey, reversed this decision and admitted 
Kaufman to the pension-roll. 

In the course of his argument, Mr. Chairman, which is quite lengthy, 
Mr, Bussey says that— 

The pension system is not one of privileges, nor of rewards, nor of honors, nor 
of morals. Itis purely and exclusively a system of gree Po gratuity,of 
aid, of care for the fader’ disabled whose wounds or injuries or diseases 
have been incurred in and by reason of the service. 

The language of the Assistant Secretary is plain and can be easily 
understood. There can be no doubt as to its meaning, and, if it be the 
true ne definition of the system, the opinion heretofore held is a false 
one should be immediately and completely abandoned. 

General Black, in one of his rulings, has said: 

No ordinary man can believe, without convincing proof thereof, that it has 
been designed to exact of the soldiers of the regular Army, and of that 
class of volunteers of other and honorable wars, the condition of an honorable 
dis. harge or release from service and at the same time allow thatthe company of 
their equally honorable brethren of the war of 1861 should be degraded and low- 


ered in the universal estimation of mankind by admitting to the bigh privil 


of the pension-roll those not honorably discharged or released from service. X 


in other words, the Commissioner can not believe that the Government intends 
that the deserter of the war of 1861 should be placed upon a par with the faith- 
ful soldiers of that great war ani! all the wars that preceded it, 

And Governor Hovey, of Indiana, speaking for the association of 
which he is so prominent a member, declares that— 


Pensions should be ted, not for the support of the sioner alone, but 
as a badge of distinction for past services. Like the Victoria Cross or the 
French Cordon of Honor, they should be the evidence of bravery, loyalty, and 
service for our country, 

Mr. Chairman, can there be a greater variance in language and idea 
than is here exhibited as to the true meaning and intention of the pen- 
sion system? Which of these definitions will the House and the coun- 
try accept as true, the one given and maintained by Mr. Bussey as a 
guide to his official action in such matters or that which has the sanc- 
ee of two such distinguished soldiers as Governor Hovey and General 

ack? 

Mr. HILL. I understand the gentleman to say that he will incor- 
porate that entire decision. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have said so; but the gentleman will have an de 5 
portunity to answer in his own time. I intend to put this case fairly 
betore the committee. 

Sir, to-day, at this very hour, this man, Captain Kauffman, a dis- 
honorably dismissed officer, is drawing his pension, and his name is 
upon the roll amongst the names of those who fought and left their 
limbs at Chickamauga, Chancellorsville, Gettysburgh, and the many 
hundred battle-fields of the late war. Isit right that this should beso? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would appeal to the gentleman in criticising 
the Assistant Secretary of the Interior that he at least give him the 
benefit of the whole of the decision. 

Mr. SAYERS. I haveit with me. I have not had time to read it 
all, but I will put it in, 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Insert it in the RECORD. 

Mr. SAYERS. In order that there may be no doubt as to the dis- 
missal of Captain Kauiman from the service, I beg to read the order 
itself: 

[General Court-Martial Orders, No. 28,] 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE POTOMAC, August 1, 1864. 
* * * . . * 


IV. Before a general court-martial, of which Lieut. Col. J. C. Whiton, Fifty- 
eighth Massachusetts Volunteers, is president, convened at camp near Peters- 
burgh, Va., by virtue of General Orders, No. 29, from headquarters Second 
Ninth Army Corps, of June 20, 1864, was arraigned and tried— 

Capt. D. B. Kaufman, Forty-eighth Regiment Pennsyvania Veteran Volun- 
teers, upon the following 

cere: Cowardice. 

Finding: Not guilty of cowardice, but guilty of gross misconduct before the 
enemy. 

E EN “To be dismissed the service of the United States.” 

The proceedings of this court-martial and this sentence are approved, 

By command of Major-General Meade. 

S. WILLIAMS, Assistant Adjutant-General. 


_The CHAIRMAN, The hour of the gentleman from Texas has ex- 


ired. 
“i Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ofKentucky. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that 
as a member of the subcommittee I would be entitled to take the floor; 
and, if it is agreeable I will take the floor and yield as much time to 
my friend from Texas as he desires. 

Mr. MORROW. Ithinkat this time it would be well to fix the limit of 
this general debate. Will the gentleman from Texas indicate when 
general debate shall be closed ? 

Mr. SAYERS. We will probably get through this evening. 

Mr. MORROW. How much time do you require? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will not take more than ten minutes longer. 

Mr. Chairman, I will now rapidly and without comment invite 
the attention of the committee such portions of other cases as will 


- 
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not only make the opinions rendered by the Assistant Secretary thor- 

oughly understood, but will also bring into close and certain light the 

por that he has inaugurated in reference to the allowance of pension 
ms. 


The first case is that of Zenas Hamilton. 

Mr. MORROW. What page is that on? 

Mr. SAYERS. On page 3. This anplication was rejected on the 5th 
day of March, 1885, and a new hearing was asked after the appoint- 
ment of Mr, Bussey as Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

A MEMBER. Who was his attorney? 

Mr. SAYERS. Milo B. Stevens & Co. In this case the Assistant 
Secretary says: 

Iam clearly of the opinion, after considering the facts connected with the in- 
currence of the injury for which this claim for pension is made, that the second 
point contended for in said motion is well taken. Itis true that ita; that 

mt was injured by a fall of seats while seated among the audience wit- 
nessing a circus performance, but it also appears that he was atthe place where 
said circus was performing asa member of adetail, ordered to protectand guard 
said circus, was within the circus tent at the time of the accident by the 
ee and consent of his superior officer, the sergeant in command of said 

p and during an interval ween the times he was required to go on 
post as sentry. being in the circus tent, looking at the performance, was 
merely incidental to his being on duty at that place as a member of the 

He was simply awaiting there the proper time to arrive when he would again 
be required to walk his post as sentinel, and was in a place where he had per- 
mission to be, near his post of duty, in a position where he was ready to re- 
spond in a moment to any call that might be made upon him, and, in my judg- 
ment, was in the line of his duty as a soldier and asa member of said guard at 
the time said accident ; nor do I think it just or reasonable to hold 
that claimant's pensionable status should be in any way affected by the circum- 
stance that he wasa spectator of a circus performance which happened to be 
remy omg fe said time and in said pra There appears to have been no dis- 
pute as to the fact that the accident by which he was injured was unavoidable 
on his part, with the happening of which he was in no way concerned, 


And in the case of William M. Ammerman: 


a a motion filed by claimant's attorney, I have reconsidered the claim of 
William M. Ammerman, formerly of Company K, Eighty-sixth Regiment of 
Ohio Volunteers, for pension, upon which a decision ng the action of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, adverse to claimant's right to pension, was given 
by the Department on the of June, 1886, 
* Ld . . * . a 
It appears from the decision that the said William M. Ammerman received an 
injury, on account of which he claimed pension, in the following manner: On 
or about the Ist of September, 1863, he was in camp, standing in front of his 
tent. Certain of his comrades were in play, in which, however, Am- 
merman was not participating, One comrades kneeled down behind 
Ammerman, and another pushed him back wards over the one kneeling, so that 
he was thrown upon his head and ehoulders and received a fracture of the left 
clavicle and of the acromion process of the scapula. 
+ * . s e G ê 
Upon the state of facts set forth in the former decision, the injury on account of 
which Ammerman claims a pension was connected as a result with his military 
service. Atthe time he received the injury he was in his proper place, ready 
to perform such duty as he might be calied upon todo. The injury alleged as 
the ground of pension happened to him without any fault or neglect on his 
The injury was connected as a result with the se , in the service 
placed him in a position where, without fault on his part, he had received 
said injury. This connection is sufficiently close and direct to entitle him to 
the benefits of the pension law. 


And in the case of William H. Brokenshaw: 


On the motion, filed April 9, 1889, by Soule & Co., attorneys, Wash! m, D. 
„fora reconsideration of the adverse departmental decision rend on ap- 
peal July 23, 1887, in the case of W, H. Brokenshaw, late of Company H, Twenty- 
ninth Michigan Volunteers. 

è : + + $ 

The basis of the claim filed April 30, 1883, was an inj 
to have been incurred in the service and line of duty at Jackson, Mich., about 
March 25, 1865, said injury eae been caused three soldiers, names un- 
known, jumping on claimant while he was climbing into his bunk, crushi: 
ribs of jeft side just below the heart. Claimant was enrolled March 2, 1865, an 
was mustered out with his company June 30, 1865. He was examined at Detroit, 
Mich., October 1, 1884, by a board of examining surgeons, consisting of J. F. 
Noyes, N. W. Webber, and Charles C. Yemans. t, 

. * * 


* * s e 
Brokenshbaw was clearly in the line of duty—not passive a but active 
duty—inasmuch as when received the alleged injury he was in the act of 
z bing into his bunk,” the piace of customary hve epy it was his duty to 
use, and which was provided for him by the regulations of the service; and 
said injury, though not a necessary result, was, as to claimant, an unavoidable 
incident of the service, it having been caused, without provocation on his = 
by “three soldiers, names unknown, jumping on him while he was climbing 
into his bunk.” He was thus in no degreea contributor to his own injury, but 
was merely the helpless recipient of an irresistible assault. His title to remedy 
is plain, but it does not lie against his assailants. It lies in the system of pen- 
sions provided by Congre for disabilities incurred in the military service and 
line of duty. Brokenshaw was “in his proper place, ready to perform such 
pon to do,” and the injury al 
n happened to him "without any fault or neglect on 


And in the case of William Jones: 


The material facts connected with the incurrence of the disability which is 
all by the claimant are conceded in the former departmentai decision to be 
the following, namely: 

“Claimant, whileserving asa member of the guard, and having the permission 
of his superior officer, while standing against a rail or balustrade eating his 
rations at dinner time, immediately in front of his quarters at Camp Chase, Ohio. 
in May, 1865, wus pushed or thrown backward over said balustrade by two of 
his comrades, who were scuffling on the portico which supported the balustrade, 
and who, itana a AT precipitate him from his position, seized him for that 

t claimant himself having no part in the scuffle, except to resist or de- 

himself agninst the une assault, which caused the disability now 
alleged as the basis of his appeal.” 
. s s s è 


s La 
The claimant in this case was the victim of an overpowering assault, to which 
he did not contribute and to which he was nota , while he was in camp 
under orders as a member of the guard, and w: he was doing an act 


e * 
of left side, alleged” 


as ngs ground of 
pa: 


which, according to army Jations, is not only related to, but an essential 
condition of the service; and, therefore, when, without contribution or care- 
lessness on his own part, he incurred the disability which he here alleges, he 
was in the line of duty in the sense that gives title to a pension. 


This claim had been rejected April 14, 1887. 
And in the case of Mary E., widow of Alexander McNeill: 


I have carefully considered the motion filed April 17, 1889, by James H. Ver- 
milya & Co., attorneys for claimant, requesting that the departmental! decision 
rendered May 8, 1888, in the case of Mary E., widow of Alexander McNeill, af- 
firming on ap: the action of Fy bu eau rejecting her claim for widow's 

n (No. ), be reversed by the Department. 
s + s s * $ 


. 

It appears from the statement of facts in this claim that the soldier received 
in the service the injuries which it is claimed subsequently caused his death 
while engaged, in camp, in a friendly wrestling match with a comrade, There 
does not appear to have been any malice or bad blood about the affair, and the 
injury to the soldier was evidently purely accidental. He was at the time in 
camp, where his duty as a soldier required him to be; and in indulging in a 

less and innocent athletic sport, of a friendly character, he was not violat- 
ing any of the rules and regulations of the service, nor disobeying any com- 
mand of his superior officers, nor conducting himself in an PO a p or unsol- 
dinika annA Dr doing any other act calculated to disturb or to transgress 
mili p y 

The Government placed both the soldier and the comrade with whom he was 
wrestling in the position where it was both natural and proper for them to in- 
dulge in such athletic rts or exercises, with the consent of their command- 
ing officers; and I consider that it would be too narrow and technical a view to 
hold that an injury resulting from such exercises asa r in this case was in- 
curred out of the line of duty, and, therefore, not onable, 


And in the case of Martha A., mother of John Hunt: 


Her claim was rejected November 25, 1887, “on the nd that the death of 
soldier did not grow out of circumstances relating to his military duty.” 
* = * a . * * 


The sole question presented for consideration is, was soldier's death due to 
causes conn with and incident to his service and line of duty? 
he records show that he “died in hospital at Bard-town, Ky., January 4, 
sere are pe bres Day! 52g Sacterpomgen iajarian PE cause of death, x 
ppellant, mother er, alleges e died at Bardstown, Ky., from 
the “effects of poison received in some pies.” £ 

The captain and comrades testify that while in the service and in camp at 
Bardstown, Ky., with his company, he pu a pie of a woman gelling pies 
to the soldiers; that he was within a few hours taken violently sick, pens don 
from severe pains and cramping in the bowels; and was taken to the hospital, 
where he d'ed the next day. No post mortem was had, nor is there any more 
positive evidence as to the ific cause of death. 

The surgeon in charge of the hospital where he died, ina recent exam- 
ination, stated that “soldier had never been on the sick-list until he was sud- 
denly ill at Bardstown and died in a few hours. Hisdeath made agreat excite- 
ment in the regiment, for it was believed to be the work of rebels, * * * The 
symptoms were those of poisoning, and I have no doubt in my own mind that 
ees was produced by some irritant, but what the nature of it was I do not 

now,” 

While there is no positive testimony that the pes purchased were poisoned 
yet in view of the foregoing testimony and the impressions upon the minds oi 
officers and comrades at the time, it would not be an unreasonable presumption, 

But in the absence of tive proof that the soldier was thus poisoned, caus- 
ing his death, the fact still remains that prior to that time, while in the service, 
or be no disability, was taken suddenly ill, and in a few hours died at the hos- 
pital. 

When he was taken sick he was on guard duty; there is not the slightest in- 
dication that he was violating any military law, rule, or regulation of his com- 
mand, or that he was guilty of any contributory or culpable negligence. 

In the absence, then, of any proof to the contrary, the 1 presumption arises 
that the death cause originated in the service and line of duty, 

It is theretore believed that the rejection of the claim on the ground stated is 
erroneous, and the decision of your bureau is, to that extent, reversed. 


And in the case of Henry A. Helmer; this application had been re- 
jected March 1, 1889: 


The adverse departmental decision was based upon the ground that claim- 
ant's disability was not incurred while in the line of duty, Claimant's own 
statement of the case, which was accepted as the ground for the foregoing de- 
cision, was made before a special examiner November 12, 1884, in the following 
terms, as shown by the accompanying papers: 

“On or about the second day after the battle of Pea Ridge, I was taking care 
of my captain's horse, I asked for the loan of the horse to go over the battle- 
field just to look atit. Second Lieut. John Cahoe also went with me on horse- 
back, When I asked the captain for the horse, he said: ‘Henry, I rather you 
wouldnottakehim. He may throw youand kill you, You know hehasthrown 
you once or twice.’ He throwed me at Osage River over his head, but did me 
no injury. As we were riding along, my borse got frightened, I think ata dead 
horse, and commenced back-jumping, and the first thing I knew I was thrown 
against a tree. When I went to get up I found I was badly hurt; my ankle just 
flopped over, The lieutenant went back to camp for help. They carried me 
to my tent and went and got one of the surgeons of the regiment, who set my 
akis which was broke—the outside bone of the left ankle—and put the splints 
on 

La * * * . * * 


Claimant was in the service and in his proper place at the time when, in com- 
pany with Lieutenant Cahoe, at his own request, he started on ho: to ride 
over the battle-field at Pea Ridge, thereby doing an act which is known to becus- 
tomary where opportunity offers immediately aftera battie, for purposes of in- 
spection and information. The fact that claimant was going on the tourof in- 
spection was known to his superior officers and was evidently in accordance 
with official consent,as evidenced by the presence of Lieutenant Cahoe, who 
accompaniedhim. It is clear that the tour of inspection was in no sense nor de- 
gree a violation of the regulations of the service, but in harmony therewith. 
Otherwise it would have been the part of claimant's superior officer to forbid and 
restrain him, in which event nt would have been out of the line of duty - 
when taking the ride over the battle-fleld, 

‘The fact that claimant's captain warned him against the horse because the 
animal might throw him can not be construed as s command, nor as an instruc- 
tion prohibitory of the proposed ride, It was only a precaution which in no 
way affected the line of duty which claimant was aagi Claimant mihi 
in fact, have been thrown wt Bag other horse, even by ordinarily the gen 
animal, and the determina of claimant to ride the captain's horse was jus- 
tified by the fact that he (claimant) was caring for the animal, and was not likely 
to be id of him, but believed him to be safe enough. 


Mr. Chairman, I have collated these decisions for the purpose of 
showing an evident and certain tendency, through a too liberal and 
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unwarranted construction of the law, toward the entire destruction of 
every barrier which has been erected to protect the Treasury against 
the assaults of undeserving men. 

No one can foretell the ultimate consequences which will undoubtedly 
result from such a policy as this. The tax-payers of the landareentirely 
helpless in the presence of these decisions. They constitute precedents 
which, if followed to their logical conclusion, will enable any claimant, 
however unworthy, if he can only establish an enlistment and a dis- 
charge, to make himself a pensioner upon the liberal bounty which the 
Government has created for those who have rendered honorable, faith- 
ful, and courageous military service, and, through disease contracted or 
wounds received while in the performance of duty, have placed them- 
selves within the provisions of our pension laws, 

And, sir, the time will come, if this iniquity be persisted in, when 
the minds and hearts of the people will be turned, in utter loathing, 
from the laws which they now regard with favor and affection. The 
true interests of the faithful soldier, who returned from the field of 
conflict, with his escutcheon undimmed and with his shield untar- 
nished, to the peaceful walks of American citizenship, demand that the 
pension-roll should be securely guarded; thatit should be purified from 
the presence of the unworthy; and that such men as Assistant Secre- 
tary Bussey should not be permitted to destroy a system which was 
intended by our fathers to be an emblem of courage and fidelity as 
well as a protection against want to those whose misfortune it has been 
to lose their health and their strength while in the actual military serv- 
ice of the country. 

Sir, I have already spoken at greater length than I intended, but I 
felt that something should be said in opposition to the policy which 
characterizes the present administration of the pension system and to 
warn the people against the consequences which are sure to come un- 
less such policy be speedily and radically 5 

I return to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] the 
remainder of his time, with thanks for his courtesy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has forty-five 
minutes remainin; 

Mr. PETERS. Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire to pro- 
ceed now? 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No; I would rather not. I 
do not know that I shall occupy any of the time myself. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that gentle- 
men desiring to extend remarks upon this bill may have authority to do 
80, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. : 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I shall start out by complimenting 
my colleague on the committee [Mr. SAYERS] for the great number of 
interesting figures he has presented to us and for the laborious and 
painstaking manner in which those figures have been collated. Ishall 
reply as briefly as possible to some of the exceptions that have been 
taken by that gentleman to pension legislation and to the administra- 
tion of the Pension Bureau, and shall reply also to some of his criti- 
cisms in regard to various expenditures that have been made. 

During the current fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, the amount appro- 
priated for pensionsin the bill passed by the last Congress was $80,473, - 
000. The amount for the pay ment of examining surgeons was $1,000,- 
000. Theamount for salaries of eighteen pension agents was $72,000. 
The clerk-hire for those agencies was $178,000. For fuel in connection 
with those agencies, $750; for lights, $750; and forstationery, $16,000; 
making a total in the pension appropriation bill for the current fiscal 
year of $81,758,700, If you divide this sum by four, the number of 
quarters in the fiscal year, it will give you $20,439,675,which would 
be the quarterly expenditure if the total amount were divided equally 
among the several quarters; or, for the half year, $10,879,350, which 
would bring the expenditure up to the Ist of January last. 

Now, there was in fact expended upto the Ist of Jan last $54,493, - 
304, or an excess over what should have been expended, if there had 
been no deficiencies, during the first half of the present fiscal year, of 
$13,613,954. If we had a law prohibiting the Commissioner of Pen- 
sians from expending any more than one-quarter of the appropriation 
in any one quarter of the year or more than one-half in any half year, 
then the amount which it would have been proper to expend under 
such a law was exceeded up tothe Ist of January last by $13,613,954, 
But in fact there is no such law. The Pension Bureau is not prohib- 
ited from expending a larger amount than one-quarter of the annual 
appropriation within any given quarter of the year, 

It would be unjust to limit the Pension Department in any such 
way. For instance, in order to carry on the Pension Department it 
‘was necessary, prior to the Ist day of July, 1889, to draw upon the ap- 
propriation for the fiscal year beginning on the Ist day of July, 1889, to 
the amount of $8,000,000; and therefore the $31,000,000 for the current 
fiscal year was decreased by the amount of over $8,000,000 to carry on 
the business of the Pension Department during the last fiscal year. It 
is then proper and legitimate to deduct that $3,000,000 from the appro- 
priations for the current fiscal year, because that amount was taken out 
of the sum appropriated and should not properly be charged up to the 
appropriation bill for the current fiscal year. That, then, accounts for 

000,000 of the $13,000,000 in excess of the expenditures for the first 


half of the fises] year. In other words, if you deduct that $8,000,000 
from the amount which was expended during the first half of the fiscal 
ear, over and above the half of the appropriation, it would leave 

.613,954 which was expended during the first half of the fiscal year 
in excess of the half of the appropriation allowed. 

Now, then, we come to another very interesting question connected 
with this matter. For the first time in the history of the country—I 
speak advisedly—we have a careful and concise estimate of what the 
expenses will probably be during the next fiscal year in the Pension 
Department. Never before in the history of this Government has there 
been a basis established from which you could estimate what the ex- 
penses were going to be. Members will find attached to the report of 
the committee, for the first time in the history of legislation, an ap- 
pendix prepared with great care giving an accurate basis upon which 
to form an estimate, All estimates heretofore have been merely guess- 
work. It was not taken into consideration, for instance, how much 
the number on the pen-ion-rolls would be in A 

We have the figures showing the annual increase of the number of 
pensioners for 1887, 1883, and 1889; then we have a careful computa- 
tion of the annual value of each of these pensions; then we have a com- 
putation of the average amount of the increase of the pension-roll during 
a series of years; and that gives us a basis from which to estimate the 
amount that will be required to pay the pensions of those who may be 
added to the names on the pension-rolls during the coming fiscal year, 
This estimate shows also the number of those that are dropped from 
the rolls annually and the number of those that are restored to the 
rolls, giving us the net increase for the last three fiscal years, from which 
we can safely estimate what will be required in future for the payment 
of this increased number added to the pension-rolls, 

Nothing of this kind was presented to the committee when the ap- 
propriation was made for the present fiscal year. Now, what were the 
figures? As has already been stated, the estimated increase of the 
aunual pension-roll for the next fiscal year will, according to these 
figures, be 50,000 persons; and the first payment to be e to these- 
50,000 pensioners will require $22,000,000. 

During the past fiscal year there have been added to the pension-roll 
about 51,000 persons, : 

When the appropriation for the present fiscal year was before the 
House there was no estimate by which we could tell what amount 
would be required to pay the additional pensioners that would be added 
to the pension-roll during the present year. It was, therefore, not sur- 
prising that there was a deficiency of $8,000,000 when the fiscal year 
was entered upon, and that there was an additional deficiency, which 
we provided for a short time agoin the urgent deficiency bill, of $21,- 
000,000. If you add the $21,000,000 in the urgent deficiency bill 
passed by this House several days ago and the $8,000,000, you have an 
aggregate of $29,000,000, which is probably, as nearly as can be ascer- 
tained, the deficiency in pension appropriations for the present fiscal 
year. 

So my friends who are anxious to criticise the administration of the 
Pension Department can see from these figures that the amount of $5,- 
613,954, which was in excess of what should have been spent during the 
first half of the fiscal year, is only a very small portion of whatis really 
a deficiency in the appropriations for the present fiscal year. I can see, 
therefore, nothing that should surprise any one or wel tees that points 
to any lack of proper administration in the Pension Office, so far as 
that is concerned. 

I now desire to call attention for a few moments to the increases to 
which reference has been made. Much has been said in regard to the 
number of increases that were made during the present fiscal year and 
under the present Administration. I may say in passing that this will 
not in any way account for the large deficiency that we have been called 
to provide for in this fiscal year, because at the most liberal estimate 
the entire amount of increases will not exceed the sum of $4,000,000. 
This would account for only $4,000,000 of the $29,000,000 of deficiency. 
When we come to examine carefully by the figures there is nothing 
unreasonable in the increases which have been made. Of course gen- 
tlemen can pick out individual and exceptional cases and comment upon 
them; but I am speaking of the aggregate; and I say that, so far as the 
aggregate of increases is concerned, the result is such as to reflect credit 
upon the Pension Department rather than discredit. 

In this connection I wish to call attention to the number of persons 
drawing a pension of $2 per month from 1885 to 1889. 

In 1855 the number of pensions at $2 per month was 26,134; in 1886, 
28,359; in 1887, 30,823; in 1888, 31,722; and in 1889, 26,875. 

Now, I might stop to criticise the administration of the Pension OL- 
fice under the last Commissioner of Pensions, and show, what was some- 
what notorious throughout the country, that it was allowing a large 
number of $2 a month pensions. I mean under Commissioner Black 
it was currently reported in the newspapers he was allowing a 
number of two-dollar pensions. Any one conversant with the disabil- 
ities incurred in the Army will know that where a disability exists at 
ail ad in most cases, under existing law, is equal to more than $2 per 
month, 

Now, mark you, the number of two-dollar pensions increased steadily 
from 1885 up to 1888, and they did not decrease in the least until 1889, 
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when the Administration changed hands. Forcomparison, in 1885 there 
were 26,134 two-dollar ioners on the roll; in 1888—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Are these fiscal years or cal- 
endar years? 

Mr. PETERS. They are fiscal years. 

In 1888 these 26,134 had increased to 31,422, and gradually and con- 

tinually increased from 1885 up to 1888. I might not uncharitably 
say the object, perhaps, of this kind of pension legislation was to cre- 
ate the impression throughout the country that a large number of pen- 
sions were being granted, and for the purpose of pleading an econom- 
ical administration those pensions were rated ata small figure per month. 
As soon, therefore, as the Republican Administration came in, in view 
of the fact there had been a number of two-dollar pensions granted, 
examination was made of these claims, and in a large number of cases 
it was found the disabilities really entitled the pensioner to more than 
$2a month. Consequently, in 1889, the number of pensioners on the 
rolls at $2 a month had dente to 26,825, or a decrease of nearly 
5,000. 
_ I want to call attention io another fact in connection with this to 
show there was a foundation for the rumor that these two-dollar pensions 
were purposely granted. The number of six, eight, ten, twelve, and 
fourteen dollar pensions gradually and continually increased from 1835 
up to 1889. It is only in the case of two-dollar pensions there has been 
any decrease under the present Administration, proving that when the 
present Administration came to look into affairs, it found a large num- 
ber of pensioners had been placed on the roll at much less than their 
disability warranted. This fact will account for some of the aggregate 
amount of increase, because as is shown from the figures I have pre- 
sented, over 5,000 of these two-dollar pensions after the present Ad- 
ministration came in were inadequately rated and were increased to 
higher grades. 

This, also, will account somewhat for the deficiency which has been 
brought upon us during the present year, a deficiency which we in- 
herited from the past Administration, a deficiency that we would not 
have been required to meet, if the former administration of the Pension 
Office had properly rated these disabilities. 

Thegentleman from New York [Mr. RAINES] has asked me in regard 
to the whole amount of the increases. My colleague from California 
[Mr. Morrow] gave the amount of increases during these years. I 
will give them in brief again. During the year ending June 30, 1887, 
there were 32,107 pensions increased. During the year 1483 there were 
45,716 pensions increased. During the year 1589 there were 71,198 
pensions increased. The very fact to which I have called attention 
will, to some extent, account for the number of increases during the 
year 1889 over prior years. 

Mr. TRACEY. May I ask the gentleman from Kansas a question? 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. TRACEY. I noticed a few moments ago the gentleman stated 
that it was proved that the rate of $2 a month was regarded as an in- 
sufficient pension, and so when the present Administration came into 

wer it was found necessary to raise all those pensions to $4a month. 

Now, if my recollection is accurate, that was done by Commissioner 
Tanner issuing a general order that all pensions of $2 a month should 
be made $4, and subsequently the Assistant Secretary of the Interior 
set aside that order as being improper. 

Mr. PETERS. Commissioner Tanner, as I understand it and as I 
remember it, said he believed that if a party had a disability which 
amounted to a grade that would entitle him to $2 a month, or, in other 
words, if the party had any disability atall, itentitled him under the law 
to a greater rate than $2 a month, and he made an order that all that 
was necessary for such party to do was to make an application stating 
the facts to the Pension Department and he would have them exam- 
ined into, and if found to be correct he would, without medical exam- 
ination, order the increase to be made. That, I think, is the substanee 
of the order. 

Mr. TRACEY. And the Assistant Secretary set aside that order and 
said that the law did not permit the Commissioner of Pensions to make 
such a rale, that it only allowed him to grant an increase on medical 
testimony under the law. And hence I say that would naturally ac- 
count for a large number of the increases from $2 to $4 per month to 
which the gentleman has referred, and would be no indication that the 
oe under the previous administration had not performed their 

uty. 

Mr. PETERS. This orđer of Commissioner Tanner applied entirely 
and solely to the two-dollar pensions. Itdid not apply to any other 
except the two-dollar pensions. 

Mr. ENLOE. My understanding, and I recollect the order of Com- 
missioner Tanner quite distinctly, was to the effect that when a man 
had a pensionable disability at all, whether for one or two or four dol- 

_lars, he should not be allowed a less rate than $4 per month. And 
Assistant Secretary Bussey, in overruling the decision, said there was 
no shadow of law, authority, or precedent for such decision. 

Mr. PETERS. Of course there is no question that where the law 
provides the increase shall only be made after the medical examina- 
tion Commissioner Tanner was wrong in making the order, and the 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior was right in overruling and setting 


it aside. Iam not here to apologize for Mr. Tanner; I only desire to 
make a correct statement of the facts. 

I want to say in this connection, in extenuation of Mr. Tanner’s ac- 
tion, that he succeeded a man who had the reputation of being an 
astute lawyer, conversant with the rales governing the construction 
of statutes and the limitations to official discretion, as well as an ex- 
tended acquaintance with poblic men and legislative proceedings. 
And so when my friends on the other side seek to criticise him for 
making the increase and reratings in the Department, I want to call 
their attention to the fact that he simply followed in the wake of 
Commissioner Black, ` 

Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but another fact: If. as my friend fro 
Texas says, there was a conspiracy in the Pension Department, among 
the employés, to rerate themselves, that conspiracy was planted and in- 
cuhated during the administration of Commissioner Black. There was 
nothing remarkable in the fact that Mr. Tanner should go on following 
in the footsteps of the administration of Mr. Black, who was a lawyer, 
an old soldier, experienced in governmental affairs. Whatever mistake 
was made by Mr. Tanner in rerating employés in the Department was 
only a little greater in degree, perhaps, than the one made by his pred- 
ecessor, if it was a mistake. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question if he 
will permit. 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. ENLOE, I would like to know if you can find in the records 
of the office, or know personally, any case of a clerk under the admin- 
istration of Commissioner Black having written a legal and medical 
opinion and made out the cases himself tq have them railroaded through 
for the benefit of particular attorneys and particular claimants, 

Mr. PETERS. I have not examined into that matter. I have not 
taken up the cases of rerating by Mr. Black and examined them at the 
Department for the purpose of picking flaws in the machinery or in the 
action of the Commissioner. 

I only call attention of the gentleman to the case of John D. Ander- 
son, who was drawing a salary of $4,000 and who was rerated, receiv- 
ing $1,379.67, and that there are nine others of the same character, 
I know another fact, and that is something not much to the credit of 
the administration of Mr. Black, that all of these rerated cases except 
two were made during the months of January and February. And let 
it be said in this connection, also, that these ratings were made after 
the people had passed upon the claim for power, prestige, and existence 
of the last Administration and had remanded it to the rear. 

All of those cases rerated by Commissioner Black, with the excep- 
tion of two, took place during the months of January and February. 
If any odium attaches to Mr. Tanner for having rerated the employés 
of the Pension Department, the same odium, but perhaps in a less de- 
gree, mustattach to the Commissioner of Pensions under the Democratic 
Administration. Mr. Black not onlyset the example, but inaugurated 
the system. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think the gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. PETERS. And it is further to be said that as soon as the atten- 
tion of the present Administration was called to it, it stopped the pro- 
ceeding and it is at an end. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that no employés of the Pension Bureau were ever rerated prior to 
the administration of General Black? He hassaid that it was inaugu- 
rated during General Black’s administration. Does he mean to state 
that he has made an examination and knows that prior to General 
Black’s administration no employé of the office was rerated ? 

Mr. PETERS. I will make the statement that no employé of the 
Pension Bureau, under the forty-eight-hour rule, was ever rerated prior 
to General Black’s administration. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is not the question I 
asked, 

Mr. PETERS. Iam not prepared to make my answer as broad as 
the gentleman from Kentucky made his question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman made the 
statement very broad that the rerating of employés had been inaugu- 
rated during General Black's administration. The inquiry I desire to 
make is whether he made that statement on any information he had. 

Mr. PETERS. There are exceptions to all general rules. I have 
no doubt that during prior administrations, by reason of proper appli- 
cation and medical examination, that employés of the Pension Bureau 
have had their pensions rerated. But what is known in the Pension 
Department as ‘“‘ railroading cases ’’ of employés was inaugurated under 
the past administration. 

Attention has already been called to the fact that Commissioner Black 
rerated the pension of General Bartlett, the Deputy Commissioner, and 
I would not call attention to this were it not for the fact that my friend 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] makes some strictures upon the present ad- 
ministration for having rerated the pension of Hiram Smith. 

He (Smith) was a man who had lost an arm and a leg and a man 
who was entitled in equity to the rerating he obtained in the Pension 
Department. I would not call attention again to this case of General 
Bartlett had it not been for the stricture cast upon the administration 
by reason of the rerating of Smith; and yet in the case of General 


1890, ‘ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Bartlett, who is an estimable gentleman, a man with whom I have had 
very pleasant intercourse in the transaction of business at the Pension 
Office, and a man for whom I have the highest esteem—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. He was a wounded Federal 
soldier, 

Mr. PETERS. Yes; so was Hiram Smith. Both of them stand 
upon the same footing. General Bartlett by reason of his wound had 
become disabled, so that he was wholly unfit for business of any kind. 
Hiram Smith lost an arm and a leg, and is incapacitated from earning 
a reba, he any ordinary occupation. 

Mr. ENLOE. Was that the reason he retired? 

Mr. PETERS. I have no knowledge of the reason why Mr. Smith 
retired, The medical examination given to General Bartlett rated him 
at $22.50 per month, and Commissioner Black, upon his own motion 
and on the arbitrary exercise of a discretion that was doubtfal he had 
the right to exercise, increased the pension to $30 per month. 

Isimply call attention to this in justice to Mr. Tanner and in justice 
to the Administration. Ido not agree with the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SAYERS] that it is improper for an employé of the Pension Depart- 
ment to obtain an increase of pension during that employment, I do 
not think so. I believe if I were an employé of the Government and 
the disability for which I was drawing pension had increased, the mere 
fact that I was a Government employé instead of a private individual 
is no reason why I should be debarred from making application for an 
increase. ‘Thatis amere sentimentality. It is without foundation in 
common sense, according to my judgment. Another thing in connec- 
tion with this: I do not pretend to say that these reratings that were 
made under Commissioner Tanner were not largely equitable. I believe 
in nearly every instance the mian who was rerated was in a similar po- 
sition to that of Hiram Smith. He had either lost a leg or an arm, or 
by wounds had his physical structure so destroyed that the disability 
would naturally increase with each succeeding year. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the gentleman from Kansas mean that he does 
not agree with the Secretary of the Interior in regard to the ten sam- 
ple cases that are cited of gentlemen who were rerated ? 

Mr. PETERS. No, sir; I do not state anything of the kind. 

Mr. ENLOE. You stated “all.” 

Mr. PETERS. Isaid I disagreed with the gentleman from Texas 
when he stated that he believed that it was improper for an employé 
of the Pension Department while receiving money from the Govern- 
ment to make an application for an increase of pension. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understood the gentleman to state also that he 
thought that ‘‘all ’’ these cases were of a similar character to the case 
of Hiram Smith, 

Mr. PETERS. Oh, no; I did not say that. I said in nearly every 
instance the cases rerated were similar to that of Mr. Smith, in that 
they had lost a leg or an arm or had received other disabilities which 
would increase from year to year. 

Mr, ENLOE. If the gentleman will examine these cases—if he will 
excuse me—cited by the Secretary of the Interior, giving a sample ot 
the character of the administration of the Commissioner of Pensions 
whom he caused to be removed, he will find that repeated medical 
examinations were made, and in one instance he makes the comment 
that the man perjured himself, 

Mr. PETERS. I do not desire to be diverted from the line of my 
argument. I am simply stating what I do state in extenuation ot 
whatever odium any one may see fit to cast upon Commissioner Tanner. 

Mr. MORSE. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I will remark at this 
pointin justification of Commissioner Tanner. It has been stated here 
that he ordered all the pensions that were at the rate of $2 a month 
to be increased to$4a month. If I understood Commissioner Tanner’s 
position correctly it was that a man who was receiving $2 per month 
ought either to be taken off the pension-roll altogether because he was 


not entitled to any sort of a pension orelse that his pension should be | 


in t 
Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir; I have so stated in my remarks. 

Mr. ENLOE. I could cite the gentleman an instance—— 

Mr. PETERS, I desire to go on, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. ENLOE. I begthe gentleman’s pardon; I only wanted to cite 
an instance to show that that rule did not work all the time. I could 
cite the instance of a man who got $13 a month just because the skin 
was broken on his hand-——- 

Mr. PETERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to take the evi- 
dence of my friend from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], who, as every one 
a by his record in this Congress, speaks from a prejudiced stand- 
poin 

Now, I want to call attention to another statement made by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. I stated in the outset his figures in 
regard to the different wars in which we have been engaged were very 
interesting. He compared the expenditures for pensions arising out of 
the different wars, and I presume his comparison was made with the 
intention of disparaging the party to which I belong, by showing that 
there has been extravagance in the administration of the Pension Bu- 
reau since the late war. The disbursements for pensions from 1861 up 
to the present time were said by the gentleman to be largely in ex- 
cess of all prior disbursements, and he gaye a statement of the disburse- 
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ments for pensions arising out of the war of 1812, out of the war with 
Mexico, and out of the Revolutionary war, and compared these with 
the war of 1861-1865. 

Those figures were all very interesting, and I am glad the gentleman 
gave them. But, Mr, Chairman, there is one difference to which he did 
not call attention, and that is that during the late war the credit of our 
Government was much lower, so that a larger expenditure of money 
was required in order to accomplish the desired result than ever beforein 
the history of any of our wars. In 1812 we were fighting againsta foreign 
foe and we were a united people. In the war with Mexico we were 
fighting a foreign foe and we were united, and our serried ranks from 
the North and from the South marched together upon the plains of 
Mexico. But when it came to the war between ourselves, our 
great internecine war, when it came to our internal strife, then it was 
natural that the credit of our Government should be seriously im- 
paired. 

Let it be said, Mr. Chairman, not to the credit of the Democratic 
party, that at the beginning of that war an effort to sell twenty-five 
millions of bonds could not meet with success, except at a high rate of 
interest, and even then all the bonds could not be disposed of. So it 
was during almost the entire period of that war, Until victory began 
to dawn upon the banner of the Republic foreign capitalists had a doubt 
as to whether the Union would be preserved, and that doubt naturally 
affected the credit of the Government and required a much larger ex- 
penditure of money than was ever required before. Therefore, it is 
hardly just, as I think, for the gentleman to make the comparison be- 
tween the disbursements for the various wars:without also stating in 
connection with it the difference that existed so far as our country was 
concerned in its relationship to the war with Mexico and the war of 
1812 and its relationship to the war of 1861-1865. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe I have hastily glanced at most of the 
positions taken by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], with the 
exception of his criticism upon the administration of the Interior De- 
partment in connection with pension appeals, I will call attention to 
that briefly, and then I am done. 

What constitutes an injury or disability received in line of duty is 
susceptible of various constructions and answers. Those of us who 
were in the Army know that the ‘‘duty’’ of a soldier consisted not 
merely in loading his gun and marching towards and firing at the enemy. 
The duties of a soldier were various, and in the performance of them a 
man was just as much ‘‘in the line of duty ” as when he stood up and 
fired at the enemy. 

It is impossible for any law to draw an arbitrary line. I may have 
been performing what might be considered a domestic duty in connec- 
tion with the soldiers with whom I was associated; I may have been 
cooking for my mess over the camp-fire, yet, if wounded in the perform- 
ance of that duty, it was as much in the line of duty as if I had been 
wounded in battle. I may have been two milesin the rear of the com- 
mand taking care of some wounded comrade when a stray bullet may 
have struck me; I may have been ordered to do that duty, and, if so, 
my wound was received ‘‘in the line of duty.” 

I may have been sent to the rear to bring upa horse for one of my offi- 
cers, andif wounded while going to the rear or returning to the frontI 
was as much “‘in the line ot duty ” as though [had received my wound 
ın the front rank of the battle. Even take the case to which the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] calls attention. If I had been sent 
to the rear to bring up a horse to the regiment, and if, while bringing 
up that horse, I was thrown by him against a tree and injured, that 
disability would have been incurred ‘‘in the line of duty *” as much as 
if I had been in the cavalry and had received the injury while c - 
ing the enemy. Isimply give these illustrations to show how difficult 
it is to draw any exact line where ‘‘in the line of äuty ” ceases and 
outside the line of duty begins, 

There are exceptions to all general rules, and I believe I am voicing 
the sentiment of the people of the United States when I say that it is 
not their desire that the pension laws should be technically construed. 
It is their desire that they shall be liberally construed, and that if a 
man received in the Army a disability which he would not have re- 
ceived if he had not been in the Army he shall receive a pension for it, 

I want to cali attention also to the decision which it is claimed was 
made by the Assistant Secretary of the Interior in regard to soldiers 
dishonorably discharged. It isa ruling of the Pension Department 
(and it is right) that a pension is not based upon an honorable discharge, 
but is based on the service the man has given to his country and upon 
his disability. Imay have fought valiantly for two years and may have 
lost an arm or a leg during that time in the service, and then for some 
reason may have left my command and gonehome. Yet the mere fact 
that I fought for two yearsand lost an arm ora leg entitles me to a pen- 
sion, though I may have been dishonorably discharged for leaving my 
command. | 

As a gentleman suggests to me, the punishment for desertion is one 
thing and the granting of a pension for a disability received in the line of 
duty is another; and there should be in Jaw and equity no connection 
between the two. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the residue of my time to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon]. 
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The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Kansas has five minutes 


LA TEE: withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
Mr. MORROW. -I believe we have used on this side of the House 
one hour and forty-five minutes, and, with the additional three minutes 
yielded to the gentleman from Michigan, one hour and aff ig min- 
utes. I wish to have an understanding how much time is to 
pied in this general debate. 
En BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My understanding was, and 
ectly agreeable, that the gentleman from California desired 
da certain length of time, prabably forty-five minutes, to the gen- 
Diab from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE], and then we, on our side, are to 
have sufficient time to make, added to the time used by the gentleman 
from Texas, an amount equal to the total amount used on that side, 
namely, two hours and thirty-five minutes in all. 

Mr. MORROW. That is correct; and I ask unanimous consent that 
the general debate be closed after forty-five minutes additional have 
been used on this side of the House and on the other side whatever is 

to make the time on both sides equal during the debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That will be one hour and 
twenty minutes additional on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that had better be settled in 
the House, 

Mr. MORROW. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We can agree upon it here. 
There will be no conflict about it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Make it three hours. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from California asks unanimous 
consent that the general debate on this bill be closed at the expiration 
of the time he has indicated. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I feel inclined to object as it strikes me the time is 
too short. [Cries of ‘* Too late !’*] 

Mr. MORROW. Imove that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommitteeaccordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BURROWS reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the pension 
appropriation bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had disagreed to the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. 895) to provide a temporary government for the Territory of 
Oklahoma, asked a conference with the House on the di votes 
of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. PLATT, Mr. CULLOM, and 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, conferees on the part of the Senate. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


‘Mr. BREWER, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 8391) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the ment of 
heavy ordnance for trial and service, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1891, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

. Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to rise to a question of order. 
I am not advised whether any ruling has been made under the present 
code of rules with reference to the consideration of appropriation bills, 
whether it be necessary to make the point of order when they are pre- 
sented or not. But I desire to reserve the point of order if necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman had better re- 
serve the points of order, and a record will be made of the fact. 

Mr. ROGERS. I reserve all points of order on this bill. 


DEBATE.ON PENSION BILL. 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the agreement en- 
tered into in Committee of the Whole ratified and made a matter of 
record in the House, namely, that the debate on the bill now 
before the committee shall be limited as follows: Forty-five minutes 
additional time to be consumed on this side of the House, and the re- 
mainder of the time necessary to make up the equivalent, that is to 
say, one hour and twenty minutes, on the other side, after which the 
general debate shall be closed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the er signed the same, namely: 

‘A bill (H. H. 346) to extend ‘‘ An act to grant the right of way to 
the Kansas City and Pacific Railroad Company through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes.” 


INFORMATION FROM PENSION OFFICE. 


Mr, MCADOO. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask leave to have printed in 
the RECORD a communication from the Pension Office, and be permit- 
ted to make a brief statement, not exceeding one minute, in regard toit. 

I shall be obliged to be away when this subject comes up again to- 
morrow, but desire to call the attention of the members of the Honse, 
without undertaking to pass any upon the Commissioner of 
Pensions, to the change which has been made by that Department in an- 
swering the inquiries of members of in regard to pending ap- 
Lop peer before the Department. On the lith day of February I 

addressed a letter to the Department in the ease of a claim pending be- 
fore it, and asked for information as to the status of the claim. 

Under the former administration of the office, under Mr. Bentley, 
Mr. Dudley, and Mr. Black, written replies were sent to such communi- 
cations. The present Commissioner replied to that request, as I un- 
derstand are also made to other inquiries of the same character 
intended to facilitate claims, by sending a circular, and I ask that this 
circular be printed in the RECORD for this purpose: If the clerical force 
of the office is not sufficient to make a proper reply to such inquiries, I 
respectfully suggest to the Committee on Invalid Pensions that the 
måtter of an increase in the force should be considered by them. And 
in order that the House and both the Committees on Invalid Pensions 
and Appropriations may considur what remedy ought to be applied, if 
any is needed, for this condition of affairs, I ask to have this commu- 
nication printed. 

Mr. ENLOE. Let me ask the gentleman if he has any information 
from the Commissioner of Pensions that he desires an increase of the 
clerical force. 

Mr. MCADOO. Nottheslightest, except what this circular discloses. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

The communication is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF ee 
Washington, D. C., March 


Mapam: I beg to acknowledge the receipt, through Hon, WILLIAM de 
of a call for statement of condition of your claim. There is no sufficient reason 
shown why the claim should be taken out of itsturn forsettlement.._ It is found 
to be impracticable to give immediate attention to this inquiry, and others like 
it, without seriously interfering with the settlement of claims. The number 


of similar calls received from members of Congress du the week ending 
March 1, 1890, was 4,996; the number of calls received from ts and attor- 
fey tae durin gies same period was 20,608, a total of sg pty calls for the status 

o make proper reply to these mai calls alone would re- 


ee Congr time of 100 examiners and to 


give the status in all the cases as re- 
uire at least 500 clerks on this work alone, and would be such 


quested would 
an interferenée with the orderly business of the bureau as to almost suspend 
the work of argo gee g claims. 

To claimants prarandama who have furnished the evidence covering the 


well known requirements of a pension claim, the following order has been is- 
sued to facilitate the work of the bureau and to enable completed cases to re- 
ceive prompt action : 

Order No. 151. 


Claimants are hereby authorized to spply to the Commissioner of Pensions to 
bee ee claims placed upon the list of “ completed files” for immediate con- 
si ion. 

Such applications may be made by the claimants or their WFA of record, 
ang shall set forth: 

. That the declaration has been made in due form, 


roper service 
olihe soliton ana the facts as to incurrence of the disa! ee his dis- 


charge from the service. 

2. That the proof establishes that the disability alleged in the declaration was 
incurred in the service and line of duty. 

3. That the ake od connects th = disability for which sion is claimed 
with wounds or diseases arare fa aaraa and estab) the fact of dis- 


ability during any past Arenio tng 

4. That the claimant has, with the Dn of the Bureau of Pensions, had a 
regular medical examination in respect to the disability described and claimed 
for in the declaration. 

5. That, in the opinion of the claimant, the claim is fully made out and com- 


In the daims of widows it must be alleged that proof has been made showing 
that the soldier died of an injury or diseaze contracted in the service and that 
claimant is the soldier's widow. 

TN a OOE AAA RSS it must be stated that the proper proof of 
et poem anaes has been filed in the claim and that the soldier lett no widow or 
minor 

If the application = ease py. the anam Soo record, in addition to the other 
statements required he 1 certify upon honor that, after a careful considera- 
tion ofthe cas, ho fs of the opinion that the cave is coin plete 

Claims pon the list of “completed files" wader this order will be 
conside oo BE ONIRE ol the Gain TET ane a POAN 

This order does not apply to rejected cases. 

When a claimant or SN will certify in accordance with the require- 
ments of the above order that a claim is complete, it will insure its considera- 
tion within a few days. 

All claims in which Ü tho last call for evidence has been complied with will be 
very soon reached for settlement, 

To act promptly upon all bag (ae eases requires that no unnecessary work 
bedone. This bureau is now adjudicating more than 15,000 cases s month from 
the “ completed files,” and that number will be creased 
Congress bp ren by law the employment of 
surgeons in this bureau. 


y in as soon as 
Y additional examining 


Calls are now being made monthly in 50,000cases for the evidence to complete 
be made in case now pend- 


them. At this rate com aose 
ing in this Barean withie the for evidence now 
being made are în the order in which tho claims were filed in this Bureau. I 


regard this as fair to every claimant, and I do not think it should be 

except in extraordinary cases. 

iw ah ent Monga Sad ah E ean to hasten the settlement of 
pending 


every 
pension claim in this and I feel sure that you and the great 
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upon the office which will 
claims. If you areaware of any 
evidence pipe nth tener ng perpiede angar Bint dt harà try to procure 


GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 
COTTON-SEED OIL. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a telegram signed 
by various distinguished gentlemen from my State—business men and 
others—deeply concerned in the welfare of the State, in relation to a 
subject now pending before Congress, Iask unanimous consent to have 
it printed in the RECORD and appropriately referred. l 

There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Tt is as follows: 

Lirrite Rock, ARK., March 18, 1890. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
tn Congress assembled, Washington, D. C.: 

The attention of the unde: ed citizens of Arkansas has been called to sev- 
eral bills before your honorable body bearing directly upon the present uses of 
cotton-seed oil, and believing same to be class legislation, do OE PO 
against such measures becoming laws for the reason that it directly prejudices 
the values of farm products and is inimical to the interests of every farm pro- 
ducing cotton and cotton seed. The said bills are hostile to the cotton-oil man- 
ufactories and refineries who employ many millions of dollars of capital in this 
industry, located in fourteen States, North and South. We urge our Senatorsand 
Representatives to eg e004 all such legisiation, 

Logan H. ts, John G. Fletcher, James R. Miller, R. A. Smith, J. 
T: W. Tillar; Bank of Little Rock, C. F. Walker, cashier; Little 
Rock Trust Company, C. T. Walker, treasurer; C. T. Walker, M. 
H. Johnson; the German National Bank, Oscar Davis, cashier; 
ear Davis, R. E. Douglas & Co., P. H. Roots; First National Bank, 
Little Rock, Ark., P. H. Roots, cashier; the Exchange National 


Hon. Jons H, ROGERS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


And then, on motion of Mr. HoLMAN (at 5 o'clock and 7 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV,the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred, as follows: 
JAMES RESLEY VS. UNITED STATES. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the finding of the court in the case of James Resley against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

DANIEL BEARD, ADMINISTRATOR, VS. UNITED STATES. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the finding of the court in the case of Daniel Beard, admin- 
istrator of Eli Koons, against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

ISAAC GRUBER, EXECUTOR, VS. UNITED STATES. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Isaac Gruber, executor 
of John Cowton, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


HIRAM B. SNIVELY AND ALBERT G. LOVELL; EXECUTOR, VS. UNITED 
STATES. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Courtof Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Hiram B. Snively and 
Albert G. Lovell, executors of George Snively, against The Unitéd States 
—to the Committee on War Claims, 

REUBEN ROUZEE VS. UNITED STATES. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Reuben Rouzee against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

JOSEPH ST. AMAND, EXECUTOR, VS. UNITED STATES. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Joseph St. Amand, 
executor of Alphonso St. Amand, against The United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

WILLIAM H. ANDERSON VS. UNITED STATES. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings of the court in the case of William H. Anderson 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 

JACOB A. GLOYD AND SAMUEL 8. GLOYD, EXECUTORS, VS. UNITED 
STATES, 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a 
copy of the findings of the court in the ease of Jacob A. Gloyd and Sam- 
uel S. Gloyd, executors of Samuel Gloyd, against The United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred, as follows: 

By Mr. SWENEY: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, ask- 
ing liberal appropriations for construction of the Hennepin Canal—to 
the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, asking Congress to 
repeal the arrears-of-pension limitation law—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the General Assembly, asking for the 
enactment of a law punishing the adulterating and vending of adul- 
terated lard and other food products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GEAR: Resolution of the Iowa State senate, asking for leg- 
islation in regard to adulterated lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. RICHARDSON: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there bo 
printed 10, additional copies of the work known as the ** wth of Indus- 
trial Art,” of which 3,000 copies shali be for the use of the Senate, 6,000 ies 
for the use of the House of Representatives; the remaining 1,000 copies sl be 
turned over to the Secretary of the Interior, to be sold by him under the pro- 
visions of the resolution providing for the sale of public documents by said Bee. 
retary, approved March p 1887. 

Bett resolved, That the plates on which the work has already been 
printed shall be used to do this work, unless. it be found that the work can be 
done more cheaply by using other plates; 


to the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. NORTON: 


Whereas the Postniaster-General of the United States is authorized under the 
provisions of existing laws to appoint such post-office inspectors and such spe- 
See agents as the good of the service and the safety of the mail may require; 
an { 

Whereas such post-office inspectors and special agents are allowed a stated 
salary, and alsoa per diem allowance for incidental and traveling expenses while 
actually employed in the service; and 

Whereas it is currently reported that the present Postmaster-General has been 
employing the time of such ponos inspectors and special ts in investi- 

ng the claims of contending Republican applicants for appointment as post- 
masters, and paying for such services out of the publicfands; and 

Whereas such practices are contrary to the laws of the land, subversive of 

ee and such outlays of the public moneys wholly unauthorized: 
erefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish as speedily as practicable to the House of Representatives a statement 
of what poe inspectors or special agents, if any, have been employed or 
directed to investigate the standing and ciaims of rival applicants for appoint- 
ments as postmasters,and if so, where, when, and in what cases, re have 
been made by such inspectors or special agents, either under the direction of 
said Postmaster-General or by any officer of the Department under his control, 
and what amount of money or moneys have been paid out of the publie funds 
for the salaries of such post-office inspectors and special agents while em- 
proves as hereinbefore mentioned, and the amount of per diem so paid such em- 
pioyes; 


to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees on bills of the 
following titles were delivered to the Clerk, ordered to be printed, 
and referred as follows: : 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Expend- 
itures in the Treasury Department, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 
4625) regulating settlement of military claims, and for other purposes— 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Commiitee on Claims, to which was re- 


ferred the bill (H. R. 3644) for the relief of the estate of John W. | 


Whitfield, reported as a substitute therefor a bill (H. R. 8338) for the 
relief of the estate of John W. Whitfield; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. í 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 7044) to amend section 707 of the Re- 
vised Statutes—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District. of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill (S. 4) authorizing the establishing of 
a public park in the District of Columbia—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 8104) toamend section 
2166, Revised Statutes of the United States—to the House Calendar, 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 6008) releasing S. H. Brooks, assistant subtreasurer 
of the United States, and his sureties on his official bond—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. McCORMICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4632) to establish a cirenit and district 
court at Johnson City, Tenn., reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill 
(H. E. 8346) to create a new division in the eastern judicial district 
of the State of Tennessee—which was read twice, and referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favor ' 
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ably the bill (H. R. 278) to amend paragraph 3 of section 4414 of the 
Revised Statutes—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 2309) for the relief of Stubbs & Lacey—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the resolution (H. Res. 124) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to take possession of a part of Governor’s Island 

for the establishment of an immigration depot—to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were delivered to the Speaker, severally read twice, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 8339) for the erection of a 
public building at Lebanon, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

Mr. SPINOLA: A bill (H, R. 8340) to regulate promotions to the 
heats of the staff departments of the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. À 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H: R. 8341) to promote the construction of 
a safe deep-water harbor on the coast of Texas—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr, STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 8342) for the removal of the 
United States court-house building at Baltimore, Md.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 8343) for the erection of a public 
building at Van Buren, Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
_ and Grounds. r 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8344) placing spool thread of cotton 
on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 8345) to provide for reimbursing 
officers in the Army during the war of the rebellion for losses of prop- 
erty by capture—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8347) toabolish the Utah 
Commission and to devolve its duties on certain other officers—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, HARE: A bill (H. R. 8348) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Wichita Falls, in the State of Texas—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. A. 8349) to grant to honorably discharged 
soldiers and sailors of the late war $50 additional bounty for each year 
and fraction of a vear of service—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 8350) to establish the Yosemite 
National Park in California—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 8351) granting the St. Louis and 
California Railway Company the right of way through the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8352) to appropriate $200,000, or so much thereof 
` as may be necessary, to pay certain Absentee Shawnee Indians for losses 
sustained during the war—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8353) placing Pennsylvania State 
militia who were in actual service under command of United States 
officers during the war of 1861 upon the same footing as United States 
soldiersin the matter of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 8354) to establish a fog-signal at or 
near the Cuckolds Island, atthe entrance to Boothbay Harbor, otherwise 
known as Townsend Harbor, Maine—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 8355) for the erection of a public 
building at Eufaula, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8356) to continue the publication of the supple- 
ment to the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A joint resolution (H. Res. 127) 
ii the eulogies upon William D. Kelley—to the Committee on 

ng. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 8357) for the relief of Edward Golden— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8358) granting arrears of pension to Alphaus 
Ruschpler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8359) for the relief of the legal 
big earnest of Peter Lyle, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

y Mr. BROSIUS (by request): A bill (H. R. 8360) for the relief of 

the legal owners of the Columbia bridge, Columbia, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8361) to relieve Edward Mc- 
Donald of the of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8362) to relieve Ferdinand Young of the charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Militany Affairs. 


By Mr. CAREY: A bill (H. R. 8363) to relieve Enoch Venter from 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 8364) for the relief of William Brit- 
ton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8365) to validate homestead entry No. 3710 of 
Martin V. Roe—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. COBB: A bill (H. R. 8366) for the relief of Mrs, A. E. Har- 
din, of Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 8367) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of John Sharp, late of Company A, Second 
New York Artillery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 8368) for the relief of Michael Law- 
ler, of Hart County, Kentuecky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 8369) granting a pension to Peter 
Davidson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8370) for the reliefof Ralph Deremer—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 8371) to increase the pension of 
Thomas N. Gohegan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 8372) to increase the pension of Elihu 
S. Myers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 8373) granting a pension to Asa M. 
McKinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 8374) for the relief of Alexander 
Curd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINES: A bill (H. R. 8375) granting a pension to Harriet 
S. Bentley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8376) for the relief of John M. Clawson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8377) granting a pension to Laura J. James—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8378) granting a pension to George W, Murray— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8379) granting a pension to John Shirley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8380) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza Smith—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8381) to increase the pension of Asenath Turner, 
a Revolutionary pensioner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 8382) for the relief of William J. 
Ellington—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 8383) for the further relief of Ann 
McCarney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8384) granting a pension to John 
Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: A bill (H. R. 8385) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Massey, late lientenant Company G, Thirty-seventh Regi- 
ment New York Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8386) granting an increase of 
Peck, Company E, Ninth New York Cavalry—to the 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8387) Granting an increase of pension to C. J. 
Phillips, Company F, Ninth New York Cavalry, certificate No. 55267— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8388) granting a 
pension to Mrs. M. P. Felch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8389) for the re- 
lief of Edward Rice—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 8390) providing for the recogni- 
tion of George W. Youngblood as a second lieutenant in the Eighty- 
second Regiment of Ohio Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A joint resolution (H. Res. 128) construing part 
of act of March 2, 1889, making appropriations for the office of Second 
wa pa ceca el the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-R 


nsion to Daniel 
mmittee on In- 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference was 


made: 

A bill (H. R. 7183) for the relief of Francis L. Hagadorn as in- 
ventor of an improvement in ammunition chests and the method of 
packing ammunition therein—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were delivered 
to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: Papers in the claim of Chad- 
well Brittain—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Eli T. Murphy, for pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition for relief of William and Mary College, 
Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of about 300 membersof the Rush 
Creek Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Parke County, Indiana, request- 
ing the rejection by Congress of the recommendations of the Naval Com- 
mittee of the Senate providing for the expenditure of a large sum for 
so-called coast defenses and other warlike preparations—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By: Mr. BYNUM: Petition of the Social Turnverein of Indianapo- 
lis, Ind., againstany modification of theimmigration laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

By Mr. CARTER: Memorial by the city council and Board of Trade 
of Butte City, Mont., relating to a public building in said city—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, protest of Montana Stock-Growers against House bill No. 304— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of letter-carriers of Minneapolis, 
Minn., for fixed salaries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of J. C. Ferguson Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Knoxville, Iowa, in favor of service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1350, Dallas County, 
Iowa, in favor of House bill 5353, defining and punishing dealing in 
options, futures, ete.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial and joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, in 
favor of the construction of the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, joint resolution of same body, favoring the repeal of the arrears 
limitation as to pensions in act of 1879—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas: Petition in favor of pure lard, sup- 
porting H. R. bill 11027, Fiftieth Congress—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Resolution of the New York Board of Trade and 
Transportation, favoring the establishment of a limited post and tele- 
graph service as a bureau or part of the Post-Office Department of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic post 
of Manning, Iowa, for service-pension law—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of ex-officers and ex-soldiers of the 
Seventy-fifth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, for the relief of James W. 
Whaley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions passed by A. Waldron 
Post, No. 381, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, Quas- 
queton, Buchanan County, Iowa, urging the passage of the service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: The petition of the heirs of John E. Ross and 
other Indian depredation claimants, under awards of the commission- 
ers, George H. Ambrose, A. C. Gibbs, and L. F. Grover, against the 
Rogue River Indians in Oregon—to the Select Committee on Indian 
Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Savanna, Ill., for law granting service pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion, favoring Government postal telegraph—to the Committeeon the 
Post-Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of the Thirty-third Judicial Veteran As- 
sociation, of the State of Kansas, asking for the passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Hills Lodge, No. 1255, with a membership of 75, 
of Coffey County, Kansas, for the abolition of national banks, for free 
and unlimited coinage of silver, in favor of electing United States Sen- 
ators by a direct vote of the people, of United States judges by a vote 
of the people, for liberal pension legislation, and for abolition of trusts, 
and for reduction of taxes on articles of necessity—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of James L. King and 79 others, citizens of Topeka, 
asking for the passage of House bill 3863, introduced by J. LOGAN 
CHIPMAN, and providing for an increase of pay of letter-carriers—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petitions of Wilson Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Iowa; Von Pelt Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Iowa; 
of GeorgeS. Comstock Post, Grand Army of the Republic, lowa; Thomp- 
son Post, Reinbeck, Iowa, for service-pension law—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. ’ 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of New Sharon (Iowa) Farmers’ Alliance, 
favoring the passage of the Butterworth bill prohibiting option deals 
in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LAIDLAW: Petition of citizens of Chautauqua County, New 
York, praying for legislation to prevent the adulteration of lard—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LANE: Eleven petitions, containing 320 names of members 
of Nebraska Farmers’ Alliances, asking free coinage of silver, protesting 

passage of Windom bill, etc.—to the Committee on Coinage, 
eights, and Measures, 


By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Val Verde County, Texas, 
for the establishment of a four-company military post at Del Rio, Tex.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: Petition for public ities a$ Lebanon, 
Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Groun 

By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Petition of Emilin Nurnberger, for pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 30 citizens of Jackson, Mich., ask- 
ing the passage of the Blair bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Remonstrance of business men 
of Philadelphia, against an increase in the duty on oranges and lemons— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of Scott Township Lodge, No. 1360, 
F. M. B. A., of Vanderburgh County, Indiana, against trusts and mo- 
nopolies—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition asking that a commission be appointed 
on the authority of Congress to confer with a like committee appointed 
by the State of Texas to decide the question of the ownership of Greer 
County, Indian Territory or Texas, and that, if the title to lands in 
said county be vested in the United States, the bona fide settlers of the 
county now located upon said lands be given preference—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Rose Hill Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Butler 
County, Kansas, numbering 278 persons, asking Congress to reject the 
recommendation of Senate Naval Committee to appropriate money for 
improvement of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the old soldiers and seamen of Geary County, 
Kansas, asking for the passage of the Ingalls service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mr. Boyer and 52 others, residents of Chautauqua 
County, Kansas, asking for the passage of a service-pension act—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of L. E. Houson and 32 others, ex-Union soldiers, of 
Mound Valley, Kans., forsame purpose—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, . 

Also, petition of W. S. Stanton and others, ex-Union soldiers, of Mont- 
gomery County, Kansas, asking for same relief—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. y 

Also, petition of Isaac Wonderly and others, residents of Montgomery 
County, Kansas, asking for the passage of the same measure—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Petition of citizens and letter-carriers of Minne- 
apolis, Minn. , for increased compensation for letter-carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STIVERS: Petition of Stephen B. Rider and Hannah M. 
Isaac, clerks of the Monthly Meeting, of Cornwall, N. Y., comprising 
125 persons, asking the House of Representatives to reject the recom- 
mendation of the Senate Naval Committee and other measures propos- 
ing a large expenditure for the Navy and coast defenses and other war- 
like preparations—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition from the Fairfield Farmers’ Alliance, 
Buena Vista County, Iowa, urging the passage of House bill 5353—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petitions from five Grand Army of the Republic 
posts, Department of Iowa, for service-pension law—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, remonstrance of Charles Reineke and 32 other members of the 
North American Turnerbund, protesting against the enactment of laws 
restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Resolutions of board of county 
commissioners of Montrose County, Colorado, in favor of appropriations 
for deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: Memorial of J. R. Forrester, of Al- 
bany, Ga.; W. A. Watson, president Albany Suballiance; T. J. Pierson, 
president Pine BluffSuballiance; J. H. Vurkey, president Wesley Chapel 
Suballiance, and P. B. Tuitty, president East Dougherty Suballiance, 
all of the State of Georgia, against the bill to tax cotton-seed oil when 
compounded with lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Printed copy of findings of Court of Claims, 
es sate nese House bill of Fifty-first Congress—to the Committee on 

ar Claims, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 19, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D., 
The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of December 19, 1889, the report and findings of a cowrt of inquiry 
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a ted to ascertain whether formal organizations not expressly au- 
rized by the Navy Department exist among naval officers; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6419) to amend section 2294 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, and for other purposes was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

[Joint resolution No. 3.] 


Memorial and joint resolution relative to the construction of a canal from the 
Mississippi River to the Illinois River at Hennepin, in the State of Ilinois. 
Whereas the question of cheap tran: 

route between the Mississippi River and the Atlantic seaboard, by way of the 

Great Lakes, has barn, bg one ofall- absorbing interest to the people of the food- 

producing States of Northwest; and 

Whereas the General Assembly of Iowa has repeatedly memorialized Con- 
gress for the construction of this water route and urged upon Congress the con- 
struction of the same; and 

Whereas the construction of this canal has received more indorsement since 
1844 than any other water way on the continent of America; and 

‘Whereas a board of civil engineers hassurveyed, located, and approved of the 
construction of this water way from Hennepin to the Mississippi.River at the 
mouth of Rock River; and 

Whereas at the water convention held September 3 and 4 in Cincinnati, Ohio, 
a resolution passed said convention, urging upon Congress to make an imme- 
diate appropriation therefor: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the Stale of Iowa, That our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress are requested to vote for and use their active 
influence to effect such legislation by Congress as will secure an suportou 
to commence the construction of said canal at an early day, and they are also 
requested to vote a liberal appropriation therefor, to the end that said canal ma 
be completed and opened to the commerce of the country at the earliest possi 


ble date. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and heis hereby, instructed to forthwith 
transmit a copy hereof to each of our Senators and Kepresentatives in Con- 
gress. 


A. F. MESERVEY, 
President of the Senate tempore. 
J. T. HAMILTON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


HORACE BOIES. 


I hereby certify that this resolution originated in the Senate and is known 
as “ Memorial and joint resolution No.3.” 
W. R. COCHRANE, Secretary Senate, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Whereas gross and unprincipled adulterations of lard are made by the mixt- 
ure of cotton-seed oil and other inferior oils with pure lard; and 

Whereas such a mixture is put up by the syndicates of packers in the 
United States and sold as pure steam-refined lard to the consumers of this and 
foreign countries, which — is seriously detrimental to Iowa farmers; and 

Whereas such practice is unjust and ruinous to the hog-raisers of Iowa and 
the great West: ‘ore, 

Be it resolved by the sonate (the house concurring), That our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress are earnestly requested and urgéd to introduce and 
vote for a law looking to the punishment of such fraudulent transactions, and 
compelling venders of adulterated foods, and ially lard,to label it with 
the name, its constituent elements, and the quentity of each ingredient used in 
forming the compound, 

The secretary of the senate is instructed to send a copy of these resolutions 
to our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution both branches 
of the Twenty-third General sre on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1890. 

W. R. COCHRANE, Secretary of Senate. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

[Joint resolution No. 4.) 


To the Congress of the United States, in relation to the arrears of pen: 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress be, and they are hereby, earnestly requested 
to use their best efforts to secure the re: of the limitation contained in the 
arrears act of 1879, so that all invalid soldiers shall share alike, and their pen- 
sions shall begin with the date of disability or discharge, and not with the date 


of their application, 
of state transmit a certified copy of this resolution to each 


That the secre 
of our Senators Representatives in Congress. 
A. F. MESERVEY, 
President of the Senate tempore. 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


rtation by an uninterrupted water 


Approved March 11, 1890. 


Approved March 11, 1890, 
HORACE BOLES. 


I hereby certify that this resolution originated in the senate and is known as 
“ Joint resolution No, 4.” 
W. R. COCHRANE, Secretary Senate. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance 
No. 1168, of Hawthorne, Iowa, in favor of the of an act pro- 
hibiting speculation in raw and manufactured farm products; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. y 

Mr, DAWES ted a petition of Union No. 2, Bricklayers and 


Masons’ International Union of America, of Holyoke, Mass., and the 
petition of Pnion No. 11, Bricklayers and 


Masons’ International Union 


of America, of North Adams, Mass., praying for an amendment to the 
labor laws, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Albert Pierce, president, George M. 
Bowker, secretary, and o members, of the Fitchburg Letter-Car- 
riers’ Association of Fitchburg, Mass., praying that increased compen- 
sation be granted to letter-carriers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a memorial of the Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, numbering 437 adult members, of Marion, Grant County, In- 
diana, remonstrating against theappropriation of large sumsof money for 
the Navy and so-called coast defenses, and other warlike preparations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present a memorial signed by a large number 
of citizens of Richmond, in the county of Wayne, State of Indiana, re- 
monstrating against the enactment of any law in regard to the observ- 
ance of the Sabbath or the Lord’s Day or any other religious or eccle- 
siastical institution or rite, and against the adoption of any resolution 
for the amendment of the national Constitution that would in any way 
give preference to the principles of any one religion above another, or 
that would in any way sanction legislation upon the subject of religion, 
believing that the total separation between religion and the state, as- 
sured by our national Constitution as it now is, is for the best. 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of the Bricklayers and Ma- 
sons’ International Union, No. 2, of Wheeling, W. Va., signed by Mag- 
nus Long, president, and Henry Kirchner, recording secretary, peti- 
tioning Congress to enact such laws as will secure to skilled and un- 
skilled laborers who are citizens of the United States preference over 
aliens in the erection and construction by the Government or by con- 
tract of public buildings, navy-yards, fortifications, and other struct- 
ures and works; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BERRY. I present a memorial of the Chickasaw Indians relat- 
ing to lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations west of the ninety- 
eighth meridian of west longitude, with an accompan statement. 
I move that the memorial be printed as a document and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of 30 members of Liberty Union, 
Emporia, Kans., praying for the free coinage of silver; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Dr. Louis Mackall and other citizens 
of Washington, D. C., praying relief for injuries to real property caused 
by improvements and repairs of streets and avennes in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Washington; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Office of the Secretary of State, 

I, Allen Weir, secretary of state of the State of Washington and custodian of 
the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the at- 
tached instrument of writing, í. e., senate joint memorial No. 22, asking for the 
appropriation of $100,000 to improve Skagit River, with the original now on file 
iR Apen ape that the same is a correct transcript therefrom and of thé whole 

O nal. 
2 In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
State, at Olympia, this 17th day of February, A. D, 1890, 
[SEAL] ALLEN WEIR, Secretary of Stale. 
Senate joint memorial No, 22. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Congress of the United States : 

Your memorialist, the Legislature of the State of Washington, do most ear- 
nestly and ntly Se betes your honorable body to appropriate $100,000 for im- 
provement of the Skagit River. 

The Skagit River, which empties into Utsalady Bay, one of the large sheets 
of water forming Puget Sound, is the largest river in Western Washington. Its 
drain: basin contains 2,800 square miles, including 300 square miles of fertile 
valley land, nearly level, and is covered with dense forests, principally of fir, 
cedar, spruce, and cottonwood, 

The width of the river varies from 300 to 600 feet, and can, by the judicious ex- 
penditure of $100,000. be mate navigable for a distance of 90 miles for steamers 
drawing from 5 to 6 fect of water. This accomplished, Skagit Valley will be- 
come one of the most productive and richest valleys in the United States, and 
will cive employment and support to a population of 50,000 persons, Its present 
population is about 5,000. 

e iron ore already discovered and located in the mountains at whose base 
the river courses is estimated by experts as sufficient in quantity and quality 
to supply the wants of the United Statesforcenturies. Contiguous to these iron 
nountains are vast deposits of limestone, The great coal fields of Skagit Valley 
are unsurpassed in quality. The veins now open and awaiting transportation 
facilities (there being no railroad in the valley) are the “ Bennett,” wing a 
30-foot face, the “ Cumberland,” showing a 15-foot face, and the “ Connor," show- 
ing a 12-foot face. These three mines would, inside of sixty days, if the neces- 
sary improvements prayed for are made, furnish to the markets of the world 
1,500 tons of coal daily. The additional mines that would be opened would swell 
the output of coal in the valley ae ee tons daily. This coal can be floated 
down the river on barges to Utsalady Bay, and then loaded on ocean vessels 
ready for shipment to any port in the world. Iron, coal, and limestone, in con- 
tiguous mountains, insure the building of large iron works in this valley. 

The Skagit River once made a paa derie way to the ocean will protect 
the producer against exorbitant freight rates in the future and accelerate the 


1890. a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2375 


sone up of iis manifold resources now lying dormant, Besides its vast 
wealth in minerals there are floated down the Skagit River from to fifty 
million feet of logs yearly. Its soil is of the richest, producing in hay 
r acre, oats from 95 to 130 bushels per acre, Its fruitsare equal to those 
of California, Sugar-beets, potatoes, and other roots are wondrously prolific in 
growth, A rape cron! of tobacce is also raised. 

‘The granting of the prayer of your memorialist will open up the vast resources 
of Bes valley, for which your memorialist will ever pray. 


the senate January 20, 1890. 
CHAS. E. LAUGHTON, President of the Senate. 


Passed the house January 21, 1890. 
J. W. FEIGHAN, Speaker of the House. 


Mr. MOODY presented a petition of citizens of South Dakota, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly 
of Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Joint resolution No. 3, 
Memorial and joint resolution relative to the construction of a canal from the 

Mississippi River to the Illinois River at Hennepin, in the State of Illinois. 

Whereas the question of cheap transportation by an uninterrupted water 
route between the Mississippi River and the Atlantic seaboard, by way of the 
Great Lakes, has long been one of all-absorbing interest to the people of the 
food-producing States of the Northwest; and 

Whereas the General Assembly of Iowa has repeatedly memorialized Con- 
gress for the construction of this water route and urged upon Congress the con- 
struction of the same; and 

Whereas the construction of this canal has received more indorsement since 
1844 than any other water way on the continent of America; an 

Whereas a board of civil engineers has surveyed, located, and approved of 
the construction of this water way from Hennepin to the Mississippi River at 
the mouth of Rock River; and 

Whereas at the water conyention held September 3 and 4 in Cincinnati, Ohio, 
a resolution passed said convention, urging upon Congress to make an imme- 
diate appropriation therefor: Now, therefore, 

Be tt resolved by the General Assembly of the Siate of Iowa, That our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress are requested to vote for and use their active in- 
fluence to effect such legislation by Congress as will secure an appropriation to 
commence the construction of said canal at an early day, and 7 are also re- 
quested to vote a liberal appropriation therefor, to the end that said canal may 
>e completed and opened to the commerce of the country at the earliest possible 


te. 
Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, instructed to forth- 
with transmita copy hereof to each of our Senators and Representatives in Con- 


gress, 
A. F. MESERVEY, 
President pine Senate pro tempore. 
. T. HAMILTON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


HORACE BOIES. 


Thereby certify that this resolution originated in the senate and is known 
as “Memorial and joint resolution No. 3.” i 
W. R. COCHRANE, Secretary Senate, 


Mr. ALLISON presented resolutions of the Federation of Labor of 
the District of Columbia, in favor of the passage of a law authorizing 
the Government to loan money to the people at a low rate of interest; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the governor and other State officers, 
members of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, of the supreme 
court, and other citizens of the State of Iowa, praying for certain pen- 
sion legislation; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 44 citizens of Freeport, Iowa, and a 
petition of 36 citizens of Polk County, Iowa, praying for the free coin- 
age of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented resolutions adopted by Joseph Hailey Post, 
No. 138, Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, fa- 
voring the passage of the service-pension bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of 41 farmers of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill 2607, creating a commission to inves- 
tigate the cause of agricultural depression; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr, BLAIR. I present a petition from the State Normal College, 
of Troy, Ala., praying for the passage of the educational bill. It is 
from the Normal College of that State, and the petition is signed by 
the faculty, Edwin R. Eldridge, president, Edward M. Shackelford, 
and various other professors of the institution, strongly setting forth 
their desire for the passage of the bill, and stating that those from the 
South who oppose it misrepresent the general wish of the educators and 
the people. 

I also present a telegram addressed to myself, which is a petition 
from the State Camp of the Patriotic Order Sons of America of Ohio, 
in which they urge the adoption of the educational bill, believing it to 
be for the best interests of our educational system, the mainstay of 
American liberty and civilization. It is signed by the State secretary, 
E. J. Swerer. This is from Columbus, Ohio, the State organization. 
Last night I introduced and had printed in the Recorp alike petition 
from the organization in Cincinnati, Ohio. 

I move that these petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of B. W. Annett, B, T. Tanner, 
bishops, and 7 presiding elders of the Florida Conference of the African 
Methodist Episcopal Church, and the petition of John R. Scott and 62 
others, citizens of Florida, praying for the passage of the educational 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table, 


Approved March 11, 1890, 


Mr. PADDOCK presented four memorials, signed by 250 citizens of 
Nebraska, remonstrating against any material alteration in the exist- 
ing immigration and naturalization laws; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BLODGETT presented a petition of the president and secretary 
of the Journeymen Bricklayers and Plasterers’ Association of Trenton, 
N. J., praying that none but American citizens be employed in the con- 
struction of public buildings; which was reierred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the subordinate Union, No. 2, of 
Portland, Me., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of 
America, praying for legislation that shall limit the employment upon 
Government works to citizens of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, - 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of subordinate Union, No. 1, 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, and a memorial of subordinate Union, No. 6, Bricklayers 
and Masons’ International Union of America, of Canton, Ohio, remon- 
strating against the employment of aliens on Government works; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union, No, 3, of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, praying for the of an international copyright 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I present the petition of Samuel Sly, of Wichita, 
Kans., praying for the establishment of a bank and fiscal agent of the 
United States, accompanied by the draught of a bill to incorporate, estab- 
lish, and create a bank and fiscal agent of the United States of North 
America. Upon statements made to me by a Senator that the gentle- 
man who prepared the bill is a man of ability and a good lawyer, I ask 
that the petition and bill be printed, simply as a document, not as a bill 
introduced. I do not introduce it as a bill, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What reference does the Senator from 
Ohio desire? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the papers be referred to the Committee on 
Finance and printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, if there be no ob- 
ection. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of the Legislature of Colorado, 
praying for the construction of a deep-water harbor on the Gulf coast 
of Texas; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of citizens and residents of Holyoke, 
Mass., and a petition of citizens of North Adams, Mass., praying for 
such amendment of certain laws having reference to the erection of 
public buildings as that none but citizens of the United States be em- 
ployed thereon; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi A 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of subordinate Union of the Brick- 
layers and Masons’ International Union, of Portland, Me., praying for 
an amendment of the law so that none but citizens of the United States 
shall be employed on Government works; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, f 

Mr. EVARTS presented the memorial of the Yorktown Monthly 
Meeting of Friends, of Westchester County, New York, remonstrating 
against expenditures for the Navy, coast defenses, etc,; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 101 citizens of Homer, N. Y., praying 
for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Contohe on 
Finance. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of 260 members of the Farmers’ 
Allianee of Sussex County, Virginia; a petition of 46 citizens of Lou- 
doun County, Virginia; a petition of 39 citizens of Loudoun County, 
Virginia; and a petition of 42 citizens of Loudoun County, Virginia, 
praying for the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT. I present a petition of the Bricklayers and Masons’ 
International Union of America, by one of its subordinate unions, at 
New Haven, Conn., relating to the passage of some law which shall se- 
cure to citizens of the United States the right to labor on Government 
works in preference to aliens. 

I notice that petitions of a similar character have been this morning 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, but it seems to me that 
perhaps this petition should go to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, If there be no objection, I should like to have it take that ref- 
erence, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
jection. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referrep 
the bill (8S. 1127) to pay Emma S. Cameron, widow of James Cameron‘ 
for property taken and used by the Army during the late war, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4970) to simplify the laws in relation to the col- 
lection of the revenues, reported it with amendments, 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 371) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock Com- 
pany, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


$ 


It will be so referred, if there be no ob- 
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Mr. WILSON, of land, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2931) granting jurisdiction to the Court of 
Claims, notwithstanding any statutory bar, of the claimsof J. F. Bailey 
& Co. and others, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was 

to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 632) for the relief of P. B. Sinnott, late Indian agent 
at Grande Ronde agency, State of Oregon, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That bill has heretofore passed the Senate three 
times. I ask u: animous consent, if it leads to no discussion, that the 
Senate allow it to be now. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I shall have to object. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will not interfere with the Senator from Indi- 
ana, who desires to speak this morning. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 245) for the relief of Albert H. Emery, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 222) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Norfolk, Nebr., reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 605) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the erection of a public building at Troy, N. Y., re- 
ported it without amendment, 

Mr. MOODY. From the Committee on Pensions I report the bill (S. 
1208) granting a pension to Sarah A. Blakely adversely, on the und 
that her application is not completed in the Pension Bureau. I move 
that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, MOODY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1238) granting a ion to Daniel Donovan; and 
A bill (S. 2309) for the relief of Joseph O. Cotton, dependent father of 
G H. Cotton. 

r. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 243) for the relief of Frank Della Terre and Susan F. 
Della Terre, heirs of Peter Della Terre, deceased, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 681) making an appropriation for the benefit 
of the estate of William Moss, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


INTRODUCTION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 


Mr, HARRIS. The Committee on Epidemic Diseases, to which 
were referred the amendments of the House of Representatives to the 
bill (S. 140) to prevent the introduction of contagious diseases from 
one State to another, and for the punishment of certain offenses, di- 
rects me to report them back and move that the Senate concur in the 
House amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 10 and 11, after the word ‘‘ to, ” strike 
out the words ‘make an.” In line 20, after the word “‘ di ” in- 
sert ‘‘The said rules and regulations shall be prepared by the Super- 
vising m-General of the Marine-Hospital Service under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the amendments? The Chair hears none. The question is 
= concurring in the amendments made by the House of Representa- 

ves, 

The amendments were concurred in. 


ISAAC ENDALY. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5751) to increase the pension of Isaac En- 
daly,to report it favorably. The claimant under this bill is ninety-eight 
yan old and is utterly destitute of means except $3 a month which 


is drawing as & ioner of the war of 1812. He isfeeble in health, 
and time seems to be the essence of relief in his case. Task for theim- 
mediate consideration of the bill. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
ed to consider the bill. It proposes to increase the pension of 
Endaly, a private in Captain Smith’s company of Tennessee 
Militia, in the war of 1812 between the United States and Great Britain, 
to $50 per month. : 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 3178) for the improvement of 
Calcasieu River and Passes, Louisiana; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also (by request) introduced a bilt (S. 3179) to additional 
bounty to the soldiers and sailors of the late war; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3180) for the relief of John M. 
Robinson; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Clai 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3181) to constitute Port Wash- 
ington, Wis., a port of delivery and to extend the provisions of the act 
of June 10, 1880, entitled “An azt to amend the statutesin relation to 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” 
to the said port of Port Washington; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 3182) for improving Aransas Pass; 
which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to 
Amanda M, Smyth; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3184) for the relief of Adam 
Kidwiler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3185) for the relief of the trustees of 
the Presbyterian Church of Springfield, Hampshire County, West Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

e also introduced a bill (S. 3186) for the relief of E. C. Trimble; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3187) for the relief of Robert Thompson; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3188) to increase the pension of 
Daniel Clark; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. BARBOUR. I introduce a bill by request. I desire it noted 
that I am not committed to it, 

The bill (S. 3189) to authorize the construction of the Potomac River 
Railroad in the District of Columbia, and to define the route of the 
same, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Asa B. Ayers be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, there having been no 
adverse report thereon. 


REPORT ON IMPORTED LIQUORS. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, it was 

Ordered, That Senate report 610, Fiftieth Congress, first session, relating to im- 
i be reprinted for the use of the Senate, including the views of the 

MARY B. LE ROY. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senate yesterday passed the bill (S. 314) for 
the relief of Mary B. Le Roy. There was a@slight mistake in the bill, 
simply ofa word. I ask that the votes by which the bill was ordered 
to a third reading and passed be reconsidered, so that the necessary cor- 
rection may be made. It willonly take a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland moves that 
the votes by which the bill indicated by him was ordered to a third 
reading and was passed be reconsidered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate and open to 
amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Inline7, before the words ‘‘ to be,” I move to strike 
out the word ‘‘same,’’ and to insert the word ‘‘sum;’’ so as to read: 

The sum of $50 per month during her widowhood, that sum to be in lieu of 
her present pe: n, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TAUNTON, MASS. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill (S. 1548) for the erection of a public building at Taunton, 
Mass., was passed yesterday. I should like to inquire if that bill has 
been sent to the other House? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the motion to reconsider to be entered simply, 
and the matter tolie over. 

I desire to state that the motion to reconsider is made, not because 
of any doubt about the propriety of the bill, if it exists anywhere, but 
I understand there have been some little differences of policy between 
the draughtsmen of this class of bills in this body and in the other, and 
that it is possible there will be a conference before long on some other 
bill which will determine the policy of both Houses in regard to the 
matter. If that be trae, this bill will be amended or not so as to con- 


Fae eee te ny oe ee agree upon in reference to the other 


Several SENATORS. This is a Senate bill. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a Senate bill, but if it goes down to the other 
House and has to be amended there, it will have to come back. If it 
goes to the other House in the shape which that body will probably 
pass it, it will not be delayed by a return. 

5 P VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to recon- 
er. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not desire to have the tion put now. I dgire 

simply to enter it, and leave it for the time being. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion will be entered. 


DEPRESSION OF AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 


not, that order is closed, and the Chair lays before the Senate the reso- 
lution submitted on a previous day by the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
Voomeees]: The resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. VOORHEES on the 17th instant was 
read, as follows: 

Whereas the deep and widespresd depression and decay of the agricultural 
interests of the American people, the enormous and appalling amount of mort- 
gage indebtedness on agricultural lands, the total failure of home markets to fur- 
nish remunerative prices for farm products, the palpabie scarcity and insuffi- 
ciency of money incirculation in the dis of the people with which to transact 
the business of the country and effect exchanges of property and labor at fair 
rates, are circumstances of the most overwhelming importance to the safety and 
the wees of the Government: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That it is the highest duty of Congress in the present crisis tolay 
aside all discussion and consideration of mere party issues and to give prompt 
and immediate attention to the preparation and adoption of such measures as 
are required for the relief of the farmers and other overtaxed and underpaid 
laborers of the United States, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, there is trouble at this time in 
the hearts and minds of the farmers of this country. There is a deep, 
strong current of discontent, anxiety, and alarm prevailing in all the 
farming regions of the United States, and that current is growing 
swifter, stronger, and more threatening every hour. The spirit of un- 
rest, irritation, and reproach is abroad amongst the tillers of the soil 
to an extent never before known in American history. The millions 
who plow and sow and reap are being moved by a mighty and concerted 
impulse to inquire into the causes which have led to their present ca- 
lamitous and oppressed condition. 

I propose on this occasion to aid them to the extent of my ability 
in pushing this most natural and necessary inquiry and in securing 
an honest and truthful answer. The farmer is the progenitor of the 
human race, and was the first to stand in the presence of the Creator 
and to receive from Him the decree of the divine mind on the question 
of labor. From the farmer’s loins has descended the human family, 
with all its widespread and far-reaching branches, and wherever his 
dignity, honor, and prosperity have been ignored or trampled under 
foot, there the worst forms of government and the darkest scenes of 
barbarism have been found. God created a farmer to begin with, and, 
in all the ages since, His blessings have been most abundant and His 
civilization most glorious in the history of the nations and peoples 
where the farmer has ranked highest and where his comfort and pros- 
perity have been the greatest care and chief concern of government. 

The foundations of all human progress are in the hands of the farmer, 
and are laid by him as he asserts dominion by his daily toil over the 
tremendous forces and illimitable resources of nature. Who fails to 
be fascinated by a contemplation of the commerce of the seas? The 
thought is a most inspiring one that at this moment the richly freighted 
ships of all the nations of the earth are moving through all the oceans, 
and swarming on all the coasts and into all the harbors known to civ- 
ilized man; and yet all this mighty system of commerce, traffic, and 
exchange is as dependent upon the corn-fields and wheat-fields of the 
farmer as the fields themselves are upon the dews and rains and sun- 
shine of heaven. How brilliant, wonderful, and awe-inspiring appear 
ar ia cities of the world to the casual glance of the unreflecting 

nd. 

The ordinary traveler speeds on and on, thousands of miles through 
farm lands, gazing listlessly at farm houses and farm productions, 
thinking nothing of the vast fundamental lessons they teach, but look- 
ing eagerly forward to the problems, mysteries, and wealth contriy- 
ances of the crowded, speculating, stock-gambling city which he is 
rapidly approaching; and yet that city would wither and perish, shrivel 
back to a barren, naked beach; its wharfs would rot, and its swollen 
corporations and haughty millionaires would dwindle into poverty- 
stricken skeletons, no better fed than Pharaoh’s lean kine, were it not 
that the fountains of all its wealth, support, and grandeur are kept 
open and running, day and night, by the cultivation of the soil in the 
great domain of agriculture. 

Gilded palaces, baronial castles, marble halls, colossal estates outri- 
valing in value the richest dukedoms of the Old World, all draw their 
sustenance from the bosom of mother earth; their roots strike deep into 
the mold that is turned by the plow, and the farmer at last is made to 
pay for all. It is estimated that over twenty millions of the present 
population of the United States, counting all ages and both sexes, are 
engaged in the cultivation of the soil, and on their productive labor, 
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not only the Government itself leans for support, but also all other 
classes of citizens derive from the same source their prosperity, their 
wealth, and too often their profuse and criminal luxuries. Is it not 
well, therefore, in the present juncture of affairs, to turn away from 
less important questions and look carefully into the condition of the 
agricultural masses, who bear the burdens and constitute the strength 
and glory of the Republic? 

Sir, it is now nearly thirty years since the crisis of a terrible war 
gave to unhallowed avarice an opportunity to prey upon the self-sacri- 
ficing patriotism of the country and to plunder the laboring people of 
their hard and honest earnings, such as was never before in the history 
of nations presented to the basest passion and most sordid and odious 
vice in the fallen nature of man. In all the financial counsels of the 
Government at that time, Mammon, the demon of riches for the favored 
few, seemed to preside and control. 

Mammon, the least erected spirit that fell 

From heaven; for c'en in heaven his looks and thoughts 
Were always downward bent, admiring more 

The riches of heaven's pavement, trodden gold, 

Than aught divine or holy else enjoyed 

In vision beatific. 

Nor did this evil god of ill-gotten wealth, this fallen angel of greed 
and lust for gold, once a dweller in heaven, but now an inhabitant of 
hell, for a moment fall short of his delineation by Milton when, in bis 
base, hard, grinding, aud oppressive spirit, our present financial system, 
with its many and widespread branches and its far-reaching and destruc- 
tive consequences, was organized and enacted during the war. No 
“ vision beatific’? of an unselfish patriotism, of mighty, mustering mul- 
titudes, comprising the flower of the land marching to the altar of self- 
sacrifice, and treading with high heroic step and mien the wine-press 
of the battle-field; no vision of a Union restored, a country united, and 
a flag floating in the sunlight of peace ever for an instant all the 
thoughts or diverted the gaze of the American Mammon and his igno- 
ble conclave when they were engaged in laying deep and strong the 
foundations of the plutocracy, the giant money power, which now gov- 
erns and curses this country and its laboring people. 

A system of finance has been fastened on the American people with 
more hands than the fabled Briareus, and each one with an itching palm 
to clutch the fruits of honest industry for the enrichment of those who 
toil not, and yet outvie in splendor many of the crowned heads of Eu- 
rope. Of this oppressive system there are many parts and contrivances, 
all skillfully woven together like a great network and having all 
time the same object in view, the taxation of one class of citizens for 
the enrichment of anotherclass. It is sometimes said that certain old 
sins of the Government should not berecalled at this late day; that they 
have the sanction of time, wear a venerable aspect, and should be con- 
doned. 

When ministers of the christian religion cease to denounce the sins 
and crimes of the human race because they are old, “hoary and white 
with eld,” then, and not till then, will the fraudulent manner in which 
our bonded debt was doubled on the tax-payer be forgotten; then, and 
not till then, will the demonetization of silver be forgiven, and then, 
and not till then, will a high protective tariff, existing not for revenue, 
but as a machine with which to gorge, glut, and cram the privileged 
few at the expense of the many, cease to exasperate and inflame the 
indignation of the intelligent laborers of the world. 

The tariff, with all its overwhelming prominence and its overwhelm- 
ing oppression at this time, is but a part of the vast system devised 
more than a quarter of a century ago, whereby a moneyed aristocracy 
has been created, labor degraded and deprived of its earnings, and the 
Government itself revolutionized in spirit, and soon to be revolution- 
ized in substance and in form. It is true that, while the tariff is only 
a part of the money-power system of Government, yet its place and 
agency in that system are of the most vital and commanding influence 
in its execution. To take toll from all the laboring men, women, and 
children of the United States on all their wants and necessities, not 
for Government revenue, but for the protection of the millionaire man- 
ufacturers, powerful corporations, trusts, and syndicates, is the base 
function of the tariff laws now on our statute-books. 

Who has the hardihood to rise and say that such laws are now or 
ever have been or ever will be a blessing to the farmer? On the one 
hand behold the present condition of the farmer and on the other be- 
hold the towering peaks of the highest protective tariff ever known, 
with perhaps the exception of the Chinese wall. Will you dare go before 
the distressed farmers of the country in the approaching political canvass 
with the old, stale, worn-out falsehood that a high protective tariff is 
for them an event of joy, a rich benefaction, a season of prosperity, and 
of home markets at good prices? Such a lie in this year of 1890, like 
a murderer’s prayer, will stick in the throat of him who tries to utter 
it. When you again push the tariff, with its enormous and unneces- 
sary taxation on every article of farming life, into the farmer’s weather- 
beaten and care-worn face as a wise policy for him, will he not exclaim 
in indignation at your fraudulent pretense— 


Do men gather of thorns, or figs of thistles? y 
Even so every tree bringeth forth good fruit; but a corrupt tree bringeth 
forth evil fruit. 


A good tree can not bring forth evil fruit, neither can a corrupt tree bring 
forth good fruit, 
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Every that brin; notforth fruitis hewn down,and cast into the fire. 
Wherefore by thelr tutte yes know them. 

Are you ing to have your tariff tree, your protective policy, tried 
by this high and immortal standard? Theable and distinguished Sec- 
retary of State under the present Administration, in a recent ine 
article in reply to Mr. Gladstone, has pointed out certain periods in 
American affairs when, as he claims, there was general prosperity in 
connection with a protective tariff, and that therefore, by virtue of the 
unrepealable laws of cause and effect, prosperity was begotten by pro- 
tection, and the laboring people, the farmers especially, were blessed in 
their homes and at their firesides by being forced to buy what they 
needed in a high-priced market protected from competition and to sell 
their products, whatever they might be, according to the cheap prices 
sme yet the London marketsand in the other markets of the civilized 
world, where no protective policy is known and where the wheat and 
other great staples of the United States are brought face to face in com- 
petition for sale with the productions of the serf labor of Russia, the 
Sepoy servitude of the Indies, and the practical slavery of other por- 
tions of the globe. 

I will not stop to controvert, as others have successfully done, the 
Secretary’s accuracy in his statement of historical facts; I need not 
dwell on the past for the support of my contention that a protective 
tariff is a curse, and not a blessing. Iam not dealing with a theory, 
but with a condition on which even a blind man, by brief, primary in- 
struction, can look with unclonded vision and reach an unerring con- 
clusion. What is the issue this day between the farmer and the re- 
strictions, repressions, and extortions of a protective tariff? That is 
the question to consider; thatis the question in which American farmers 
are now everywhere most vitally interested. Are they gathering figs, 
fre they plucking good fruits from the policy of thvir Government ? 
I challenge the advocates of the present system of protection to answer 
on this floor or anywhere else. 

The farmers of the United States are this hour realizing, upon a gen- 
eral average, not more than 10 cents per bushel for corn, 50 ceuts per 
bushel for wheat, 2} to 3 cents a pound for hogs, a cent and a half to 
2 cents for fat cattle, and even this low and almost nominal rate of 
para would be reduceà to nothing at all, and the farmers would be 

rought in debt if the expenses of production as well as of transporta- 
tion were taken into the account. The compensation to the farmer 
for the enormous and infernal tax he has to pay under the tariff on all 
he needs and all he uses has always been the loud, prolonged, and ve- 
hement promise of an eager, remunerative home market forall he raised 
and wanted tosell. Where isthathome market? The farmeris hunt- 
for it, and mourning because it is not tobe found. Home market! 

at lies have been told in its name! 

The ignorant charlatan and the designing knave have alike poured 
falsehoods into the ears of the people, assuring the unsuspecting, and 
those of easy faith in the direction especially of their party ties, that 
home markets are created and sustained by a protective tariff, until 
now, after all these years of deception and lucrative mendacity on the 

of the money power and its advocates, thousands of farmers in dif- 

t parts of the country, owning and tilling lands richer far than the 

Delta of the Nile, are pointing in derision and scorn of all tariff pro- 

tection to their stoves and fire-places as their only home market for corn. 

The rich contents of their corn-cribs, the fruits of the year’s toil, have 

become cheaper as fuel than wood or coal, and as they mournfully 

on this great staple breadstuff turning to ashes for want of a mar- 

tin this land of railroads, rivers, and lakes, it would seem as if all 

their hopes of relief at the hands of the party now in power would per- 
ish in the same way. 

Experience is teaching a harsh and severe lesson to the American 
farmer, and the time will come, at no distant day, when he will look 
upon the proposition to tax him, his wife, and his children for the pro- 
tection and benefit of other people besides himself and his own as he 
would look upon a law of Congress establishing the army worm, the 
weevil, and the midge in his wheat, legalizing locusts, lice, grasshop- 
pors, and infecting his cattle with murrain and his hogs with cholera. 

t is not possible that the fraudulent and monstrous policy of taxing 
the farmer into poverty in order to make another class of people na- 
bobs and millionaires can much longer delude and mislead any one fit 
to manage his own affairs and have the care of a family. 

From year to year the farmer has been assured, and in certain quar- 
ters he is now again being reminded, that protection is extended to the 
products of his"labor against the competition of similar products im- 
ported from abroad for sale in our markets. The protectionist who ad- 
vances this argument is either himself a fool or an audacious knave, 
who assumes that the farmers to whom it is addressed are fools. Do 
the home markets of the United States invite the great staples of agri- 
culture from foreign lands? Does the price of wheat, of corn, of cot- 
ton, of pork, and of beef in our markets excite the cupidity of the 
grain-growers and stock-raisers of Europe, Canada, Mexico, or South 
America? What need is there of a tarift duty to keep the products of 
foreign farms away from our shores, when in point of fact prices in 
American markets for agricultural productions pay the American farmer 
pale, more than neighborhood transportation and nothing at all 

labor? 


The farmers of the United States sell abroad and feed the world. 
Every pretense of protection for their home markets is a fraud; every 
duty laid on such articles as wheat, corn, cattle, horses, eggs, poultry, 
and other like productions of farm life and farm labor is a cheat and a 
sham, and isso intended. Under cover of a deceptive and pretended 
protection, which affords no protection at all for anything he has to 
sell, the farmer has been for years, and is now, compelled to pay taxes 
on the necessaries of life after the following average rates: On woolen 
goods, an average of 70 cent.; knit cotton goods, 39 per cent.; cot- 
ton clothing, 35 per cent4*cotton bagging, 44 per cent.; cotton ties, 35 
per cent. ; tin-plate for roofing, milk pails, and kitchen utensils, 40 per 
cent.; earthen and stone ware, 58 per cent.; chains, 44 per cent.; win- 
dow-glass, 73 per cent., and sugar, 70 per cent. 

To convince the farmer that he is protected and benefited by such an 
abominable system as this would seem to a rational mind utterly im- 
possible, and yet in some instances it has been done. I recall one in- 
stance at this time, and I will venture to describe it to Senators as I have 
once before done toa popular assemblage. During the campaign of 1888, 
inone of our beautiful Indiana townsand in a very fertile belt of country, 
I witnessed a Republican procession. It had in it many industrial ex- 
hibits, claiming to show the power and the glory of a tariff laid for pro- 
tection. As I scanned the long line of moving vehicles I caught sight 
of one that riveted my gaze and gave me much food for reflection on 
the power to mislead and deceive which was abroad in theland. It was 
a wagon driven by a farmer and loaded with the productions of his fields. 
There were specimens of corn, wheat, rye, hay, and oats; of potatoes, 
pumpkins, watermelons, and cantaloupes; of cabbages, beans, onions, 
pie-plant, and tomatoes; of apples, peaches, pears, grapes, and culti- 
vated blackberries, and on each side of the wagon, in big staring letters, 
I read the following: ‘‘These are the fruits of protection.’’ My first 
thought was that such a man would certainly become the victim of a 
bunko-steerer or a confidence swindler before he got out of town, but 
in a moment I reflected that he had been listening to the eloquent ad- 
vocates of the monopolists, and had been persuaded that tariff protec- 
tion had done more for him than the sun, the dews, the rains, and a 
rich and bountiful soil, with all his own labor thrown in. 

The stupendous extent of this unfortunate man’s delusion can only 
be estimated when you turn away from a political parade and look at 
him while at work on his farm. You there behold the poor, blind 
dupe breaking up his grounds, preparing them for crops, and then plant- 
ing and drilling in his corn, wheat, oats, and rye with plows, hurrows, 
planters, and drills on which he has paid out of his own pocket from 
75 to 100 per cent., nearly double their real value, as a tariff tax laid 
for the protection and enrichment of the manufacturer of such imple- 
ments in this country. You behold this enslaved and deluded victim 
of the money power cutting his small grain and his hay with a reaper 
and a mower for which he has paid twice what they would cost him 
but for a protective tariff. 

He usesa double-priced hoe in his cabbage patch and a double-priced 
pitchfork at his hay-mow and wheat-stack, in order to enable the manu- 
facturers of hoes and pitchforks to avoid foreign competition and thus 
get rich. He then puts a set of harness on his horses, taxed from the 
bridle-bits to the breech-bands and every buckle, link, and chain, 
hitches them to a wagon taxed 85 per cent., at least, on every bolt, 
spike, and tire that holds it together, and then, with a suit of clothes 
on his back taxed at about the same rate and with his wife by his 
side, also covered with raiment at twofold-protected prices, he starts 
to town shouting for the Republican party, the sideboards of his wagon 
proclaiming that the productions of his farm are the fruits of protec- 
tion. 

The fruits of protection! They were planted, nurtured, and gath- 
ered in spite of protection, and at a double expense because of such a 
curse in the statute-books of the Government. It is a notorious and 
self-evident truth that the tariff, as it now stands, increases the farmer’s 
expense account from 35 to over 100 per cent. on every implement of 
hushandry with which he toils from one year’s end to another. 

The Mills bill attempted to place all fibers, such as hemp, jute, flax 
goods, and manila, used in the manufacture of twine, on the free-list. 
That just and moderate bill was defeated by the monopolists; and 
now, with a tariff of $20 a ton and 40 per cent. ad valorem on twine, 
and also a twine trust, creating a close monopoly in its manufacture, 
thousands of farmers during last summer’s harvest were not able to pay 
the increased price of twine-binders. They have been forced back to 
the machinery of their naked hands, and with bloody fingers and thumbs 
they have reflected upon the price of binding-twine, enhanced to 18 
cents a pound by tariff and by trust. It is true that party prejudices 
are stubborn and hard to remove, but surely it is not too much to sup- 
pose that between these same sore fingers and thumbs a Republican 
ticket will not be found this year. 

The very house in which the farmer lives is a monument to unneces- 
sary, unjust, vicious, wicked, and criminal taxation. His barn is the 


same. There is not an inch of lumber, or a single nail, or a pane of 
glass in either of them which has not cost the farmer an average tax of 
more than 50 per cent., paid, not to the Government, but as a naked 
subsidy to the manufacturers of lumber, iron, and glass. His table, 
spread with dishes and with his daily food, is an altar reared to taxation, 
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on which he sacrifices three times a day to the unholy god of mammon 
now controlling the councils of the nations and devouring the en.orced 
offerings of unpaid labor. His bed is not a place of untroubled rest; it 
is lined and stitched and quilted with dishonest taxes, which he is com- 
pelled to pay before he can draw his blanket over his weary frame and 
sink down to sleep. 

But in discussing the effects of a high protective tariff on the farmer 
and on his struggles for a prosperous home, there remains for consider- 
ation another page of startling statistics and agricultural disasters. In 
high-sounding phrase and with the swelling note of a bugle proclaim- 
ing victory in advance, the adyocates, the orators, and the essayists of 
. protection are constantly boasting of the growth and development of 

the country, and citing its wealth as an evidence that their policy is 
sound and just. But is it true that there have been a healthy develop- 
ment of the true interests of the American people and an honest, ben- 
éeficial accumulation of wealth in this country under our present finan- 
cial policy, and more especially by virtue of the present system of tariff 
taxation? 

The prosperity of huge corporations, the accumulation of vast fort- 
tunes in the hands of the few, the swollen bank accounts of trusts, 
syndicates, and protected manufacturers, are no more evidences of a 
people’s wholesome growth and greatness than were the riches of Dives 
when he refused a crumb of bread to Lazarus, nor than theill-gotten pos- 
sessions of the Scribes and Pharisees who devoured widows’ houses and 
made long prayers in the days of our blessed Savior on earth. The 
only genu ne strength, progress, and glory of a nation must arise from 
the increasing value of its agricultural lands and in the yearly incomes 
and substantial gains of its laboring people, thereby as a consequence 
securing their contentment and their happiness. 

Sir, our present system of protective-tariff taxes was enacted twenty- 
eight years ago, and I deny that the farmers of the United States have 
been prosperous under its operation; I deny that they have had fair 
profits on their labor; I deny that they have had reasonable yearly in- 
comes, or, on an average, any income at all, after barely securing the 
absolute necessaries of life. On the contrary, I assert that while farmers 
have been compelled to continue the payment of war taxes in a time of 

there has been not only no increase in the value of their landsdur- 

g the last quarter of a century, but an absolute loss of not less than 
33 pér cent. 

Reliable statistics warrant me in saying that the improved farm lands 
of the United States, if put to sale to-day under the most favorable cir- 
cumstances now possible, would not upon a general average realize more 
than two-thirds their value twenty-five years ago. Take the lands of 
the State of Ohio as an illustration of this startling fact. Ohio is one 
of the most favored States by nature in the American Union, and yet 
three years ago Governor Foraker, in an official address, comparing the 
value of real estate in 1887 with what it was in 1880 in that great Com- 
monwealth, said: 

There has been a heavy decline. Farm property is from 25 to 50 per cent. 
cheaper than it then was. 

But the rich and productive lands of Ohio have been not only rapidly 
diminishing in value, but their owners have also been forced to mort- 
gage them toa mostalarming extent. It is estimated from official sta- 
tistics that the mortgaged indebtedness of the farmers of Ohio reaches 
the enormous sum ot $300,000,000. 

In Illinois, that empire of natural resources and vast cultivation, the 
showing as to her farming lands and farming interests is still darkerand 
more disastrous. A recent number of the Bankers’ Magazine, comment- 
ing on the report of Mr. John S. Lord, chief of the Illinois bureau of 
statistics, points out the fact that the private debts secured by mort- 

of record in that State exceed $402,000, 000. 

t is also shown that of this mortgage indebtedness $181,000,000 is 
outside of Cook County, the farm indebtedness, exclusive of mortgages 
on chattels and town lots, being $142,000,000, with an annual interest 
of $4,919,000. Taking the entire average of the State, 23 per cent. of 
its whole face is under mortgage. The Bankers’ Magazine character- 
izes these figures as stupendous and alarming, and yet there are other 
States with even worse records of debt and financial distress than Illinois 
or Ohio. According to the last report of the Labor Bureau of Michigan, 
over 47 per cent, of all the farm lands within her borders are under 
mortgage. During the last Congress the able and accomplished Repre- 
sentative of the Harper’s Ferry district of West Virginia made the fol- 
lowing striking and uncontradicted statement on the floor of the House: 
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gage upon his estate. The farmers have neither the time nor money to 
come here and besiege Congress about these matters. They are chained to 


are protected and subsidized are here at all times in your lobbies, urging meas- 
ures for their own benefit, 


In Indiana, Kentucky, Missouri, Kansas, Iowa, Nebraska, and in- 
deed throughout the whole Northwest, from 20 to 50 per cent. of the 
improved farms are covered by mortgage liens at such rates of interest 
as farmers can never pay out of the proceeds of their crops, much less 
also the principal. They are thus brought face to face with the loss of 
their homes, with ruin, and hundreds of thousands of them are stand- 
ing in that attitude this day and hour. If, however, it is retorted, as 
we constantly hear, that the deplorable condition of Western and North- 
western farmers is local, exceptional, peculiar to themselves, growing 
out of their lack of thrift and skill, and not due to the general policy 
of the Government, it will only be necessary to turn our inquiries in 
another direction in order to find that thedecay of values in farm lands 
and ip farm productions has been even greater and more ruinous in 
the older Eastern States than in the West. 

Sir, New England is the home of high protection; the busy brains 
of her people have been engaged from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment in devising tariff duties for other people to pay to the manufact- 
uring classes, and she has placed her privileged few at the head of the 
money of this country, if not of the world. But like the boomerang 
as a weapon of war, New England’s high protective-tariff policy is at 
last returning against her own bosom, and carrying widespread destruc- 
tion to her farmers in their homes, in their lands, and in everything 
they possess. We are informed by Bradstreet’s reliable journal, in an 
article on statistics— 


That depopulation in rural New England is something to create wonder, 
Recent investigations by the State authorities of Vermont, New Hampshire, 
and Massachusetts show that an alarming number of farms in fair condition 
and once owned by thrifty farmers are abandoned entirely and turned over to 
the bramble and the thistle, untenanted and unrentable. 


And, again, we find the following careful and amazing statement re- 
cently made public in the press of the country: 


The movement to recolonize Vermont and New Hampshire with Scandina- 
vian immigrants bas brought out some significant facts with reference to these 
two New England States. From the State commissioner of agriculture and 
manufacturing interests it is learned that good farming land is passing out of oc- 
cupation. In the town of gern Windsor County, Vermont, 4,000 acres of 
lands which are now or have been in former times govde farms are offered for 
sale. One-half of these, says the commissioner,are lands which formerly com- 

rised good farms, but with buildings now gone, and fast growing up with tim- 

r; some of this land is used for Lemay. and on other portions the fences 
are not kept up, leaving old cellar holes and miles of stone walls to testify toa 
former civ ion. x 

Such lands can be purchased at from one to two dollars per acre. The com- 
missioner tells of he heard of one farm of 200 acres, with fair buildings and 
po soil, in the township of Chelsea, Vermont, which can be bought for $100, 

n the township of Vershire, Orange County, there are from ea eee! to forty 
farms, contiguous or cared so, abandoned or unoccupied. of these 
farms have a fair set of buildings on them, and others could be o comfort- 
able with a small outlay. A recent telegram in the papers reported that fifteen 
families of Swedish immigrants had been en; to settle in Vermont, 

A gentleman in Jamaica, Windham County, has compiled a list and descrip- 
tion of farms in that town from which the State commissioner takes the follow- 
ing examples: 

* A farm of 200 acres, fair buildings, good sugar orchard, plenty of wood and 
timber, has been one of the best in the town, listed at $810. 

* A farm of 135 acres, good buildings, sugar orchard, fruit orchard, and in good 
state ofcultivation, listed ut $700. 

“A farm of 90 acres, good buildings, vacant only one year, with timber enough 
on the place to pay for it. 

* A farm of 22 acres, good buildings, vacant one a listed at $225. 
sean ten of 97 acres, good buildings, sugar and fruit. orchards, a good farm, 

at $700. 

* A farm of 90 acres, in a high state of cultivation, must be sold, listed at $765. 

“A farm of 155 acres, the finest location in the town; has got to be sold for 
what it will bring.” 

The Vermont commissioner then goes on to say that in Essex County there 
are six towns containing 89,491 acres of land, on which there are probably all 
told not more than fifteen or twenty families. These are described as lands, 
lands that will make good productive farms, well watered, and with timber sufi- 
cient for home consumption, wanting nothing but the energy, the bone and 
muscle to clear them up. 

“In Newark, Caledonia County, twenty-five farms, only 3 miles from rail- 
road. can be bought for $3 to H per acre.” 

This is only a partial report on the unoccupied and abandoned farming 
iands in Vermont. It is known to the commissioner that there are 5,000 acres 
of such lands in the town of Wilmington. 

These are startling facts, and what is affirmed of Vermont is also true of New 
Hampshire and other New England States. Extensive tracts of land, once 
dotted with farm-houses, are now covered with young forest trees and brambles. 

The only explanation offered by the Vermont commissioner is that, ofthe 
people who once oceupied these farms, some have died, others have gone West 
and to the cities, and none have come to fill their places, 


In still another account of agricultural decay and desolation in New 
England I find the following melancholy facts and figures: 


Vermont is bad off,and New Hampshireis no better, The last Legislature of 
New Hampshire Sy pornted Mr. Bachelder to devise means by which the farm- 
ing interests might be restored, if possible, and waste fields be cultivated. He 
sent out letters, and the replies are said to be startling. Inthe town of Jackson 
alone thirty farms have been deserted, while in Bath there are 75,000 deserted 
acres. And so in fifteen other towns there are from one to thirty deserted 
farms, while in fourteen others there are in all 21,000 vacant acres, with tumble- 
down buildings, and this is said to be only the beginning of the list, which 

mises. on the basis of what has already come in, to be a revelation. The 
> on Globe says the condition of the other Northern New England States is 
milar. 

From New York and Pennsylvania sad stories also come of the manufacturer 
Seen d up the farmer, In fact, the tiller of the soil is being ruined by a system 
= creates an order of plutocrats, fosters monopolies, and begets all-devour- 

g trusts, 


Sir, in the face of these appalling facts and cruel figures of ruin to 


‘ 


the farmers of New England, as well as to the farmers of the Middle 
States and of the Mississippi Valley, who will now confront the coun- 

“ry and eulogize the workings and the results of a system of tariff pro- 
tection which, after a continuous trial of twenty-eight years, has ac- 
complished nothing save the concentration, the amassment of enormous 
wealth in a few protected and privileged hands, depriving the people 
of a sufficient amount of currency in circulation, impoverishing and en- 
slaving wage laborers, and inflicting upon farmers such a condition of 
financial wretchedness as to fill their hearts with bitterness and resent- 
ment against the law-making power of the Government? 

With a cry resounding through the land for Scandinavians and other 
half-civilized races of Northern Europe to come over and recolonize 
American States that were of the original and immortal thirteen, who 
is there, here or elsewhere, to maintain and defend an economic policy 
under which such shameful disasters have overtaken the most meri- 
torious, the most useful, the most honorable, and the most absolutely 
essential class of American citizens? With the depopulation of the 
agricultural regions of New England and their abandonment to the 
bush and the bramble; with a home market for the farmers of the 
United States generally for nothing at active rates, except mortgages 
on their lands on terms as to interest, amount, and time which render 
ae ere impossible, and foreclosure, sale, and dispossession swift and 

evitable, surely it is not difficult to discover the character of the high- 
way we are traveling or the end we are approaching. 

This highway is not new; other nations have trodden it before, and 
have reached the overthrow of popular governmentand personal liberty, 
as we will unless the people speedily rise and rescue themselves from 
the awful condition in which they are involved. The improved lands 
of the United States, the homes of farmers, are passing under mortgage 
foreclosures from occupant freeholders to loan associations, to non- 
resident coca Shire aga becoming tenant rookeries, paying rent to 
eg cies aristocracy. e meaning of all this is obvious in the light 
o0 ry. 


Til fares the land, to hastening ills a prey. 
Where wealth accumulates, and farms decay. 


In the strong language of a gifted writer on this subject— 


When darkness settled over Egypt and she lost her place among the gt 
nations of the earth, 3 per cent. of her population owned 97 per cent, of her 
wealth, When peri went down, 2 percent. of her population owned ali the 
wealth. When Persia bowed her head, 1 per cent. of her population owned all 
the land. When the sun of Rome set in black despair, eighteen hundred men 
owned and controlled all the then known world. For the past thirty years— 
more cularly since the close of the civil war—the United States has moved 
ra y the path followed by these old nations. In 1850 our capitalists 
owned 37} per cent. of the nation’s wealth. In 1870, only twenty years later, 
they owned 63 cent., having almost doubled their accumulations. They 
have more than kept up this ratio since 1870, and probably now hold fully 80 per 
cent. of the total wealth of the country, What proportion of the population 
holds this large per cent. it is not easy to determine, but it does not probably cx- 


10 per cent. of the 60,000,000 who inhabit this country, and this per cent., so 


small in numbers, but so omnipotent in wealth, is using its immense power in 
sey departmentof business and of government in the development and pros- 
ecution of schemes for making the rich richer and the poor poorer, 


Sir, the inquiry as to the cause, or causes, of this appalling condi- 
tion is earnest and universal among the laboring classes, and especially 
among farmers, at this time. The main answer is easy and obvious; 
it is to be found on the very surface of our affairs. Living under a 
plutocracy, the farmer does not own his full time and labor; he ownsa 
part, but not all. He needs all the six days of the week in which to 
work for himself, his wife, and his children, but under the iniquitous 
system by which the tariff taxes him upon every n of life he 
is compelled to devote the proceeds of at least two days out of the six 
to the protection and enrichment of the robber barons, 

One-third of his time the American farmer is a toiling serf for the 
payment, not of revenue to his Government, but of naked tribute to 
those who are protected in charging him from 25 to 100 per cent. more 
than it is worth on every article his wants compel him to buy. For 
two days’ work, we will say, a farmer can earn a pair of blankets worth 
$3 to make, but which are increased in price by tariff protection to $5. 
To whom does the additional labor on his part, necessary to enable 
him to buy them, belong? Thesame question may be asked in regard 
to all his agricultural implements, his household and kitchen utensils 
and furniture, and all the clothing on his back, purchased in markets 
viciously protected in the right to add war taxes to prices for the bene- 
fit of the manufacturing monopolist on every article there sold. 

Sir, we are all familiar with the name applied toa system of govern- 
ment by virtue of which one class owns the labor of another class, and 
it is a moderate and reasonable statement to make that the American 
laborer, and more especially the farm laborer, is already one-third slave 
by Jaw, with the clutch, greed, and power of his master, the plutoc- 
racy, increasing the degree and the degradation of his servitude every 
hour. Therelationsof the laboring classes to the feudal baronsof Europe 
during the Middle Ages were exactly the same in principle as those 
now existing between the laboring classes of the United States and the 
favored few, for whom they are hewers of wood and drawers of water. 

Cedric the Saxon had no surer hold on the services of Gurth the 
swineherd than the lords of the money power have at this time on the 
hard earnings of American industry. Are we to be blind to the lessons 


of history? There is always a point in the oppression and enslavement 


of labor where safety ceases and danger begins. A tax known as corvée 
in France, requiring and enforcing gratuitous labor on the part of the’ 
inhabitants of a district for their lord of the manor, was one of the sore 
grievances which led to the French revolution. A French writer thus 
describes the workings of this tax: 

It consisted of a number of days’ work which the seigneur had the right to 
require annually gratis of the serf, originated with Charlemagne, only nied by 
the revolution, It might he required at any day,any hour, atthe pleasure of the 
lord of the manor. He might reyes any sort of labor: plow the lands of the 
baron, train his hedges, make and clean his ditches, repair root or walls of his 
castle, and even beat the water in the pond all night to keep the frogs still so 
that monseigneur’s sleep should not be broken. 

Well might Mirabeau denounce the corvée tax as ‘‘the most cruel of, 
all servitudes,” and yet the French peasantry of that period were no 
more required to render gratuitous services to the French aristocracy 
than are the grain-growers and stock-raisersof the United States to-day 
to render gratuitous millions and hundreds of millions annually to 
the coffers of those whom a high protective tariff has made their lords 
and masters. It remains to be seen whether the American laborer at 
the close of the nineteeth century will be any more patient of a corvée 
tax on his time and his industry than was the down-trodden French 
peasant of a hundred years ago. 

Sir, the aristocracy of money is always cruel and coarse and unmind- 
ful of all else save its own gains and meretricious splendor. Its lavish 
and ostentatious displays of ill-gotten wealth often light up the whole 
argument on the relations between labor and capital, and point to the 
soundest conclusions ever found in history. Who is protected and en- 
riched by a protective tariff? has been a question of debate prolonged 
through generations, but can be best determined now by pointing out 
as object lessons the condition of our agricultural communities on the 
one hand and certain arrogant, ambitious, and dazzling demonstrations 
of wealth which have recently taken place on the other. 

There came to this country, not many years ago, a subject of Great 
Britain, with a keen capacity and hungry instinct for the amassment 
of great riches. He became acitizen of the State of Pennsylvania and 
engaged in manufacturing iron and steel. The productions of his mines 
and his mills have been andstill are protected in the American markets 
from foreign competition by tariff duties ranging from 40 to over 100 
per cent. on imported iron and steel of various kinds and in various 
conditions, These enormous percentages have been added to the price of 
all his sales, and have been paid at last by the farmer, whether the sales 
were for the equipment of railroads or the equipmentof farms. What 
has been the effect of this policy on Mr. Carnegie and his fortunes? 
We know that his laborers have not grown rich, for only last July he 
gave them notice of a heavy reduction in their wages and persuaded 
them into submission by the presence of Pinkerton men and Spring- 
field rifles, 

Who is it, then, if not the working people, that protection has pam- 
pered into more than oriental magnificence in the iron and steel works 
of Pennsylvania? Three or four weeks ago there was a banquet spread 
in this city, a description of which the next morning was the joy and 
the glory of the newspaners and the sensation of the whole country. 
Accounts were head-lined as follows: ‘‘ Like Lucullus of old—Gorgeous 
dinner that rivaled an ancient Roman feast—Mr. Carnegie’s entertain- 
ment—Over two thousand tulips and crocuses and thousands of roses 
used—A menu which almost the whole world furnished—Delightful 
musical programme. ’? 

We are informed that this banquet was given to the President of the 
United States and his Cabinet, and also to the delegates and officers of 
the International Conference, and the brilliant reporter proceeds to say 
that— 

All that money could provide and taste suggest to combine beauty of surround- 
ings with the enjoyment of an epicurean repast had been broughs into uisi- 
tion to secure the desired end, and the result was a success far beyond that 
anticipated, but nohe the less gratifying. * * * Undoubtedly it was the most 
elegant affair ever given in this city, if not in the United States. The room re- 
sembled a conservatory supplied with plantsand blossoms. The side halls were 
almost completely hid from view by plaques of palmetto leaves, intertwined 
with Southern smilax, deep green and glossy, and which grows wild in the 
Carolinas, whence this had m brought, The north hall, back of where Presi- 
dent Harrison and Mr. Carnegie sat, was a gem from the florist’s hands, 

Mr. PLATT (in his seat). President Harrison was not there. 

Mr. VOORHEES. He sent his regrets, I believe. I heard the re- 
mark of the Senator from Connecticut and I was waiting for some such 
catch as that. President Harrison sent his regrets, and if he was not 
there he regretted it, for he said so. Would the Senator from Connec- 
ticut have been ashamed tobe found there himself? I think conscience 
is coming to the surface somewhat. 

‘Then, after a vast deal more of the same sort about ‘‘ maiden-hair 
ferns,” ‘ palms 16 feet high,” ‘‘ mammoth four-leaf clover,” ‘‘ mounds 
of Ulrich Bruner, Gabrielle Luizeti, and Magna Charta roses,’’ the re- 
porter told a gaping world what the modern Lucullus, sired by a pro- 
tective tariff, gave his guests to eat. Among other things, the farmers 
and wage-workers of the country were informed that the fish, being a 

“sole, was secured from England, the mutton from Scotland, and the 
spring chickens from Louisiana. The celery, olives, and anchovies 
were served in the finest cut glass, and the salted almonds and radishes 
in dishes of solid silver. The forks and table-ware used throughout 
the dinner were also of solid silver, while the plates and service com- 
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prised Haviland china, with the exception of the fish course, which 


was served on plates of royal Worcester.” It is also stated that the 
silver alone on the table cost $3,000. 

To the farmer now in trouble, with smortgage on his homestead, the 
interest unpaid, foreclosure approaching, no demand for what he has 
to sell, and no money in the house—to him I commend this picture of 
the Carnegie banquet as the best explanation of a high protective tariff 
ever before known in American history. At one end of the tariff ques- 
tion the manufacturer, the protected monopolist, spreads an imperial 
bangquet-board, loaded with epicurean dainties from every clime, and 
flowing with wines costlier than nectar, while at the other end of the 
. question farm laborers, wage-workers, and all who live by the sweat of 
their faces are in deep apprehension, in sighs, in distress, and often in 
tears. When I reflect on the bitter trials which the farmers are under- 
going at this time and the depression and suffering attendant upon 
other working classes, there is but one other occasion of the kind which 
can parallel, to my mind, the impious mockery of Carnegie’s enter- 
tainment. 

Belshazzar the king made a great feast to a thousand of his lords, and drank 
wine before the thousand. 

They drank wine, and praised the gods of gold, and of silver, of brass, of 
iron, of wood, and of stone. 

In the same hour came forth fiugers of a man's hand, and wrote over against 
the candlestick upon the plaster of the wall of the king’s palace: and the king 
saw the part of the hand that wrote. 

Then the sacred historian says the king was filled with terror, his 
knees smote together, and he cried aloud, and for a time in vain, for 
an interpreter of the writing on the wall. An interpreter came into 
his presence at last and, after taxing him with the use of the sacred 
vessels taken from the Temple of Jerusalem, said: 

And thou hast praised the gods of silver, and gold, of brass, iron, wood, and 
stone, which see not, nor hear, nor know: and the God in whose hand thy 
breath is, and whose are all thy ways, hast thou not glorified. 

How swiitly your minds anticipate the remainder of the old and 
sublimestory! ‘‘Mene, Mene, Tekel, Upharsin’’ signified the downfall 
of a kingdom upheld by injustice, impiety, and crime. My earnest 
prayer and belief is that a handwriting, beginning in the banquet halls 
of unrighteous monopolies and spreading over the walls of all the 
farm-houses and homes of labor in the United States, is now heralding 
the speedy overthrow of a system of extortion and robbery more 
wicked and criminal in the sight of God and man than all the sins of 
Babylon when her robes were most scarlet with iniquity. 

And now, sir, having pointed out, to some extent at least, the con- 
dition of the farmers of the United States at the present time and the 
widespread and crushing evils which have befallen them through the 
criminal policy of their Government, it remains as a part of my duty 
to suggest such remedies as I would adopt had I the power toenact and 
enforce them. 

First. Tariff reform should be so thorough, complete, and unsparing 
that, after providing sufficient revenue for the Government, not one 
dollar would be further required of the farmer as protection to high- 
priced goods, wares, and merchandise, because of their being manufact- 
ured and sold by American monopolists. The only protection con- 
nected with tariff taxation should be a mere incident to a tariff laid 
for nothing else but Government revenue, and even that, when it en- 
hances the cost of the necessaries of life, should be wholly eliminated 
if possible. 

A tariff enacted for the sake of protection, designed as a law whereby 
one class of our citizens is protected against competition in the manu- 
facture and sale of articles at increased prices over their real value, is 
not only a violation of the Constitution, but a legalized crime, more 
distinctly at war with principles of liberty and equality than thestamp 
tax which caused the American Revolution. Such is the system now 
in existence. Its reform and revision on the basis of a tariff for reve- 
nue only would relieve the farming class of the payment of not less 
than $500,000,000 annually extorted from them for the protection, ag- 
grandizement, and enrichment of manufacturing monopolies, 
and all the kindred brood of ugly moneyed monsters which now infest 
the land and prey upon the people. 

By the tariffreform which I indicate it would become the farmer’s turn 
to enjoy protection; protection against high-priced markets in which to 
buy and low-priced markets in which to sell; protection in the owner- 
ship of his own time and labor; protection against the condition of a 
slave for two days out of every six, with eet ee as his owner and 
overseer; protection against class robbery, spoliation, and plunder; pro- 
tection in the secure possession and og bed of his own earnings 
without being compelled to divide with legalized looters or pay ransom 
to financial brigands. Iam for this kind of protection, and it would 
afford immeasurable relief where relief is most needed and most deserved. 

Second. A full supply of legal-tender money in the hands of the peo- 
ple, proportioned in amount to the population and business of the 
country, is as essential to the tity of the farmer as a sufficient 
quantity of blood is to human life. Itis nowhere denied that there 
is at this time a meager and stinted volume of currency in circulation 
amongst the producing and business classes, This fact is owing largely 
to the absorption of money by the monopolies at the money centers 
and to a great extent also to the growth of population and the expan- 


sion of business without any corresponding increase in the amount of 
our circulating medium. 

The figures of the census and the statistics of finance show that, | 
while our population has increased 25,000,000 in the last twenty-five 
years and the requirements of business for the use of money has in-, 
creased in the same proportion, yet there isin fact less money in actual 
circulation in the hands of the people or attainable by them for = 
use than there was a quarter of a century ago. Itis the constitutio 
power and the constitutional duty of the Government to authorize 
and enact by its stamp, on either gold, silver, or paper, a sufficient 
amount of money, fall legal tender in quality, to meet the sound and 
healthy demands of the people in their trade, their commerce, and their 
development of the physical resources of the country. 

Thus the Supreme Court of the United States has decided, and thus, 
in despite of those interested in the scarcity of money, in low-priced 
property, and in cheap labor, the Jaw stands settled. With the power 
in Congress to declare what shall be money and how much shall be 
issued what necessity can there be for the farmer to offer his lands to 
the Government as security for a small loan in his sore distress? He 
has a higher right than this to a much ampler and more enduring re- 
lief. I fully agree with the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] 
in his statement that ‘‘an abundance of money means universal activ- 
ity, bringing in its train all the blessings that belong to a constantly 
employed, industrious, and intelligent people.’’ | 

I do not, however, agree with him that the land-owners of the 
United States, the sovereign people who own and support the Govern- 
ment, should be left to become borrowers at the door of the Treasury 
on their mortgaged homes at one-half or one-quarter of their assessed 
value, or at any other appraisement. I do not agree with him that 
such a system would in the long run bring any relief at all. The 
owners of the soil stand on higher, safer, and more dignified ground. 
The Constitution of the United States confers the power on Congress 
to create and issue all the money needed for the relief of the people; 
and for the value, the integrity, the good faith, and the final redemp- 
tion of this money all the lands between the two oceans, all the homes 
on the farms or in the cities, all the wealth of monopoly and of corpo- 
rations, all the credit, resources, and honor of the Government itself 
stand pledged and will stand pledged forever. 

Let Congress, on such a pledge, such a mortgage, furnish to the la- 
boring masses and the active business interests of the country an amount 
of currency in proportion to population and trade, and every active in- 
dustry will be stimulated, prices for agricultural produce will become 
remunerative, mortgages will be paid off, old debts will be wiped out, , 
wages will increase to a fair exchange for work in the shops and in the 
coal mines, the wrinkled visage of hard times will be smoothed, and ' 
homes now dark with gloom and distress will smile with peace and 
plenty. The largest amount of legal-tender notes (greenbacks) known 
in our financial history since the war was $432,757, 604, and that at a 
a time when our population was 25,000,000 less than it is now. 

The present amount of the greenback circulation is $346,681,016, be- 
ing a contraction of the currency, for an enormously increased popula- 
tion, of $86,076,588. Had I the power, I would, as a measure of jus- 
tice, wise policy, 


, and permanent relief to every worthy and industri- 
ous class of citizens, restore the greenback circulation to the est 
point it ever reached in time of peace, and there maintainit, Let the 
$86,076,538 be reissued, with debt-paying power, and the humiliating | 
idea of mortgaging homesteads for small loans will disappear forever, | 
No speculative disturbance in values would follow such an increase of 
our circulation, for it would even then be too small in its ratio to a 
ulation of 60,000,000 and to the giant developments yet to take p. 

in this Union of forty-two States. 

Third. The free coinage of silver also presents itself as a measure of 
relief to the American farmer and'to the laborer for daily wages. 
Argument against the use of silver money to the full extent of all our 
silver resources is never heard in the channels of trade nor in the fields 
of active industry. Its enemies are not to be found in the ranks of 
labor, but in the sumptuous council chambers of the arrogant platoc- 
racy, where the chief aim and end of government is to increase the 
power of money over lands and houses and over men and women by 
making it scarce and hard to obtain by the plain, unprotected people. 

Those who affect an alarm at silver inflation are mostly those who - 
are bent on the contraction of all kinds of currency in order to increase 
the purchasing power of the money which monopoly and privilege have 
already given them. The financial credit of no nation in the world 
stands higher than that of France, and the circulation of silver amo: 
the French people is $14.67 per capita, while it is but $2.72 per capita 
with us. With more silver products than all the world besides, the 
people of the United States are demanding fair play for silver money 
and the assistance and stimulus of its unlimited coinage and circula- 
tion, With all the discrimination that has been made against it, with 
all the sneers and calumnies that have been heape’ upon it, gold can 
buy no more in the markets than silver and can carry its aristocrati¢ 
head no higher than the dollar of the fathers. The adoption of the 
free coi of silver will mark an era of prosperity to the American 
farmer and to all the industrial classes, 

Fourth. Another measure of relief for the embarrassment and de- 
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ages of agricultural interests and the disturbance of their mar- 
should be the prompt enactment of laws, either by Congress or 
by the States, or by both, punishing with State’s prison im nment 


those who speculate on the t food products of the world and gam- 

ble on their future prices, without ever having owned a bushel of corn 

or wheat, or a pound of beef or Be orof any other commodity which 

they assume to buy and sell. This is an interference with the honest, 

legitimate trade of the farmer which should be made a felony and 
ed as such. 

Fifth. To the foregoing propositions in the interest of the farmer I 
would add a liberal policy of pensions and a full and generous recogni- 
tion of those who served their country in the hourof its peril. Money 
paid in pensions to the soldier is not only a benefit and blessing to him 
and those who are dear to him, but also to the produce dealer, the mer- 
chant, and to all within the range of its circulation. But for the large 
sums which for years have been disbursed by the Pension Office and 
thus reached nearly every neighborhood in the United States and gone 
into general circulation the present financial crisis amongst the farmers 
and laborers would have come atan earlier day. Asa beneficial meas- 
ure, therefore, to all, as well as a duty of the most sacred character, 
the soldier should be paid by his Government as one who was willing 


\jto die for his Government, On that lofty basis his equities are without 


limit, and justice should at all times stand ready to enforce them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, it 
is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and tempo- 
rary support of common schools. 

Mr. RIS. Mr. President, I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that the unfinished business may be informally laid aside until 
the Senator from Indiana shall have concluded his remarks. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I shall conelude in five minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none, and the Senator from 
Indiana will proceed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, those who have sought to reform 
the enormous abuses growing out of consolidated wealth, legalized ava- 
rice, and educated rapacity have in all ages been met with the most 
vindictive, unsparing, and sanguinary hostility of which history makes 
any record in the affairsof men. Those who have invaded the seats of 
ancient wrong and disturbed the enjoyments of privileged oppression 
have in every era of human progress been assailed as enemies of law 
and order, seeking to break down the safeguards of society, as agita- 
tors, fire-brands, iconoclasts, and traitors to their government. 

Evils which have grown venerable and hoary in plundering the toil- 
ing masses of mankind have always been upheld by caste and aristoc- 
racy, whether in council, debate, or by the steel-clad hand of war, or 

the ghastly gibbet. It was the awful denunciation of the mighty 
azarene hurled against those who were ‘‘full of extortion and ex- 
cess,” rather than the preaching of a new dispensation, which inspired 
the accusations before Pontius Pilate; and those who followed Him 
with bitterest execrations and most insolent triumph to his death 
y on the cross were the usurers, the money-changers, the accursed 
of Judea. And from that great hour tothis the resentment 
of chronic and corrupt riches, intrenched behind accumulated laws and 
constructions, has known no bounds at the intrusion of the reformer. 
It has been the most envenomed and merciless sentiment eyer known 
to infest and pollute the human soul. 

The ablest statesmen and the broadest philanthropists have not been 

when found, in any age or in any part of the globe, laboring to 
reform the abuses of concentrated wealth. Jobn Bright led the column 
of reform for the repeal of the corn laws of England, laws imposing 
tariff duties on the importation of corn into Great Britain, thereby pro- 
tecting the landed aristocracy in selling their corn at high prices to the 
laboring classes, who were compelled to have itor starve. He took the 
side of justice to the working people as against the proprietors of vast 
estates, and a recent writer says: 

For many years Mr. Bright was assailed incessantly, and with extraordinary 
vehemence and rancor, and as an incendiary agitator who provoked the poor 
to regard the rich with envy, jealousy, and hatred; as a reckless demagogue 
who wished to destroy all aneientinstitutions which had made England 
great; as thofriend and ally of the worstenemies of hiscountry; asa traitor who 
cared nothing for her safetyand honor. Now that the stormiest of those times 
are sufficiently remote to be recalled without bitterness ett game even those 
who were Mr, t's mostloyalsupporters may see that it was natural, per- 
haps inevitable, that he shon!d have been 
d the greater part of his political life he was the strenuous assailant of 
Jaws and institutions which were protected by the interests, by the affections, 

the convictions, and by the traditions of the wealthiest and most powerful 

in the state. He became known by the energy and vehemence with 
which he attacked the corn laws, He did notmerely argue againstthem as eco- 
nomically indefensible; he denounced them as criminal. 

Thomas Jefferson, more than a hundred years ago, laid the hand of 
reform on the Jaws of primogeniture, the laws of entail, and the union 
of church and state, and as a consequence was painted as a Jacobin 
and atheist, an enemy to God and man, by the orders of privileged 
society and by the same classes which afterwards so fiercely 
gought the destruction of the great British statesman and reformer. 
No one need ss that the same rule will not prevail now. The 
tariff reformers of the United States in the present crisis will encounter 


ied as a revolutionist. For 


a hostility filled with all the wickedness, corruption, and malevolence 
which more than Se 00, 6 Joar as a clear robbery from the peo- 
ple and a clear bonus to protected monopoly can inspire. 

All that money can do to subsidize the press and fill its columns with 
false arguments, false statements, and false accusations against tariff 
reform and tariff reformers will be done; all that corruption funds can 
do in carrying elections by venal ‘blocks of five, and in thus def>at- 
ing the advocates of honest and equal taxation, will be accomplished; 
and all the arts of intimidation on one hand and alluring seduction on 
on the other, in the bestowal of office and the distribution of official 
patronage, will be resotted to, in order to retain the ascendency of the 
money power over the possessions and liberties of the people. In the 
face of these things, however, and with a full knowledge of what is be- 
fore us, we will gird up our loins like men and go forward to the fight. 

The battle may be long and weary, and some of us may fall in the 
conflict or sleep in peace by the wayside before it is over; but after 
awhile, amidst the glad shouts of liberated millions, the sun will go 
down on a great and final victory of the eternal right over legalized 
wrong, of freedom and equality over caste and servitude, Hail mighty 
day of the swift-coming future! 

Born of the seventh generation of farmers in an unbroken line on 
American soil, inured in my youth to their daily labors, and made 
familiar with their hardships and privations, it is my birth-right to 
speak for their deliverance from oppression and their restoration to pros- 
perity, dignity, and honor. ‘This I have here and now aimed to do on 
principles fally indorsed by the people of Indiana when they sent me 
to this body, and to that intelligent and just-minded people I hold my- 
self responsible. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the atten- 
tion of the Senate but a few minutes in order to give an Iowa farmer, 
not present, but whose expressions I will use, an opportunity to answer 
the remarkable speech we have just heard from the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

Mr. BLAIR. What does the Senator desire? simply to read that 
piece of paper which he has before him? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Ishall not occupy, I think, more than five 
minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield for that purpose, but give notice that I can 
yield for no other. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. In Des Moines County, Iowa, resides a 
farmer whose name is Charles M. Garman. He knows by practical ex- 
perience more about the condition of farmers and the farming class than 
the Senator from Indiana has learned all his life through his reading 
and his theory. Idesire now to read the case as presented by this Iowa 
farmer. He says: 


In 1846, as my books show, we got only 10, 12}, and 15 cents for corn, and wheat 
in re see be I remember selling hogs in Schenck & Denise's pork-house in 
this city— 

That is the city of Burlington— 
for $1.50 per hundred net, Sometimes I would have to stay in town, pay a 
hotel bill, take my turn while the hogs were weighed and slaughtered, Sales 
Were made in this city to-day for $3.60 gross. Every practical farmer knows the 
difference between $1.50 net and $3.60 gross. I remember seeing Joab Com- 
stock hauling wheat into town with an ox team and selling it for 37} cents a 
bushel, That was in 1846. That year we got 10 cents for corn and 8 cents for 


protective tariff, in 1861, there was not any great sao a i for farmers to 
make money. i 


was then no market. And the rates of interest are much lower now than then. 
I remember paying as high as 22 cent. before tbe war, but money can now 
be had for from 6 to 8 per cent. e used to pay $250 to $300 fora ester; 
now we can buy one with binder complete for $100. So it was at every point 


sugar, 
now, but it was not as good a quality; mostly common brown sugar. 


D nes ANE, 
jater yen man and lakes a list of newspapers magazines that in tho days of 
low ta: UOA Bays SoVOS him by their e farm-hi has 


its little library. e prosperous farmer keeps his family carriage, and in a 
moultitude of ways he indulges in expenditures that he would not have thought 
of in the days of low tariff. 


Icommend these expressions of the Iowa farmer to the calm, delib- 


erate consideration of the Senator from Indiana, and I think they will 
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enable him to make in the course of time a very different speech eon- 
cerning the farmer and the tariff than the one to which we have list- 
ened to-day. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire who has 
charge of the educational bill to give me about five minutes to make a 
remark or two. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spooner in the chair). Does the 
‘Senator from New Hampshire yield ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I do not know what todo about it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Nevada spoke to me and said he 
wanted to occupy five minutes, The Senator from Iowa had before that 
desired to putin his farmer’s communication. If the Senator from Ne- 
vada wants but five minutes and the Senator from New York will not 
object, I shall assent, but it must be understood that we are limited. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ishall not object, Mr. President, to five minutes 
more being taken on this side, but it must be understood, I think, that 
it can not be extended beyond that time nor in favor of any other speech. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It does seem to me that the Senator from New 
York ought not to be asked to yield; certainly no further than that. 
I apologize to him myself for having trespassed upon so much of his 
time. 

Mr. STEWART. I will take only five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Nevada will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I listened attentively to the speech 
of the Senator from Indiana, and while I concur with him that there is 

eat distress in the country, that prices are low, and that times are 

for the farmers, I differ with him most radically as to the principal 
cause. I concur with the Senator as to the last portion of his speech 
in which he contended that there is not a sufficient circulating medium. 
I maintain that a shrinking supply of money is the sole cause of the 
present depression in business and low price of farm products. 

I challenge any one to name a time in the history of this country 
when high prices for farm products prevailed with a low tariff or to 
show any time since the formation of the Government when free trade 
was approached which was not followed by falling prices of farm prod- 
ucts without a corresponding decline in manufactured articles. Free 
trade withdraws our money to pay for foreign productions and produces 
contraction at home. It also destroys our home market, which is 95 
per cent. of our whole market. 

I will undertake to show, whenever time will permit, that low prices 
and hard times are always coincident with low tariff and stringency in 
the money market. Contraction and low tariffare twin sisters. Their 
union is always disastrous, Either is sufficient to produce stagnation 
and distress, The two combined lead to bankruptcy and ruin. 

When silver was demonctized the tariff was, and had been for more 
than twenty years, higher than itis now. The price of farm products 
and the wages of labor were during all that period more than 33} per 
cent. higher than at the present time. The tariff has been largely re- 
duced since silver was rejected, and still prices have continued to go 
down. From 1850 to 1873 the annual supply of the precious metals 
from which money could be made was nearly two hundred millions. 

The demonetization of silver cut off more than one-half of the supply 
of money metal. The production of gold has not been more than suffi- 
cient to keep good the stock of metallic money on hand. The growth 
of population and business has enormously increased the demand for 
money, while the supply has not increased. The result is money has 
gone up or become more valuable, or, what is the same thing, the aver- 
age range of price of commodities has declined and will continue to de- 
cline so long as contraction of the circulating medium continues. 

I make these suggestions at this time because I regard it of the first 
importance that the depression and hard times which now prevailshould 
be attributed to the right cause, and that the right remedy be applied. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 17th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1701) making an ap- 
propriation for the removal of a TSA obstruction to the entrance 
of the harbor at Milwaukee, Wis. 

The message also announced that the President had this day approved 
and signed the following acts and joint resolution: 

An act (S. 308) to ascertain the amount due the Pottawatomie In- 
dians of Michigan and Indiana; 

An act (S. 306) for the erection of a public building in the city of Lan- 
sing, in the State of Michigan; 
act (S. 801) granting a pension to Miss Elizabeth A. Tuttle; 

ct (S 806) granting a pension to Cyrus Tuttle; 
8. 807) granting a pension to Mary E. Noll, widow of Philip 


S. 810) granting a pension to Eliza A. Talbott; 
8. 813) granting a on to Stephen Schiedel; 

8. 2994) to au the construction of a bridge over the 
Arkansas River, in thé Indian Territory; 


, 


An act (S. 296) vesting in the vestry of Christ. Church, Washington 
Parish, ct of Columbia, all of the right, title, and interest of the 
United States of America in and to square south of square 1092, in the 
city of Washington, District aforesaid; and 

Joint resolution (S, R. 63) providing for taking the census of Alaska, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERsoy, 
its Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendments to 
the bill (S, 895) to provide a temporary government for the Territory 
of Oklahoma, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
STRUBLE, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. SPRINGER the managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 346) to amend *‘An act to grant the right of 
way to the Kansas City and Pacific Railroad Company through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes;’’ and it was thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore. É 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the establishment and temporary sup- 
port of common sehools. à 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SPOONER). The Senator from 
New York [Mr. Eyarts] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE] de- 
sires to address the Senate on this bill, and finds it more convenient to 
do so at this moment than at any other; and I yield the floor to him 
for a brief address which he proposes to make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York yields 
to the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. President, I am indebted to the courtesy of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarrs], who has been accorded the floor 
at this hour, as well as to the kindness of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BLAIR], for the privilege of ng for a few minutes on 
tife pending bill. Ishall not abuse their kindness. I hope, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that I shall have an opportunity to vote on a motion to postpone 
this bill until the second Tuesday of December next. I should do this 
in the hope that it could and would be so amended as to divest it of its 
objectionable features and yet secure in a large degree whatseems to 
me its most righteous objects; for I recognize, sir, the magnificent de- 
sign of this measure. It is grand inits conception; its object is worthy 
of the care, the love, the labor, the devotion which its distinguished 
author has bestowed upon it. 

But I fear it is too stupendous in its scope, too liberal in its grants, 
too royal in its benefactions to be supported without something more 
than a belief that its terms are wise and that the vast expenditure 
anthorized by its terms will yield the harvest hoped for by its friends. 

The sum appropriated by this bill is more than three times the 
amount required for the entire annual civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment. It is twelve times the amount required for our Indian service; 
it is four times the sum needed for naval expenses, and nearly equal to 
our entire annual expenditures for pensions. It would pay the inter- 
est on the public debt for two years. It would sustain our postal serv- 
ice for eleven years. 

These facts do not argue against the wisdom of the measure, but they 
do admonish us that we should be well assured, not only of the justice 
of the bill, but of the faithful application of the money before we pro- 
ceed to vote it away. 

But, sir, I did not rise to debate this bill. That is un after 
six weeks of discussion, even if I had the ability to add any valuable 
suggestions to what has already been said. I desire simply to correct 
a misapprehension regarding the new States which seems to be enter- 
tained in this Chamber. 

It has been said to me and to others, personally as well as in debate, 
that it is rather ungenerous for the new States, which have received 
such liberal grants for educational purposes, to vote against an appro- 
priation for the benefit of States that have not received such grants. 
But I find, Mr. President, that every State admitted since 1802 has 
received donations for this or a like purpose. while appropriations of 
money for their benefit and for the benefit of the original States are 
eounted by hundreds of millions of dollars. Aside from this, I desire 
to call attention to the fact that the public-school system of the new 
States, excellent as it is, owes nothing thus far to the bounty of the 
General Government. 

Not one cent has been received for this purpose. The donations of 
land made a year ago will forma grand educational fund for the future, 
but they are not yet available. Ourschools in Dakota have been main- 
tained and our school buildings erected from the proceeds of direct tax- 
ation. It is a fact, Mr. President, that our people are poor. Agricult- 
ural communities are usually poor compared with the condition of 
commercial classes. Unfortunately, rich men are the exception am 
such communities in Vermont and New Hampshire as well asin N 
and South Dakota. i 
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But, sir, poor as they are, they have not forgotten the lessons instilled 
in their minds, and in the minds of their fathers before them, long be- 
fore they took up their homes in the West, a lesson which happily has 
been learned at last by every community North and South alike. The 
poopie of the new States are grounded in the conviction that education 

the parent of progress, the hand-maiden of advancement, the bul- 
wark of free institutions, and upon that line and in that faith they 
bave labored. 

In North Dakota alone we have to-day, with all our poverty, with 
all our shortcomings, 1,362 pnblie schools, giving employment to 1,741 


In the last five years there has been paid by these ‘‘destitute,’’ ‘‘suf- 
fering,” “unfortunate” people, who, it is sometimes feared by our good 
brethren, ‘‘ have been granted the boon of statehood too soon,” more 
than $3,000,000 for public education. A State institution of learning 
has been established which would be creditable to any Commonwealth, 
and at whose head sits one of the brightest educational lights of New 
England, while in the State are five denominational colleges and higher 
schools, all prospering and, I believe, in the future to prosper still more 
abundantly. 

All these schools have been supported, are now being supported, 
not by the generosity of the National Government, but out of the pre- 
cious savings of men and women who, recognizing the blessings of free 
schools, cheerfully contribute to their maintenance. In the whole 
State, out of a population of about 200,000, there were, according to 
. the decennial census of 1885, taken by authority of the General Govern- 
ment, but 1,403 persons, all told, who could not read and write. I find 
by a recent report that in six towns of the State, out of an enumera- 
tion of 4,089 children of school age, 3,900 are pupils in the public or 
private schools. 

These people have labored, bave sacrificed, have submitted freely to 
taxation to place their system of education on this prosperous plane. 
Is it exactly fair or just to come forward now and require them to be 
taxed for the benefit of those who have not made such sacrifices? 

This favorable exhibit of North Dakota might be carried into mate- 
rial, social, and religious conditions, but this is not the time to present 
them. The showing of South Dakota, and I doubt not Montana and 
Washington, would be equally favorable. Letmeinonesentence assure 
the Senate and the country that States with such records to sustain 
them will be abundantly able to vindicate the wisdom of their admis- 
sion and their right to representation upon this floor at the proper time 
and in the proper place. 

But now we are called upon to vote $79,000,000 toward dispelling 
the cloud of illiteracy which overhangs other parts of the country. I 
simply wish to call attention to the fact that North Dakota, poor as 
sia undeserving perhaps as she is, does not require and does not ask, 
for herself, this bounty. The Senator from New Hampshire says that 
the two Dakotas would pay about $500,000 and receive $59,000 in re- 
turn. But this estimate, bad as it is, is based upon the census of 
1880, and does not show the full burdens that the bill would entail 
upon us. §o far as I am able to judge the State of North Dakota alone 
would pay $400,000 into this fund and receive practically nothing in 
return. 

Mr. President, the people of the West are proverbially generous, but 
this is asking too much of them. It asks the people of my own State, 
compelled as they are to contend not only against unfavorable seasons, 
but against unjust, ungenerous, and arbitrary interpretations of law, 
to give of their scanty earnings money to educate the illiterate of States 
old enough, grand enough, big enough, and rich enough to care for 
themselves. 

If there is any duty which the Government owes to the race it has 
emancipated, any assistance it should render to those kept so long in 
compulsory darkness, I for one should be glad to discharge that obli- 

tion. We may owe it to them as wards of the nation, we may owe 

to the people among whom their lot has been cast, and who must 

necessarily have a hard struggle to dispel the mass of illiteracy in their 

— But the bill under consideration goes far beyond a duty of that 
racter. 

It undertakes a gigantic, a wholesale task of education; and in doing 
so it reverses the general rule of human action; it violates the practice 
of the very system it advocates, which gives to the deserving scholar the 
reward of merit, putting instead a premium on illiteracy and bestow- 
ing the grand prize on those who have done least to merit it. 

And where shall the national generosity stop? Where can it stop if 
this be once begun? The bill makes provision for nine years. But 
what eae Can you cease the work when once it has been entered 
upon 

Mr. President, when you begin this national aid it will be like the 
spirit summoned by the magician’s Fabulus, it can not be stopped or 
dispelled. Once accustom the States to a reliance upon Federal aid for 
the support of their schools, and their own pride will diminish and de- 
pendence will be the rule. 

Do not cheapen education in the sense of making it obtainable with- 
out an effort. That which costs nothing, which is gained without labor 
or sacrifice, is, as a rule, without benefit to the recipient. 

Itis easy to make this appropriation now with an overflowing Treasury. 


It may not be so easy when financial clouds are lowering and taxes are 
wrung from a burdened people. 

Mr. President, there seems to be some doubt as to whether the Re- 
publican pariy bas pledged itself to a measure of this character. It is 
affirmed and ied. But there are some things which it did pledge 
itself to favor and support, and in such language as to leave no doubt 
ofits meaning. Itdeclared itself in favor of both gold and silver as 
money, but we have acted upon no measure of this character because 
for weeks we have been engaged upon this educational bill. Itpledged 
itself to a policy which would give employment to labor, activity to 
our various industries, promote trade, open new and direct markets for 
the produce of our farmers, and cheapen the cost of transportation. 
But we have done nothing, for our time has been occupied by this edu- 
cational bill. It declared that the gratitude of the nation to the de- 
fenders of the Union‘‘ can not be measured by laws.” It said ‘‘the 
legislation of Congress should conform to the pledges made by a loyal 
people and be so enlarged and extended as to provide against the possi- 
bility that any man who honorably wore the Federal uniform should 
become the inmate of an almshouse or dependent upon private charity.’’ 
But the dependent-pension bill is waiting consideration in this Cham- 
ber to-day, crowded out by the educational bill. 

Mr. President, I want to see those pledges fulfilled. I want them 
fulfilled first. ‘They will be fulfilled, I have faith tobelieve, when this 
measure nolonger bars their progress. Let us be just before we are gen- 
erous. There will be time to shed the beneficent light of education on 
the comparatively few not now enjoyng its advantages, when we haye 
saved the farmers of the nation from ruin and the old soldiers from 
beggary. Men do not perish bodily for lack of intellectual nourish- 
ment. A fèw months, a year’s delay of this measure, will not result 
in disaster; but, sir, a few months, a few weeks, even a few days may 
be vital in the cases of thousands of veteran soldiers who have waited 
and waited long for promised justice. 

There bas come under my notice alone, as a member of the Pensions 
Committee, atleast a dozen cases of soldiers whose just applications are 
pending before Congress or the Pension Bureau and who have ‘spread 
their tents’’ on ‘‘ Fame’s eternal camping ground ” in the past twelve 
months, dying with the bitter reflection that the Government had for- 
gotten them. Ido not expect, sir, to satisfy all who present claims 
against the Treasury. That is impossible. But let us redeem our 
pledges to these men, and redeem them without delay. I do not wish 
to be misunderstood regarding the author of this bill. There is no 
warmer friend of the soldier in this Chamber than the Senatorfrom New 
Hampshire. But I sometimes fear that his zeal for his favorite meas: 
ure blinds him somewhat to the emergency that is upon us, to the im- 
mediate necessity of legislation on undisputed measures of supreme 
importance: ris rare for the relief of the veterans of the war; legis- 
lation for the relief of that alarming depression in our great agricultural 
industry which extends like a black pall from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
and from Maine to Florida. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] has just spoken on this 
subject in elognentterms. The picture he has drawn of the condition 
of our farmers is a dark one, but, sir, it is scarcely magnified. I echo 
many of the warnings he has given; but I call attention to the fact that 
he offers no definite, and only a general, remedy. He suggests no di- 
gested measure of relief, only general propositions, and the trouble is 
that he, with the rest of us, has allowed the pending bill to stand in 
the door of progress for two months without protest. 

Sir, these sweet words of ours ‘‘ butter no parsnips;”’ they remind 
me of a declaration made by that eminent American philosopher, Josh 
Billings, who said that when a man was hard up he would rather have 
ten dollars in greenbacks than ten thousand in christian consolation. 
What the people want is action, not words, words flowing steadily and 
eternally in the vast quantity indicated by this huge Recorp which 
lies on the desk before me. 

If the tariff is responsible for this depression, how does the Senator 
from Indiana pro to remedy it? Willa little reduction here and 
there, as pro) by the Mills bill, make the farmers pros us and a 
system which is, according to his view as expressed this morning, 
wholly iniquitous? 

The farmer is not poor because he pays more for a reaper and mower 
here than is paid abroad, for as a matter of fact he does not doit. At 
least, I have a letter from that great manufacturing concern, the McCor- 
mick Mannfacturing Company, which sells so many machines abroad, 
declaring that there is no place where their machines bring so small a 
price as in the United States. 

Why, sir, we find this same complaint of hard times among the 
farmers of free-trade England. ‘There is a wide divergence of views 
regarding the reasons of this depression. I have a letter from a New 
Jersey farmer this morning which declares that after twenty years of 
investigation he has become convinced that the whole trouble is occa- 
sioned by the maintenance of the tax on whisky and high wines. The 
cause must be determined by patient investigation and then the rem- 
edy applied, whatever it may be. 

Let me remark before I leave the subject, Mr. President, that I re- 

tted most sincerely to hear the language of the Senator from In- 
j: [PEN when referring to our Norwegian citizens. If I understood him 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


- 2385 


aright, he spoke of them as among the half-civilized immigrants from 
Northern Europe.* 

Mr. President, the Senator mistakes the people to whom he refers. 
Among all the thousands of Norwegians and Swedes in my own State 
I do not believe there is 1 per cent. who can not read and write, while 
many of them are highly educated and possess a knowledge of public 
affairs that will compare favorably with any of the Senator’s constitu- 
ents. They are among our best citizens, Jaw-abiding, industrious, 
and patriotic, and there are no people whom we more gladly welcome 
to our State than these same people from Northern Europe. 

No one, sir, can respect the author of this bill more highly than my- 
self. Iadmire his earnestness; I have faith in his sincerity. I believe 
the time may come when the principal and primary object of this meas- 
ure, which is, I take it, to provide better opportunities of education for 
the colored people of the South, can be accomplished—accomplished, 
sir, by action which shall not bind or embarrass the National Govern- 
ment forever; byaid which shall be given, not in obedience to any obli- 
gation which we owe the States, but out of a generous de-ire on the part 
of the Government to aid people honestly struggling to better their in- 
tellectual condition; which shall not check or dwarf the stardy growth 
of the excellent system of education now established and being estab- 
lished in the South, and which shall not endanger the work of relief 
and of patriotism which we have solemnly engaged to perform. When 
such a measure is proposed I shall cheerfullysupportit. When, under 
the light of the new census, the people who sent me here have the 
opportunity to speak upon this subject, I shall do their bidding, even 
to the support of the pending bill; but until that time, sir, I must de- 
cline to give it my vote. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, this measure before the Senate and 
the country has in two successive Congresses, while I have been a mem- 
ber of the Senate, been fully considered and passed upon. When again 
it was brought to our attention, early in thissession, I had not imagined 
that any condition of things should make it in my own judgment at 
all necessary that I should take partin thediscussion. Ihad previously 
given attention to the topics that seemed to me most pressing when in 
1886, and again in 1888, the bill had been under consideration. 1 had 
seen that bill passed by the Senate by large majorities, and it had not 
occurred to me thatanything in the condition of this country, anything 
in the nature of this subject, anything in the attitude and feeling of the 
people of this country, anything in the sentiment or in the judgment 
of the public or of the Senators on this floor, would lead to any other 
oe of it than a prompt vote and a large majority to be given in 

ts lavor. 

I could not wish, if the debate were prolonged by others, that I 
should add to the delay in its passage by repeating what has been better 
said by others, nor indeed by repeating (for it is not my habit to doso) 
what, whether well or ill said, has been heretofore said by my self. 

But I find now that a very grave subject is before this body and that 
its disposition toward it is quite changed from what it has been betore. 

I find that now the possession of the legislative and executive de- 
partments of this Government isin the party with which I act and 
the party with which the Senators who sit on this side of the alley in 
a body concur. I have seen this bill passed twice with great concur- 
rence from this side and with a large assent upon the other side; and 
yet the situation of Congress and of the Executive was such that no 
reasonable expectation could be had that the bill would become a law. 
At all times, in my judgment, if the bill could have been submitted 
to a vote inthe House of Representatives, although the majority was 
of the Democratic party, this bill would have passed with a good deal 
of enthusiasm and with a firm and thorough conviction of its great 
benefits. But the sages of the caucus and of the committee-rooms 
stifled the opportunity to ask the assent of that body toit. There was 
also a question whether the Executive, as then filled, would have ap- 
proved the bill had it passed both Houses of Congress. 

Now, however, all in that regard is changed. Whatever shall be the 
action of this Senate, if it approve this bill, it is to go to and be ap- 
proved by the House of Representatives. If presented to the Presi- 
dent, it is, as I suppose from his public action and public expressions, 
either in the Senate Chamber or from the Executive Mansion. sure to 
receive his approval. I must find some way to satisfy my constitu- 
ency, some way to satisfy the great Northern people, some way to sat- 
isfy the great Republican party that this bill is in better shape now 
e kaa been presented, in my judgment, by any of the opponents of 

It is said that this is not a Republican measure and thatthe Repub- 
lican party is not committed to it. The great body of the Northern 
people have committed their power in both these Houses of Congress to 
the Republican party; other portions of the country, with almost un- 
broken front, have commi their power in the two Houses of Con- 
gress to the Democratic party, and this alley divides not only the Re- 
publican from the Democratic party, but it divides, in a general sense, 
the depositaries of the power and will of the great Northern people 
from the depositaries of the great power and will of other portions of 


*The exact of Mr. VOORHEES was: “Scandinayians and other half 
civilized races of Northern Europe.” 
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the country. I may hope that some time, not while I can be a mem- 
ber of this body, but some timé, the alley that divides the political 
parties will not present a division of that nature or of that tendency. 

But now it exists, and this measure, the most beneficent, as I think, 
that has been presented to the attention of Congress during the time 
I have had the privilege of a place upon this floor, is to be considered, 
not as a Republican measure, not as a matter of opposition by the Demo- 
cratic party, but as a matter that is to be expressed and decided by the 
generous and noble feeling of the great body of the American people. 
If, then, I find that by the arrangements of our Government when this 
great power has been intrusted to the Kepublican party, when no 
measure can fail here that this party approves, I am at a loss to under- 
stand why this bill now here should be killed and not be charged ag 
having lain at the responsibility of the Republican party. 

It is said that the pledges of the convention platform may be waived 
out of sight as a courtesy and as a manner of speech. Mr. President, 
that form, that method of disposing of this question savors too much 
of imputing hypocrisy to the Republican party, and, as Mr. Burke said, 
hypocrisy can afford to be magnificent in its promises, for, never intend- 
ing to go further, it costs nothing. 

Mr. President, I feel myself obliged to take up rather more seriously, 
and yet I hope not at any very great length, the very merits, the very 
pith and marrow, the very motives, the very purposes and very results 
that are embedded in this bill. We can not disguise from ourselves that 
this nation looks at this measure in view of historical transactions of 
the last twenty-five years. Whatever may be said of the conformity 
of the motives, the desires in support of this bill and those who oppose 
it, it must be admitted, however prevalent they may have been here- 
tofore, however much they may find this or that support in previous 
controversies for the last fifty years on the subjects that enter into this, 
we are now confronted with it, not asa general and speculative view 
of aid to education from the Federal Government, but, as the situation 
is, whether the Federal Government shall give the proposed aid under 
the circumstances and the condition of the people at both ends of this 
country and the relation of the great body of the people who enterinto 
the considerations and interests that affect this bill. 

Before I consider the special aspect that leads to this measure and to 
engage its immediate and its promptsupport, what is the general prop- 
osition? It is this: This nation, opulent, prosperous, powerful, looks 
at the situation of ignorance in some portions greater, but in all por- 
tions considerable, that needsattention. Out of the fall Treasury as 
it now stands and as it will be replenished from the wealth of this peo- 
ple, it is proposed that the Federal Government shall administratively, 
in the way of distribution, look at the condition of the several States 
and their populations, and apply a portion from the Treasury of the 
wealth raised from the people to the object of education. 

Mr. President, education is the great portal of the national, the 
political, and the social life of this country, and the pablic schools 
are the means by which and through which is distributable and is 
distributed this sustenance of national, political, and social life. All 
other matters that may interest this people are but distant in their 
affections in their duties, and in their security. What are all the 
other forms of aggrandizement either in art or in science or in culture, 
what are they all. compared with this great matter of the people’s life? 
What are they all but as the purple vintage of the golden fruitage as 
compared with the corn and the wheat and the springs that sustain the 
natural life of this people? 

It may be thought, then, that it is not an unworthy, thatitis not an 
unimportant, but that it is a great and most pressing, occasion for tha 
wealth of this people to be expended, whenever the occasion and the 
needs shall attract attention to this necessity and shall ask for this suc- 
cor. Now, this being the objectin view, itis thought that the revenues 
of this Government might be well employed through a period of eight 
years, coming to an aggregate of $77,000,000, and thus dividing itself 
between, not equally but substantially, eight and nine millions a year. 

We find that no special burden is needed to be imposed, no extraor- 
dinary taxation to be levied for the exercise of this benefit, but that 
we have before us our methods of taxation, of which Mr. Jefferson, 
speaking upon this very subject of the application of the revenue in this 
way, spoke as the afiiuence that came from the collection of the Gov- 
ernment without the people seeing the tax-gatherer at auy man’s door. 
The revenue of this Government comes from the customs and from the 
excise. Whatever of this modicum of expenditure should be assigned 
to foreign customs and what to domestic excise, the funds are not ex- 
acted in that name and for that purpose by an extraordinary stress 
upon the payer of taxes or the energy of the Government in exacting 
them. 


People have their own ideasof how much of thisample revenue from 
customs is a burden upon our citizens. Some think that it comes out 
of the wealth of our people in fuller or lesser measure. In my own 
judgment this fortunate people is in the attitude towards the rest of 
this world of being a tax-gatherer from foreign nations. No doubt, 
duties in conditions of trade may be a burden upon consumption en- 
tirely; others, I have no doubt, may be a burden upon importation 
entirely; but as a general rule, speaking broadly and at large, the 
exactions through the customs are about one-half paid by foreign 
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contributors to the wealth supporting our Government and its occa- 
sions. ` 

If we turn then to the excise, that, as we know, comes from the 
body of our people; but in what shape is that exacted? For the most 

it is in those forms of the use of tobacco and the use of spirituous 
mors, and the participation that any of our citizens shall take in 
these modes of filling the coffers of the country is voluntary on their 
part. No one believes that this is an oppression that is felt by those 
who find their incentive to these at least unnecessary indulgences in 
their contribution to the public revenues. 

We have, then, this great occasion and this abundant opportunity to 
meet it. We have here what any nation, that was master of all its 
powers and felt the pressure of all its duties, might well feel, that if 
there were in the situation of the country any provocative of its benefi- 
cent action, it should be taken for ted at once that it should be 
made, This bill is of that nature, It is to be taken from the collected 
wealth of the country by these forms by which it is drawn into the 
Treasury, and to the extent that I have named in amount is to be ap- 
plied to the education of the people of this country. 

But it is said that this Government, this people, are not the masters 
of this question as it is to be disposed of, as it is to be dealt with, as it is 
to be determined by the Congress; forin that happy arrangement, which 
no one can applaud more than I and no portion of this nation can more 
applaud than the great State which I in part represent on this floor, 
it is said that this General Government, with its great resources of 
wealth in the Treasury, is incapacitated from dealing with this general 
necessity of the education of the people. I state it thus broadly. I 
would state it even more strongly, that it could not be done if the direst 
necessity called for it and there was no opportunity to meet it except 
the th of this Government. 

It will not do to confuse the question of constitutional power to meet 
an exigency of this kind by confounding it with the question whether 
it is urgent, whether it is important, whether it can passin silence and 
unattended to. No, Mr. President, that is not the way to argue con- 
stitutional questions. So far as that point is involved in this debate, 
so far as it is involved in any consideration of the people of this coun- 
try, the question is this: Supposing, in the event of the condition of 
the people of this country showing a dire necessity for their educa- 
tion, that the corruption of our institutions, that the vigor of our pop- 
ulation, that our safety and our welfare turned upon this education, 
that there were no other resources than those which this Government 
had brought to its coffers by taking away the excise and the customs 
from any of the States, would the power of action exist here? Now, 
that is the question, so far as the constitutional point goes. 

I find, however, no occasion to dwell much upon this subject. I 
have listened with interest to the arguments upon the other side of the 
alley on this topic. I find that they have trodden in the worn foot- 
steps of the same path that for a hundred years has gone on from step 
to step of negation to this Government of its capacity for the exigencies 
which attended it. This people have not found themselves much im- 
peded in the general progress, in the general enlargement, in the gen- 
eral exercise of the authorities of this Government, and I have noticed 
that the arguments of constitutional impediment are seldom put for- 
ward by-debaters or theorists against the execution of any desired 
movements of this people. I find it used more as a stalking-horse, be- 
hind which to aim, according to the wishes and the interests of the 
peoples or of the country, as they are in their view. That marks the 

erence and makes out the resistance in a measure that is proposed. 

But at any rate it must be conceded that the constitutional question 
has been very much attenuated. It is conceded that, if the public do- 
main were now at our disposal for this very object, there could be car- 
ried outin every way every detail of this measure, and all the wealth of 
all the territory belonging to the United States would be at the disposal 
of this Government and could be freely used without either danger of 
violating the Constitution or of submitting to humiliation by taking 
the distribution in that form. I have never been able to give yery 
great weight and dignity to the proposition that the land which is sit- 
uated as a common property of the United States, for disposition under 
the phrase of common benefit and general welfare, could be treated as 
a trust imposed upon the land that would be satisfied by the applica- 
tion of the wealth in that form to this very object, but that under 
the trust power given to this Government for all the occasions during 
the whole future of the safety of this country over the stormy sea of 
human affairs, of human passions, of human interests, this clause of 
common defense and general wel/are was not a trast power as wide as 
the trust that was designed. 

No, Mr. President, we have got over that question on everything but 
education. In the close, restrictive method of early construction by the 
| apa men on one side or the other in the progress of this country, what 

there left but this one great and universal interest that can not be 
exerted by the United States Government? 

Let me ask, as I shall wish to comment upon them, that the words 
of Thomas Jefferson may be read from the desk. Mr. Jefferson, after 
speaking, in his inaugural address to Congress in 1805, of the happy 
condition, of the prosperity of our revenue, of our security in regard to 
our foreign debtors, of our peace and all the growing hopes of this coun- 


try, and that all these revenues, as he expressed it, were collected by 
the foreign duties without a single tax-gatherer approaching the tax- 
payer, spoke these words, which I ask the Senate to ponder upon. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

These contributions enable us to support the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, to fulfill contracts with foreign nations, to extinguish the native right 
of soil within our limits, to extend those limits, and to apply such a surplus to 
our public debts as places at a short day their final redemption, and, that re- 
demption once effe-ted, the revenue thereby li may, by a just reparti- 
tion among the States and a corresponding amendment of the Constitution, be 
apenas. in time of peace, to rivers, canals, roads, arts, manufactures, education, 
and other great objects within each State. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, see how this great master of political 
thought and expression rises by one step to another till he brings out 
education at the head of the climax; but it rests in his mind, it rests 
in his political deliberations in precisely the same situation as all the 
other subjects there mentioned. He was then in favor of all these 
beneficent advantages coming from the General Government in all these 
forms of the exercise of its authority. He had the opinion that an 
amendment of the Constitution was necessary, and that it ought tobe 
had, in order to arm this Government with greater opportunities to 
be useful with the resources of our revenues in these other and great 
topics that I have mentioned, rivers, canals, roads, arts, manufactures, 
education, and then the general great objects that are of importance 
within each State. 

Now, no such amendment of the Constitution has been made. Per- 
haps the first instance in which this great statesman thought the Con- 
stitution should be amended was in the acquisition of Louisiana and 
again of West Florida; but those transactions needed from this people 
no corroboration. No money could be better spent, raised from this 
people at that time, in the way either of common defense or of general 
welfare, than in the acquisition of Louisiana, when the situation of bel- 
ligerent and hostile cabinets in Europe putit inour power to acquire it. 

And now at this hour, when this great leader in thought, this great 
lover of education, Thomas Jefferson, has thus spoken, shall we after 
this lapse of time look in the face of the American people, look in their 
face, in view of the action and the history and the methods and the 
results. of this administrative authority by the General Government, 
that carried rivers, canals, roads, arts, manufactures, without an amend- 
ment of the Constitution, and tell them that this primal and universal 
interest of education was so deep buried in the clauses of the Constitu- 
tion that this country could not unearth it, though it could do so for 
every other purpose and every other occasion ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg permission of the Senator from New York to 
let me suggest a view on which I should be glad to hear his opinion 
more strictly and directly. I believe nobody has ever denied that the 
National Government might properly dedicate public lands to educa- 
tion, especially when it founded new States, and that it might give 
the proceeds of taxesin general or of the sales of public lands to certain 
great national purposes. But we are discussing somethingelse here to- 
day. Weare discussing the first measure that ever was in Congress 
that followed this dedication to the close details of State administra- 
tion and attempted to control minor State officers. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam obliged to the Senator. I know, I think, what 
Iam discussing. I know what is before this Senate, and I confine my- 
self literally to the very topic to which he invites my attention; but I 
can not allow that thearrangement of my argument should be disturbed 
to i perenne a result that what is to follow should be made to 
precede. 

Mr. President, if we stood upon this attitude, see how accurately the 
situation, as now unfolded, is portrayed in the situation that was be- 
fore Mr. Jefferson. Who will doubt that he would have put educa- 
tion above everything else? It is always recorded among the mani- 
fold glories of his historic fame that education from beginning to end 
was what lay nearest to his heart, came oftenest to his lips, and was 
most sturdily and earnestly lifted up before this people. 

Perhaps the Senator from Virginia, if I am wrong, may correct me, 
but I believe it is recorded of Mr. Jefferson in Virginia, and in public 
life there, that as early as 1778, while you were nearly under Revolu- 
tionary government and were all engaged in a Revolutionary war, Mr. 
Jefferson desired that the Congress and the General Government, such 
as it was then, should use money to educate the colored men, the slaves 
of this country. 

He was one of those statesmen who could see the end from the be- 
ginning, and he knew that in human affairs there are two ways by which 
men are governed in social, in political, in national affairs. One is by 
power from without and the other by power from within. Force, and 
fraud, which is by the lawyers treated as equal to force, because the 
consent is extracted by the force of the fraud, and not by the assent 
(and this old, old topic of the human race and government by force or 
government by consent had come in the happy period of our happy 
Revolutionary independence), brought us to understand and this great 


-statesman to express that by the consent of the governed, and not led 


by force, must a free Government be maintained. 

What, then, is there left but that ont of the traits and ont of thein- 
terests and out of the passions there should be drawn out from the 
natural person the means by which consent was to be given and upon 
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which peace wastodepend? Thus do we educefrom the internal powers 


of man the means of free and equal society and of free and equal and 
just government, and educing that is education. As the great Grecian 
itical philosopher has said, ‘‘It is by education that I learn to do 

y choice what other men do by force.” 

Mr. President, I should hope, in the aspect in which this case thus lies, 
it was only necessary to determine whether there was a benefit in the 
sense of the welfare of this people and in the aspect that it should be 
regarded by this Government, and whether this great Government and 
this great people have now resources by which to meet that end. 

But the long history of this Government in its relation to the States 
and to this subject of education needs no argument to prove that in 
reality and in the observation of Government it has always occupied a 
prominent place. I need not recite the endowments that have been 
given to States, whether new States were formed or whether this form 
of wealth was, to use Mr. Jefferson’s phrase, to be asa repartition among 
the States for their occasion. 

I now come to a consideration of the particular traits of this bill. 
Although this constitutional objection will never put an end to this 
bill, although the constitutional objection that there is not power to 
use money as well as land for the purposes of education is harbored on 
this side of the Chamber, let us see whether the other criticisms aud 
the repugnancies which are exhibited—to which I will pay every de- 

of respect on either side of this Senate—let us see whether these 
Fimculties are in the way of encouraging and sustaining this particular 
method which is now proposed for our adoption. 

In the first place, this bill izes or assumes that there is a con- 
dition in the population whereby, either under motives growing out of 
recent events or by some general result which has been produced, there 
is greater need of education prompted and aided, supported and ampli- 
fied, that is not within the resources or promptly at the hands of the 
States, and that there is not only this need, but that it is of such nature 
and of such condition as that it may be penetrated, that it may be per- 
meated, that it may be enlivened, that it may be led into all the opera- 
tions of generous mind and of submissive will to the good order of 
society and the maintenance of this Government. 

Then the question is only this, further, whether this application, 
whether the mode and way, whether the amount, whether the ade- 
quacy or the exuberance onght to be regarded. ‘These are the only 
qualities of this bill, and they are to be looked at. They are to be 
looked at as a transaction of a nation towards its citizens, of this Gov- 
ernment towards the State government, and to be looked at not by 
ands and ifs and buts, for no government was ever conducted by ands 
and ifs and buts, 

Let me then look at the recognition of illiteracy and its measure. 
It is before us, Its figures are given to us from the very highest alti- 
tude of education down to the lowest depths; I mean the lowest depths 
within our borders of ignorance and need of education. They are all 
displayed before us. They run from 2 or 3 per cent. to 50 and 52 and 
54 in some portions of our community. Then it issaid that the press- 
ure is such that the adequacy to deal with it promptly for the occa- 
sions of the country is not at hand within the States, and that this 
supply will furnish the means by which the desired result can follow. 

This being conceded then, as a matter of statistics, the bill proposes 
to take from the Treasury in eight successive years $77,000,000, to be 
distributed, we will say, something like $8,000,000 or $9,000,000 in 
each year. I have heard on this floor such stupendous estimates of the 
greatness of these sums as, they say, should appall, if they do not strike 
with remorse, every supporter of this bill. It would seem as if this was 
going to break down our finances, to postponeall attention to the neces- 
sary and general burdens of Government, all the occasions that rest upon 
our Government or upon our duty in other directions. 

Now, this immense mass that isalways held up as ifit was to be called 
in and paid out over night by the people, this $77,000,000 in its mass 
is about a dollar and a quarter a head of the population of this people, 
and running through these eight years it is reduced to about 15 cents 
ahead. If you takeitupon the adult population, and as to the rec- 
ord shown by the right to vote, it would be about 75 cents on each 
voter in each year. 

Sometimes we hear magnificent exaggerations. Weare told in one 
day that this Senate is the greatest assembly of lawgivers in the world 
or that history hasshown. Let me not disparage this grateful estimate 
of our importance. Weare then told that our people at large are the 
richest people on the face of the earth; that in our accumulations, in 
nad power of earning, in our energy, in our faculty, in our witsand our 
wisdom we are ahead of all the world, and I imagine, by a strict and 
logica! relation, all this latter magnificence may be traced to education 
more than to anything else. 

Now, we are asked to devote 15 cents a head of our population ina 
year, or 75 cents a head of the voters of this population, to stimulate, 
extend, conserve, animate, and revive the stimulus of all our wealth, 
our education, and our common schools. Well, away with this d 
and dazzling imposition upon the strength and the authority of this 

ple. Away with this imposition upon the intelligence of these 
tors, these members of the greatest legislative body in the world. 
Whatever other reasons there be, this reason can not godown with the 


people of this country. It can not go down with the historical aspect 
which will be given to it. It will not be an answer for us to make at 
the hustings or in the conscience of the Senators. Not there, then, is 


found the obstacle, Let us find something more obligatory and more 


important than that. 

Then it is said that this bill, as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] would have us think, for the first time undertakes to dis- 
tribute the wealth of this country (for I have got by the question of 
distinction between money and land and wealth and duty) in aid of 
strengthening a system of education in the States, Ican not dwell 
upon the subject in full, but I point now the attention of the Senate to 
an act passed in 1862, one of those great and beneficent measures that 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] who sits farthest from me, 
when in his seat, has given to this country. I mean the act that is 
known as the Morrill act, and I will ask the Secretary to read only the 
title of the act, that I may draw it to the attention of the Senate for 
some comment that I shall make upon it. 

The SECRETARY. An act entitled “An act donating public landsto 
the several States and Territories which may provide colleges for the 
benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,” approved July 2, 1862. 

Mr. EVARTS. The method adopted by that act, to make it effica- 
cious in its distributive and profitable employment to the end in view, 
was to allow each State to take acertain number of acres found within 
its own borders and this carried the fee directly of that land; but no 
State was allowed, not finding that land within its borders, itself to 
take in possession and title any land in anothér State. Such an impe- 
rium in imperio by one State in another State was discarded as inad- 
missible, but each State thus having to resort beyond its own limits 
was allowed to issue scrip, and its assignees were able to take it up at 
the rate of $1.25 an acre wherever they could find the land. This 
rag pd = be but a flimsy distinction between carrying money or carry- 
ing 

But what I ask the attention of the Senate to is the further explana- 
tion of the Morrill act, which I do not hesitate to declare and challenge ' 
the contradiction of, that every principle, every method of the pro- 
cedure in the bill now under discussion is found in the Morrill act. 
This Government undertook to follow into each State the use and the 
application that each State should make. It required the Legislature 
to accept it under its obligations. It required the governor to report 
all transactions under it. That very measure, so recent in our recol- 
lections, stands as a model for this general bill, with nothing more re- 
cently to be added except what may be in the region of expediency or 
prudence or advantage. But no mind is to beshocked, no equilibrium 
is to be stirred by any novelty in the procedure of this bill, if the Morrill 
act was found a useful measure and plan, and if experieuce has approved 
it as a benefit and advantage—a noble and continuing advantage with- 
out one single suggestion of weakness or injury to the competency and 
the welfare and the dignity of any State. 

Look at the reception and the brilliant exhibition, without any sense of 
humiliation on the partofany State, that this donation, asthe title of the 
act calls it, received, and how it has been employed. Takethe tand 
wealthy State of New York, able to support its educational system, 
able to endow its colleges, able to carry on with ample revenue from 
an opulent and vast population all the occasions of a great and gener- 
ous scheme. Let me point at ore instance within the borders of that 
State, sometimes called by its own people and sometimes called 
those without its borders the Empire State. Let me point to Corne 
University, founded, upheld, having its vital and its ample strength 
under this donation of the General Government to the great and opu- 
lent State of New York. ‘True, this fund was wisely, prudently, ført- 
unately In some quarters it did not turn out so prosper- 
ously; but a great benefactor, Mr. Ezra Cornell, who had given a great 
endowment of his own fortune to this college, undertook to buy the 
serip certificates that were to be turned.into land and into money, 
agreeing that the ontgrowth of the investment should every dollar of it 
go to the benefit of this college; and now it stands as one of the great 
colleges of the land, a college such as never before in so short a time 
grew out of nothing byinfluence of endowment of wealth into so great 
and beneficent a structure. 

Let us hope that our distinguished Senator from California [Mr. STAN- 
FORD] may show another great example in the endowment he has made 
and is making for the benefit of education in that, his adopted State. 
But more than that, $15,000 a year, as I am informed by my friend, 
the Senator from lowa, on my left [Mr. ALLISON], is paid out of our 
Treasury to these colleges thus built up by thenation, which it is thought 
now it will be humiliating for some portion of this country to receive in 
the shape of aid to common schools, 

Let me ask Senators, and especially the Senators representing the 
new States, not merely those who have lately been welcomed here so 
heartily, at least on this side of the Chamber, to look a little at the 
situation in the conduct of this Government on the subject of public 
lands. When the method of devoting the land, by reservation from 
public sale, to occupation for homesteads and in other forms, was 
adopted, this entire area of the wealth of this Government in the shape 
of its public lands was withdrawn from any opportunity of what Mr. 
Jefferson called ‘‘ a repartition of its wealth among the States,*’ Is it 
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imagined by that action, not certainly in its intention, all the States 
that may be in stress, all the States that may be in a convenient ne- 
cessity for a proper application of the wealth of the country as derived 
through its other revenues, shall not receive it? Was it merely in- 
tended that those new States should thus substantially give to them- 
selves the land within their borders? for it does not move an acre from 
them and it stocks it with occupants that alone give value to land. 
The lands granted are within their borders. This immense endow- 
ment is operating undera wise and beneficent arrangement, I agree, 
but is it to impoverish the ability of this country to use other forms 
of its wealth in aid of education by other means and in other portions 
of the country? 

Now, Mr. President, let us look at the situation from which perhaps 
one would like to withdraw any reiteration of examination. I refer to 
the condition of illiteracy as growing out of circumstances with which 
the action of the Governwent for the common defense and for the gen- 
eral welfare has todo. I refer to the emancipation of the slaves. I 
coufess that I do not much share the feeling that the emancipation of 
the slaves was too quickly followed by enfranchisement and endow- 
ment of suffrage. It was a prodigious transaction, just as the first step 
was a prodigious one. I would agree that no other community ever 
settled so great a change in its domestic situation without preparation, 
not by choice of its own deliberation, but by external authority. 

The emancipation of the slaves in every honest aspect must have been 
at the cost of the community wherein slavery resided in its care and 
digestion of the situation thus produced, but it was for the benefit in 
the largest sense of this great country of ours, from the farthest corner 
of Maine to the farthest shore of California and down to the States 
themselves where emancipation was brought about for their good, more 
greatly perhaps than for any others, but only for their good in that 
situation of enjoying the benefits that accrued to this whole nation and 
all its vast prospects in the future. Now the question would arise, 
and it has been spoken somewhat, as I said, hastily on this side of the 
Chamber, that it was a mistake perhaps to carry full enfranchisement 
to the South. 

A free community, as a wise Grecian has said, is subject, where they 
have participation in the government, to two opposite inconveniences. 
If only some portion of the citizens participate in the government, then 
itis an occasion of discontent that all do not participate, and if they 
all do participate then the discontent is that some have as much share 
as others. This wise observation of human political affairs can not be 
corrected and can not be suppressed. When we are looking at the ques- 
tion of whether you haye within a State a proper franchise, with all the 
people having every civil right, having every equality before the law, 
every footing in thecourts, every protection under the general and in the 
State governments, how are any of them to be deprived of suifrage ? 
Can we not understand that that is a dreadful problem? And no com- 
munity, in my judgment, can stand still on that line of demarkation 
between suffrage and its effacement in every other particular. 

Whatever, then, may be the prodigious burdens, what the prodigious 
duties, what the prodigious dangers that may attend the treatment that 
this Government has given to this subject, let us at least remember that 
there is one footing ou which weshould all agree, that thatis a burden 
which belongs to the great Governmentand the great people; and cer- 
tain is one thing, at least, if no impediments are to be found in the 
organism of administration, of law making and execution, that the 
hearts and minds of all of usshould sympathize with the grand trans- 
action which will ever rest in history as an action incapable by any 
nation but the greatest that the world has ever seen. What country, 
what institutions, what glory, what martial power, what population 
assembled together under one Government, ever before was equal to 
the solution of so great a problem? 

For myself, I would say, whenever Iam brought to confront some 
treatment, some action, some conduct, some principle that will help to 
raise the whole transaction into that which rests upon the whole na- 
tion and appeals to the conscience and the heart and the will and the 
intellect of the whole, I will bear my part of it as a humble sharer in 
so great a sacrifice. I will not stop to talk about the sentiment and the 
conduct, the mistakes and the difficulties now. I will take and I think 
the great State of New York will take its share in this immense, en- 
nobling transaction. If these great things were done without prepa- 
ration, to be sure the human mind and the moral government of this 
world are not to be changed about that situation; it is the resources of 
our men, of our people, of ourselves that will go on with that concilia- 
tion of antagonistic and inconsistent conditions of society in any portion 
of this country that will take the place of the preparation that the in- 
exorable laws of conduct by the nation render impossible. 

Now, Mr. President, let us look into another view. You can not 
hide it from us, no one can hide it from himself, that whatever there 
may be of weakness in our society and in our institutions, in freedom, 
in equality, in justice, wherever the weak point in the whole area of 
the country, in the whole enumeration of its population, wherever that 
weak and dangerous point is, is the weak and the dangerous point of the 
whole country. There is no natural, no artificial, no social, no polit- 
ical body but where, if there be the weakness of disorder and disease, that 
spot is the master of all the rest, To the relief of that, all the resources 


of a curative nature, all the resources of legislative and of social succor, 
are to rush to save the mischief, which is the mischief of the natural 
or sonal apq body, and not of the limb or of the part immediately 
affected. Amputation, excision, may save in a dire necessity what is 
leit of the whole and noble body that is thus mutilated; but it is, alas, 
a last and final subjection to a dire thing that is not to be met with 
gate or philosophy until every method to the contrary has been ex- 
austed. 

In that situation this matter of education is looked at and the dis- 
tribution of this money is made precisely and by an accurate adjust- 
ment, so far as in such large transactions is possible, to the apportion- 
ment among the States to a reasonable estimate and calculation of the 
degree and pressure of illiteracy. Does any one doubt that every mo- 
tive, every argument, every calculation in the frame of this adjustment 
has looked only to that consideration ? . 

But then we come to a singular argument, that, although the money 
is distributed most largely to the States where this pressure is most felt 
and where this trouble arises from the presence of the emancipated 
slaves, a pressure traceable to that condition and the sources fiom which 
it came, yet, when you come to take the fund which the State has 
placed at its disposal, when the bill comes to apply it, it no longer ap- 
plies it in proportion to the ignorance of the whites and the blacks as 
thus statistically ascertained. 

Why, Mr. President, this is a provision for a State to do what it can 
do with its own resources in educating its children in the common 
schools, That isthe institution; that is the only one we deal with; and 
is there any other mode of distributing the application of this fund, 
great or small, through these public schools, than that it shall be ad- 
justed upon the number of scholars that are there? What methods 
would critics have of distributing in the way of applying to the direct 
education of boys and girls in the public schools but in the ratable 
proportion of echolars? And as this well-spring is opened in every 
corner of this land and this education shall bring out larger and larger 
aecess to the schools by the colored people, then this plastic, this open, 
this flexible mode will adjust itself to that. 

I can not conceive anything in this criticism that deserves attention; 
but if I wanted a reason other than that which I have stated for 
large endowments to assist in removing the mass of ignorance, not only 
among those of educational age, but among the old, the aged, the mid- 
dle-aged, the robust, I would like to hear these earnest Senators from 
the happy portions of our land with which they are familiar, who, with 
so light a tongue, talk of the task of education and of the school age 
in these New England communities and this great mass in portions of 
theSouth. We bear from the Senator trom Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
the description of an interesting picture of the great importance of the 
education obtained outside of the school, and how to have the child at 
the mother’s knee taught the prayers and the precepts of the gospel, 
and hear from the father the manly and interesting tacts of life and 
preparation to tread the foot-steps of prosperous fathers, and from the 
pulpit that has to teach tothe young and to the old together the con- 
tinual need, day atter day and week alter week, in audiences of five 
hundred or a thousand hearers every Sunday in the year, the great doc- 
trines that have been inculcated upon them from their cradle. 

Who could bear this burden of the education of the black children 
outside of the schools that have been opened so nobly by the States 
themselves and which we intend to open? No, no, Mr. President, 
these idle, these, I must say, irresponsible comparisons of the condi- 
tion of children who are taught from the mother’s breast in this edu- 
cation of life until they go-to the first school as little toddling chil- 
dren and then tothe grammar schoo] and then tothe education for higher 
pursuits, is a picture, when you transfer it to the dark ground of these 
populations, that can not be recognized. Why, Mr. President, the only 
inletinto the hamlets or the cabins of the old, the aged blacks is to be 
through this little angel of light, sent from the public schools, and this 
superincumbent mass rests only upon this one gleam to be carried into 
that household by the instruction of the public schools. 

We are told, forsooth, that education in the common schools is buta 
small part of the education of man. No, Mr. President, these older 
men, these older women, these men of motives, these women here in 
the same darkness, so far as education goes, with the little young that 
they wish to turn into the sunshine of education, these can not receive 
the direct benefits of instruction; but these grown girls, these grown 
boys, coming up into full enjoyment in their journey of life, are able to 
tell the fathers and the mothers and to read to them and talk to them 
about the forms of life and the means and methods by which people are 
elevated and civilized and made submissive to the law. Though this 
great mass can not shed on those below them in age any of this light 
and sustenance, yet these young girls, this growing race, may stand 
somewhat in the position of that noble Roman youthful matron who 
imparted to a blind and imprisoned aged father the sustenance that 
nature gave her for her own offspring. 

It is said that there is an innovation upon, an interference with, an 
oppression of the freedom of the States. Why, Mr. President, this bill 
is as observant as it is ible to have one which reserves oversight by 
this Government to follow and secure the application of the endow- 
ment to the purposes intended. It is in this bill, as in the Morrill act: 
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and asit is in various other forms of endowment, a mere reservation of 
‘sufficient authority to accomplish the result, and it is criticised on this 
side of the Chamber for the reason that it is so exacting, that it is so 
continuous in its operations as not to make it worth the giving of their 
acceptance to it. 

Where are the lovers of education that want tohelp this bill? Where 
are the lovers of a benighted race that hasten tosustain this bill? Let 
them come with their offerings of frankincense and myrrh upon this 
altar of education. I suspect these arguments of impediment, when 
during the ten years, certainly during the three considerations of this 
bill in this body since I have been here, where were the improvements, 
where the better helps, where the worthier means, where the better 
agencies that were pro ? Idid not hear them. Let us then take 
from those who feel the needs, take from those who wish to meet the 
needs, and let us have their counsel and their aid in helping to improve 
this measure. 

But, Mr. President, it is said that the North and the South stand in 
attitudes of distrust on each side and of aversion each to the other. It 
is claimed that after the conclusion of the war this great wound in the 
body politic should have been cured at the first intention, and that 
the Northern people are responsible for that not having taken place. 
A wound as wide and as deep as that to be cured at the first intention, 
as if no ragged edge, as if no fever would set in, as if no nerves could 
be involved and liable under contact ofso rude a touch as this war had 
inflicted! 

Mr. President, although quite aside from this situation as it now 
exists that we are to apply our attention to, I must here differ from 
these calculations. I de not believe that at a remote or a much nearer 
date any great fact more interesting to humanity at large would appear 
than that this great people suffered immense change in its condition, 
both politically and socially, and survived it with as little of terror, as 
little of danger, as little of misconstruction, as little of fever as ever 
could attend such a vast, such a deep, such a permanent transaction. 
Was it not amazing that this great body of the American people could 
rally all its resources, that there should be no punishment and no pro- 
scriptions, and that in the halls of Congress all should again be col- 
lected on equal terms, and nothing left to darken the air but the mut- 
ual objurgations across this alley and that whenever we get up a benev- 
olent discussion about education we should meet with these mere tech- 
nical objections? 

Mr. President, I do not take any share in any distrust on this side 
that the S:ates of the South, as we call them, will not apply these sums 
if they accept them. Ido not recognize as at all creditable to the other 
side of the Chamber that they should be disdainful of our succor or 
contentious of our sympathy. It is not our succor nor our sympathy 
that I plead for. It is the sympathy and succor of the United States 
of America, A no less noble benefactor than that stands forward for 
your acceptance, and for this side I will say that we ask no greater con- 
fidence from you in a detailed, in a limited, and what may be consid- 
ered a narrow trust, when you have been given the great amnesty and 
the great pardon for all the trespasses that have been committed and 
that are brought now and then into view. Ido not like, when every 
feature and every proportion in this transaction is on the grandest scale, 
that flaws and defects are to be pointed out on one side or the other of 
this transaction. No; now is the time it is to be done, nowis the time 
itis to be refused, now is the time it is to be rejected, now is the time 
in the name of the country when it is to be proposed. 

Let nobody flatter himself that this country will stand in this friendly 
relation, all parts of it in the same condition, if this bill is defeated, 
that it will be if this bill is passed. Let no men flatter themselves that 
the people of this country are inattentive to this very transaction that 

inthis bill. Millions of noblemen and women through all por- 

tions of this country are turning their intelligent eyes upon this trans- 

action as it proceeds on this side of this Chamber; millions of eager and 

straining eyes of the healthy and the feeble and the ignorant from the 

other portion of the country are gazing with hopeful eyes upon this side 

of the Chamber, and of clear scrutiny upon its rejection, if it proceeds 
- from the predominance of the feeling and the votes on that side. 

Society is not to stand still, government is not to stand still, the 
moral government of the world is not to stand still. Great phrases 
are no help to a situation. Some say that you will endanger self-help 
‘if you extend this aid. Why, Mr. President, would it do fora benev- 
olent bystander to refuse to cast a rope to a struggling and drowning 

‘man on the ground that it would enfeeble his self-help? 

Instead of going into an idle analogy let us look at the great, the 
benevolent system of life-saving that is carried on by this Government 
for shipwrecked passengers and shipwrecked mariners; and are we to 
be told in the self-satisfied situation of the landsman, ‘‘Oh, no! Do 
not send your cars and boats, your ropes and your mortars, and your 
‘lights and rockets. Oh, no! All this method of helping the seamen 
will lessen their self-help. They have all been brought up, until in the 
last fifty years, on the plan of saving thenfselves, and what better edu- 
eation conld they have for saving passengers than to learn how to save 
themselves? No, let the seamen alone; let them learn to take care of 
themselves.” To my apprehension the suggestion that I hear touch- 
ing the application of this bill in this matter of enfeebling the people 


has as little relation to the situation of necessity and the opportunity” 
of self-help as this figure which I have presented to your attention. 

But we have experience in the benevolent forecast of a t Ameri- 
can merchant who took hold of this business at the expiring days of 
the rebellion, He took ont of his large fortune a great portion of it. 
He loved his country. He knew that the war had demolished the pros- 
perity and fortunes of the South, and he knew the immense and press- 
ing necessity of the enfranchised slaves, who needed a method that 
would educe from that population by education the means of dealing 
with a tremendous situation. Selecting such men as he could place 
confidence in at the North and at the South, he put in their hands a 
sum that gave them, perhaps, $100,000 a year, with no injunctions €x- 
cept in those portions of the country that needed it from the results of 
the war and with equal access to this benefit of both races. Fortwenty 
years these gentlemen have administered that trust. Do you wish to 
tell me now that if, instead of having $100,000 in our hands, we hada 
million a year, two millions a year, five millions a year, there would 
not have been a more rapid, a more extensive, a more convincing and 
admirable exposition of the result? 

But the result is one of the greatest that ever happened because of 
its being pointed where it was needed and when it was needed, and 
every State superintendent, and every State governor, and every board 
of instruction will tell you that this la: of George Peabody was the 
first light, the first encouragement, the first help to men to help them- 
selves. The smallness of the sum would come to very little in the di- 
rect education of this boy or that girl over this vast area, but it was a 
stimulant to the weak, to those who could add their help, which with 
our help would become an amount that would produce results. 

Search the record of these State agencies and superintendents, find 
out how much this little private endowment—little for a nation, but 
noble for a single benefactor—stimulated and worked out by other 
agencies, has accomplished. The contributors, out of their means to 
be added together with this aid, would dosomething important. Thus 
we find out now how wise the benefaction is, and all thank this great 
benefactor, and no particle of friction, irritation, interference, faulty 
or meddling disposition has been exhibited by any. Then ask me 
whether, when we have added to what has been secured by other bene- 
factions and when all have brought about a larger education and a 
larger means of education—when we have opened the channels that 
were clogged and closed—we are to be told, forsooth, on this side of the 
Chamber that they have now eo faradvanced that help will do nogood. 
Mr. President, the people who look at this matter outside of this Cham- 
ber in this way and the Senators who propose this criticism have not 
looked into the situation. 

Mr. President, however large the area of general discussion, how- 
ever more direct might be some need of our criticism, I feel that I can 
not trespass upon the attention of the Senate one moment more. But 
I wish it understood that when great and important arguments are 
presented here and we are told on one side what might have been done, 
and on this side what ought to have been done, those are only medita- 
tions of disappointed hopes. Theseare living hopes that are now here. 
The question is what ought to be done now and what can be done 
now? 

We are told tbat all, or perhaps all, that is needed to permeate and 
render alive and beneficial the action between the two races, either in 
politics or in social affairs, is justice. Ah, Mr. President, when did the 
human race ever learn to do justice except by education? Who can 
say in these communities what is justice to the whites, who can say 
what is justice to the blacks, unless by the education of both? Who 
can learn what justice is, not in abstract or in rhetorical declamation, 
butin the intimate sense of giving what is due to every one—suum 
cuique tribuito—at every hearth-stone, in every court-room, in every 
pulpit, in every market-place? Who has welcomed from above the 
star of justice that could enlighten the human race except by following 
the methods that the great and beneficent Governor of the human race 
has made, that they shall follow the precepts step by step as faras they 
could in these great inculeations? ‘Then, indeed, it may be that edu- 
cation in these regions of danger and difficulty and doubt and distrust 
may have broughtout all actual and living enjoyments—justice, that is 
safe against all the viscissitudes of human affairs; justice that is safe 
against growing old even with time. 

Cassibus hxe nullis, nullo delebilis æro. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few observations 
upon this bill before the vote shall be taken upon it, in order that my 
own position may be understood upon thesubject. Ihave upon former 
occasions when the bill has been before the Senate for consideration 
voted for it, and I propose to do so at this time, unless some change 
should be madein the condition under which the bill stands before the 
Senate. 

I shall support the bill because it is a donation and only a donation, 
a gift from the people of the United States to thedifferent States, a gift 
without condition for the purpose of education, containing within the 
bill no other conditions than those which have been applied to the ag- 
ricultural college and the experimental stations. In these respects it 
differs in nothing from the previous bills which have been passed and 
are now the law. 


© Considered in the light of reason, the appropriation contained in this 
bill must be regarded only in reference to the respective merits of the 
different subjects of appropriation, as education, contrasted with the 
Army, the importance of education as contrasted with the Navy, or pub- 
lic buildings, or any of the objects of national policy and expenditure. 

Iam not disposed to exaggerate the importance of this appropriation. 
It will have its influence, and a good influence, and under the provis- 
ions of the bill it isapportioned with reference to the icular neces- 
sities of particular States. For instance, in the State of Florida the 
amount collected under the revenue laws of the country which will 
have to be appropriated in some form or other to pay theappropriation 
of this bill will be about $400,000 approximately, more or less, while 
there will be paid to the State, if subsequent Congresses shall approve 
the appropriation and enact it into law, something like a million dol- 
lars. The Stateof Florida, therefore, will be benefited by receiving a 
larger sum for the purpose of education than will be paid by the people 
of that State. 

I support the bill further because it is an appropriation out of money 
already in the Treasury, a surplus that has been accumulated there 
and which mast be paid out for some purpose of appropriation. If it 
were a bill to impose additional taxes upon the people of the country 
I should vote against it, but it is a bill for temporary aid and making 
an appropriation outof money already in the Treasury. Whether that 
money shall be paid out to other purposes hereafter is another and a 
different question. It is inthe Treasury now and subject to be appro- 
priated for the purposes of this bill. 

I do not conceive that there can beany defense made of a permanent 
system of appropriation by Congress for local education or common 
schools or education unless it be in the shape of a great national uni- 
versity situated herein the District of Columbia. Unquestionably local 
education must depend on local support as a system. Nor would there 
be any justification for the provisions of a bill which proposed to use 
the power of taxation in the National Government to collect from the 
people of any particular State or locality the money necessary for the 
support of their systems of education, having the effect to deprive the 
people who pay the tax of the power to direct and control the appro- 

o; 
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That has been objected to as comprehended in the policy and the 
effect of the pending bill, but it is not a reasonable conclusion and the 
bill does not justify that proposition. The bill is simply one for a do- 
nation or an appropriation of a specific amount of money for the tem- 
porary support of education. In that point of view I think that its 
effect will be beneficent, It will be in the direction of aiding local 
education in the portions of the country where assistance is needed, 
and I think the bill would have been better if it had been confined to 
those localities where the need of assisting the efforts of different com- 
munities or States is most important. 

Mr. President, I speak of the Southern States and especially of the 
State of Florida, The State of Florida has been taxed by her own 
consent and the action of her own people to the utmost extent of the 
capacity of her people, and more than she has been able reasonably to 
bear, for the support of education. I find that since the war the State 
of Florida has paid in customs revenues to the Federal Government 
$8,213,419 and from the internal revenue $5,657,652.05. Now, in ad- 
dition to this sum of money they have taxed themselves for the sup- 
port of education, for the common schools in the State, a sum which 
may be reasonably estimated at between three and three and one-half 
million dollars. You will perceive that this isa large proportion of 
the taxation imposed for the support of the government, and when you 
consider the circumstances of the country you will see that it is equal 
to the utmost capacity of the people of that State. 

That the surplus in the Treasury should be appropriated in tempo- 
rary aid of education I can not see that there can be any reasonable 
objection upon any ground of publie policy, If it be said that it is 
establishing a precedent, a precedent of what? A precedent ofaiding ed- 
ucation under extraordinary circumstances in the lineof policy that the 
Government has already adopted. This fact prevents the effect of any 
precedent for evil, and if there should occur similar circumstances here- 
after the precedent can have only a beneficial effect. 

If it be assumed that the appropriation carries with ft the power of 
control and asserts in the General Government the right to interfere in 
the affairs of the States, I deny it. If it did it should never receive 
my support. 

If there was in it any interference whatever with the absolute power 
of the State to direct local education, to accept or reject it, to apply it 
through its own instrumentalities to the purpose specified in the bill 
of promoting common-school education, I should never consent to its 

e. But, whatever may be the opinion, or the hopes, or the desire 

of those who favor the bill, there can be found in its provisions nothing 

. that justifies this conclusion and nothing from which -uch an assump- 
tion of power may be reasonably inferred. 

I do not consider that this appropriation nor the appropriation of a 
thousand millions of dollars, if it were practicable and if the capacity 
of this country and the disposition of the people of this country were 
adequate and willing to make an appropriation of that amount, would 
effect the objects which have been contended for and set forth here. 


Education, it is true, is one of the most important objects of public 
policy—the common-school education, schools to be established every- 
where, industrial schools, in my judgment, far more than the ordinary 
common-school education; but they ean not change the established force 
of nature and the necessary economies of natural law. 

We have been told here that one great object of this appropriation is 
the establishment of a homogeneity amongst men, a common standard of 
thought and judgment. Ido not accept that as a controlling influence 
over my vote. The colored poopie of the South have been set forth as 
the special and particular object of this appropriation. I vote for it 
because they share in its benefits, but not because the appropriation of 
this money will have any great appreciable effect upon the condition of 
the colored people. À 

They have found amongst the people of the Southern States their 
best friends. They have found that that people have voluntarily im- 
posed upon themselves taxes lor their education equal to their utmost 
capacity to bear. They have found that the money has been equally 
and fairly divided between them and the people of the white race. In 
proportion to the taxable resources of the people, as heavy a burden of 
taxation has been imposed by the people of the diferent Southern States 
as by the people of any other States in the Union. 

Mr. President, the condition of thè colored men has been madea text 
in connection with this bill, and it has been urged that their relations 
to the people of the South furnish an especial reason for this appropria- 
tion. In so far as that touches the means of the people to establish a 
general system of common schools for both races it is proper and perti- 
nent, and carries force with it. In so far as it furnishes any sugges- 
tions of a failure on the part of the people of those States to do every- 
thing that it has been possible to do, is is a misvake and has no proper 
place in the argument. If it relates in any res whatever to placing 
the colored man in a condition other and different from that which 
he would occupy without this appropriation, then there is another error, 

While I appreciate the generosity and the fair and just feeling which 
has characterized the Senator from New Hampshire who has introduced 
this bill and stood by it session after session, while I approve of it as a 
proper object of public policy to grantout of the surplus of money which 
has accumulated in the Treasury by virtue of excessive taxation and 
which must be distributed somehow and to some objects, while I main- 
tain that thisisa proper ohject and one of the best objects. to which it could 
be devoted, as a pureand simple grant to the States, claiming no power 
whatever and conveying no power whatever to interfere in their local 
affairs, it has my cordial support and would have for the whole amount 
of the surplus in the Treasury. While I take this view of the subject 
and maintain these propositions, yet in so far as the relations of these 
two races are concerned, the colored people have received, as they will 
receive, every possible consideration which sound policy, which kindly 
feeling, which a proper consideration for their rights would demand; 
and they have received it in a larger extent than they have received 
from any other community, from any other States, or any other people 
in the history of the world. 

Mr. President, we have had a great deal of consideration given to the 
condition of the Southern white people and to the Southern colored 
people, and the relations which exist between them, and it has been 
assumed and repeated here and throughout the country that there was 
a necessity of some repressing influences, of some severe legislation to 
be directed towards the Southern white people because of their want 
of consideration for the colored people who live among them and among 
whom they live. I should never vote for this bill if it contained ~uch 
an idea, if it did not apply to them and to the white people equally, 
if it was not an aid to education without reference to these considera- 
tions and to this imputation upon the Southern people. 

Mr. President, history shows no condition of the world, no period of 
time in which the colored race have ever received from any people the 
consideration which they have had from the white people of the South- 
ern States. This is not mere assertion. When we consider the his- 
tory of this country and the contributions which have been made to 
this Government from the relation which has been sustained between 
the white and the colored people of the Southern States and the civ- . 
ilization wh ch has grown up out of that relation, it is a matter of aston- 
ishment that we should have here suggestions from persons outside of 
those influences impe ching and distrusting and reflecting upon the 
character and the sympathy and the kindness of feeling of the white 
people of the South for the colored people. 

From what condition did George Washington come, and Thomas Jef- 
ferson, and the Lees, and the great patriots who formed this Govern- 
ment, who more than any other people contributed to its formation and 
shaped its institutions? Was itnot from a condition of society in which 
the white people and these colored people lived together? Who was it 
but a Southern man and a slave-holder, a descendant of slave-holders, 
a man of elegant taste and accomplishments and ample fortune, with 
these circumstances and surroundings, brought up in the midst of these 
people, whose heart was ffred with sympathy for these suffering and 
oppressed masses of mankind, who traveled on foot throughout France, 
and came back to this country and made war upon all distinctions of. 
caste? 

Who was the author of the Declaration of Independence, and who 
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did more to form the Constitution of the Union than any other, and to 
impress upon our institutions the idea of the equal rights of men in 
their respective conditions to lile, liberty, and property? Was it not 
Thomas Jefferson, the outcome of this relation between the colored peo- 
ple, the slaves, and the white people, and who was the first advocate 
and the great advocate of freedom for those people? 

Mr. President, the beginning of this Government was a constitu- 
tional union formed more largely under the influence of the people who 
had grown up out of this relation between the two races than any other. 
It was such people who gave the spirit of freedom, the spirit of eaual- 
ity to our Constitution. It was such people who gave shape and form 
to our institutions, and it is because of this sympathy with mankind 
this great, benevolent, and philanthropic Thomas Jefferson to-day stands 
first in the hearts of the people everywhere throughout the world as 
the great representative of popular government, of sympathy for the 
people, and of defense of their rights. 

But let us follow for a little while the condition of these people. Ihave 
said before that the twenty-five years since the war exhibits a kindness, 
forbearance, and sympathy with the colored people which the history of 
the world does not show anywhereelse. The colored man has with the 
white people of the Southern States more friends and warmer friends 
and warmer sympathies as a race, and a people more willing to advance 
him, to place him, where he is qualified for it, in proper positions than 
in any other part of the world; yet those people do not recognize him 
as being fit, nor is he fit in the mass, to control their institutions and 
to be a dominant political power in ther affairs; norif left to them- 
selves do they desire to exercise political control over the white people 
of the Southern States, 

Mr. President, a fair and a just comparison will be to see what was the 
treatment of the colored man after his emancipation in the States of the 
South and what was his treatment after emancipation in the States of the 
North. Withoutany disparagement or reflection upon either or impu- 
tation upon any one, it is a jnstand fair process of arguinent toinquire, 
in respect to the feeling of these different people and the imputation of 
an interference with their rights and a want of sympathy for them, 
what was the condition in which the negro was left in the two respective 
portions of the country. I desire to put in the RECORD here a quota- 
tion from a book, Notes on the History of Slavery in Massachusetts, by 
George H. Moore. I will ask permission to print it without detaining 
the Senate to read it. 

The extract referred to is as follows: 

V. Be it further enacted by the authority aforesatd (the senate and house of repre- 
sentatives in General Court assembled), That no person being an African or negro, 
other than a subject of the Emperor of Morocco or a citizen of some one of 
the United States (to be evidenced by a ceriificate from the secretary of the 
State of which he shall be a citizen), shall tarry within this Commonwealth for 
a longer time than two months, and upon complaint made to any justice of the 
peace within this Commonwealth that any such person has been within the same 
more than two months the said justice shall order the said person to depart 
out of th s Commouwealth, and in case that the said Africen or negro shall not 
depart as aforesaid any justice of the peace within this Commonwealth, upon 


omplaint and proof made that such person has continued within this Common- 


ea ith tendays after notice given him or her todepart as afo d, shall com- 
f 


mit the said person to any house of correction within the county, there to be 
kept to hard r, agreeable to the rules and orders of the said house, until 
the sessions of the peace next to be holden within and for the said county; and 
the master of the said house of correction is hereby required and directed to trans- 
mitan attested copy of the warrant of commitment to the said court on the first 
day of their said sexsion, and if upon trial at the said court it shall be made to 
appear that the said person has thus continued within the Commonwealth, con- 
trary to the tenor ofthis act, he or she shall be whipped not exceeding ten stripes, 
and ordered to depart ou' of this Commonwealth within ten days; and if he or 
she shall not so depart, the same process shall be had and punishment inflicted, 
and so toties quolies. 

Passed March 26, 1788. - 

Mr. CALL, I read this to show the condition of the colored people 
in the two respective States. In the one they were banished and not 
allowed to remain, and the statute punishes them with whipping and 
with imprisonment. In the Southern States they have been educated. 
They have been educated at the expense of the white people, notwith- 
standing they have produced by their labor always since their emanci- 
pation far less than the white people. They have been educated upon 
equal terms with the white people. Theschool fund, the public fand 
derived from taxes, has been appropriated with strict impartiality be- 
tween the different races in proportion to their numbers, 

I wish to go a little beyond that. I desire that this proposition may 
be considered by the people of tliris country. Under whose care and 
whose treatment has this colored race prospered, multiplied, and pro- 
gressed to their present condition? Banished from the Northern States 
when emancipated, banished ty statute from most of the original thir- 
teen States, how is it that in this period from the year 1788 and to the 
year 1868 and up to the year 1890 these people have continued to grow 
in numbers, to increase in prosperity, to accumulate property in the 
Southern States alone of all the countries in the world and in all the 
history of the race? ` 

If you contrast the condition of these people to day with those in 
Africa we may form some idea of the debt of gratitude and humanity 
due to the people in the Southern States and to the relations which ex- 
isted between them and the Africans—the Africans, who, however they 
came amongst them, found a home there, not imported by those people 
or their ancestors, but driven amongst them by the hostile legislation 


of other States, and finding friends, protection, and homes, and increas- 


ing until now they constitute an important portion of the producing 
population of the country, protected in all their rights and in all their 
real interests, 

Is not that a fact which is to stand in the face of every species of in- 
vective, of misrepresentation, or of accusation against the people of the 
South? Whois it that feels an interest in these people, strangers to 
them and bearing no part in this great work of kindness and protection 
for years, whostands up now to accuse the Southern people of a want of 
kindness? What part have their accusers borne in the great work of 
protecting and caring for these people, who nowhere else in the whole 
history of recorded time have found a place of progress or of protection 
or of even anything like civil rights of any description whatever? 

We have heard a great deal about the treatment of the negroes by the 
Southern people and the hardship of the lot of the colored race and 
their ancestors, I wish to read from Stanley’s Adventures in Africa 


a short paragraph; 
I also busied myself— 


Says this anthor— 


I also busied myself in collecting a vocabulary of Kirna and in inquiring into 
the manners and customs of the people, and by this means became eononinned 
with the ceremonies observed at the burial of a chief of Urua, which are prob- 
ably unequaled in their savagery. 

The first proceeding is to divert the course of a stream and in its bed to å 
an enormous pit, the bottom of which is then covered with living women. A 
one end a woman is placed on her bands and knees, and upon her back the 
dead chief, covered with his beads and other treasures, is seated, being sup- 
ported on either side by one of his wives, while his second wife sits at his feet. 

The earth is then shoveled in on them and all the women are buried alive 
with the exception of the second wife. To her, custom is more merciful than 
to her companions, and grants her the privilege of being killed before the huge 
grave is filled in, This being completed, a number of male slav: 
forty or fifty—are slaughtered and their blood poured over the grave, after 
which the river is allowed to resume its course. 

Stories were rife that no fewer than one hundred women were buried alive 
with Bambané, Kasongo’s father; but let us hope that this may be an exagger- 
ation. 


The same author shows how the slave trade is now conducted in Af- 
rica by the native Africans, as follows: 

At Uganda the trade begins to assume a wholesale character, yet it wears 
here a rather business aspect; the slaves by this time become hardened to suf- 
fering, “they have no more tears to shed,” the chords of sympathy have been 
severed and they seem stolid and indifferent. At Ujijione see« a regular slave- 
market established. There are ‘* slave-foldia and pens,” like the stock-yards of 
railroads for cattle, into which the naked wretches are driven by hundreds, to 
wallow on the ground and half starved on food not fit for hogs. By the time 
they reach here they are mere ‘ebony skeletons,” attenuated, h , gaunt 
buman frames. Their very voices have sunk to a mere hoarse wh r, which 
comes with an unearthly sound from out their parched, withered lips. Low 
moans, like those that escape from the dying, fill the air, and they reel and 
stagger when they attempt to stand upright, so wasted are they by the havoc 
of hunger. They look like a vast herd of black skeletons, and as one looks 
at them in their horrible sufferings he can not but exclaim, “ How can an all- 
merciful Father permit such things?’ No matter whether on the slow and 
famishing march or crowded like starved pigs in the overloaded canoes, it is 
the same unvarying scene of hungerand horror, on which the cruel slave-trader 
looks without remorse or pity. It may be asked how are these slaves obtained? 
The answer is, by a systematic war waged in the populous country of Marungu 
by banditti, supported by Arabs, 

These pay guns and powder for the slaves the former capture, which enables 
them to keepup the war. These Arabs, who sell the slaves on the coast, furnish 
the only market for the native banditti of theinterior. These latter are mostly 
natives of Unyamwee, who band together to capture al; the inhabitants of 
villages too weak to resist (hem. Marungu is the great productive fleld of their 
satanic labors, Here almostevery small village is independent, recognizing no 
ruler but its own petty chief. 

These are often at variance with each otber, and, instead of banding 
to resist a common foe, look on quietly while one after another is swept by the 
raiders. In crossing a river, Stanley mettwo hundred of these wretches chained 
together, and, on inquiry, found they belonged to the governor of Unyam- 
bembe, a former chaperon of Speke and Burton, and had 1 ured by an 
officer of the prince of Zanzibar; this prince had made a treaty with England to 

uta stop to this horrible trafic, and yet here was one of his officers en 

n it, taking his captives to Zanzibar, and this was his third batch during the 
year. 


Contrast that condition with that of these people now in the Southern 
States, apd in all fairness ask the question how is it that not in New 
England, not in the North, benevolent as they are, progressive as they 
are, but in the Southern States and with these people whom you are 
accusing, they have grown up into this vast multitude of civilized be- 
ings, understanding something of the social life and social duties, and 
living in peace and friendship with the white people? 

Mr. President, let us have some truth in this matter. Let this great 
monumental fact of the progress of these people from this condition in 
their native Africa give the credit where it is justly due, and award a 
proper tribute to the christian feeling, to the sympathy, to the af 
fection that grew up in the relations sustained between these people. 
lt has not gone yet, although it has been greatly diminished and changed 
by the efforts which have been used to make them an influential and 
even a controlling political factor. 

Mr. President, I am a friend of the African race. Whatever can be 
done, not to crush them in t:e millstones of political agitation, but to 
educate them, todevelop them, to lead them to the course which Provi- 
dence and the natural economies will direct, I am willing to do. 

You will not by asystem of common schools change the course of 
Providence. You will not make the leopard change his spots nor the 
Ethiopian his skin, You will not divest the white race of their racial 
distinctions, You will hot dispossess them of their disposition to pre- 


+ serve the purity of their race. You will not by the ex 
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diture of the 
money appropriated in this bill, nor a hundred times the amount, alter 
the course of nature and of Providence. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] said here the other day that the fact of the existence 
of these people in the Southern States upon terms of kindness and of 

and of prosperity to some extent and the fact of the impossibility 
of their controlling those States where they were a numerical majority 
were two antagonistic propositions that could not be reconciled. 

But the colored man is docile, He has his kindly qualities, and he 
lives in peace and happiness where there is a directing hand, where he 
feels that there is notan antagonism created between him and the white 
race. If left to himself, where he is educated, where he is qualified by 
~ a virtuous life, he will receive political promotion from the kindly feel- 
ings and sympathies which have in these hundred years made him grow 
up from a small number into a vast multitude of people, performing in 
some way and to some extent the duties of civilized life. 

Butif you undertake to create under any conditions whatever a con- 
trol which is not exercised by them anywhere, which is not true any- 
where in the North and will never be done, that a naked numerical 
majority, uninfiuenced by social and personal considerations, shall be 
the absolute law; if you undertake to create that kind of antagonism, 
aie interpose a barrier to his progress; you interrupt these kind feel- 

gs; you destroy the sympathies which have been the moving factor 
in his advancement from a condition of barbarism all along in pros- 
perity, in an abundance of all the necessaries of life, in the main with 
a greater degree of abundance of comfort than is to be found amongst 
any laboring people anywhere in the world, because, with a country 
comparatively new and a fertile soil and the colored man devoted to 
agriculture, the conditions were most favorable for his abundant sup- 
ply of all the material wants of life, and the natural sympathies that 
religion and humanity create grow up and control in a spirit of kind- 
ness and affection the relations of the two races. 

I protest against the idea that you can by the mere substitution of a 
common-school education supply that education which christianity fur- 
nishes, which sympathy creates, which the relation of the two races 
upon terms of decent friendship develops. It plays but an unimpor- 
tant part by the side of that education which the natural affection and 
kindness of the white race gives to the colored people living in terms 
of peace and quiet and of mutual assistance with them. 

That is the education that has made the colored man capable of a 
future, hopeful of attaining some condition where he will be upon the 
plane of civilization with other races; and it is to the white people of 
the Southern States alone that it is due and that it will be due. If as- 
sistance in the shape of a pure and absolute donation to the people who 
have proved their right toit by the fact that they alone have ever given 
to the colored man protection and, in their relation and their contact 
with him, the development which he possesses at this time, if a system 
of aid from the National Government in a proper way is left to them 
to use and dispose of, that alone is the condition which is possible for 
their improvement, their development, and their protection, if you do 
not intervene considerations of political power. 

The Senator from Delaware car. HicGrns] said here the other day 
in a speech which he made that nothing showed the necessity more of 
this appropriation than the different views of the representatives upon 
both sides of this Chamber, which he was pleased to term were the best 
outcome and representatives of the morality and the intelligence of 
their respective constituencies, as to the assassination of a United States 
marshal. But, Mr. President, there was no foundation for that obser- 
vation. Thestandardsof morality are eternal. They are the everlast- 
ing yea and amen of Divine Providence, and they are in their applica- 
tion to all races the same. 

In Delaware, in Vermont, in Florida, or in Mississippi the United 
States marshal or the United States judge who covers himself with the 
mantle of public authority that he may be an assassin and a perpetra- 
tor of outrage upon women is not representing the mujesty of the law 
or the Government. In covering his shoulders with the mantle of re- 
ligion and of law he is still the outcast. The judge who, sitting upon 
the bench, perjures himself, or the Senator who, in a spirit of ~ 
ness, will deal with the rights of others in a spirit of persecution, can 
not protect himself from the just scorn of an outraged public opinion 
by claiming the authority of the law. 

In these respects they do not represent the law. Hence, my friend 
from Delaware was mistaken. The standards of morality are and ever 
hav> been the same in allsections. Who will say he surpasses Thomas 
Jefferson and George Washington and the compatriots of their day in 
his appreciation of morals or his proper regard for public authority? 
They were the representatives, as these people of the South are to-day, 
of their people, their institutions, their relations, their contact with 
the colored people. 

Then, again, what more? Who will stand up and say that there can 
be contact in terms of equality between an inferior race, constant con- 
tact, surrounded by them, unless they be se —contact, I mean, 
upon terms of equality—without unfavorably affecting the progress of 
the higher race? If you want a man to be progressive you must sur- 
round him with the influences which are better than he is, or at least 
as good as he is, If you surround him only with those which are in- 


ferior and his whole association is with them, you must limit him in 
his progress. 

Butsuch was not the relation which the colored people sustained with 
the white population of the South. They sustained a relation of de- 
pendence upon the one side and protection on the other. They sus- 
tained a relation of friendship upon one side and contribution and 
assistance and support upon the other, The relations were those of af- 
fection and charity and religion and kindness in the main, though 
there were then there, as here, monsters who perpetrated wrong. 

But this was the general character of the relations, and the onteome 
of their morality was in George Washington and in Thomas Jefferson; 
and I challenge the Senators who asperse and make charges upon the 
Southern people to produce brighter specimens of humanity in all the 
history of the world than those which came from these people in their 
contact and relationship with the slave population of the South. Iin- 
sist that the people of the Southern States still have the same high 
standards of religion and morality and charity, and their representa- 
tive men are equal in these qualities to those of any other people. 

Mr. President, I support this bill. I support it because education is 
a great public object—not the mere learning to read and write, but the 
education of the mind and the heart and the character. It contributes 
toit. The little pittance that is given here to each State will amount 
to but little, but it is better appropriated iu that direction than to be 
appropriated to the Army or the Navy, or to public buildings. It is 
better because it will be an evidence, in my judgment, of a disposition 
on the part of the people of this country to render aid to the Southern 
people, now sorely taxed and laboring under a heavy burden. 

All the propositions that maintain the propriety, the necessity of ab- 
solute local support of education and local control of education I acqui- 
escein. They are true. It would be absurd for the National Govern- 
ment to impose a tax upon the people of the different localities to be 
collected and then paid out by appropriations by Congress in support 
of local education. If that were the proposition, in my judgment it 
would not deserve support becanse it would be an attack upon the princi- 
ple of local support, of local education. Butit is notthat. You have 
st excess in your Treasury, and the question is, To what will you ap- 

ly it? 

You will not reduce the taxes until another accumulation has been 
made, Shall it go to the bondholders to pay them their immense pre- 
miums? Shall it go to the Army or Navy? Shall it go entirely for 
the support and education of the Indians? Or will some part of it be 
given to these people who justly claim the merit of whatever advance- 
ment the colored race has made from the condition of barbarism to their 
present situation? Shall it be appropriated and given to them to dis- 
pose of, not for the blacks alone, but for tne whole community of whites 
and blacks who, under their administration, are in the main living in 
happiness and in contentment and in prosperity? 

Mr. BATE obtained the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Tennessee yield to a mo- 
tion to adjourn? 

Mr. BATE. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn, the Senator from 
Tennessee being entitled to the floor. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
we i adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, March 20, 1890, at 
120’ m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 19, 1890. 


The House met at 12o0’clock m, Prayer by Rev. G. H. Corry, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
REPRINT OF A BILL. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following res- 
olution for immediate consideration. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I rise to call up the contested- 
election case of Mudd vs. Compton. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the proposition of the 
gentleman from Illinois is to reprint a bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. It is. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That House bill 7846, Fifty-first Congress, first session,entitled “A bill 
to provide for the establishment of Government telegraphs,” be reprinted, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MARYLAND CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—MUDD VS, COMPTON. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CooPER] calls up 
the contested-election case of Mudd vs, Compton. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. I offer the following resolutions, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Barnes Compton was not elected as ipa ae npesepentdn eres 
Ean Congres from the Fifth district of Maryland, and is not entitled to 


That Sydney E, Mudd was duly elected as a Re tative for 
ths Fink Gonmrosional district of Maryland to the Fifty-first and is 
entitled to his seat as such. 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, when the House adjourned last even- 
ing the business pending was the pension appropriation bill. Iun- 
derstand that this resolution is claimed to be one of superior privilege, 

The SPEAKER. That measure was pending in Committee of the 
Whole, and the question of the right of a member to his seatis of the 
highest privilege. 

Mr. MORROW. If that appropriation bill is to give way for this 
contested-election case, I want it understood that when it is disposed 
of we will proceed with the pension appropriation bill. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. You can have the floor immediately after 
this has been disposed of; and I wish to announce thatit is agreed that 
the debate on this case shall be limited to six hours, three hours on each 
side, and the previous question considered as ordered, after which the 
gentleinan from Texas [Mr. MooRE] will offer what substitute he de- 
sires for the resolutions offered by the majority of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the agreement proposed? 
[Afier a pause ] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORROW. I desire to give notice that I shall insist upon the 
consideration of the pension appropriation bill as soon as this case shall 
be disposed of, 

The SPEAKER, It will be in order after this contested-election 
case has been disposed of. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cooper] 
desire to take the floor now? , 

Mr. COOPER, of Obio. No, sir; I desire to yield one hour to my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. 
The understanding is that the debate is to be limited to three hours 
upon each side, after which the previous question is to be considered 
as ordered, with liberty to offer a substitute to the resolutions offered 
by the majority. 

Mr. LACEY Mr. Speaker, in opening this case in behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Elections, I wish to say that the questions involved in it are 
largely, or perhaps mainly, questionsoflaw. The majority reportshows 
that the contestant was elected upon the face of the returns by from two 
to three majority. The minority report, upon the other hand, shows that 
the contestee is entitled to his seat by a majority of 37. Sothat we have 
an issue clean and clear of 154 majority upon the one hand and of 37 
upon the other. It is not claimed, and will not be claimed by the 
minority on this floor, that the governor in giving the certificate of 
election in this case to the sitting member had all the returns of the 
Congressional district before him. But, upon the contrary, it will not be 
disputed that as to one county, Charles County, there were two pre- 
cincts which were wholly unreported to the governor. 

This fact being conceded by the minority report and also being con- 
ceded by the majority report, it seems to me it does away with the 
prima facie effect accorded to the governor’s certificate in the case. 

How did it occur that these two precincts were omitted from the re- 
turns from Charles County? No one specially was to blame about it, 
It was a mere accidental error committed by the judges of election, They 
have a very complete election law in the State of Maryland, and among 
those laws is a provision for a glass hallot-box; and there is also a pro- 
vision by which one copy of the returns shall be sealed up in that bal- 
lot-box and returned to the county officials, aud that the ballot-box 
shall not be opened again until ordered by the court or until proper 
process of law had for that purpose. 

Now, as to some other precincts I will say, merely as a matter of 
history, that the same error occurred as to some of the boxes which 
gave the sitting member a majority, and the sealed returns were also 
erroneously locked up; in other words, both sides by mistake put all 
the returns in a sealed ballot-box in several instances. ‘The sitting 
member being an old member and having that shrewdness which is 
accumulated by large experience in matters of that kind, got his friends 
together and they ‘‘saw through a glass darkly,” and read the returns 
through the glass ballot-box and corrected the returns through which 
the majorities in his favor appear; but the contestant [Mr. Mudd], on 
the other hand, attempted to have the ballot-box opened by legal proc- 
ess, Now, notwithstanding the fact that these ballots and returns 
were locked up for the two precincts and were omitted and were not 
sent to the governor and in view of the proper proceedings pending to 
have the ballot-boxes opened and the original returns certified, the 
governor gave the certificate to thesitting member. The circumstances 
under which this certificate and others of like character were given by 
the governors of some of the Democratic States are quite fresh in the 
memory of this House. 

The House was close; it was uncertain who would control it, and it 
was important that the governor should give to Mr. Compton, the sit- 
ting member, the certificate of election in time that he might help to or- 
ganize the House. Something in the natureof an ‘urgency deficiency 
bill”? was put in the form of a requisition upon the governors of West 
Virginia, Tennessee, and Maryland. The governor of West Virginia 
responded with an alacrity that promptly gave to two gentlemen cer- 
tificates for seats to which they were not entitled on this floor. The 
governor of Maryland gave the certificate to the sitting member with- 
out warrant. Now, in the correction to which I have already called 


your attention, both the majority and the minority of the Committee 
on Elections have agreed that the returns for these two precincts should 
be added, and when these returns are added and various corrections as 
alleged shall be made by the minority report have been made, it is 
claimed by the minority that Mr. Compton is entitled to a seat by a 
majority of 37. There is, Mr. Speaker, another item that was omitted 
from the returns—a mistake of 28 in the vote from Calvert County. 

Under the theory of parliamentary law it is my duty to address my 
remarks to the Speaker, and I am supposed to be endeavoring to con- 
vince you, Mr. Speaker, that the majority report is right; but, in fact, 
I wish more particularly to address my remarks to my friend from 
Texas [Mr. Moore] who wrote the minority report. Iam not trying 
**to call the righteous,” but I am trying to call my friend from Texas 
“fto repentance ’’ in this case, and to see whether he will agree that upon 
the face of his own report laid before this House the sitting member is 
entitled to his seat. 

In Calvert County there was a mistake made of 28 votes in the count, 
The Republican papers and the Democratic papers and the general 
public were informed as early as the 10th of November, 1888, that the 
vote for S. E. Mudd in Calvert County was 1,166 instead of 1,138. 

In footing up the returns, however, and sending the general resultto 
the governor, the various precincts were not set out separately and re- 
ported, but the general result only was certified. It appears from the 
evidence in the case, without any dispute, that the majority of the 
judges of election in the county were Republicans, that a Democratic 
deputy clerk did the footing, and that the Republicans read off the 
figures to him and he footed them up and made the result 1,138 when 
it ought to have been 1,166. The mistake was not then discovered, 
and the returns from each precinct not bolig sent to the governor, he 
had no opportunity to make the correction. wish to callattention to 
the return as published in the Democratic newspaper, the Calvert-Ga- 
zette, on the 10th day of November, which gives the vote as 1,166 for 
Mudd, 896 for Compton. - 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Will the gentleman state whether those were 
the official figures? 

‘Mr. LACEY. These figures agree, as I will explain further on, with 
the official figures as they are now on file in the clerk’s office of that 
county. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. And the deputy clerk himself discovered 
the mistake the very next day. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; the next day after the mistake was made this 
clerk forwarded a correct statement to the governor, calling attention 
to the mistake in the footing. ‘There is no dispute about that. We 
have in the San Almanac—not the New York Sun, but an authority 
almost equal, possibly better, inasmuch as it comes nearer home—in 
the Baltimore San Almanac we have the figures given at 1,166 votes 
for Mudd instead of 1,138, and at the same time this almanac states 
that the official returns for Congress returned to the executive depart- 
ment at Annapolis are, for Mudd, 1,138. 

Now, it is shown by the testimony in this case, fairly and clearly and 
beyond controversy, that 1,166 are the correct figures. That brings 
the minority of the committee face to face with 28 votes to come out of 
the 37 majority, as claimed by them, leaving only 9 of their claimed 
majority for the sitting member. That brings us uncomfortably close 
together, as my friend from Texas [Mr. Moore] will find when he 
comes to argue upon the basis of his minority report. The Calvert 
County Journal, edited by the attorney for the sitting member, gives 
the oficial figures on the 10th day of November, and I offer this merely 
as corroborative of the statement that the returns now on file show the 
same thing. The Calvert County Journal gives the figures for Mudd 
at 1,166. The Democratic editor of that paper was a witness before 
the committee, and his testimony is in the record. In that testimony 
he swears that he carefully collated the returns immediately after the 
election, and that the returns as published by him, to which I have 
called the attention of the House, are correct. Consequently there is 
nothing to breathe any suspicion on the returns as they now appear on 
file in the office of the clerk of the county of Calvert. Those are the 
original returns. 

The footivgs that were sent to the governor were nothing more than 
the general result. We go behind the returns to attack the returns 
with the returns in this particular case; but we go back to the original 
returns in Calvert County, and there is no controversy that they are 
correct and they are the original evidence, 

In computing these returns, no matter which way you figure, whether 
you figure with the minority report backwards or with the majority 
report forwards, you find a majority in favor of the contestant if you 
correct the retarns from Calvert County. So that that question isa 
vital one, and the clerk who made the addition himself swears that he 
made a mistake; and he was a Democrat. I do not say that as giving 
him greater credit or standing before the House, but merely for the 
purpose of calling attention to the fact that he is an interested witness 
adverse to the contestant. The deputy clerk, who made the footing 
himself, says that if it does not agree with these original returns it is 
wrong; that the original returns show the correct figures. 

There was no controversy about it at the time, and the mistake of 
28 votes in Calvert County should be corrected. Now, adding the 28 
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votes in Calvert County and the returns that had been locked up in 
Charles County, you have, taking the minority’s figures for it, a plu- 
rality of only 9 for the sitting member. In order to make that plu- 
rality they count out 1 vote upon which there was a “‘sticker’’ for Mr. 
Mudd. Some Republican or Democrat, I don’t know which, who voted 
for Mr. Mudd, was so anxious to vote for him that he got a “sticker” 
and stuck Mudd’s name upon the ticket, so that it appeared there 
twice, and that vote was not counted for Mudd; the minority in their 
report threw that vote out, There can be nothing clearer than that 
the fact that the name of a candidate appears upon a ticket twice fur- 


nishes no reason why the vote should not be counted for him at least f: 


once. Nothing is better settled than that, and when you make this 
rectification it reduces by one the 9 majority claimed for the sitting 
member, 

Mr. COMPTON. Where was that ‘‘sticker’’ stuck? 
upon the words ‘* For Congress?’’ 

Mr. LACEY. It is claimed that it was over the words “For Con- 
gress,” and it is claimed by the sitting member, and by his counsel, 
and by the minority that, inasmuch as the ‘‘sticker’’ got over the 
words * For Co ”? the ticket should not be counted. 

But there are authorities holding that even if the words ‘‘ For Con- 
gress”’ had been erased, if the name of the man running for Congress 
‘was written on the ticket or printed on the ticket, the omission of the 
words ** For Congress’? would not prevent the vote from being counted. 
It is said, however, that there is a Jaw of the State of Maryland pre- 
venting such a vote from being counted. But this Houseis the “judge 
of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members” and 
has always held that where a man’s name is upon the ticket, either in 
print or in writing, and is the name of the only man running for the 
office or the man who is understood to be the candidate for that par- 
ticular office, it shall be counted. 

Then there was a scratched ticket in Calvert County which was not 
counted for Mr. Mudd. That scratched ticket is testified to by Mr. 
Perran, the same Democratic editor to whose evidence I have already 
called attention, Hesays that the vote was not counted, yet it appears 
that Mr. Mudd’s name was clearly upon the ticket. 

Mr. Mudd also received three votes, one for S. N. Mudd, one for X. 
E. Mudd, and one for Mudd. Under the rule laid downin the case of 
Wallace vs. McKinley in this House these votes should be counted. 

I wish to call the attention of the House to the recapitulation which 
I will incorporate in my remarks, not taking time to read it, showing 
the official returns as they actually appeared after correcting the re- 
turns of Charles County and Calvert County. I will also give in tab- 
ulated form the vote by counties, incorporating this statement in my 
remarks without reading it. 


Was it not 


RECAPITULATION. 
Sydne S.N. | S. E. Barnes 
County ot city. E. Mudd. | Muda. | Muda. | MAA. compton. 
Anne Arundel County. 2.776 
Baltimore- city ......-.sccssscosseeeeesereveree| 3B, 186. fonsas 3,472 
Baitimore Coun’ 1,020 
Calvert County Syö 
Charles County, .....sessersseeesoesosssse] 1, B64 foroo 1,714 
Howard County...... 1,764 
Prince George’s Coun 3,072 
St. Mary’s County... 1,566 


Total vote for Mr, Mudd....... 
Total vote for Mr, Compton ... 
PEE TE AMEE WO PEED TREE saci ndnatoce saskveqasietopeicashosceash E T a n macro; 3 
Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman summarize those statements so that 


we may understand their character ? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir; I will give a summary of the statements if 
the gentleman desires to hear it. Here is thesummary as given by the 
majority of the committee: 


For Sydney E. Mudd, ......sssrseessssvsssssseeosss AET E AGED 
dd. y 


For 8. N. Mudd.......,... 1 
For S. E. Mudd...... 1 
SENG IL RDNA coor aston FERRIT EREE edd Maia cule poseee kip mar 1 
“One ticket upon which Sydney E. Mudd’s name ap 
Mudd's name was not counted in the above returns ™......eessasressssssssess 1 
Ma bl A SL GI N IE EIIN A E S AES TE TSO era . 16, 253 
For Barnes Compton. EPPES s 16, 230 
Plurality for Sydney E. Mudd.....issssesosssessss susreo runes cnseen coness sucses esssei S 3 


Then further along there is 1 vote for —— Compton, which is also 
counted, giving to the contestant upon the face of the returns a ma- 
jority of 2, b 

Mr. CRISP. That does not include the recount-—— 

Mr. LACEY. No, sir. 

Mr. CRISP, Which the gentleman admits was a gain of 19 or 20. 

Mr. LACEY. Next comes the question of the recount to which my 
friend from Georgia calls my attention, and upon which I intended 
next tospeak. It is a little remarkable that the recount in Maryland, 


like the recount in West Virginia, seems always to result on the Dem- 
ocratic side, or substantially so. There was some gain on both sides; 
bat the result is a gain of 19 or 20 votes in favor of the contestee. 
But the committee and the contestant waived that question and gave 
to the contestee the benefit of that recount, which, upon the face of the 
returns, after the recount is had, would again give the majority to the 
sitting member. There is no question, however, between the majority 
and the minority of the committee as to the fact that there are certain 
errors in the poll-lists which ought to be corrected; and when those 
errors are corrected the majority is transferred again to the other side. 

Among the statutes of Maryland there is a strict registration law. 
After the registration is made at the county seat, the clerk or county 
officer sends copies of the poll-list to the varions voting precincts, and 
those copies should and must agree with the original registration. It 
is conceded by the minority of the committee that where the poll-list 
fails to agree in some unimportant particular with the original regis- 
tration the voter should have his vote counted, notwithstanding it is 
refused because of the failure to have an accurate transcript made. 

Mr. COMPTON. Where it is identified. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, where it isidentified. Now, I call the attention 
of my friend from Texas again to this question. He says in the report: 

We have reached the conclusion that whenever a voter did tender his vote 
and his name was upon the list of voters furnished to the judgea of election, al- 
though the middle name or initial might be wrongly entered, still his vote 
should be counted asit should have been received by the judges, the object of 
registration being for the purpose of identification of a voter, or if the name 
given by the voter was idem sonans with the name registered. By applying this 
rule a number of votes claimed by each side, as will be hereafter shown, must 
be rejected, 

There are certain names which I will hand to the reporter to be in- 
corporated in my remarks, not taking time to read them; and adopting 
this rule the minority have given a credit for 18 of those votes to the 
contestant; and alter giving that credit of those 18 votes there is a ma- 
jority of 37 votes against the contestant, according to the finding of the 
minority. Butafter correcting, as I havealready stated, the computation 
of the minority by subtracting 28 votes in Calvert County, there remain 
only 9. After we have made the correction by counting the 3 names, 
8. N. Mudd, S. E. Mudd, and Mudd, after correcting by allowing the 
ticket upon which Mr. Mudd’s name appears twice; after correcting by 
admitting the vote in Calvert County upon which the scratch appears, 
it makes 6 to come from these 9, leaving us only 3 votes apart upon 
the minority report. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if we allopt the rule stated here that the votes 
should have been received, although the middle name or initial letter 
may have been wrongly entered, let ussee how many additional names 
there are that ought to be counted for Mr. Mudd in this contest. 

John Henry Thomas gave his name to the judges of election as 
“t Henry Thomas,” and because he called himself ‘‘ Henry ” instead of 
“John Henry’? his vote was thrown out. Now, according to the spirit 
of this report of the minority, if not in accordance with its letter, the 
vote of John Henry Thomas ought to be counted. The voteof David 
R. Brooks is excluded because his name was on the books as David W. 
Brooks, Now, I will ask my friend from Texas, when he comes to ad- 
dress the House, to state upon what theory he excludes the name of 
David W. Brooks, after saying that where the middle letter is wrong 
the vote must still be counted. After laying down this position when 
the name of David W. Brooks appears, which ought to have been David 
R. Brooks, the gentleman refuses to count it. 

So with Benjamin F. Gamble. His name was given as Benjamin 
Gamble. Why does the gentleman throw out that vote? Simply be- 
cause the “F,” standing, no doubt, for Franklin, was omitted from 
the name. That is a mere oversight, and I do not see how the gentle- 
man can explain to the House any reason for throwing out the vote. It 
is in direct conflict with the rule laid down in his report. 

In this manner we find 37 as the total majority figured for contestee by 
the gentleman representing the minority, but lam inclined to think he 
was alittle too generous, and that he will bedisposed to modity his minor- 
ity report in the Honse, because, unless he does so, he must by his own 
logic count these 3 votes for the contestant. The vote of John Tay- 
lor was rejected because his name appeared as John E. Taylor, and 
he gives as another reason for throwing it out because he claims that 
John Taylor did not press his right to vote with sufficient earnestness 
or force. 

Isaiah Chester was on the poll-list as Isaac Chester. In reading it off, 
no doubt, by the parties having charge of the registration, the error oc- 
curred because of the similarity of the words Isaac and Isaiah. The 
words, sounding alike, were mistaken for each other. The next is the 
case of Robert Reed, who is excluded, not because his name is wrong, 
but because the number of his house was incorrectly given. Taking 
the minority report, and on the logic of the argument these votes must 
also be counted for the contestant. Ley Cure was not counted because 
his name was written Lem. James W. Clements was not counted for 
the reason that his name appeared as John W. Clements. You must 
count the votes of Gamble, Taylor, Reed, Cure, and Brooks for the 
contestant, following out the strict letter of the minority report. 

This, Mr. Speaker, brings us to the consideration of the question of 
repeaters, to which reference is made in the report. 


There were certain gentlemen, or individuals, I might say, not gen- 
tlemen, that went to other precincts in this district and voted upon 
some other person’s name than theirown. When the trae man came 
to vote he found his name checked off—that somebody else, some re- 
peater had come in, taken possession of his name, and voted in his 
stead. Why should not these votes be counted? The reason given in 
the minority report is as follows: _ 

If when these aster offered to vote the names they respectively gave were 
checked, and eitber they themselves or others had voted on their names, the 
judges of election could not receive their votes, for the reason that otherwise 
they would have allowed 2 ballots to be cast by one registered voter. Wethere- 
fore reject these 6 votes. > 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield for a question. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, What evidence is there that the voters who 
voted on these names were repeaters, and not the persons who owned 
the names themselves? 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. The registered voters themselves swear that 
they did not vote. 

Mr. LACEY. The voters swear that they registered, that they saw 
their names registered, that they tendered their tickets, that they were 
refused the right to vote upon the alleged grounds that some one had 

viously voted upon their names. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Still than does not answer thequestion. What 
evidence is there, I ask, that the other parties were not those who were 
entitled to cast the vote and have their votes counted? 

Mr. LACEY. It is not disputed in physical laws that no two bod- 
ies can occupy the same space at the same time, and that, I think, isa 
sufficient answer tothe question. It is true that we did see at the ex- 
hibition of Hermann in this city a few days ayo two rabbits rubbed 
into one by a trick, but you can not make two votes out of one regis- 
tration when the voter himself swears that he went and registered his 
name, saw it put on the record, that the same voter went to cast his 
vote and was refused; and all of this raises a conclusive presumption 
that the other man, who did not do it, who did not testify, and who 
used the name of the individual who did register, was a repeater, and 
the right man did not have the opportunity to cast his vote. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But were there not two or more persons of the 
same name exactly claiming the same locality? 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no evidence to identify them as the par- 
ties here referred to. 

Mr. LACEY. There is no evidence as to the other man at all. But 
there is one conclusion which may be reached with periect safety, or at 
least a presumption, and it is that they did not vote for Mr. Mudd; 
for a repeater, if a Democrat, at least, usually takes a Republican’s name 
to vote on, and if there is such a thing asa Republican repeater—and 
certainly no testimony has been brought forward to show that there 
was any in this district—he would naturally take a Democrat’s name 
to vote on so as to gain as much advantage for his party as practicable. 
And to say that one man has lost his vote because some one else has 
voted on the name of the true man, and therefore exclude him, is toat- 
tempt to make two wrongs do one right, and is as much of an injury 
to the man who has been deprived of his vote as if some other man had 
cast a fraudulent vote. 

Now, it seems clear, Mr. Speaker, on a moment’s reflection, that these 
six votes ought to be counted for the contestant. They were registered 
voters. That fact is not controverted; all of them were insisting on 
the right to vote, but were excluded from voting by the election officers. 

Mr. CRISP.- Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima question? 

Mr, LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. What would the gentleman do with the six repeaters? 

Mr. LACEY. If they were identified, if they could be identified as 
the parties who cast the votes illegally and improperly, they should be 

ished —— 
ee CRISP. But that is not the point, I mean for whom should 
the votes be counted that were cast, or whom were these 6 votes cast for? 

Mr. LACEY. Thereis noevidence showing for whom they were cast; 
but the presumption is that they were cast for the man who was op- 

ite politically to the man that they pretended to represent. That, 
think, is clear. 

Suppose, for instance, that John Henry Thomas undertook to per- 
sonate John Thomas Brown at an election and wanted to cast the vote 
of Brown. He finds out the polities of Brown first; because, if he at- 
tempted to do, in advance, what Brown himself would do if he had 
his own good time to do it in, he would simply be doing the party he 
himself pretended to represent an injury and advancing the interests of 
Brown’s party, and it is a good deal to assume thata Democratic voter 
would vote upon a Democratic name if he could find a Republican name 
to use. 

But in regard to these tickets it is not shown for whom they were 
cast, and therefore we can only imagine or presume that they were 
voted for Mr. Compton, and the presumption is strong. There is no 
evidence, as I have said, directly in point, but it certainly makes the 
wrong greater to prevent the true man from casting his vote because 
of the fact that a thief comes in to steal his vote and undertakes to cast 
it for somebody else. 


Mr. SARRAN Did he not have the absolūte right to vote if he 


Mr. LACEY. He had an absolute right to cast his vote because he 
registered; but when he went to the polls he found that ‘somebody 
had been there while he was gone.” 

Mr. COMPTON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion there? 

Mr. CRISP. My friend knows very well—though I do not recollect 
as to this particular precinct—that in some of them there were at least 
four, five, or six George Washingtons, and in some cases as many as 
eighteen or twenty colored men of the same name. 

Mr. COMPTON. Would I interrupt the gentleman —— 

Mr. DALZELL, Notin this case. There is no evidence of that 
in this case. 

Mr. CRISP. In cases that we have examined there have been a 
number of persons of the same name. 

Mr. DALZELL. But not in this case. 

Mr. LACEY. I will first answer the question of the gentleman 
from Georgia and then yield to a question from the contestee, There 
was no George Washington nor Andrew Jackson in the case. There 
was William Butler, John H. Smith, William Brown, Charles H. 
Green, Henry Brown, and Thomas Williams. Were these six gentle- 
men entitled to vote? Their votes were excluded, and there is no pre- 
tension anywhere in this record that these men were not legal voters. 
There is no pretense that they had cast their votes before. There is. 
nothing upon which to base the gratuitous statement here in the minor- 
ity report that these men had already cast a vote. They could not cast 
a vote “by others.’? They had not had an opportunity to cast a vote for 
themselves. That is a constitutional right gaarantied to them as legal 
voters, > 

Suppose my friend from Georgia was not so well known. He goes 
up to the polls and finds that his vote has been anticipated, that some- 
body has been mistaken for him, as he was mistaken the other day tor 
Mr. GREENHALGE. I believe there was a Democratic lawyer in the 
co:nmittee-room came upand complimented the gentieman from Georgia 
(Mr. Crisp], supposing him to be Mr. GREENHALGE. 

Mr. CRISP. I forgive him. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. GREENHALGE and the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp] went off immediately and formed a mutual admiration 
society. But suppose we have a mistake of that kind, would it be 
right that the gentleman from Georgia should thereby lose his voie, 
for them to say that some other Crisp had already voted under that 
name? Mr. CRISP would say: “I want to vote. I am a registered 
yoter and have the right to vote.” 

Mr. Crisp might say, “You ought to know more of the history of the 

country then to have mistaken another man tor me.” But Mr. Butler 
is not so well known as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP], and 
if the judges of election allow some other man to vote in his name he 
should at least be permitted to vote upon proof of the fact that he was 
entitled to vote, and he ought to be counted for the contestant in this 
case. 
Mr. COMPTON. Now, if the gentleman will allow me I will an- 
swer his proposition that there were equally as many or more HKepub- 
lican repeaters, and I will give cases similar to the other cases that he 
has mentioned. I ask him to look at page 469 of this record. 

Dr. Louis A. Griffith, being called, said: 

ist. My name is Louis A. Griffith; Iam a physician and judge of orphan’s 
court; and reside in Marlboro; and am thirty-five years old. 


2nd Int. Do you know Robert Green. colored? Did you see him on the day 
neie Jaa Congressional election? Did he vote or try to vote; and, if so, what 


A. I know Robert Green. He was present atthe lastelection. Isaw him ask 
to be allowed to vote, and the judges stated his name had been voted, He had 
the ticket in his hand and while standing there unfolded it, and said: 
my ticket, and I want to vote it.” It was a Democratic ticket. 

Mr. LACEY, They did not follow that up with evidence that this 
man had not already voted. The minority report bas not claimed that 
vote, and there is no evidence that that could be established. ; 

Mr. COMPTON. The record shows it. 

Mr. LACEY. The record in this case did not show a single Repub- 
lican repeater in this district. There is evidence there, it. may be 
granted, tending to establish that fact if it had been followed up. 
But the judges in this case simply found that this man had voted before. 
This man did not go on the stand and say he had not voted, but these 
six men I have spoken of before the House did go upon the witness- 
stand and swear that they had not voted, and there was no evidence to 
the contrary. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that brings us to another question; that is, the 
claim of the majority report as to the rights of the voters to cast 
their votes when they have done their duty in seeing themselves 
properly registered in the first place. The minority report—and I will 
ask my friend to take it all back when he gets the floor—says thatthe 
law is wrong as laid down by the majority of the committee, that all 
that a voter has te do is to see that he is properly registered and ten- 
ders his vote, and after that, if he tenders itand itis refused, it shall be 
counted? The act of 1570 expressly so provides; but the gentleman 
who wrote the minority report bas made the statement that that sec- 
tion of the act of 1870 wasdeclared unconstitutional in the case of the 
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United States rs. Reese, 92 United States Reports, 214. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, that would have been a good point if there had been 
anything in it; but unfortunately for my friend, and unfortunately 
for the minority report, the act of 1870 has been repealed and re-enacted 
in the act of 1874, and re-enacted with the objectionable features left 
out of it, and re-enacted in a form to be absolutely and unquestionably 
constitutional. 

My friend, if he had only looked a little further, if he had not sim- 
ply shut his eyes and accepted the statement of the counsel before the 
committee as to the fact that the Supreme Court had on this 
question, would have discovered that section 2007 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of 1878 is constitutional. Part of the act 1870 being the unconsti- 
tutional feature as defined by the Supreme Court of the United States 
in the Reese case, had been leftont altogether. After that the United 
States circuit court (Judges Hughes and Bond, of Virginia) has passed 
upon this exact question in the 16th Federal Reporter. My friend 
should by all means withdraw that statement, because he has made a 
slip of the pen or an inadvertency that is excusable, I think, under the 
circumstances of the case. 

The minority report was hurriedly made; made, no doubt, without 
eareful consideration, as is evident from the fact that it leaves out 
Brooks and these other names that I have called attention to that 
should have been counted, even under the express language of the mi- 
nority report. Section 2007 Revised Statutes reads as follows: 

Sec. 2007, Whenever under the authority of the constitution or laws of any 
State or the laws of any Territory, Say act is required to be done by a citizen 
asa prerequisite to ae. or entitle him to vote, the offer of such citizen to 

rform the act required to be done shall, if itfail to be carried into execution 

y reason of the wrongful act oromission of the person or officer charged with 
the duty of receiving or permitting such performance or offer to perform, or act- 
ing thereon. be deemed and held as a performance in law of such act; and the 
person so offering and failing to vote, and being otherwise qualified, shall be 
entitled to vote in the same manner and to the same extent as if he had in fact 
performed such act. 

That is copied from the Revised Statutes of 1878 and embodied in 
the majority report, and the minority report says that that provision 
was declared unconstitutional in 1874 by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in the case of the United States vv. Reese. I call atten- 
tion to the case of the United States vs. Mumford, in 16 Federal Re- 
porter. I will not take time to read much of it, but I will read a part 
which especially calls attention to the change in this law. 

Mr. CRISP. That is not a decision of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. LACEY. This is a decision of the circuit court of the United 
States. The opinion is by Justice Bond and by Justice Hughes of that 
court. I will read now an extract from the opinion of Judge Hughes, 
which will be found on page 229: 

I fully concur in the opinion just delivered by Judge Bond. I will add some- 
thing on the constitutional question that has been argued so elaborately at 


bar. The information in this case is founded upon section 5506 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, 


And I may here say, Mr. Speaker, that that section is another part 
of the act of 1870. In codifying the laws in 1874 the provision as to 
municipal votes, as to elections for State and county officers, was omit- 
ted, and this law, instead of having to stand now as it did at the time 
when the case of the United States vs. Reese was decided, upon the 
filteenth amendment alone, stands upon other parts of the Constitution 
of the United States. I read further from this opinion: 

I will remark that that section is not the same law as section 4 of the enforce- 
ment act of May 31,1870. Itis nearly the same in terms, but it contains no words 
connecting it with words in any other act, as section ddid. It stands upon its 
own terms and guage. It was not enacted in the same bill as section 4 of 
the act of 1870, or at the same time, or id thors: same Congress, It was enactedin 
1874 and took effect as a law on the Ist day of December, 1874, two months after 
the case of the United States vs. Reese was argued before the Supreme Court of 
the United States and more than two years afterthe indictment was found which 
was passed upon in that case. 

It became, Mr. Speaker, a part of the Revised Statutes of 1873, and 
those statutes did not take effect until 1874, and this particular law 
which gentlemen upon the other side now say is unconstitutional, bas- 
ing that opinion upon the decision in the case of the United States vs. 
Reese, was not enacted inits present form to take effect until the 1st 
day of December, 1874. 

Mr. CRISP. I willask my friend if the ‘‘ present form ” of the law, 
as he calls it, is not exactly the same as it was in 1870. 

Mr. LACEY. Itis not. 

Mr. CRISP. What is the distinction? 

Mr. LACEY. The distinction is this: In the act of 1870 there isa 
previous provision connected with this section, placing the section under 
the fifteenth amendment and raising the questions of previous condi- 
tion of servitude and of race and of color. Thatisall left out in the re- 
vision, and this law is limited and confined to Federal elections, to 
elections for Con only. 

Mr. DALZEL: Under Article IV of the Constitution. 

Mr. LACEY. Under Article IV, section 1, of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman thinks this is authorized under the 

“time, place, and manner’? clause. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir; this comes under the ‘‘time, pl; 

ner” provision. My friend [Mr. Crisp] may smile, but 


and man- 
have the 


advantage of having these two judges smiling upon my side of the ques- 


tion. 

Mr. CRISP. And I t that I have the advantage of having a 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States on my side, while 
the opinions to which the gentleman refers are merely the opinions of 
circuit judges whose decisions have not always stood, as the gentleman 
knows, if be bears in mind who they are, 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman refer to the Reese case? 

Mr. CRISP. I refer to the Reese case and to the Yarborough case. 

Mr. DALZELL. The Reese case is the one you rely on? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; the Reese case and the Yarborough case. 

Mr. LACEY. I will ask my friend from Georgia [ Mr. Crisp], when 
he takes the floor, to explain to the House howit is that the case of the 
United States vs. arising under the act of 1470, where a man was 
arrested for a violation of that law as it related to a municipal election, 
and where the Supreme Court of the United States said that that law 
was not apt legislation to enforce the fifteenth amendment, controls 
this question arising under the present statute when that portion of it 
has been stricken out and the whole section made to apply entirely to 
Federal elections, and to the time, place, and manner of those elections. 
That identical question is discussed in thisopinion. I read farther: 

We are dealing here with an offense ch: to have been committed in a 
Federal election, in violation of this section ; and the defense ask us to base 
our ruling, in this case of a Federal election, upon the ruling of the Supreme 
Court in a case arising in a town election under the act of 1870,in which that 
court not only carefully confines itself to the case before it, but protested by 
iteration that it was not considering any law in its relation to Federal elections, 
Its opinion in Reese et al. was expressly confined to section 4 of the act of 1870, 
in its relations to State elections, and the court held that section not to be within 
the purview of the fifteenth amendment of the Constitution. But, even as to 
that section, the court did not, and took especial pains not to, decide that the 
section was beyond the purview of the first article of the Constitution. 

The Supreme Court has never decided that section 4 of the act of 1870 was un- 
authorized by Article I. Much less has it ever decided that section 5506 of the 
Revised Statutes was unauthorized by Article I. This article and the fifteenth 
amendment are as follows; and it will be seen that the former refers only to 
Federal elections, while the latter refers to all elections, Federal, Siate, and 
municipal, but limits legislation under it to the prevention of discrimination 
between voters on account of race, color, and previous condition, The result 
is that Congress has general pence of legislation concerning Federal elections, 
but can 1 late concerning State and municipal elections solely for the pur- 
pose of preventing discriminations on account of race, 

And the case of The United States vs. Siebold, in 100 United States, 
gualifiesand modifies the language in the case of The United States vs. 
Reese, and expressly holds that the fifteenth amendment was self-en- 
acting so far as giving the right to vote is concerned, 

Then, on page 232, Federal Reporter, the court proceeds to say: 

Section 4 of the act of 1870 is now repealed. The Supreme Court never sid 
that it was invalid under Article I of the Constitution, and it is now no longer 
on the statute-book. Itis substituted by section 5506 as it stands in the Revised 
Statutes, This latter section applies only to offenses committed in relation to 
Federal elections, No one pretends, no one has ever pretended, that it relates 
to State or municipal elections; for it has never before now been under adjudi- 
cation. Itcould not be made to refer to State or municipal elections except by 
authority of the fifteenth amendment, and it could not be brought within that 
authority except by interpolating in the section the words **on account of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude,” 

Judge Bond in his decision discusses the questions and sustains the 
law as it now stands upon the original section. He says: 

The fourth section of the first article of the Constitution of the United States 

rovides “ the times, piaces, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 

presentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof, but 
the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations except as 
to the places of choosing Senators.” 

If Congress can provide for the manner of election, it can certalnly provide 
that it shall bein an honest manner; that there shall be no repreasion credits 
and an honest count of the ballots. There is little regarding an election that is 
not included in the terms “time, place, and manner of holding it.” Since the 
ted case was argued Congress enacted, as we said before, this section 
Now my friend here makes, it seems to me, for the first time, the 
proposition asa lawyer that, when a law has been held unconstitu- 
tional by reason of some particular provision rendering it so, that law 
is still to be held unconstitutional after the unconstitutional feature 
has been stricken out, after the objectionable part has been eliminated. 
The fair way for our friends on the other side is to concede that they 
did not trace this question to the bottom, to concede their error, and 
let the case stand on some other question than one where they are con- 
fronted by the statutes of the United States and by the decision of the 
highest court that has yet been called to pass upon the question since 
the statute has been amended. 

Now, taking this law as the law of the land, we have these additional 
nineteen men going to the polls and offering to vote. We have the fact 
that they had registered; the fact that their names had been left off 
the list sent to the judges of the election where the elections were held; 
that the voters did everything they could do to have their votes counted; 
and this being the case, under this section of the statute, it is the duty 
of the House to count such votes, 

The next question involved in this case, Mr. Speaker, is the question 
of intimidation in Anne Arundel County. Iam gratified to be able to 
say in behalf of the contestee, whom I regard as a gentleman of the 
highest character and for whom I entertain the profoundest respect, 
that the record only shows this intimidation in one place. It shows 
that a number of men went out from Baltimore, men whom I believe 
my friend from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] calls ‘‘ Plug Uglies.” It 
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appears that certain “Plug Uglies’? went out from Baltimore to this 
icular precinct and interfered —— 

Mr.SPINOLA. Thegentleman will permit me to make this remark, 
that the ‘‘ Plug Uglies” were all Knownothings and Whigs and Repub- 
licans. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I was only borrowing a beautiful phrase which 
the gentleman threw at the gentleman from land [Mr. McComas] 
the other day; and I think a ‘‘plug-uglier’’ lot could not be picked 
out than these few men who went out to control the election at that 
precinct in Anne Arundel County. 

It appears, Mr. Speaker, that one Tip Wells, who was soon after- 
ward appointed to a position in the revenue service of the United 
States by the late lamented Mr. Cleveland, went out with a 
upon his person and, associated with sundry other persons of like evil- 
disposed nature, interfered with the election at this precinct. 

Mr. COMPTON. That is not in the record. 

Mr. LACEY. What is not in the record ? 

Mr. COMPTON. What you are saying: that Wells went out from 
Baltimore and had a badge on. 

Mr. LACEY. ‘The evidence shows that these men who presumed 
there to interfere with the election, and who intimidated the n 
voters, had badges on and were claiming to be deputy United States 
marshals. They were strangers in that vicinity. Theevidence shows 
that they strack old man Hall, an honorable old colored man who by 
honest industry has acquired property upon which he pays $300 an- 
nual taxes; they drove him out of the line, tore his ticket from him, 
and told him that “no nigger should vote that day unless he voted for 
Cleveland.” 

The evidence shows that Rod Kess, another colored man, was knocked 
out of the line, beaten, struck down, and not permitted to vote. Then 
there was another man who was attacked, a man named Sampson; 
there were three of them; and this attack was followed up by a state- 
ment made by Mr. Pumphrey, a Democratic deputy ma who had 
the badge of authority upon his bosom. He went to these various negro 
voters and told them they must go home; they must not vote; if they 
voted he would not answer for the co uences, with other persua- 
sive remarks of like character, by which he led them to believe that 
their onlysafety depended upon their withholding their ballots, There 
were 175 of these men who went there to vote and did not vote. 

It is contended by the minority in théir report, and was argued be- 
fore the committee, that these men ought not to be counted for the 
reason they did not show a sufficient amount of bravery. The law is 
stated by the minority in this language: 

The law is well settled the poll can not be rejected unless the violence was 
such a display of force that ought to intimidate men of ordinary firmness, 

Grant that that is the law. What is ordinary firmness? Must not 
you take into consideration that the man is colored, and his past habits 
of life and training? It would not intimidate my friend from Texas 
(Mr. Moore], who is noted for his courage in the past. What would 
not intimidate him would prevent many colored men from coming out 
in this district to the polls. Long servitude has made these men timid. 

During the war these colored men, properly trained and led, per- 
formed deeds of valor which are immortal, and for which they are en- 
titled to the highest honor. But, sir, when they are scattered, when 
they are disorganized, their two hundred years of servitude, two hun- 
dred years of slavery on the part of their ancestors, all these things have 
made them more easily intimidated than white men. Herodotus tells 
when the Scythians were absent in their wars about twenty-eight years 
on their return they found their slaves drawn up in line of battle to 
meet them. Whatdid these slaveholders thendo? They threw down 
their arms, cut switches, and their slaves were at once disarmed and 
returned to servitude. 

So in this day, men in whom timidity has been bred, who fear the 
white race, who have been in slavery year after year for centuries, are 
more easily intimidated than white men. We have the fact here 
proved that they were intimidated. We have the fact that they were 
threatened. Three were knocked out of the line and three were as- 
saulted. After that they left the line and did not take their places 
again. You have only heard of the three who were assaulted, and 
after you have made the correction which has been called to the 
attention of the House the votes involved in this precinct will only 
increase the majority of Mr. Mudd, the contestant. 

But all these men kept out of the line. They abandoned the polls, 
they understood there was danger, and I will call the attention of the 
House further to some of the testimony on this question. As it will 
be a convenience to members in finding the testimony and as I wil] not 
be able to read the whole of it, I hope, by unanimous consent, I will be 
allowed to print a part of it with my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. The testimony in reference to the intimidation of 
these colored men is as follows: 

E. J. Hines, one of the judges of the election: 


Where were ps standing wh ‘wa colored 
Mad ond en g en you say you sa man pulled as 


A. Atthe window. 
Q. Inside the window? 
A. Inside, sir, 


Q. Bows away from the window was the man standing that was pulled 
a 


A. About 6 feet; it might have been more and it might have been less. 
Q. Was he in line to vote? 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Well, then, how many were ahead of him, between him and the window? 
A. Well, there was, I suppose, maybe four or five. 

Q. Colored eo 

A. Yes, sir; and some white, 

Q. They voted, didn’t they, those that were ahead of him in the line? 

A. Some of them did, very few, because it took time for the names to be run 
over, and they could not vote them fast, 

Q. How many colored men did you see any one take hold of and pull away? 

A. Two that I saw grabbed slung off to one side of these fellows; first 
one and then another, 

Q. You only saw two colored men pulled away? 

A. Yes, sir. : 

Q. How many persons pulled them away? 

A. This one man, 

Q. Now, one man took first one colored man and fhen a second colored man 
to pull bim out of the line; is that it? 

A. As I stood here he throwed him off to the side, to this bere Wir’ feo told 
him to take him off, and then grabbed another one and slung him off. 

Q The deputy didn’t take these two men, did he? 

A. No, sir; because they didn't have no right to take him away, I suppose; 
just wanted to raise this spree there. 

Q. The only spreethat was raised was by pulling two men ont of the line and 
telling the man who they said was a deputy marshal to take them away? 

A. And told them they could not vote there, and to go home. 

Q. Told whom they could not vote? 

A. These colored men. 

Q. Told these two colored men? 

A. No; the whole crowd, that they could not vote and to goaway. 


George A. T. Jubb: 


Q Soa = you have been in the habit of yoting the Democratic ticket? 

es, sir. 

& oa yos vote for Barnes Compton at the last election? 

o, sir. 

Q. Whom did you vote for? 

A. For Congressman; I scratched Compton off my ticket, 

Q Well, the county commissioners of Anne Arundel County last fall, at the 
time the judges of election were appointed, were Republicans, were they not? 
a I suppose not, sir; I have always voted the Democratic ticket up to last 


i Q. How many colored people did you seetaken away, as you have expressed 
t 


A, Well, I could not say exactly how reny there were. There were quite a 
number at the window and quite a string behind them coming up. 

Q. What did you see done yourself? 

A. I saw the roughs pull them away from the window. , 

Q. How many colo men did you see pulled away? 

A. Icould notsay how many there were they pulled outof thecrow4d, but they 
appeared to be determined to clear the window. 


Po 


. And you are sure you saw seven or eight men that are not voters? 
. I am very positive in my mind. 
You can not tell how many colored people you saw taken hold of? 
. Oh, no; I couldn’t tell, but there were several, and maybe more. 
m you swear that there were more than two? 
Iam willing to swear there was more than two, 
Were there three? 
. l could not say the number, but there were more than two, 
Q. Well, bow many? 
A. A hundred or more, probably; I can't tell, 
Q. And they all went away only use these two or three men were pulled 
out of the line? 
A. There might have been more than three; they were (aking charge of the 
windows; the roughs were. 
Q.. How far from the window were these men that were taken away? 
A, They were pressing them back; they would not allow them to come up 
and get their vote in. 
Q. Were there any more people voting then? 
A. No, sir; the voting had 
Q. How far away from the window were the colored men that were pulled 


away? 

A. The roughs Lg guavem to be, when I looked up, near the window when the 
voting ceased, and I knew there was something goi on; I looked upandthe 
roughs had got possession between the colored people and the window. 

. . > . = » . 

A. Well, the darkies said as we passed, ‘' There goes two white Republicans; 
now let's see if they vote.” Well, we went down there and it was some time 
before we could get a ticket to vote; there wasn’t any in the window, and none 
to be found around unless you > iaie from the darkies—Republican tickets. 
Mr. Goodin got several from a ky and gave me oneand l went 8 voted 
it. Before I got near to vote, when I was standing around there, this Roderick 
Kess he made a start to vote, and one of these roughs from Baltimore came over 
towards him and ran him about the length of thisroom and struck him; Kess 
got his head down this way [indicating] and the rough struck him right in the 
ear, ran him about the len his room and struck him; that is ut all I 
seen; I never seen a darky there to vote afterwards. 

Q e yon hear any white man tell the darkies not to vote? 


Orere 
F 


> 


to be a deputy sheriff, you know, and he told him to 
o and tell the dirkiesthat he was appointed deputy sheriff and there was 


A. Yes, sir; and Pamphrey, too. 
Q. You heard Ed. Pumphrey say that to the colored ple? 
A. I heard ap wee say that, and I heard twenty different darkies say —— 
g What are Tip Wells’s politics? 
Democratic, 
Q. Do you know anything about his being appointed lately to an office? 
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A. He was appointed store-keeper in the internal-reyenue office, I believe. 
Q. [ea “vd the last two or three weeks? 
A. Yes, sir, 


Q. What are Ed. Pumphrey’s politics? 
A, Democratic; but is little or nothing. 


Owen Goodin: 
Q. Did you go to the polling place on election day? 
A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Did you seeany disturbance there? 

A. Yes, sir; this man Kess was jerked away from the window when he 
went to hand his ticket in, down at the house, close to the road. 

od. Kess is a colored man, I believe? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know the man who struck him there? 

A. No, sir; Ido not. 

Q. Was he a stranger in the neighborhood, or a resident? 

A. I never saw him before in my life, and I don't know who he was. 

Q. You haven't been in the neighborhood long, I believe? 

A. No, sir; about a year. 

Q. Where were the colored people when you came to the polls, or were there 
any of them about? 

A. They were about, away above; I asked oncof them if he had any tickets; 
he said: “ Yes, but they are no use, they won't let us vote.” 

Q. Then, this man Kess came up to vote while you were there? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, what rey coat they grabbed him, you say? 

A. They grabbed him and jerked him away down to the other end of the 
house, near the edge of the road; he struck at him, but I do not know, could 
not tell, whether he hit him or not. 


A. K. Young (white): 


Q. Were you at the polling place of the first precinct of the third district on 
election day? 

A. I was, sir. 

Q. Did you see any disturbance there when you were there? 

A. I didn’t exactly see no disturbance; they were driv away from the polls, 
but I didn't see any licks struck. 

Q. Who drove them away, and how did they drive them away? 

A. These parties from Baltimore did it. 

Q. Did you know an them 


ds they took hold of him and shoved 
him back, and he said he could not vote there, and the balance they pushed 
them away and told them they couldn't vote there. 

Q. These men that did this were strangers? 

A. Strangers to me; yes, sir. 

Q. You have been a resident of this precinct for some time? 

A. Six or seven years. 

Q. How did they come over, do you know? 

A. I don’t know; I think they come in wagons. 

Q. Were they armed? 

A. Some of had revolvers. 

Q. Were they exhibiting them? 

A, I saw sume of them; yes, sir, 

Q. Had you any er paar wag Ange pai 

A, I was appointed a . but had nothing to show for it; deputy sheriff 
mean. 
Q. Did you take any part in protecting these men? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Why not? K 
A. I had no authority. = 
Q. Had you no commission? 
A. No, s 


A. Now, 1I anpes mayne 10 or 12; something soe. 


there. 
Did any people [vote] after the first pushing away from the polls? 
X I think there were two that voted the Democratie ticket. <7 
Q. Were there any more that voted ? 


A. I did not see them. 
* * *. * . * . 
Q. That is all the disturbance you say you saw? 
A. Thatis all I seen; I didn’t see ne'er a lick struck, 
Q ed ve say you saw geome one havea revolver or revolvers. 
„sir. 
Q. Where were they when they had them; where did you sec them? 
A, There on the ground. 
Q. You did not see them point any revolvers towards the colored man that 
they ed away, you say? 
did not, sir. 


A. 
Did any of then to vote after you saw them pushed away? 
yd y aint gon, aiei but they didn't vote.” á 
Q Did these men, these strangers that were there, did they have any badges 


Q. United States marshal. 
Q. What was the color of the badges? 
A. Different colors; some blue and some red, as far as I remember. 


Osmond 8. Pamphrey: 


Q. Did yon see any disturbance there? 

A. I was the second man that voted, and left immediately after. 
Q. You didn’t see an there? 

A. No, sir; I sawn 


had no right to vote; Hall said he he 
and Hall turned, then, and left the window, and the colo 
tempt to vote any more as they would not be allowed to vote, and they all left 
as faras I know. 

Who was this man that told Mr. Hall this? 


Q. He was a stranger in the 


Had he a badge on that noticed? 
= Yes, sir; I think be — s 
Q. you know what was on it? 


William H, Hall: 


Q. What happened when you went up there? 
A. I started away from home about quarter to7 that morning and drove down 
there tolerably fast, and got down there about a quarter to 8 o'clock; 1 got up 
there about a quarter to 8; when I got up there | saw some white folks the: 
you know, and the polls had opened, and they commenced voting just before 
gotthere; I was about the sixth person, I reckon, that got up to the window at 
about the time they commenced voting; I had my ticket in my band, and folded 
my ticket up; at least I opened my ticket just that way Caaan and heid 
itin my hand; if I hada piece of pa toshow youl could; this sketch will do; 
just thisway indicating]; I was walking up to the polls and was going to open 
my ballot and open it this way [indicating], and I was about the third person 
off the window, and I had my ticket in my hand ready to give it in; just at that 
very moment, just as I had my ticket in that position—| was about the third 
man from the window—there was some man come between; I stood right at 
Mr. Tip Wells's elbow, and the man came between me to crowd between me and 
Tip Wells, and tore the ticket in two; I held one part and he taken the other, 
and | asked a gentleman standing close there, Mr. Chairs, not further than that 
door [indicating], and I said, “Chairs, do you see this?” J said, “Mr. Chairs, 
see this, ™ and nobody made any response; I carried my hand right around to 
the window and said, Do you see this?” I said, and nobody made any re- 
sponse, and I said, “ Don’t you count out votes here to-day?” and a half dozen 
voices hollered out, * Nota damn one of you shall vote;" I said, “If we can’t 
vote we will go home,” and I said, “Now, men, don't make no fuss,” and we 
fell back, and I got in my buggy and went home. 

Q. Who was it, so far as you could tell, that hollered, ‘Not a damned one of 


you ? 
. A. Well, I could not recognize any of the voices at all but Tip Wells's. 
You heard Wells holler that out? 


lities? 
Pope A Democrat, I think, sir. I don’t know what he votes, but I think he isa 


mocrat, 

Q. Why was it, Mr. Hall, that you told the men to go home? 

A. I apprehended danger. There was danger there from what I had heard 
before I got there. Asi was going down the road I met a man the name of 
Elias Brown when I was about a mile off the polling place, he told me, 
“It ain’t no use to go down there; Mr. So and So says you sha'n't vote, not a 
damn one of you.” Isaid, “is that so?” and he said, “* Not a damn one of you 
shall yote,” and he took me by the arm and shoved me up the road. He wasa 
little cranky, anyhow, as I thought, and I said, “ My son, we will go down and 
see what the trouble is, anyhow;" and when I got down there there was some 
men there, of course; so I hitched my horse, and I have told you what occurred. 

‘ 


Roderick Kess: 


Q. How long have you lived in this district? 

A. Well, sir, Ihave been living here all my life; I did live in the fifth; I was 
born in the third, and remained in the third until, E su . I was about thir- 
teen or fourteen years old, and then I went into the district and staid 
over there unt | I was about twenty-three years of age; then I went backwards 
and forwards, but I married in the third, and of course I remained there. 

Q. You have been there all your life except a few years? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you go up to vote on election day? 

A. Well. I did, sir; I tried it, 

Q. Tell us what happened. 

A. I went down there in the morning and intended to vote and marched up 
to the polls as I generally always do; of course, in going to the polls there was 
a young man, I could not tell who it was, I did not know him, but knew he was 
a stranger, and know that he did not belong there; he struck mein the face, 
and threw me off, and pushed me off, and told me to go away; told me I didn’t 
belong there, and knocked my hat off, and I turned around and said, “ Dr. Wil- 
liams, I am in my county!" Isaid, “ What kind of ar on is this here?” 
He said, “You will have to go and ace the deputy sherif.” I didn’t know he 
was, or whether he was a deputy or not, but py Eia I seen who it was, and 
tbat wasa young man in the district called Mr. Ed, lea rent of course he 
was acting as deputy sheriff and bad a blue badge on, and it was said that there 
was the deny f. ` 

Q. Was that the last of it? 

A, I saw it was no use to try to vote, so I left. 


J. B. Hall: 
i Fn cts Hall, how long have you lived in the first precinct of the third election 
ct? 


A. Ever since I was about one year old. 
Q. Were you at the polling place on election day? 
A. I was, sir. 

Q. Did you sec any disturbance there? "i ` 
A. Well,a man snatched a ticket out of my father’s hand, and he said, “ Gen- 
tlemen, do you see this?” And I looked and the ticket had been snatched out 
of his hand. I didn’t see it, but, from what he toid me, it was torn in his hand; 
and he called outto Mr. Chairs: “ Mr. Chairs, do you see this?” Ihad my arm 
on the window with my ticket in my left hand, ready to call my name, and 
nobody answered, and I said, “ Gentlemen, can't we vote here to-day?" and this 
Tip Wells hollowed out, “ No; not a damn one of you shall vote here to-day; ” 

and then we fell back from the window. 


William M. Hines: 
Q. Did you sce any strangers about the polls that day? 
AI did sir. 


Q. How many do you a there were? 
A, About eight or ten, I think. 
Q. Where did they come from, do you know? 
A. Ido not, sir. 2 
Q. What did they come in, do yer know that? 
A. They came in two-horse vehicles, 
Q. ag vehicles? 
Yes, sir. 


A. i 

Q. Did they have any arms, do you know? 

A. I could not say; I saw noarms, 

Q. How long did you stay at the polls, Mr. Hines? 

A. From about the time I got there until after the polls were closed and the 
ballots were counted. 

Q. Did any colored men come up to vote while ps were there? 

A. No, sir; one siarted to come up and they told him to go back, 

Q. Who told him to go back? 3 
A. The strange parties, 


Elijah Henson: 
Q. Did you vote? 


A. No, sir. 

Q. Why didn’t you vote? 

A. Well, when Mr. Hall went, I got my ticket Mr. Hall; and I were 
coming up to the window for to wae aha some of them snatched him 
pulled him around, and tore his ticket in hal! as he had it in his hand; he said, 
“Ain't our tickets accepted?” and some one says * No;” I don’t know who 

[ was, but there was some one made the answer, “ No; they was 
and he said, “ Well, it is best for us all to go home.” 

Q. Where were they when you saw them? 

A, They were up there to the polls or right around them. 

Q. Close to the polls? 

A, Close, of course; yes, sir. 

Q. Was it one of them or not that tore Mr. Hall’s ticket out of his hands? 

A. Yes, sir; that was one-of the strange men; it wass stranger tome that 
tore Mr. Hall's ticket in his hand—that he had in his hand. 


Elijah G. Howard: 


Q. Did you go to vote last election? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you get your vote in? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Why not? s 

A. Well, when I went there I went, I guess, about 8 or 9 o'clock, when there 
Was a good many of the men coming away,and I said, “Why didn't you vote?” 
and they said some of them were keeping them away, and when I got to the 
polis I didn’t try to vote. and Mr. Ed. Pumphrey—I got word from Mr. Hall 
there, Mr. Hall said—the first thing I knew—it was just as well to go back 
home, that they were objecting to the votes. Mr. Ed. Pumphrey told us not to 
go tothe window, and he was telling us that for our own and for us not to 
go to the window, as there would be great trouble, he said; and I didn't go to 
the window at all. 

Q. Did you see any guns around there? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where? 

A. Ina wagon. e 

Q. Where was the wagon? 

A. About the window. 

Q. Was it a wagon from the neighborhood? 

A. It was from Baltimore, I guess; I had not seen it before. 

Q. Do you remember what horses were in it. or were there any in it? 

A. [think it was gray horses in it, but some of the rest knew the horses bet- 
ter than I did; but I seen them in the wagon. 

Q. What sort of guns were they; could you teil? 

A. No, sir; I didn’t stop long enough to look at them; I heard some of the 
rest of the men say there were guns in the wagon, and I walked off down the 
road; but I seen the guns in there and seen the locks and breeches, 

Q. How many do you suppose there were there? 

A. Five or six; some of the men said more, but I did not stop to see. 

Q. How far was this wagon from the polling place? 

A. It was not over 5 yards from the window, right at the corner of the house, 
most; it was right at the corner of the house, most. 

Q. Were you afraid to vote there? 

A. Yes, sir; I just got up there and nobody else would not go up and vote, 
and I wouldn't go up by myself; and if nobody voted, I wouldn't do it, 


Noah Queen. 
By the examiner: 
Q. State your name, residence, occupation, and age. 


A. Noah Queen; third district, Anne Arundel County; Lam a carpenter; am 
forty-three years old, as near as I can come at it; Iam not certain about that. 


By Mr. Rose: 


How long have you lived in Anne Arundel Sonaty 

A. I moved in the third district of Anne Arundel County in 1859. 
Q. Did yon go up to vote on election day? 

A. I did, sir. 

Q. What happened? 

A. I didn't vote; that’s one thing I know didn't happen. 


Q. Why not? 
A. Well, sir, some of my friends objected to my ne cy and said there 
had been some ahead of me that could not vote; t Mr. Hall was there with 


the men there and that he couldn't vote, when he went ap to vote, and they 
objected to my going because I wanted to vote, and when I wanted to go and 
try they said Mr. Hall had been there to vote and several others wouldn't let 
them vote. I says, “Weil, I am goingto try to vote, anyhow; I don't care what 
Mr, Halldoes.” They said, * Don’t you go, or somebody will get hurt,” Isaid, 
“I don’t éare if I do; who is going to stop us?” Jerome Hall said, “ Don't go.” 
I said, “I'm going,” with an oath to him,and I looked around suddenly, and a 
— by the name of Ed. Pumphrey, he said he was deputized as a sheriff 
that day, and I said “Mr. Pumphrey,” with an oath, “what is the result that 
we can't vote here to-day? ” e said. * No, you can’t vote, I don’t think;" and 
he ma x If you go there and try to vote it will be thë dearest day’s work you 
eyer did.” 

Q. What happened to you; why didn’t you? 

A. Well, when I got there they were all scattered about there, standing 
around there, and there was no coiored persons at the polis voting, and I asked 
what was the matter; and they said the votes was objected to, and no colored 
man had voted there that day; and so I stood off and didn't try aflerwards 
to go to the window, and along come Mr. Pumphrey. 

È Which Mr. PAPEN ? 

A. Ed, Pumphrey, and he talked with me, and he told me that we could vote, 

rovided we would run the risk of our own lives. Well, I made the remark 
= tI ieee Shay dis d to zun the Hk of my ora Aea I didn’t epe 

one anything or done anybody any harm; so ere well alon, 
in the evening. and then I went away to go home. [ was in thonelgubothood 
and I was one of the last that left there. Nobody didn’t bother me, 

Q. Did you hear Mr. Chairs here say anything about it, about the colored 
people voting that day? 

A. I didn’t hear him say anything about the polls, only he was walking along 


king. 

Q. You did hear him say something?. 

A. Yes, sir; he went along talking about the case, and he said that it was made 
‘up with themselves, and that was all he said. He was not talking to me; he 
was talking to a friend, and I was alongside of the road as he went by. 

George W. Howard. 

Q. Did you vote? 

A. No, sir; I didn’t. 

Q Why not; what happened? 


sort when I got down there it appears that they were objecting to letting 
us v 


y 

A. He told me it wouid be best; he told me the best thing I could do was not 
to try to and he said the best thing we could do would beto leave, because 
we would not be allowed to vote. 

Q. Whatdid he say would be the trouble? Did he say you would get into 
trouble; and, if so, what sort of trouble? 

<a said some of us would get hurt if we undertook to vote, and advised us 
to leave. 

Q. Did he say there were any arms down there, oranything about there? 

vs He said there was about thirty roughs from Baltimore down there; he told 
us that, © 

Q. Did you hear Tip Wells say anything? 

A. Well, then we left from opposite the window and went and sat upon an old 
log alongside of an old barn there; and he were walking up the road and he 
said, ** Within ten years from now there won’t be a damn nigger in Anne Arun- 
del County that can vote;” I beard him say that. 

Q. Did you go to vote last election? 

A. Yes, sir; [ went there, but I didn't vote. 

Q. Why didn’t you vote, and what happened when you went there? 

A. When I went up to the polls to vote I follo Mr. Hall, and Mr. Hall 
went around where the white gentlemen were, and I followed the house side 
up, and when igs up tothe window, I didn’t go quite to the window, I touched 
the window with my cane, and I heard some of them say, “ Go back,” and that 
we could not vote there. As I wasa cripple I could not go back far, and they 
like to knock me down; and Mr, Hall started back and said we could not vote; 
and a gentleman there said, ** You shan't vote; go away; and we don't want 
none of your jaw;” and then we came back. 

Q. You say you were nearly knocked down; who nearly knocked you down? 

A, Some four or five colored people ahead of me; when I started away from 
the window I could not go away fast enough. 

Q. Were they running? 

A. They fell back on me. 

Q. Crowded back? 

A. Yes, sir; they fell back from the window and like to knocked me down, 
as I could not get away fast enongh, and I fell back, and Mr. Hall told us we 
had better go away, and all hands went away. 

Q. Did you hear Mr, Ed. Pumphrey say anything? 

A. He didn’t say—the only thing he said was that it wasn’t no use to go up 
there for they had too many guns, and that we could not vote that day. 


Jacob H. Owens: 


a ae pss know Andrew Sampson? 

Q. How long has he lived down there? 

A. These tor nine years or more. 

Q. They pulled him from the window? 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you sce Tip Wells there that day? 

A. I did, sir. 

Q. Was he or not with those strangers? 

A. These two young men that pulled Sampson away from the window, Tip 
Wells followed them, but he didn’t attempt to put his hand on Sampson, but 
just followed behind them when they shoved him out. 

Q. piers see any guns there that day? 

A. 


Q. Who had them? 

A. There were three men standing behind the house loading their guns, but 
I don’t know who they were. 

Q. Were they strangers there? 

A. They were; they loaded the guns and stood behind the house like that 
{indicating}—behind the house; then I saw two other gentlemen coming up 
with guns; one of them I knew, and the other one I didn't. 

Q. And these men were loading the guns right at the polling place? 

A, Right bebind the polling place. 

Q. Did you hear Mr. Ed. pid with say anything that day? 

A. I asked himself what was his position, and he said he was sheriff; and I 
asked him if he was a constable, and he said no, he was a deputy sheriff there 
to arrest any one that [dis]obeyed the laws that day; “ But,” he said, “Iam 
not worth a damn in this crowd of men that is here;" and he said, “I would 
advise you fellows all to go home, as you won't have any show of voting here 


Q. pe you see Mr. Hail pulled from the window? 
A. „sir. 

Q. What occurred then? 

A. The same two young men that pulled Sampson from the window pulled 
him away, too. * 

Q. Did you go up to vote last fall? 

A. No, sir; I didn't; I didn’t go there, sir. 

Q. How near did you get to the polls? 

A. Well, I got about halfa mile off the polls. 

Q. Why didn’t you go any further? 

A. Well, I heard there was a row kicked upand that it wasn't no use to go 
any further. 

James Henry Baker: 

Q. Did you vote? 

A. No. sir; I didn't vote. 

Q. What stopped you from voting? 

A. These men from Baltimore, or wherever they were from; when we went 
up to the polis to vote they said we shouldn't vote, and Mr. Hall then said we 
couldn't vote; I didn't go up to the window at all. 

Q. They were strange men, were they? 

A. Stranger men. 

Q. Did wea ioys hold of anybody ? 

A. Iseen m carrying Mr. Hall back, but which ft was had him I don’t 


know, 

Q. What did these men say? t 

A, They said we should not vote; I heard them say that, but who it was said 
it I do not know. 

Q. White men said it? 


By Mr. COMPTON. 
ya zon say you didn't want to get killed? 
. No, sir. 
Why did you think you were to be killed? 
> Thad hog bat ue FR 


> y guns, 
Q. You saw nobody with guna, did you? 
& No, sir. a a 
Did you anybody with pistols? 
A. No, sir. f 
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u see or hear an 


Rac body threaten to kill anybody? 
_ No, sir; but I heard them say they had guns, and thas somebody might 


ai wes said that? 
A. I don't know who; it was a stranger, but who it was I do not know, sir, 
By Mr. Rose: 
Q. What did he con E 
A. Hesaid some niggers would be killed that day, but who it was said itI 
don't know. 


Q. Why didn’t you? Tell us all about it. 

A. The reason why I didn't vote, they said it wasn't no use; there had been a 
little riot, but I got there, and they said it was no use for any of them to try to 
vote; I met some of them coming back, and I didn’t vote. 

Q. You went up to the window? 

A. | sir; not to the window; I went jup to the yard. 

Did you see any strange men there? 

A. No, sir; not 
know, but I ‘don’t 
ros 


Q; Ana the the oie colored men told you that there had been a riot and you 
eouidn’t vote 

A. Yes, sir; "nas is, I metsome coming away, though I kept on up there, 

Q. Why didn't you try to vote? 

A, The d it was no use, 

rs Hag go you would not be allowed to vote? 

Q. Did they tell you what had occurred there? 

A. Yes, sir; they did. 

2 How near did you get to them? 


icular; there was a good many strange men I didn’t 
now of any particular strange men. 
any white men say anything? 


pre 


@ bhi the polls on the ground. 
you vote? 
=x o, sir, 
F shad pna 
ed. 


y vote w: 
& Tan us all that ppened? 
These men, you know, it was a lotof them, and there was a row before I 
got there, but I can’t tell anything about it. 
Q. You say your vote was rejected; how was it rejected? 
All I know the folks was there before I was, and they said the vote was 
objected, and I didn’t try to put mine in. 


Stephen Asbury Brown: 


Q. You didn’t vote? 

A, No, sir; I did not. 

Q. y not? 

A. Well, when I got there the folks told me that it was not worth while to go 
to the polls, because my life was in danger. 

Q. Who told you that? 

A. Mr. Ed. Pumphry told me that. He come down and told me that. He 
said it wasn’t worth while for me to go; I could go, but I was liable to get hurt; 
and under them circumstances I didn't go to vote. 

9: And then, you say, Mr. Pumphrey told you — 

A. (Interpos ng.) Mr, Pumphrey said that there was no chance of voting, 
“But,” he said, “you pronen can yote if you persevere your way to the win- 
dow; but you are liable to get hurt,” 


Josiah Cephas: 
2. Ter Dope you saw oe zon you could not vote; did you know them? 
knew some of 


> 


> 


+ . * 


And Mr. pam hrey said you were objected to 
z . He said, * Pee can't go there to vote,” and I didn't go., » 


Henry Green: 
A You didn’t vote? 


Why not? 
¢ I pdi the folks coming away from there, and they were kicking up & row 
and I thought I better not go, and Mr, Ed. Pamph: came down in the crowd 
where we were sitting; he was some kind of a marshal, and he told us not to 
go to the polls, that we might get hurt, 


Stanley Chester Green: 
Q. What confusion did you see? 
A. I seen a gentleman taking Mr. Hall way from the window, and they said 
they ay renea the yotes there that day; the colored people couldn’t yote. 
‘ho were the men that said that? 


= * > * * * L 
Q. Why didn’t you go closer? 
A. Weil, I don't never go nowhere where there is an eruption made; I don’t 


fight myself. 

Q. You are not a fighting man, then? 

A. No shj I am nota fighting man ‘and was raised that way, and always 
kept clear of anything like that that T oo 


Jacob Hall: 
E Were Soviet ba there when Andrew Sampson attempted to vote? 


Wath 
T w2 Two gentlemen palied him out and struck at himn, and said he was in the 


Aaron Johnson: 
Q. Did yo vote? 
Ai No, 


not? 
Tr I see the scrim: eo th tg oe regent TO e win- 
mage thet Ae Hal 


Pun and struck at him, and soonafter him from the 
window, and they had a scrimmage, and that ae pr sd I was rrp in- 
timidated until I wasafeared to go up, I heard gay they had objected 


to the votes. 
Q. And you went away? 
A. Yes, sir, 


Stephen Johnson: 
Q ien En hae go up to vote last fall? 


& ae near did you get to the polls? = 
A. I went up in the yard, sir. 

Q. Did you vote? 

A. No, sir; I did not. 


F Wby aa 
didn’t see nobody else a voting, and d they eta the votes were refused, an 

si ‘didn’ tthink, I didn’t know as I was more manly than anybody else, so 
went home. 

Q. What time of day was that? 
ee Egue it was 10 o'clock, sir, as close as I can come at it. It might haye 

n later, 

Q. Who told you the votes were refused? 

A. Thomas Johnson. 

Q. He isa colored man, isn’t he? 

A. Yes, sir. 


John Wesley Jacobs: 


Q. Did you vote? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Why not? 

A. Because I understood when I got there they would not let the colored ones 
vote, and of course I didn’t insist at all; the crowd was broke up when I got 
there, and they was not allowed to vote, and of course I didn’t resist, 

Q. What time was it when you got there? 

A. As near as I can come at it, it was about 11 o'clock, 

Q. You were told the colored people were not allowed to vote? 

A. I was, sir. 

Q. Other colored people told you so? 

A. Yes, sir. 


John W. Marsh: 


Q. Did you vote? 

A. No, sir; I did not. 

Q. Why not? 

A. Well, they said the vote was objected, and they wouldn’t let the colored 
fellows vote. 

Benjamin Richards: 

Q Did you vote? 

. No, sir. 

& Why not? 

. I was ohi ected to, my voting. 

Q Who obj amas to your voting? 

A. I don’t know the man’s name; I don’t know the names ‘now, about the 
Neck much; but the men objected ‘to our vote, and our head captain said he 
thought it would be best for us not to vote. 

What time did you get there in the morning? 
A. I guess about 7 o'clock. 
oe ae g see Andrew Sampson when he went up to vote? 
id, sir. 

& What happened to him? 

A. Some man called him away, and said he couldn't vote in that district, 

Q. Did you see Hall go up to vote? 

A. Yes, sir. 

fa What happened to him? 

A. Some of them pulled him away; I can’t say his name, 

Q. Did you see Mr, Hall there? 

. Yes, sir, 

& Did you see him go up to vote? 

A. I seen him go up to vote, but I don’t know whether he voted or not; 1 
seen him start up. 

Q. yee ue left when you saw Andrew Sampson pulled away? 

A. 

Q. Taraia you leave for? 

A. Mr. Hall said it wasn't no use for us to vote, and said the vote was obs 
jected, and to go away, and before that I heard some one in the crowd say there 

wasn'ta damn colored man that could vote that day, butI can’t tell who it was, ` 

Q. bee = a white man? 

A. Yes, sir. 


John Wesley Richards: 


Q. Did you go up to vote last fail? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How near the polls did you get? 

A. I don’t know, sir; no nearer than 40 yards to the house; that is as close as 


I got. 

€ Why didn’t you go nearer? 

A. The reason I didn’t goa any nearer, because I met the gang, snd they had 
been there and they couldn’t vote; and it wasn’t any use for me to go any 
nearer, 


Howard Richards: 


Q. How near did you get to the polls? 
a aras as close as from here across the street here [indicating]. 
didn’t you go closer? 

A. X Wal I met the other parties saming away from the polls, and they said 
the vole was rejected ; was the reason I didn’t go any further. 

pe Did aia Abey wet you how it was rejected and who Salen it? 

They told me they had some roughsthere from Baltimere, but didn't know 

ies they were, and I didn’t see them, 


William Mason: 
What sto ou? 
a r PAET not vote. 


koa aonta 


and I wenton up further, 
them; and said, 


’s what they 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2401 


; 


And then you turned around and went home? 

I staid down there awhile; I didn’t see nobody voting. 
Why didn’t you go up and try? 

. I was like many others. 

Q. You hadn’t enough sand in you? 

A, The sand was in my heels. 


Alexander Davis: 

Q. Did you vote? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Why not? 

A. Because when I went there to vote they snatched one man off the 
grabbed the tickets out of his hand; he bad one-half of the ticket and 
man the other half, and said he couldn't vote. 

Q. Who was the man? 

A. That said that? 

Q. No; that was snatched away? 

A. Hall, I think his name was; an old gentleman. 


Q. You saw them pull him away? 
Yes, sir; they snatched him off and bed the ticket, tore the ticket in 
er man held on to the other part. 


A. 
half, and he held on to one half and the o! 

Q. Did the white man say anything? 

A. Only said that he could not vote, and that is all they said, 

Richard Edwards: 

Q. Did you go up to vote I mean? 

A. No, sir; I started on the road, but I heard they were not voting and I turned 
around and came back home. 

Q. Who told you they were not voting? 

A. I met some men coming back, and they said they had been down there and 
did not think it worth while for me to go vote. 

Q. Did they tell you why they were not voting? 

A, They said they couldn’t vote; that is all they told me. 


Charles H. Brooks: 2 


Q. How near did you get to them? ; 

A.I about 3 Few from the window, sir. 

Q. Well, why didn’t you vote? 

A. Because I started to the polls there and there was a kind of a scrimmage 
there and kicked up a rampus and said nobody could vote and so I came away, 


George A. Edwards: 


Q. Did you go to vote last fall? 

A, I tried to went there, but I didn’t go very far, so I turned back, 
Q. How far did you go? 

A. I as far as Ben Howard's. 

Q. Hew far is that from the polls? 

A. A good ways. 

Q. How many miles? 

A. Iwill never tell you. 

Q. Why didn’t you go on the rest of the way? 

A. No, sir; it was too sweet down there for me. 

Q. What do you mean by too sweet? 

A. I thought I had an engagement to go down there, but I didn’t go; no, in- 


Q. You were afraid to go down there; was that it? 
A. Certainly; and there was a lot more afraid besides me. 
. What did people tell you that was going on? 
A. Right smart told me. 
Q. What did they tell you? 
A. They told me I had better turn back, and I turned back as I was coming 
down, and went home, 


Charles Fletcher: 


Q. How near did you 
A. Within about 5 yai 
Q. Did you vote? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Why not. 

A, Well, there was a couple of gentlemen coming up to me at the time I was 
near the window, and they got me by the shoulders and shoved me back and 
said there was no niggers should vote there that day. 

Q. Who were these men? 

A. I don’t know, sir. They were strangers to me, and I never seen them be- 
fore as I know of. 


Resin Prout: 


Q. How near did you get to the polls? 

A.I fot close enough to the polls to see the polls. 

Q. Why didn't you go closer? x 

A. Because I met some fellows, and they told me I couldn't vote; some people 
com down there. 

Q. o told you? 

A. I heard people say there that you couldn’t vote; you shouldn't vote, I 
don’t know who they were. 

Q. Were they white men? 

A. Yes, sir; they was white men. 

Q. You didn’t know them? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You had never seen them before? 

A. Notas I know of, sir; I might have seen them, but I didn't know them. 

Q. They were strangers to you? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Well, where did you go? 

A. I didn’t stay there any longer after they told me I couldn’t vote. I never 
done anything in my hfe, and I didn’t want no trouble, 

Q. You heard these men say they couldn't vote there? 

A. Yes, sir; they said, ** Nons of you niggers can’t vote here.” 


Jacob Asbury Richards: 

Q. Well, go on; what occurred? 

A. I met the people. I went down there and Mr, Pumphrey told us that we 
betternotvote. Mr, Pumphrey told them that they had better not vote there 
that day, because th na get hurt, or something or other; that a man had 

ns down there,and said that they were not going to let oy of them vote; 
ey had some few colored le voted down there that day. 
the polls; me and another fellow was together. 


Thomas Stewart: 


Q Do you know Mr. Edward Pumphrey? 

A. Yes,sir; Ido. 

Q. Did you hear him say anything there that day? 
A, Yes,sir, 
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other 
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t to the polla? 
s of the window, as near as I can get at it. 


never went to 


Q. What did he say? . s 

A. He told us that it was best for us to get away as quick as we could; that 
there was going to be trouble; of course I didn’t see anything atall myself like 
that; but he told us that there might be trouble if we staid around there. 

Q. What did he say was there? 4 

A. He said there was a couple of loaded guns there for us. 


Henry Spriggs: 

Q. Did you vote? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Why not? 

A. I understand that it was so said that they shouldn't none of the colored 
people vote. 

Q. What time did you get there? . 
í A. I got there between 8 and 9 o'clock in the morning, as near as I can get at 

t 


Q. Who told you this? 

A. Several of the colored ones told me so, and I waited for that purpose for 
awhile. I thought after while I might get my ticket in, and there was a gentle- 
man from town—a gentleman with a red ge on his breast—and he said he 
was there for to protect these polls, and I said to him ‘There is no protection 
here for a man,” and he said ‘There is no use for you to go there and fight all 
these men for to try to get your ticket in, and if I had my own way about it, you 
should put that ticket in there, but f wouldn't advise you to go there and vote 
because you might get hurt;" and then I said, “ I don’t see any use putting a 
man here; you are here to protect these polls, and you can see that they are 
keeping us Ase voting; 'taint no use to puta man to protect them unless he can 
doit; ” and then I walked up past the window and stood there, Ididn'tunder- 
take to putmy ticket in; Icarried it home, and I have gotitin my pocket now. 


Jarrett Edward Stewart: 
Q. You say you didn’t vote? 
A. No, sir, 


not? 

A. Well, sir, they was saying that colored people shouldn't vote, 
Q. What time did you get there? 

A. About 8 o’clock. 

Q. About the time the polls were opened? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Did you see Andrew Sampson there that day? 
A. I seen him there, but I didn’t see nothing, 

Q. Did you see Mr, Hall there that day? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Did you see him when he went up to vote? 

A 5x 


A. Because they took his ticket away from him. 

Q. Who were the men that took the ticket away from him? 
A. I didn’t know the men that took his ticket away. 

Q. They were strangers? 

A. Yes, sir, 


John Wesley Warren: 


Q. Did you vote? 

A. I did not. 

Q. Well, why didn't you vote? 

A. Because up to the fire there where the jority of the men were 
standing and I them say that there had been a riot up there, and I was 
we A go up there by myself, knowing that I wasn’t a better man than 

y else. 


Alexander Bruce: 


Q. Did you get near the polls; how near did you get to the polls? 
A. I was a half a mile off, 
Q. Why didn’t you vote? 
A. Because the crowd was broke when J started, and they said I couldn't yote, 
aud I didn’t go down any further, ` 


Richard Brady: 


Q. How near did you get to the polis? 

A. i gotabout three yards from the window, 

Q. Within three y: of the window? 

A. About three yards; yes, sir. 

Q. Did you vote? 

A, No, sir. 

Q. Why not? 

oe 1, sir, there was a little disturbance there, and I didn't try to vote after- 
wards, 

Q. What was the disturbance? 

A. Well, they said I shouldn't vote, and they shoved some of them away, and 
I guessed it was time to stop then; ’cause I didn’t care about getting into any 
difficulties, 

Q. Who said you shouldn't vote? 

A. I didn’t know the man. 

Q. Was he a white or a colored man? 

A. He was a white man, sir. 


James Emery Cephas: 

Q. Did you vote? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Why didn’t you vote? f 

A. Well, the objection was, I was right near the polls and had my ticket in 
my hand, and I seen that Mr, Hall was objected—Mr. William Hall that was— 
they said he could’t vote there, and I stopped awhile then, and I thought to 
myself it's better for old Cephas to get away from there, but I didn’t see no 
danger or anything, gentlemen; that’s just natural feelings, and Will Hall said 
he didn’t think the yotes would be E if we did vote; I walked up the 


road a considerable ways for to get out of the way of this excitement, for I 
thought maybe we could all vote in peace and quiet after while, but then riage 3 
that it was advisable for me to go away, for a wise man sees eyil, and 
he shuns it, and I thought I would get out of the way; I was an old mad. yop 
know, sir, and I tho tI ought to get out of the way; I didn’t see no 
enings and no guns or anything of that kind. 
You say Mr. Hall said that you couldn't vote, and if you did vote your vote 
wouldn’t amount to an me at 
A. After they taken Mr. Hall by the hand and said, “You can’t vote here,” 
and I was standing about that distance from here to you, and they said to him, 
“You can't vote here,” I thought if Mr. Hall can't vote I can't yote there neither, 
George Carter: 
Did you vote? 
No, sir. 
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not? ` F 
sir, a gentleman met me and told me that I couldn’t vote there that 


. Wi 


Who told you that? 

I didn’t know the gentleman's name; I didn’t know him. 

Was he a white man? 

Yes, sir. 

Q. A white man told you? 

A. After some of the colored people told me, I said Tm 
outside and 


to see, 
white man met me about as far as from here a k here, old 


an 
man, you can’t vote here this day; no nigger can vote here this day, and it is 
the best plan for you to go home," and I never made any more talk, I just turned 
around and went home. 
William Henry Crowner: 


Q. Did you vote? 

A. No, sir; I didn't. 

Q. Why not? 

A. Beeause these men that was down there said that none of us colored men 
shouldn’t yote there to-day; one of them had an oath to it; no colored men 
shouldn’t vote there to-day. 

Q. Who said that? 

A. Some men that was there; they wasstrangers tome; [didn't know them. 

Q. Were they white men? 

A. Yes, sir. 


James H. Cook: 
Did you go to vote last fall? 
Yes, sir. 

Q. How near did you get to port 


A.I } of the house. 

Q. didn't you go nesrer? 

A. Weil, sir, from what I learnt that we couldn't go any nearer. 

Q. Who told you you couldn't go any nearer? 

A. Well, I seen some of the boys that bad been there before me, and I met 
some on the road, and they said their votes was rejected, and they couldn’t get 
‘tothe window; everybody seemed to be afraid to venture their lives there; 
afraid to go any further. 

Q. You went away with the rest? 

A. Yes,sir; I was afraid to venture up by myself; yes, sir. 

q. Did you see any strange people there? 

A. Yes, sir. 


gand hauling as I went up to the polls and they 
all rushed back just as I was going up and I went back, too. 

Q. Who were they pulling and hauling, did you see? 

A. Mr. Hall. 
Q. you hear the men that were pulling and hauling Mr. Hall say any- 
sir; I heard them say that he shouldn't vote there; that he didn’t be- 


see Mr. Osmond Pumphrey there that day? 
; Isaw there. 
have any talk with him? 


see Mr. Edward Pumphrey there? 


= 
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T 


Z 
ER 
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anything? 
ag, came past us and says—some of the fellows said something to 
says that all of you better go home; that he didn’t think we could 


Fee 
ge 


G. Cook: 


ot 
told us our voles was objected and we couldn’t vote; told me I 


u you couldn’t vote? 

Ea, Mr, Ed. Pumphrey. 

he say to you? 

him how it was we couldn’t vote, and he said we couldn't vote 

; he says: “ You better not go there, you might get hurt.” 

near did you get to the polls? 

about a halfa mile from the polls; I met the— 

didn't you go nearer to the polls? 

sir, I met the boys coming back and they said that they would not 
yote, and so I came back. 


3 
: 
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F 
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rejected. 
Q. What time of day did you get there? 
A. About 9 o’clock in the morning. 
Q. Who told you your votes were rejected? 
A. A by the name of Banus Matthews, He was at the window at the 


rejected, and we couldn’t vote, 


u hear any of the white poets Se pap reer 
Yes, sir; I heard Mr, Tip Wells say, “‘ Not a damn nigger should vote,” 


Hezekiah Fisher. 

Q. Did you vote? 

AI not, sir, 

Q. Why not? 

A. Well, sir, there was several gentlemen there that a to be interested 
there, and they was pulling and Penitigrand raising a there, and of 
course t the men back some time; and then I heard them say— 


Jacob Franklin: 
. Did te? 
Q yon vote 


A. No, sir. 

Q. Why not? 

A, Well, I understood they said you shouldn’t vote, and I never went exactly 
right to the window, and then Mr, Pumphrey said, it was best to home, and 
I took his advice; I staid around there for a little while, andthen I went home. 

Q. You took his advice and went home? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Thomas Fisher: 

Q. Do you know whether he voted or not? 

A. No, sir; I do not, sir. 

Q. You heard that your vole was objected to; what did the men say? 

A. When we went up to the window to vote, Mr. Tipp Wells, and some other 
gentlemen, I don't know who they were, they said t there was edict so oo 
and no person should vote there to-day unless they voted for Mr. Cle 5 
they couldn't vote our ticket. Some of them said our votes is objected to, and 
they said yes, they were, and that was the reason, they voted their ticket; 
and every person, and Landa Faced many others left the polls, 

Q. Did you see Mr. Edward Pumphrey that day? 

A. Yes, sir; Italked with him, 

Q. Did he say anything? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did he say? 

A. Tasked him what was the reason that we couldn’t vote there, and he said 
that we better go home; he said our tickets, our votes, was objected, and he 
said it was not safe for us to a a crowd of ruf had come 
from Baltimore, and it was best for us to get away from ther as soon as we 
could, and that is all I had to say to him, 

Licyd Faulkner: 

Q. Did you vote? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Why not? 

A. Because I couldn't vote, sir. 

& Thee th to k fi it appeared like, sir; 

e men was there eep us from Noose: a) e 
ing there and shoving us a from there, and they took and pu 
named Andy Sampson, and said he shouldn't vote there, and 3 
the tickets out of two or three men’s hands and said that our votes was not re- 
jected, and others came away from there, and I came away from there too. 


Henry Franklin: 

Q. Who said that? 

A. Well, sir,a man named Edward Paumphrey told me that I better not go to 
the polls, and better take his advice, else I would get hurt, and I thought rather 
than get hurt that I would not vote. 

Q. Did he meet you? 

A, He came to me, 

Q. He knew you? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. You were then going up to the polls? 

A. Yes,sir; I went up about ten yardsfrom the polls and stopped, and [I sup- 
pose he saw that I was getting near the polls and he told me. 

Q. ae it then that Mr. Pumphrey came to you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He came up to youand told you that if you didn’t want to get hurt you had 
better get back and not vote? 

A. He told me I better take his advice than to get hurt, 


Samuel Gaither: 

Q. You were going to vote? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did they take hold of you? 

A. Yes, sir; they took hold of me andshoved me back; told me tostand back, 
I shouldn’t vote. 


William Howard: 
Q. Did you vote? 


stand- 
a man 


Benjamin Howard: 


Q. Did you vole? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Why not? 

A. Well, there were some gentlemens there, and I didn’t vote; there wasa 
crowd of people there, strangers, that hadn’t usually been thére, and we were 
a little kind of shy of them. 

Q. Did they say anything? 

Pe Pees pir; they talked amongst themselves and said the colored people 
ouldn’t vote. 

Q. er said the colored people shouldn't yota? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you see any scrimmage or any pulling and hauling? 

A. Yes, sir; osakeannin 
did you see them push 
shoved a fellow wn by the name of Sampson. 


lls? 
way there; 
y didn’t you go further? 


1890. 
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A. Well, I intended to go further, tlement but I such a bad report, 
and I had Aha pripne ed chiang ly premas pendor piu perkt wiriy 


John Wesley Hayes: 
Q ig zox didn’t vote? 


d y diante Joery vote? 
A. Wy dian started up there, and there wasso many sround andafter 
the disorder winced yee I didn’t care about t venturing m to vote. 


Na ear” his vote was 


way. 

Q. Did you see anything more at all after all that? 

A. No, sir; I never stayed there very long after that. 

Q yae — there when Rod Kess came up to vote? 

es, sir. 
es 2 tae! yos see him before he came up to vote? 
g pid yo alee him as he went up to vote? 

o, si 
Q. : Do'yon i know Mr. Edward Pumphrey? 

es, 

3. Did he say anything in your presence that day? 

A. Yes, sir; I heard alt it was not worth while for us to stand around 
there, that there was a great deal of ruffians around that we were not go- 
ing to vote, and if a row occurred that he would not be any use toward protect- 
ing us, and he was there for peace; that it would be best for us to go home. 


Jesse Hogan: s 
cee ‘ou vote? 


not, sir, 

Q. Why didn't you vote? 

A. Lseen them pull away Andrew Sampson from the polls, from the door, 
and Mr, Hall, they. pulled him away, too, and he asked the question, “Was the 
ticket rejocted?” and they said at the polls," Yes," and I came away from there, 
and went right straight on home, sir. 


James Hammond: 


ro POr near did you Pye to the polling p lace? 
A eiris right near, but they came up a furse while I was standing, and I 
coulda vo ot votes, and I came away. 


I couldn't say what identical peron it was, but it was a man that I didn’t 

aoe) I aragia know him exactly; the oor hold of him and pulled him, and 

pot bin a V Ena PaE saw Mr. Tail occas ep seat tees 
en hold of of him, and they taken his ticketand tore it up. 


Eli Jackson: 

+ How near did you get to the polls? 
right up to the polls, 

È bit yon vote? 

A. No, sir; I didn’t vote. 

Q Why not. 

A Wel, sir, atthe time I was there; I got down there between 7 and 8o'clock, 
and when the polls opened I was ri; it on the spot, and at the time I was there 
keeping up to the polis, the rest of the crowd found ont that the tickets was 

and walksoff; when I found out that they couldn’t vote, I came away 
the crowd; just as the crowd come away I came away too. 
Q. votes were they that were rejected? 
A. Mr. Hall’s vote was one. 
73 What did they do to Mr. Hall; did you see them do rR here) g? 

A. No, sir; I didn’t know any more than they took his ticket out of his hand 

and tore it up, gentlemen; I don’t know any more. 
Q. Ro. ira t know the man that did that? 
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Did you 
What di he was the second; he was the first, the second was Mr. Hall. 


pson 
I don't know what they did, any more ca they told him “ you can’t vote 
‘ou me t vote here in this district.” 
did they say to Mr, Hall? 
Well, sir, nothing more than told him that he didn’t vote in this district; 
the same as Mr. Sampson. 
Q. Did they halloo out anything to the rest of you? 
. No, sir; I didn’t hear pk erg 
Q Where did you gò when a left the immediate vicinity of the polls? 
A, I just went a little ways oo the polls and stood around there for awhile. 
Q. Do you know Mr, Edward Pumphrey? 
A. Oh yes, sir. 5 
Q. Did you hear him say anything that day? 
A, At pn house, bat T don? know adie b went dn or agi Dut when 


pe 


rel 


ter not stop a na roaa Nae 
that he was deputized 
xs and he said there Mey eH be aet io sak we all better go 


He said there migh trouble, and you better go tts 
A. Yes, sir; and we better go on home. 
Nathan Lowndes: 


Q. How near did you get to it? 
A. Well, sir, I got about 300 or 400 yards off from it. 
Q. R Weill sist ait uct emka ke ptis A place? 


sir, I PiP ‘cod gup all the colored men’s votes was 

E pat they was fighting, and Í said I wouldn’t go no further; it wasn’t 
necessary to go any further, 

Thomas Henry Matthews: 

Q. Do you know Mr. Edward Pumphrey? 

o ba Yes, sir. hfe 

hear sa 
A. wa as Iseen Str et, Pumphroy, snd he sald to ene and ancther man 


a man by the name of jams or Frank “ Both you men better 
go pta because it will ii toes oor you out of trouble, was Gepuiised yesterday 


ght 
vote here to-day, you colored men ;” at TEN vite cay tak E knew 
Chere was pains to be trowkis, aed E Ghats stay nround there, 


Richard McDonald: 


Q Who told you a couldn’t vote; who stopped you? 
I don't know who stopped me; but I know I couldn't vote. 
Q. Was mad ons pent 


A. Yes, 
g What di did you see there? 
A. Well, sir, I seen a crowd of ruffians; I don’t know who they were, but 
they was rufflans, and I couldn't vote there, 
Q Did you see them trouble anybody? 
Z on yes. merano they stopped them tron voting. 
o stop? 
— I don't know exactly who they stopped, but they stopped them from vot- 
: Yous stop; some men. 
stop some men, did you? 


J “ie Ste. 


Q. Did you vote? 
A. No, sir; I didn't. 
Q. Why didn't you? 
PD srry ee doe tapas I was afraid to go. 
A. I was to go up there. At the timeo I got up there I met them com- 
{ng away from there, aad thas soni aos tora ant pped as close as I could 
to dhe polis, and I was afraid to go any closte. 

‘ou see? 
& woa'ge seen something there that I couldn't stand, and that was guns; 
I never can stand guns. 
Q. Where did you see the guns? 
A. Iseen them on the wagon, and a gentleman had them; I didn’t know 
who he was, but he had the gun in his arm. 
Q. You saw them in the wagon? 
A. He was on the wagon; yes, sir. 
Q With a gun in his arm? 

A. Yes, sir; and he was out of the wagon, too, walking up there. 


John Jackson: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION, 


By the examiner: 

State your name peniano; and occupatio 

Idont know my age sxatily, sit; Xam about thirty-cight if yoncscld live 
nd in Marley Neck, in the ti wd district, Anne Arundel County; I eral farm 

Mr. Rose: 


Q. How long have you lived in Anne Arundel County? 

A. Well, sir, I suppose about nine years; eight or nine years, 
Q. Did you go up to vote last fall? 

A. Yes, sir. 

2 & Yos, yon get your vote in? 


A. Roma, Thin wounes noiho eae: you have not been summoned? 
scan tans I have, sir. I have my summons in my pocket. Tiare it is, 


summons. 
r. Ross, Then itisa mistake. Mr. Stenographer, I wish to give notice that 
I decline to examine this witness any fasthert aa as it is manifestly a mistake. 


CROSS-EXAMINATION, 
By Mr, STANLEY: 
2 boo = you voted, Jackson? 
Q. About what time in the morning did you vote? 
A. I suppose half past 9 or 9 o’clock. 
Q. What time did you get there to the polls? 
wa I suppose about 8 o'clock in the inay betwixt 7 and 8 o'clock 1 got 


Q. 2 anybody else vote while you were there? 
es, sir. 
& Did you see anybody stopped from voting while you were there? 

I didn't see no one’ hibited from voting, fond one man,a fellow I didn’t 
ioi in that district, and he ketched Hall and pull him away from the ranks. 
He went up to the polls and pulled him away, and the feller asked a “What 
do you mean?” orsomething like that, and I did not understand an 
than that, and I turned my back on the box atthe time aad Twalked away from 
the place. When this fellow keteched hold of him and pulled him away from 
the ranks I turned my back around and walked away. 

Q. Did anybody stop your vote? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. You were not afraid to he ale were you? 
A. Well, no, sir; I did yote. 
ve as there anything there to scare anybody from yoting? 
o, sir. 
Mr, STANLEY. Well, I am glad to come across a man who did yote, 


REDIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Rose: 
QJ sre who did you vote for that day? 
A. I voted for Mr. Cleveland, sir. 
> aaron tso: who gave you your ticket 
A gentleman that came out there gave is the ticket, and I had it in my 
hana at the time. 


Charles Howard: 
Q. Did you vote? 
Q. Why not? 
A. Because I didn't vote in the time I was going up to the window; it seemed 


thas several of them was going to kick up a arba! and our votes was ob- 
jected to, and everybody else went away from the window, and I went away 


Q. 
A. I didn't oare to stay thero: I thought if I stayed there I mi; 

hurt, or somethi. of that kind, so mi oy mop oh Thoustet 1t wae baste 
Joseph Miller: 


Q. How near did you to the polis? 
A. ITcouldn’ttell Rangari Ean I guess about a couple of hundred yards maybe, 
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Q Aaa you met some colored people, and they told you that it was no use to 
up there? 
sa Prhey told me that they couldn’t vote; it was no use for me to go up, and 
J took them at their word and went back; Y went home. 


Thomas Miller: 


Q. Did you go to vote last fall? 

A, I started down there, but I didn’t get quite down there; [didn’t get quite 
there; I heard it was not worth while for to go down there, so I came home, 

Q. Why wasn't it worth while to go down there? 

A. Well, I met some of my friends and they told me it was not worth while 
to go down; they said it was some men down there and they were rejecting us 
of our votes, and that I couldn't vote if I went down there. 


William Brown: 


Q. Did you vote? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Why not? 

it, I got started to go up there and a parcel of them were coming back 
and they said that there was a riot going on up there, and I thought that I was 
an old man, but I was safe and sound and I thought I would go home and keep 
out of harm’s way. 


Henston R. Hall: = 


Q. How did you learn it? 

A. Well, sir, there was two or three men about there, two or three young 
roughs that I didn’t know; they were pulling and hauling one man from the 
window, and said they would arrest us, the very first thing that occurred; so I 
thought best for me to getaway. I seen them pull one man, and the next man 
she? pulled away was William Hall; they snatched his ticket out of his hand 
and tore it up, and shoved him off; and I don't think more than three or four 
men voted at the time, and so I was behind-the congregation, and I seen that I 
couldn't vote, and I theught I wouldn't risk any further; I wouldn’t take any 
further risk, sol sip Soe í wouldn't go up any closer, and I came away. 

Q. What risk was re, did you think? 

A. It happened that there was some difficulty there; they snatched Andy 
Sampson away; they first took hold of Andy Sampson and they said they would 
arrest us, and I seen one of these men raise his hand and put it behind him, and 
started to draw a revolver; he didn’t draw it out, but I seen it. 

Q. You saw the pistol? 

A. Yes, sir; I seen it, but whether he was going to use it or not I couldn’t tell; 
only I seen it. There appeared to be some difficulty there, and I didn't want 
to get in it, and I got away; I thought it wae better for me to go away. 


Isaiah Spencer: 


Q. Did you vote? 

A. No, sir; I did not. 

Q. Why not? 

A. They said they objected to the votes, and then they allcame away and so 
T thought I ought to come away, too, use I was alone and I couldn't do any- 
thing by myself if I stayed there. 


Elijah Brown: 


Q. Did you vote? 

A. No, sir; I did not. 

Q. Why not? 

A. Weil, they said thero had been a kind of confusion there, sir, and I was 
going up to vote, and I seen the crowd coming back; the crowd was kind of 
split up, and they said the votes was objected to, or something of the kind, and 
we couldn't vote, 
aQ. What kind of confusion did they state had been there? 

A. They said something about—they said that there had been some kind of 
roughs or ruffians, or some men of that kind; that’s what they said, and that 
they objected to our votes; I didn’t see anybody m f; I didn’t see no one. 

Q. And you turned around and left when they told you what they did? 

A. Yes, sir; I left. After they stated that we couldn’t vote, then I left. 


Garrison Spencer: í 


Q. Who told yon that? 
A. I heard some of the boys, I don’t remember the names now, but it was the 


boys in the neighborhood, say that we couldn’t vote there; and then I hearda 
man say no nigger should vote here to-day. 

Q. Was he a white man? 

A. Yes, sir. 


James A. Brown: 


Q. Did you get your vote in? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Why not, James? 
A. Weil, they objected to us voting, I believe, sir, 
How near to the polls did you get? 
I right to the window, near about. 
hat hour of the day was that? 
That was about 10 o’clock in the morning, I think it was, sir. 
Did you come down from Baltimore that morning? 
sas I didn't come down in the morning, I came down from Baltimore 
"Fon, who told you that they objected to your voting? 
I didn’t know who they was that said so, sir. 
You don’t know who said so? 


Pe 


roroi pere 


A. Yes, sir, I seen one man; while 
down. 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Who was it? 
A. It was Rod. Kess, sir, 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to give me five min- 
utes more. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. I will yield to the gentleman for five min- 
utes longer. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr.) er, I will simply call attention of the 
House to this fact. In Sma inst Elliott, my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp] made the report and reported inasmuch as some colored 
women appeared at the polls with clubs that not only should that fact 
be ed as intimidation, but the entire poll should be thrown out, 


although the intimidation was not effective and the colored Democratic 
club cast their votes. oy voted, and yet this Democratic House, be- 
cause a number of colored women appeared at the polls, threw that 
vote out. 

Mr. CRISP. That did not stand alone. 

Mr. LACEY. Ofcourse it did not stand alone, It stood with other 
things. But a few colored women ap at the scene of elec- 
tion was held to be sufficient intimidation to throw out the poll, al- 
though the colored Democratic men voted. That certainly should be 
authority to throw out the poll when white men appear on the scene, 
armed with guns and pistols, and deprive colored men of their votes. 

In the onecase the intimidation wasentirely ineffectual. The colored 
men voted. They were not atraid of their colored sisters. They knew 
their bark was worse than their bite and made it up with the colored 
ladies further on. But these parties, intimidating colored voters in 
this case, were white men, were strangers to the black men; they were 
men who were armed with pistole and guns and were making threats 
and assailing the colored men, and making such demonstrations as to 
prevent them from exercising the right of suffrage to which they were 
entitled, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one thing is clear, either these excluded votes 
should be counted or the precinct should be thrown out. But by throw- 
ing out the precinct less injury is inflicted upon the sitting member 
than by counting the intimidated voters’ ballots. One hundred and 
seventy-five votes were lost to Mudd as effectually as though no elec- 
tion were held in that precinct at all. One hundred and thirty-six 
majority was returned for the sitting member in a strong Republican 
precinct, and it was the fruit of this intimidation which achieved that 
result. We say, therefore, that the precinct ought to be thrown out 
and not counted, which if done increases the contestant’s majority to 
154. The contestant is clearly elected and should have his seat. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. How much time has been consumed by the 
gentleman from Iowa? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan). 
man from Iowa has occupied one hour and four minutes, 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. The gentleman from Texas controls the time 
on the other side. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas. Mr. 8 er, I desire, before beginning the 
particulars of this discussion, as it may relate to the contest of Mudd 
vs. Compton, to call the attention of the House, and in that I shall be 
very brief, to some matters to which neither the attention of the House 
nor the country has been attracted and which neither can well afford 
to shut its eyes upon, At the outset of my remarks, permit me to state 
that I have not been at all well for some days past, and trust there will 
be order in the House during the time I shall occupy the floor, as my 
strength will not permit any great exercise. 

It is a remarkable fact, Mr. Speaker, never before exhibited in the 
history of this country, I believe, that there are pending or have been 
pending seventeen election cases before this committee, In looking at 
these contests this phenomenal exhibit is made: The seventeen cases 
pending before the Committee on Electionsare all Republicans against 
Democrats. In four other cases notice had been served of similar nat- 
ure, but they were withdrawn, making an te of twenty-one 
casesin all, We might ask very properly? hat does this mean? If 
it means and points ont that the Democratic party of this country is so 
corrupt that, as relates to elections, their conduct is of that character 
as to invite exclusively against them contests, indeed it would be 
alarming; for, Mr. Speaker, however much we may be in the habit of 
charging corruption upon the one political organization or the other, 
this danger is always present: That political party never existed in the 
country, never can exist, itself corrupt, without possibly, not in the 
same degree, but certainly in a very great degree, imposing corruption 
upon the other political party. 

If we learn anything from history, that great pregnant fact is abso- 
lutely emphasized and established. There is some other reason for it, 
and it is not creditable to the majority of this House, and I do not aver 
you deserve it, but there sprang up all over the country immediately 
upon notice that a meager majority existed on the part of the Repub- 
licans in this body an unusually marked desire to contest seats on this 
floor, and I am informed that within the last few days one of the con- 
testants who early abandoned lis contest, after observing the course of 
this committee, together with the action of the House upon its reports, 
came at once and deliberately proposed, in the last few days, the re- 
commencement of his contest, hoping that he might receive such con- 
sideration and arrive at the same results as those who had preceded 
him. 

Whenever we reach that point, Mr. Speaker, when the elections 
shall not exist in districts of the several States, but that Congress is 
looked toto re-enforce the political strength of any party and establish 
representation for the people on this floor, we will be confronted with 
a danger that our Republic has not so far met. 

It may not be remiss, Mr. Speaker, to review for a moment the ex- 
treme jealousy of our forefathers as to the power they created and 
lodged in this Government. Careful as they were to establish this Gov- 
ernmentof co-ordinate powers, its executive, its legislative and judi- 
cial, the most remarkable fact existed—and from it we ought to derive 
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information—that the very first Congress of the United States pre 

and presented to the American people for their ratification eleven 
amendments, nine of which were restrictive upon the powers that they 
feared they had already granted or at least acknowledged,and 

and protected the right of the individual as well as of the States. 

I say that was a remarkable fact. I will not stop to read the vari- 
ous amendments, but the States were not satisfied until they had 
reached and incorporated an express provision that the powers not ex- 
prey delegated by the Constitution to the United States nor inhibited 

y it to the States were reserved to the States or to the people. That 
is the language of the tenth amendment of the Constitution, and that 
was incorporated as one of its provisions. Whatdoes it mean? What 
is the import of the e? Why are we unwilling to look back 
to that date and learn from our forefathers the effect and intent of the 
language they incorporated and its meaning to the people of this 
country ? 

But it means this, what it means now and what it has always meant. 
Power is aggressive in its concretions, always gathering toitself. They 
then understood that nowhere in the world was there a Congress with 
limited powers except ina monarchy. England recognized this prin- 
ciple long ago, and in her unwritten constitution declared Parliament 
supreme, This great contest is forever waging. No power has ever 
been lodged in any department of government but it has availed itself 
of all opportunities to increase its power by political accretion. ‘The 
most dangerous, because it is the most inviting, is the power of Con- 
gress. Every Department would perish to-morrow if it did not clothe 
and feed them. I am not astonished, therefore, at the doctrine an- 
nounced in this case. 

I am not astonished, therefore, at the doctrine announced in this re- 
port; and with me it isnot so much a question whether this contestant 
shall be seated or Mr. Compton remain as what are the limitations 
and what ought to be the limitations placed upon Congress in execut- 
ing that trust reposed by the Constitution on it to judge of the election 
and qualifications of itsmembers. If they are unlimited, as intimated 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY ] when, referring to the law 

Maryland, he said: “Whatever might be that Iaw, the precedents 
in Congress establish the right of Congress to judge of these elec- 
tions,” is there such a law? Is there such a precedent? Who made 
it? When wasit made? When did this Congress—and I ask those gen- 
tlemen to refer me to the precedent where any member of Congress or 
any committee or any report has announced that the statute laws of 
the States do not control the elections absolutely; that the only duty 
of Congress is to undertake to discover the result of the election as un- 
derstood and interpreted by the laws of the State. 

I desire, therefore, to devote some moments to this question. The 
gentleman says that I clearly in haste overlooked the act of 1870 and 
the acts of 1874and 1878. Why, Mr. Speaker, the majority quote the 
act of 1870, and I desire to read from their report. In giving their de- 
fense of permitting people to vote when, under the law of Maryland 
they can not, they use this language: 

The class of cases about which we have been Speaking: together with another 
class represented by a vote on each side in which the voter was improperly re- 
fused registration, are the very sort of cases to provide clearly for which the 
third section of the act of Congress of May 31, 1870, was e » Which section 
read as follows: 


“That whenever, by or under the authority of the constitution or laws of 
any State or the laws of any Territory, any act is, or shall be, req to be 
done by any citizen as a prerequisite to qualify or entitle him to vote, the offer 
of any such citizen to perform the act requi: to be done as aforesaid shall, if 
it fail to be carried into execution by reason of the wrongful act or omission of 
the person or officer charged with the duty of receiving or itting such per- 
formance or offer to perform or acting thereon, be deemed and held asa per- 
formance in law of such act, and the person so offering and failing as aforesaid, 
and being otherwise qualified, shall entitled to vote in the same manner 
and to the same extentas if he had performed such act.” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it isnot I who have changed my front. It is that 
majority who, not willing to stand on the act of 1870 that they cite, 
now fall back on the act of 1879 and say that act was unconstitutional 
and the act of 1878 is not. There has been no review of the act of 1874 
or 1878 by our supreme court. But in that review that they gave of 
this act no room for doubt is left for construction as to what is the 
meaning and effect and unconstitutionality of this act. And the act 
of 1878 is exactly the language, the very lan e, quoted in the act 
of 1870. The court decided in the Reese case much more than has been 
referred to by the gentleman from Iowa. Itistruein that case asin the 
cases he read, based upon the act of 1878—a criminal offense proceed- 
ing against by the Government—but it became necessary to look into 
these acts called the enabling acts of the fifteenth amendment to the 
Constitution. The whole court, while two did dissent on some prop- 
ositions, confronted as a court this proposition and announced it in the 
opinion of 1874, and that is: 

Congress has no power, never had, and none can be discovered with refer- 
ence to the qualifications of the voter, 

I will read a mere line from that opinion : 


The statute contemplates a most importantchange in the election laws. Pre- 
vious to its adoption the States, as a general rule, regulated in their own way 
all the details of all elections. They prescribed the qualifications of voters and 
the manner in which those offering to vote at an election should make known 
their qualifications to the officers in This act interferes with this prac- 
tice, and it preseribes rules not provided by the laws of the States. It substi- 


tutes, under certain circumstances, performance wrongfully prevented for per- 
formance itself. Ifthe elector makes and presents his affidavit in the form and 
to the effect prescribed, the inspectors are to treat this as the equivalent of the 
specified requirement of the State Jaw. This is a radical change in the prac- 
tice, and the statute which creates it should be explicit in its terms. Nothing 
should be left to construction if it can be avoided. 


Then referring to the act— 


by striking the section, but by insert- 
ing those that are not now there, Each of the sections must stand asa whole or 
fail together. The languge is plain. There is no room for construction, unless 
it be as to the effect of the constitution. The question, then, to be determined 
is, whether we can introduce words of limitation into a penal statute so as to 
make it specific, when, as expressed, it is general only. 

The court say, and in that they are unanimons, that the acts of Con- 
gress undertaking to control the State in so far as the States undertake 
legislation based upon the color and previous condition of the voter— 
the act of Congress would stand. 

It is remarkable in looking at the Constitution of the United States— 
and the court themselves in this decision say so, and properly—that 
the fourteenth amendment itself provided in its own womb for States 
to disfranchise anybody, whether for color or what not, as it might re- 
late to voting, and it was not until the fifteenth amendment, which 
expressly provided that the States should not disfranchise any citizen 
on account of his color, that that power was inhibited in the States. 
Who charges now that thestatute of Maryland in any way infringes the 
fifteenth amendment? Who charges that these unregistered voters 
were unregistered because they were black men? For such is not the 
fact. What power will any man assert for Congress to indicate to the 
State of Maryland who are its suffragans and who are its electors? 
The Constitution in its first line answers that question in providing 
for the organization of Congress. It says that the qualifications of the 
electors for members of Congress shall be such-qualifications as those 
electors have for voting for the most popular branch of their State gov- 
ernment. 

There is the qualification of the elector; there is the citizen, the voter, 
thesuffragan. Whoin Maryland can vote fora memberof the lower house 
of the Legislature? They, and they only, can vote for members of Con- 
gress, How do you ascertain how they vote for their Legislature? You 
go to their organic law and to their State acts, What says the law of 
Maryland? In this it is peculiar. I will read from the constitution 
of that State; and if a like provision exists in the constitution of any 
other State in the Union I am not aware of it. The peculiarity is that 
the constitution of Maryland not only provides for a registration of 
voters, but makes registration a necessary qualification of a voter, and 
inhibits anybody from voting or any judges of election from receiving 
the vote of any one who is not a registered voter: 

The General Assembly shall provide by law for uniform hy arpa of the 
names of all the voters of the State who possess the qualifications described in 
thisarticle; which registration shall be conclusive evidence to the judges of elec- 
tion of the right of every person thus registered to vote at any election there- 
after held in this State. ut no person shall vote at any election, Federal or 
State, hereafter to be held in this State, or at any municipal election in the city 
of Baltimore, unless his name appears in the list of registered voters. 

Then comes the act of the Legislature, which absolutely requires the 
judges of election to take an oath, first, that every man who is upon 
this registration list may vote and, second, that no man shall vote 
whose name is not upon the registration list. Now, therefore, in look- 
ing at this contest it is important that this Howse shall determine, 
not merely as it relates to Mr. Compton or to Mr. Mudd, but upon 
principle, so that it will stand for all time to come to regulate the 
political parties of this country, how they are to proceed in an election 
in that State. The language of the majority is remarkable. They 
absolutely sy in their report that althongh the judges of election could 
not receive these unregistered votes Congress can, The reason they 
give is that you have reduced the power of these election judges to a 
minimum, and that you must extend this power sufficiently so that 
Congress can do what the judges of election in Maryland can not do. 
What law! What authority! What reasoning! Yet that is exactly 
what this majority report says, and must say, in order to reach the 
conclusion that it does reach. 

These remarks are made now, Mr. Speaker, as the foundation, the 
touchstone, rather, to test the class of voters that I shall presently in- 
vestigate. The majority, in their report, by a strange and wonderful 
arithmetic have absolutely figured out, on the face of the returns, Mr. 
Mudd elected by a plurality of 2. How do they doit? I ought not 
to give much attention to that matter, because I do not think it isa mat- 
ter of any importance; but I wish to give the House the exact figures 
as they appear from these returns, The only mode the majority of the 
committee could possibly pursue to reach the conclusion that prima 
facie, on the returns, Mudd has a plurality of 2, is by confounding bal~ 
lots with returns. Where it suits them they examine ballots; where 
it suits them they examine returns; and by confounding and adding the 
two they finally reach their conclusions, as I shall show. 

The vote, as returned to the governor, for Compton was 16,000. 
Both parties concede that there should be added to that two precincts 
from Charles County, the fifth and the ninth, which were omitted, not 
sent forward. For Compton there were 191 votes in the fifth precinct 
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Compton’s entire vote 16,280. Mudd’s 
Add to that the votes from the fifth and 
of Charles County, and you have for Mudd 16,251 
votes. Deduct 1 vote counted th mistake in one of the returns, 
and you have 16,250 votes for Mudd. Deduct that from the 16,280 for 
Compton, and you have a plurality of 30 in favor of Compton on the 
face of the returns. 

But the majority of the committee take the returns as subsequently 
modified in Calvert County, where they say there was an error of 28 
votes, and sub ing that from the lurality of 30 leaves Compton 
a net majority of 2. en they take individual votes for Mudd, not 
counted, but which both sides of the committee subsequently agree to 
count, and by that system of adding vates to returns they finally figure 
out a plurality of 2 in favor of Mudd. There was a recount had in 
some of the precincts in the city of Baltimore and in Baltimore County 
and at one place in Charles County, but I will not stop now to give the 
numbers. The majority admit “the votes, but they engage in quite a 
discussion about it. They admit a change by which Mudd loses 20 


votes. 

Mr. DALZELL. A net loss of 19 for Mudd. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas. Well, a net loss of 19is admitted. Now, as 
to this recount, if you look at the reports, both of the majority and the 
minority, you will discover that nothing could be fairer or more con- 
clusive. Thechange is to be accounted for by the fact that portions of 
the district in which Mr. STOCKBRIDGE was a candidate adjoined these 
precincts, and persons voting for STOCKBRIDGE innocently voted in the 
district in which Compton and Mudd were running, and the tickets 
not being scratched the attention of the judges of election was not called 
to it. The ticket was a plain, straight ticket, either Republican or 
Democratic. In thatway Mudd got 19 or 20 more votes than he should 
have had, as the majority of thecommittee admit. Now, in completing 
the returns, these 19 votes should be deducted from Mr. Mudd, which 
the committee admit, and this would leave Compton elected by 22 
votes upon the face of the returns. 

Are they not returned? . They are returned as much as these others. 
So that taking from the 28 votes these 20 there would be but 8 votes 

by Mudd; then subtracting from the 30 you would have, not a 
plurality of 2 for Mudd by any means, but you would haye 22 plu- 
rality for Compton; and it is unavoidable. 

I wish to look now for a moment at the Calvert County returns. 
There may be doubt about this matter; but what the House is to doif 
you proceed upon a l rinciple ought not to be a question fora mo- 
ment, These officers in that county were all Republicans; the entire 
county was under Republican administration. These judges of elec- 
tion made their returns in due form to the governor; three months aft- 
erward they testified that a certain poll-book, now before them, was 
a PE Lip then before them: and by that poll it appeared that Mr. 
Mudd had 28 more votes than had been counted. 

Now, under the law of Maryland, these poll-books are duplicate; there 
can not be less than two. Each clerk is required to have one. That 
requirement applies to every voting precinct in the State, The clerk 
has not certified these poll-books; and all that is presented to this House 
is what purports to be a copy of oneof them. And when you examine 
that copy you find that it is not certified by any clerk, and this is 
required by the statute of Maryland. It fails to conform to the law in 
that the number of votes is expressed in figures only, when the statute 
of Maryland requires that it should be given in full in writing. 

There is another circumstance that is rather remarkable. Referring 
to the record containing this exhibit I call your attention to the fact 
that there is no writing about it; but these numbers are all figures. 
Take the vote for Presidential electors; take the entire Republican yote; 
take the Democratic vote; and you will find that the Democratic electors 
received 174 votes—in figures; the Republican electors received 391 
votes in figures. Take the vote for Congressman and you will find that 
the vote of Compton is 153 and thatof Mudd 407. It will be seen that 
Mr. Mudd’s vote was 47 greater than that received by any other Re- 
publican candidate at that particular polling-place. 

I say that this poll-list comes to you under grave suspicion. It is 
not certified by any clerk. Its verification rests solely upon the mem- 
ory of the judges of election who made three months before an official 
return; and they undertake to contradict the official returns by this 
unofiicial, irregular, unlawful paper—if it is a poll-book at all. The 
law uniformly isthat where any fact requires to be established by evi- 
a portion only of that evidence is insufficient. 

I will, however, pass from this branch of the case with this remark: 
If the House should conclude to accept this additional and new return 
of these judges, Compton is still elected by 22 plurality, so far as we 
have proceeded. : 

I now come to an investigation of these individual voters whose votes 
were rejected. It is charged by the other side that the minority have 
dealt so fairly with this class of voters that absolutely we have admitted 
yoters who under our rules ought not to be admitted and have rejected 
voters who under our rales ought not to have been rejected. Two in- 
stances are cited—David R. Brooks and John Henry Thomas. Now, as 
to David R. Brooks, the discrepancy of the middle name is not what 
determines us in disallowing this vote. Let us see what Brooks him- 


self says about this matter, My attention has only been called to it 
this morning; but I will refer you to what Mr. Brooks himself says, 
because I want to be accurate and just. Isay he ought not to have 
voted, ga upon fair and proper principle. I read from his evidence 
on page 267: 


oA Tadia 
Int. 9. When you applied to be registered did the registration officer tell you 
that he would ryou? 


A. He told me he would put my name on the book, but notasa voter. The 
next question was, he asked me the sg to send to to get my transfer; 
he said he would send the next day; I told him my post-office was le, 
Kent County, Maryland. 

Int. 10. Had you been voting in Kent County, Maryland? 

A. Neverin my life. 

Int. 11. Then what did you want with a transfer? 

A. He told me that I could not vote here except with a transfer. 

That is the reason Mr. Brooks was not allowed to vote, not because 
the middle letter of his name was different from that in the tion 
list. Now turn to the case of John Henry Thomas. The rity of 
the committee in their report follow the law of Maryland, which re- 
quires that the given name, the first Christian name, at least—such is 
the language of the law—shall be given in full, as well as the surname. 
Now, when William Thomas undertook to vote, a name is found on the 
registration list as James Thomas. How could he have voted? Sup- 
pose he was not properly registered, does he not make the mistake him- 
self? It is before the registration officer that the law requires the first 
name to be given, and it is this name that was upon the registration 
list as ‘‘ James,” Therefore, the minority of the committee hold that 
he could not vote. 

Only in these two cases, and in the case of a man named Reed—in no 
other case—do we reject any voter where there was idem sonans, without 
reference to the ing and without reference to middle names. Mr. 
Reed had registered, if at all, the fall before. The age he now gives 
differs by four years from that given at the time of the registration and 
the place of residence is entirely different as tothestreet. Thejudges 
of election held that he was not the man; that there was a want of 
identity; and they held correctly. 

Now, when we come to look at the matter of those 37 other voters, 
what do we find? Without undertaking to make an examination as to 
each name, I will give a very brief statement on this question. 

Take, for instance, as a mere sample of those who were not registered, 
Jobn Vitz. There was a man who appeared as Burts, which is a dis- 
tinct name. Then there was the name Aquila Fishbaugh, while the 
registered name is Aquila Fisher, a distinct name. The judges rejected 
him as not being registered. We found the greater proportion were 
Democratic rather than Republican. 

As to those six names claimed by contestant as improperly rejected, 
the judges found persons by those names had voted; voted in the same 
name. What did the judges do? What ought they to have done? 
There was nothing to indicate they did not vote rightfully. The ma- 
jority say, because these men wanted to vote, and vote the Republican 
ticket, although men had properly voted in these names, they hold 
they should also vote. 

But suppose the other fellows voted the Republican ticket. There 
is some doubt of it. The majority did not think they did. There is 
no one who knows aboutit. Whatisthe result? I¢ is a defect in the 
law. Who is going to remedy it? Is this House to say because those 
six men have voted we shall now permit six other men to vote on the 
Saime names? 

So the House will with care go through the list, and they ought to 
do it, and the majority can not seat Mr. Mudd without deducting from 
the list as they prepared it. It is not possible for the House otherwise 
to reach the conclusion that Mr. Compton was not elected. 

What has the law of Maryland to do with this matter? If it stands 
in the way of the law of Congress, we are told, then let the law of 
Maryland get out of the way, as Congress is above that law and can 
better attend to it than the people of Maryland. That is the politics, 
that is the law we are to have in this House. To my mind it is fear- 
ful. To my mind the assertion of such power is little less than the 
destruction of the sovereignty of the State. To my mind the dearest 
thing is local government. The great love I have for my Government 
consists in the fact I am a unit in society; that my neighborhood, that 
my county, that my State can manage these things confided to them 
by the Constitution and the laws better than Congress can. 

Sir, if I have to make my election between the peopleat home attend- 
ing to their own business and the virtue and wisdom of Congress attend- 
ing to it I will take the virtue and wisdom of the people at home. 

Jefferson, in that manner peculiar to him, boldly avows his philoso- 
phy which shinesout because of itssimplicity. Hesaid when Virginia 
looked to Washington to know when to sow and when to reap Virginia 
would be without bread. 

It is true. Itapplies not only to its physical effects, but as it relates 
to local government in the State of V; 

Sir, there is something behind this more than this election. Itis to 
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tutor the people to prepare for Federal election laws, It is to aye 
the people to set aside their own local management and submit to Con- 
gress. Weare rapidly coming to it. - 

Mr. Speaker, without spending more time upon these particulars, 
I will look now briefly to the most important feature of this case, and 
that is the suppression of the vote of a precinct—an entire precinct— 
in Anne Arundel County, as recommended by the majority of com- 
mittee. This Committee on Elections changes its policy and its opin- 
ions of law according to the particular emergency presented by the 
case they are called upon to consider-and decide. The chameleon 
never took its coloring more perfectly from its object than does this 
committee from the objectof its political purposes and the needsof its 
party on this floor. À 

In the Cate case they did not throw ont a whole precinct for like 
purposes, but they counted, to meet an emergency, all those they said 
ought to be counted, because they told who they would have voted for 
if they had been permitted to vote at all, but did not permit Cate to 
havea single vote. In this case they say, ‘‘ We just won’t let anybody 
vote at all, neither the whites nor the blacks; but will throw out the 
whole precinct!” 

I will read briefly on that point a clear and succinct statement of 
law, upon which I am willing to stand and by which I will abide. 
I read from McCrary on Elections. The House doubtiess is familiar 
with the principle, and I ask your attention to the language: 

2488. The question under what circumstances the entire poll of an election 
division may be rejected has been much discussed, and conflicting views have 
been expressed by the courts. The power to reject an entire poll is certainly 
a dangerous power, and though it belongs to whatever tribunal has jurisdiction 
to upon the merits of a contested-election case, it should be exercised onl 
in an extreme case; is tosay, a case where it is impossible to ascertain wi 
reasonable certainty the true vote. 


* * * . 


1. Ex parte Murphy, 7 Cowan, 153. 

2. The People ex rel., ete., vs. Vail, 20 Wend., 12. s 

3. Power to throw out the vote of an entire precinct should be exercised only 
under circumstances which demonstrate beyond reasonable doubt that there 
has been such disregard of law or such fraud that it is impossible to 
what votes were lawful and what were unlawful, or to arrive stan: re- 
sult whatever, or where the great body of voters have been prevented from ex- 
ercising their rights by violence orintimidation. (Daily os. Petroff, 10 Phila., 389; 
Re School Directors, 12 Id., 605.) 
a * * + ba * 


It must appear that the conduct of the election officers has been such as to de- 
stroy the in! ity of their returns and to avoid the prima facie r which 
they ought to as evidence before they can be set aside and other proof de- 
manded of the true state of the vote. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the report of the majority of the committee comes 
to you with a great flourish. You would think from reading that re- 
rt that an advancing army—imaginary, it is true—butan army with 
ners and bayonets and guns, with all the display of obstructive 
force, was formed around the polls to deprive men of their right of suf- 
frage. They tell you of guns and pistols and threats and violence at 
the polls, and when I say to you that not one word or tittle in this whole 
testimony, except such as I shall pees show and give the House 
in full, tends to establish this, you will find that Iam not going be- 
yond the fairest statement of fact derived from the fullest investigation 
of the evidence. Butif they can in any of these Southern cases get 
‘f the nigger in the wood-pile,’’ if they can turn loose this machinery 
and all these charges of intimidation, why that is the end of the con- 
test—that settles the case. 

Now, what are the facts? Two years before that time a white man 
had been brained at that poll. These negroes at 8 o'clock in the morn- 
ing of the election fired a gun, assembled by the signal, formed in com- 
pany, and marched to the polls, where there were but fifteen white men 
present. Was that intimidation? And yet that is a fact undisputed; 
itisin the record. They marched under a man, a colored man, named 
Hall—Captain Hall. 

They call him captain, and the proof here shows that Captain Hall 
is a man of some wealth. He pays in taxes some two or hun- 
dred dollars. Mr. Hall himself testifies. He sayshe had got up tothe 
front of this crowd, had a ticket in his hand, and some one not a citi- 
zen there, a man, a stranger to him (who he was the record does not 
show), jerked the ticket out of his hand and pushed him aside, saying, 
“You don’t vote here.” He says thesame man jerked another man out of 
the ranks, not striking him or knocking him dawn, but pushed him 
out of the ranks. That was all. 

There are two witnesses who testify on this point. One hundred and 
sixty-one of these people were examined as witnesses, but not a man 
of all of them, except the two I have referred to, saw anything of the 
kind. They did notseeany weapons; not aman of them hearda pistol or 
gun fired but one, and he wasa man named Jubb—an apostate Demo- 
crat—and you all know something of them in this House. He says he 
heard a pistol fired. Fifty colored people testify that there was firing 
by them and by white people at a mark down at the mill, a hundred 
yards off. That isthe firing they heard. That is thetestimony. No 
gun was seen about the polls except such as I will explain presently. 
What were they? 

The testimony shows that a hunting party of gentlemen with guns 
in their wagon, and with their dogs, stopped there; that it was a 
neighborhood fond of hunting, and that white and colored people were 


out hunting at that time. Here are the guns, here is the parade, here 
are the banners, and here is the army. That is all of it. 

Numbers of these colored people have testified that, as it related to 
them, they never saw s particle oftrouble. But their leader said oer ' 
must vote. Captain Hill said they must not vote, and then they w: 
throw out the returns. Captain Hill said “We will take them to the 
Government of the United States ’»—meaning Congress. : 

Here is the place and the power where this dirty linen can be washed 
as white as show. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas, Mr. Speaker, I will occupy some time longer. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. The gentleman controls the time himself. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas, If you will examine the testimony you will 
find that Mr. Hines presided as judge of the election. Another, Mr. 
Jubb, who did not vote for Mr. Compton, and got on there as a Dem- 
ocrat, and Mr. Williams. These were the judges. Mr. Williams tes- 
tifies it was a perfectly correct election. Mr. Hines, two days after 
this election, announced to as honorable a gentleman as exists that it 
was a perfectly fair and free election. It was not yet time for him to 
find otherwise. 

This contest was not then known to beclose, The of this 
House had not yet been fi out, He further testifies that he never 
presided at an election re as an excuse for not making arrests; and 
one of his neighbors gets up and testifies that he had served with him 
as judge of election twice; and that upon one occasion Mr. Hines had 
refused to sign the certificate because he did not think the election 
was fair. There was no trouble about it then, two days afterwards as 
he declared at Annapolis, as shown by a witness in this record, andi 
have not time to read all his testimony. 

Now, when you examine the characters of Jubb, Hines, and Mr. 
Williams, one of the witnesses says, ‘‘As between Mr. Williams and 
Jubb and Hines when it comes to a conflict, I would believe Williams 
much quicker than I would believe either Jubb or Hines.’’ 

Mr. COMPTON. And that is their witness. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas. And that is their witness. That is the 
character of evidence to begin with. Now, as I said before, these 161 
people who have testified; and a very great number of them testified 
that so far as they were concerned nobody said a word to them. No- 
body ordered them away. They never heard of any threats; some did, 
but many did not. But that it was on order of Hall—some called him 
Brother Hall and some called him Captain Hall—that the colored peo- 
ple would not vote; and the testimony I am discussing is the testimony 
of the contestant exclusively. 

When you come to the testimony and the array of men that were 
there, they say, with the exception of some incident that occurred about 
half past 8 o’clock in the morning, that there never was any further 
trouble whatever, and it was a perfectly peaceable and quiet election, 
and that the negroes came there an hour after this—some in the after- 
noon—fourteen of them. They came*there and could have voted, but 
they turned back, and when there they said they would not vote be- 
cause this negro leader had instructed them not to vote, and one of 
them said: “Captain Hall said he would take them up to the United 
States and throw ont this election,” and by this he meant ‘‘the big 
Congress.” I will add that for him, for that is what he meant. 

You take, therefore, the great mass of testimony of citizens that live 
there, of the men who pay their taxes, who live there, of the honor and 
virtue of that district, and not a man of them but testifies that it was 
an orderly and ble election. There was a little drinking, 

So that, Mr. Speaker, as ready as some are to accept charges against 
their neighbor, however ready they may be to accept such testimony 
as this, I think this House ought tocallahalt. We have done enough; 
zo have elected enough members of Congress. Let the people have a 

nce. 

Sir, I turn from this record and face the American Congress and say 
to them, if you turn Mr. Compton out and putin Mr. Mudd, you will 
write upon the brow of Maryland, in lines that all men can see, a dis- 
honor and outrage put upon that sister Commonwealth. Why do we 
want to do it? Is this not majority enough? Are we not moving 
in haste quite fast? What moredo you ask of us? Look at the other 
end of this street. A few months ago there was a Tréasury that stood 
as a pyramid inverted, top-heavy; wasting, wasting, wasting, until it 
is the profound judgment of the best men of this House on both sides 
that if Congress is not called upon to supply a deficiency we may feel 
ourselves as fortunate, 

What does the country expect and what does itdemand? ‘Instead 
of a continuation of these election cases and of flirting and coquetting 
with these gentlemen who are contesting elections from the various dis- 
tricts we would better be giving attention to that which presses the 
people of the country. The taxes are becoming enormous. Relief is 

ing demanded. 

y, I ask, is it necessary to build up these majorities toaid in this 
great matter of reform, as they call itin thecountry? Why, your Gov- 
ernment isrich. By thesystem of public spoliation and public plunder 
you have built a Government unquestionably the richest in the world 
and the richest that ever existed. More taxes are taken from this peo- 
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ple than are taken from its people by any government on the face of the 
earth—I mean the Federal, State, county, and municipal taxes—and the 
statistics show it—without standing armies, without a navy, without 
fortifications, profoundly at peace and in quiet. What does it mean? 

We are asked to turn from these facts and look into this record to see 
whether or not 175 colored people were bulldozed and intimidated by 
three or four men in Anne Arundel County. 

The highest testimony does not put the number above 5. None of 
the citizens had anything to do with it. There were some strangers 
there. And yet you gentlemen of the majority ask that this entire 

recinct shall be set aside! Mark you, there had been several Repub- 
femm votes polled at that precinct that day. There were 32 polled al- 
together. A number of those negroes had already voted there without 
any trouble, yet you throw out the whole poll in order to seat a Repub- 
lican and add one more to your majority. Now if this precinct is 
thrown out, I say absolutely that Mr. Compton should not hold the 
seat. This is the battle-ground. Here is the point of contention. 
These others are mere little videttes thrown out by the majority to 
divert the attention of the House from the main issue. 

Before I conelude my remarks I must do the gentleman from Ohio 

r. COOPER] the justice of saying that I am sure he was selected to 

w this remarkable majority report on account of his great reputa- 
tion as a good lawyer and a fair gentleman, and my honorable friend 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], with his pleasing address, was chosen to use 
the lancet. It is remarkable, Mr. Speaker, to see how courtly they are. 
They discuss a proposition and come to a conclusion in a most obligin 
manner. For instance, with reference to these 19 votes lost by Mud: 
on recount, they say that they are very doubtful about the legal prec- 
edent, but they will waive all the doubts in favor of the Democrats. 
oe when they come down to a vote which was scratched, they say, 
t Well, we will let that in.” Then they come to another one claimed 
by Mr, Compton and they say, ‘‘ We will let that in, too.” They 
make so many concessions all the way through their report! 

Mr. Speaker, Maryland is not here to ask favors. Maryland is here 
to demand justice. If Compton is not here by virtue of the authority 
of the law of Maryland, let the law of Maryland put him out and put 
her Representative in his n paw, I am reminded, by the course of the 
majority, of the story in pabout the wolf and the lamb. The wolf 
complained that the lamb was muddying the stream, The lamb sug- 

that that could not possibly be true, because he had drank from 
the stream below the point where the wolf was. ‘‘Well,’’ says the 
wolf, ‘‘I will just devour you, anyhow.’’ The fact is these concessions 
and this gracious manner of disposing of these side issues have been 
adopted to prepare the minds of the House for the great issue which is 
presented when they ask you to throw out 175 votes or more in Anne 
Arundel County. That is the real issue in this case. If Congress is 
willing to establish this precedent, if that is the sense of Congress, 
then I have naught to say. 

The gentleman from Iowa speaks of a single vote which we claimed 
should be thrown out, and says that we asked to have it thrown out 
because the name of the candidate appeared twice on the ticket. He 
says the voter was so anxious to vote for Mr. Mudd that he put his 
name on the ticket twice, and that for that reason we asked to have it 
thrown out. Sir, that is not the position of any man who has any 
sense. If there is any man in the minority of this committee who 
takes that view, it certainly does not appear in the report. What we 
say is that that vote can not be counted under the law of Maryland, 
because the name of the office is obliterated. 

Under the law of Maryland the office to be voted for must appear on 
the ticket, and I think the same requirement is found in the statutes 
of most of the States. My friend if an actof Maryland which is 
merely declaratory is to control Congress? Declaratory! Why, sir, I 
presume that you can find no precedent for the position taken by the 
majority of the committee. I know of none. My information is very 
limited in relation to contested-election cases as well as to other mat- 
ters, but I know of no such precedent, while I know of many to the 
contrary. Indeed, I think the decisions are uniform that wherever the 
name of the office is obliterated the ballot, as it relates to that office, is 
to be rejected. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have already occupied the attention of the 
House longer t my allotted time, and I feel that I must apologi 
for having pursued this investigation to such length. In conclusion, 
let me say that I think we have about reached a point when the re- 
flecting men of this House should themselves look into these contested- 
election cases, and not let the vacant seats of our Republican friends 
decide these contests. 

Mr. DALZELL rose. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, Mr. Speaker, I yield thirty minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, a decent for the evidence in 
this case and even a qualified regard for the rules of law applicable 
thereto can result only in sustaining the case of the contestant. There 
is not a single doubtful question of fact that may not be solved in favor 
of the contestee, not a single debatable question of Jaw that may not 
be adjudicated in his favor, and still he can reap from this record noth- 
ing but defeat. There are not involved in this case any grave ques- 


tions of constitutional law or questions affecting the rights of Sta‘ 
nor questions of any kind but questions of figures; and I am peo 
to yield all doubtful things to the contestee and yet to demonstrate to 
any gentleman who will impartially follow me, as a simple arithmeti- 
cal proposition, that by no possibility can the contestee be counted into 
this contested seat. 

In this Fifth Congressional district of Maryland there are eight elec- 
tion precincts. The returns to the governor, upon which the certifi- 
cate was issued, gave to the contestee 16,000 votes, and one ‘‘for Comp- 
ton,” making 16,001 for the contestee, and gave to the contestant 
15,820. As a consequence, according to those returns, the contestee 
appara to have been elected by a plurality of 181 votes. It is con- 

ed, however, upon both sides that the governor’s count is incorrect, 
With respect to four counties, to wit, Charles County, Calvert County, 
St. Mary’s County, and Prince George’s County, the contestant dis- 
putes the governor’s figures; and with respect to certain districts in the 
city of Baltimore and one in the county of Charles the contestee dis- 
putes those figures, So that we start with the concession upon both 
sides that the governor’s figures are wrong, and we are charged here 
now with the ascertainment of what the proper figures are, 

Now, as to some matters materially bearing upon those fi both 
parties are agreed; as, for example, it is conceded that in Charles County, 
at two election precincts out of the nine no returns were made to the 
governor for the reason that the ballots were locked up in a ballot-box, 
were not accessible to the election judges, and consequently the returns 
to the governor upon which he based his certificate did not include 
these two election precincts. Both sides agree that the returns subse- 
quently ascertained shall be counted, and both sides agree as to what 
se are, and this is the starting point from which I now ask you to fol- 
ow me, 

We must add for these omitted precincts 280 votes to the vote of the 
contestee and 432 votes to the vote of the contestant. Commencing 
thus with the contestee’s plurality and making the addition about 
which we are ee. the vote will then stand, 181 +- 280, or 461, for 
contestee and 432 votes for contestant. 

In another district of Charles County it appeared from the certificate 
of the return judges and upon the face of that certificate that one ticket 
had the name of Sydney E. Mudd twice and that this vote was not in- 
cluded in the return. I say (and I do not stop to discuss the question, 
because in a subsequent portion of my remarks I throw this out) that 
under the recognized rules of law, both in text-books and in the reports 
of this House, that vote should be counted; and the vote would then be 
433 for the contestant, 461 for the contestee. 

In Calvert County the governor’s count was, for contestant, 1,138 
votes; for contestee, 899 votes. Subsequently it appeared that this 
count of the governor’s did not Oorterpona with the original precinct 
returns. Under the laws of Maryland the three election judges who 
conduct an election at a precinct make their returns and deliver them 
into the custody of the president judge. Upon a subsequent oy the 
president judges of all the election districts in a county meet and cast 
up the returns; that is to say, they do a simple sum in addition; they 
add together the various returns of the various precincts. The aggre- 
gate constitutes the county return, and that is sent to the governor. 

Now, I need hardly say to any lawyer, or indeed to any layman, 
that the primary evidence in a case of that kind must be the precinct 
returns. They are the returns from which the certificate to the governor 
is made, and if the figures of the governor’s certificate differ from the 
aggregate of the precinct returns it is not only law, but it is the com- 
monest kind of common sense that the certificate of the governor shall 
be corrected by the original precinct returns, And to talk about count- 
ing ballots and to refer to ballots as the best evidence in any given 
case in this connection is simply to confound the listener with some- 
thing that has here no application. 

This is not a question of an error in the counting of ballots; itis not 
a question of an error in the process of an election; it is simply a ques- 
tion as to whether the clerical act of the clerk of the court in adding 
together the precinct returns has resulted in a mathematical truth. 

Can we, then, correct the returns of the governor by these precinct re- 
turns? That depends on whether they are accessible and whether 
they are in the condition they were in when the original return was 
made. We have in this record the certified transcript of the clerk of 
the circuit court of the various precincts of this county, giving the ex- 
act figures. We have the testimony of the deputy clerk who added 
them up, that the result sent to the governor, when it differed from 
the result on the poll-books, as it did, was incorrect. We have the 
testimony of the clerk himself that immediately after the certificate 
had been sent to the governor he discovered the defect and wrote to 
the governor, asking if the election returns could not be corrected. 
The governor replied that they could not. 

But outside of all that, independent of all that, we have the evi- 
dence of the editor of a Democratic newspaper, who says that he voted 
for Mr. Compton, that he copied the returns from the clerk’s office on 
the night of election day, when they had just been made, and pub- 
lished them in his newspaper, and that the returns so published are 
the returns as we now claim them and have now proven them to be. 

The result of this correction—and upon what ground the correction 
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can be denied I am at a loss to understand—the result of this correc- 
tion is to add 28 votes to the contestant and to leave the contestee’s 
figures as before. We have, then, for the contestant 461 votes and for 
the contestes 433 votes plus 28, or 461 votes also; in other words, they 
are exactly even. 

In St. Mary’s County there were two votes cast, one for S. E, Mudd 
and one for Mudd. Neither of them, as will be observed, is in the cor- 
rect name—Sydney E., Mudd—and it is conceded by the minority of the 
committee, following well recognized rules of law, that these votes are 
tobe counted. I need not, therefore, stop tomake any ent upon 
that subject. Compton’s vote, then, is 461 and Mudd’s vote 463, or a 
plurality of two votes for the contestant upon the face of the returns 
as corrected. 

The governor’s count, upon which he based his certificate, included 
one vote for ‘‘Compton.’’ There is no such vote to be found in the 
precinct returns. No person knows where that vote came from or how 
the governor got it. True, a clerk puts in evidence his certificate that 
upon a certain tally-sheet such a vote appears ; but I need not argue 
that a clerk’s certificate, not of the record, but of something in a pub- 
lic record, is the very commonest kind of hearsay testimony, and that 
the precinct returns and the returns of the governor of the Common- 
wealth can not be corrected or verified by any such evidence. Taking 
that vote, now, as improperly given to contestee, we deduct one from 
his vote and we have Compton 460 yotes and Mudd 463, 

Now itis admitted—and when I say admitted I mean it not denied— 
that there were 6 qualified registered voters in this election district who 
tendered their votes at the polls and whose votes were refused because 
the election officers said that somebody had already voted on their 
names. I ask my friends on the other side—I appeal to them as law- 
yers—do you stand upon the proposition that I may be disfranchised 
if the election officers mistakenly or fraudulently allow another man 
to vote in my name? 

If these men were qualified voters, and the proof is they were; if these 
men were registered voters, and the proof is they were; if the names of 
these men as registered were on the poll-books, and the proof is they 
were, in the name, not of law or of equity, but of common sense and 
common honesty, tell me upon what principle either the election of- 
ficers or a committee of this House, or this House itself, shall strip those 
six American citizens of the right guarantied to them by the Consti- 
tution and the Jaws? 

If, then, you add these 6 votes, you have 469 for the contestant and 
460 for the contestee. 

Now, the contestant contended that there were 40 qualified voters 
whose names did not appear, through fraud or negligence or for any 
reason you may see fit to assign, on the poll-books; that they tendered 
their votes; that those votes were refused, and that they are now en- 
titled to be counted, 

I beg you to mark that the minority of the committee concede that 
of these 40 voters 19 are entitled to be counted, and I demand to know 
upon what basis you admit 19 and exclude 21? Because I affirm, and 
I affirm it after careful personal examination of this record, that with 
the exception of 2 voters—Gamble and Brooks—the testimony of the 21 
is precisely of the same character and to the same effect as is the testi- 
mony in respect to the 19 you have admitted. 

But I go a step further and say if this were not so it is a proven fact 
that these men registered; that they did everything under the sun that 
they could do to qualify themselves to vote at their respective election 
precincts on that day. And such being the case, the act of Congress, 
which is but an enactment of the common law on the subject, says that 
their attempt to do what the law required them to do, even though un- 
successful, puts them in the same situation as if they had been success- 
ful. And without stopping to discuss it, let me only restate the legal 
proposition, to which I invite the attention of our friends on the other 
side for an answer, with respect to the claim that the case of Reese 
against The United States (in 90 United States Reports) has declared 
the act of May 31,1870, unconstitutional. 

The act of May 31, 1870, was passed under the provisions of the fif- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution. The fifteenth amendment of 
the Constitution relates only so far as voters are concerned to color, 
race, and previous condition of servitude. The question involved in 
Reese against The United States was a question arising out of a munic- 
ipal election and the Supreme Court of the United States held that it 
was not competent for Congress under the provisions of the fifteenth 
amendment to make regulations with respect to municipal elections on 
any subject except that which related to race, color, or previous condi- 
tion of servitude. And thereupon Congress repassed the act of 1870 
under the provisions of Article IV, section 1, of the Constitution, which 
gives to this House authority to legislate with respect to Federal elec- 
tions as to times, places, and manner of holding the same. And, as 
my friend who preceded me in opening this case showed, so high an 
authority as the circuit court of the eastern district of Virginia has 
held that there is nothing in the case of Reese that contravenes the 
right of Congress to legislate with respect to Federal elections, as it has 
done, by a substantial re-enactment in 1874 of the act of 1870, conin- 

the provisions of the act to Federal elections. 
say, then, count the 19 votes conceded by the other side and you 


have Compton 460 votes and Mudd 488, or a majority of 28, And if 
now, Pumani what seems to me the true law on the subject, you add 
the additional 19 votes (for I exclude 2, those of Gamble and Brooks), 
you then have for contestant 507 votes, and for the contestee 460, or a 
majority of 47. 

There were four voters, Thomas Bell, Samucl H. Booth, Gustavus 
Elzear Cooper, and William Chapman Weems, whose votes were refused ' 
because their names could not be found on the voters’ list. As to 3 
of these the minority concede they should be counted. But, as I said 
in respect to the votes I have just left, the testimony relating to the 
rejected vote now in question is precisely of the same character, to the 
same effect and pi as that relating to the 3 admitted votes, and 
the whole 4 then should be added, so that you have 511 for the contest- 
ant and 460 for the contestee. x 

The proof is clear that there was counted for the contestee in Calvert 
County a torn and scratched vote, and I take this away, and the figures 
are 459 for the contestee and 511 for the contestant, or a majority for 
the contestee of 52 votes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I stated at the outset, this is a case in which 
every doubtful question of fact may be resolved in favor of the con- 
testee. Every vote claimed by him and many of those not allowed 
him by the minority of the committee as illegally rejected votes may 
be given to him, and still by no process of calculation can you arrive 
at a majority for him. Suppose now that, the contestant having a ma- 
jority, as I have shown, of 52, we should give to the contestee the 19 
votes that accrued to him from what I claim to be the illegal recount 
in the Baltimore precincts; suppose that we give to him the torn and 
seratched vote that ought to have been thrown out; suppose that we 
give to him the vote that was not returned, but was counted by the 
governor; suppose we take from the contestant the vote where his name 
appears twice on the ticket; and suppose that we give to the contestee 
first the ten votes allowed him by the minority of the committee, and 
then on top of that the 13 votes he claims and that the minority of the 
committee refuse to give him, in all 45 votes; the net result of all of 
these concessions so made—and what other concessions may be de- 
manded I have yet to hear—foots up a vote of 466 for contestant and 
459 for the contestee, or a clear majority in any event of 7 votes in his 
favor. And so, beyond possible question, the contestant was elected. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if personal associations are to weigh in this ce 
if regard for the character of the gentleman who has so long occupi 
a seat on the other side of the House is to have any weight, if the desire 
of his friends, their personal affection for him, is to guide their consciences 
in the decision of this case, then I concede that he may have some claim 
to a seat on this floor. But if the decisive reason for coming to a con- 
clusion in this case is to be a regard for the rights and the voice of the 
voters of the Fifth Congressional district of the State of Maryland, 
there is no justifiable mental process, there is no known arithmetical 
rule, there is no legal method vy which the contestant can be refused 
his place on this floor. 

OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. STRUBLE, Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Ohio to 
yield to me for a moment to make a request of the House. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. How long does the gentleman want? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Only a moment. 

I want to ask, Mr. Speaker, that the Senate bill No. 985, on the 
Speaker’s table, be laid before the House; and I move that the House 
insist on its amendments di to by the Senate and agree to the 
committee of conference asked on the said bill. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman refers to what is commonly known 
as the Oklahoma bill? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. That has been presented to the House, the Senate 
disagreeing to the House amendments and asking a committee of con- 
ference. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I move to insist on the amendments and agree to 
the conference. 

The SPEAKER, ‘This can only be done by unanimous consent at 
this time. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER, The question is, Shall the House insist on its 
amendments and agree to the conference asked by the Senate? 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees on the part of 
the House: Mr. STRUBLE, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. SPRINGER. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—MUDD VS. COMPTON. 


Mr. MOORE, of Texas. Inow yield to the gentleman from lan 
[Mr. Greson] thirty minutes of the time allotted to this side in the 


debate. 
Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, referring to the language of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] who first addressed this House in fof 


the contestant, that the report of the minority in this case was hurriedly 
and loosely drawn, Iam reminded that if such be trae—and it is un- 
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important whether it is or not—the report of the majority of this com- 
mittee was not hurriedly drawn, but was carefully drawn, skillfully 


drawn, and erroneously drawn—I will not say carefully-erroneously. 
If the majority of this committee, headed as itis by a gentleman who 
deserves the distinction which has been accorded to could have 


had in view the language of the lamented Judge Black when, address- 
ing the Supreme Court of the United States, he said to that court that 
the highest ‘‘ prerogative of a lawyer was to advise the court in any 
t which he might make to the court’’—if he had in view that 

of the great jurist, he has skillfully failed to measure up to 

‘that suggestion, but has departed from that great requisite and duty 
of a lawyer in presenting this case to this court, in that, instead of ad- 
vising the House, he has mystified and misled the House in his report. 
This House as now constituted, with reference to the inquiry before it, 
is a court, and the highest court which can pronounce upon such ques- 
tions as are now presented. 
When with uplifted hand this House and the learned gentleman who 
is chairman of that committee in commou with us all—when every 
member present took upon himself the solemn obligation that he would 
support and defend the Constitution of the United States against all 
enemies, foreign and domestic, that he would bear true allegiance to 
the same, and that he would well and faithfully discharge the obliga- 
tions of the high office upon which he was about to enter, he took upon 
himself in the latter clause of this obligation the further obligation— 
one with which he is now confronted, no less solemn and important 
becanse implied rather than expressed—that under such circumstances 
as now surround us he would well and truly try the issues joined 
between the House of Representatives and the contestee, and a true 
verdict render according to the evidence, so help him God, 
As jurors is the character of the duties which we are now entering 
upon, Mr. Speaker. It is not legislation in which we are now engaged, 
but higher and greater duties engage us. Upward and ontward and 
beyond a question of legislation is our pengat now, the highest pre- 
rogative w sworn members of this House can exercise, and these our 
functionsand prerogativesare judicial, not legislative. Weare judges of 
the lawand triersof the facts. The principles of law which should con- 
trol us are fixed andimmutable; the facts in such cases are as varied as 
the cases may be ont of which the factsarise. The lawis fixed; it isour 
duty to ascertain whether the facts measure up to the law, not that the 
Jaw shall descend to measure the facts. 
So much for these prefatory but important observations, Mr. Speaker. 

I pass now to another view of the case. 
When this contestant, Mr. Mudd, came to this House it was with 

a gratified majority of 3, which he felt was all the votes which the 
broadest latitude of his claim could furnish him, and on which he felt 
he was entitled to ask to be seated in this House; and yet it is said by 
this committee: ‘‘Sir, you have not begun to count; you do not un- 
_derstand and appreciate the full measure of what you are entitled to. 
Three majority ’t begin to measure it.” And from Mr. Mudd’s 
majority of 3 to commence with, this committee has jumped to 154, as 
they report. 
I can not, however, successfully—other gentlemen might—in the 
short time itted me, discuss many of the features important in this 
case, and I must as rapidly as possible proceed. I can not with pa- 
tience or with any degree of complacency consider the matter of the 
wholesale outrage upon the contestee and the dignity and honor of my 
State, with reference to fraud and violence in Anne Arundel County, 
suficient, as this committee claims, to warrant the throwing out of the 
precinct referred to. 
The 28 votes in Calvert claimed as due Mudd and the 50 votes else- 
where not counted in Maryland, because not before the judges of election, 
determine this casein my judgment. Give to contestant, if you please 
the 3 votes claimed by him as voted for S. N. Mudd, 8. E. Mudd, and 
— Mudd; he is not entitled to them on any principle of sound rea- 
soning in law, but give them to him; butdo not give him the 28 votes 
in the second precinct of the first election district of Calvert County, 
nor the 50 votes elsewhere referred to. He isnot entitled to any ofthese 
under the Jaw of Maryland, and it is under the law of Maryland your 
judgment is to be directed and governed in this investigation. These 
28 votes in Calvert County and these 50 rejected votes would not elect 
contestant, if counted forhim. This House of course, under the Consti- 
tution, is the sole judge of the election and qualifications of its mem- 
bers, but the individuals who on the day of election, in the several dis- 
tricts of a State, do the voting, must be qualified to so vote under the 
constitution and lawsof the particular State where they reside or rather 
are citizens. 
scp oat has a registry law and has had for years, which registra- 
tion of voters under the constitution of Maryland is presented as a pre- 
requisite, with other qualifications, for voting. Our Jaws in my State 
~ provide that every male citizen of the age of twenty-one years, etc, , not 
white male citizens, as before the fifteenth amendment, shall vote, etc., 
but not unless his name appears on the list of voters; which means, o. 
course, on the list of voters which the ju are required to have on 
the day of election. The registrar is required by law to register the 
exact name of any person q g before him. He requires the ap- 
plicant to be thus precise; but as registered by name he must vote by 


name, Here is where this difficulty has arisen in this case with refer- 
ence to these rejected 50 votes. But there is no ‘‘difficulty’’ really 
about it. Those rejected votes were those of individuals who were not 
on the registry list even, many of them, and those who were registered 
ee to vote under some other name than appeared on the poll-book, 
e 

But it is of the 28 votes in Calvert County I wish now to speak; but 
preliminary to which let us inquire how did this contestee get here 
anyhow? By what right is he here? Why, by the only right recog- 
nized in Maryland, and that is by this right [holding up the certificate 
of the governor]. Here is the certificate of Elihu E. Jackson, the gov- 
ernor of Maryland: 
Tue STATE OF MARYLAND, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 


J. Elihu E. Jackson, governor of Maryland, do hereby certify thatit appears 
from the official returns, now on file in this department, of an election held in 
this State on Tuesday, the 6th day of November instant, for six Representatives 
from the State of Maryland in the Fifty-first Congress of the Uni 
the honorable Barnes Compton was regularly and duly elected, in acco 
with the laws of this Stato, a Representative from the Fifth Congressional dis- 
trict of the State of Maryland in the Fifty-first Congress of the United States. 

Given under Sp ng and the great seal of Maryland, at the city of Annap- 
olis, on the 28th day of November, A. D. 1883, 

ELIHU E. JACKSON, 


SEAL] 
E. W. LE COMPTE, Secretary of Slate, 


the governor: 

This is a certificate made, not by a fraudulent governor, as you have 
insisted in the case of West Virginia, two of whose legally elected Rep- 
resentatives you made to walk the plank because the title of their gov- 
ernor’s seat was uncertain, but it is a certificate from the governor of 
Maryland, who holds his title by the same tenure as governors of Mary- 
land have who have been elected ever since the Democrats could vote 
in Maryland, by twenty to forty thousand majority; and that is the 
certificate of the governor of that State. Upon what warrant and au- 
thority is this certificate issued by the governor of Maryland ? 

The distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] has 
suggested that the figures that went into the hands of the governor 
are not the correct figures; that the governor’s figures are not cor- 
rect. The governor’s figures, Mr. Speaker, are not wrong so far as per- 
tains to this case. As considered for the present purpose they only re- 
quired correction in the case of those two precincts in Charles County 
which had been inadvertently sealed up in the ballot box, and were 
not before him. ‘The correction of the official returns to the extent of 
embracing these Charles County returns has been conceded, and there 
is now no controversy upon that point. The governor of the State of 
Maryland, from the returns as made to him as required by the laws of 
Maryland, has issued his certificate to the contestee. Upon what au- 
thority and under what sanction does he issue such certificate as to 
Calvert County? Mark well, gentlemen, in this connection: 


We, the subscribers and judges at the close of an election held on the 6th day 
of November, 1885, in the election districts of Calyert County, distinguished b; 
numbers 1, 2, and 3, for the purpose of choosing a Representative for the Fift 
district of this State to serve in the Congress of the United States, have this da: 
assembled at the usual places of sitting, the circuit court of said county, wi 
the books of the polls, which are indorsed and certified eeably to law, and 
having cast up the whole number of votes given in the sald distris , according 
to the respective certificates made out by the judges on the day of the clection, 
“ict Pheri that Barnes Compton had 985 votes and that Sydney E. Mudd had 

+ rO! 5 

Given under our hands this Sth day of November, 1888, z 
s First District, 
DOME, 
Return Judge, Second Precinct, First District, 

T. W. SPARKLIN, 
Return Judge, Second District, 
IL F. LANE, 
Return Judge, Third District, 
Return Judges of Catvert County. 

Thus we have, Mr. Speaker, the deliberate, careful, and presumably 
accurate “casting up” by the return judges of Calvert County of the 
fall vote in the county, which they ascertain to be 1,138 votes for Mudd. 
Here is where the alleged ‘‘mistake’’ occurs. It is at this point the 
controversy is made. This action of these judges doing just what the 
law required of them is the basis of Governor Jackson’s certificate to 
Barnes Compton. The governor made no ‘‘mistake,’’ the secretary 
of state made no “‘mistake’’ in his certifying, and the sworn officers of 
the law, the judges of the election, two days after the election going 
over again and carefully reviewing what each one of these very same 
judges in their respective precincts had on the night of the election 
upon, certify that they made no “‘ mistake.” They certify that 
they had the ‘‘pol!-books”’ for the whole county before them, ‘‘on 
which are indorsed the several certificates agreeably to law, and hav- 
ing cast up the whole number of votes given in the said districts ac- 
cording to the respective certificates made out by the judges on the day 
of election,’’ do return, ete. 

69. The said judges so assembled shall cast re whole vote of all the dis- 
tricts or precincts, and shall make out two plain, 
and cert tes of the number of votes which shall 
candidate, for each of the officers voted for at said election, one 
cates shall be delivered to the clerk of the court to which they are directed to 
make returns, and the other, except in elections for governor and State's 
attorneys, shall be transmitted by mail to the governor. 

Can anything be stronger than this? Could the governor make any 
“mistake” in issuing his certificate to Barnes Compton on such an 
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“official return”’ as that? Here are the returns from the three dis- 
tricts in Calvert County—for there were only three—one district be- 
ing divided into two precincts, thus requiring that there should be a 
very short column and a very simple combination of figures to aggre- 
gate 1,138. The first district, Calvert County, as shown by the pre- 
cinct returns, as insisted upon by the contestant, shows the following: 
| First precinct, first district... ..c-r-s-g.+ aes x 14t 


aavese: no ean ennen eresse serens peneeeeaneneenennn 


Second precinct, first district aša, 1 WOT. 
Second district. ........-..1+ p-nreeee 330 
a E E N E T E S 5, OR 

1,166 


This is the combination giving the result Mudd relied upon; but, 
unfortunately for him, nobody ever saw it until after the official re- 
turns had long been made and when the judges of the election in each 
precinct, attested by the two clerks in each precinct, had certified to 
another combination of figures in these several districts, giving another 
result, 1,138, as the vote of the county. 

We discover that this combination, leading to this result of 1,138, 
rae poate exactly with the other statement, save in one precinct, the 
second precinct of the first district: 

First precinct, first district, 144, as before, 

Second precinct, first district, 379. 

Second district, 330, as before. 

Third district, 285, as before. 

Making just what the judges on election night, and return judges two 
days afterwards, found to be 1,138. 

And now for the startling circumstantial evidence in this case! A 
difference of 28 votes isclaimed to exist between the ‘‘official returns ”’ 
and the contestant’s demand. Twenty-eight is the difference between 
t 1,138 official’? and 1,166 claimed. Whence comes it? 

Upon this certificate, Mr. Speaker, hinges absolutely, or hangs rather, 
the question in issue before this House as between Barnes Compton 
and the House of Representatives. The poll-books have been relegated, 
in the face of this certificate, to the rear; they are nothing and of no 
effect. Now, this certificate is the cream of the poll-books, if I may so 
express it, and is the muniment of the title by which the holder of the 
governor's certificate is entitled to his place on this floor. These 28 
votes in Calvert County and the 54 rejected votes elsewhere are the 
only two points which I will have time to discuss. I shall not read 
from the record except to quote a few of the inconsistencies in the re- 
port of the committee. 

What your committee calls the face of the returns, as presented by 
the contestant, are not the ‘returns’? at all in this case, but are sim- 
ply a tabulated statement prepared by the contestant, including 28 
votes he claims to have received in Calvert County, as against the offi- 
cial return made to the governor from that county, in which he is ex- 
cluded from these 28 votes, 

Mr. § er, fraud, intimidation, and violence at elections within 
her borders have been charged by this committee upon that great sover- 
eign Stateof Maryland. Look well to it, gentlemen, that you take the 
beam out of your eye in order that you may see clearly to take the 
mote out of your brother’s eye. The fraud which you have charged 
lies not at our door, but at yours. I proclaim that the record in this 
case discloses no ‘*mistake’’ in Calvert County, but a bold, glaring, 
naked fraud upon the ballot-box, and the return from that county a 
fraud, a forgery of the returns in the second precinct, perpetrated by 
this contestant’s adherents in that county, and I will proceed to dem- 
onstrate it. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] has referred to 
the primary evidence as established by the precinct returns, I thank 
him for that word ‘‘primary’’ evidence. Asalawyer he has appealed 
to this House, I repeat his invocation and the ap which he has 
made. Does he not know, does not the distingui chairman of this 
committee know that evidence and proofarenotsynonymous? Evidence 
is not proof, And does he not know that the best evidence is always re- 
quired; that the first rules of evidence require the best evidence of which 
acase is in its nature susceptible to be offered? This rule was adopted 
for the prevention of fraud. For when it is apparent that better evi- 
oe is withheld, it is fair to presume a sinister motive in not present- 

ngi 

Meet that suggestion. Meet the legal proposition, my learned friend 
from Ohio, in the light of what I shall now suggest. Eight or nine 
different men have scrutinized and upon the certificate which I 
hold in my hand giving 1,138, and not 1,166, as belonging to the contest- 
ant in this case. I make the specific chargeagainst you of a forgery of 
the returns from the second precinct of the first district of Calvert 
County, a forgery perpetrated after the returns had been made to the 
governor, made after the return judges had made their return, and so 
certified. Who made it, when and where, itis not necessary to inquire. 
It was certainly not made by us, There was no reason for ns to do it, 
Can you say as much ? 

Why have we three judges of election rather than two; why two 
clerks instead of one? Thereasonisobvious. Because, inthe stringent 
and carefully guarded election laws of Maryland, a majority of the 
ju must determine questions before them, and, more important 
still, the number of votes cast; two clerks rather than one, in that 


both of the tally-sheets may be inaccord. What says the law of Mary- 
land right here? Mark well, gentlemen of the committee: 

64, Mle ned por shall be closed the box wherein the ballots are ted 
shall im: y thereafter be opened by the judges of election; and said 
judges, in the presence of one selected Pane et eg arash pe abet yap 

rty whose candidates are voted for at such election, to be desi in writ- 
bebrai candidates, shall publicly take out the said ballots and read dis- 
tinctly and aloud the name or names written or printed thereon respectively; 
and the clerks of said election shall carefully enter and keep an account of 
same on the books of the polls, sọ that the number of votes for each candidate 
tallied thereon may be readily cast up and known; when all the ballots have 
been canvassed the poll clerks shal! com their tallies together and ascertain 
the total number of votes received by each candidate, and when they agree upon 
the numbers one of them shall announce, in a loud voice, to the judges and 
those present, the number of votes received by cach candidate, In the several 
counties the sheriff, or such person as the judges shall name in the absence of 
the sheriff, or one of his deputies, and in Baltimore City the board of policecom- 
missioners, have power, and it shall be their duty, to preserve Siaa asx J 
the counting of the votes and see that the duly accredited tative of 
party shali be admitted into the polling-rooms to witness the count. 

Can anything be morecarefully guarded? Ina loud voice the clerks 
are to announce the result to the judges. In aloud voice, therefore, 
did Messrs. W. S. Peterson and I. 8. Thomas announce to the judges 
and all those assembled that on the 6th of November in the second pre- 
cinct of the first district of Calvert County, Sydney E. Mudd Te- 
ceived 379 votes, Here is where we get the evidence of the 379. If 
this is not so, where are these gentlemen to contradict it ? 

Nine men have sworn that they carefully added up the figures. I 
say ‘‘sworn,’’ because they are sworn officers and act under their oath. 
Nine men have sworn that the combination of 379, the only Aguro pos- 
sible, with 144, 330, and 285, foot up 1,138, and not 1,166! Ninemen 
have sworn to these facts; and yet when you talk of primary evidence 
the only primary evidence which has been offered to rebut, not this 
presumption, butthisstartling fact, is the evidence of one man that what 
the other eight have said is not the truth and the “ primary’’ evidence 
of the precinct returns. Why, Mr. Speaker, the precinct returns are 
out of the case; they are not primary, butsecondary. Return judges’ 
certificate is the primary evidence now. Meet that proposition if you 
can. I defy you gentlemen on the otherside to show me in the record 
where there is one scintilla of evidence to show the contrary of what 
these nine men have sworn to. 

Mr. ROWELL. Would it interrapt the gentleman to answer a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GIBSON. No, sir, 

Mr. ROWELL. Suppose you had the column of fi before you, 
with the footing, and you ran up the figures yo and found that 
there was in the result a mistake of 28? 

Mr. GIBSON. I will answer the gentleman’s question, He has 
come to a point that I wanted to bring him to. I will not call him a 
galled jade wincing when his withers are wrang, but I will show in 
this very column which he speaks of that if you take 28 votes from 407 
in the first election district of Calvert County, the only precinct where 
a forgery was possible, you get 379, which is one element in the com- 
bination of figures which nine men added up and which gave 1,138 as 
the total vote for Mr. Mudd. Where did you get the 407? Tell us, 
Mr. Contestant. Show this House, in your own behalf, familiar as you 
are with all the surroundings of this case, how you came to get 407, 
when nine men have said that you got but 379 votes there. 

The laws of Maryland require that the return of the judges of elec- 
tion shall not be written in figures, but shall be written in words at 
length. If the number is 379, you are not to pnt the figures out in 
that column as you have done there, but you are to write *‘ three hun- 
dred and seventy-nine.’”? Twenty-six characters are required to write 
*‘three hundred and seventy-nine’’ in that way, when it takes only 
three characters to put down the figures 379; easier to alter two fig- 
ures only and substitutute two than to alter twenty-six letters and 
substitute twenty-six others, don’t you see? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will my colleague permit an interruption? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If my colleague will take to-night the total of all 
the returns signed by allof the judges in every precinct and every dis- 
trict of that county and add them up and if he does not find that 
they foot up 1,166, I will yield to-morrow in my time for him to make 
the correction. 

Mr. GIBSON. Why, of course they will. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Of course they will! 

Mr. GIBSON. Butdo you not understand that the precinct judges 
are thus certifying each for his own precinct, and not for any other? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Then Mudd had the votes. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will answer my friend. Of course ‘'407” in the 
third precinct of Calvert County added to the other combinations of 
figures will make 1,166, but the judges, return judges, could not have 
had 407 beforethem, for they added up 1,138. Ah, my friend [address- 
ing Mr, Houx], be laughs best who laughs last. The gentleman from 
Tennessee finds material, it seems, in this case, as in the Arkansas 
case, where he characterized the unseating of Mr. Cate as “turning 
the horse out to grass,’’ for ‘‘incredulous glee.” 

This is not a case for laughing. This is not a case in which mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, under the solemnsanctity of their 
oath which links them to the foot-stool of their Creator, areto regard 
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their duties as gleeful. When we are talking, not about legislating, 
but about exercising the highest ive which belongs to us asse- 
lect men from sixty-five millions of the American people—this is no 
place dnd no occasion to talk about ‘‘ turning a horse out to grass” 
when you are referring to a member of Congress being denied his seat. 
Ah, no; it is not a case of ‘turning a horse out to grass!’ It is not 
a laughing matter. As jurors, as judges of the law and the facts, you 
should have honor, dignity, justice, and fair dealing as the rule and 
meet en? of faith and your action! 
. HO Will the gentleman permit me a word? 
Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland. Yes, sir; I will. 
Mr. HOUK. I ama good-natured individual, and I wish to ask the 
tleman’s pardon if a smile frightened him, as his remarks seem to 
dicate. My smile had no reference to the gentleman. However 
= ng he may have so regarded it, I assure him I was not laughing at 


m. 

Mr. GIBSON. Very well. 
Mr. Speaker, the “407” which my colleague [ Mr. McComas] refers 
to, with the other combinationsof figures, does add up 1,166. Thecom- 
binations of are 144, 407, 330, and 285. Thatis what Mr. Mudd 
calls the “‘ returns.” He interpolates 407 asa part of these ‘“‘ returns,” 
and then the figures foot up 1,166; but the judges of election the night 
of the 6th of November found the figures in the second precinct of Cal- 
vert County to be, not ‘‘ 407,’’ but 379, and they swore that that was 
correct, and eight men besides have sworn to the same array of figures, 
That array of gures can not be obtained in any other way than by 
taking 28 from ‘*407,’’ which leaves exactly 379. 

Listen, gentlemen on the other side; listen, my colleague from Mary- 
land, who inspired this su; ion. Clerks W. S. Peterson and John 
S. Thomas, on election night in that precinct where the election was 
held, swear that the figures were 379. Broome, Ross, and Ludwick, 
the judges of the election on that night of the election, swear that those 

were 379. And twodays after that when the great telegraphic 
arteries of the State were pulsating throughout the length and breadth 
of Maryland with the news of the election, when dismay was carried to 
the hearts ofsome Democrats and when gratulation and pride were borne 
to the gratified appreciation of others, we find that in Calvert County, 
with full opportunity to canvass these returns, two days after that, four 
other men, J. T. James Broome, T. W. Sparklin, and H. F. 


the return ju of the election, swore that in the second pre- 
cinct of the first of Calvert County those figures were 379, be- 
cause no other figures could they have had before them to make 1,138. 


Mr. ROWELL. Will the gentleman tell me where that is in the 
record ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, I will make this matter so plain that he who 
runs may read. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Give the page. 

Mr. GIBSON. If I have only the time, every word I say I will 


verify. 

Mr. ROWELL. I wish you would. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will do it, every word of it, if you will only give 
me time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. At page 747 you will find the return of the judges 
you have just named. 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, I have it. 

Here is every precinct of Calvert County. Calvert County, precinct 
No. 1, signed by the judges of theelection, and certified tosubsequently 
by the return judges, ‘‘correct.’? The return in the first district of 
Calvert County was ‘‘correct.’’ Those judges have complied with the 
law; they have written out the returns in words at length, 


STATE OF MARYLAND, Calvert County, to wit: 
We, the undersigned, duly appointed by the county commissioners of said 
county, in due form of law, judges ofelection, in this first precinct, district No. 
do hereby certify and return that we did attend, on the 6th day of November, 
at inct No. 1, the place appointed by law for holding the election within 
said , and did then and there appoint M. M. Davis and Thomas P. Evans 
clerks of the election, who severally qualified as directed by law. 
We further that we did then and there, before a justice of the peace of 
‘or before each et, ualify as judges of election as by law di- 
id then and there, a e hour of 8 o'clock in the morning, open 
the polls for an election for President and Vice-President, one person to a 
sent the Fifth Con, onal district in the Fifty-first Congress of the United 
States, and one road commissioner for the first district for Calvert County; that 
we continued the eng! Jat eed until 60’clock in the evening of the same day, when 
they were cl |, the en pene, and the ballots publicly counted, when 
it ap that Clinton B, Fisk. ident for the United States, and John A, 
Brooks, for the Vice-President of the United States, each of the said electors had 
forty-one (41) votes,and William H. Hillen, for Congress for the Fifth Congres- 
sional district of Maryland, had forty-seven (47); Grover Cleveland, for President, 
Allen G, Thurman, for Vice-President of the United States, and their electors, 
had each ninety-four (94) votes; Barnes Compton, for Congress, had ninety (9%) 
votes; and A.T. Leathering, for road commissioner, had one hundred and six 
(108) votes; Benjamin Harrison, for President, Levi P. Morton, for Vice-Presi- 
ent, and their electors, had each one hundred and forty-seven (147) votes; Sid- 
. Mudd, for Comers tee one hundred and forty-four (144) votes; 
William T. Lusby, for h red and sixty (160) 
votes; Thomas (5) v b 
Given under our hands at the place of said election this 6th day of November 


J. T. MARSH, Judge. 
J. G. IRELAND. judge 
JOHN J. SAUND Judge. 


snid county 


M. M. Dave, Clerk. 
Txos. P. Evans, Clerk. 


STATE OF MARYLAND, Calvert County, set: 

I hereby certify that the fi ing isu true copy taken from the certificate 
and statement made out by the ju halediion ou the books ofthe polls of 
the 1 precinct of Ist district of said co , which book of the polls is now de- 
Lamprea the records of the office of the clerk of the circuit court of Cal- 
ve unty. 

In testimony whereof I hereto set my hand and affix the seal of the circuit 
court for Calvert County this 7th of February, A. D. 1889. 

[sear] : JOHN SEDWICK, Cik. 


Here is the second district of Calvert County, where the same thing 
is the case. District No. 2—here it is; itis correct. The returns of 
the judges of the election have been written out as the law requires in 
words at length. 

STATE OF MARYLAND, Calver! County, sct.: i 


I hereby certify that the aforegoing is a true copy, taken from the certifleate 
and statement made out by the judges of election on the book of the polls of the 
second precinct, first district of said county, which book of the polls isnow de- 
potaa among the records of the office of the clerk of the circuit court for Cal- 
ver aunty. 

In testimony whereof I hereto set my hand and affix the seal of the circuit 
court of Calvert County this 7th day of February, A. D. 1889. 

[SEAL] JOHN SEDWICK, Clerk. 
STATE OF MARYLAND, Calvert County, to wilt: 

We, the undersigned, duly pe by the county commissioners of said 
county, in due form of law, judges of election in this ——, district No. 2, do 
hereby certify and return that we did attend on the 6th day of November, 1883, 
at Prince Frederick, the place oy Sewers by law for holding the election within 
said district, and did then and there appoint R. A. Buckmaster and Thomas H. 
Harrison clerks of said election, who severally qualificd as directed by law. 

We further certify that we did then and there, before a ‘pe of the ponse of 
said county (before each other), qualify as judges of election as by law directed 
and did then and there, at the hour of 8 o'clock in the morning, opin the polls 
foran election for electors for Presidentand Vice-President of the United States; 

onal district, and a road 
vert County; we con- 


a Representative in Congress from the Fifth Con: 
commissioner for the second election district of 
tinued the polls open until 6 o’clock in the evening of the same day, when they 
were cl , the ballot-box opened, and the ballots publicly counted, when itap- 
peared that James Hodges had three hundred and thirty-nine votes for Presi- 
dential elector; that Henry Page had three hundred and gin Boa yee votes for 
Presidential elector; that William Scott Roberts had three handred and thirty- 
nine votes for Presidential elector; that James G. Berret had three hundred 
and thirty-nine votes for Presidential elector; that Willoughby N. Smith had 
three hundred and thirty-nine votes for Presidential elector; Tsaac Gor- 
ham Moale had three hundred and thirty-nine votes for Presidential elector; 
that Robert C. Combs had three hundred and thirty-nine votes for Presidential 
elector; that Hattersly W. Talbott had three hundred and thirty-nine votes for 
Presidential elector; that Francis S. Hill had three hundred and forty-five votes 
for Presidential elector; that John R, Bond had three hundred and forty-five 
votes for Presidential elector; that James W., Waddell had three hundred and 
forty-five votes for Presidential elector; that Samuel Roop had three hundred 
and forty-five votes for Presidential elector; that William th had three hun- 
dred and forty-five votes for Presidential elector; that Joseph M. Cushing had 
three hund and forty-five votes for Presidential elector; that Thos. Parran, 
a; had three hundred and forty-five votes for Presidential elector; that = 
el Chisholm had three hundred and forty-tive votes for Presidential elector; 
that Eugene Levering had no votes for Presidential elector; that Charles W, 
Jefferson had no votes for Presidential elector; that Esaw D. Insley had 
no votes for Presidential elector; that Phineas F. Ball had no votes for Pres- 
idential elector; that Richard M. J. Harker had no votes for Presidential 
elector; that Frank V. Rhodes had no votes for Presidential elector; that De- 
Witt C. Ingle had no votes for Presidential elector; that Francis B., Sapping- 
ton had no votes for Presidential elector; that Barnes Compton had three hun- 
dred and forty-one votes for Representative in Congress m the Fifth Con- 
ional district; that Sydney E. Mudd had three hundred and thirty votes 
or Representative in Congress from the Fifth Co onal district; that Wil- 
liam H. Hellen had four votes for Representative in Congress from the Fifth 
Congressional district: that John W. Shemmell had three hundred and forty- 
eight votes for road commissioner for the second election district of Calvert 
County; that Benjamin Rawlins had three hundred and twenty-five votes for 

road commissioner for the second election district of Calvert County. 
Sores under our hands at the place of said election, this 6th day of Novem- 

T, 
W. SPARKLIN, Return Judge. 
D. H. WELAND, Judge. 
Attested by E. S. HUMPHREYS, Judge. 
R, A. BUCKMASTER, Clerk. 
Tuos. H. HARRISON, Olerk. 


Here is district No. 3 of Calvert County. The returns 
written out as the law requires, in words at length: 
STATE OF MARYLAND, Calvert County, scl. : 

Thereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy taken from the certificate 
and statement made out by the judges of election on the book of the polls of the 
second district of said county, which book of the polls is now deposited among 
the records of the office of the clerk of circuit court for Calvert County. 

In testimony whereof I hereto set my hand and affix the seal of the circuit 
court for Calvert County this 7 day of February, A. D. 1889, 

[sEAL.] JOHN SEDWICK, Clerk. 
STATE OF MARYLAND, Calvert County, to wit: 

We, the undersigned, duly appointed by the county commissioners of said 
county, in due form of law, judges of election in th district No. 3, do 
hereby certify and return that we did attend on the sixth day of November, 
eighteen hundred and ecight-eight, at Lower Marlborough, the place appointed 
by law for holding the election within said district, and did then and there ap- 
point Benja. A. Sunderland and Joseph R. Griffin clerks of the election, who 
severally qualified as directed by law. 

We further certify that we did then and there, before cae of the peace of 
said county (or before each other), qualify as judges of election as by law di- 
rected, and did then and there, at the hour of 8 o'clock in the morning, open the 

lis for an election for President and Vice-President of the United States, for 

presentative in the Fifty-first Congress of United States, and for com- 
missioner in the third election district of said county; that we continued the 
polls o until 6 o'clock in the evening of the same day, when they were closed, 
the ballot-box opened, and the ballots publicly counted, when it appeared that 
Grover Cleveland and Allen G. Thurman, and the following Lamina James 
Hodges, Henry William Roberts, James G, Herbert, Willoughby N. Smith 
Isaac G, Moale, Ro ©. Combs, and Hattersly W. Talbott, had three hund: 
and twenty-six votes for their respective offices. Barnes Compton had three 
hundred and eleven votes for Representative in the aforesaid Congress, and 


have been 
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Watson had three hundred and seventeen votes for road commissioner 


Roop, William Coath, Joseph M, Cus 5 
holm, had two hundred and eighty for 
, jrn who had two hundred and seyenty- votes. Sydney E. Mudd had 
two hundred and eighty-five votes for resentative in the aforesaid Con- 
gress, and Richard S. Ward had two hund and ninety votes for road commis- 
sioner in the third district of said county. 
Given under our hands at the place of said election this sixth day of Novem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and eighty-cight. 
HENRY I ah 


J. F. IREL 
P. H. JONES, 


except Thomas 


Attested by— 
JOSEPH R. GRIFFIN, Clerk. 
B. A. SUNDERLAND. 
STATE OF MARYLAND, Calvert County, sel. : 
I hereby certify that the aforegoing is a true copy taken from the certificate 
and statement made out by the Sod of election on the books of the polls of 
the third district of said county, which book of the polis is now deposited among 
the records of the office of the clerk of circuit court for Calvert County. 
In testimony whereof I hereto set my hand and affix the seal of the circuit 
court for Calvert County, this 7 day of February, A. D. 1889. 
[srar.] JOHN SEDWICK, Clk. 


And here is district number 2, first precinct, of Calvert County, the 
only precinct and the only district in Calvert County where the law 
has not been complied with, where the result has not been written out 
in words at length; but the figures have been put down, and instead of 
writing 379, or 407, as the case may be, three characters havé been em- 
ployed to represent what the law says it shall take twenty-six to rep- 
resent, and not attested by the clerks, asin each of the other districts: 
STATE or MARYLAND, Calvert County, to wit: 


We, the undersigned, duly appointed by the county commissioners of Calvert 
County judges of election for the second precinct of the first election district of 
said county, do hereby certify and return that wedid meet at St, Leonard's, the 
usual place of nape, Recep and after qualifying by taking the following 

y law: . 


Judges’ oath. 

“We and ¢ach of us do swear that we will permit all persons to vote who 
shall offer to vote at the election now to be held for Calvert County whose names 
shall be found on the registry list of qualified voters furnished to us according 
to law as qualified voters under the constitution and laws of the State, and that 
we will not permit any person to vote at the same election whose name shall 
not sopas on said registry of qualified voters, and we will in all things execute 
the office of ju of election according to the best of our knowledge, without 

favor or partiality, so help us God ;” 
and after ap inting W.S. Peterson and J. S. Thomas as clerks, who were 
duly qualified by taking the following oath: “We do swear that we will well 
a age hee Bi without favor or affection or partiality, execute the office ot 
clerks of election now to be held, according to the best of our knowledge, so 
help us God,” did then and there proceed to open the polls, and continued 
them open from 8 o'clock a. m. until 6 o'clock p. m. of the same day, when the 
polls were closed, ballot-box opened, and ballots publicly counted, when it ap- 


peared 
Grover Cleveland, for President of the United States, had received 174. 
Allen G. Thurman had received 174. 
For electors for President and Vice-President: 
James Hodges, 174. 
Henry Page, 174. 
William Scott Roberts, 174, 
James G. Berrett, 174. 
Willoughby M. Smith, 174. 
Isaac Gorham Mould, 174, 
Robert C. Combs, 174. 
Hathersby W. Talbot, 174. 
For Congress : 


oath as 


A.S. Leathering, 151. 

For Sonjamia Harrison, NE 
n Harrison, 

For Vice-President ; 

Levi P. Morton, 391. 
For electors: 

Francis S. Hill, 391. 

John R. Bond, 391. 

James W. Wae 8391, 


Samuel Roop, 391. 
William Couth, 391. 
James M. Cushing, 391. 
Thomas Parran, jr., 391, 
= Daniel Oh iel Chrisholm, 391. 
‘or : 
Sidney E. Mudd, 407. 
For road commissioner: 
William T. Lusby, 393, 


‘or President: 

Clinton B, Fisk, 2, 

For Vice-President: 
John A. Brooks, 2, 

= ae 1 i ing, 2. 

Lovering, 

Charles W. Jefferson, 2. 
Esom S. D. Insley, 2. 


DeWitt C. Ingle, 2. 
Francis B. Sappington, 2. 

For Con; $ 

> Lf . Hillen, 2. 

‘or Congress: 

Benjamin J. Bowen, 2. 

For road commissioner: 
Thomas W. McCready, 7. 

As witness thereof we have hereunto set our handsand affix our seals this 6th 


day of November, 1888, 
JAMES BROOME, R. J. [SEAL 
7 SEAL. 
SEAL, 


JAS. T. 
J- À, LUDWIK, Jn, 


Mr. ROWELL. Is that what you call the record of what you were 
saying about the 379 votes? f 
. GIBSON. Yes, sir. 
Maca cay of one pie net 
t those judges on the t of the 
379, instead of 407? 

Mr, GIBSON. ‘There arecertain things which, with all due respect 
to my learned friend from Ohio, it is not necessary to proye by evi- 
dence, because the law takes notice of them. It is not necessary in 
a court of justice to prove by a witness that the sun shines, that the 
grass is green, that water runs, It is not necessary to prove things 
which have happened according to the ordinary course of nature; it 
not necessary to prove the course of time. The law takes judicial no- 
tice of these things, and the law takes judicial notice of the fact, while 
not expressed in the record as I have put it, that it is only by the com- 
bination of the figures 379, and not 407, thai nine men are enabled to 
swear to the governor of a State that the return is 1,138, and not 1,166. 

Mr. ROWELL, Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. GIBSON. I will. 

Mr. ROWELL. Then I understand that Poqo mean when you 

of this matter being in the record is that ng the returns as 
they went to the governor and footing up all the precinct returns, and 
deducting 28, it would prove that in one precinct they announced 28 
less than appeared on the returns, 

Mr. GIBSON. Ido not say that. I have not taken the 28 votes 
from the 1,166, making 1,138, but I have taken the 28 votes from 407 
votes in the second precinct of the first district, the only precinct in 
Calvert County where a fraud was possible, and it makes 379. 

Mr. LACEY. Is it not true that there is not one word of evidence 
anywhere to indicate that the return you speak of has been altered in 
any way? Isitnot true that no testimony was taken to show that 
those figures have been altered? 

Mr. GIBSON. Why should there have been testimony taken on that 
point when all the muniments of our title on which we relied were 
what the law giao 1 geal Why should we seek to prove a negative? 
Nine men have testified to our title. Every man of them, except three 
in Calvert County, has sworn on the night of the election that those 
figures were correct, and two days afterward they have sworn it, and 
you have brought but one man here to testify to the contrary. 

Now, I want tomake good my word with reference to the remarkablo 
report of the gentleman from Ohio, to which I have referred. Mr. 
Mudd, he says, called the return judges of every precinct in the county 
and proved by them that the returns on file in the clerk's office were 
the very returns which they made, and were in no way altered. Is 
that the fact as disclosed by the record, gentlemen of the committee? 
On the contrary, it is apparent from this record that but one of these 
return judges has certified where you say four have certified, and that 
one return judge is Broome, in the second precinct of the first election 
district, when he says that the figures are correct because he sees them 
before him, without reference to what the figures were when he certified 
to them three months before, while the return judges in the other three 
districts only certify that the return in their districts is correct, making 
no certificates as to the returns in the district known as precinct No, 1. 

There is the answer to that proposition. I now come to the further 
one in to what the gentleman from Ohio has said in his report 
with reference to the clerk of the court. He “‘proves by the clerk of 
the court,” hesays. Proves what? That immediately upon seeing it 
stated in the newspapers that the return of the governor gave the con- 
testant only 1,138 votes he wrote to the governor stating that a mis- 
take had been made and asking permission to correct it. Is that so? 
What newspaper? Where published? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GIBSON, I ask but a few moments more. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas, I yield ten minutes additional to the gen- - 
tleman from land, 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman, though I 
do not know that I can get through in that time. Are you gentlemen 
of the House, sworn to do even-handed justice between the contestant 
and the contestee, going to permit the Committee on Elections to be 
the keeper of your consciences? If you do, require of that committee 
the strictest accountability in ting the facts as they exist. 

This committee has conceded as part of the proof before that com- 
mittee that the clerk of the county court of Calvert has certified that 
he saw it stated in the newspaper, proving by the clerk that the re- 
turns gave the contestant 1,116 votes. He stated he wrote to the 

vernor that a mistake had been made and asked leave to correct it. 

e clerk of the court did no such thing, and it is not a part of the 
record. The clerk of the court, John Sedwick, asserts that his atten- 
tion was called not immediately after the election, as the chairman of 
the committee would have you believe, but was called, as he says, last 
fall, after the election, after the official returns had gone to Governor 
Jackson. Weeks had elapsed, and the return had been made to the 
governor. He then wrote the governor and asked whether there was 
any way to correct it, and the governor told him it could not be cor- 
rected. So much for this. 

Therefore no reliance can be placed on the suggestions of the clerk of 


of the record does it appear 
tion swore that there were 
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the court, What business had the clerk todo with the returns? That 


is the province of the judges. It isnot for the House or the commit- 
tee ad ie upon what the judges did on the night of the election, but 
generally to inquire whether the return judges in making up the re- 
turns of the whole county had correctly certified the figures to the gov- 
ernor so as to enable him to certify to this House one of these gentle- 
men had been elected. 

I repeat, although I do not reiterate, that nine men have made this 
statement, nine men computed these figures, nine men certified tothem, 
and that certificate is the basis of the judgment you are to pronounce 
in this connection, 

The learned chairman said the contestee might have offered some 
testimony to show it, but he did not doit. Was it the province of the 
contestee? Why has not the contestant taken the best evidence in his 
power to show that the return of 1,166 was correct. Where are these 
clerks, Thomas and Peterson, who on the night of the election, on the 6th 
of November, 1888, compared their tally-sheets, which were bound to 
to who certified, Thomas with Peterson and Peterson with 
Thomas, that but 379 votes had been polled in that precinct? They 
certified toit. They swore to it; not being content to certify to it, they 
swore it was correct. They are not dead nor beyond the reach of the 
contestant. Why did you not call the other two judges, Ross and 
Ludwick? Why did you not recount these ballots? 

The law of Maryland which is the rule and guide of your course of 
conduct in this case provides that not only the judges, but the clerks of 
elections as soon as the last man has deposited his ballot in the glass 
ballot-box provided by the State, not the spurious tin box with a double 
shoot, but a glass box through which the sun-light shines—the law of 
Maryland provides when it is discovered the last voter, in the time 
prescribed by law, has deposited his ballot, then the clerks are sworn 
under the law to call out in a loud voice the result of the election. 
Thomas and Peterson compared their tally-lists and found that Mudd 
had received 379 votes. They called out that factin aloud voice, The 
three judges, Broome, Ludwick, and Ross, swore to those 379 votes as 
well as the four ene jaag : 

These gentlemen were all Republicans and had no purpose or desire 
to falsify the returns. It was after that this Democratic newspaper— 
three months after this event, on that night it was stated that Mudd 
received 1,166 votes instead of 1,138. He says on the night of the elec- 
tion he went to the precinct to get returns for his paper and published 

the next day. If that was his ouly object and he obtained what 
hY went for, where is the newspaper with these returns in it, the pub- 
lished me of the facts upon which this committee relies and 
asks ouse to say 407 rather than 379 was the vote for the contest- 
ant at that precinct; why was not that fact produced? 

I pas from this view of the case and now come to another feature. 
We relied upon this decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. The Committee on Elections, not content with hoisting the 
black flag upon which are inscribed the death’s-head and cross-bones of 
their colors, and boldly pirating from the vote of Calvert County 28 
votes to give the contestant, which he himself did not claim he was 
entitled to as a part of the return—I say, not content with that, they fly 
to another tion which is to be impregnable, in that 54 votes are to 
be to them in votes improperly rejected because improperly 


us, Mr. Speaker, I say to the gentleman representing that 
committee, absolutely preposterous. Six voters of the 64have already 
voted in the county in which they claimed the right to vote, and yet 
u demand on the judgment of this House that these 6 votes are to 
counted over again for the contestant,when the truth is that they 
have already voted once for the contestant, and you add to these 6 
votes more cast by some persons voting in other names than their own. 
Take the 46 votes in the other column, and those show that under the 
law of Maryland, which is to be your chart and guide and to control your 
judgmentand consciencesin this investigation—thelaw of Maryland has 
prescribed that no man shall be entitled to his vote unless his name 
eee on the poll-book on the day of election. 

ill you now in bold strides take away the grandest D sera peaks 
which belongs to a sov: State of this Union, and say that it shall 
no more exercise the right to regulate the qualifications of its own 
electors? I challenge the poe, the chairman of the Committee 
on Elections, to show this House in any Federal statute or by the de- 
cision of the highest court of the land, or, for that matter, by the de- 
cision of any court of Christendom, that votes which have never gone 
into the ballot-box can ever be counted for anybody. It is to 
claim it. Here is the Hamlet of the play. The fraud you have 
charged has recoiled upon you. E 

In conoissia T will “in regard to what was said by my learned 
friend on the other side about my colleague—I have a word to add in 
that connection. This is not a West Virginia case. 

The SPEAKER pro (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). The time 
of the a from Maryland has expired. 
ise 


IBSON. I ask the indulgence of the House for five minutes 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time is under the control of the 
gentleman from Texas. 


Mr. McCOMAS, Iask unanimous consent that five minutes addi- 
tional be added to each side, 

The SPEAKER pro cas pias Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam very much obliged to my colleague. I would 
not waste the time of the House or take any longer time than I have 
occupied, but, Mr. Speaker, in view of my absence of familiarity with 
making speeches on this floor I trust I may be permitted to trespass a 
moment, as I rarely trouble the House. 

In conclusion, I can not forbear to institute a comparison between 
the circumstantia, the surroundings, the standing around, so to speak, 
of this case. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. DALZELL] has argued that 
“ personal considerations ’’ should not weigh in this case. Andif not, 
why not? 

After the selection of the Representative, this House might sit in 
judgment upon his fitness to become a member of it. If he came to 
its doors with a fraudulent claim and the fraud could be clearly shown, 
then the House might and ought always to reject him as unfit to en- 
ter. But inasmuch as the solemn act of the State, by its highest offi- 
cial, is by such a proceeding to be declared hasty and ill-considered or 
fraudulent, out and out,and inasmuch as the declared choice of the 
district is to be reversed, it behooves this House, for its own honor, 
dignity, and self-respect, and for the sake of the reputation that will 
come of it, to take heed thatsuch proceeding on its part shall be well 
sustained by unquestionable facts and in conformity with the rules of 
honor and justice. 

It was never meant by the makers of the Constitution that this 
House should sit in judgment upon the elections held in any part of 
this country. It was no part of this purpose, when the right to ex- 
clude improper characters was given this House, to grant an inquisi- 
torial power to nose about the several precinctsand by taking advantage 
of technicalities and casual omissions, or by worse means, to make and 
unmake Representatives and secure majorities at their will. If such 
is to be the practice of parties in the majority freedom is a farce and 
the pretense of self-government a delusion and a snare. 

No, sir; the right of the district to have the Representative of its 
choice seated is a precious right. Whoever assails it threatens the de- 
struction of the whole fabric of government; whoever disobeys it will 
bring down upon himself and us the temple of liberty, and the hopes 
of its lovers will perish with it, 

All are equally interested in the protection of this right. The same 
wrong may at any time threaten the constituency of any member 
within the sound of my voice, and it behooves all to take solemn heed . 
that the habit of contesting elections when the sitting member is not 
of the dominant party does not grow and become the— 


* * little rift within the lute 
That by and by will make the music mute 
And ever widening slowly silence all. 


Sir, republican institutions have already once been sorely tried, but 
they have not been hardly hurt, The body corporate has lost no limb; 
it stands up straight and beautiful and strong, its bosom still heaving 
slightly with the effort of thestruggle, but healthy, hearty, and giving 
mane for an endless life of peace and use and happiness, So may it 
ever be. 

But if meddling by the General Government with the affairs of the 
separate States be carried so far as to violate the bounds set by the 
makers of the Constitution, if under any form of law or cover or pre- 
tense the free will of the people be thwarted here, mistrust will take 
the place of confidence in our form of government, dependence will be 
less upon right than might, the scenes of the last days of the Roman 
Empire will be re-enacted, and chaos will ensue. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said this nation has had one trial already 
and passed through it without loss of pewer or prestige. There is an- 
other coming worse than the first, whose mutteringsare faint, far off, yet 
distinctly audible to him who knows how to listen. Meet it we must. 
There is and can be no escape, but if at the time the struggle comes 
all wise and good men have reason to know that the Government is 
administered as it was meant to be, that the Stoic philosophy is the 
rule of administrative conduct, if nowhere those in power make use 
of that power for partisan rather than for national purposes, that broad 
earnest views prevail, then all will be well, at least in the end. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if the contrary is the case, if everywhere, or at 
least if in high places, expediency takes the place of justice; if ‘‘ to 
can’? is better than ‘‘to ought,’’ then they who understand the rule of 
might, and who have not been taught the restraints of right, will rise 
and work their will. 

How important, therefore, in this connection, are these very ‘‘per- 
sonal considerations’’ the gentleman from Pennsylvania ignores. 

You know well, Mr. Speaker, the character of the man whose seat is 
contested here. You have already seen ‘‘the mettle of his pasture; ’’ 
but knowing him as you do, as well as you do, not a tithe of such 
knowledge is as belongs to me, who have known him for 
many years. I have known him, sir, in all the relations of life, public 
and private, social and political, as a legislator, as a senator of our 
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honored Stato of Maryland, as president of that senate, for twelve years 


the treasurer of that State, ing the revenues of that State. Go- 
ing from the high offices he held, declining a renomination for a fourth 
term, he retired to receive at the hands of his people the deserved 
plaudit of ‘* Well done, thou good and faithful servant.” You know 
how he has been rewarded with still higher honors in the councils of 
the nation as your peer upon this floor. 

You have known his actions upon this floor, his incomings and out- 
goings. Not a pulsation of his heart in his intercourse with you on 
this floor but what has beat responsive tothe honor and glory of his 
whole country. Not for his own district, not for his own State alone, 
but for the welfare of the whole country has he fearlessly sought such 
legislation as would result in the blessings of good government which 
should fall like the dew of heaven as well upon the r man as 
upon the rich man, You know full well not only that, but you 
know the State from which he comes. Maryland is not Arkansas. 
None of the conditions surround my State that you have s0 
causelessly, for purposes of yourown, as existing within the borders of 
Arkansas, as proud and glorious a State as any in the American Union 
and undeserving of the conditions of blood and murder and the rape of 
the ballot-box you have put upon her. 

T heard the gentleman from lowa, General HENDERSON, say the other 
day, in reference to election cases, that, whenever he found black-handed 
fraud and red-handed murder in connection with contested-election cases, 
that wherever he found anything of that character or any such surround- 
ings, he would vote to unseat any man claiming to hold a seat under 
any such circumstances; but Maryland occupiesnosuch position. Law 
and order reign supreme within our borders. She was a State honored 
in the Union when the States represented by many of the gentlemen 
on this floor were yet unborn. Maryland has watched with pride the 
stars in our political firmament march on to glory and greatness, and 
has herself guided the ‘‘course of empire westward on its way.” 

Maryland rocked the cradle of your Constitution, she nurtured it in 
its growth and she defended and upheld it when assailed. When the 
wild storm of war surged around us, a war in which “‘the very names 
of affection and kindred were but new incentives to hatred and rage,” 
Maryland stood true to her post, like the pilot at the helm with the 
storm shrieking in his ear, and sent fifty thousand of the best and 
bravest of her sons to fight for the flag and for the Union. Maryland 
se never been bought. Maryland has never been scared; never did 
she— 


* crook the pregnant hinges of the knee 
Where may follow fawning, 


But, gentlemen, whether you will heed or whether you will forbear, 
the clouds are in the heavens for you just the same. Let me tell you 
that it needs no “second Daniel come to judgment” to interpret the 
handwriting on the wall. Let me tell you that in your next loud shout 
oftriumph with which you will hail your effected purpose, in the wrong 
done my colleague and my State, there will come to you in that shout 
an undertone of warning which will proclaim that the vengeance ofan 
outraged people, though it cometh slowly cometh surely, and will beas 
inexorable as the grave. Let me tell you that if you persist in such a 
course the setting sun on the election day in next November will hide 
in ignominious shadow your diseomfited myrmidonsof wrongdoing, mis- 
rule, and injustice. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

_The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Iwill inquire of the gentleman from Texas 
if he can not occupy some of his time now. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas. The balance of the time, so far as this side 
is concerned, will be given to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Compton]. Weare entitled to one hour, and it is the opinion of mem- 
bers of the committee that time should be given to Mr. Compton to 
address the House, and I trust he may be allowed that privilege. 

Mr. CRISP. I would suggest to the gentlemen on the other side to 
use all their time but an hour, and leave one hour to be used to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Ido not accept that as an agreement, but 
we will substantially do that. If the House has gotten down out of 
the clonds, I will now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GREENHALGE]. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
agreement to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 140) to pre- 
vent the introduction of contagious diseases from one State to another, 
and for the punishment of certain offenses. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
House bills of the following titles: ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 417) for the erection of a public building at Houlton, 


Pe 5 
A bill (H. R. 3592) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield; and 
A. bill E R. pna: to increase the pension of Isaac Endaly. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 856) 
to amend section 1 and section 9 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the Denison and Washita Valley Railway Company to construct and 


operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved July 1, 1889. 
It also announced the Senate had passed bills of the following 


titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
A bill (S. 188) to provide for the of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Dover, in the State of New Hampshire; 
A bill (S. 189) to provide for the of a site and the erection 
os public building thereon at Nashua, in the State of New Hamp- 


ire; 
A bill (S. 314) for the relief of Mary B. Le Roy; 
A bill (S. 640) granting a pension to Annie D. Rundlett; 
A bill (S. 916) granting a pension to Mary E. Harney; : 
A bill (S. 1029) to provide for the purchase of a site for a public 
building at Spokane Falls, in the State of Washington; 

A bill (S. 1030) to provide for the purchase of a site for a public build- 
ing at Tacoma, in the State of Washington; 

A bill (8. 1031) to provide for the purchase of a site for a public build- 
ing at Seattle, in the State of- Washington; 

A bill (8. 1075) to provide for the purchase of asite for a public build- 

at Walla Walla, in the State of Washington; 

A bill (S. 1136) for the relief of William De Ford, trustee for C. D. 
De Ford & Co.; 

A bill (S. 1319) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Deadwood, in the State of South Da- 


‘ota; 
A bill (S. 1354) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
ve a public building thereon at Sioux Falls, in the State of South Da- 
ota; 
A bill (S. 1453) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Saginaw, in the State of Michigan; 
_A bill (S. 2692) to establish certain ports of delivery in Alaska Ter- 


ritory; 

A bill (S. 3060) to carry out the provisions of section 15 of an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to provide forthe division of Dakota into two States and 
to enable the people of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and 
Washington to form constitutions and State governments and to be ad- 
mitted into the Union,” approved February 22, 1889; and 

A bill (S. 3089) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to surv 
and mark the seventh standard parallel between the States of Ni 
and South Dakota. 


ELECTION CONTEST—MUDD VS. COMPTON, 


Mr. GREENHALGE. Mr. Speaker, I was very glad to see that the 
House was inclined to grant indulgence to the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Grssox] who has just taken his seat; and I should be will- 
ing even to go further and to ask that five minutes he allowed from each 
side to that gentleman to recover his customary and constitu- 
tional equanimity after the attack of hysterics under which he has evi- 
dently labored and which has aroused the anxious. solicitude of both 
sidesofthe House. [Laughter.] Nothing pleases memore, Mr. Speaker, 
than to witness the fervor manifested by gentlemen upon the other side 
towards the Constitution; and I do not suppose that, in the ecstasy of 
their feelings, it makes much difference what constitution itis towards 
which their devotion or their expression of devotion is directed [laugh- 
ter]; whether the constitution of man, the ‘‘ Constitutions of Claren- 
don,” the constitution of Maryland, or the Constitution of the United 
States of America. When I hear their expressions of devotion to the 
latter instrument, a problem occurs to my mind as to how in the world 
it was possible for that instrument to subsist for a numberof years 
without the active support of soma of the gentlemen upon the other 
side. [ ter upon the Republican side. } 

Somebody told me, I think some ne correspondent—I speak 
it with fear and trembling, and hope I shail not receive a shot from 
anybody—that devotion to the Constitution was carried so far that 
during the vicissitudes of some great battle of the late rebellion, when 
one gentleman upon the other side was ordered to advance u the 
Federal troops, he argued the question against his co: er, and 
proved, at least to his own satisfaction, that the movement would be 
‘t unconstitutional.” [Renewed laughter.] In my opinion that gal- 
lant leader was correct. Platghtee Tt 

I do not know what views are entertained upon these subjects at the 
present time by gentlemen upon the other side, but nothing gives me 
greater pleasure than to hear the eulogies passed upon immortal in- 
strument—the Constitution of the United States—by my friends on the 
other side. I am very glad when I see my calm and judicial friend 
from Texas [Mr. Moore] rising and imploring that the Constitution 
shall be saved. Now, I assure you, Mr. Speaker, that there is not the 
least danger to the Constitution at the present time, certainly not from 
the Committee on Elections, so long as the gentleman from Texas re- 
mains as a member of that body, and I hope it will be manifest to this 
House and to the public opinion of the country when the record of the 
Committee on Elections is made up at the close of its work that not 
merely have the Constitution and the laws been safe in their hands, 
but that the rights of the humblest citizen and the sacred rights of a 
meraber duly elected to his seat in this House, as well as those of the 
people who elected him, haye been preserved sacredly and intact. 
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Iam glad to see, Mr. Speaker, that when we eliminate the question 
from this case upon which we a; when we eliminate from this case 
the questions of the 3 votes cast for ‘‘S. N. Mudd,” "S. E. Mudd,” and 
“ Mudd ” upon the one side and ** Compton ” upon the other; when we 
apply to them the elementary rules of the law applicable to contested- 

ection cases, and allow them to each party respectively, I think it 
will be clear from the questions which remain that the facts and the 
policy and. the principles upon the one side and upon the other as be- 
tween the majority and minority of the committee are separated by a 
line of demarkation as vivid and clear as a line of fire, which shows pre- 
cisely the difference between the mental constitution, the policy, and 
principle of the majority, and the mental constitution, and policy, and 
principle of the minority. 

Now, there are only two great questions left in this case for discus- 
sion aside from the questions of individual votes, which I have not time 
to take up and which the elaborate analyses of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvcnia [ Mr. DALZELL] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LA- 
cry] have made entirely clear to the House, so that any discussion by 
me would be simply superfluous. 

I say we have simply a question of the 28 votes in Calvert County 
and a question of conduct of the election in that third district of 
Anne Arundel County to which reference has been made. I say, Mr. 
Speaker, that here in the matter of inquiry into the question of allow- 
ing 28 votes the difference in the mental constitution—as I put it— 
on the one side and on the other of this House becomes apparent. I 
say that we, sitting here as a high court, as an august tribunal, as the 
grandest tribunal in some respects, I think, upon the earth, we have the 
right to ascertain, not merely what are the rules of procedure, not 
merely what are the directory laws and mandatory laws and technical 
regulations upon this point and upon the other, but the real facts, the 
true essence of the case; what are the true, real, and genuine rights of 
all parties, Ifwe find that, by some error, a mistake is made in the 

returns sent to the governor in the first instance; if we show by the 
testimony of the Judges of election that there was such a mistake; if 
weshow by adding up the columns of figures that the true result is what 
we claim it to be, that there were not merely 1,138 votes cast for the 
contestant in that case, but 1,166, then I say that we have every con- 
fidence in appealing to this House to say that, no matter what the tech- 
nical rule may be, no matter what the forms of the law were, strictly 
speaking, if the facts, upon the sworn testimony, upon the certificate 
of the judges, are as we claim they are, Isay that this House is bound as 
a highest court in the land upon questionsof this character, as the court 
of last resort, to give these 28 votes to the contestant. 

I have here the testimony of half a dozen witnesses. I will leave 
out most of them because they may be objected to as ublicans, I 
refer to the testimony of Augustus Wilson (page 272), of John Sedwick 
(page 273), of James Broome (page 274), of T. W. Sparklin (page 275). 
These witnesses, I say, may be objected to on the ground that they are 
Republicans, so I will take the testimony of Charles S. Parran (page 
273), who testifies that the returns as corrected are 1,166 votes for 
Mudd, for Compton 866; that these are the correct returns according to 
the papers and documents in the office of the constituted authorities of 

-elections in Calvert County. His testimony ought to be accepted even 
by my friend the gentleman from Maryland, the final questions to the 
witness Parran being: 


Q. What are your politics? 
A. Tama ocrat, 

Q. Did P saa vote for Mr, Compton? 
A. I di 


We have the returns from the different election districtsin that county, 
and they carry out, fi by figure, the theory presented in this able 
and elaborate report drawn by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. COOPER] 
on behalf of the majority of the committee. I therefore say that there 
is no question that this Honse, disdaining these minor forms, throwing 
aside technicalities which no man ought to stand te in seeking a 
place upon this floor—a seat in this House—will decide that these 28 
votes belong to the contestant as matter of right and justice. 

Nov we come to the only other question which is allotted to me for 
diseussion, and that commprehends the occurrences in the third precinct 
of Anne Arundel County, and I congratulate the gentleman from Texas 
Sea Moore] upon the beautiful picture which he has drawn of af- 

in that election district of that county. I have always supposed 
that my friend from Texas [Mr. Moorr] had a strain of poetry in his 
composition; I think most men have; but I think it comes out vividly 
in this minority report, even through tho harsh, chilly, and apparently 
uncongenial element of cold figures and tabulated statements. My 
friend’s observations upon the occurrences in this district I commend 
to the attention of the House and to members upon both sides. He 
puts his propositions in numerical order. He says: 

1. That the only guns on the ground that day were some guns which had 
been brought there by persons, some colored and some white, who were on 
their way gunning, 

He does not say ‘‘ gunning” for what, whether forsquirrelsor ‘‘coons.”’ 
[Laughter.] He adds: 

That ~ only pistol-shots fired were by some young men, nowhere near the 

Ww. 


were ata mark. 
2 instead of it being true that there were any such acts of violence as 
calculated 


fi 
to intimidate persons of ordinary firmness, the true state of the 


case is just this: 1. Not long after the polls were opened (they were opened at 
8 a. m.) and after some few white men voted, a body of colored men, num- 
bering about one hundred men, who has assembled at a place called the “ Mill 
Pond,” about 100 yards from the polls, marched ina y to the polling place, 
and after some fifteen of them had voted, two of their number, Hall and Andrew 
Sampson, who were in the line, were by some young man standing there pushed 
or shoved out of the line, and told they had no right to vote there, and thereupon , 
Hall, whom the evidence shows had taken an active in distributing tickets 
among the colored voters, and was looked up to as a leader among them, after 
addressing certain remarks to those around, ordered, according toa large num- 
ber of the witnesses, and advised, according to others, the whole line of negroes 
away from the polls, which order or advice was at once obeyed, and in conse- 
quence of this order or advice, which was subsequently given to others already 


at the poll places or on their way thereto, pee | every one, if not every one, 
of bm: 175 colored people referred to in contestant’s allegation abstained from 
voting. 


8, That according to some of the witnesses it was the same young man who 
pushed or threw outof line both Hall and Sampson; but atall events, according 
to the evidence of anumber of thecontestant’s own witnesses, the whole num- 
ber of the class of persons described by some of the witnesses as “strangers,” 
and by others “roughs,’”’ and who are alleged to have caused the intimidation 
of the 175 negro voters, was but three. 

4. That eae to the contestant’s own proof there were from 50 to 100 
colored voters in line when the two men, Hall and Sampson, were shoved or 
pushed out of line; and this number was further increased shortly after, as most 
did not leave the groundstill after 120’clock, and there were 161 on the grounds 
during that time. 

5, That according to the overwhelming mass of evidence, as given by the con- 
testant's own witnesses, no blows were struck at any time, no fire-arms or 
shown, no threats of personal violence made, not even the hunting guns had 
inen kras brought to the grounds when the trouble with Hall and Sampson 

6. According to the contestant’s own evidence none of the 175 votes were ever 
tendered to the judges; on the contrary, the voters admit that they refused to 
tender their votes, 

Thatis the picture of sylvan peace, of order and quietness and beauty, 
which my friend from Texas draws. It is a ‘‘ peace that passes under- 
standing ’’—especially the understanding of this House. They say of 
Warsaw that ‘* Peace reigns in Warsaw,” and then we find that in that 
unhappy city they have ‘‘ made a solitude and called it peace,” and I 
think when you turn to some of the evidence in this record you will 
find that it was a peace of similar character which prevailed in this 
third election district of Anne Arundel County. 

I cite the testimony of Arthur C. Whittemore; of James Ellison, a 
witness for the contestee, and of John Ellison, another Democrat 
(pages 60 and 61, and 370 and 371 of the record}, to show that there 
were guns in the wagon there, at this polling place, and the testimony 
of A. K. Young and a number of other witnesses that several of these 
gentlemanly visitors from Baltimore, to whom reference has been made, 
carried revolvers. That appears on page 63 of the record. There was 
no violation of the peace, my friend from Texas says; nobody was hit, 
no actual violence was used. I say that, from the testimony on pages 
59 and 62 and 63 of the record, the contrary appears. I refer to the 
testimony of A. K. Young andof Mr. Jubb, to whom objection is 
made because he is a Democrat who was not in favor of Mr. Compton. 

Well, though he was not in favor of Mr. Compton, he voted for 
Cleveland, and I trust that is a redeeming circumstance in the eyes of 
my friends on the other side. I cite that testimony to show that one 
man was struck. His name was Roderick Kess. He was struck close 
behind the ear. This occurrence appears u: page 62 of the record. 
The whole crowd of these 175 men, numittel to he in line ready to vote, 
was pushed back, as appearson page 59, in the testimony, page 64, of 
Osmond §. Pumphrey, a Democrat; and one William H. Hall, page 
65 of the record of testimony, was forbidden to vote. He wasa colored 
man of intelligence, of high character, of property, whose influence 
upon this line of 175 men was strong, and who, after he had been 
threatened and shamefully assaulted, and after two men, and three 
men, and four men had been pushed out of the line, and the whole 
crowd of colored voters had been pushed back, said to them: ‘‘ Boys, 
if we can not vote peaceably let us bave no disturbance. We had bet- 
tergo home. This wrong will be righted some time,” 

Ourconstitutional friends on the othersideargue that although ‘‘Tip” 
Wells, “Hatch” Williams, and their illustrious friends were there with 
guns and revolvers, although actual violence had been used and worse 
had been threatened, these facts were not sufficient to justify men of 
‘“‘ ordinary firmness” in leaving the polls, and that the order of Will- 
iam Hall—his ‘‘advice’’—was simply a device to enable the colored 
men to come to this House and obtain a larger allowance of votes than 
they could actually have polled! 

There was no safety for Mr. Hall and his friends unless they retired 
at that time. 

We claim, Mr. Speaker, that there were badges worn by some of this 

g from Baltimore, making them out to be deputy marshals; and 
the testimony of D. H. Williams, on 366 and 367 of the record, 
will give you some idea of what Mr. ‘‘ Hatch’ Williams was in these 
affairs. He has already been referred to as a leader in these election 
operations. We have alist of several of the gentlemen from Baltimore 
who are referred to in various places, both by Democrats and Repub- 
licans, as the ‘‘roughs from Baltimore,” and their euphonious names are 
as follows: Bill Chairs, Frank Chairs, Tip Wells (who was the leader), 
Tong Wales, George Cromwell (a name which has a sound of terror for 
some people), and Ed. Pumphrey. These were the leaders of the gang. 

Mr. COMPTON. Will the gentlemen allow me a moment, for I 
know he does not want to do injustice—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. I yield the gentleman from Massachusetts 
five minutes more. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. What is the question of the gentleman from 
Maryland? 

Mr. COMPTON. Thegentleman from Massachusetts has read seven 
namesof persons whom he describes as the choice spirits, ‘‘Plug Uglies,” 
or what else he may choose to denominate them, from Baltimore City, 
as the men who were guilty of the intimidation here c! I want 
to say to the gentleman—I am sure he does not mean to do injustice 
or to state anything that is not true—that six of those seven men, in 
my opinion—and I am satisfied I am right about this matter—are reg- 
istered voters in the third precinct of the first election district of Anne 
Arundel County; and one of the seven—Tip Wells—upon whose name 
the gentleman lays special stress, as do the committee, has voted in 
that district for twenty years. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. It make a very slight difference—— 

Mr. COMPTON. But you said they were the choice spirits from 
Baltimore. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. The number of roughs from Baltimore was 
much more than eight. I only name some of the gentlemen who were 
acting as leaders of the choice spirits from Baltimore. Ido notsay that 
they themselvescame fromthatcity. L[amnotsureabontthat. ‘‘Tip”’ 
Wells probably did, although he had formerly been a resident of this 
district in Anne Arandel County. He came down to this precinct to 
earn promotion or reward in the public service, and very shortly after- 
ward was made a deputy collector of internal revenue under the last 
administration; and I think his duty took him to the city of Baltimore. 

Now, as to “Hatch” Williams, I do not know whether he was in- 
Ss Sears to the soil of Anne Arundel County or to the city of Baltimore. 
I do not think either place, like the seven cities that contended for the 
honor of having given birth to Homer, would make much of a contest 
about Mr. Be Wells or Mr. “Hatch” Williams. 

Now, “Hatch” Williams says in reply to a question: 

Q. You have a nickname—"*Hatch” Williams? 

A. My name is Doran Hatch Williams. 

Q. But they call you “ Hatch,” don’t they? 

A. Yes, sir; my familiar friends do; yes, sir. 

+ ere appointed a deputy sheriff that day? 

. No, sir. 

Q. It has been testified that you had a badge on? 

A. Yes, sir; lot me a that to you. 

Q. What were you doing with a badge on? 

A. Iwill tell = all about that badge business. There was a sent there 
for a man and I put it on for fun; Ijust wanted to see how I would look with a 
badge on; it didn’t remain on my coat but only a minute; the man’s name that 
the badge was sent for was Hiram Sappington; I don’t know whether he was 
appointed by any one to be deputy sheriff or not; I heard he was, and I heard the 
badge was sent there for him. I suppose Mr. Crane knew what he was doing. 
Just hold on a minute, just waita minute, Mr. Rose; [have made s mistake. © 
was appointed deputy sherif and received the badge and I took it away from 
him; he didn’tgive it to me; I took it away from him justthrough a joke and I 
pinned iton my coat and went around there with it on for a few moments and 
then I went to him and I said; “Hiram, here is your badge.” I was not ap- 
pointed and had no right with it. 

Q. Did Mr, Pumphrey have a badge on? 

A. He did. 

Q. Did yousee him interfere with anybody? 

A. Not the least bit in the world. I have been voting there for twenty yea 
and I never saw a more peaceable election in my life. It was the quietest an 
calmest election I ever saw or witnessed, and I think our friend over there [in- 
dicating Mr. Rose], if he will get his man Hall to attend to the niggers, we will 
continue to have peaceable elections, 

Recross-examination: 
That is to say, if the negroes don’t vote down there you will have peacea- 
bislein, is t what I understand you? = 

A. I don’t say anything about that, but I just say Mister Hall was objected to, 
as you term him; I call him Bill Hall; I don’t honor him enough to call him 
Mister Hall; I don’t call no niggers‘ Mister.” He was the marshal of these 
niggers and marshaled them right up ina body, I suppose seventy-five or eighty 
head of them, and when he was objected to he just turned around to his 
little company and said, “ Boys, do you see that? Our votes are objected to; 

way.” Now, if I had been the marshal of the white men, as he was the 
marshal of the n rs, I would have said, * Boys’’—thatis, if my vote had been 
objected to—I would have said, * Boys, my vote is objected to; try your hand,” 
and let them take the same chances that I took, 

Q. Is Mr. Halla property owner down there? 

A. Of course he 

Q. He is considerable of a tax-payer, isn’t he? 

A. I suppose he is, from ene progeny. he owns. 

Q. Haye you any reason, Mr. Williams, to say that he is not a gentleman 
worthy of honor? You say you call him Bill Hall. 

A. I don’t mister no nigger; I don’t care if he owned half of this country I 
would not mister him; and, furthermore, my judgment in this case is, simply 
because Bill Hall is considerable of a tax-payer 1 don’t see what right he hes 
down there any more than any nigger that don’t pay a gae 

Q. (Mx. STANLEY.) In other words, you don't consider any better because 


he my PE to own a little land? 
A. Nota bit, sir; he isa nigger; Iconsider him a nigger, and I don’t consider 


him better than any of the rest of them. 

Now, Isay, Mr. Speaker, whether ‘‘ Hatch ” Williams was bornin Bal- 
timore or in Anne Arundel County I can not say; I leave those locali- 
ties to struggle for that honor as they please. 

I say that the 175 votes in line were a tender which in law would 
be adjudged good even in the mere matter of a transaction relating to 
personal property, as in the case of a tender of greenbacks or legal cur- 
rency in the payment of adebt. Those men stood there ready to put 
their votes into that ballot-box. They were registered; they had done 
all the law required of them, and they were thrown back by foree, by 
violence; they were subjected to strong intimidation with guns and 
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revolvers in the hands of such men as ‘Tip’? Wells and “Hatch” 
Williams and their friends. These men bring to my mind the Balti- 
more roughs of a former day. 

I say this case, this evidence, brings to my recollection the time when 
men from Massachusetts walked through the streets of this same city 
of Baltimorealmost twenty-nine years ago. That grand eventis clothed 
with greater importance now. The blood shed then in the streets of 
Baltimore should be as the blood of redemption of that city and of 
Maryland and the whole country as much to-day as it was in that day, 
nearly twenty-nine years ago, when the Sixth Massachusetts Regiment 
rushed from their homes to save Baltimore and Washington and the 
Republic. [Applause.] I feel bound to stand here to do what I can 
to complete the work begun by men from my own State, from my 
own county, from my own city of Lowell. [Renewed applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Ishould like to know how the time stands between 
the two sides. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair), 
The time has been extended by unanimous consent. There remains 
on this side an hour and ten minutes, and on that side an hour and five 
minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. The contestee prefers not to speak until the morning. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. If the motion to adjourn is made I will not 
antagonize it. 


Mr. CRISP. I move the Honse adjourn. 


WORLD’S FAIR, 


Mr. CANDLER. I ask by unanimous consent that the bill and re- 
port on the world’s fair be printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill and report are as follows: 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, from the Select Committees on World's Fair, 
reported the following bill as a substitute for H. R, 6883: 


A bill (H. R. 8393) to provide for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of 
the diseovery of America by Christopher Columbus by holding an interna- 
tional exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures,and the product of the soil, 
mine, and sea in the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois. 


Whereas it is fit and appropriate that the four hundredth anniversary of the 
discovery of America be commemorated by an exhibition of the resources of 
the United States of America, their development, and of the progress of civil- 
ization in the New World; and 

Whereas such an exhibition should be of a national and international charac- 
ter, so that not only the people of our Union and this continent, but those of all 
nations as well, can participate, and should therefore have the sanction of the 
Congress of the United States: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress , That an exhibition of arts, industries, manu- 
factures, and products of the soil, mine, and sea shall be inaugurated in the year 
1892, in the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, as hereinafter provided. 

Sec. 2. That a commission, to consist of two commissioners from each State 
and Territory of the Uniled States and from the District of Columbia and eight 
co ioners at large, is hereby constituted, to be designated as the World’s 
Columbian Commission. 

Seo, 3. That said commissioners, two from each State and Territory, shall be 
appointed within thirty days from the of this act by the President of- 
the United States,on the nomination of the governors of the States and Terri- 
tories, prepony, and by the President eight commissioners at large and two 
from the District of Columbia; and in the same manner and within the same 
time there shall be appointed two alternate commissioners from each State and 
Territory of the Unitéd States and the District of Columbia and eight alternate 
commissioners at large, who shall assume and perform the duties of such com- 
missioner or commissioners as may be unable to attend meetings of the 
said commission; and in such nominations and appointments each of the two 
leading political parties shall be equally represented. Vacancies in the com- 
mission nominated by the governors of the several States and Territories, re- 
spectively,and also vacancies in the commission at large and from the District 
of Columbia, may be filled in the same manner and under the same conditions 
as provided herein for their original ars Eta 2 

Sec, 4. That the Secretary of State of the United States shall, immediately 
after the passage of this act, notify the governors of the several States and Ter- 
ritories, respectivley, thereof and request such nominations to be made. The 
commissioners so appointed shall be called together by the Secretary of State 
of the United States in the city of Chicago, by notice to the commissioners, as 
soon as convenient after the appointment of said commissioners, and within 
thirty days thereafter. The said commissioners, at said first meeting, shall or- 
ganize by the election of such officers and the appointment of such committees 
as they may deem expedient,and for this purpose the commissioners present 
at said meeting shall constitute a quorum. 

Src. 5. That said commission be empowered in its discretion toacceptfor the 
purposes of the World's Columbian Exposition such site as may be selected and 
offered and such plans and specifications of buildings to be erected for such pur- 
pareas the expense of and tendered by the corporation eet under the 

aws of the State of Illinois, known as “The World's Exposition of 1892." Pro- 
vided, That said site so tendered and the buildings proposed to be erected 
thereon shall be deemed by said commission adequate to the of said 
exposition: And provided, That said commission shall be that the said 
corporation has an actual bons fide and valid subscription to its capital stock of 
at least $5,000,000, of which not less than $500,000 shall have been paid in, and 
that the further sum of $5,000,000, makingin all $10,000,000, will be provided by 
said corporation in ample time for its needful use during the prosecution of the 
work forthe complete 2 gu empinsra for said exposition, 

Sxc. 6, That the said commission shall allot si for exhibitors, prepare a 
classification of exhibits, determine the plan and scope of the ex tion, and 
shall appoint all judges and examiners for the exposition, award all premiums, 
if any, and rally have charge of all intercourse with the exhibitors and the 
representatives of foreign nations. 

Ec. 7, That after the plans for said exposition shall be prepared by said cor- 
poration and approved by said commission,the rules and regulations of said 
corporation governing rates for entrance and admission fees, or otherwise affect- 


ing the righ! rivileges, or interests of the exhibitors or of the public, shall be 
ine ‘bi 5 modification, 


fixed or established by said corporation, subject, however, to su 
ifany,as may be imposed by a majority of said ers. 

Sec. 8. That the said commission shall provide for the dedication of the sa 
ings of the World's Columbian Exposition in said city of Chicago on the 


commission: 


BART OS 


ashington as first President of the United States, with appro riate 
and that the said exposition shall close on the 20th day October, 


Sec, 9, That whenever the President of the United States shall be notified by 
the commission that provision has been made for eer and buildings for the 
uses herein provided for and there has also been filed with him by the said cor- 
poration, known as “The World's Exposition of 1892,” satisfactory proof that 
asum not less than $10,000,000, to be used and expended for the purposes of the 
exposition herein authorized, has in fact been raised or provided for by sub- 
scription or other legally binding means, he shall be authorized, through the 
Department of to make proclamation of the same, setting forth the time 
at which the exposition will open and close, and the place at which it will be 
held; and he shall communicate to the diplomatic representatives of foreign 
nations copies of the same, together with such regulations as may be adopted 
by the commission, for publication in their respective countries, and he shail, 
in behalf of the Government and people, invite foreign nations to take part in 
the said ex: tion and appoint representatives thereto. 

8x6. 10, all articles which shall be imported from foreign countries for 
the sole purpose of range ee pe or said exposition, upon which there shall be a 


o under ury 
scribe; but it shall be lawful at any time during the exhibition to sell for deliy- 


rr of April, 1892, the one hundred and third anniversary of the inauguration 
o George 

ceremonies, 

1892. 


1l. That the sum of FOID, or as much thereof as may be necessary, be, 


the Treasury for purposes connected with the admission of foreign 
goods to said exhibition. 

Sno. 12. That it shall be the duty of the commission to make report, from time 
to time, to the President of the United States of the progress of the work, and, 
in a final report, present a full exhibit of the results of the exposition. 

Src, 13, at the commission hereby authorized shall exist no longer than 
until the Ist day of January, 1898, 

Sxo, 14. That the United States shall not in any manner, nor under any cir- 
cumstances, be liable for any of the acts, doings, proceedings, or representa- 
tions of the said corporation organized under the laws of the State of Illinois, 
its officers, agents, servants, oremployés, orany of them, or for the service, sala- 
ries, labor, or wages of said offi agents, servants, or employés, or any of 
them, or for any subscriptions to the capital stock, or for any certificates of 
stock, bonds, mortgages, or obligations of any kind issued by said corporation, 
or for any debts, liabilities, or expenses of any kind whatever attending such 
corporation or accruing by reason of the same. . 

7 That there shall be exhibited at said exposition by the Government of 
the United States, from its Executive Departments, the Smithsonian Institution, 
the United States Fish Commission, and the National Museum, such articles 
and materials as illustrate the function and administrative faculty of the Gov- 
ernment in time of peace and its resources as a war power, tending to demon- 
strate the nature of our institutions and their adaptation to the wants of the 
people; and to secure a complete and harmonious arrangement of such a Gov- 
ernment exhibit a board shall be created to be charged with the selection, 
preparation, arrangement, safe-keeping, and exhibition of such articles and 
materials as the heads of the several Departments and the directors of the Smith- 
sonian Institution and National Museum may respectively decide shall be em- 
braced in said Government exhibit. The President may also designate addi- 
tional articles for exhibition. Such board shall becom d of one person to be 
named by the head of each Executive Department and one by the directors of 
the Smi nian Institution and National Museum, such selections to be ap- 
proved by the President of the United States. The President shall name the 
chairman of said board, and the board itself shall select such other officers as it 
may deem necessary. 

‘That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to place 
on exhibition, upon such ands asshall be allotted for the purpose, one of the 
life-saving stations auth to be constructed on the coast of the United States 

existing law, and tocausethesame to be fully equipped with all preyed fur- 
niture, an: appliances now in use in all life-saving stations in the United States, 
said building and apparatus to be removed at the close of the exhibition and 
re-crected at the place now authorized by law. 

Src. 16. That the Secretary of the aaa 2 À shall cause a suitabie building or 
buildings to be erected on the site selected for the World's Columbian Exposi- 
tion for the Government exhibits, as provided in this act, and he is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to contract therefor, in the same manner and under the 
same regulations as for other public buildings of the United States; but the con- 
tracts for said building or buildings shall not exceed the sum of $400,000, and for 
the remainder of the l-year and for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, there 
is hereby appropriated for said building or buildings, out of any money in the 
Treasury not erwise appropriated, the sum of $100,000. 

Src. 17. That for the purpose of paying the Ce seeps of transportation, care, 
and custody of exhibits by the Government, and the maintenance of the build- 
ing or buildings hereinbefore provided for, and the safe return of articles be- 
longing to the said Government exhibit, and forthe expenses of the commission 
conten: by this act, and other contingent expenses, to be approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, upon itemized accounts and vouchers, there is hereby 

ro) for the remainder of this fiscal year and for the fiscal year ending 
5 une 30, 1891, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That tho 
United States shall not be liable, on account of the erection of buildings, ex- 
penses of the commission or any of its officers or employés, or on account of 
Soy otyoniss incident to or growing out of sald exposition fora sum exceeding 
in the aggregate $1,500,000. 

Sxc. 14. That the commissioners and alternate commissioners appointed un- 
der this act shall not be entitled to any compensation for their services out of 
the Treasury of the United States, except their actual expenses for transporta- 
tion and the sum of $6 per day for subsistence for each day they are necessarily 
absent from their homes on the business of said commission. The officers of 


i 


d out of the sums a riated by Congress in aid of such ition. 
Pie 19. Thar Pn th onto 8: 


for 

the United States in support or liquidation of any debts or obligations created 

by said commission in excess of appropriations made by Congress therefor. 
SEC. 20. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to override or interfere 

with the laws of any State, and all contracts made in any State for the purposes 

of the exhibition shall be subject to the laws thereof, - 


Sec, 21. That no member of said commission, whether an officer or otherwise, 
shall be esting f liable for ány debt or obligation which may be created or 
incurred by the said commission. 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, from the Select Committee on the World's 
Fair, submitted the followin; es (to accompany H. R, $393): 

The Select Committee on World’s Fair, to whom was referred the bill gi 
R. 6883) to feng for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of the dis- 
covery of America by Christopher Columbus by holding an international exhi- 
bition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the products of the soil, mine, and 
sea, in the city of in the year 1892, having the same under considera- 
tion, have instructed me to report back a substitute therefor, entitled, “ A bill 
to provide for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America by Christopher Columbus by holding an international exhibition of 
arts, industries, manufactures, and the product of the soil, mine, and sea in the 
city of Chicago, in the State of Ilinois,” with a recommendation that the origi- 
Sal bill lie upon the table and that the substitute therefor do pass. 

The bill H. R. 6883 was intended to comprehend all that was required to suo- 
cessfully organize n world's fair in either one of the three cities of New York, 
Chicago, or St. Louis, but to which such amendments were to be made as the 
city selected might require. 

By the vote of the House the city of Chicago was selected as the place for holding 
the fair of 1892,and under the instructions given by the action of the House the 
committee has inserted the name of the city of Chicago in the bill, and has con- 
sulted with the representatives of that city for the purpose of perfecting and im- 
proving it, making, after careful consideration, suachamendments as it deemed 
necessary and of importance. 

The bill submitted differs in some essential features from bill H. R. 6883. In 
the second section tho representation of the Territories and the District of Co- 
Jumbia has been increased from one to two commissioners from each, and pro- 
vision is also made for the appointment of eight commissioners at large. A 
name isalso given the commission, the designation applied being “The World's 
Columbian Commission,” 

The third section dispenses with the United States corporation which it was 
proposed to create by the Congress of the United States, Itis also stipulated 
that the commissioners to be appointed from each State and Territory and the 
District of Columbia, together with the eight commissioners to be appointed at 
large, shall be selected equally from the two leading political parties, 

In the fourth section there is no essential change, excepting as tothe question 
of quorum for the first meeting, it being limited to the number t thereat, 
oe is here made for the notification of the governors of the passage of 

1e . 

In the fifth section the commission, in place of acting asa corporation under 
the United States law, asin the previous bill, is authorized to accept for the 
World’s Columbian Exposition the site, plans, and specifications of the build- 
ings to be erected and tendered a Bs corporation created under the laws of the 
State of Illinois known as the “ World's ition of 1892,” The committee, 
in presenting this section, recognize the objections which have been made against 

nited States corporation and have availed themselves of one created under 
the laws of the State of Illinois. 
is suggestion was made by the representatives of the city of Chicago; it is 
in accord with the action taken in the formation of their corporation; it is sim- 
ple and practicable, and relieves the Government from any obligation or con- 
nection with it. It insures that everything connected with the site and erection 
of the buildings shall be conducted by a corporation with ample means, which 
will deliver it, for the uses of the exposition, without any obligations on the 
part of the United States Government, implied or otherwise, beyond that whioh 
the Government appropriates for its own commission and for its own exhibit, 
And the commission, acting independently of the corporation, and without 
power to incur any obligations, is instructed by this act to accept the buildings 
only when they shall be deemed by said commission to be adequate to the pur- 
poses for which they are intended. 

In the original which was submitted to the House the eleventh section stated 
that not less than the sum of $5,000,000 should be subseribed and pledged, and 
not less than 10 per cent. thereof should be actually paid in cash, before the 
commission should do any corporate act other than those necessary to its or- 
ganization. The biil now reported is still more conservative, protecting the 
Government's interests, so far as its connection with it is concerned, and insur- 
ing the financial success of the fair beyond a reasonable npa omy Gl pro- 
viding that the commission shall not only be satisfied that the actual bona fide 
subscription to the capital stock of at least $5,000,000 has been made, of which 
not less than $500,000 has been paid in, but also declares that the further sum of 
$5,000,000, making $10,000,000 in all, shall be provided by the corporation in ample 
time or as needed for the successful prosecution of the work. 

The committee has given careful consideration to the statements of the repre- 
sentatives of the finance committee of tho city of Chicago as to the subscriptions 
to the stock of $5,000,000, and believes the subscriptions to be bona fide, that 
they are made in good faith, and that they will be paid. Some of the state- 
ments made by the chairman of that committee are appended to this report, 
The committee also accept the statements and representations made by the 
citizens of the city of Chicago, through their committee, as to their ability to 
raise an additional five millions, and are of the opinion that they are made in 
good faith, and will not be repudiated. 

While it is the judgment of the committee that the city of Chicago will meet 
the obligations and promises of their representatives, it would call attention to 
the fact that the judgment of this committee is not taken alone, but that the 
commission, on the spot in Chicago, will have s more favorable opportunity to 
satisfy themselves in regard to the site, the plans of the buildings, and the cer- 
tainty of the $10,000,000 than it would be possible for a committee of this House 
to do without taking more time and entering into the details of the exposition 
more fully than would be wise and practicable during a session of Congress. 

The representatives ofthe city of Chicago, who have appeared before your com- 
mittee were ready to meet every requirement indicated by the bill previously 
considered or in the discussion while the location of the site was pending, and 
your committee desires to recognize the fact that itis due to the city of Sanyo 
that it should be assured by the action of this House that the fnir is to be held 
in the city of Chicago, without further delay, as the business arrangements 
connected with the provisions of this act can better adjusted when they are 
assured of the action of Congress. The committee claim that the Government 
of the United States does not assume any risk, but is asked to enact such legis- 
Jation as to demonstrate that it is in sympathy with and desires to encourage 
the patriotice efforts of the citizens of Chicago in this great national and inter- 
national exposition that will mark this important epoch in the history of the 
world and commemorate the life and services of Christopher Columbus in a 
manner worthy the continent which he discovered, 

Section 6 does notappear in the bill previously reported. It defines the duties 
of the commission and gives them the necessary power to allotspace for the ex- 
hibitors, classify exhibits, determine the plan and scope of the exposition, ap- 
point judges and eer ang nb premiums, and to have sgena charge of 
all intercourse with the exhibitors and representatives of fo sign nations. 

Section 7 authorizes the corporation of “ The World’s Exposition of 1892" to 
make any modification in the plans, subject to the a) val of a jority of the 
commissioners; to make rules governing the rates for entrance and admission 
eB or otherwise affecting the rights, privileges, or interests of the exhibitors 
or the public. ~ 
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Section 8 provides for the dedication of the buildings of the World’s Colum- 
bian tion on the 30th day of Apel 1892. Upon the question of time for 
holding the exposition there was a difference of opinion among the members 
of the committee, and cach member reserved the right to vote forsuch time for 
openge and closing the exposition as might be deemed best after further dis- 


have been raised or pronaon for to successfully carry on this fair before procla- 
mation is made and invitations extended to i e nations, 
Section 11 Spproptistos $20,000 to be nded during the fiscal year endin, 
n the place of $100,000 which was named in ah ece wore Dakss t 


the expense of admission of foreign goods for exhibition. 
Section 16 limits the cost of the Government buildings to the sum of $400,000 
and appropriates $100,000 of thatamount for the remainder of this fiscal year and 


Section 17 riates $200,000 for the purpose of paying the expenses of the 
toehibi i Pauaiaya e for the poi eam of the 


sion and for the compensation of the oMicers of the commission, subject to the 
of the Treasury. 

In submitting the letter of Lyman J. Gage, esq., chairman of the finance com- 
mittee, , Which will be published in the appendix to this report, this 
committee would call attention to the fact that the city of Chicago and the State 
of Illinois have, for an extended period, indicated their desire that there should 
be a world’s fair held in the United States to commemorate the four hundredth 
fetter ye the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, and that 
the city of Chicago should be selected as the site. 

In September, 1889, they organized a committee and selected a number of ex- 
perienced gentlemen, together with an engineer, to visit Paris for the purpose 
of studying the plans and operation of the Paris Universal ag areae of that 
year, in order to be thoroughly prepared to inaugurate, without delay, a national 
exposition by availing themselves of the experience of those connected with 
thatof Paris. Theinvestigations there made enable the city of Chicagoto more 
intelligently comprehend the magnitude of the undertaking, and to estimate 
the cost, the scope, and the requirements for the successful conduct of it, and to 
commence theiractive preparation for the site and the buildings more eal 
than could have been possible excepting for their enterprise and fo: ought, 

The committee would call attention to the fact that the citizens of Chicago 
offer a larger and more generous contribution to this nation for the inaugura- 
tion of a national and international exposition than was ever proffered by pri- 
vate citizens before, and | r than any ever offered by any foreign govern- 
ment or city in the great international expositions previously held, In the 
financial plan of the great Paris exposition, which is now claimed to have been 
the most successful in the world, an ment was made between the French 
minister of commerce, the prefect of the Seine, Lig whose the city of Paris, 
and the govern eral of the Crédit Foncier in f the guaranty associa- 
tion, stipulating that the contributions should aggregate $3,600,000. The city of 
Chicago guaranties to satisfy the commission that it will provide, without the 
aid of the National Government, the sum of $10,000,000. 

The committee would also call attention to the fact that the estimated cost, for 
all purposes, for the Paris exposition was $3,000,000, with a reserve fund of $600,- 
000 to provide for contingencies and for possible modifications in the original 
piane a it believes that the $10,000,000, with the site to be provided by the city 
of Chicago, is ample for all purposes for a fair in this country. Appended isa 
detailed statement from the report of Mr. Jeffrey, one of the gentlemen sent to 
France to investigate and obtain information concerning the Paris exposition, 
as showing the cost and receipts of that exposition, from which calculations 
may be made and estimates based for the exposition at Chicago. 

In addition to the buildings erected by the Government of the United States 
and the city of Chicago for the exposition, we may reasonably anticipate that 
many of the States of the Union, the Dominion of la, Mexico, the Central 
and South American Republics, and the Governments of Europe will erect com- 
modious buildings for their exhibits. 

About fifty countries were represented at the Paris exposition, and we may con- 
fidently expect an increased interest and larger representation in the Cajumbian 
pera peering The Argentine Republic appropriated $1,000,000 and the Republic 
of Mexico $1,200,000 for the buildings and exhibits of their respective countries. 

The committee would call attention to the interesting and important com- 
munications and estimates,appended hereto, received from the different De- 
partments and bureaus of the Government, indicating their great interest in the 
exposition, and that it is most important that they should have an opportunity 
to exhibit the valuable collections of the Government of the United es, not 
only that millions of people may enjoy the privilege, but because it will culti- 
yate the taste, increase their knowledge, and inform them as to the great re- 
sources of the nation, and impress them with its wonderful progress and the 
possibilities of the future, 

The bill offered as a substitute for the bill H. R. 6883 makes an appropriation 
amounting to only $320,000 until the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1591, 
as more than this amount, in their judgment, will not be required up to that 
time, and limits the expenditures to be made by the Government of the United 
States to the amount originally Boggentog in the former bill, namely, $1,500,000. 
Under some of the plans considered, that the buildings should be constructed 
of iron and glass, a large percentage of the cost will be reimbursed by the sale 
of the buildings at the close of the exhibition, and the plan presented by the 

erent Departments will enable the Government to add to its permanent col- 
lections in Washin, tho interesting and valuable exhibit made by them at 
the World's Columbian Exposition at Chicago, it also being stated that the pres- 
entis the most favorable time to secure some important additions that it may 
be impossible to obtain ata later period. 

The continued interest manifested by the people of the country and foreign 
nations in this celebration and the more careful consideration of the subject 
since the first report of this committee have more deeply impressed the com- 
mittee with the grandeur and importance of the undertaking and confirmed 
them in the opinion that it will prove to be of great national advantage, stimu- 
lating the patriotism and promoting the material prosperity of the people, 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY, 
The undersigned members of the Select Committee on the World's Fair re- 
wtfully dissent from the foregoing report and its conclusions. We believe 
the following resolution, which we voted in favor of in committee, should 


hayo bee thet when guaranty fund of $10,000,000 shall be secured 

£ w a und o K gec by the 
citizens of Chicago, the sufficiency and legality paris shall be panera Aon 
to this committee, we report the pending bill with such amendments as the 


tteo may agree upon,” 


Arpusprx 1, 


WASHINGTON, D, C., March 10, 1890, 
Hon. J. W. OASDLER, 
Chairman of the World's Fair Committee, House of Representatives. 
Dean Sie: Before returning to it may be adyisable to put into write 
ten form the substance of the pledges made by me on behalf of a special com- 
mittee appointed to wait upon your honorable committee in the matter of Chi- 
cago’s interest in the proposed world’s fair, 

You kindly gave us audience on the evening of March 6. On that oceasion 
speaking for our committee, I explained that the “World's Exposition of 1392" 
is a corporation authorized by the laws of Illinois; that its capital stock is $5,- 
000,000, and that its object is to provide means forand promote a world's fair or 
exposition in the city of Chi in celebration of the four hundredth anniver- 
sary of the discovery of America by Columbus; that commissioners appointed 
according to law opened books of subseription, and that $5,000,000 in bona 
fide subscriptions had been made. In fact, t $250,009 in subscriptions more 
than could re plang omg been reir Riet UAI le of Ok 

er stated that subscribers to. this stock an people oi 
Genlared: that Coe 


tion if Congress should 


a 
pany to at least $7,000,000,. I declared that in the light of what had been done 
t was entirely reasonable to believe that one million of the two millions of stock 
could be y placed; that if it should then appear inexpedient to make fur- 
ther effort in that direction that $1,000,000 in bonds secured by a pledge of the 
isk? rig gore assets and net receipts could be readily sold at par. 
is I asked you to believe and act upon as a reasonable proposes such 
a one as business men act upon in even the largest and most important 
roe = 4 fe pee anaes the business judgment of my associates and my: 
ands pl P 
I have now the great satisfaction of knowing that made your commit- 
tee have been fully indorsed by many representative citizens of our city, 
The following is a copy of a telegram received on the day succeeding our in- 


terview: 
“ CHICAGO, March 7, 1390, 
“Lyman J, aaan 
“ Willard’s Hotel, Washington, D. C.: 

“We wish you continued success in Washington; we will stand by you and 
the committee in every way. Chicago will now, as in the past, prove equal to 
every Sosa pa You can count on our hearty support. 

“8S. W. Allerton, capitalist; John B. Drake, proprietor Grand Pacific 
Hotel; G. B. Shaw. ident Merchant Loan and Trust Com- 
pan: ; C. L. Hutchinson, president Corn Exchange National 

k; John C. Black, persen Continental National Bank; J. 
W. Ellsworth; W. E. e, president Hale Elevator Company; 
Potter Palmer, proprietor Falmer House; R. T. Crane, president 
Crane Brothers Manufacturing Company; E.G. Keith, president 
Metropolitan National Bank; I. F. Eames, president Commercial 
National Bank; A. L. Patterson, Chicago Globe; W.J. Huiskamp; 
Chicago Times; J. J.P. O'Dell, president Union National Bank; 
Victor F. Lawson, Chicago News; E. St. John, vice-president 
Rock Island Railroad Company; Samuel M. Nickerson, presi- 
dent First National Bank; William T. Baker, president Chicago 
Board of Trade; William Penn Nixon, Chicago In ; 
Jobn N. Olark, collector of customs; N, B. Ream, capitalist; O. 

W. Potter, president Illinois Steel tenn James W. 
Peer, ARGAE ; H. H. Kohilaatt, capitalist; E.S. Pike, capitalist; 
C. R, Crane; Joseph Medill, Chicago Tribune ; George Schneider, 
president National Bank of Illinois; Geo. R. Davis, county treas- 
urer; A. F. Seeberger, wholesale ware; Stuyvesant Fish, 
ident Illinois Central Railroad Company: J. W. Doane, pres- 
ent Merchants’ Loan and Trust Company; The Hibbard, Spen- 

cer & Bartlett Company.” 

It is proper to explain that a fairly full report of my statements and ie 
were immediately wired by press correspondents and were published in the 
Chi: papers the morning of March 7. It is ia the light of these facts and 
the information thus conveyed to the signers thereof that the telegram in ques- 
tion is to bo construed as an indorsement of our proposition. + 

Inquired of as to our ability to provide for the e tion by May 1, 1392, 
our committee was s unit in deciaring that we shonid meet the conditions of 
any bill which Congress should adoptonthispoint, We declared that our build- 
ings could be built ina shorter period than would be required a7 tho Govern- 
ment, should it construct a building of its own, or by the several States or by 
other nations in the preparation of their own special exhibits. 

With this I to hand you a copy of the eyes list to the stock of the 
“World's Ex: ition of 1892," duly certified by Otto Young, chairman of the Chi- 
cago sub-finance committee, showing an a; gate of 2,556 names, and a total 
subscription of $1,361,000. To this would be added, if its voluminous charac- 
ter did not forbid, the names of about 27,000 other subscribers, aggregating in 
their subscriptions $560,670, or a total in all of $5,221,670. 

LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Chairman of Finance and of Special Commitles, 
Wasurxertoy, D. C., March 11, 1890, 


APPENDIX 1}. 
Wasutyeton, D., C., March 10, 1890, 

Dear Sm: At your request I have compiled a list of subscribers to the oe 
tal stock of the “ World's Exposition of 1892," and have given you the individ- 
ual names of such as have subscribed the sum of $200 and over. 
These amount to (see Exhibits Aand B).. 
In addition tothe aboye we have subscri 

to the amount of....... 


Total amount subscribed... 
For all the above subscriptions the signatures are in the rooms of the sub- 
finance committee, I know of many other subscriptions which have not been 
X rted to me olficially,and therefore can not be taken into consideration in 
report. 
Res: ly submitted. 
een: OTTO YOUNG, 
Chairman Sub-Pinance Committee, World’s Exposition of 1892, 
‘Approved and submitted. 
L. J. GAG 


L. J. GAGE, Chairman Finance 
Chairman Finance Committee the World’s Exposition of 1892. 
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APPENDIX 1}. 
Ustrep STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., March 19, 1890, 
Dear Sm: I have examined the list of the subscriptions to the world’s fair 
fund for Chicago, 


and desire to to you that they are bona fide and will be $ 
ica eid truly, mesh 0. B. NEATA AA 
Hon. J. W. OANDLER, 
World's Fair Committee. 


APPENDIX 2, 
PARIS EXPOSITION, 
[From Mr. Jeffery’s report to the Chicago committee.) 
Legislation and official decrees. 

November 8, 1834.—President Grévy issued a decree for a universal ition 
to be held in 1889. This remained in abeyance by the Government until 1885, 

July 6, 1895,—Aet was passed by the Senate and Chamber of Deputies author- 
izing the exposition. 

July 23, 1346,—President Grévy issued decree regulating the organization of 
the departments of the exposition, 
25, 1886,—President Grévy issued decree making the exposition grounds 
a customs warehouse; articles for exhibition to he shipped direct to the grounds 
without custom-house examination. 

August 26, 1886.—Decree issued fixing May 5 and October 31, 1859, as the open- 
ing and Pe es the exposition. 

anuary 6, 1888.—The minister of public works issued decree of general reg- 

ulations affecting shipments to the exposition. 

Early in 1887 foreign nations were invited to participate in the exposition. 

Construction of buildings, etc. 
1886.—Invitations were extended to the French engineers and architects to 


submit competitive designs for general arrangement of buildings and junds, 
Eighteen days only were allowed in which to prepare them, One hun and 
seven designs were submitted, 

August 2, 1886.—The engineering and architectural bureaus were organized 


Morte niii parin, d, laying the foundati a tructi 
occupi n pre: und, laying the foundations, and constructin, 
the buildings complete as p A ii ‘Machinery hall, fifteen months; cen 
transept and grand domg, seven and one-half months. 

Miscellaneous industries buildings, seven months; liberal arts palace, twenty 
months; fine arts palace, twenty months; total area of inclosed grounds, 238 
acres; total area under roof, 7,550 acres, 

Build all complete in November, 1888. 

Cost exclusive of salaries of architects and draughtsmen of the three main 
structures, as follows: 


Machinery Ball ...........scsssssecs sses senses Sadeen isese deoise. Gis 49h) BOK OO 
Miscellaneous industries buildings. . 1,027,295. 97 
Palaces of the fine and liberal arts .. 1, 504, 209. 61 
The Eiffel towe as a private enterprise. 
Financial, 


March 29, 1886.—Agreement made between representatives ofthe Government 
rE aia the city of Paris, and the Guaranty Association for Contributions, as 
follows: 
By the national Government.. 
By the city of Paris............... 
By the Guaranty Association........... 


PR WEAT ES E NNA EAA A tociosveccaceen ansscomansoen scenes anteasphe E a A E Gy OO OOG 

This on the assumption that total expenses would not exceed $8,600,000. 

The Guaranty Association was composed of persons who within a specified 
time should subscribe to one or more shares of its capital stock. Par value of 
shares $200, first payment $10. Nosubscription received for less than $200, Stock- 
holders to share the profits, if any, and be responsible only for amount o 


su ion. 
M 20, 1889,—The foregoing sareamsnk was modified by ment (rati- 
fied by the Chambers) between the commissioner-general and the governor of 


the Crédit Foncier of France, the latter representing the trust companies, bank- 
ing houses, and members of the Guaranty Association, providing thatthe Crédit 
Foncier should issue 1,200,000 bonds of § each, with twenty-five coupon admis- 
sion tickets attached. 

The bonds to mature in 1964 without interest, and to participate in eighty-one 
lottery drawings, prizes of which were from $ each to one of $100,000, 

Within a few hours the wholeloan was taken and $6,000,000 became ayailable 
at once, 

Conferring [conformably ?] to the agreement, this sum was disposed of as fol- 


lows: 
To refund to the Guaranty Association., .s.ssssressrss esseere 


$3, 800, 000 
For supplementary expenses of the exposition ........ 700, 000 
For ment of lottery prizes sses.. 800, 000 
For ption of bonds in 1964... 900, 000 


By national Government ......... 
By city of Paris ........... 
From sale of bonds 


From sale of concessions 400, 

From national exhibits .............. . 1,119,000 

For two buildings and exhibits by city o esses 177, 440 
Total from all SOUTCES..........0.00sesecesereessssssocessecerececcseprovsecvscsreecees “L1, 069,562 


Estimated profit in national treasury to ‘be divided between the nation and 
the city of Paris, $1,690,000 to $1,800,000, 


Miscellaneous, 
Total admissions (estimated). . . 28,000, 000 
Greatest admissions in one 887, 877 
Smallest admissions in one da: = 26, 322 
Number of exhibits .... = 36, 000 


Number of exhibit aw: x 
About fifty countries were OE tp officially or fficially. 
The Argentine Republic had $2,292 square feet of space, had a special building, 
and a beer sn 
The Government of Mexico had 23,239 square feet of space, a special building, 


and priated $1,200,000, 
Bay A En a States had 113,000 square feet of space, no building, and appropri- 
Estimated increase of receipts by railroads during the year, $12,000,000, 


34,800 


APPENDIX 3. 
STATE DEPARTMENT, March 18, 1890, 
referred to Hon. J. W. CanpiER. His attention is especially 


asked to the details of Mr, Curtis’s communieation. 


JAMES G. BLAINE, 


Wasuinoton, D. O., March 18, 1890. 


Sır: I havethe honor to submit herewith a brief sketch of a plan for a histor- 
ical collection to be exhibited at the posed Columbian E: ition of 1892, and 
to respectfully request that you would forward the same to Hon, J.W, CAND. 

Feet omar the special committee of the House of Representatives in charge oi 
at su 

As it is intended to commemorate the discovery of America and the noble 
Sad pam of such exhibitions is the education of the ang this fair should be 
distinctively American and display, so far as possible, objects of interest asso- 
ciated with the discovery and the results of his achievements. 

It is proposed, through the good offices of the Department of State, to secure 
from Europe and South America a historical collection which shall be one of 
the chief features of the ex tion and afterward be placed in the National 
Museum at Wash m for the permanent benefit of the public, This collec- 
tion is to illustrate the epoch of the discovery and the condition of the continent 
res the time Columbus first placed his foot upon American soil; and the plan is 

secure: 

1. A model of the house in which Columbus was born, with a collection of 
portraits of himself, his family, and as meo as possible of the men who were 
associated with him and his d veries, both his patrons and cee, 

2. An illustration of the court of Ferdinand and Isabella, with life-sized fig- 
ures properly costumed, portraits, and fac-similes of state vapers relating to the 
first voyage and subsequent events in the life of the great discoverer, 

3. A perfect reproduction of the carayel in which Columbus sailed, manned 
by Genoese sailors in the costume of the time, to be moored in or near the 
grounds of the exposition, the caravel to be equipped as nearly as possible as 
it was during the voyage, with originals or fac-similes of the compasses and 
other nautical instruments used by navigators at that age, together with the 
actual charts used by Columbus, if those can be obtained, and, if not, accurate 
reproductions, 

. A model in relief of the West India Islands and the north coast of South 
America, showing the routes of several voyages made by Columbus and the 
other early discoverers, with historical illustrations, models, relics, ete., of Ame- 
rigo Vespucci, Alonzo de Ojeda, Nufiez de Balboa, and others. 

5. Life-s models of the natives of America at the time of the discovery, with 
a collection of objects showing their costumes, habits, customs, and manner of 


ie. 

6. The last days of Columbus, illustrated with models, portraits, a collection 
of the original of his papers, his last will and testament, his death and burial, 
and a model of his coffin and tomb. 

7. The epoch of the Conquest, illustrated by models of the palace of Monte- 
zuma and his temples, with other objects, cither original or accurate reproduc- 
tions, showing the condition of the semi-civilized portions of the continent, 
their social, religious, and political organization; costumed figures of the Con- 
quistadors, their armors, weapons, etc. 

8. A similar illustration of the civilization of the Incas of Peru, with models 
, implements of household and 
and political life, with costumed 


of their palaces and temples, costumed fi 
military service, rere me social, religions, 
figures of Pizarro and his men. 

9. Collections showing the development of the resources of the southern con- 
tinent for four Feros bon, ears,and giving by object lessons the history of the 
Central and South J EÈ dog republics and their progress in civilization. 

10. The e; of the Revolution, illustrated by portraits, historical papers, 
and other objects, tracing the history of the struggle that resulted in the sepa- 
ration of the American colonies from the crown of aaea 

There are very large collections in Spain, Mexico, Peru, Chill, Colombia, and 
other countries, a great portion of which could easily be obtained, either in the 
original or accurate reproductions, at a moderate cost, and the whole arranged 
in chronological order would make a display of historic interest whose value can 
scarcely be overestimated. Many of these relics are held by the several govern- 
ments in libraries and museums, and some in private collections. No ret oo e 
has ever been made to bring them together, but every American nation would 
appreciate the value of the collection and enter with enthusiasm into the effort 
to secure a complete and accurate display illustrative of the history of America, 
The papers of Columbus alone, if nothing else, should be collected for the Na- 
tional Museum of the United States. The originals of a and fac similes of 
the remainder can easily be secured, and in Peru and Mexico priceless relics of 

rehistoric civilization can now be obtained which a few years hence will be 
ypa the reach of collectors. 

‘his historical collection should be supplemented by a display showing the 
resent condition of society and civilization in the other American republics; 
he manner of life and customs of the people, their style of living, their methods 

of agriculture and progress in the mechanical arts aud the sciences, their dis- 
tinctive national costumes, ete., to be illustrated by accurate types, from the 
ranchero of Mexico to the gaucho of the Argentine Republic, This would of 
itself be a most valuable and interesting collection, as each republic has its pe- 
culiarities and the native races furnish material of the most picturesque char- 
acter, of which none but those who have traveled in Spanish America and Brazil 
have the slightest idea, 

Thanking you for the kind invitation to submit my plans, I have the honor 


to be, your o ient servant, 
WILLIAM E, CURTIS, 
Hon, James G. BLAINE, 
Seoretary of State, Washington, D, 0. 


APPENDIX 4, 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THR SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 13, 1890, 
Sm: In reply to your communication of the 26th ultimo, requesting to be fur- 
nished with estimates of amounts required under House bill 6883 for the pur- 
pose of erecting buildings for the Government exhibits and the placing of such 
exhibits therein at the World’s Fair at Chicago in 1892, and for their care and 
safe return, I have the honor to transmit herewith such estimates as have al- 
ready been received from the various Departments and bureaus of the Govern- 
ment, as follows: 
rtment of State......... 
DA aani of Justice..... 
Commissioner of Fisheries essieu: 
Life-Saving Service, including cost of life-saving station... 


Coast Survey 
Bureau of En; 
Smithsonian AGRE EI ON 6 000sc0s seesapnde vovctoeve sonvenevess bisieeSoynbesess shoaperpeocuaeetbie’ 
Respectfully, yo! 
ey Gee ‘ile W. WINDOM, Secretary. 
on. Jons W. CHAND) ` 
Chairman World's yor Danaila. House of Representatives, 


1890. 
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APPENDIX 5. 
DEPARTMENT or Justice, Washington, D. C., March 7, 1890. 

Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your request of the Ist 
instant for an estimate of the cost, including all expenses of pre; ion, trans- 
rtation, etc., in connection therewith, of such an exhibit as should be made 
E the Department of Justice at the World’s Fuir in Chicago in 1892, and the 
amount of floor and wall space required for such an exhibit, and to say in re- 
ply. thereto that a proper exhibit can be made for $3,000, and that, subject to 
such modification as might be necessary on account of the shape of the space 


assigned to this ent or the construction of the building, this Depart- 
ment should have not less than 900 feet of floor space and 1, feet of wall 
space. . 

Very respectfully, 


W. H. H. MILLER, Attorney-General. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


ÅPPENDIX 6. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 13, 1890. 

Sm: In connection with your reference of the letter of Hon. Joun W. CAND- 
LER, chairman of the World’s Fair Committee of the House of Representatives, 
and in which reference you uest me to furnish an estimate of the cost of 

lacing, caring for,and returning such an exhibit as should be made by the 

partment of Agriculture at the forthcoming World’s Fair, I have the honor 
to suggest that the sum of $250,000 be estima’ for the purposes of this De: 
ment, including cost of collecting, preparing, caring for, and returning sai 
hibit. The estimated many required by the several divisions of the Department 
for the posed exhibit is 25,700 square feet of floor space. In addition to this 
I would estimate an outdoor space of some 3,000 square feet for the use of the 
horticultural and botanical divisions. 

In this connection I will add that, while it is desirable that this Department 
shall co-operate with the other Executive Departments, as Rein agen! ~ ey by the 
framers of the bill in the general plans of the ex tion, it will, without doubt, 
be admitted by those. who consider the magnitude of the contemplated apuaan 
ural display and its diversified character that a special building should be de- 
voted to at least a portion of it, tao grounds surrounding which may be utilized 
for the horticultural and botani: “outdoor” purposes. It is in view of the 
probability of such a conclusion and it is with a due appreciation of the mag- 
nitude of the undertaking that the above estimates for money and space are 
submitted, 

Very respectfully, 


The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


APPENDIX 7. 


(8. P. Langley, secre ; G. Brown Goode, assistant secretary, in charge of 
nited States National Museum.) 
v rag eons ye 
NITED STATES NATIONAL 
Washington, ‘March 12, 1890, 

Srr: I have before me the letter of Hon. J. W. OCANDLER, chairman of the 
World’s Fair Committee of the House of Representatives, dated Feb: 26, 
with your indorsement of March 1, requesting me to furnish an estimate of the 
cost of placing, caring for, and return of such an exhibit as should in my judg- 
ment be made by the Smithsonian Institution and National Museum at the 
World's Fair at Chicago in 1892, 

I wish to preface what I have to say with the remark that the estimates for 
spess and cost have been carefully made by experts who have participated in 

1 of the great expositions of the past sixteen years. TheSmithsonian museum 
is the one bureau of the Government whose special function is that of exhibi- 
tion, and its officers are prepared to say with great exactness what can be done 
with any specifiedsum, Theestimates have not been made witha view to i- 
ble reduction, but represent the minimum sum with which a display suitable 
for the place and occasion can be prepared within the time of opening. 

I wish also to call attention to the fact that in the fourteen years which have 
elapsed since the Philadelphia exhibition the standards of exhibition work 
have completely changed, and the display of the Government Departments at 
‘Philadelphia, which was admirable for the time and thoroughly satisfactory to 
all visitors, would fall far below the expectations of the present, 

Asa more specific illustration of my meaning, I will cite the Fisheries Ex- 
position in 1890, which excited so much admiration abroad as to form a kind of 
epoch in the history of such undertakings. I am assured by the gentleman in 
c of iay and to whom its exceptional success was mainly due, that 
in the London exhibition of 1883, after a lapse of only three years, the standard 
of what was expected to be reached had been so raised had the United 
States repeated the display (which was so unrivaled in Berlin) it would not 
‘have stood higher than tenth among the competing national exhibits on that 


occasion. 

The standard of excellence has recently been still further advanced by the 
P exposition of 1889, for which the resources of the French Government 
and the ingenuity and talent of the people were severely taxed during a five- 
years period of preparation. 

Pastexperience seems, therefore, inapplicable to present circumstances, and I 
can only say that in view of the limited time and the t expectations 
which are entertained in cdnnection with the Chicago exhibition the expense 
must of necessity be greater than on similar occasions in the past. 

In 1876 there was practically no National Museum, and the display made at 
that time by the Smithsonian Institution, covering about 25,000 square feet of 
floor space, was of a kind which most of the visitors had never seen. In 1592, 
when the national collectionsin Washington cover about 125,000 square feet, and 
are sufficiently extensive to uire the immediate addition of at least 105,000 
additional square feet, it would seem that the area required in a great inter- 
national exhibition should be at least three times as much as in 1876, and that 
the cost of oy gear: would be proportionately greater in relation to the floor 
space occupied, 

That this must necessarily be so is indicated by our experience at the Cincin- 
nati exhibition, where the og eae cost was $6.25 per foot, while at Phila- 
‘delphia it was approximate! 75. 

eeping these things in mind, and also the undoubted fact that the time for 
preparation will be, at most, inadequately brief, I feel that I must name a sum 
out of proportion to previous expenditures in earlier and smaller Government 
expositions. The insuring of a successful exhibit on the part of the Smithso- 
{nian Institution has not been considered in making our estimates so much as 
the desire for a reasonable guaranty against failure. 

I note with much satisfaction that the resolution of the House committee does 
not by its wording indicate a disposition to prevent the a eer ep of new spec- 
|imens by purchase and otherwise. In 1876. large amount of material was ob- 
fee Lifts after ALNO in pate wae zm Sea inge to eden ayn be- 
com: permanent property of the peo ani nucleus great 
jeollections now in the aa mig AA a g the same usage prevailed at the 
New Orleans exposition in 1885. 


ex- 


J, M. RUSK, Secretary. 


In 1888, however, on the occasion of the Cincinnati exposition, the rulings of 
the Treasury were quite at variance with those on previous occasions, and it 
was decided by the ial auditor in charge of the accounts that no new ob- 
jects could be obtai except such as might be necessary to “complete series"’ 
already in the Museum. This ruling was far from being in the interest of econ- 
omy. and its enforcement interfered sadly with the success of our participation 
in the Cincinnati exhibition. 

If the Smithsonian Institution should be instructed to participate fn the ex- 
hibition at Chicago, it will undoubtedly be n too n large quantities 
of new material, which must be.either purchased, collected in the field, or inthe 
case of the models and other similar preparations, which are most effective on 
such occasions, made in the workshops of the Museum, 

The exhibition of such new material will be more essential on this occasion 
than hitherto fortwo principal reasons: 

1. That at atime when the Capital will be an especial object of interest for 
foreign visitors it will be undesirable to denude its walls of any large number 
of the objects now on exhibition. 

2, That many of the most attractive objects have already been shown at ex- 
positions in Philadelphia, Cincinnati, Louisville, and elsewhere, and the public 
visiting the ate exhibition would notbe satisfied to look at them again. 

In planning for the proposed exhibition, those departments would be selected 
in which it would seem possible, within the brief time available, to make the 
most imposing and instructive displays, and in which it is believed that results 
can be produced which would not be discreditable even in bet petro with 
the Parisexposition. I will mention some ot the directions in which satisfactory 
results may undoubtedly be secured. 

1. The Smithsonian Institution should exhibit its own history, condition, and 


tivities of the numerous scientific institutions and societies of the United States, 
the p: of scientific exploration by the Government of the United States 
and by individuals and foreign governments in all parts of the American Con- 
tinent, er with a collection of portraits of representative scientific men of 
the world, so faras they have been associated with the development ofscien- 
tifle tho tin America, 

2. The National Museum, as on previous occasions, would undertake to illus- 


trate the natural resources of the United States and their utilization, so far as 
this subject was not undertaken by other departments. 

In this connection especial attention should be given to the animal resources 
of the continent. It would be desirable to show mounted by the 
of America which 


n this connection may be represented also all methods of reyes becmnees te 
ole, a 


voted. 

The industrial resources derived from the vegetable and mineral ki 
may also with propriety be shown, except so far as these subjects may be taken 
up respectively by the Department of Agriculture and the logical Survey, 

In connection with the anthropological departments of the Museum, an at- 
tempt should be made to show the physical and other characteristics of the 
principal races of man, and the early stages of the history of civilization as 
shown by the evolution of certain selected primitive arts and industries. Here 
might properly be presented a considerable number of models of habitations 
and of costumed figures. Nothing was so popular and effective in the recent 
Paris exposition as displays of this character, and the resources of the National 
Museum workshops for doing work of this kind are probably better than are 
to be found elsewhere in America. In the case of certain selected arts and indus- 
tries, it might be well to show quite a large ed of specimens and to show 
their Oore opnenk from their beginning to the most advanced stages of the 
presen e. 

Among those best suited for this treatment would be the history of Leieras 


r= 

A floor-space of 5,000 feet might well be pre by 
this subject, which forms so important a part of the zation, 
Every mode of Sigg peso known to man may 


Atlantic 
shown b; 


with a representation of the work and methods o! 
publications, 

A portion of the material for such an exhibit has already been collected and 
is now in possession of the bureau orof the National Museum, but a portion to 
illustrate special features is still to be gathered, 

For the proper exhibition of the material, itis estimated that 15,000 square feet 
of floor surface will be required and 5,000 square feet of wall and window space. 
The estimate for floor surface includes all necessary allowance for aisles and 


To make such supplementary collections as are n , to make ee | 
charts, models, photographs, and transparencies, to transport the material an 
install it in Chicago, including cost of cases and expense of mounting and label- 


ing imens, to prepare a catalogue, to care for the exhibit while in Chicago, 
and y to transportit to the National Museum at Washington, itis estimated 


that $160,000 will be required. 
I have prepared a detailed estimate of the exhibits under each of these heads, 
andcost, Thesesre at yourdisposition, butare not given here. From 
estimates the following more general ones have been derived: 

The amount of space required will not be less than 80,000 square feet, which 
would be koqaitaens to 60,000 square feet exclusive of the space reserved for main 
possage es through the building. This is in addition to the 15,000 feet for the 

of Ethnology, and is less than three times what was assigned to the 
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Smithsonian Institution and the National Museum at the Philadelphia and New 


Orleans exhibitions. At the fishery exhibition in 1883 nearly this amount 
of space was occupied by the display of the American fisheries alone, and the 
of the installation on this occasion was largely due to the fact that the 
exhibits were not unduly crowded 
The total amount of moncy requi 
hibits, but exclusive of the display of the Bureau of Ethnol 
mate at $425,000, and in m: g this estimate I ha: 
the probable cost of each de; 


for the Smithsonian and the Museum ex- 
i , I esti- 


tes are 
New Orleans, Cincinnati, Minneapolis, and other American fairs, but 
fishery exhibitions in Berlin and London, which, though not nom- 
with the Smithsonian Institution, were practically so, the Com- 
of Fisheries being at that time the Secretary of this Institution and 
the officer in immediate charge its present assistantsecretary, while very many 
of the workers were temporarily transferred from the Museum staff, 

As I have already indicated, the cost of the earlier exhibitions was $3.50 to $5 
per foot of floor space, but there are two important considerations which forbid 
us to expect that equally sat ry results can now be accomplished at a pro- 
portionate cost. The first of these is the very obvious one of an enhanced scale 
of general prices in all directions, bay in that of labor. The second, that 
most of these exhibitions had been looked for long in advance and prepared 
with deliberate economy; while in the present case, if pre tion could be 
begun to-morrow, the time would still be too short, and it wi 
ge prem to avoid such waste as always accompanies hurri $ 

conclusion, I desire to say that participation in such exhibitions is one of 
the greatest obstacles to the development of the National Museum, and inflicts 
immediate injury to its collections far greater than the mere damage of trans- 
portation to and fro. It is to be hoped, then, that Congress in estimating the 
cost will keep in mind the importance of replacing the collections in Washing- 
ton in as favorable condition as if the interruption to the work had notoccu: k 
On such occasions the mere absence of a number of the A sapea em- 
a the necessary temporary s: on of most of the ordinary activi- 

Plar grenkega hearty be nearly as grave an injury as the closing of its doors 
during the w e le 

For this there Papen compensation. except in the increase in the collections 
which may result, and this is by no means an unmixed benefit since many of 
the objects added to the collection at such a time, however effective they may 
be in a temporary exhibition, seem crude and incongruous in a permanent mu- 


seum, 

Such considerations as these may, itseems to me, be kept prominently in mind 
in making an estimate of the amount required for such a ion inagreat 
exhibition as may leave the permanent progress of the National Museum unim- 


I am, sir, your obedient servant, 
S. P. LANGLEY, Secretary. 


The SECRETARY or THE TREASURY. 


APPENDIX 8. 


UNITED STATES COMMISSION OF FISH AND FISHERIES, 
Washington, D. C., March 11, 1890, 

Ste: In compliance with your request, I have the honor to transmit herewith 
au. estimate oft the cost of preparing, placing, caring for, and returning such an 
exhibit of the fisheries and fishery resources of the United States as should, in 
ba Ey be made at the World's Fair at Chicago in 1892. 

Such an exhibit should not only be an exposition of our fishery resources and 
srias ah conditions, es — results oS ae —— par a = 

w the origin, present conditions, me and results e inquiry 
in regard to jami ay hagak ge the fishing-grounds, an en, which hae basa 
most fruitful in results, economical as weil as scientific, and which has served 
as s model, a stimulus, and an inspiration to other nations seeking the best 
means for utilization of the resources of their waters. 

‘The exhibit should show also the beginning and progress, as well as the pres- 
ent conditions, of the commercial fisheries, the development of methods, appa- 
ratus, vessels, and boats to meet the ex es arising from time to time. 

It should show the origin and developmentof public fish-culture in the United 

and the present conditions, methods, and results of the work of the United 


States Com: > 

The exhibitinits essential features would illustrate an industrial and economic 
evolution probably as distinctively characteristic of the genius of our people as 
is the evolution of our social and political institutions. 

An adequate exhibit, lye eg of the occasion and of this great nation, would 
require the expenditure of not less than $150,000 and would require for effective 
display a floor space of 40,000 square feet, distributed as follows: 


Square fect. 

Objects of the fisheries ........ tps xeasieer ets EE N AA 6,009 
The fishing grounds, the vessels, apparatus, methods and results of the 

inquiry in regard to food-Ashes,....e.s.resries mioorrorsenreris ereire nerin sensere sesen 5,000 


History, tear cer methods, apparatus, vessels, production, and sta- 


tistics of paemes foe oe A te esa beeeseuiabbesaem mer 20, 000, 
on, metho a vesse! 
hascherion and DAMMEN LENIS TE RESEN ETK 
Aquaria; saltand fresh WAtEr....seessseesssron. ccsreeeeees > 
Total ........0 EER SEE, Siniset ETE TE EER ESEA 40, 000 


the information asked for, 


sider the seope arrangement of such an exhibit as would be required, and 
has taken some time an: T: 
Very respectfully, 


M. McDONALD, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


APPENDIX 9. 


UNITED STATES COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY OFFICE, 
Washington, March 4,1890. 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a copy of a letter of Feb- 
ee ee bw rou by eg eee hermes M. C., See of ~ 
oF! 3 r Comm ttee, use o resen! ‘ou transm 
estimates to cover oprane from all | iiao of the Gaveraniens which ma 
take part in the exhibition at Chicago in 1892, and referred to this office wit 
your indorsement of March 1 instant, requesting an estimate of the cost of 
placing, for, and return, and also an estimate of floor space required by 
such an exhibit as it may be deemed advisable to make on the part of the Coast 
and Geedetic Survey at that exhibition. 


formity with your request, I beg to state that it is estimated that the 
will be required to cover the cost of preparing, transporting, 
an adequate exhibit of the instruments, apparatus, publications, 


ete., of the Coast and Geodetic S at the Chicago exposition, and that such 
exhibit will require a floor space of 100 by 50 feet, or 5,000 aquare feet. 


Very respectfully, 
J. ©. MENDENHALL, Superintendent, 
The SECRETARY or THE TREASURY. g 
APPENDIX 10. 
* TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING, Maroh 8, 1890. 
of a letter of Hon, Jonn W. CANDLER, chair- 
man World's Fair Committee, House of EDan TOR, LAT by you tome 
under date of the Ist instant, with tho uest that the Department be fur- 
nished with an estimate of the cost of , caring for, and return of such 
an exhibit as should be made by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing at the 
World's Fair in Chicago in 1892, and also an es of the floor and wall 
space required for said exhibit. 

In reply I have the honor to state thatin my judgment this bureau should 
make as complete and beautiful an exhibit of the engravings and securities ex- 
ecuted by it as ble, and to do this will require the sum of $3,000. This 
amount will include the cost of preparing, placing, caring for, forwarding, and 
return of the exhibit. The exhibit which it is proposed to pre will not 
need any buta space of 18 by 40 feet will be required. 


ly, yours, 
WM. M. MEREDITH, Chief of Bureau, 
Tho SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Apprnprx 11, 
i TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
g OF GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT 


Srg: In reply to your request of the Ist instant for an estimate of the cost of 
placing, caring for, and returning such an exhibit of the Life-Saving Service at 
the World’s Fair in Chicago in 1592 as in my judgment should be made, I have 
the honor to state that, according to the best estimate I can make, $18,500 will be 
required for the parece: This amount includes the sum of $6,000 for the eree- 
tion of a life-saving station building after the plans and specifications of one of 
our most approved stations and $3,000 for pay of a keeper and crew, both of 
which items are necessary to make a satisfactory exhibit. I have omitted an 
estimate of floor and wall space, as the building would afford all that 


sary. 
Respectfully, you 
Designs S. I. KIMBALL, General Superintendent. 
The SECRETARY oF THE TREASURY, 
WOMAN’S NATIONAL ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. I ask, by unanimous consent, that a 
letter which I have received from the president of the Woman’s Na- 
tional Indian Association be printed in the RECORD, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

‘There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The letter is as follows: 


249 NORTA EIGHTEENTH STREET, PHILADELPHIA, March 18, 1890. 

Dear Sır: Will you kindly permit me to say a word from my position as 
presidentof the Woman's National Indian Association, g the proposed 
removal of the Utes? and I beg for the aid which I know you can bring to bear 
against that, as it seems to me, unjust and unwise measure. The worded argu- 
ment pleads for the Utes’ own good that they be removed to a mountain desert, 
where their home will not be coveted, where they will be at peace, and where 
they will have game for food, and thus be under no necessity of plowing. This 
is precisely what the friends of humanity do not want for any people, since it 
means simply continued barbarism, po pre helplessness, the utter ce of 
all progress, and thus a menace to their white neighbors wherever they are. In 
their present home there is enough farming land on which to settle them 
all, leaving some surplus to be sold to white men, and Government compacts 
faithfully carried out will lift them into civilization and citizenship, as has been 


done with other tribes. 

So at leastitseems tous women, who have for ten done all we can for thus 
solving the Indian problem by civilizing and rendering self-supporting Indian 
savages. f 

May we not look to you, as a member from our State, as our ally and cham- 
pion for this, as it seems to us, rigħteous object? 


Believe me, yours most respectfully, 
Mrs, AMELIA S. QUINTERS. 
Hon, JAMES Kerr. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE—URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of a bill (H. R. 7496) ‘‘to provide for certain of the most 


is neces- 


.| urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Govern- 


ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890,’’ with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. 8 r, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill and amendments be ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (S. 1332) grant- 
ing to the city of Colorado Springs, in the State of Colorado, certain 
lands therein described, for water reservoirs; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Crisp (at 4 o’clock and 24 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. r 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred, as follows: 
ZUNI INDIAN AGENCY, NEW MEXICO. 
Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates 
of appropriations from the Secretary of the Interior for support of In- 
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dians and pay of agent at the Zuñi agency, New Mexico—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


INDIAN SCHOOL, CARLISLE, PA. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Interior for buildings for for the Indian school, 
Carlisle, Pa.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

SURVEYING SIOUX RESERVATIONS. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Interior for expenses of surveying the Sioux 
reservations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


COMMISSION TO NEGOTIATE WITH UTES OF SOUTHERN COLORADO. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Interior to supply a deficiency in the appro- 
priation for the Southern Ute Commission—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT TUNNEL. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, replying to the resolution of the 
House of the 10th instant, relative to the Washington Aqueduct tun- 
nel, the liabilities of certain contractors in the construction 
thereof, and the action of the Department in relation thereto—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

FLOODS IN THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in to so 
much of the resolution of the House of the 15th instant in regard to 
floods on the Mississippi as requests the Secretary to report ‘‘if there 
is reason to eect unusual danger to human life,” a report from 
the Chief Signal Officer, and in regard to other matters contained in 
the resolution promising further report—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


OLIVER W. THURMAN VS. UNITED STATES. 


Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Oliver W. Thurman 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
REPORT OF TREASURER WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILWAY. 

Letter from the president of the Washington and Georgetown Rail- 
road Company, transmitting the treasurer’s annual report of the re- 
ceipts and disbursements of said company forthe fiscal year ending De- 
cember 31, 1889; also, a statement in detail of the expenditures made 
on account of the construction of the Seventh street cable road to the 
31st day of December, 1889, and balance sheet January 1, 1890—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

REPAIRS UPON GOVERNMENT BUILDING AT SITKA. 

Letter from the Attorney-General of the United States, transmitting 
a copy of a letter from the United States marshal for Alaska, making 
estimate of the cost of repairs upon the Government building at Sitka, 
with accompanying papers—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

SALARIES OF CLERKS ADJUSTING ACCOUNTS OF SOLDIERS’ HOME. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from 
the Second Comptroller recommending an. increase in the salaries of 
clerksin his office engaged in adjusting accounts of the Soldiers’ Home— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 
GOVERNMENT OWNERSHIP OF SECURITIES OF PACIFIC BAILROADS. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a reply to the 
resolution of the House of the 15th instant inquiring whether the 
Government is the owner of any of the first-m securities of any 
of the Pacific railroads that were aided by the Government, etc.—to the 
Committee on the Pacific. Railroads. 

EXPENSES OF THE COLLECTION OF REVENUE. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
of the expenses of collecting the revenue from customs for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, showing the numberof employés and the salaries 
venice for each collection district—to the Committee on Appropri- 

ons. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions were delivered to the Speaker and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Memorial from the Legislature ot 
the State of Washington, relative to light-house on San Juan Passage— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Washington, 
relative to a light-house and fog-signal at Clallam Head—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Washington, re- 
questing that the surviving soldiers of the Indian warbe granted lands 
in the State of Washington—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Washington, rela- 
tive to the improvement of the Columbia River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 


Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of W: , rela- 
tive to the improvement of the Upper Columbia—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of Washington, 
reese appropriation for public surveys—to the Committee on 

ppro ns. 

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of barman ro 
relative to the improvement of the Cowlitz River—to the Co: 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was delivered 
to the Speaker and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, March 25, immediately nee ap co ofthe Jour- 
nal, be set apart for the consideration in the House of the bill (H. R. $393) “ to 
provide for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America by Christopher Columbus by holding an international exhibition ofarts, 
industries, manufactures, and the product of the soil, mine, and sea in the city 
of Chicago, in the State of Hiinois;"’ and that, unless previously ordered by 
the House, the previous question shall be deemed ordered on the 
third and final passage of the bill at 4 o'clock p.m. of that 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. SPRINGER: 


Resolved, That Wednesday, March 26 next, after sixty minutes of the morning 
hour shall haye passed, the House will take up and consider in the House the 
several bills providing for the admission of Wyomin: ony ne New Mexico, and 
Arizona as States into the Union in the order named, and that this order shall 
continue from day to day thereafter until all such bills shall have consideration 
and final action. This order, however, shall not interfere with revenue or ap- 

= sapien: men BS whenentered upon itshall not be interfered with by other 
che mpna until all of such bills are finally disposed of by the House, and at least 
brs day shall be allowed for the consideration of each bill; 


to the Committee on Rules, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, the following reports were filed, and, 
ya accompanying bills, ordered to be printed, and referred as fol- 

ows: 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on War 
ported favorably the following bills; which were severally 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 6599) for the relief of George Turner; 

A bill (H. R. 2373) for the relief of Eva Moore, Henry Carlton, and 
Mand Carlton, children of General James H. Carlton; 

A bill (H. R. 6019) for the relief of Luther M. Blockman; 

A bill (S. 150) for the relief of William Clift; and 

A bill (S. 292) for the relief of C. M. Shaffer. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also, from the Committeeon War Claims, 
reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 6018) for the relief of Thomas 
B. McElwee—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SIMONDS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill (S. 181) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Niles, de- 
ceased—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 7472) for the relief of Robert Travila, for the loss of 
earbinein late war; and 

A bill (S. 862) for the relief of John W. Gummo. 

Mr. THOMAS also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union: 

A bill (S. 288) to refund to the State of West Virginia the money 
paid to officers of the One hundred and thirty-third Regiment West 
Virginia Militia for services rendered during the rebellion; and —s, 

A bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of War to issue ordnance 

and ordnance stores to the State of Washington in payment for ordnance 
and ordnance stores borrowed by the State of Oregon of said State whilst 
a Territory, during the Nez Pereé Indian war of 1877 and 1878, and for 
other purposes. 
Mr. THOMAS aiso, from the Committee on War. Claims, reported, 
as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 7242) for the relief of William D. 
Matthews, a bill (H, R. 8392) for the relief of William D. Matthews; 
which substitute was read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, from the Select Committee on the 
World's Fair, reported, as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 6883) to pro- 
vide for celebrating the fonr hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America by Christopher Columbus by holding an international exhibi- 
tion of arts, industries, manufactures, and the product of the soil, mine, 
and sea in the city of in the year 1892, a bill (H. R. 8393) to pro- 
vide for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
Ameriea by Christopher Columbus by holding an international exhibi- 
tion of arts, industries, manufactures, and the product of the soi], mine, 
and sea in the city of Chicago, in the State of Hlinois; which substitute 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


Te- 
to 
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Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported with amendment the bill (H. R. 5729) to authorize the construc. 
tion of a bridge across the Oconee River, in the State of Georgia—to the 
House Calendar, 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5323) to authorize the President to restore 
Tenedor Ten Eyck to his former rank inthe Army, and to place him on 
the retired-list of Army officers—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 2150) for the relief of W. B. Morrow—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 2238) for the relief of Robert Woodbridge— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with amend- 
ment tbe bill (H. R. 7164) to amend and continue in force ‘‘An act to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at 
Forest City, S. Dak., by the Forest City and Watertown Railway Com- 
pany,’ approved August 6, 1888—to the House Calendar. 

. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R, 2322) to amend and correct the military record 
of Frank M. Vowels and readjust his accounts for pay—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the joint resolution (H. Res, 55) directing the names 
of sharpshooters and Military Service Institution medalists shall be in- 
scribed in the Arnty Register, and authorizing the wearing of their dec- 
orations by such medalists—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill (S. 237) for the relief of Maj. William, M. Maynadier, a pay- 
Dae in the United States Army—to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 7990) to amend Rules 
and Articles of War 79 and 90, and to improve the administration of 
justice in the Army—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (S. 1306) for the erection 
of a public building at Hudson, N. Y.—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were delivered to the Speaker, severally read twice, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 8394) to amend chapter 67, vol- 
ume 23, of the Statutes at Large of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 8395) for the improvement of the Yough- 
ioghney River between McKeesport and Connellsville, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8396) to fix the 

„compensation of the supervising special agent of the Treasury Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 8397) to authorize an investiga- 
tion of insect and other pests and diseases that assail fruits and vines, 
to ascertain remedies, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 8398) to provide an American 
register for the wrecking and towing steamer Scythian, of Pensacola, 
Fla.—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8399) to increase the 
effici ofthe Army and militia—to the Committeeon Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 8400) to provide for the lighting of 
St. Mary’s River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUK: A joint resolution (H. Res. 129) to arbitrate and 
settle the questions at issue between the District of Columbia and 
Samuel Strong—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were delivered to the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (by requestof Mr. REED, of Maine): A bill (H, R. 
8401) to relieve James E. Traften from the charge of desertion—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8402) for the 
relief of William Millican—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 8403) granting a pen- 
sion to Elvira Macy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 8404) for the relief of Bar- 
bara Berger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8405) to relieve George Easton from the charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8406) for the relief of Peter Eichels—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8407) to compensate Enoch Jacobs for services 
rendered to the ent of State—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8408) granting a pension to Eleanor Junkin 
Francis, child of Capt. John Junkin—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8409) granting a pension to Andrew Kummer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8410) granting a pension to Jacob Wittenback— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 8411) to pension Margaret Figg— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8412) for the relief of Alfred 
Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8413) authorizing the President 
to appoint and retire Edward W. Serrell with the rank and grade of 
colonel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8414) for the relief of Margaret J. 
Bailey—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 8415) placing Joseph B. Berry on 
the pension-rolls as a second lientenant—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 8416) granting a pension to Ellen 
Breen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8417) granting a pension to Peter Deylin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8418) granting a pension to Huldah A. Dow—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8419) granting a pension to Hannah English—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8420) granting a pension to Thomas Fagan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8421) granting a pension to William H. Terry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8422) granting a pension to Rudolph Morand—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8423) granting a pension to Ernst Mueller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8424) granting a pension to Patrick O’Keefe—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8425) granting a pension to John Schebler—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8426) granting a pension to George R. Wells—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8427) granting a pension to John W. Wells—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8428) granting a pension to Joseph H. Welty—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWS (by request): A bill (H. R. 8429) to increase the pen- 
sion of William P. Squire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8430) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Julia H. Totten, widow of James Totten, late a brigadier-gen- 
eral United States Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILES: A bill (H. R. 8431) granting a pension to Sarah Ann 
Noe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 8432) granting a pension to Mary Hen- 
derson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8433) granting a pension to Ebene- 
zer Beebe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 8434) granting a pension to Charity 
A. Carey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8435) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. John H. 
Long—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8436) granting a pension to James M. Wallace—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill Lage 8437) for the relief of J. 
B. Groom—to the Committee on War Cl 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 8438) granting a pension to Esther 
Walker, formerly Esther Dayton, a nurse in the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 8439) for the relief of the minor 
children of the late Charles R. Clements—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8440) granting a pension to Mrs. Henrietta M. 
Gregg-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8441) for the relief of John B. Hinks—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8442) granting a pension to Joseph Wilt, of Yale, 
Mich.—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8443) for the relief of Jesse C. Myers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8444) granting muster and pay and allowance of 
captain of gene Shorty hase Sheehy from June 13, 1864, to March 
25, 1866—to the ittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8445) granting a pension tó Solomon Smith—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 8446) to increase the pension of Ed- 
ward Healy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 130) authorizing 
George H. Scidmore, vice-consul-general of the United States at Kan- 
agawa, Japan, to accept and wear a medal conferred u upon him by the 
Emperor of Japan—to the Committee on Foreign Affa: 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXT, the following change of reference was 
made: 

A bill (H. R. 4782) for the relief of the I 
nel Noble—Committee on the Judiciary dise 
Committee on War Claims. 


representatives of Sam- 
arged, and referred to the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were delivered to 
the Clerk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of C. C. Elsworth and 237 others, citizens 
of Greenville, Mich., praying passage of the per diem pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Caroline Schmelyer, for pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BROSIUS (by request): Petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ 
International Union of America, relating to the employment of citi- 
zens of the United States in the erection of public buildings—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Subordinate Union No. 1, Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of 
America, for the passage of laws securing to citizens of the United 
States the right to labor on public works in preference to aliens—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin: Petition of the officers of the Appleton 
Turnverein and of 900 citizens of the city of Appleton, Wis., protest- 
ing against any material change in immigration and naturalization 
laws—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CONGER: Concurrent resolution of the Iowa Legislature for 
the of a pure-lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

, protest of 150 citizens of the Seventh Congressional district of 
Towa, members of Des Moines Turner Society, against any material 
change in our present national immigration laws—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Memorial from Congregational churches in Ne- 
braska, for appointmentof additional chaplainsin United States Army— 
tothe Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Society of Friends, of Sheldon County, against 
increased appropriations for the Nayy—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 


By Mr. FORNEY: Petitions of William Ballenger, administrator; 

Johns. Miller, Martha M. Wood, and Abrabam W. Weaver,of Ala 
pra ing for the reference of their respective claims to the Court of Claims 
er the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. HARE: Memorialof the Chickasaws, relating to lands of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYES: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, pray- 
ing for the repeal of the limitations contained in pension act of 1879— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, joint resolution of same body, for immediate construction of 
Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition from citizens of Farmington, N. Mex., 
praying for the restoration of silver to its constitutional place as a 
money metal—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. KINSEY: Petitions of 55 citizens of the State of Missouri, 
against any material change or alteration of present naturalization 
laws—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of B. F. Kirk and others, for free coinage 
of silver and other relief—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also, petition of Willy Garline and others, for same relief—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LAWS: Seven petitions, containing 392 names, of citizens of 
Nebraska, against any material alteration of existing immigration and 
naturalization laws—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, memorial of Nebraska Congregational Church Association, pro- 
testing against doing away with army chaplains and asking appoint- 
ment of one for each army post—to the Comittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCORD: A remonstrance of Frank Steiskul and 55 others, 
citizens of Kewaunee, Wis., against any material change in the natu- 
ralization and immigration laws—to the Select Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, remonstrance of Messrs. Schofield & Co., of Sturgeon Bay, Wis., 
against increasing the duty on tin-plate—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of Levi Martin, J. R. Sharp, and Webb & Stans- 
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bury, of Chi ogi bee's Falls, Wis., for same purpose—to the Committee on 
Ways and 

By Mr. MASON: Petition of 200 citizens of Illinois, asking for a 
Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of Union No. 21 of the Bricklay- 
ers and Masons’ International Union of America against alien labor on 
Government works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Sons of Veterans, Port Byron, N. Y., 
for increase of pensions-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wayne County, New York, for increase 
of ions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

y Mr. PETERS: Petition of citizens of Liberal, Kans., for an ap- 
propriation for improving grades of eorgtiom cane—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of Black Hills (South Dakota) Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, asking that the large expenditure of Naval 
Committee, recommending large appropriations for Navy and 
coast defenses, be not allowed—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of 600 citizens of Westmoreland Coun 
Pennsylvania, for the improvement of the Youghiogheny River—to 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of Bricklayers’ Union, North Adams, 


Mass., for employment of native-born Americans only upon public _ 


works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of M. W. Gibbs, of Arkansas, against tax- 
ing cotton-seed oil—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Resolutions of London Post, No. 290, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Knox County, Indiana, and of Hon. George 
W. Beamon and 300 others, citizens of Stark County, Indiana, 
for the early of the service and arrears pension bills—to the 
Committees on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of O. B. Rockwell and 60 others, citizens of Stark 
County, Indiana, praying for the passage of the service and arrears 
pension bills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Isaac Bascom and 50 others, citizens of same place, 
for same measures—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Charity A. Carey, of Michigan City, Ind., asking 
the passage of a special pension bill for her relief—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. r 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation for the establishment of a telegraph service as 
of the United States postal service—to the Committee on the 
Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions from Hartly Post, No. 451, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Iowa, urging the passage of the service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, resolutions from Rock Forest Alliance, No. 1188, of Patterson, 
Clay County, Iowa, urging the passage of House bill 5353 to prohibit 
option gambling, futures, ete.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions from Smithland (Iowa) Alliance, for same purpose— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Petition of H. H. Hassler and 7 others, letter- 
carriers at Findlay, Ohio, for the passage of House bill 3863—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of 594 soldiers and citizens of 
Scioto County, Ohio, for passage of per diem pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of T. Lewis Post, No. 560, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Ohio, for same relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts: Petition of Subordinate U: presi 
No. 2, of Holyoke, Mass., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Interna 
Union of America, protesting against the employment of aliens on Gov- 
ernment works—to the Committee on Labor. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 20, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D.D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia submitting an estimate of ap- 
propriation for incorporation in the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill for the pavement of Florida avenue between Tenth and th 
streets, northwest, with sheet asphalt; which, with the accompan 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ord 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of March 11, 1890, 
oon dence between Lieutenant-General P. H. Sheridan and B: 
aep daos] ret 5. 1886, incial to the spew Indians, between 

ani ve; which, accompanying rs, Was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to Printed. 


> 


Mr. HAWLEY subsequen' 
t relative to the Apache Indians 
the Military Committee. 
on Indian 


tly said: bay pst on War De- 
mistake referred to 
Lask that thay be eee the Committee 


Affairs. . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the absence 
of objection. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid beforethe Senatea communication from 
the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of fact 
_and of law filed by that court in the spoliation claim of the brig Expe- 
rience; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial and protest of the 
chief and delegates of the Cherokee Nation, remonstrating against the 
of the Oklahoma bill; which was referred to the Committee on 


Mr. PLATT subsequently said: Before I came into the Senate this 
morning I understand that there was a memorial presented from the 
Cherokee Nation, or perhaps from Chief Mayes in their behalf—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was a memorial of the chief and dele- 
gates of the Cherokee Nation. 

Mr. PLATT. Relating to their land and what is proposed to be done 
in the creating of the Territory of Oklahoma. ‘The memorial was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, As that matter is now 
before a conference, I move that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made,if there be no 


o 
hte, PE PLATT. I supposed that the memorial had been ordered to be 
` printed, but I find that it has not been. I move thatan order be made 
That it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of Subordinate Lodge No. 5 of 
the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Terre 
Haute, Ind., praying for legislation whereby none but citizens of the 
United States shall be employed in the construction of public works; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange 
of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating inst the passage of what is known 
as the Edmunds inspection bill for hog products intended for export. 

I also present the memorial of the Pork-Packers’ Association of St. 
Lonis, ennie, protesting against the passage of this bill, for the following 


ewe th think the bill unnecessary and in some of its features decidedly injurious 

to the business of stock-raising and curing of hog products, more injurious even 

It in vittoall perrin p ii e + that our product is not good b 

ubDiice acknow. en o u N or pu 
up iehi which is is not a fact and is calculated Ps east a shadow of doabt 
over one of the most important productions of the United States. 

It says, “No meat should inspection that is not sixty days in sali or 
pickle.” making it totally unfit for the English trade, and would cut us off and 
close the most valuable market we now have. 

por inepe the tested on tbe, and exporters to have all their meats intended for ex- 

inspected on the Atiantic coast, making the great packing points of the 
ee eee piese of Toa D7 by SAANA Biot nding rect to Euro- 
ve: and expense, 
sofas ili naib for for itie mnited A atatan ek thie Sariani time to pass any 
hai on this subject. We are now haying the best export demand for hog prod- 
ucts that we ay: had for three y: and ra Se legislation at this moment would 
be a serious check and possibly z fatal mistak, 

The time may arrive when cas COED IDANE ENS make reciprocal commercial 

treaties with n governments that will open the ts of Europe to our 
products and bring about an exchange of the products of the world ona 
fair basis. When that time comes it may be necessary to make such general 
regulations for inspection, ete., as may suit all, 

The following resolution was also adopted, to wit: 

That the chairman of this mecting appoint a committee of five to consult and 
actin harmony on the Sore subject with committees that may be appointed 
by other bodies in the W 

I move that the meas be referred to the Committee on Foreign 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorials will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is due to the Committee on Foreign Relations to 
state that yesterday they heard a very extended argument and presenta- 
tion of the facts and propositions from what purported to be a repre- 
sentative selection from allof the packers and a numberof the exporters 
of the United States, and I think that that subject will have due con- 
sideration by the committee. 

“Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to make a correction. From the 
statements made of these petitions, some of which have been sent to 
me, it is evident that they contain a misrepresentation of the bill, rep- 

~ resenting it to be exactly the reverse of what itis. The bill provides 
that meats which have been salted for sixty days need not be rein- 
spected; and the only modification which is proposed by the gentlemen 
interested in the trade from all parts of the United States, after a week’s 
notice, in order to enable them to come here—the only change they wish 
to make is in asingle section of the bill, and that change is that the 
section be so limited that the requisition for an inspection shall only 


awl to a a ek olytin 0 cure neck eos a otis nk bole 

inspected before exportation. All they wanted and the only change 
they proposed—I say this in defense of the committee—was to confine 
the application of the first section to countries which require, as a mat- 
ter of law and custom, an inspection at the place of exportation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand, this protest is against the pas- 
sage of any law upon this subject, and I understand that the oe: 
tions before the committee yesterday were also against the propriety 
of any law, but that if a law was enacted it ought to be restricted to 
those countries that require an tion before exportation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They have no objection to the lawatall. They 
say they inspect themselves. What I wish to correct is that the peti- 
tioners, no doubt honestly, have been misled by the statements in the 
public prints, which ‘are “entirely misrepresented the bill. The pro- 
visions of it are exactly the opposite to what they state and what has 
been stated in petitions sentto me. The bill relieves of inspection in 
all cases where the meat has been salted sixty days before exportation, 
and these petitions say just the reverse, that it requires that all meats 
shall be inspected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Idonotthinkso. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator if the hearing before the Committee on Foreign Relations yester- 
day will be prin so that we may have it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The testimony of all the gentlemen who were be- 
fore the committee will be printed, probably to-day or to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorials will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I presenta petition of Subordinate Lodge No. 
17, of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, 
at Trenton, N. J., praying that the laws be so amended as to provide 
that none but citizens of the United States be employed on all Govern- 
ment work, whether let by contract or otherwise. I also present a like 
petition from another subordinate union, No. 9, of that place; also, a 
like petition of Subordinate Union No. 12, of Passaic, N. J.; also, one 
from Subordinate Union No. 20, of Atlantic City, N. J., of like import. 

I move that these petitions be referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Texas, praying for the 
free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 5, of 
the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Terre 
Haute, Ind., praying for the passage of such laws as will secure to citi- 
zens the right to labor on Government works in preference to aliens; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLODGETT. I present a petition of Subordinate Union No. 
17, of Trenton, N. J., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International 
Union, praying for the enactment of laws that will secure to citizens 
of the United States the right to labor on Government work in prefer- 
ence to aliens. Ialso present two other petitions from subordinate 
unions of the same association located in Orange and Passaic, N. J., 
making the same request. J move that these petitions be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I present a memorial of the Carpenters’ Council of St. 
Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the ratification of the treaty with 
Russia, if such a treaty is now pending, of which I say nothing. I move 
that the memorial be referre i to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of Subordivate Union No. 21 of 
the Bricklayers and Masons’ Union, of Columbus, Ohio; a petition of 
Subordinate Union No. 24 of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Union, of 
Findlay, Ohio; a petition of Subordinate Union No, 12 of the Brick- 
layers and Masons’ Union of East Liverpool, Ohio, praying for legisla- 
tion to exclude aliens from employment on Government works; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the North American Turner- 
bund of Danville, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of any meas- 
ure designed to change materially the present laws on immigration and 
naturalization; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of Subordinate Union No. ` 
15, of Cincinnati, Ohio, of the Masons’ International Union of Amer- 
ica; a memorial of Subordinate Union No. 18, of Cincinnati, Ohio, of 
the Masons’ International Union of America; a memorial of. Subordi- 
nate Union No. 7, of Akron, Ohio, of the Masons’ International Union 
of America; & memorial of Subordinate Union No. 12, of East Liver- 
pool, Ohio, of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of 
America; a memorial of Subordinate Union No. 21, of Columbus, Ohio, 
of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, and 
a memorial of Subordinate Union No. 24, of Findlay, Ohio, of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, remonstrat- 
ing against the employment of aliens on Government works; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of Dan Brown Post, seems 380, Depart- 
ment of Ohio, Grand Army of the ih whic remonstrai ting against the 
passage of the dependent-pension bill; which was to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
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He also presented a petition of citizens of Mahoning County, Ohio, 
praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of the Legislature of EETA 
iton; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
be printed i in the RECORD, as follows: 
U: Sr. sr. F WASHINGTO: 
NITED ‘ATES OF AMERICA, Oiee of the Of State. 


y whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal ofsaid 
pute at Oia pia, this 17th day of February, A. D. 1590. 
[sman] ALLEN WEIR, Secretary of Stute. 


Senate joint memorial No, 16. 


To the honorable Senate and House = nes earscegig = 
nee United States in Co: 


ngress assembled 
We, our memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Washington, would a 
Fom the y urge upon your honorable body the necessity of an app 
the national Treasury, for the purpose of erecting a light-house and for 
ignal at Ciallam Head, a promontory on the shore of Fuca Strait, errr 30 miles 
gastwar, and inland from Tatoosh light-house, at the entrance of said Fuca 

In support of the urgent proposition herein contained, your memorialists 
would respectfuily cite the following facts: 

First. On posed A Fuca Strait ships and tow-steamers soon lose sight of the 
‘Tatoosh light, and, if the wind apres to be unfavorable, soon pass out of 
hearing of the the fog-signal on Tatoosh Island. The next lights to be sighted or 

eard are those at Port Angeles, on the American shore, and 

> ei the British shore, a distance of 60 miles cr more. In stormy or 

foggy weather or on dark nights, it is often perilous to attempt the “run "’ be- 
tween these given points as at present without any aid to navi, 

Second. A light-house and fi at Clallam Head would not only be seen 
and heard by vessels passing either out ator into said Strait of Fuca, but would 
bea le toa reasonably herr aeaaea ea paeen almost all kinds of stormy 

Clallam Days formed by the shore-l curving inland from Clallam 
is frequentl cone: litby storm-bound vessels in cases where daylight serves 


to reveal its 
Third. The to shipping herein recited are dangers that affect all the 


shipping of Puget Sound in its communication with thet outer world, and its 
magnitude, in some respects being second only to that of New York, renders 
the subject one of national importance. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Passed the senate SOT, 10, 1890. 

CHAS, E. LAUGHTON, 
President of the 
Passed the house January 13, 1890. 
J. W. FEIGHAN, 
Speaker of the House. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Port Townsend, Wash., praying that that city may be designated as a 
place for holding the United States district court in the State of Wash- 

m; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

e also presented two petitions of citizens of Sehome and Whatcom, 
Wash., praying for the passage of an act making Sehome’a subport of 
entry; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of 31 citizens of North Dakota, pray- 
ing that Congress will appropriate money for the development of irri- 
gation in that State; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Irrigation aud Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I presentninememorials signed by over 300 mem- 
bers of the Farmers’ Alliance of Nebraska, remonstrating against the 
passage of the Union Pacific funding bill, demanding that the Attorney- 
General shall take steps to enforce laws violated by the company, and 
stating that the extension of time for payment of the debt of the com- 
pany Ba in the nature of an additional subsidy and ought not to be 
granted. 

As the bill is on the Calendar, I move that the memorial lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 55 citizens of Rome, N.Y., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Blair educational bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Collins Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, numbering 79 porous, of Erie County, New York, remon- 
strating against expenditures in the Navy and so-called coast 
EA etc.; which was referred to the Conmmittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 23 of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Elmira, 
N. Y.; a petition of Subordinate Union No. 43 of the Bricklayers and 
Masons’ International Union of America, of Binghamton, N. Y.; a 
pou of Subordinate Union No. 6 of the Bricklayers and Masons’ 

ternational Union of America, of Albany, N. Y.; a petition of Sub- 
ordinate Union No. 37 (1,050 members) of the Bricklayers and Masons’ 
International Union of America, of New York City, N. Y.; a petition 
of Subordinate Union No. 9 of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Interna- 
tional Union of America, of Brooklyn, N. Y., and a petition of Sub- 
ordinate Union No. 1 of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International 
Union of America, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for such an amend- 
ment of the laws as will require the employment of citizens of the 
United States only on all Government works; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present petitions from sundry citizens of Ver- 
ear praying for legislation requiring transatlantic vessels to furnish 
cold-storage acco! tions for American products that requireit. I 
move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a petition signed by 105 citizensof Lane 


County, in which they represent that, in their ju t, the 
demonetization of silver, by which the money standard of country 
was changed from gold and silver to gold alone, was an act uncalled for 
by the people, and one which has worked great wrong to the producing 
aud industrial interests of the country by restricting the money sup 
and increasing the value of gold, thus forcing down, tey kag 
of all commodities to the detriment of the great body of ohare 
and they pray Congress for the restoration of silver to its constitu 
place as a money metal, with the same rightsof coinage and legal tender 
as are now accorded to "gold and as existed from the foundation of the 
Government down to 1873, and they say if this is done *‘ they will ever 
Na 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I presenta memorialof the Chamber of Commerce 
of the city of Port Townsend, in theState of Washington, praying Con- 
gress for such legislation as will cause the United States district 
for the district of Washington to be held in the city of Port Townsend. 
I think a bill on this subject has passed, and I therefore move thatthe 
petition lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of citizens of Salem, county of Es- 
sex, Massachusetts, praying that labor performed on public works shall 
be done by American citizens, and not by aliens; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the veteran soldiers of Chatfield 
Post, No. 11, Department of Florida, Grand Army of the Republic, now 
holding their meetings in one of the casematesof Fort Marion, 
for a grant of the lot of ground in the city of St. Augustine on w 
the old building known as the ‘‘King’s Forge” stands, so that they 
may have a permanent location upon which they may erect a building 
wherein to hold the meetings of the post; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of ex-soldiers of the Union Army 
and members of Abraham Lincoln Post, No. 4, ent of Colorado 
and Wyoming, Grand Army of the Republic, paring w the passage 
of the service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the county commissioners of Mont- 
rose County, Colorado, praying that an appropriation be made for a 
deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. STEWART presented 32 petitions, signed by 1,100 members of 
the Farmers’ Alliance and citizens of Nebraska, praying for the free 
coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition adopted at a mass convention of 
citizens of Sumner County, held at Wood’s Opera-Honse, in Wellington, 
Kans., praying for the passage of the service-pension bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition adopted at a regular meeting of the Lew. 
Wallace Post, No. 50, Department of Nebraska, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, praying for the passage of the service- pension bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the Pioneer Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
14, of Patterson, Kans., praying for the passage of what is known as 
the Vance bill, to establish agricultural depositories for the storage of 
grain and other produce; which was referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Healso presented a petition of citizens of Badger Creek, Lyon County, 
Kansas, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Prairie View Farmers’ 
Alliance, No. 590, of Glasgow, Kans, , praying that an appropriation be 
made for a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Saline County Farmers’ 
and Industrial Union of Kansas, praying for certain financial and other 
legislation; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of old soldiers of Gray County, Kansas, 
praying for the repeal of the limitation in the arrears-of-pension act, 
and that the service and disability pension bills be passed; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Monthly Meeting of Friends, held 
at Emporia, Lyon County, Kansas, remonstrating against appropriations 
for the Navy and coast defenses; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also ted a memorial of the stockmen’s convention, held at 
Sedalia, Mo., praying for certain legislation to prevent the spread of 
‘Texas or splenic fever among cattle; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


ee eee Or 
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Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Subordinate Union No, 25 of the | Superior Railroad across Mille Lacs Indian reservation, reported it with 


Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Salem, 
Mass. anda petition of Subordinate Union No, 13 of the Bricklayers and 
Masons’ International Union of America, of Lowell, Mass., praying for 
an amendment of the law so as to secure to citizens of United 
States the right to labor on Government works in preference to aliens; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

Mr. HOAR. I also present a petition of sundry dealers in canned 
lobster, doing business in Boston, Mass., being, as I am informed, some 
forty or fifty very important firms, and engaged in the importation of 
fish and other products, praying that no legislation may be had to affect 
the tariff on these articles, I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented a petition of John Kane, presi- 
dent, and William B. Nolan, secretary, for and in behalf of Subordi- 
nate Union No. 3, of Baltimore, Md., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ 
International Union of America, praying for the employment of citizens 
of the United States in preference to aliens on Government works; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had the bill (S. 954) au- 
the construction of a public building at Burlington, Iowa, with 
an amendment in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
749) for the erection of a public building at York, Pa., in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2960) to authorize the building of a bridge at Pine Bluff, 
Ark., across the Arkansas River, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
£965) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the construction 
ofa across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn.,’’ approved 
April 24, 1888, reported adversely thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that bill go upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2303) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, 
Tenn.,’’ approved April 24, 1888, reported adversely thereon; and the 

was ned indefinitely. 

Mr. LPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. 629) making an appropriation for the establishment 
of a life-saving station and providing for a life-saving crew at Port Or- 
ford, in the State of Oregon, reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 467) to establish additional life-saving stations, reported adversely 
` thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DOLPH. As a substitute for the bills just reported adversely, 
I report from the same committee a bill which I ask may be placed on 
the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 3190) to establish additional life-saving stations was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. LPH. By direction of the same committee, I report back ad- 
versely the bill (S. 927) making an appropriation for the removal of 
the hull of the wrecked Silvia de Gras from the channel of the Colum- 
bia River, opposite Upper Astoria, Oregon. I report this bill adversely 
because the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War have reported 
that there is a section in the river and harbor appropriation bill of 1880 
autho that to be done and making an appropriation for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be postponed indefinitely, 
unless objection be made, à 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S, 3080) providing for the construction of a mili- 
tary store-house and offices for Army purposes at the Omaha Military 
Depot, Nebraska, and for other purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1406) making appropriation for extending and repairing the military 
quarters at Fort Abraham Lincoln, North Dakota, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred resolutions 
of the Legislative SRA North Dakota, praying for the main- 
tenance of Fort Abraham coln as a military post, asked to be dis- 

from their further consideration; which was to. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1762) to change the boundaries of the Uncom- 

reservation, reported it with amendments. 
© also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 7754) granting right of way to Little Falls, Mille Lacs and Lake 


; 


amendments. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3064) to establish a fog-signal at or near the Cuckolds 
Island, at the entrance to Booth Bay Harbor, otherwise known as Towne 
send Harbor, Maine, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 119) requesting the Secretary of War to cause a 
further report to be made as to the practicability and approximate cost 
of tunneling the Detroit River at or near Detroit, Mich., reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3131) for the registry or enrollment of the barges Herdis and Agos- 
tinoc, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 460) making an appropriation for the purchase of a site and the con- 
struction of a first-order light-house at the mouth of the Coquille River, 
on the Pacific Ocean, reported it with amendments, 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2844) providing for the erection of range-lights and 
steam fog-whistle on Plum Island in Lake Michigan, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1395) to amend sections 2275 and 2276 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was re‘erred the bill (S. 
3040) to establish a public park to be called and known as the Royal 
Arch Park, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2845) to establish a public park at Pagosa Springs, in the State of 
Colorado, reported it with amendments, 

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill (S. 2941) granting the buildings and four 
sections of land at Fort Sisseton to the State of South Dakota for the 
use of the militia of the State was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. That property has been abandoned as a PRAE / pona 
the lands have been turned over to the Interior Departnient. I therefore 
ask that the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That order will be made in the absence 
of objection. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1171) to incorporate the East Wash- 
ington Street Railway Company, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom wag 
referred the bill (S. 1846) restoring the timber-culture right of Armor 
H. Worthington, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2580) to vacate the location of the right 
of way made by the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company through the 
southeast quarter of section 33, township 12, range 3 west, in the In- 
dian Territory, reported adversely thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask unanimous consent that that bill may go to the 
Calendar notwithstanding the adverse report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go to the Calendar with the 
adverse report. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1528) for the removal of the charge of desertion 
standing against Alfred Shell, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
submitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. 3191) for the relief of Al- 
bert Shell; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S, 3192) 
for the relief of John R. Blankenship; which was read twice by its title 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 139) for the erection of 
aà public building in the city of San José, State of California, reported 
it without amendment. 


RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands instruct me to re- 
quest that the bill (S, 2907) to grant the Mesilla Valley Irrigation 
and Land Company the right of way for an irrigating ditch across the 
Fort Selden military reservation, in New Mexico, be recommitted to 
the Committee on Public Lands. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That order will be made. 


CHIEF-JUSTICE FULLER’S ADDRESS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably a House concurrent resolution and ask for its 
present consideration. 
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The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and concurred 


in, as follows: 
Resolved by the House K4 ER (the Senate concurrent: That there be 
nted 25,000 copies of the address of Chief—Justice Fuller, delivered December 


1, 1886, on the occasion of the commemoration of the ina n of George 

ashi. the first President of the United States, of which 16,000 copies 

shall be for the use of the House, 8,0900 for the use of the Senate, and 1,000 for the 
use of the Chief-Justice. 

Mr, MANDERSON. I amalso directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing toreport back adversely the concurrent resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] December 16, 1889, and ask that it 
be indefinitely postponed, the object having been reached by the last 
resolution, which was adopted. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. CALL December 16, 1889, 
was postponed indefinitely: 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the address of the ChiefJustice of the United 
States on the centennial of the ones hier gye of George Washington as the first 


President of the United States be printed, of which 3,000 shall be for the Senate 
and 7,000 for the House of Representatives. 


MELBOURNE INTERNATIONAL EXHIGITION REPORTS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by myse 
January 6, 1890, in relation to the Melbourne International Exhibition 
reports, to report the same back favorably and ask for its present con- 
sideration. I will say that this is a resolution authorizing the printing 
of the reports of the United States commissioners to the Melbourne In- 
dustrial Exhibition of 1888. They have been printed under the order 
of the Senate, and I have here a communication from the Secretary of 
State in which he calls attention to the important subject-matter in- 
volved, and ask that extra copies be printed for distribution, including 
some for the State Department, I ask for the present consideration of 
the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Secre- 
tary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized to have the reports of the United 
States commissioners to the centennial international exhibition at Melbourne, 
1888, or such of then: as may be accepted by him for publication, printed and 
bound at the Congressional Printing Office, and that, in addition to the usual 
number, there shall be 600 extra copies for the use of the Senate, 1,200 for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and:1,200 for the use of the Department of 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 3193) to amend the record of 
William H. Hamlet; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3194) granting a pension to Joseph H. 
Scoopmire; which was read twice by its title, and referred’to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3195) granting increase of pension to 
Henry Reiter; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael McGarvey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with that bill I present the peti- 
tion of Michael McGarvey, and also the affidavits of Nicholas Mathias, 
8. D. Barlow, jr., J. T. Gifford, Thomas J. Scott, William C. Evans, 
Benjamin Lea, Thomas Bass, sr.. and T. J. Scott, and ask that they all 
be received, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘They will be so referred. 

Mr, COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3197) granting a pension to 
Virginia A. Owen, widow of John Owen, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Inconnection with that bill I present the petition 
of M. W. Thompson, Henry Ratliff, J. R. Gladden, and 8 other neigh- 
bors, and the affidavits of John C. Culley, Aug. Crumbaugh, Alonzo 
Gitting, and W. P. Pollock, and ask that they be received and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions with the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The papers will be so referred. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3198) to provide for the disposal 
of the abandoned military reservations in Wyoming Territory; which 
ya qag twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3199) to authorize entry of the public 
lands by incorporated towns for cemetery and park purpsses; which 
pal a twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3200) to authorize the purchase of cer- 
tain public lands by the city of Buffalo, Wyo., and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pablic Lands, : 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3201) for the re- 
lief of the estate of John H. Piatt, deceased; which was read twice by 
its re and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on ms, : 

Mr. McMILLAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3202) extending 
the criminal jurisdiction of the circuit and district courts to the Great 


Lakes and their connecting waters; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. i 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 3203) to fix the rank and pay of 
veterinary surgeons, United States Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3204) granting a pension to Frank 
B. Weed; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 3205) for the relief of Harrison Flora; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3206) for the relief of the estate 
of James T, Sanford, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST, by request, introduced a bill (S. 3207) granting a pen- 
sion to Jesse G. King; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3208) to amend section 4787 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

GOVERNMENT LOANS ON REAL ESTATE, 


Mr. STANFORD. On the 10th of this month Lintroduced a resolu- 
tion, Miscellaneous Document 104, which was laid on the table by re- 
quest, I now desire that that resolution shall be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 


HORATIO PHILLIPS VAN CLEVE, 


Mr. WASHBURN. If there be no further morning business, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 826) for 
the relief of Horatio Phillips Van Cleve. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read for information, subject to ob- 
jection. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of the Committee on Mili 
Affairs, which was to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bi 
and insert: 

That the laws regulating appointments in the Army be, and they are hereby 
suspended, and suspend om y for the purposes of this act; and the President 
is hereby authori to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appoint Horatio Phillips Van Cleve, late a major-general of volunteers 
in the Army of the United States, asecond lieutenant, and thereupon to place 
him, the said Horatio Phillips Van Cleve, upon the retired-list of the Army, 
with the rank and grade of second lieutenant, without regard and in addition 
to the number now authorized by law of said retired-list: Provided, That from 
and after such nomination and appointment no pension shall be paid to the said 
Horatio sear ga Van Cleve, but this proviso shall be no bar to any claim for 
pension that the widow or children or heirs of the said Horatio llips Van 
Cleve may have after his decease. 


Mr. HARRIS. Is the bill reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, It has been reported by the Committee 
on Military Affairs with the amendment which has beenread. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the bill? ; i 

By unantmous consent, the Senate,asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was etl to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


‘third time, and 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr, INGALLS. Understanding that the Senator from Tennessee 
who is entitled to the floor [Mr. BATE] is ready to proceed, I move 
that the Senate at this time proceed to the consideration of the unfin- 
ished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas moves that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 185) to aid in the 
establishment and temporary support of common schools. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the , 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy], and the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] is entitled to the floor. 


[Mr. BATE withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President — 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER). TheChair will lay 
— the Senate and have read the order made at a former day’s ses- 
on. 
Mr, HARRIS. Let it be read. 
ee PRESIDING OFFICER. The unanimous order then made will 
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The Secretary read as follows from the proceedings of Wednesday, 
March 12, 1890, as published in the RECORD of March 13: 


The Presiprxva OFFICER. The Chair will restate the proposition. The Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent that on Th: of next 


pen 
‘ered to be subject to debate un- 
der the five-minute rule. Is the proposition? 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the way I mean to be understood. 

The @ OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr, Btarr, It is (the understanding that it applies to one week from to-mor- 


row. 
The PRESMING OFFICER. Thursday of next week. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the unanimous order adopted 
at that session of the Senate the Chair will recognize the Senator from 
New Hampshire as now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I request the Senator from New Hampshire and tho 
Chair to allow me inom the nnanimons consent of the Senate to mod- 
ify that order in this t: My colleague [Mr. BATE] has consumed 
ten or more minutes of the time under that order which belonged to 
the Senator from New Hampshire. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senator from New Hampshire shall have the full hour, notwithstand- 
ing the consent heretofore agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Tennessee to make the request? 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator desire to repeat it or consider that he 
has made it? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave made the request of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to yield to me for the purpose of making it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I appreciate very highly the courtesy of the Senator, 
and, if I desired to speak, would be glad to avail myself of such unani- 
mous consent forthe extension of the time by the Senate, if the Sen- 
ate should see fit to give it, but I do not propose to take the time of 
the Senate, and I not have occasion to ask for any extension of 
the order made by unanimous consent some days ago. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to occupy and I shall not take the time 
of the Senate in any further talk upon this bill. I have done what I 
could to place the facts before the country and to submif this cause to 
the Senate, and I leave it there. 

I will simply say, in reference to the remarks of the Senator who has 
just concluded [Mr. Bare], to which I have not been able, owing to 
the nature of other exactions upon my time, to listen any further than 
to perceive that he made a strong, eloquent, and able defense of his 
State against any intimations or any assertions and facts which may 
have been produced in this debate bearing upon the condition of educa- 
tion there, that I find, comparing his State with the State of Michigan, 
which is in population almost the same or was so by the last census, 
that Tennessee has a population of 1,542,359 and Michigan has a popu- 
lation of 1,636,937, and that during the year 1887-'88, in the two 
States, as shown by the same table and taking into consideration the 
same conditions, the expenditure in the State of Tennessee waa $1,023,- 
893 and in the State of Michigan the expenditure was $4,730,665, a 
proportion of a little less than between four and five dollars in the State 
of Michigan to an expenditure of one dollar in the State of Tennessee. 
I do not wish to say— 

Mr. BATE. Will the Senator allow me a word in that connection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator excuse me a moment? 

Mr. BATE. Will the Senator state in that connection how much 
public land Michigan had? How many million acres did she have out 
of which to gain that fund? 

Mr. BL Iam not dealing with the question who is to blame, 
but simply the fact as to the actual expenditure for education in the 
two States, for that is the only fact that to my mind, so far as expendi- 
ture is concerned, is at all pertinent to the merits of this bill. And it 
is no question between grown folks atall, but it is a question whether 
the n of the country are receiving the necessary education in the 
various States and Territories where they may reside. That is the only 
question that there is in this bill. All the matter that I have placed 
before the Senate, and that others have placed before the Senate, to my 
mind, in the last resort has application simply to that one issue, whether 
this generation in all portions of the country is doing its duty to the 

ing generation ? 

Mr. President, I have no desire to say anything further. I have no 
desire to talk when there is no necessity for it. I simply desire now 
that this question between the children of this country and the coun- 
try itself may be decided upon its merits. I ask for a vote on the bill 
and the amendments. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam alittle surprised by that ig Se I happen 
to know, and we all know, that Senators expected the debate would 
not close until 3 o'clock; that the Senator from New Hampshire was 
to have an honr, from 2 to 3 o’clack, and there are Senators who, on 
that account, are not here. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can go on until 3 o'clock if it is necessary. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Of course, I did not intimate that. I thought in 
the mean time we could take up some other bill. 


Mr. BLAIR. I prefer to go on. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Book which is the written source 
of our sacred religion and accepted as of unquestioned verity in all its 
declarations informs us that ‘‘God made of one blood all the nations of : 
the earth.” And, although this proposition does not imply that in 
personal, family, and general social intercourse there may not and must 
not be both antipathies and affinities, yet it does imply thatin natural 
powers there is so much of likeness, not tosay equality, among all races 
of men that with the fair equalization of the conditions of action— 
equality before the law and equality in fact between individuals and 
communities in the practical administration of the law—all men are 
capable of high development and p in all directions and in all 
things in which any are thus capable; that the soul is a unit, and that 
it always embraces in its sum the same parts, however differently de- 
veloped and combined in the persons of individuals; that, however ib 
may vary in degree, whatever in kind may be predicated of one race or 
person may be predicated or hoped for in another individual or race, 

What the colored race has accomplished within twenty-five years last 
past is simply wonderful, and, in my belief, no race of men which ever 
inhabited the planet could have done more under the same circum- 
stances. As a Northern man and a member of a race more numerous, 
and one dominant, but now co-ordinate with them before the law, I 
cheerfully accord to the colored people of our country this high tribute 
to their industry, capacity, and achievement. And I may also, with 
justice, here and now say for the seven millions of colored American 
citizens, that during the last quarter of a century they have abundantly 
demonstrated the wisdom of that Divine Power which ordained their 
freedom as the most precious fruit of the terrible struggle in which 
the North and the South expiated a common crime in fraternal blood. 

But while I would do full justice to the patience, devotion, and en- 
terprise of our colored fellow-citizens, as exhibited in the past and as 
prophesied for the fature, I should neglect a great opportunity if I were 
to fail to presenta few suggestions, which are not offered by me as one 
claiming to be their peculiar friend, to the exclusion of others, whether 
of their own race or of their white fellow-citizens, among whom, as 
now, by the decrees of a fortunate fate they must continue to live. 

Our best friends should be those with whom our interests are imme- 
diately identified, and, although emigration may sometimes be a relief 
from evil, yet in a free country, where the resources of nature abound 
on every hand, as they do everywhere in our wonderful Southern land, 
unexhausted and even untouched, the best place fora man. is that 
where he was born. If he suffers under adverse conditions he will do 
better to seek, and, ifneed be, demand by proper means their amelio- 
ration, rather than venture the loss of all by expatriation or removal 
to new and.strange parts even of the same country. Too often it is, 
‘* distance lends enchantment to the view,” and to transfer vast popu- 
lations from one part of the country to another is almost impossible. 
It never should be necessary; and, ifin any case it may seem to be 
so, yet in the end more immediate and substantial relief will generally 
be found in a patient but manly and determined effort to better one’s 
condition where he already is. ‘ 

The hard, naked truth is that this is a world of toil, and that what- 
ever we get we must pay for in solid work. 

The real difference between slavery and freedom is this: Slavery is 
work without pay; freedom is work with pay. Wherever we go we 
shall find this to be inexorably true. In onr present free condition 
under the law, to receive a man’s work and not to pay him is to rob 
him; to pay him less than a fair price is to rob him proportionately. 
When a man is paid only in part for his toil he is aslave to just the de- 
gree that he is unpaid. Before slavery was abolished by law the slave 
was paid the necessaries of life for his Jabor, and the employer or the 
master fixed the amount himself, controlled, however, by the unavoid- 
able cost of keeping the laborer in good condition asa producing power. 
The right to fix or rather to agree with the employer upon the price 
of his labor, or to work for one’s self as the alternative, is the substan- 
tial advantage which the freeman over the slave, 

Now, a moment’s thought will show us that in order to exercise this 
right so that it will be of any value to the freeman he must possess two 
things: 

1. He must have knowledge of the value of his work, in order to fix 
a fair price upon it. 

2. He must be able to get work elsewhere when it is refused by the 
employer, and to do this without fail he must own land. 

The first qualification, then, of a freeman is knowledge, intelligence, 
for knowledge is power. The second qualification is the ownership of 
land and skill to earn a living uponit. If I could fix these twothoughts 
in the minds of my countrymen forever, I should be their greatest 
benefactor. 

Get education! And getland! Get the best possible of both, and 
always remember that a little of the best is worth mors than much of 
an inferior quality. But at all events get some, and get as much as 
you can of education and of land; and if you can not get the best of 
either, then endeavor to make that which you do get still better by 
your own exertions, for often, as the old North Carolina song has it— 

It is more in the man than it is in the land. 
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- ‘There can never bé any real liberty and permanent happiness in this 
world unless the masses of the people have intelligence and land. 
With these two great possessions the people are independent and are 
their own kings. Whoever possesses the knowledge will come to 

the land of any country, and thus it is that in the last analysis 
owledge itself is liberty, because knowledge is power. 

I have been trying to specify land as the great *‘ property qualifica- 
tion and immunity of freemen,” and so bring home to the mind as 
clearly as possible the two indispensable objects for which we must 
labor if we would become and continue free, which are, knowledge 
and land. These we must have or be slaves. These possessions we 
must transmit to our children or they will become a race of slaves. 
Knowledge and land the masses of the people in our nation must have, 
or they will become the bondmen of superior classes at home or of 
more powerful nations abroad. The attainment of these should be the 
great earthly object of us all. 

Not only should the attainment of knowledge and land be the great 
earthly object, but without them there is no development of individual 
spiritual power, no true Jiberty of the soul in the realm of eternal things, 
none of that higher and sublimer freedom wherewith the Great Author 
of our religious faith shall make us ‘‘ free indeed.” 

I conceive the whole problem of the future of our country and of man- 
kind to depend upon the question whether the masses of the people 
shall have knowledge and land—not necessarily every individual, but 
the great majority—so that their favorable condition may determine 
favorably the condition of all; for where, under the operation of equal 
laws, the majority are prosperous and happy, there will be the minority 
also. ‘Therefore it is that I dwell upon the thought, knowledge and 
land! 

But what is knowledge? Whatisland? Both these termsare used 
ina Ty nper sense, the former as embracing all that we 
come to know or which may be known, whether from books, from science 
and liberal culture, or without them; the latter term, land, embraces 
air and water as well as the soil, so far, at least, as they may become 
property and the means of production by individual appropriation and 
ownershi 

* Butl date to speak within the limits of the practical, and endeavor 
to snggest what to meseem to be the great tangible objects to which 
the efforts of those who daily toil for existence and for liberty should 
be directed, regardless of color or race; forcolor is of the skin merely, 
and not of the soul, and we are all one, the human race. 

Therefore, when I speak of education to-day I refer to that common 
knowledge in books and in affairs which is necessary in order that its 
possessor shall make headway, or at least hold his own in the compe- 
titions of life with those by whom he is surrounded and with the 
positive resistances of nature herself. Whether the great law of hu- 
man development be the survival of the fittest—a doctrine to which I 
am unwilling to subscribe if its true construction be that the strong, 
by reason of their strength, have the right or are placed under the ne- 
cessity of growing stronger and of surviving longer at the expense of 
the lessening strength and earlier decay of the weak—still this is cer- 
tainly true, that survival and progress depend upon the possession of 
@ certain inherent and also an acquired force on the part of those 
who advance atall. And that education or knowledge of which I now 
speak is what individuals and communities must possess in order to 
hold their own and get on against and in connection with their own 
surroundings, their neighbors and friends, or their several environ- 
ments, to speak more exactly as I mean. 

The college and higher institutions of learning are indispensable to 
every civilized people, because they already have them ; and they alone 
can give those higher forms and orders of knowledge which society 
must have and constantly apply or retrograde. But the cultivation 
and pursuit thereof is of itself an- occupation and is impracticable to 
the masses of men. They, however, must possess a certain degree of 
knowledge and training of both head and hand in order to existin a 
state of society where these advantages are generally possessed ; and 
all progress is conditioned upon an increase of this common culture of 
the common people, such as is acquired in the common school and in 
the mastery of some common occupation, whereby work can be directed 
to the production of useful things. There are no higher ends than the 

rformance of the common duties and the attainment of the common 
objects of life, 

The whole purpose of human existence seems to be to transmit that 
life which God has given in and through succeeding and constantly 
improving generations. Human life is not merely a struggle to exist, 
butto climb; not merely to hold, but to acquire; to develop the grand 
and noble, the pure and the godlike, not in one nor in a few, but in 
all; and the proper discharge of the common duties of existence has 
these lofty purposes directly in view. Therefore it is that the post of 
honor is the private station; therefore it is that the ocenpations of 
every-day life are not inferior in dignity, as they are superior in im- 
portance, to those of a more select and exactingcharacter. The farmer 
and the school-master can exist without the mathematician and the 
rey Seas the humblest soul may find its way even more surely to 
the high places of the eternal heavens than the philosopher or the sage. 
The essential dignity and elevation of human nature are manifest in 


common life, To be fitted for it, then, every individual must possess 


the education and training to which I have referred. 

A free people must also know more than simply how to live. They 
mustgovern themselves in order to become orcontinue free. They must 
possess and exercise the attributes of kings. What the king does for 
the whole people, a free people must do for themselves. If intelligence 
and wisdom are necessary in the king, even so mustthe people possess 
the same or fail in the performance of the functions of self-government. 
No people can govern themselves unless they know how to doit. If 
they attempt self government without mime of the principles upon 
which society is founded and in ignorance of the great issues controll- 
ing their own interests and destiny, which from time to time they are 
called upon to decide, the result must be either anarchy, which is the 
destruction of society, or a despotism in which liberty and progress are 
crushed under the foot of some all-conquering czar. 

The ballot, which is self-government, is buta knife in the hand of the 
ignorant man wherewith he may destroy society, however innocent or 
even praiseworthy his intentions. What then? Shall he be deprived 
of this t defense of freemen? Nay, verily! But rather educate 
him and qualify him for its exercise. And let whoever possesses this 
great right, this weapon wherewith other rights of person andof prop- 
erty are to be preserved, see to it that he wields it under the direction 
of knowledge and virtue, which alone will enable him to defend and 
bless rather than to curse and destroy. 

But of what avail to educate the head and the hand without there 
be the opportunity to apply that knowledgein the work of life? Men 
must have not only the power to work intelligently and skillfully, but 
the opportunity also. If the granting of that opportunity to work de- 
pends upon the will of another, then of what advantage are knowledge 
and skill? Plainly, the trained and intelligent worker is none the 
better off, for the amount of his wages will be dictated by the man 
who can condemn him to idleness and want unless he accepts that pay 
which the employer may see fit to give. Heis still aslave. Butif he 
have land he can work forhimself. Now, then, we see that land and 
liberty are the same. 

Hear this, O ye farmers of the South, of the North, of the West, of 
the whole earth! Land and liberty are the same! 

Whoever has land is free, for he can root himself in his own herit- 
age, and, combining his toil with light and heat and all fructifying in- 
finences, he can win from the bosom of the common mother of us all 
a generous support for himself and for the dear ones who depend upon 
him for life. When refused employment in every other occupation or 
offered but the scanty wage of oppression and avarice, the owner of his 
own land is free indeed. And being thus sure of a final resource from 
want, whoever seeks employment in any other trade or occupation, if 
sọ be he possesses the intelligence which common-school education will 
give, can demand and will receive all that his labor is reasonably worth. 
But without this ultimate resource in the land itself, no man, no com- 
munity, is free. All over the world and through all human history 
the people are poor unless they own the land. Only as they own land 
are they free. The land is the source of all production, and whoever 


controls it controls all those who produce, all those who toil, in every 


avocation among men, 

I do not mean that every individual must own land in order to be 
reasonably sure of work and of fair pay, but I do mean that only thus 
can he be absolutely sure of a resource when other employments suspend 
and other avocations fail ; and always a majority of the people must 
be rooted, as it were, in the soil. No other occupation yields the nec- 
essaries of life direct. These come primarily from the land, and their 
annual reproduction is indispensable to the life and therefore to the 
freedom and happinessofman. All other occupations may be crowded, 
but not so the intelligent cultivation of the land. And itis only where 
the mass of men pursue the primary work of tillers of the soil that 
artisans and operatives and mechanics find a remunerative demand for 
their skill. 

So, viewed in whatever way you please, it comes down to this plain 
truth at last, that only the owner and cultivator of the soil is sure ot 
a livelihood. He alone is sure forever to be free. 

He does not require much. In our broad and blessed country there 
are homes for all who will build them, there are fertile farms for all 
who will till them. A little land, worked with intelligence and ay 
will suffice for the support of a family; and a few years of industry 
economy will enable any man to pay for the acres which will make 
him independent, and therefore really free. 

We are told by those who have studied the subject that a commu- 
nity educated thoroughly in the common branches of knowledge will, 
by reason of that superior intelligence, produce at least twice as much 
by its labor as the same community could produce without education. 
An educated man will, therefore, as a rule, get at least double the 
wages which he could otherwise earn. This is generally true, and the 
first condition of all improvement is education. 

But I hardly need dwell upon this primary and acknowledged truth. 
The important tical questions for every one are these: How shall 
I obtain education? How shall I obtain land? 

Each one is chiefly the maker of his own fortunes. Education and 
the acquirement of property—that is, liberty—must be our own work. 
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All that the nation, the State, or parents and friends can do is to pro- 
vide the opportunity. Thatis done when we have theschool, the work- 
shop, and the land. We must ourselves do all the rest. No commu- 
nity has done justice to itself until every child and every inhabitant 
has been provided with the opportunity for education in the common 
branches of knowledge,to acquire some useful occupation,and with the 
work itself; which, as we have already seen, when it can be had no- 
where else, may always be found in land. 

It is of no use to bid a child be educated and yet provide no school 
or to work when he has no trade and no training for the farm. In se- 
lecting a home or a country wherein to live, every sensible person will 
then, if possible, find schools and land. If they are scarce and can not 
be supplied where he is, then he must seek his fortunes elsewhere or 
get but little good out of this life. As wealth increases and new in- 

ustries spring up,employment may be found outside of the land, but, 
all the same, these occupations will fail as the culture of the soil dis- 
appears; so that ever the great demand is for education and for land. 

If I were to select any part of this world as the natural home of a 
great people, I should choose the Southern States. 

In ten years’ time the Southern States of this nation could be made 
the paradise of the workingman. And herein this greatarena, whether 
it be for better or for worse, swarming and increasing millions of the 
sons of toil must continue for all time todwell and-to have their homes, 
What shall their future be? 

The relations of the Government, both State and national, to the 
great problems of the future condition of our people I do not propose at 
any length to discuss. A great work and solemn responsibility at- 
tach to them both. But we are dealing chiefly with ourselves, with 
our own powers and duties to-day. 

Our great work is the personal practice of the virtues of industry, 
economy, temperance, and justice in our daily lives. Only the indus- 
trious man can earn money; only the economical man will save it; 
only the temperate man can preserve his own time and his own powers 
of body and of mind, and only the just and honest man will have the 
respect of the community wherein he dwells or even long avoid the 
meshes of the law. No man who does not possess these simple but all- 
important virtues will often acquire education, land or other forms of 
property, or true freedom for himself or his child. 

The cultivation of these virtues is our own work; no one can perform 
it for us. Without this is done by ourselves, all help from the wealth 
or services of others, all aid from the nation or from the State, is of no 
avail. With the practice of honesty, industry, temperance, and econ- 
omy on the part of the individual, all other things from the nation and 
from the State will soon be added thereto. And whoever, by the prac- 
tice of these virtues, can save the smallest surplus from the proceeds of 
his daily toil beyond his daily need, let him invest it in his head or in 
land. And if so be he have others dependent upon himself, let him 
even suffer all things, that he may give to them likewise education and 
Jand, that they in their turn may confer these great benefits upon the 
generations to come, 

It is wee for one part of acommunity to be segregated from 
the remainder and to live alone. Of every race and color, we are to 
stand or fall together, and nothing in the end is for the good of one 
which is not for the general good. No class or individual can live at 
the expense of others without ultimate injury to all, and I should con- 
sider any man a common enemy who would advocate a measure or a 
policy which could foster discontent or alienation among the people in 
any part of our country. No portion of our great land is more in need 
of honest, industrious, skillful, and contented labor than the great re- 

on known as the Southern States, and nowhere is there a more hope- 

l or inviting field for intelligent and thrifty workers in every voca- 
tion than here, True that conditions here, as everywhere else, may 
be greatly improved; and especially important everywhere in the South 
is the more rapid development of the common school. Without this, 

will never come, wealth will never accumulate, and free gov- 
ernment will not long survive. But the schools will come. 

Thenationshould help. Soindustrial training will come. All forms 
of diversified industry, every trade, manufacture, and vocation known 
to civilization and every production possible to a varied climate and 
fertile soil will spring up and dwell there forever. The future is full 
of poner and to the colored man and his children who will get edu- 
cation and get land there will be ample compensation during all the 
long ages to come for the wrong and suffering to which the past may 
have subjected his race, 

Nor should it ever be forgotten that the colored man of to-day is civil- 
ized and free, the equal of every other man in American citizenship and 
before American law, because of the wise decrees of the Great Author 
of all that has been and is and is to be, which ordained his forcible 
emigration from a still savage continent and his education during two 
hundred and fifty years of bondage up through ever-increasing degrees 
of civilization until the final hour when God saw that he was quali- 
fied for the full measure of liberty. White and colored, North and 
South, we have lived and suffered and atoned together, and who shall 
say that it is not well? 

t is impossible to disconnect in any way the fate of men who live 
in the same community and under the same laws by distinctions no 


more substantial than color and race. Education produces the same ' 
effect upon all; ignorance always oppresses and enslaves. Honest, in- 
telligent toil will thrive, and it matters not who oya nay. Social dis- 
tinctions and prejudices may last forever. Probably they will always 
exist. Properly regulated and restrained within their true sphere, as 
they are the manifestations of instinct and innate tendencies, no doubt 
they are indispensable to the happiness of society. But these distinc- 
tions in social relations can not change the rights or add to or take 
from the dignity of any citizen before the law. 

Could I address them personally I should pray our colored friends 
to remember that if is an evil thing to cultivate the sentiment that 
they are in any way a distinct people; that they have any less or 
greater claim to consideration because of their race or of their part; 
that there is any hope of better conditions of life for them through di- 
rect or indirect influences than for other American citizens among 
whom they live. And, on the other hand, it isa high crime in the 
eye of the law of the nation and of the States if by reason of their race 
or previous condition their advantages in the practical administration 
of the law be the less. 

But let them remember whenever, if ever, they are sorely tried, that 
the saints have come up through great tribulation; and, if their journey 
to the promised land has been through a wilderness, that they are now 
where the milk and honey begin to flow and the fruit trees of their 
earthly paradise are blossoming all around. : 

Yes, colored men, stick to your homesin the ‘‘sunny South.” Labor 
will yet conquer all things. Labor will give you land; labor will give 
you schools, Land and schools will redress every grievance; will brin; 
you wealth and all the comforts and luxuries of life; will banish 
inequalities and hardships from which you suffer in the practical ad- 
ministrations of the law, and will protect you in the exercise of the suf- 
frage by demonstrating to those who surround you your full capacity 
intelligently and safely to share in the great responsibility of self-gov- 
ernment and in control of the property and lives of your fellow-men. 

Education and the skill which results from it will increase the re- 
wards of your toil. Now, the labor of the North is better paid than 
yours, because it is more intelligent and more skilled. Thousands of 
industries there abound, demanding the disciplined thought and the” 
well-trained hand, while you have as yet comparatively few. But your 
good time is coming. Everywhere capital is seeking investment in 
your forests, your mines, your plantations and farms, and your water- 
falls, and in the natural centers of affairs. Diversified industries, by 
which a people produce most things which they themselves consume, 
and thus cease to depend upon other nations and other climes, are com- 
ing to you. Demand for labor of every kind will spring up on ev 
hand. Your wages will increase, and with economy will come tlie 
power to purchase all the manifold comforts and finally all the rea- 
sonable refinements and luxuries of life. 

Producing everything, increasing wealth will enable you to buy and 
to consume. Farms will multiply and farmers grow rich. Houses 
will be erected which will greatly surpass the old in all the conditions 
of health, convenience, and protection from the elements. Domestic 
animals will improve, and chattels in ten thousand forms will mul- 
tiply on every hand. Labor-saving tools and machinery will come to 
relieve you from the severity of your toil. Schools will give discipline 
and culture to your sonsand your daughters alike. Newspapers, those 
great educators of the people, will everywhere abound. Every intel- 
lectual and moral power will be quickened and every want of the body 
and of the soul supplied from the abundant harvests of the stimulated 
productive forces of new-born industrial life. 

In this regeneration, this new industrial creation, the colored man 
will bear a most important part. But it is not his field alone. The 
whole people own this great land, and work, honest, intelligent, pro- 
ductive toil, is the universal God-given privilege. Its rewards and bless- 
ings and honors belong to all. 

Schools and land! Intelligence and the skill and opportunity to 
work for fair pay are the right of every son and daughter of man; and 
throughout this land of ours, if nowhere else on earth, that rightshall 
be the possession of all. 

More and more the prejudices and limitations of other days are pass- 
ing away. Patriotism embraces the whole country, and rejoices in the 
good of every class and condition in our national life. Adversity and 
war have taught us at least mutual respect, and sectional hate is giving 
place to the love of a citizenship which has continental proportions 
and which, let us hope, will be as enduring as time. 

American history must forever record that the earliest martyr to 
American liberty was the gigantic Attucks, who fell under the British 
bullet on Massachusetts soil. Jackson summoned free negroes to the 
defense of New Orleans, At the head of a regiment of the sons of 
New Hampshire, I myself was in that charge upon the bloody walls of 
Port Hudson, when Southern valor destroyed the gallant columns of 
the North, and among the dying and the dead along the whole seven 
miles of slaughter none were nearer to the foe than the colored sol- 
diers who there first fell in the uniform of their country. 

Regiments of colored soldiers are now conceded to be among the best 
troops in the and permanent Army of the United States. In 
peace and in war the colored man has well discharged all the high 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


2433 


duties of the American citizen and soldier. By his good conduct he 
‘has erased the color line; and, while all agree that it may remain in 
society relations, those who would restore it in civil affairs do fight 
t the stars in their courses and the irreversible decrees of God. 
e highest statesmanship and patriotism throughout the country rec- 
ognize this great fact, and both North and South, accepting the situa- 
tion, rejoice together in the removal of a fell institution which was 
established and fostered by the capital of both, and the pangs of whose 
extinction almost destroyed our national life, 

I believe fully in the perpetuity of our institutions and of our Fed- 
eral Union, I could not entertain this high confidence if I doubted 
the broad and national patriotism of any section of the country or of 
any class of our people. If Jefferson were alive he would no longer 
tremble for his country when he remembered that God is just, for he 
would see that God is now determined that the last vestiges of slavery 
shall be destroyed. There is now no great institution warring among 
our members, threatening destruction to the body politic or the sub- 
version of free principles and free government. The Declaration of 
Independence is no longer an American theory only, but is is an Amer- 
ican fact. True there is terrible pain in the great redemption proc- 
ess, but it is being wrought out in the nation and in every State. 
The forces of human nature have free play everywhere, and are fast 
transmuting free thought into free action, which willsoon disintegrate 
and destroy whatever remains over of the laws and customs of the past 
which conflict with the general improvement and happiness of all. 

There is much cause for gratitude to the Supreme Ruler that He has 
ordained that human life, which flows on age after age in the race, 
shall be so brief in generations and individuals, Were we to live on 
century after century like Methuselah, the progress of the world would 
be like the journeyings of the sloth, and hope would falter because of 
the Bourbonism of both North and South manifest in petrified but still 
breathing men. But, fortunately, those who do not change for the 
better soon die, and the new blood of youth and souls fresh from the 
Divinity and free from the shackles of custom, prejudice, and tradition 

ring forth upon the forever shifting arena of human action to work out 
their manifest destiny in the full light of liberty and under laws which 
stimulate the ambition, ennoble theaspirations, purify the purposes, pro- 
tect the rights, and defend the lives and fortunes of all. Educate the 
people universally, and the violence of savagery, which sometimes 

reaks out like the sudden spring of a wild beast, will disappear forever, 

It does not yet appear what this already supreme nation shall be; 
but we do know that we are the advance guard of mankind. What- 
ever of hope there may be for the fifteen hundred millions of the race 
will fail if our sixty millions shall desert the banner of humanity and 
destroy our free and holy institutions by faithlessness to the principles 
of universal liberty or the demands of personal duty in private life 
We do know that we have the greatest opportunity before us ever yet 
given to any people in the annals of time. We know, too, that as is 
our opportunity so is our responsibility. We know that upon our own 
generation in this present time God has placed the burdens of a great 
emergency, of a peculiar trust. In the presence of the mighty problems 
which confront us and the solemn responsibilities which press now upon 
men of action everywhere in our great land, the prejudice of parties 
and the clamor of hunters for place should cease. Let us approach our 
future as one people, full of a patriotism as large as the whole country, 
yet regardful of the fortunes of the humblest child, caring equally and 
fully for all sections, and beholding in all one great unity, in which 
every citizen is an equal and a king. 

So shall it be that the memories of the first Revolution shall revive in 
ea ee tenderness and glory, and our last estate shall be better than 

e first. 

There is one particular aspect of this proposition to give equalization 
and universality of common-school education to the people of the whole 
country which I think well might be practically dwelt upon, and dur- 
ing the few moments which still remain to me I will advert once more 
to this. I refer now to the great importance of this measure as an edu- 
cational measure, operative chiefly at the South, to the conditions and 
civilization of the North. Weall understand how it was that we were 
two nations until the civil war. 

Conditions as different prevailed in the South, as compared with those 
of the North, as prevail at the present time between our own civiliza- 
tion in the North and the average civilization in Europe or in any other 
foreign countries. 

Labor had its rights in the North; labor was intelligent and there- 
fore it was free, and because it was free it was intelligent, and there- 
fore possessed the power of combination, and it was able to exact in the 
market its proportion of the amount received for the productions of 
which labor was the creator. 

But for that intelligence the labor of the North would have been as 
cheap labor in all this vast period of time as at the South; but intelli- 
gence and education made that difference. The war came and swept 


past. Nothing can oe the condition of the great mass of the peo- 
ple of the South but intelligence, the power which comes of knowledge 
and of general education. b gives the force which leads to combi- 
nation; and in that is the true secret of higher wages and better com- 
pensation to the ordinary artisan, to the o toiler in the common 
walks of life. That alone can put the masses of the Southern people 
upon the same plane of civilization, developing the same wants, devel- 
oping the same amount of wages, and when a man labors for w: and 
the same price or share in the product of his commodity, when he is a 
farmer or producer in any other sense than that of a mere laborer with 
his hands, that done, the ordinary production of the South will 
stand upon the same plane of cost as the ordinary production of the 
North, and it will, therefore, be unable to seek the Northern market 
and take from Northern citizens the market which they deserve by rea- 
son of their own toil, and in the ion of which home market alone 
is there any guaranty that the condition of the laborer at the North, 
the common capital of the mass of the citizenship, capital and labor 
combined, ‘shall continue as at present. 

As I before expressed it, nothing can constitute a tariff for the pro- 
tection of the civilization of the North as against the cheap production 
of the South, which is coming with the introduction of numerous and 
diversified industries there as at the North, but producing among the 
masses of the people of the South homogeneous intellectual conditions 
with those of the people of the North. When that is done, the result, 
the article produced, will be distributed among the masses of the people 
at the South rather than that the price, the result, will pass into the 
pocket of the capitalistalone. When their wants, the result of increasi 
education, demand the necessary wages wherewith to purchase that whi 
will supply those wants, so that they may consume like the masses of 
the people of the North, then the South will produce double what she 
now does with the same numerical working population, because with 
intelligence her power to produce will increase correspondingly; and . 
the increase of the cost of the articles produced at the South together 
with the means of purchasing and of consuming them on the spot will 
confine to the South the wealth which she produces; and in due time 
the labor of her people will have brought about homogeneous conditions 
and like civilization abounding throughout the whole country, and 
thus we shall be able to perpetuate the conditions of the North in the 
South and throughout the whole country and for all time. 

In my brief remarks in the earlier part of this brief address, I di- 
rected my thoughts principally to the colored population of the country. 
I believe that in their education lies the solution of the race problem. 
It is treated as the master problem with which we have to contend at 
the present time. Doubtless it isso; at all events, it is one of the great 
problems, but I have never looked upon the condition of the negro as the 
only cause of solicitude on the part of American patriotism. ‘The white 
people of this country comprise its great mass of the Fa baer and 
they must constitute the nation now and hereafter. n their con- 
dition must depend the future of the United States, and upon the fut- 
ure of the United States the future of the world. I think it has been 
demonstrated in the progress of this debate that the white population 
of this country is in need of increased facilities of education; that there 
is as large a mass of white children at the South who require education 
and increased facilities for education as of the colored race. There is 
probably a much larger mass, and the object of this bill is as much to 
carry relief to them as to the colored children. 

Mr. President, this bill recognizes no color line. It distributes by 
virtue of its provisions the larger portion of the amount appropriated 
at the South, because there is the illiteracy and there is the poverty, 
and therein is the ter need; just as we pour the appropriations of 
the river and harbor bill into those regions where are the rivers and har- 
bors, and improve them there; and if they were all located on a single 
coast it would have the advantage of the whole. But when the money 
is in a State it is combined with the fund of the State itself, at least 
three times as much as that which the nation gives; and the whole by 
the express provisions of the bill is to be distributed for the education 
of the children of school age, irrespective of race or color or of previous 
condition in life. 

So if this bill becomes a law and there be a necessity, so far as its 
provisions go that necessity will be supplied, but it will give the white 
child the b. child’s chance; it will give the black child the white 
child’s chance. It will recognize no color line, but will go in one vast, 
munificent, and beneficent stream to all the citizenship and the child- 
hood of the country irrespective of any distinctions of race or color or 
previous condition in life, 

Mr. President, I have occupied my time; I have done my duty, and 
I submit this bill with the amendments to the action of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 3 o’clock p. m.). The question is on 
the amendments proposed by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Moopy], the first of which will be stated. 

Mr. Have the committee amendments ‘been acted upon 


away the merely nominal slavery, but did not change the condition of | as in Committee of the Whole? 


vast masses of men. They were the same after the war that they were 
before the war, but if there be nothing done to change the condition in 
which childhood finds itself in the environment of the coming gener- 
ation they will remain for the future the same as they were in the 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘They have been acted upon. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not remember as to the fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment proposed by the 
Senator from South Dakota will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. In section 14, line 7, after the word ‘‘authorized,’’ 
it is proposed to insert the words “‘and required;’’ so as to read: 

The Secretary of the Interior is authorized and required to receive and con- 
sider, etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not exactly understand that amendment. 
Who offered it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was offered by the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. Moopy]. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let it be again read, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. The amendment will be again stated. 

TheSrcreTary. Insection 14, line 7, after the word ‘‘ authorized,” 
it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘ and required.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Now let the whole sentence in which it occurs be 
read. 

The SECRETARY. So as to read: 

But in determining the number of illiterates therein, and also in the States of 
Soe ake N Dakota, Montana, and Washington, the Secretary of the 

Mr. GEORGE. Thatis enough. I understand it now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to theamend- 
ment. 

Mr. BLAIR. `I hope the amendments submitted by the Senator 
from South Dakota will be adopted. They seem to be perfectly just. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment proposed by the 
Senator from South Dakota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 14, line 11, after the word ‘‘section, ” 


it is proposed to insert: 
Including the illiterates of the Indian population resident thereia. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The questionis onagreeing to theamend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment submitted by the 
Senator from South Dakota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed at the end of section 14 toadd the 
following words: 

i t in said States and Territories, and i 
nity nt ese ey sal bo ade ten Se cate Ti 
dians living therein shall be included in the basis of such apportionment, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I rise to the support of this amend- 
ment. I believe under the understanding I am entitled to five min- 


‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


utes. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is entitled to five minutes. 
Mr. BERRY. I think, according to the understanding, that applies 
only to amendments offered afterwards, This amendment was offered 


before. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the understand- 
ing reached on a previous day bearing upon the question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope this will not come ont of my five minutes, 
Mr. President. i 

The Chief Clerk read as follows from the RECORD of the 13th instant: 


The Presipine Orricer. The Chair will restate the proposition. The Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent that on ber gn A of next 
week, at 2.0’clock in the afternoon, all debate shall cease upon the bill and the 
amendments pending, except such remarks as the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire shall desire to make himself, not to exceed one hour, and that, atthe con- 
clusion of his speech, the vote shall be taken upon the pending amendments, 
and all amendments t may be thereafter offered to be subject to debate un- 


der the five-minute rule, Is that the proposition ? 


Mr. BLAIR. That is the way I mean to be understood. 
The Prestprne Orricer. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 


Mr. Brar. It is the understanding that it applies to one week from to-mor- 


row. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thursday of next week. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont will proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do I understand that my friend from Arkansas 
thinks I am not entitled to speak to the pending amendment? 

Mr. BERRY. I understood the unanimous consent that was given 
to be that at 3 o’clock to-day the vote should be taken without debate 

m the amendments then pending, and that all amendments there- 
after offered should be subject to debate under the five-minute rule in 
the order reached. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill not violate the understanding if that is the 
way the Senator understands it. When we get through with the pend- 
ing amendment I think I can move one that will enable me to say what 
I desire. 

Mr. GEORGE. My understanding is—and I will state it to know 
if I am correct—that all the amendments proposed by the committee 
to the bill have been adopted as in Committee of the Whole. Is that 
the fact or not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. All the amendments of the committee 
have been a to, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. GEORGE. In Committee of the Whole? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In Committee of the Whole. The Chair 
desires to call the attention of Senators to the understanding reached 


at a previous session, wherein it is stated by the Chair that ‘‘the vote 
shall be taken upon Sho pending amendments, and all amendments that 
to 


war ye thereafter ofie be subject to debate under the five-minute 
e 

Mr. BERRY. The understanding was that all amendments offered 
after 3 o’clock to-day are to be subject to debate under the five-minute 
rule, and all debate must cease upon the bill and amendments then 
pending at3o’clock. Thereafter such amendments as might be offered 
should be subject to debate under the five-minute rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments which have just been 
reported, which were offered by the Senator from South Dakota, were 
offered since that time, 

Mr. BERRY. I understood that they were offered yesterday and, 
therefore, before 3 o’clock to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They were offered since the understand- 
ing was reached. 

Mr. BERRY. But before 3 o'clock to-day? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that the Sen- 
ator from Vermont is entitled to the floor under the five-minute rule, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, in support of the amendment, 
which is in the line of the objects of the bill, as everybody will agree, 
i have to say, in the first place, that the argument which doubters, 
secret opponents, ete., have made against the constitutionality of this 
bill is denied by the plain letter of the Constitution, which in respect 
of the taxing power declares that Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, excises, etc., in order to promote the gen- 
eral welfare. In addition to that, Congress is given certain specific 
powers to do things that they might do without a dollar of money, if 
they could get a volunteer to the Army or whatever; and add that the 
constant practice of Congress and of every Department of the Gov- 
ernment for a hundred years, beginning with the First Congress, has 
demonstrated that that is the way the men whomade the Constitution 
and who kave administered it since understood it. One of the very 
first acts passed, I believe, in the very first Congress, was to give a cer- 
tain amount of money to refugees from somewhere (I can not take the 
time in five minutes to say where), and so on down to this day, going 
latterly to seeds for the farmers of Texas, Congress has appropriated 
money out of the Treasury to pay for such objects. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The latter bill was vetoed? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was vetoed, but I take it that does not change 
the judgment of Congress or the nature of the Constitution. 

So, in my opinion, with great respect to everybody, the 
that is put up here that there is any moral even, not to say ob- 
stacle in a constitutional way of Congress appropriating public funds to 
promote the general welfare by beginning at the fundamental point of 
general welfare everywhere, in every country and in every place since 
history began, is entirely baseless. There is no nation the prosperity 
of whose people and whose happiness and safety are not measured ex- 
actly by the amount of education that the body of that people have. 

Now we come to the expediency of the measure. It has been objected 
that these States, Vermont and Mississippi, South Carolina and New 
Hampshire, and so on, will steal this money, will squander it, and that 
the light of life and liberty will not go to the people because the officers 
of the States will steal the money. 

That is a short and brief way of putting it. I do not believe so at 
all. If it were possible, there is the safeguard which this bill con- 
tains everywhere in all its provisions of the oversight of the United 
States and that the stoppage of any further appropriation is to come if 
the money is not properly accounted for. 

What do we doit for then? Ido it in respect of the morning stars 
of the Northwest that have just come into the Union, in order that they 
may in thequickest way be aided, augmented in their exertion to make 
their people intelligent in those simple ranges of intelligence that make 
citizens capable of defending themselves and of electing wise rulers, I 
do it for the Southern States, for the aristocracy that now governs 
them, in order that the friction between ignorance and the intelligence 
of the aristocracy may be diminished, and that when the poor white 
and colored man come to know a little more they will see that the land- 
owner and the man of education, the man of property, is their friend 
and that it is better to intrust him with the administration of local af- 
fairs than it is to put it into the hands of any ignorant candidate what- 
ever, 

To my brother Republicans I say by just the measure that you in- 
crease the intelligence where there is friction, South or North, of the 
common people, by that measure you enable them to defend their 
rights in a just and honorable and constitutional way. 

I believe my five minutes are up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s five minutes have expired. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I had marked a passage in the 
speech of the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] to comment upon, 
but had made up my mind that I would not refer to it, and I should 
not do so except for the speech of the Senator from Vermont. The 
Senator from New York said: 

This bill, as the Senator from Connecticut would have us think, for the first 
time undertakes to distribute the wealth of this country (for I have Lye pr ps 


question of distinction between money and land and wealth and duty 
strengthening a system of education in the States. 


rofession 


1890. ; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2435 


I had but five minutes before said with great respect and with per- 
mission of the Senator: i 
I believe nobody has ever denied that the National Government might 
roperly dedicate public lands to education, especially when it founded new 
and that it might give the proceeds of taxes in general or of the sales of 
public lands to certain great national purposes. 
That is as reported here. It should be “educational purposes.” 


But we are discussing something eise here to-day. Weare discussing the first 
meAsure— 


This is what I said was the first measure— y 
that ever wasin Congress that followed this dedication to the close details of 
State administration and attempted to control minor State officers, 

The Senators from New York then called attention to what is known, 
to the great honor of the senior Senator from Vermont, as the Morrill 
act, that which established agricultural colleges. There is no analogy 
or very slight analogy between thetwo measures, The Morrill act did 
not attempt to enter into the established system of common schools at 
all. It established an entirely distinct institution in each State, an 
agricultural college, and dedicated to that certain public lands, and 
then said that afterwards it should be continued in accordance with the 
legislation of the State. There was no inspection whatever provided 
for. In this bill here before me the governor of the State is to certify 
to nine distinct pan before his State can receive any money. 

In the form of specifications in section 11 there are sixteen points 
upon which there shall be every year a statement to the Interior De- 
partment. There is a board of inspection appointed, because it is de- 
clared thatit shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to promptly 
investigate all complaints lodged with him of any misappropriation or 
discrimination, etc.,and in case it be ruled against the governor, upon 
an investigation, the money shall not be given. It is expressly provided 
that all complaints shall be investigated. 

Now, I attention to that point especially. All over the country, 
unless in the South it is different from what it ever has been or difter- 
ent from any other part of the world, there will arise constant com- 
plaints of partiality and maladministration. It is the duty of an in- 
ferior officer of the Government under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, itis the duty of the Commissioner of Education to go down 
or send down into every one of the States and inquire as to whether the 
governor has truly certified to the Commissioner as to whether the sub- 
ordinate officers of the State have honestly executed the law. Compare 
this with the Morrill act, that gave the money forever to the States, 
dedicated it, and said it must be kept a separate and distinct fund for- 
ever, to be expended and honestly governed according to the laws of 
the Legislature, and put only the indispensable condition into it for 
the safe conduct of the money. It did not provide for i ion. 

The odious feature of this proposed law, and that which in spirit is 
altogether unconstitutional, is that it sends your Federal subordinates, 
your men who do not rise to the dignity of whisky gaugers, to investi- 
gate the conduct of governors, and I say every subordinate officer would 
give rise to ten octavo volumes of complaints of unfairness and bad 
judgment relating to the governor, that the people have been false to 
their trust and can not have the money for the next year. 

Now, I do not say that there is any one point in this bill which upon 
being carried to the Supreme Court would be ruled as unconstitutional, 
but there are things beyond the reach of the Supreme Court that are 
plainly against the spirit of the Constitution and things nominally 
within the discretion of Congress where the Supreme Court is jealous 
about crossing the line. 

I prophesy, if this bill passes, not eight years and $77,000,000, but 
fifty years anda hundred million dollars. Unless the bill shall become 
so odious that we shall come here early and ask for an extra session to 
repeal it, I prophesy volume upon volume of incessant complaints that 
will redouble and quadruple those which followed reconstruction. 

The bill is full of that. It isa measure that will breed future con- 
troversy everywhere. It is against the spirit of our Government, 

our traditions, against our State rights. 

I do not want those inspectors. Keep out of my State your secre- 
tary of the board of education here. The governor and the people, 
the town committees, all the school boards, are capable of educating our 
children, but, whether we are or not, we mean to make the experiment, 
because we have been a hundred years at it. Keep your hands off and 
let us do these things. It is better for us—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator's five minutes have expired. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish simply to say to the Senator that he helped put 
those features into the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Moopy]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Imove to strike out the word ‘‘seven’’ where the 
bill says ‘seventy-seven million dollars,’’ and I do that for the sake 
of putting an item into the debate which I intended to put in day be- 
fore yesterday, and I am sorry that I omitted it. It is a mere state- 
ment of figures. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ought there not be action upon the pending amend- 
ment first? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has been agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam not going to prolong this debate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me understand distinctly. Was the amendment 
moved by the Senator from South Dakota adopted ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been adopted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move a pro forma amendment in order that I 
may putin the estimate of the probable expenditures and app: 
tions for the next fiscal year. I have it from the best accessible au’ - 
ties about this building, and having sent it out for a revision I now 
present it. This is it: 

Estimated revenues $450,400,000. That includes post-office reve- 
nues. Per contra, probable appropriations, exclusive of deficiencies, 
$323,000,000; permanent appropriations, including sinking fund, $101,- 
600,000; probable deficiency—a guess, but a guess from the best judges 
of what it will be—$31,000,000. That makes on the other side $455,- 
600,000. But add proposed appropriations reported to the Senate and 
not included in probable deficiency, return of direct tax, $17,500,000, 
which we have passed and sent to the other House; Blair bill, $7,000,000; 
French spoliation claims, which the courts have adjudged that we owe, 
and we owe as truly as we owe our board bills, $1,742,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, I will not stop in reading a column of figures 
when I have only five minutes. 

Naval ships, $7,000,000; increased pensions, $35,000,000, as the com- 
mittee has told you here. This aggregate makes $68,242,000, and 
added to $455,600,000 it makes proposed appropriations $523,842,000, 
The estimated revenues being $450,400,000, there is in view a probable 
deficit, if that be anything like truth, of $73,442,000. 

Now, that will appear in the RECORD and you can study upon it. 
You have got to repeal some things and defeat some thi and re- 
organize some things, and stop your reformation of the tariff and stop 
your reduction if you pass the bill now before you. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I rise to speak to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Connecticut, simply to say that accord- 
ing to my view of these understandings that we have about voting I 
am not at liberty in moving formal amendments to to the gen- 
eral subject, and therefore I make no reply to my honorable friend from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will not be misrepresented by the Senator. With 
his permission I will state that I moved what I may call a financial 
amendment, pertaining to the millions to be expended, and the money 
to be expended next year; and I did not say a word about anything ex- 
cept finances. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have nothing to say, Mr. President. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to state—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I withdraw my amendment. The Senator can 
move any other he chooses, 

Mr. BLAIR. This is a matter—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS (to Mr. BLAIR). 
understanding. Let it go. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am not violating any understanding. I have not 

ken on the pending amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment has been withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAIR. It could not be withdrawn when I was speaking upon 
it. The Senator can not jump up after I got the floor and withdraw it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I will let it stand. 

Mr. PLUMB. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I should like to 
ask what was the understanding as to the proceedings to-day upon this 
bill, and if it embraces the opportunity to indefinitely debate amend- 
ments. If it does, then of course there would have to be some order 
take’ about voting, because there might be a good many amendments 
offered and a good deal of debate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it is not probable, it is not possible, 
that during this session of Congress there can be any appropriation 
under this bill, because it is provided that the assent of the States 
through their Legislatures shall be firstobtained. It will consequently ` 
be impossible that the bill shall go into operation or that there should 
be any appropriation under it during the present session of Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and open to amendment. If there be no further 
amendment proposed the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Myamendmentis withdrawn? Thatis the under- 
standing? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question now is, Shall the bill be 
ordered to be en; and read the third time? 

Mr. INGALLS. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to offer an amendment. I move to strike out 
all of section 2 down to and ineluding the word ‘‘census,’’ in line 11, 
and to insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Theamendment of the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB] will be stated. 


Let it yo, and do not violate the 


> 
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The CHEF CLERK. In section 2, itis proposed tostrike out all down 
to and including the word ‘‘ census,” in line 11, as follows: 


Thatsuch money shall annually be divided among and paid outin the several 
States and Territories, and in the District of Columbia, in that proportion which 
the whole numberof persons in each who, being of the age of ten years and over, 
can not write bears to the whole number of such persons in the United States, 
except as provided in the fifteenth section; such computation shall be made ac- 
cording to the census of 1890, until the illiteracy returns of the census of 1890 shall 
be irais mP and then upon the basis of that census, 

And to insert in lien thereof: 

That such money shall annually be divided among and paid out in the sey- 
eral States and Territories and in the District of Columbia in proportion to their 

pulation respectively between the ages of ten and twenty-one years, accord- 
Tig to the census of 1880: Provided, That all of said money remaining undis- 

ted at the date of the mayer et on of the returns of population according 
to the census of 1890 shall divided as aforesaid in proportion. to the popula- 
tion between the ages of ten and twenty-one years according to said census, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Thequestion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Kansas. f: 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Kansas explain just what his 
amendment proposes? 

Mr. PLUMB. The difference between my amendment and the dis- 
tribution provided for by the bill is this: Under the bill it is to be dis- 
tributed to the States upon the basis of illiteracy. Undermy amend- 
ment it is to be distributed to the States upon the basis of population 
between the ages of ten and twenty-one years. In other words, the 
people who pay their money would get their aliquot proportion of it back. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill.. 

Mr. INGALLS. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
gee P bg and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e ro) 

Mr. HAMPTON {when Mr. BUTLER’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. BUTLER], who is absent, asked me to pair with him; but 
by an arrangement with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 
NER] the pair has been transferred, so as to authorize the Senator from 
West Virginia and myself to vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER, My pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
Fe Quay] has been transferred to the Senator from South Carolina 

Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. McPH N (when his name was called), 
the Senator from North Carolina (Mr. VANcE]. If he were present, 
he would vote ‘tyea’’ and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], who was unexpectedly called 
away from the city. If he were present, he would vote ‘‘nay’’ and I 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom], but I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Caszy]. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON], who I understand 
would vote ‘‘yea.’’ If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The was coneluded. 

Mr. BECK. Iam paired upon the bill and all the amendments, as 
I understand, with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. I would 
vote ‘‘ nay ™ against the bill in every form, if I were allowed. 

Mr. PASCO. Mycolleague [Mr. CALL] is paired with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote on the question of engross- 


ment—— 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
change my vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 37; as follows: 


I am paired with 


All ~ 
en, Dolph, McMillan Pu 
Allison, Edmwu Manderson, He ll 
Barbour, E Mitchell, Stanford, 
Chandler, Geo! Moody, Stewart, 
Colquitt. pe oi Mo’ Stockbridge, 
eal er, 
Daniel,’ Higg Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Hoar, s 
NAYS—37. 
Aldrich, Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, 
Bate, Faul J Jones of Nevada, rpie, 
Beny Frye, Kenna, aX 
B burn, Gorman, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Bore tt, any Payne, N ap a 
Tale. 4 
Cockrell, Harris, Plumb, Wolcott, 
Davis, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
wyer, 
Dixon, Ingalls, Sherman, 
ABSENT—14. 
Beck, Cameron. McPherson. Vance, 
Brown, font Paddock, ` Washburn. 
Butler, Quay, 
Gibson, 3 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire under the rule to entera motion to reconsider 
the vote just taken, which I now do. ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is entitled to do that within two 
days. I insist on my motion. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and fifteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BURLINGTON, IOWA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 954) authorizing the con- 
struction of a public building at Burlington, Iowa, and it was referred 
tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

J. F. BAILEY & CO. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that a bill reported adversely this morning 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson], being Senate bill 2931, 
be placed upon the Calendar. I understand that the Senator from 
Maryland has no objection to this, as he reported the bill from the com- 
mittee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Illinois requests unan- 
imous consent that the action of the Senate by which the bill (S. 2931) 
granting jurisdiction to the Court of Claims, notwithstanding any stat- 
utory bar, of the claims of J. F. Bailey & Co. and others, reported ad- 
versely from the Committee on Claims, was indefinitely postponed, may 
be reconsidered, and that the bill be placed on the Calendar. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 749) for the erection of a public building at York, 
Pa., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, 

TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations in 
restraint of trade and production. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, March 21, 1890, at 12 


-o’clock m, 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 20th day of March, 1890. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

Francis MacNutt, of the District of Columbia, to be secretary of the 
legation of the United States at Constantinople, vice Pendleton King, 
recalled. 

UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


James F. Ellis, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United States at 
Brockville, Canada, vice John O. Bridges, recalled, 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Edmond W. Eakin, of Blunt, 8. Dak., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Pierre, S. Dak. (anewly established office). A nomination was sent 
to the Senate February 12, 1890, in which the name of said Eakin was 
erroneously stated as Edwin. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE, 


Harlan P. Wolcott, of Garfield, Kans., to be register of the land of- 
fice at Larned, Kans., rice Henry W. Scott, to be removed. 

Reuben N, Kratz, of Mitchell, S. Dak., to be register of the land 
office at Mitchell, 8. Dak., vice Myron H. Rowley, to be removed. 


POSTMASTERS. 


James B. Miles, to be postmaster at Helena, in the county of Philli 
and State of Arkansas, in the place of Henry P. Grant, whose com 
sion expired March 3, 1890. 

John W. Archibald, to be postmaster at Prescott, in the county of 
Yavapai and Territory of Arizona, in the place of Adoniram J, Head, 


resigned. 

og Corbett, to be postmaster as Tucson, in the county of Pima 
and Territory of Arizona, in the place of Calvin A. Elliott, removed. 

Frederick G. Diefenbach, to be ter at Blue Island, in the 
county of Cook and State of Illinois; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
A Ti Wath: oy be’ ea wi Tippee Alice; tn Wha soanke of 

oseph H. to at Upper è county o 

Madison and State of Illinois; the appointment of a postmaster for the 


Se io O by law, become vested in the President on and after 
1, 
George wean to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county of 
Fulton and State of Illinois, in the place of William removed. 
William C. Adams, to be postmaster at Petersburgh, in the county of 
Pike and State of Indiana; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
April 1, 1890. 
William H. Breeding, to be postmaster at Edinburgh, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Indiana, in the place of Edwin K. Hosford, 
resigned; Mr. Breeding having been nominated and confirmed as Will- 
iam Breedin, 


g. 

Mark L. De Motte, to be postmaster at Valparaiso, in the county of 
Porter and State of Indiana, in the place of Engelbert Zimmerman, 
whose commission expires April 6, 1890. 

Jonas Myers, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of Fulton 
and State of Indiana, in the place of Andrew T. Bitters, whose com- 
mission expired March 12, 1890. 

William P. Moulton, to be postmaster at Stuart, in the county of 
Guthrie and State of Iowa, inthe place of Charles H. Berner, resigned. 

John Lovejoy, to be postmaster at Rockland, in the county of Knox 
and State of Maine, in the place of William P. Hurley, whose com- 
mission expired February 10, 1890. 

Michael Keating, to be postmaster at Centreville, in the county of 
Queen Anne’s and State of Maryland, in the place of Daniel C. Hop- 
per, whese commission expired January 13, 1890. 

Charles W. L. Ha , to be postmaster at East Weymouth, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Zeche- 
riah T. Bicknell, whose commission expires March 29, 1890. 

Sumner A. Whitehead, to be postmaster at Eaton Rapids, in the 
county of Eaton and State of Michigan, in the place of John H. Ham- 
lin, whose commission expired February 8, 1890. 

William Cochran, jr., to be postmaster at Milan, in the county of 
Sullivan and State of Missouri, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after April 1, 1890. 

Mark L. Donghty, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county of 
St. Francois and State of Missouri; the appointment of a postmaster for 

the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after April 1, 1890. 

Samuel L. Andrews, to be postmaster at Crete, in the county of Sa- 
line and State of Nebraska, in the place of Theodore A. C. Baker, whose 
commission expires April 6, 1890. 

James B. Hartwell, to be ter at Hastings, in the county of 
Adams and State of Nebraska, in the place of Griffith J. Evans, whose 
commission expires April 14, 1890. 

Frank E. Helvey, to be postmaster at Nebraska City, in the county of 
Otoe and State of Nebraska, in the place of Donald MacCuaig, removed. 

Henry C. Hammond, to be postmaster at Brockport, in the county of 
Monroe and State of New York, in the place of John C. Collins, whose 
commission expired March 18, 1890, 

John A. Place, to be postmaster at Oswego, in the county of Oswego 
and State of New York, in the place of John A. Barry, whose commis- 
sion expires April 6, 1890. i 

Jacob Weltmer, to be postmaster at Santa Fé, in the county of Santa 
Fé and Territory of New Mexico, in the place of Adolph Seligman, whose 
commission expires April 6, 1890. 

Hallum G. Williamson, to be postmaster at Albuquerque, in the 
county of Bernalillo and Territory of New Mexico, in the place of Will- 
iam A. Walker, whose commission expired January 13, 1890. 

Milton B. De Shong, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Ashland and State of Ohio, in the place of Robert W. Cowan, whose 
commission ex March 1, 1890. 

John C. Reid, to be postmaster at Cuyahoga Falls, in the county of 
Summit and State of Ohio, in the place of Thomas J. Francisco, whose 
commission expired March 12, 1890. 

Maggie L, Carson, to be postmaster at Aiken, in the county of Aiken 
and State of South Carolina, in the place of James E. Crosland, whose 
commission expired February 10, 1890. 

Joshua E. Wilson, to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of 
Florence and State of South Carolina, in the place of Edward H. Lucas, 
whose commission expired March 9, 1890. 

Newman C. Nash, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of Lin- 
coln and State of South Dakota, in the place of John B. Bertrand, jr., 
removed. 

William C. Baquet, to be postmaster at Gonzales, in the county of 
Gonzales and State of Texas, in the place of Wiley V. Collins, whose 
commission expires April 6, 1890. 

George W. Cotter, to be postmaster at Alvarado, in the county of 
Johnson and State of Texas, in the place of William B. Norman,removed. 

Justin M. Moody, to be postmaster at Waterbury, in the county of 
Washington and State of Vermont, in the place of George W. Morse, 
whose commission expired March 9, 1890, and who has resigned. 

George S. Smith, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Smyth 
and State of Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
having, by law, become vested in the President on and after October 


\ 
1, 1888. Richard J. Haller was appointed and commissioned by the 
President, but his term expired by limitation of the law. 

Noyce B. Smith, to be ee at Kilbourn City, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Thomas B. Coon, 
remov 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Frederick Rodgers, to be a captain in the Navy, from 
the 28th of February, 1890, vice Capt. George B. White, deceased. 

Lieut. Commander Charles M. Thomas, to be a commander in the 
Navy, Ss the 28th of February, 1890, rice Commander F. Rodgers, 
promoted. 

Lieut. Robert E. Carmody, to bea lieutenant-commander in the Navy, 
from bed 28th of February, 1890, vice Lieut. Commander C. M. Thomas, 

romoted. 
£ Lieut. Henry C. Gearing, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 28th of February, 1890, vice Lieut. Robert. E. Car- - 
mody, promoted. 
ign George H. Stafford, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the 
Navy, from the 28th of February, 1890, vice Lieut. H. C. Gearing, pro- 
moted (subject to the examinations required by law). 

Ensign George R. Clark, tobe a lieutenant, junior , in the Navy, 
from the 16th of February, 1890, vice Lieut. H. C, Wakenshaw, junior 
grade, deceased. 

Commodore Andrew E. K, Benham, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
aoaie 28th of February, 1890, vice Rear-Admiral James E. Jouett, 
retired. 

Capt. Joseph Fyffe, to be a commodore in the Navy, from the 28th 
of February, 1890, vice Commodore A. E. K. Benham, promoted. 

Commander John F. McGlensey, to be a captain in the Navy, from 
the 28th of February, 1890, vice Capt. Joseph Fyffe, promoted. 

Lieut, Commander Albert S. Snow, to be a commander in the Navy, 
from me 28th of February, 1890, vice Commander J. F. MeGlensey, 
promo’ 

Lieut. Eugene D. F. Heald, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 28th of February, 1890, vice Lieut, Commander A. 8. 
Snow, promoted. 

Lient. Templin M. Potts, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the Navy, 
from the 28th of February, 1890, vice Lieut. E. D. F. Heald, promoted. 

Ensign Allen G. Rogers, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the Navy, 
from the 28th of February, 1890, vice Lient. T. M. Potts, junior grade, 
promoted (subject to the examinations required by law). 

Lieut. William H. Allen, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 5th of March, 1890, vice Lieut. M. F. Wright, deceased. 

Ensign William P. White, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the 
Navy, from the 5th of March, 1890, vice Lieut. W. H. Allen, junior 
grade, promoted (subject to the examinations required by law). 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 20, 1890. _ 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. 

Samuel B. Zeigler, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at Aix- 
la-Chapelle. 

James R. Danforth, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United States 
at Verviers and Liege. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF LOUISIANA. l 

Charles B. Wilson, of New Orleans, La., to be surveyor-general of 
Louisiana. 

DISTRICT JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 

Joseph W. Davis, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of the 
p for the District of Columbia (to be assigned to the city of George- 
town). 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Alexander Ramsey Nininger, of Alabama, to be marshal of the United 
States for the northern district of Alabama. 

SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Frank Burnett, of Missouri, to be supervising inspector of steam-ves- 
sels for the fourth district. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Joseph H. Hughes, of Cheney, Wash., to be receiverof public moneys 
at Spokane Falls, Wash. 

ATTORNEY FOR NEW MEXICO. 


Eugene A. Fiske, of New Mexico, to be attorney of the United States 
for the Territory of New Mexico. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICE. 
Reuben N. Kratz, to be register of the land office at Mitchell, S. Dak, 
Winfield S. Cobean, of Fort Stanton, N. Mex,, to be register of the 
land office at Roswell, N. Mex. 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 


John F. Patty, of Louisiana, to be naval officer of customsin the dis- 
trict of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 20, 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Fifth Regiment of Artillery. 
Additional Second Lieut. William Lassiter, of the Fourth Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant, February 10,1890. , 
POSTMASTERS, 
Asias Willison, to bo postmaster at Creston, in the county of Union 
and State of Iowa. 
Lewis P. Summers, to be postmaster at Abingdon, in the county of 
Washington and State of Virginia. 
John A. Reynolds, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of 
Monroe and State of New York. 
John Pittenger, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county of 
Warren and State of New Jersey. 
Miss Ovie Smedley, to be postmaster at Harrodsburgh, in the county 
of Mercer and State of Kentucky. 
William H. Overby, to be postmaster at Henderson, in the county of 
Henderson and State of Kentucky. 
Charles 8. Moss, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county of Will- 
iamson and State of Tennessee. 
John E. Catlett, to be postmaster at Hannibal, in the county of 
Marion and State of Missouri. 
George G. Briggs, to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the county 
of Kent and State of Michigan. 
Elias 8. Bedford, to be postmaster at Huntsville, in the county of 
Randolph and State of Missouri. 
John H. Hutchinson, to be postmaster at Taylor, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Texas. 
W. Walker Russell, to be postmaster at Anderson Court-House, in 
the county of Anderson and State of South Carolina. 
Joseph Harris, jr., to be postmaster at Sturgeon Bay, in the county 
of Door and State of Wisconsin. 
Thomas Reed, to be postmaster at Fairmont, in the county of Marion 
and State of West Virginia. 
James A. Davis, to be 
Monongalia and State of West Virginia. 
Richard E. Griffith, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county of 
Frederick and State of Virginia. 
Eugene W. Davies, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of 
Bradford and State of Pennsylvania. 
Andrew N. Brice, to be postmaster at Sunbury, in the county of 
Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 
Henry H. Williams, to be postmaster at Urbana, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Ohio. 
Jeremiah Kerr, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the county of High- 
land and State of Ohio. 
Daniel H. Hensley, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county of 
Butler and State of Ohio. 
Alfred H. Breese, to be postmaster at Mount Gilead, in the county 
of Morrow and State of Ohio, 
John Waller, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the county of Sulli- 
van and State of New York. 
George G. Roe, to be postmaster at Clyde, in the county of Wayne 
and State of New York, 
Gottlieb Schmidt, to be postmaster at New Ulm, in the county of 
Brown and State of Minnesota. 
Clark Conkling, to be postmaster at Lyons, in the county of Rice 
and State of Kansas. 
Solomon R. Washer, to be postmaster at Atchison, in the county of 
Atchison and State of Kansas. 
Frederick W. Childs, to be postmaster at Brattleborough, in the 
county of Windham and State of Vermont. 
Charles T. Drake, to be postmaster at Stoughton, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Messachusetts. 
Charles W. Seyde, to be postmaster at Miles City, in the county of 
Custer and State of Montana. 
Thomas Kelley, to be postmaster at San José, in the county of Santa 
Clara and State of California. 
John G. Joy, to be postmaster at Salinas, in the county of Monterey 
and State of California. 
John Calder, to be postmaster at Willow, in the county of Colusa 
and State of California. 
John Sherman Cady, to be postmaster at Sonora, in the county of 
Tuolumne and State of California. 
Thomas J. Whiteman, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Missouri. 
Martin K. Barkley, to be postmaster at Nevada, in the county of 
Vernon and State of Missouri. 
Charles H. Tal to be postmasterat West Union, in the county 
, of Fayette and State of Iowa. 
Edward B. Cousins, to be postmaster at Audubon, in the county of 
Audubon and State of Iowa. 
William H. Ward, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of Wash- 
ington and State of Indiana. 
Henry C. Webb, to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county of Tay- 
lor and State of Iowa, 


postmaster at Morgantown, in the county of | Bo 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, March 20, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. GEORGE ELLIOTT, 
of Washington, D. C. 
y ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of yesterday to be read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, there is evidently no quorum 
present, and I ask a call of the roll. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House) announced the presence 
of 75 members. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. On that I demand a division. 

The Honse divided; and there were —ayes 53, noes 8. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott, Carlisle, Geissenhainer, Peel, 
Alderson, Carlton, Gibson, Phelan 
Allen, Mich. Carter, Gifford, Randall, Pa. 
Allen, Miss. Caswell, Goodnight, Reyburn, 
Anderson, Kans, Catchings, Grimes, Seney, 
Andrew, Cheatham, Grosvenor, Simonds, 
Arnold, Clancy, rout, Skinner, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Clarke, Ala. Hall, Smith, IL 
Baker, Clark, Wis. Harmer, Smith, W. Va. 
Banks, Clunie, Hayes, Smyser, 
Barnes, Cobb, Hemphill, Spooner. 
Bayne Cogswell, Herbert, Inecker, 
Belknap Compton, Hopkins, phenson, 
Bergen, Connell, Kelley, + ober Ga, 
Biggs, Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, Stockbridge, 
Bingham, Cothran, Knapp, Stockdale, 
Blanchard, Covert, Lacey, Struble, 
Bliss, Cowles, Lanham, Sweney, 
Blount, Craig, Lansing, Ya 
atner, Crain, Lehibach, Taylor, Joseph D, 
Boutelle, x Lewis, Tillman 
Bowden, Oulberson, Tex. T, Turner, Kans. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cutcheon, McAdoo, Topps 
Brewer, n, McCarthy, Walker, Mass. 
Brower, De Haven, McClammy, Wal 
Brown, J. B. De Lano, MoClellan, Washington, 
Browne, T. M. Dingley, McCord, Wi n, 
Browne, Va, Dockery, McKenna, Wheeler, Mich, 
Buckalew, Dorsey, McRae, itthorne, 
Bullock, Dunphy, Milliken, Wickham, 
Bunn, Ellis, orey, Wilber, 
Burrows, Enloe, Niedringhaus, Wiley, 
Burton, Ewart, orton, Wilkinson, 
Caldwell, Farquhar, Vute, Williams, Ohio 
Campbell, Featherston, O'Neil, Mass. ilson, Ky. 
Candler, Ga. Fowler, Owen, Ind. Wilson, Mo. 
Cannon, Frank, Payson, 


During the roll-call the following members appeared and were noted 
as present in accordance with the provision of the rules: 

ABBOTT, ALDERSON, ALLEN of Michigan, ANDREW, BAKER, 
BANKS, BAYNE, BELKNAP, BERGEN, BLANCHARD, BOUTELLE, Bow- 
DEN, BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, BREWER, Jason B. Brown, BUR- 
ROWS, BURTON, CALDWELL, CARLISLE, CARTER, CHEATHAM, COBB, 
CoGswELL, COOPER of Indiana, Covert, CUTCHEON, DINGLEY, DOCK- 
ERY, DORSEY, ELLIS, GROSVENOR, HERBERT, LACEY, LANHAM, LEHL- 
BACH; MCKENNA, JosepH D. TAYLOR, WALLACE of New York, and 
WILLIAMS of Ohio. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with fur- 
ther proceedings under the call. 

Mr. KELLEY. I shall object, Mr. Speaker, unless I can ascertain 
whether my name has been recorded as present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make the motion. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to inquire whether the proceedings, hav- 
ing been di with, will be made a matter of record? 

The SPEAKER. They will be necessarily a matter of record, but 
Pe enenr, if present during the call, can cause his name to be en- 
tered by the Clerk, under the rule. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if my name is re- 
corded as present. 

-The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of yesterday. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My colleague [Mr. ENLOE] is detained from the 
House on account of sickness in his family. 

The SPEAKER. Such announcements are not in order, the proceed- 
ings having been di with under the rule, 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 
On motion of Mr. BUTTERWORTH, by unanimons consent, 300 addi- 
tional copies of the bill (H. R. 3353) for the prevention of a trust on stock 


cattle, beef cattle on foot, and the shipping and sale of dressed beef, ex- 
cept on certain conditions, were ordered to be printed. 


1890. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, BURLINGTON, IOWA. 


Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge the 


Committee of the Whole Honse from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 302) and consider the same, with an amendment reported by 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment proposed by 
the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, asite, 
and cause to bs erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults 
heating and Onang Don ar oe elevators, and app: es, for the use an 
accommodation of the ted Si post-office, and other Government offices, 
in the city of Burlington and State of Iowa, the cost of said site and build- 
ing, including said yaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ~*~ 
at pe complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100, 

hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States 
Treasury not o! ise appropriated. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest cireula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to ths date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said pro) 

Pro) made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shalithen cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to desi to be examined in 
person by an agentof the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
‘thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said $ abi aeien sites. 

If, upon consideration of ssid report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint & 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall bean o 
the De ment, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 

sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 

and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 


com ied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as ppap m ina provided in regard tothe ineo 
ry 5! 


said agent of the Treasury ay ener and the Secretary of the 
thereupon finally determine location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $ per day and actual traveling ex- 
pons : Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 

m the Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as Saf be necessary to defray the 
expenses of cAvirtisine for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, 
and other expenses incident to theselection of the site and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be eyriaceses br gazan 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shali be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money s eropriated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

vided, until a valid title to the site for said building s be vested in the 
nited States, nor until the State of Iowa shall have ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 
or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating ap us, clevators, and ap: es. 

The building shall be unex to danger from fire by an open space of at 
Jeast 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to explain to the House that the 
Senate bill No. 954 on the Speaker's table, as it actually passed, is the 
same as the amendment which has been read to the House bill. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask the adoption of the Senate bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report should be read. 

The report (by Mr. KEER, of Iowa) was read, as follows: 


[To accompany bill S.954.] 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have had under considera- 
tion the bill (S.954) authorizing the construction of a public building at Bur- 
lington. They find it to be identical with House bill 302. 

Your committee recommend that House bill 302 do lie on the table and that 
Senate bill 954 do pass, 


[House Report No. 417, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R, 302) for a public building at Burlington, Iowa, report as follows, and 
recommend the of the bill: 

Burlington is a city of 30,000 population, situated on the west bank of the 
oo gere 2 River, its local business covering a large district in Illinois on the 
east and Iowa on the west. It is an important railroad center. 

During the year 1589, 267,335 cars of freight entered and de; 
ton, being a daily average of 753 cars. During the year 
for distribution at Burlin; 
shipped to the interior 000 tons. Over 100 passenger cars arrive at and de- 

daily from Burlington. The railroad lines ranning into the city are the 

lington and Quincy, the Chicago, Burlington and Kansas City, the 

Burlington and Northwestern, the Burlington and Western, the Burli m 
and Rapids and Northern, the Burlington and Keithsburgh, and the 


lington and Quincy. 
e man interests of this city employ over 3,000 hands, and the 
sales by wholesale houses and manufactories for 1889 were over $20,000,000. The 
gross receipts of the post-office for the year ending June 30, 1889, were $41,830.05; 
expenses, .765.62; net revenue, $18,064.43; percentage of net ings to ex- 
penses, 57 
mon 


earn t 
r cent; sslary to r, $3,000; clerk 51,315,717; 
ey: er business, 008. 04 ; i mail, pi tet, spe- 
cial delivery, 1,361; number of employés, 11 regular 8 su 
and 10 office clerks. One hundred andeight i pryn clerks are employed on lines 


eces han 4,230; 
carriers and ibearriers, 
centering in Burli 60 of whom are pai is city, not including 35 em- 
ployed on Chicago, service. 


from Burling- 
there was received 
on 283,000 tons of merchandise, and of this there was 


ington and Quincy Railroad postal 


The cit the headquarters of the chiet clerk for the territory co 
Sorry | werlog 


the south lows parts of Ilinois and Missouri, the office of the col- 

lector of internal revenue for the fourth Iowa district is located in ey tn 

Two ties, three clerks,and one gauger are employed. The receipts from 

in revenue are $375,000. One surveyor and one deputy surveyor of the 

apara office are located at Burlington. Fifty-three boats are registered at 
iS po: 


quate facilities for transacting the Government business at Paningin sna the 
importance thereof, your committee are of the opinion thata public ding 
should be erected at that city, and they recommend its passage. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iask the gentleman in 
of this bill whether the appropriation is embodied in the bill? 

Mr. GEAR, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the appropriation. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will accept the amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. Thefirstquestionis, Isthereobjection tothe present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the Senate bill 
by striking out, in lines 13 to 16, the words— , ; 
Which said sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any 
moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

The amendment was adopted. 7 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. GEAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the bill (FH. R. 302) 
will be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT YORK, PA. 


Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to call up for immedi- 
ate consideration the bill (H. R. 749) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at York, Pa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase or otherwise procure a suitable site, which 
shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings, 
and cause to be erected thereon, at York, in the State of Pennsylvania, a sub- 
stantial and commodious beats building, with fire-proof vaults, for the use of 
the post-office and internal-revenue and other Government offices there located, 
the plans and estimates for said building having first been prepared, examin 
and approved as required in section 3734 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and upon calculations and specifications that will insure the com- 
pletion of the building and the purchase of the ground at a cost not to exceed 
the sum of $150,000: Provided, That no money to be appropriated for said build- 
ing shall be used until a valid title to the site selected s be vested ín the 
United States, nor until the State of Pennsylvania shall have ceded to the United 
States jurisdiction over the same for all purposes, during the time the United 
States retains the ownership thereof, except for the enforcementof riminal 
laws of the State and the service of civil process therein. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the report be read first. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks for the reading 
of the report, subject to objection. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 749) for the erection of a public building at York, Pa., having had tho 
same under consideration, submit the following report: 

‘The oey of York contains 21,000 inhabitants, and adjoining towns, separated 
only by the city lines, contain about 4,000 more. Itis the center of one of the 
finest and richest agricultural sections of the Union. In the city are seven na- 
tional banks, two large car-shops, an immense agricultural implement manu- 
factory, and numerous minor manufactories. There are seventy ee zes manu- 
factories in the city and eight hundred in the county, the product of which in 
1887 was over 200,000,000 cigars. York is the point where the Northern Central 
Railroad is crossed by the Frederick Division of the Pennsylvania Central. 
An independent road is also in operation between York and Baltimore by way 
of the famous slate quarries, in the southern part of the county. 

The amount of internal revenue collected at York from 1883 to 1889 is as fol- 
lows, namely: 


ing of books, pa: 
The accomm 


angle of the public square of the city. The office is sparato a stora on 
the one side and rear yards on the other by thin board partitions with cracks 
that may be seen through. Itis an entirely unsafe pe el for the public 
property naoa) y accumulated there, and for the valuable correspondence 
oi people. 

The gross receipts of the post-office for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1857, 
were $25,327.73; total $12,875.56; net revenue to the Government, $12,- 
452.17; gross receipts for the year 1858, 26; expenses, $13,377.10; net 
revenue to the Government, $13,256.16; gross receipts for the 1889, $28,851.21; 
total expenses, $13,449.87; net revenue to the Government, $15,401.34. 

In the public square of York, in h commonly called Yorktown, in a 
building wn as the State House, sat the Continental Congress during the 
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gloomy years of 1777-78. It was there that the articles of confederation were 
completed and adopted by Con, There the Conway cabal exploded; there 
La Fayette came to support the commander-in-chief, and there the board of 
war pases. the Revolutionary struggle under the presidency of John Adams 
and the secretaryship of Thomas Paine. These Sectant historic events can 
be appropriately commemorated upon a public building at that city. 

Your committee, in consideration of the foregoing facts, recommend the pas- 
sage of the accompanying substitute for bill H. R. 749, with the following amend- 
jorr out the words "one hundred and fifty,” in line 16, and insert instead 
the word “ eighty.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and $ 

Mr. MAISH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARYLAND CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—MUDD YS, COMPTON. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. I understand there is an hour and five min- 
ntes remaining on that side and an hour and ten minutes upon this, 
Am I correct, sir? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands that that is the fact? 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. We will hear from the gentlemen on the 
other side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. COMPTON] 
has the floor for an hour. 

Mr. COMPTON. Have I the privilege of controlling that time, Mr. 
8 


jpeaker ? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has that privilege. 

Mr. COMPTON. Have I the privilege to control the time? Sup- 
pose, for instance, I do not use the whole hour, will I have the right 
to give the privilege to another gentleman to speak ? 

The SPEAKER, ' The Chair understands that is the custom. The 
Chair understands that there is an hour and five minutes on the right 
and an hour and ten minutes on the left, 

Mr.’ MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I hope we will have order at the be- 
ginning, at any rate. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, I respectfully ask the attention of 
this House while I, in a plain, unvarnished way, present for its consid- 
eration, as best I can, the facts in this case as developed by the testi- 
mony. I shall endeavor, Mr. Speaker, in treating the case to work 
absolutely within the record, so far, sir, as what I may have to say 
shall affect the facts in this case. It may be, sir, that I shall ask for 
some latitude of debate in treating one feature of the case, but only one. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to you, and to this House, in the 
outset that I have but one appeal to make, ‘‘Hear me for my cause, 
and be silent, that you may hear; believe me for mine honor, and have 
respect to mine honor that yon may believe; censure me in your wis- 
dom, and awake your senses that you may the better judge.” 

Before I proceed, Mr. Speaker, to a discussion of the facts and figures 
and testimony in the case, I desire to briefly allude to the addresses 
made on yesterday by three distinguished gentlemen upon the other 
side. My acquaintance, sir, has been very limited with the distin- 

ished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] who opened this debate, 

ut that acquaintance has made a most favorable impression on me. 
I recognize in him, sir, an accomplished lawyer and gentleman in his 
manner and in his treatment of his fellows, and I believe a fairand hon- 
orable man. But, sir, in justice to myself and to this case Iam bound 
to say that in one statement which that gentleman presented to this 

House he wandered as far from the truth as he could well have gone— 
unintentionally, I know. 

He stated, sir, that Ed. Pumphreys was a Democratic deputy mar- 
shal. The testimony in this case shows that Ed. Pumphreys was a 
Republican deputy sheriff. Only so much to show, sir, the gentleman, 
no matter how carefully and critically he may have read the testimony 
and no matter how fair and honorable was his purpose, he has made 
amistake. It is true, sir, that Mr. Pamphreys claimed to be a Dem- 
ocrat, but on the election day, in the first precinct of the third election 
district of Anne Arundel County, he bore the commission of a deputy 
sheriff from the Republican sheriff; and, as I shall undertake to show 
when I come to that branch of the case, he was oneof those who sought 
to give to the Congress of the United States and the Republican com- 
mittee of this House an opportunity, of which they have availed them- 
selves, to throw out the election in that district, 

And now, sir, in reference to the distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL], in whom I recognize an accomplished man, 
a trained orator, and a high-toned, chivalrous gentleman, I want to 
say that hardly does it become a man occupying the exalted position 
which he occupies, in the closing remarks of his speech to this House, 

to call to the attention of his brethren upon that side of the Chamber the 
fact that I had so borne myself during my service as to win the respect 
and confidence and good will of many of them, and that that should 
not be allowed ina controversy like this, where the truth alone is 


sought to be established, to weigh with fair-minded men in my favor. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, with reference to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr.GREENHALGE]. I heard that speech, and I regret that I did 
hearit. Ibelieve from what I have heard of that gentleman that he will 
live to see the day when he will regret that he made it. Mr. Speaker, 
the speech of the gentleman is the third one I have heard him makein 
this House, filled with wit and humor and anecdote. It brought to 
my mind an anecdote. I heard astory once of a guest at a country inn. 


When he heard the bell ring, and seeing a servant he called out: 
“Jim, what bell is that? Is that the first bell?” ‘*No, boss; dat is 
not de first bell.” ‘‘Is that the second bell, Jim?” ‘‘No, boss; dat 


is not de second bell.” ‘‘ Well, Jim, if it is not the first bell and if 
it is not the second bell, what bellis it?” ‘‘ Well, boss, dat is de sec- 
ond ringing of de first bell.” [Laughter.] I have heard three ring- 
ings of the first bell from the distinguished gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it might and may be allowable for one to overdo 
a thing; and it may be, as it was said when he and I were boys, allow- 
able to play to the pit, and here to the gallery; but never, sir, in my 
poor judgment, is any man ever justified in seeking to arouse the pas- 
sions of a war long gone past, and which has been forgotten, by appeals 
to those prejudices and those passions which the memory of that war 
might inflame. 

I have nothing to say, sir, in reply to the gentleman with reference 
to the provisions of the constitution of Maryland which he so lightly 
derided. I have nothing to say in defense or justification of the unfort- 
unate occurrence twenty-nine years ago, in the streets of Baltimore, to 
which thatgentlemansaw fit toallude. But, Mr. Speaker, I appeal tothe 
old State from which he hails, Has Massachusetts—probably the grandest 
of all the old Commonwealths, save and except the mother of States 
across the Potomac—has she at last lowered thestandard of her ideas of 
right and her ideas of what is great and worthy in the estimation of 
men? What think you, sir, would the shades of Story and of Choate 
and of Webstersay, could they move among the living, and express their 
opinions of the standard which that gentleman [Mr. GREENHALGE] 
has sought to set up for the glorious old Commonwealth? [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Sir, she has commanded, and deservedly commanded and received 
at the hands of the free American people from the day of her colonial 
birth to the present time, the meed of praise for having furnished some 
of the noblest specimens of mortality who have ever graced American 
history. And to-day,sir, her own John Sullivan wears the belt as the 
chief representative of the manly art in the physical world. [Langh- 
ter.] And has it come to this, that Massachusetts has lowered her 
standard so far as to seek upon this floor to grasp and gain the belt for 
the fun-making statesman of this House? for, if she has, sir, she has 
failed. Call him back and send another, forheis a failure, [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GREENHALGE, I wil] ask the gentleman if Mr. Sullivan is 
not a member of the Democratic party. 

Mr. COMPTON. I do not know and Ido not care. [Laughter.] 
That has just about as much to do with this controversy as has the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GREENHALGE] 
yesterday with reference to the riot in Baltimore, and the tion 
that a man ought not to be believed because he would not ‘‘ mister”? 


@ negro. 

So much, Mr. Speaker, for what has been said by gentlemen who 
have spoken upon the other side. Now, sir, I come to the considera- 
tion of the facts in this case. Let mesay, sir—and if I have lived to 
this time of life and am not able to establish among those who know 
me credit for my declaration I had better leave it unsaid—let me say 
with reference to this seat that if I did not believe, in the court of 
my conscience and in my judgment and best conviction, that I was 
elected to it, I would resign it and leave this House without a contest. 

And now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I must ask you to pardon 
me if I read from the record. But first let me say, and gentleman will 
recognize the truth of what I say, that I have discovered, very much 
to my regret and, I am sorry to add, to the discredit of this House, 
that, as a rule, when an election contest is being considered by the 
House, a question of the highest privilege, then and there more seats 
are vacant in this Hall than upon any other occasion. Let me say an- 
other thing. As it strikes me, in the discussion of these cases, gentle- 
men who have addressed the House have assumed that their fellow- 
members upon the floor were as familiar with the incidents and facts in 
the case as they were themselves, and have therefore made assump- 
tions and proceeded to statements of thetestimony and to conclusions 
which the vast majority of the House did not apprehend because they 
had not studied the case. Now, if you will allow me and bear with 
me while I do it, I will endeavor to lay the foundation for the state- 
ments which I shall make before 1 proceed to make such statements 
or demonstrations. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is this case? We claim, and the other side 
must concede it, that upon the official returns as made to the governor 
of Maryland, even granting that the votes locked up in two boxes in 
Charles County are to be counted and added to the result and admit- 
ting that it is proper that the votes for ‘Sidney E.” and “8S. N.” and 
“t Mudd” should be credited to my opponent, and the vote ‘‘ For Comp- 
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ton” to me, they must concede to me, I say, on the face of the returns, 
aclear and undisputed plurality. i 

Gentlemen may do as they please, and say what they please, and turn 
and twist this subject as they please until they come to the investiga- 
tion and production of other evidence, but upon the face of the official 
returns I am elected to this House and they can not but know it. 

Mr. Speaker, what is the first question which arisesinthiscase? It 
is a question as to the admissibility of the claim that 28 votes not re- 
turned in the official return from Calvert County to the governor shall 
be credited to the contestant in this case. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, what does the record say upon that 
subject? I knowI shall probably weary you, but it is your duty to 
listen and it is my duty to myself and my case to make the statement. 
Two days after the election in Calvert County the return judges of that 
county, every individual man of them a Republican, appointed by a 
Republican board of county commissioners, no friends of mine polit- 
ically, assembled, as required by law, at the county town of Calvert 
County, Prince Frederick, and there and then summarized, under their 
supervision, by the hands of another man, the returns, (I will come 
back to that presently and show how this testimony has been misrep- 
resented, because this individual who they claim made up this return 
swears that he never saw the book.) They made up their official re- 
turn, as I have said, two days alter the election and returned it to the 
governor, showing 1,138 votes for Mr. Mudd. 

Now, sir, upon that return we stand and are entitled to stand until 
the contestant demonstrates that it is defective. Can this proposition 
be denied by any man who has capacity enough to add a column of four 

res? 


Now, as to the testimony that is to break down this retarn—for it 
will not do, Mr. Speaker, before an audience like this to undertake to 
break down the official return by newspaper squibs and newspaper al- 
manacs, and the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. Lacey] knows it. Onthe 
6th or the 26th day of February, I do not remember exactly which, but 
about three months after the election, Mr. Mudd repaired to Calvert 
County court-house to summon witnesses to show and demonstrate that 
he had been improperly cut ont of 28 votes. 

Now, how does he proceed to destroy those official returns? First he 
calls the return judge of electionsin each district, the man who had made 
the return and sworn to it; and holding one book of the poll, remem- 
ber (or, observe, gentlemen, there are two books of the poll in every 
election district in Maryland)—holding one book of the poll he calls the 
attention of the judge to the figures therein and asks him if those were 
the figures therein when he made the return two day after the elec- 
tion. His reply is, “Yes.” What is that, gentlemen, but an attempt 
to break down a certificate under oath by the mere memory of the man, 
which, as you and I know, isas fallibleas any attribute of humanity ? 
He does not even ask him what the figures were; he does not produce 
the other book of the poll; but he relies upon one book of the poll and 
the memory of the man, without asking him to note the figures. 

But, Mr. Speaker, falsus in uno falsus in omnibus, and fraud vitiates 
everything. e law of the State of Maryland is mandatory and must 
be complied with, or the defect is incurable. In one of the precincts 
in which he undertakes to show the return on one of the poll-books, you 
will find, as was so elaborately shown yesterday by my colleague [ Mr. 
Greson], that, instead of obeying the law of the State of Maryland and 
writing out those returns in letters, not in figures, the return is made 
in figures alone, and not certified by the clerks of election. What was 
the purpose and the object of the law of Maryland when it said that the 
returns shall be made in words, and not in figures? To avoid the very 
possibility of what seems to appear upon the face of this very case, the 
altering of the figures and the changing of the returns, Yet, upon such 
flimsy testimony as this, the contestant comes here and asks this House 
of Representatives to pronounce here and now that those Republican 
judges, when, two nights after the election, they made this return and 
swore to it, deliberately perjured themselves. 

But, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen on the other side ask me why we did 
not verify the thing. There was no obligation upon us todo so. We 
stood upon the certificate, and it was their business todestroy it. We 
could not be called upon to prove a negative. 

Now, I have shown you how they attempted to break down this sworn 
certificate; let me show you how they might have broken it down had 
it been possible todo so. In the first place, the very fact that they 
called for only one book of the polls throws suspicion upon the whole 
case, gh nee which they can not get rid of. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what does the law of Maryland provide? It pro- 
vides that as soon as the election shall be over the judges and the 
clerks of election shall make a tabulated return of all the votes cast 
and they shall deposit one of those returns in the ballot-box; that they 
shall give to the Democratic watcher and the Republican wateser a 
copy of those returns, and that the ballot-box shall be delivered to the 
return judge, with the key in the pocket of the minority judge, a plas- 
ter having been placed over the key-hole of the box. This ballot-box 
and these returns were in the hands of the friends of the contestant, 
the Republican clerk of Calvert County. Why did not the contestant 
by a judicial order open that box and show the returns therein in 
order to prove his claim? Why did he not call upon his Republican 


watcher or the Democratic watcher to come to the front and present 
the return made on the night of the election? But, best of all, with 
that ballot-box and those votes in charge of his own political friends, 
why did he not recount the ballots ? 

Sir, we stand, as I believe, upon absolutely unassailable and im- 
pregnable ground, and the contestant has failed to move us from our 

ition. He had the means and opportunity, ample and abundant, 

he seen fit to avail himself of it. But he did not do so, and there 

is but one conclusion and one fair presumption, and that is that he could 
not have done it. 

Gentlemen on the other side talk about the testimony delivered by 
a Democratic editor of a Democratic paper in the county of Calvert and 
town of Prince Frederick. My friend said something about ‘‘God 
save the mark’’ and ‘‘ Deliver me from such Democrats.’’ 

I do not undertake, and will not—hecause I have no justification and 
it would be wrong in me to do so—to question the veracity of Mr. Par- 
ran; but I do not believe in his Democracy, though he voted for me, he 
says. As I have always understood, he runs the independent paper, 
whereas the Journal isthe Democratic paper. Andsome of you gentle- 
men on the other side know whether there is any difference between 
“Independent” and ‘* Mugwump;’’ some of us on this side think the 
difference is between tweedledum and tweedledee. 

šut, Mr. Speaker, as to the testimony of other gentlemen in this case 
upon which the contestant relies so firmly for the destruction of this 
certificate, pardon me while I briefly allude to some of it. 

Now, gentlemen, you will find that in the brief of the contestant and 
in the report of the committee special stress is laid upon what they 
claim as a fact, that Mr. Augustus Sollers Wilson, the Democratic dep- 
uty clerk, footed up the returns for the Republican judges two nights 
after the election. Now, I ask the attention of my friends on the other 
side to the testimony of Mr. Wilson, on page 272: 

Augustus Sollers Wilson, a witness of lawful age, produced on behalf of the 
plaintiff, being first by me duly sworn, deposes and says: 

Q. 1. Mr. Wilson, it has been stated here that you made the addition for the 
return judges of the vote for the several districts of this county and made up the 


returns for the county asa whole therefrom to be forwarded to Annapolis; is 
or is ap has the case? 


Q. 2. Will you state how it happened that the returns thus sent by you to An- 
napolis gave me 28 votes less than the returns filed by the several return judges 
in the clerk’s ofice of this county? 

A, I can’t tell how it happen 

Q. 8. Do you know whether or not it did happen? 

A. No; I can not say Ido know exactly; I never saw the returnsafter they left 
here for Annapolis. 

Q. 4. Do you know what figures you sent to Annapolis? 


- A. No; I don't remember. 


Q. 5. Do you know what number I am entitled to from the returns from the 
various districts filed in the clerk's office? 

A. Ido not know. 

Q. 6. Have you ever made an examination of the returns from the various 
districts? 

A. I have made an examination. 

Q. 7. Do you know therefrom what is my correct plurality over Mr. Compton 
in this county? 

A. No; I can not say exactly. 

This is the witness upon whom more especially than upon any other 
the committee rely, because they claim he footed up the returns two 
nights after the election. 

Cross-examination by attorney for contestee : 

Q. 1, Did you enter in making such returns such figures as were given you 
by return judges of election? 

Now listen, if you please, my friends, 

A. I did. 

Q. 2. Did not you enter npon the certificate which the law requires the clerk 
to forward to the secretary of state only snoh figures and facta as you were di- 
pone + Ages return judges to forward and enter thereon? 

A, I did. 

Now, mark! 

I put only those they told me; I did not see the books at all. 


Gentlemen, I pause for a reply, and I hope you will find it; for, un- 
less you do, on that testimony your case is gone in the estimation of any 
fair-minded man living on God’s habitable globe, 

But this is not all. Ido not propose and would not for any consid- 
eration knowingly do any man any injustice; and I will read his testi- 
mony to the end: 

Q.1. Did you send on to capes aay any certificate purporting to be the clerk 
of the court's certificate to the returns from this county? 

A. Ido not think I did the clerk’s certificate; I sent on the returns of the 
judges of this county, 

Q. 2. Mr. Wilson, didn’t you tell me down-stairs to-day, in the presence of Mr. 
Dowell or Mr. Dowell standing near, that the returns sent on by youto Annap- 
olis were a mistake and that those in the clerk's office were correct? 

3 popes pase yes Beemer So unless they co: nd with the books 
in the srin office— ps dase tia te 
which he had sworn three minutes before he had never seen. It will 
not do for my friend from Pennsylvania to shake his head, for that is 
the record. 

Mr. DALZELL. If my friend willallow me, Hesimply testified— 
and he should be fair enough to state it—that at the time of making 
the returns he did not have the book and had not seen the book, but he 
took those returns as read off to him by the judge. There is nothing 


in the testimony to warrant the inference he had not seen the book since 


-~ ‘vote and that of Mr. Compton t 


l" Republicanism, but I quarrel with him for his civil servicism. 
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thattime. The testimony proves and confirms the accuracy of the re- 
turns on the books, 

Mr. COMPTON. Let us sec. 

Int. 3. Do you mean to say, then, that the books in the clerk's office, as they 
are to-day, are the correct returns for this county ? 

A. I certainly do think they are correct, sir. 

Does he swear to it? 

I think they are correct. 

Here is a witness whom you claim to have made an unequivocal as- 
severation as to the truth of the returns, and hetells you he thinks so. 

And listen to this: 

Recross-examination : 

Q. 1. In answer-to interrogatory No. 3 you stated that the books now in the 
clerk’s office contained the correct returns, Do you know this of your own 
knowledge or did you mean to state that the books of to-day contain the same 
entries as they did on the day they were returned by the judges of election? 

A. To the best of my knowledge they contained the same entries. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. What else could he say? 

Mr, COMPTON, What else could hesay! If he had knowledge he 
could have sworn to it. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. He does, to the best of his knowledge. 

Mr. COMPTON. Now listen to the clerk who had these returns in 
his actual physical possession, in his hands and under his eyes, all the 
time. ‘This is the testimony by which these gentlemen seek to break 
down certificates signed under oath by four judges of election: 


Q 5. Do the returns now in your office contain the same figures as to my 
$ they did when filed by the return judges in 


your office? 

A. I feel sure they do. 

Did he not know? What is he talking about feeling sure? I feel 
very sure the sun is shining, but Iam not out of doors and can not 
swear to it. He was in ion of positive knowledge, and could 
have sworn to it; but he says, ‘‘I feel sure” of it. It is an evasive 


- answer, It was his duty to know, 


I can not go fully into the subject, as I would like to. There is much 
that might be said on this point, but I will only take the salient points 
and make as best I can a statement to bring them to your attention. 

Now, I deny that any testimony sufficient in the estimation of any 
man who knows how to weigh testimony, although he be as I am, no 
lawyer, has been adduced to invalidate or destroy the original certifi- 
cate made by the Republican judges in this case. 

Gentlemen, the feature in this case is that of the recount, and the 
attorney, the astute, suspicious attorney upon the other side, who per- 
sonally, I know, plays under the mask of a civil-service reformer and 
is an uncompromising and a most violently prejudiced Republican, 
sought in vain to throw suspicion upon it. I say it within the hear- 
ing of my colleague, his representative, and I do not believe he will 

uestion the loyalty, the true, uncompromising Republicanism of Mr. 


Mr. GREENHALGE. Is not the chief reason for your attack upon 
Mr. Bonaparte the fact that he is not here? 

Mr. COMPTON. I have not made an attack upon Mr. Bonaparte. 
What has come over the spirit of the genius of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? [Laughter.] 

What does the gentleman mean? He seems to be astray on every 
point. I have not mentioned Mr. Bonaparte’s name. He was only 
counsel to appear before the committee for the purpose of making a little 

Mr. Rose was the counsel in the case. Has not the gentle- 
man read the record ? 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Then I will put the same question in regard 
to Mr. Rose. Is not the chief reason that you make an attack upon 
him because of the fact that he is absent? 

Mr. COMPTON, Is it an attack ona man to say that he is a pro- 
nounced Republican? [Applause on the Democratic side,] Ido not 
ap oap I do not respect the man who is a pronounced Republican. 

. GREENHALGE. Then it is the first declaration of fact you 
have made during the discussion of the case. [Derisive laughter on 
the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. COMPTON. Well, the House can take your word forit. Iam 
content. 

Now, as I have said, the next feature is the recount, and I was about 
to say that Mr. Rose, who prepared the brief of the contestant, and I 
repeat it now, that Mr. Rose masks in the guise of a civil-service re- 
former when he isa Republican. (I do not quarrel with TR for his 

Laugh- 
ter.] Can the gentleman distinguish?) Mr. Rose drew the brief of 
the contestant in the case, and lays special stress upon certain queries 
which he injects there, and the gentlemen representing the majority 
of the committee have followed to a certain extent his illustrious ex- 
ample as to why the recount was made in certain precincts and not 
made in others. 

Now, I will tell you. First, because an bonest Republican clerk of 

ion in the gentleman’s—the contestant’s—own county said on the 


day after the election thatin the ninth district of Charles County a vote 
had been counted for contestant to which he was not entitled. Was I 
not justified in recounting that box? Irecounted the box in the first 
ct of Baltimore County, because a Repub- 


precinct of the first 


lican friend who was in the room on the night of the election with a 


Democratic friend by his side said to me that as the count thy TEPPE 
that night “ we Counted a vote for the Prohibition candidate for Mudd, 
by mistake, and it was tallied, but agreed when the count was concluded 
that it should be corrected.’’ In the hurry, however, and confusion 
of the count the correction was forgotten and was not made. Was I 
not justified in recounting that box? 

I was told by a Democratic friend that a gentleman in the sixth pre- 
cinct of the fifteenth ward had given him the word of a man whose 
word he never questioned that he and others had cast their votes for 
Harrison and the Republican electors and for me for Congress, and, more 
than that, I was pat upon my guard with reference to those who 
counted the votes in that and in the other precincts. Was that not 
justification and reason sufficient for recounting those districts? And 
in every single case hut one, Mr. Speaker, in every singleinstance but 
one the result was verified by the recount. 

And now, gentlemen of the committee, I ask your attention; I appeal 
to your candor; I appeal to your sense of right and justice. In a pre- 
cinct in the sixteenth ward there were two poll-booksof return. ‘There 
they are in the récord. One of them showed 223 votes for Mr. Mudd 
and the other showed 222 votes for him. Now, as candid men, tell me, 
if you please, when the recount confirmed the 222 votes, why you per- 
sist in counting 223 for Mr. Mudd. 

Mr. Speaker, may I ask how much time I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has thirteen minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. LACEY. Before the gentleman from Maryland proceeds, let me 
say that the committee simply followed the recount as it appeared, and 
allowed whatever it might have, 

Mr. DALZELL. ‘The committee allowed the whole recount. 

Mr. COMPTON. But your mistake is in counting the other col- 
umn—223 votes—for Mr. Mudd. 

Mr. DALZELL. We allowed the recount. 

Mr. COMPTON. Oh, that is all plain, my friend. He knows that 
if he gives me 1 vote on the recount and still gives to my opponent 
the 223 votes that it is an act of injustice to me, and that the vote 
which he does allow me does no good. 

Mr. LACEY. If it was so, it was a mere clerical mistake. 

Mr. DALZELL. In the summing up of the case that I made before 
the House on yesterday I gave the gentleman the benefit of every sin- 
gle solitary vote claimed by the minority of the committee and by his 
counsel before the committee in connection with the recounts. 

Mr. COMPTON. That was the basis of the recount, and, though 
they endeavored, they sought in vain to break it down, both counsel 
for contestant and the Committee on Elections, and justice has forced 
them to confess that the recount is absolutely unassailable and im- 
pregnable, and they did it, I am sorry to say, reluctantly, 

Now, then, there is no dispute about the 19 votes given to me by the 
recount. The next condition of things to which I would ask your at- 
tention is as to a number of votes claimed to have been improperly 
registered on both sides of this controversy and a number allowed by 
that side—or the committee on that side—and the number denied to him 
by the committee, as well as the number claimed by the contestee and 
refused by the committee. Now, this is a question of law, and, as I 
have already said and as I presume is well known to the House and 
my fellow-members on this floor, I am no lawyer, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs to interrupt the gentleman from 
Maryland to say that in the estimate of time remaining to the gentle- 
man the Chair did not include the five minutes beyond the hour al- 
lowed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COMPTON, Then how much time have I now remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman now has fifteen minutes. 

Mr. COMPTON. I must hasten on. This, I say, isa question of 
law, a question of Maryland constitutional law, which the great suc- 
cessor of Webster deals with solightly and of which he thinks so little. 
But the constitution of the State of Maryland, which is the organic law 
of the State and can not be abrogated or broken down at will, thank 
God, so long as there presides in the center of this Capitol an honest, 
fearless Federal Chief Judiciary, even by the sophisms of the distin- 
guished lawyer from Massachusetts—the constitution of the State of 
Maryland makes registration a qualification for a voter—not only a 
qualification, but a prerequisite—and provides that the Legislature 
of the State shall pass a registration law in conformity with the provis- 
ionsof the constitution. That the Legislature hasdone; and I respect- 
fully submit to any lawyer that, in view of the constitutional and local 

rovisions of the statute-book of the State of Maryland, this honorable 
Foca of Representatives can find no authority under the Constitution 
or decisions of the Federal courts in this country to justify them in 
going behind the State statutes. But, Mr. Speaker, I know that our 
friends inject a vast amount of India rubber into that instrument. 
And I fancy I see plodding through their minds and their consciences 
the declaration which they deem an unanswerable reply to the decla- 
ration which I have made, that this House is the absolute judge of the 
qualifications and returns of its members. 

Mr. Speaker, while it is, it isso under the limitations of constitu- 
tional provision. No man, no lawyer or man who professes to be a 
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lawyer, and no layman of ordinary 

and construe one provision of the Constitution except in the light of 
adjacent and other provisions of that Constitution. Now, sir, I come 
(and I am sorry to say that I have no further time) to what I know 
my friends upon the other side construe as the turning-point and the 
conclusion of the whole question in controversy in this case, and that 
is the ib grec condition of things in the first precinct of the third 


capacity would undertake to read 


district of Anne Arundel County. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen upon the other side understand 
this question as well as Ido. They know they are upon thin ice in 
the Calvert County matter; they know they are on thinner ice in re- 
gard to improperly registered voters; and therefore they are reduced 
to the desperate expedient of taking out 200 votes in the election dis- 
trict in Anne Arundel County, or they can not stand before an intelli- 
gent people and ask that the seat to which I was elected be given to 
the contestant in this case. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish I had time. 
As I said in the outset of my remarks I propose to deal with the facts 
in this case and abide and stand on the record, but upon one general 
proposition connected with it I wish to take a little latitude. It was 
upon ths question of intimidation of colored voters and the general 
proposition that I desire to address myself earnestly to my friends on 
the other side of this House, but I fear the time will be denied me. 

I could a tale unfold, gentlemen of the Republican party, in connec- 
tion with this question, keeping justly and rigidly within the pale of 
truth, as I have endeavored to do within the pale of this record, and 
open the eyes of any man from your section who is, as you must be, 
personally unacquainted with the true condition of things in the sec- 
tion of Maryland from which I come; but, as I said, the time is denied 


me. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. ‘Take the time. 

Mr. COMPTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish I could take the time, 
but Iam not the master of the time. Upon what testimony and upon 
what kind of testimony do our friends upon the other side rely for 
this claim of intimidation of 175 colored voters, and the justification 
which they find therefor in throwing out this election precinct? 
First, sir, they produce the Republican return judge, and I under- 
take to say here, and I would say it if he stood there, because the 
record justifies me in saying it, that a swifter witness to perjure him- 
self never stood on any stand. I say it deliberately, and I appeal to 
the record, 

What did he say and what did he do? He was there during the 
entire day. He remained in the room with his associates and the clerks 
during the entire day. He had the power under the law of Maryland 
to summon the posse comitatus and command the peace. What did 
he do? He did not allude to the fact of anything wrong outside of the 
room, because he had no knowledge of any wrong, though he had two 
eyes and two ears and an open window between him and where the 
said wrong was done. And after the poll was closed the ballot-box was 
opened, and that return judge thereand then with his associates counted 

e ballots, next day took them to Annapolis, and there in the pres- 
ence of Major Howard and his clerk announced to him that the election 
2e day previous was a perfectly fair and quiet one, and no trouble 

ut it. 

What does he say on cross-examination? When asked if he did not 
know that as judge of election he had the power under thelaw to com- 
mand the peace, he said no; he knew nothing aboutthat. Whenasked 
if he had ever served as judge of election before, he said he had never 
served as a judge of election before; and out of the mouth of his own 
associates in the room, and a crowd of responsible and respectable wit- 
nesses outside of it, it is proved that the man had served three times 
as judge of election, and on one occasion he had refused to sign the re- 
turns. 


And as to Jubb, the other judge of election. His animosity to me 
and his character were enough to break his testimony. 

And now let me call your attention to the testimony of one of the 
contestani’s own witnesses in this case. He called Mr. John Williams 
and asked Mr. Williams if he would believe Mr. Hines and Mr. Jubb 
upon their oath. Mr. Williams said: 

Ido not know why I should not, 


Then he was asked: 

Then, Mr. Williams, if these gentlemen made a statement under oath to acer- 
tain set of facts and other named gentlemen made a statement of a different set 
of facts, what would you believe? 

He answered : 

I would believe the others as against Hines and Jubb. 

Now, as to Mr. Hall. I have nothing to say against Hall except that 
he was a man whose dignity was easily offended. 

Mr. Speaker, our friends on the other side talk about intimidation, 
The record brings out the fact which we in Maryland, and especially in 
my district, all had knowledge of, that only two years before the elec- 
tion in question these poor, ‘‘timid’’ colored men who, gentlemen tell 
us, obey the lash and the dictates of their former masters—one of these 
“timid” colored men brained a white man and killed him in his 
tracks right at the very window where this election was held. The 
testimony in this case shows that but one single man, and Hall him- 
self swears he was a small man, interfered with any voter there, and 


Hall does not say the man pulled him out of the line; he simply says 
that he tore his ticket in halves. 

Now, wee do we find in this manr Numbers of me oee 
men—and I ask the privilege of putting the testimony upon 
into the Renee R E te very colored men seneyi erw 
swear that they saw nothing to stop them from voting except that 
Brother Hall told them not to vote. But, Mr. Speaker, there is one 
feature of this case that I want to present and to drive home to the 
minds of gentlemen upon the other side, and it is this: I charge right 
here and now that the testimony in this case shows, and it is demon- 
strable from the record, that there was a conspiracy there between the 
colored people and the Republicans to have that district thrown out. 
Four or five men who had repaired from the election to Mr. Armijen- 
er’s store, when asked by him if they had voted, innocently answered, 
tt No, we have not voted; Brother Hall told us not to vote; we are go- 
ing to throw the district out;’’ and the testimony to that effect comes 
out from the mouths of more than one witness on the stand. 

Now, as to Ed. Pamphrey; my friend from lowa [Mr. LACEY] de- 
scribes him as a Democratic deputy marshal, and they ask why we did 
not summon him. Mr. Speaker, we did summon him and he declined 
to appear. Wesummoned him the second time and he came in such a 
condition that we could not put him on the stand. We then asked the 
other side to summon him; they dared not do it, because he was the_ 
go-between between the shrewd Republican sheriff of the county and 
the leaders there who, in connection with Hall and under instructions, 
sought to prevent the colored men from casting their votes in order to 
have a pretext for throwing out the district. We believed that we 
could drive him to the wall and prove the fact from his own lips, and 
we tried to get him, but he would not come, and the other side not 
dare to summon him. 

And Jubb (the judge), after saying there were about one hundred 
colored people at the window when the two men were pulled ont (he 
says two or three), testified (page 60) as follows: 

Q. How long after the colored men had been pulled away was it that Bill Hall 
told all the rest of the colored men, you say maybe a hundred, to ogoan ? 

A. The darkies seemed disposed to go to the window until Bill 
Oe thn citer onnored le were disposed to up and vi 
sai that they I had Deiter gc away, and they took Bill Hall's ad 

A. They were disposed to hold their ground. 

Q. Until Bill Hall told them that? 

A..Yes, sir; and then they went home. 

Q. They appeared to take his advice? 

A. Yes, sir; they moved off. 

Elijah Richards (page 207), contestant’s witness: 


Q. How near to the polls did you get? 
ae I suppose I got within about 5 feet ofthe window or door or whatsomever 

Q. Why didn’t you vote? 

A. The reason I didn't yote the time that I tried to get upon the window 
there was a little scrimmage made and they all came away from the window 
and I followed the crowd out, 

Q. What sort of a scrimmage was it? 

A. There was one young man got hold of another colored man there and 
threw him away from the door and told him he didn’t vote there; he didn’t 
belong in that precinct at all. 


I. E. Cephas (page 119), contestant’s witness: 


He was asked why he did not vote, and he said in reply that he saw the vote 
of Hall was objected to, and they saw Hall could not vote there; he thought he 
would get away,and Hall said he did not think the votes would be 

if he did vote. Cephas then added: “Gentlemen, I did not see no danger; 
didn’t see nothreatenings and no guns or anything of that kind.” 


J. J. Tankard (pages 106, 107), witness for contestant. 

After giving the distance he was from the polls, he was asked: 

Q. Why did you not go closer? 

A. Well, sir, I started,and William H. Hall was ahead of me, and I saw they 
tore his ticket in two in his hand,and he said: ‘Men, leave the polls!” and 
with that all turned off and left the polls. 

Q. And you heard Hall say, ‘‘ Leave the poll, leave the poll?” 

A. Yes, sir; after the men tore his ticket, and he said, “ Men, leave the poll, 
leave the poll.” 


Testimony of Samuel Henson, colored: 


Q. Who ob 
A. Idon’t 


mari Bill Hall 


sir. 
What happened to him? 
man called him away, and said he couldn’t vote in that district, 
‘ou ses Hall go up to vote? 


“oP 
ase 


happened to him? 
of them pulled him away; I can’t say his name. 
you ief? SR i 

me gets 


yü of say anything to you? 
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d anybody threaten you? 
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say he, the head captain. Who is that? 
our head captain is Mr. Hall. 
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Marcu 20, 


Q. And he is the head captain? 
A. Yes, sir, 


Testimony of J. E. Wright, colored: 


Q. How near to the polling place did you get? 
A. I got up to the polls. 
Did you vote? 
Yes, sir. 
You voted, then? 
Yes, sir. 
What hour was it that you voted, do you know ? 
Ido not know, sir; [am hardly prepared to tell you what hour it was, 
but it was in the forenoon. 
Q When the polls first opened? 
A. Pretty much when they first ed yes sir. 
Q. Were you there when Mr. Hall was pulled away? 


A. Yos, sir, 
Q. Had you voted before that? 
A. No, sir; [just came up behind him after he was pulled away, 
Q. ~— yon got your vote in? 
es, sir, 


Q. 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
A, 


Cross-examination, 
By Mr. STANLEY: 
Q. You say you voted the-e after Hall was pulled away? 


Q. Could other people have voted there if they had wanted to? 

A. Yes, sir; there was an objection made at the same time I voted; but still 
I ventured it. 

Q. You were determined to vote and you voted? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. What sort of a confusion was there? 

A. Well, there was a deal of them talking, I don’t know what they were 
talking about, right at the window where they handed the tickets in. 

Q. Some one told you something? 

A. They never told me nothing, and I asked no questions any more than what 
I seen ; an interruption and the talking of them men, and some of them said 
there was a confusion, and some said they were rejecting the votes, and would 
not take tickets. 

Q. So you went away? 

A. Yes,sir; I went awayand went home, Icame down there about 8 o’clock 
and at half 9 I left the polls, 

Q. You didn't offer to vote? 

A. No, sir; I had a ticket in my pocket. 

You saw no fighting? 

A. No, sir; I didn't see no fighting. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, what conclusion do the gentlemen upon the 
other side reach in reference to this district? Why, sir, they reach the 
very logical conclusion that because 175 colored men failed or refused 
to vote, made no effort to vote, did not try to vote, therefore 200 other 
men who did try to vote and who did vote should have their votes 
thrown out and not counted. I want to put one simple question to 
these gentlemen. Ido not mean any reflection, I do not mean any- 
thing unkindly, but I ask you gentlemen, honestly and squarely, to 
come around a corner here with me and tell me whether, if there had 
been 168 votes for Mudd and 32 votes for me instead of 168 for me and 32 
for Mudd, you would ever have thrown out that district. [Laugh- 
ter.] Now, answer that question—just a whisper between you and 
me. [Laughter.] 

Is not that the milk in that cocoanut? Is it not because you know 
that unless you do throw out that district this seat, to which I was 
honestly elected, is mine and can not be taken from me? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COMPTON. I appeal to the House to indulge me for three min- 
utes longer. 

Mr, McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman be allowed the time he desires. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I make the same request, Mr. Speaker. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COMPTON. I only want to say, after thanking my colleagues 
[Mr. McComas and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] for the request which they have 
made in my behalf, that I suppose the guillotine is ready and the ax is 
sharpened. If that is so, sir, the victim is ready, and while he will 
fall with the hot breath of an earnest protest upon his lips, he will fall 
without a quiver. Iam made, I hope to God, of that kind of stuff 
which does not know how to— 


* crook the pregnant hinges of the knee 
Where thrift may follow fawning. 


[Great applause on the Democratic side.j I would not flatter Neptune 
for his trident or Jove for his power to thunder. 

Thank God, sir, I will resign and leave this office, as I have every 
other that I have ever filled, with clean handsand a conscience void of 
offense towards any one. [Applause.] I have sought, and if, as my 

_ friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. D. LL] said, I have won, the respect 
and esteem of gentlemen on thé other se, I am proud of it; I havea 
right to be proud of it, for I have-won it at no cost of principle. 

ut, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, <é.no mistake. I am a Demo- 
crat of the strictest sect. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Ibelieve, 
and I know that every honest and fearless and honorable man will give 
me credit for it, and for the others I care nothing—I believe, in m 
cool judgment and on my conscience, that the preservation of Ameri- 
can liberty, of the rights of the American people—all of them, not black 


only, but white, too—depends upon the enforcement of those principles: 
which are inscribed upon the platform and record of the Democratic 
party. [Applause.] The motto on that flag as I see it borne aloft and 
always in the front, high, advanced, inscribed thereon, ‘‘ Justice to all 
and special privileges to none,” is the shibboleth under which I pro- 
pose to live and die. [Applause]. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I take my seat, be- 
lieving and knowing that my account here, as best my poor abilities 
have enabled me to perform my duties, is settled, square and correct, 
hereand yonder. Task naughtof man but what asan honest man Iam 
entitled to. Justice is alll ask. And what I say to you in conclusion 
is simply this: Fiat justitia, ruat cælum, If Iam entitled to the seat, be 
men enough to give it to me; if I am not, on your consciences, I have 
no fault to find, 

I return, sir, to. a people whose confidence and affection, thank God! 
those of them whose good will is worth having, I feel in my heart of 
hearts I have and hold to-day ; toa humble and unpretentious home 
where, thank God! happiness prevails. Igo, if go I must, without a 
regret, because I have no self-reproach; and I tell you here and now, 
‘*exiled, more joy ’? Ishall feelthan any tin Cæsar, with a whole House 
of Representatives at his heels. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
side. 

S COOPER, of Ohio (after a pause, during which members on the 
Democratic side were crowding around Mr. Compton to extend their 
congratulations). Mr. Speaker, if the exercise of passing by and view- 
ing the remains at this funeral is over, I would like to yield thirty 
minutes to my friend from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, this is, as my colleague [Mr. Comp- 
ton] has admonished the House, an important and serious question, 
but not to be decided by the eloquence with which my colleague has 
argued his own cause. Possessed of a warm heart and an intrepid 
spirit, he has urged that view which I am sure he honestly and wholly 
believes, that he was elected to the seat he fills. And if it be other- 
wise, Mr. Speaker, every generous-minded man must concede to him 
sincerity of spirit behind the fervor and the fire of his deliverance with 
respect to this controversy. But, upon this record and upon the reports 
and briefs which I have read and carefully considered I believe that 
my colleague was not elected on the face of all the precinct returns, 

I find that Mr. Mudd was elected. I believe he was elected on the face 
of the returns by a plurality of 2 votes; that he is therefore entitled 
to the seat held by my colleague Mr. Compton. 

If we go hehind the returns after rejecting votes improperly counted 
and count votes improperly refused, Mr. Mudd was elected by a strong 
plurality. 

The clear plurality on the face of the returns and upon the revision 
of the ballots is swelled to a plurality of more than 150 when we con- 
sider the transactions at the election in the first precinct of the third 
district of Anne Arundel County, justly thrown out by the majority 
of the committee because of the intimidation there practiced, intim- 
idation which my colleague, the sitting member, is in no way respon- 
sible for and had, I am sure, no knowledge of, but which no longer 
should deprive Mr. Mudd of the seat to which he was elected. 

I say that Mr. Mudd was elected on the face of these returns because 
the tabulations of all the precinct returns of all the Congressional dis- 
trict show that fact. 

The only answer madeto this tabulation is that from Calvert County, 
the returns sent to the governor only allowed Mr. Mudd 1,138 votes in- 
stead of 1,166 votes actually received by him. That Mr. Mudd did re- 
ceive 1,166 votes in Calvert County is not only sworn to by the return 
judges from every precinct in that county, but proved by due certifi- 
cation by the clerk of court of the very returns sigued by them and 
filed in the clerk's office of Calvert County two days after the election. 

It is significantly affirmed by two newspapers, whose editors, stand- 
ing by when the official count was made by the return judges, printed 
the returns in the two papers, one of them, at least, Democratic—the 
papers I now hold in my hand—one of them, as I understand, being 
edited by the counsel of the contestee; printed in the daily papers of 
Baltimore at the time, and promptly reported by the clerk to the gov- 
ernor when he wrote to the governor that the correct vote was 1,166, and 
asked the leave of the governor to correct this clerical error. 

I have not found in the record a particle of proof denying that Mr. 
Mudd received these 28 votes taken from him bya clerical error. The 
minority report does not pretend that Mr. Mudd did not receive these 
28 votes. This House will not deny him these votes as set out in the 
returns of the precinct judges here in this record. Thus, when we vote 
on the face of the returns, Mr. Mudd is the elected member, and the 
burden of proof is upon the contestee, Mr. Compton, to oust Mr. Mudd, 
under a familiar rule adopted by Congress. 

I know that my colleague [Mr. GIBSON], in his speech yesterday, 
talked about the figures 379. If my friend has found anywhere in the 
returns the figures 379, as a correction of any of the precinct returns 
I hold in my hand, he can have thirty seconds of my time to show what 
page of the record it is on. 

Mr. GIBSON. Imade thestatement then, and I make it to-day, that. 
there was a forgery of the figures in the second precinct of the first elec-! 
tion district of Calvert County-—— 


1890. 


Mr. McCOMAS. What part of the record proves your Berane 

Mr. GIBSON. A forgery which is apparent from the itself, 
because of the fact that it is only by the combination of the figures 379 
and the other figures to which my colleague has alluded that there was 
a ibility of those five judges and two clerks adding up 1,138. 

. McCOMAS. Very well; then my friend finds 1,138, and because 
the figures on the precinct returns do not correspond with the1,138, he 
goes back and says that some combination of figures (I am not talking 
of combinations; I shall talk of conspiracies presently)—that the com- 
bination of figures which he makes must squeeze the actual, true 
figures so as to correspond to the clerical error—— 

Mr. GIBSON rose. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I can not yield further. My friend, in his en- 
deavor to force down the majority, hits arbitrarily upon that precinct 
4 that election district, and says, ‘‘ These figures should be 379 instead 
of 407. 

Mr. Speaker, there it stands. The President received 391 votes. 
Mr. Mudd ran a few votes ahead of that and received 407 votes. 

But my friend says you must press and crush these figures into a 
smaller compass. My friend is an imaginative man. He hasbeen led 
astray in this matter by visions. He has been dreaming. If he had 
gone on a summer trip instead of being engaged in this case he might 
have seen the sea serpent. [Laughter and applanse.] If he had gone 
to the mountains he would have fancied faces and forms on every cliff. 
In every storm my eloquent friend would find a bannerinthe sky. It 
is this high imagination which causes these fancies and peoples for my 
friend the universe with strange but non-existent things, [Renewed 
laughter.] And thus my friend imagines these 379 votes. They are 
not in the record. They are not in the case, nor anywhere save in 
the perturbed and distorted fancy of my coll-jgue[Mr. GIBSON]. Add- 
ing the votes of S. N. Mudd, S. E. Mudd, and Mudd, adding the vote 
wrongfully taken from Mudd, they make up 1,166; and no living witness 
has been brought to assail the verity of those official returns. Take 
the official count, take the official returns as filed by the proper officers; 
there they are, as they stood on the night of the election, as they stood 
on the day the return judges made them, as they stood when the proof 
was taken. They prove themselves and they makeup 1,166 votes. When 
you add the three votes for S. N. Mudd and S. E. Mudd and Mudd 
there is a plurality of two on the face of the precinct returns upon which 
the contestant was in truth entitled to his seat upon this floor one year 
ago. 
Mr. GIBSON rose. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I have not the time to yield. 

Mr, GIBSON. I will take but ten seconds. Explain why it is in 
this precinct, where I charge forgery, it is the only precinct in Talbot 
County where the two attesting clerks do not certify. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Where does my colleague find that? 

Mr. GIBSON. Do you understand that? 

Mr. McCOMAS, Ihavenot time to yield further, Butif my friend 
wants an answer he shall have it. 

Mr. GIBSON, Explain it if you can. 

Mr. McCOMAS. There were three judges, and all the judges called 
swore the returns were correct. The clerks were then living. Living 
men could have been called. If that return was fraudulent living men 
could have been called to proveit, Butno man was called to prove it. 
The minority report does not show it. Yet upon that shred Mr. Mudd, 
the contestant in this case, has been deprived of a seat upon this floor 
when he was entitled to it by having a majority of the votes on the pre- 
cinct returns. 

Mr. CRISP. 
vote? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ido. 

Mr. CRISP. Does not the gentleman know that Compton was de- 
prived unjustly of 19 votes, and if they had been included in the returns, 
conceding everything you say, Compton would have had a majority. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I deny that there was a recount of that box. 

Mr. CRISP. I mean of the whole district. You are attacking the 
face of the returns, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iam, 

Mr. CRISP. Isay the votes making the return do not show the 
true vote. 

Mr. MCCOMAS, Does the gentleman say there is ascintilla of proof 
on the part of any living man that the total vote in that county was 
not 1,166 votes? 

Mr. CRISP. Iam talking now about another thing. The gentle- 
man is talking—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. But that is my question, and I have been talking 
of the vote in Calvert County. 

Mr. CRISP. But you say that on the face of the returns the con- 
testant ought to have had the certificate of election. Now, I ask you 
if you do not know that these returns do not show the true state of the 
vote as admitted by the committee? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Now, the gentleman does not answer my question, 
and I will give him 10 seconds of the brief time I have to do so. 

Mr. CRISP. But the gentleman has switched off from his question, 
and so I have asked him one which I would like to have answered. 


Does the gentleman say those returns show the correct 
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Mr. McCOMAS. My question was a very simple one, but it seems 
hard for the gentleman to answer. I say that the total face of the pre- 
cinct returns in this county as footed up in this table showed 1,166 as 
the true actual vote. I asked the gentleman to show the error in that. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will answer the gentleman’s question, if he will 
permit me. 

Mr. CRISP. If my friend will allow me a moment, I want to get - 
him back to the point. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I must decline to be interrupted unless the gen- 
tleman can put his question in a very few seconds, : 
Mr. CRISP. Iwill doso. I can not of course, without turning to 
ibe reeord, give the exact figures, but you are talking about the whole 
certificate. Now, you stated that the contestant ought to have had the 
certificate on the face of the returns, and I ask youif you dé not admit 
what the committee admits, that the face of the returns does not show 

the true vote? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Now the distinguished gentleman from Georgia is 
harping on the recount, and he can not give the figures, as hesays, with- 
out taking time to examine the record and looking up the points which 
will enable him to make an answer to my challenge. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, that isimmaterial. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is entirely material. Itis the point, Iam not 
talking of the official connt as the governor had it, but of the official 
precinct returns, of the aggregate returns in Calvert County and add- 
ing to them the votes given for S. E. Mudd, S. N. Mudd, and Mudd com- 
bined, give him a plurality on the face of the official precinct returns - 
thronghout the Congressional district, without any question of error 
or mathematical correction or without any assault upon the figures 
which would entitle the contestee to the certificate. 

Mr. CRISP, But the point is that you do not claim that they repre- 
sent the true vote. 

Mr. GIBSON, And the living witness that my colleague has asked 
for—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. Well, I can not yield any further to my colleague. 
My friend is certainly not that living witness. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will state that there were three witnesses living 
who have certified to the vote as 1,138, and not 1,166. 

Mr, McCOMAS. And I answer from the record that there is not a 
living witness to so testify, and when I challenged my friend last night 
to lay his hand upon the fact he did not do it, and he comes in to-day 
without an instance in the whole record to substantiate his assertion 
that the contestant’s vote was 1,166. 

Now, if the majority on the precinct returns approaches the disputed 
votes—and I must hasten on, as my time is rapidly drawing toa close— 
and the minority allow Mr. Mudd 22 votes and the majority allow him 
54, while the minority allow Mr. Compton 10 and the majority allow 
him 17, taking the addition of these disputed votes and the division 
made by the minority and the majority of the committee and adding 
them to the precinct returns, instead of benefiting the contestee in this 
case you merely add to the plurality of the contestant in the total vote. 

Any fair determination of these disputed votes overwhelms the alleged 
gain by this recount. 

This class of votes ina Maryland court would be allowed without 
contention. I speakof registered, qualified voters who presented them- 
selves for registration at the proper time, who were duly registered as 
qualified voters, who went to the polls on election day and proflered 
their lawful votes and were r. fused merely because of the deliberate 
fraud or ministerial neglect of the registrar of voters to put their names 
ou the poll-book in the hands of the judges of election, a neglect which 
the diligent voter could not possibly know until he applied at the elec- 
tion window; for he hasa right to rely on the registration, ‘‘ which reg- 
istration,” says the State constitution (section 5, article 1), ‘‘shall be 
conclusive evidence to the judges of election of the right of every per- 
son thus registered to vote at any election.” 

It is the common practice in Maryland for those voters convenient to 
the clerk’s office, where the registrar’s lists are herd ewig to go from 
the polls to the clerks of the court to get the certificates of the clerk 
when the poll-books omit the names, but I have never before heard it 
contended that a citizen more remote from the court-house could be dis- 
franchised by the criminal or ignorant neglect varying with the miles 
of distance or facilities of travel in any contest wherein it was proved 
he was a duly qualified registered voter and in person had proffered 
his ballot at his polling place. 

For twenty-odd years I have observed the registration law in our poli- 
tics. I know too well there is something in our climate causing the 
partisan registrar, whose perquisite it is in Maryland to ampa with 
our suffrage, to omit or misspell Republican names on the poll-books 
but I have never yet known any court in that State, where our judi- 
ciary is impartial, to hesitate a moment in counting the votes such as 
are counted here, in part by the minority, and to the number of 54 for 
the contestant and 17 for the contestee by the majority of the commit- 
tee in this report. Nearly all of these votes are of this character and 
are justly allowed Mr. Mudd. I shall not pause to discuss an isolated 
vote contested on the ground of identity, nor to insist upon six of these 
votes rejected because six other persons had illegally voted on the true 
voters’ names. 
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Tn passing I remark that, with our Democratic election machinery, 
whenever you are told that six Seige voted illegally on Republican 
names you may safely assume that tie six illegal voters have cast six 
Democratic ballots. Political knaves in Maryland are not idiots. 

` When they repeat at elections they repeat to count for their side. 

The minority report in this case itself shows the weakness of the case 
of my colleague, the sitting member. It claims his plurality to be 30 
votes. And this plurality of 30 votes includes the 28 votes in the sec- 
ond precinct of the first election district of Calvert County, to which 
Mr. Mudd is entitled, because his total vote in Calvert County was 
1,166 instead of 1,138. Although on the third page the minority en- 
deavor by argument too technical and too unsound to reject these 28 
votes when properly certified by theclerk of the court of Calvert County 
from the precinct returns on the poll-books deposited in his office by 
law, nevertheless the minority adopts thesame method of proof to give 
the sitting member 1 vote in the first precinct of the sixteenth ward 
of Baltimore. 

When from the plurality of 30 in the minority report (on page 12) 
we deduct the 28 votes which in truth and in fact, as approved by the 
certified precinct returns, Mr. Mudd is entitled to, the plurality of my 
colleague is but 2 votes, which becomes a majority for Mr. Mudd when 
the 3 votes for ‘‘ Mudd,” ‘‘S. N. Mudd,” and ‘‘S. E. Mudd ”’ are given 
to the contestant, for whom they were polled. 

On their report, therefore, the minority really start with a majority 
for the contestant, a majority on the face of the returns for Mr. Mudd. 
The recount of a few boxes in the district, boxes in certain precincts 
of certain wards of Baltimore City, boxes in the custody of a Demo- 
eratic return judge, in the custody of the Democratic police board of 
Baltimore City and its Democratic employés, of the Democratic clerk 
of the circuit court of Baltimore County and his Democratic employés— 
such a recount does not import verity in Baltimore. 

It will not satisfy an earnest seeker after the truth who knows the 
juggling with ballot-boxes there performed. Strong locks have not 
hitherto barred some of these partisans from changing ballots at will. 
Pasting a paper over the orifice and locking the ballot-box are not sure 

of the ballots. Wein Maryland know this too well. Like Rob 
Roy’s purse, these boxes are guarded at the top, but easily opened at the 
bottom. Such a recount has here been liberally allowed to Mr. Comp- 
ton, giving 19 more votes than were counted for him in those few pre- 
cincts, when he failed to recount all the precincts of the Congressional 
district. 

On page 18 of the report is the final table of the minority. I show 
it to you. It gives a scant plurality for contestee of 37. Deduct the 
20 votes therein of Mr. Mudd’s assumed loss on this partial recount and 
the plurality dwindles to 17; but these 17 are included in the 28 votes 
belonging to Mr. Mudd in the Calvert County total of 1,166. These 17 
votes are a plurality in the teeth of 28 votes which no member of the 
minority signing this report can deny Mr. Mudd actually received. 

Such, Mr. Speaker, is the weakness of this case that the minority, 
with the face of the returns against their report and apart from the 
question of intimidation in the third district of Anne Arundel County, 
hang the whole case of the sitting member on again of 20 by a recount 
in a few precincts, chosen capriciously. 

The intimidation of colored voters in the first precinct of the third 
district of Anne Arundel County was very effective. Of 475 regis- 
tered voters, 252 are white and 223 are colored. When the polls 
opened 4 white men voted, then 15 colored men voted, then 187 white 
men followed, but 175 qualified registered voters with black skins 
swear that they left their homes to vote, but did not deposit their bal- 
lots. One hundred and sixty-one of these went to the polling-place, 
but did not cast a vote. The contestee’s claim is these black men did 
not vote because they shrewdly suspected there would be a contest for 
this seat in Congress and that by abstaining this precinct would be 
thrown out. Surely an amazing compliment to these black voters! 
How skilled were they in the election law! Yet, practically, how 
stupid; for these 175 black votes would have carried the box for Mudd. 
There is a better reason why the colored vote was not polled; a better 
explanation why, after 15 black votes were rapidly polled, 175 failed to 
reach the box, 

Five or six Baltimore roughs, strangers in that community, invaders 
of its peace, with ‘‘ Tip’’ Wells, for five years a registered voter in Balti- 
more, as their guide, with Edward Pumphrey, and William Chairs, 
Democratic district manager, as their allies, were early on the ground. 
Some of them, with badges as United States marshals on the lapels of 
their coats, had stolen the livery of the nation toserve the Democratic 

in. These Baltimore roughs early in the morning began to press 
ocratic tickets upon black voters. One, Samuel Gaither, was hin- 
dered, and when ‘‘ Tip’’ Wells and Chairs gave the signal these roughs 
Andrew Sampson from the line and snatched from the hand of 
W: Hall, an excellent colored man seventy years of age, the leader 
of his race, one of the richest men of his community—snatched his ticket 
from his hand and tore it in pieces, denouncing them both, saying, ‘‘ they 
did not belong there.” 
White Democrats quietly suffered this, ‘Tip’’ Wells and several 
roughs shonted, *‘ Nota damn one of you shall vote unless yon vote for 
Cleveland,” and Hall was pulled away, and no ‘‘damned negro ” did 
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vote except the Democrat black man who did vote for Cleveland. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

They kept their faith, their oath, and their profanity together, and 
when White came up, and he was at the head of a line of 30 or 40, he 
was driven back, 

In the wagons at that time were guns; some say that guns were loaded 
behind the house; and pistols were seen on the persons of these roughs., 
The black people were wholly unarmed, and Hall, with others about 
him, turned away, because, as Hall said, ‘‘ If we can not vote, if our 
votes are rejected, we had better goaway.’’ One, John Emery White, 
tried to vote, and his ticket was grabbed away and he was told he could 
not vote unless he voted for Cleveland; and it appears that Frank Chairs, 
a Democratic internal-revenue storekeeper, and Wells agreed, ‘‘ we 
have got them in check;’’ and when the blacks in a body again started 
for the window, the Democratic leader, William Chairs, called out, 
** Boys, don’t go any closer; no damn nigger can vote here to-day;’’ and 
about 10 o’clock Rhoderick Kess, a black voter, tried again to vote and 
was struck in the face by one of the roughs, while Pumphrey went 
about the crowd of black voters and assured them that more roughs 
and marshals were coming that would shoot them if they tried to vote. 

The minority say that these men ought to have done more to secure 
their votes. They say that this was a pretext to get them to throw 
out the box. If those 175 had been allowed to vote, besides the 32 that 
Mudd did get, it would have given that box to him by a clear majority. 
One hundred and seventy-five swear that they were not allowed to yote, 
and if they had been allowed to vote it would have given Mudd a clear 
majority. y 

The gentleman from Texas who signs the minority report may say 
it was not much ofastorm. [Laughter.] Perhaps down in Texas it 
might not be. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] whose name 
is next thereon may say that this is very slight intimidation, and only 
a smali matter which ought not to be considered, It might in Georgia 
be a small matter; but, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that when these 
men stood there and tried to reach the place to deposit their ballots and 
were hurled away, that certainly was intimidation grave and monstrous. 

The minority assert that the old man Hill had stated that these people 
would get the box thrown ont; that they might as well giveit up; that 
the box would be thrown ont, and that they could make an appeal. 
He isan American citizen and he concluded that he had aright to make 
an appeal to this Congress. And why could not he make an appeal ? 
If you can not reach so far as Arkansas or as Mississippi to correct fraud 
on the ballot-box, if you can not secure a fair election free from intimi- 
dation and have the ballot-box easy of access and unattended by in- 
timidation there, here under the shadow of the Capitol, here near the 
very seat of Government itself, he may have hoped that the national 
Congress would do justice, and not condone this accursed intimidation 
of black citizens. Every fair-minded man in the State of Maryland 
will applaud you in the justice you will do. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side, ] 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy none of the 
brief time remaining to me either in answering the eulogy which the 
contestee has so feelingly and eloquently pronounced upon himself or 
in discussing the merits of the contestee or of the State of Maryland. 
I honor and respect them both, and, if it be true, as was roaringly an- 
nounced here yesterday, that that State has covered the contestee with 
honors, I congratulate him. Ifhe has ‘‘sounded all the depths of honor 
and all the shallows of fame’’ he can better afford to enjoy a season of 
rest in honorable retirement than to remain here occupying a seat to 
which he was certainly not elected and which is as certainly the prop- 
erty of another. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I can only glance at the salient features of this case. 
The first to which I call attention is the statement of the eloquent gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. Grnson] who addressed the House yes- 
terday, that the important and decisive question in this case was 
whether the contestant was entitled to have counted for him 1,166 
votes in Calvert County instead of 1,138. Ido not agree with the gen- 
tleman that that question is decisive of this case, because, eliminating 
the 28 votes in dispute there, still the contestant is clearly elected. 
But if the gentleman’s proposition be true, then what becomes of 
the claim of the contestee in this case? For, sir, I undertake to say 
that if anything in this case be proven beyond a reasonable doubt it is 
that in the county of Calvert 1,166 votes were cast for the contestant, 
The gentleman [Mr. Grnson] loudly proclaimed upon yesterday that 
on the night of the election the judges of election in the second pre- 
cinct of that county swore that there were 379 votes cast for the con- 
testant, instead of 407, as we claim, and he has loudly announced that 
the judges upon that night proclaimed to all the bystanders that there 
were 379 votes cast for the contestant, and not 407. 

Mr. GIBSON, The clerks. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Very well; theclerks. Say theclerks, then. 
Now, I want to say here, Mr. Speaker, that a careful scrutiny of the 
record in this case justifies me in stating that neither the clerks nor the 
judges did either of those things, and I stand here to challenge the 
naming of a witness or the specification of an exhibit or a paper that 
even tends to prove any such statement as that made by the gentleman 
from Macrae Sir, it is unquestionably proved that the judges and 
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clerks upon that night did count in the precinct in question 407 votes 
for the contestant, and so announced and so returned. The gentleman 


also declared that the second day atter the election eight men swore 
that there were 1,138 and not 1,166 votes cast for the contestant in Cal- 
vert County. lLagain say that careful examination of this record shows 
that statement to be wholly unfounded in fact. 

All the justification there is for the statement is that upon the sec- 
ond day after the election these judges came together, when a hireling 
deputy clerk who was doing the clerical work figured up, or attempted 
to make a tabulation of, the precinct returns, and in so doing, instead 
of correctly stating them to be 1,166, he erroneously made the number 
1,138, and that summing up went to the governor. That is all there 
is of it, and that is all the justification there is for saying that there 
were any men there who “swore”? to these figures, 1,148. Because 
these men were sworn officers and signed that return supposing it to be 
correct—there being no evidence that they ever examined the figures or 
ever tried to prove or scrutinize or verify them—because they signed 
that return as made out by the clerk, supposing it to be correct, the 
returns forsooth are to be taken to be intallible. 

Who ever heard of such a doctrine? Upon the contrary, to demon- 
strate there were1,166 votes, we have the testimony of bystanders who 
were there when the count was made, among them a Democrat who 
voted for Cleveland and for the contestee, the editor of a Democratic 
paper, who was there for the double purpose of ascertaining as a politi- 
cian what the vote was and of getting the figures of the true vote so 
that he might publish them in his paper. He swears that, sitting 
there, he ascertained the fact to be, and that it was understood and 
known generally, that the contestant had 1,196 votes, and he so pub- 
lished in his paper. And the Baltimore Sun, too, which, although un- 
like its New York namesake, does not shine for all, does at least shine 
for all Maryland Democrats, proclaimed that there were 1,166 votes 
cast there for the contestant. And, finally, as the primary evidence, 
the best evidence, the unanswerable evidence, I produce the returns 
themselves, certified copies of which are in the record, which show as 
certainly as two and two make four that 1,168 votes were cast in that 
precinct for the contestant. And yet, because this deputy clerk made 
this error, an error which he himself acknowledged and which he says 
as soon as he ascertained it he wrote to the governor for the privilege 
of correcting—because that clerk made this error we are told that no cor- 
rection is to be made, but this Congressional district is to be disfran- 
chised and the man elected as its Representative is to be deprived ot 
his seat upon that technical ground, at the instance of a gentleman 
who thanks God with uplitted hands that he is right both here and 
hereafter. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

I suppose that according to the theory of the gentleman who appeals 
to us as lawyers, if he were trying before a jury an issue as to what was 
the amount of three promissory notes and he produced the deposition 
of a man who swore that he had examined the notes and computed the 
amount and had found the aggregate to be $1,000, and rested his case, 
and then the other side produced the three promissory notes themselves, 
which read, as plainly as writing cou!d, that each note called for $500, 
and also produced the man who had made the computation, and he said 
that after looking at the notes again he was satisfied he made a mistake 
and the true amount was $1,500, still my friend would insist that the 
deposition was correct and that the amount must still be $1,000, for 
that is the theory upon which the gentleman bases his claim as to the 
point which he says is to be decisive of this case. If so, sir, then is not 
theclaim of the contestee the thinnestand baldestof pretenses? Enough 
upon this question. Now, sir, as to ourright to have counted the votes 
of duly registered and qualified legal voters of this district who, being 
entitled to vote, having done all in their power to qualify themselves to 
vote,and, being duly qualified, presented their votes, which were rejected, 
I have only to say thatif the plain letterof the statutes of the United 
States is to be regarded and followed there is no question in this case; 
and that is conceded, and the only answer made by contestee upon this 
point is that the law is unconstitutional. Sir, the law has never been 
declared unconstitutional. On thecontrary, whatever courts have had 
occasion to review it have aflirmed its constitutionality, and it was en- 
acted expressly to meet a decision of the highest tribunal of the Re- 
public, and is clearly constitutional under that decision. But I have 
always observed, sir, that whenever our friends upon the other side are 
driven from every other defense and compelled to abandon every other 
argument, they make a final grand rally, call up their reserve forces, 
and cry aloud that the prop»sition they object to is “unconstitutional.” 
Their wondronsreverence and idolatry for that sacred document are only 
equaled by their vigilance and zeal in apologizing for or justifying the 
nullification and violation of the Constitution when they inure to the 
benefit of the Democratic party. 

But, sir, leaving these points, by which the case of the contestant is 
most clearly established, I to the consideration of the first pre- 
cinct in the third district of Anne Arundel County. There are several 
undisputed and unchallenged factsin that case. First, that there were 
207 duly registered, legally qualified Republican voters in that district 
entitled to vote, and 174 Democrats entitled to vote there, and of these 
174 the eloquent gentleman who has just pronounced his valedictory 


was scratched from 6, lea 168 votes for the contestee. It is alsoin 
proof, by testimony undenied—indeed, admitted—that there were but 
82 votes cast for the contestant, and that by the count upon that night 
and as allowed by the governor the contestee received 136 majority in 
that Republican precinct. 

It is not denied that there were 175 colored Republicans there at the 
polls for the purpose of voting. Many of these poor men had walked 
weary miles for the purpose of exercising the privilege of casting their 
votes. They were there with tickets in their hands, They marched 
up to the polls to vote; they tried to vote, but did not vote because 
they were (whether there was reason for it or not) frightened away, 
and in consequence of their fright and terror the contestant lost 175 
votes which, if they had been cast for him, would have left this con- 
testee more than 100 in a minority, giving him everything he claims 
and eliminating from the contestant’s claim everything to which the 
coritestee objects. 

I say these things are all conceded; and the only answer that is made 
by the contestee is that these men were frightened away without suf- 
ficient reason; that the conditions environing them were notsuch as to 
frighten away men of ordinary courage. Let ussee. It is conceded 
that there had been trouble at these polls before and there had been 
rumors in the air in this precinct that it would be us for colored 
men to yote. Accordingly, as they arrived they did not venture to go 
atonce to the polis, but gathered around an old mill near the polls until 
there had collected about 80 or 100 colored Republicans. They then 
concluded to venture up, in the hope that the assurance given by their 
numbers and the formidable array which they made would protect 
them from assault. 

And right here, Mr. Speaker, may I not stop to inquire whether it 
is not a withering reproach, a blistering shame in this fair, free land 
of ours that upon election day, that day of days to the American citi- 
zen, a portion of the citizens of this Republic are compelled either to 
wait and collect in numbers suficient to repel assault before they dare 
approach the polls or to skulk around in hiding-places watching for 
an opportunity to steal forth, noiselessly and silently, to the polls and 
then noiselessly and silently flee away like fugitive criminals or hunted 
beasts? I pray God, sir, that you and I and all of us may yet live to 
see the day when every American citizen can upon election day, in 
peace, in assured safety, go to the polls, the dium of American 
freedom [applause], and there with his ticket enfolding his judgment, 
his conscience, his convictions, and wishes, deposit that ticket and walk 
away in peace and safety, knowing that his vote will be counted as he 
left it, knowing further that the thus expressed conviction, conscience, 
and judgment of a majority of his fellow-men shall dominate in the 
councils and policy of the nation. [Applause.] - 

Sir, until that happy day comes we are living under a contin 
menace. Until that day comes there can not be that peace, that quiet, 
that confidence, upon the part of all citizens which is the essential pre- 
requisite to permanent prosperity. Untilthatday comes, great, proud, 
powerful, and rich as our Republic is, it can never arrive at the full 
measure of its majestic stature. Until that day comes the reasonable 
hope of the men who more than a century ago founded our institutions 
in their sacrifice and blood, and the reasonable hope of the heroic men 
who within our own memory poured out their blood in crimson cur- 
rents on more than a hundred battle-fields, will never have been justi- 
fied. [Applause.] 

In the presence of this question, involving the integrity of the Re- 
public, the supremacy of the Constitution, obedience to the law, and 
the enjoyment of the dearest and most valuable rights incident to ` 
American citizenship, all other issues dwindle into comparative in- 
significance. r 

But when these colored men marched up to the polls, who else were 
there? There were many Democratic white men; and there were a 
few Republican white men, who were so timid and cowed that th 
were of no assistance to their colored friends; and, over and above 
there were two wagon loads of Baltimore ‘‘toughs,’’ a name which has 
been asynonym of lawlessness and outrage for more than a generation 
inourland. Why werethey there? They did not live in the precinct; 
they had no right to vote there. But you can read the answer to the 
question in the conduct which followed. They were there early; they 
remained until every colored Republican had left the polls, abandon- 
ing in despair the effort to vote. Although these toughs lived twelve 
or thirteen miles away, they were there before the polls opened. 

In this body of eighty or one hundred colored men there was one 
old patriarch more than seventy-two years of age. By his age, his in- 
telligence, his education, his wealth (for it is in proof that he was one 
of the largest tax-payers in the precinct), and his conservative views, 
he had become a leader, a banner man among his race. He marched 
up well in front. As he approached the polls these ‘“ ” seized 

m; they dragged him from the ranks; they tore his ticket from him; 
they thrust him back and said to him, ‘‘ Youcan not vote here.’’ The 
poor old man asks, ‘‘ Why are not our votes to be taken?’ There- 
sponse, in the hoarse voice of the ‘‘tough,’’ is, “No d——d nigger shall 
vote here unless he votes for Cleveland.” And it is in proof that no 
negro was permitted to vote but one; and he, lifted upon the exulting 
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arms of these ‘‘toughs,’’ inflicted upon himself the disgrace of voting 
the Democratic ticket. 

That is not all. This old colored man turns to the leader, the cap- 
tain of the Democratic forces, and says, ‘‘ Look here; howisthis? Can’t 
we vote?’? And the man thusaddressed is solemn and silent as a sep- 
ulcher. Turning tothe judges, this old colored man says, ‘‘See here! 
they have torn my ticket; can’t we be allowed to vote? Can’t we boys 
vote to-day?’ And no man answered. No Republican there had the 
courage, no Democrat there had the manhood, to give one word of en- 
eouragement to these poor men. 

What was this old patriarch todo? He might have advised a con- 
flict. He might bave said, ‘‘ Boys, we will fight it out; we will insist 
on voting, let the consequences come;’’ but would it not have been a 
fearful responsibility on his part? These colored men were there in 
numbers, it is true, but they were black men whose inheritance of cent- 
uries of subjugation and degradation unfitted them for conflict with 
the race to which their ancient masters had belonged. [Applause. ] 
They were there fully conscious that in every conflict with the white 
race, no matter how begun nor how thrust upon them, it was the black 
man that always bit the dust and it was always the black man’s blood 
which reddened the grass. [Applause.] 

Yes, he might have invited a conflict between the whites and the 
blacks, but the result of that conflict he could well read in the dust 
which had been reddened with the blood of the black man in a hundred 
such contests. He could read the result of such contests in the lurid 
glare of multitudes of burning cabins, burning because their owners 
were ‘‘bad negroes,” which in the South meant negroes who dared 
assert their rights, who dared defend themselves against the violence of 
white men. 

He dared not do that. He exercised that better part of valor. He 
said, “If we can’t vote, let us go home.” I have no doubt if my 
friend from Texas had been there, if the old man had asked whether 
they should fight it out or go home, he would have advised him to go 
home and not make a fuss, The old patriarch did advise his friends 
to g home. He did advise them to go home and make no fuss, 
fight’ sir, these men are to be disfranchised because they did not 

b 

But that was not all; most of the colored men still lingered around, 
reluctant to leave without voting, and finally a man named Kess at- 
tempted to vote, but as he approached the polls he was seized by the 
roughs, pushed backwards violently some distance, the length of the 
building, was struck a crushing blow in the face, and was told to go 
home, that “‘no damned negro votes here to-day.” 

After a while another man makes the same attempt and meets with 
the same fate. 

The vigilant leader of the Democratic forces, Mr. Chairs, whenever 
he saw one or two colored men going up to the polls, artfully inter- 
cepts them and tells them, according to the testimony, ‘‘If you go there 
there will be a fuss; you better keep away,’’ and they stopped and 
went away. 

Then there is Ed. ang veyed who, it is said, was a Republican. I 
stand here to pronounce that to be untrue. Pumphrey never claimed 
the honor of being a Republican, and he never deserved that honor. 
He has been an unwashed Democrat all his life, and is likely to die 
one. [Laughter.] 

He was there as a depay marshal, and according to the testimony, 
whenever he saw any of these negroes going up to vote he-would go to 
them and say, ‘‘ Do not go up to vote; if you do there will be a riot, 
and I can not be msible. You had better give it up and go 
home; although I am a deputy sheriff I can not protect you.” 

Then, to enliven the monotony of the day, we find these men from 
Baltimore shooting off their guns and revolvers, pretending toshoot at 
amark, Their real mark was to frighten these colored men away, and 
they hit the mark in the center. These men stood there until the last 
colored man was intimidated and driven away. 

But we are told they did not exercise ordinary courage and are told 
there was a panoe election there. Yes, there was a peaceful election 
there after all the colored men had been driven away. As my friend 
from Massachusetts has said, there was peace in Warsaw after Kosciusko 
fell. There was peace in Jerusalem after the triumphant Roman had 
run the plowshareoveritsruins. Sir, a peace which is the result of the 
entiresurrender by the majority of their dearest and most valuable rights 
at the behest of the minority is a peace which is antagonistic to our 
institutions and is not healthful or desirable in this land of ours. [Ap- 


] 
There was such peace at this precinct, and as a result when the vote |` 


‘was counted there was 136 majority for the carpe and, sir, great, 
honest, and honorable as he says he is, itis beyond all contention that 
the contestee has for more than a year occupied the yams and en- 
joyed the emoluments of a Representative in Congress by virtue of the 
terrorism which took pace at that election precinct that day. 
The pretense that the negroes refrained from voting was the result 
a conspiracy on the part of the Republicans to secure the throwing 
ont of the vote of this precinct is supremely absurd in the face of the 
undisputed fact that if they had voted the contestant would have had 


39 majority in this precinct, and so would have been 39 votes better off 
than if the precinct was thrown out. 

I do not charge the eontestee with the outrageous conduct at this 
prenos, I do not say that he encouraged it or was a party to it, but 

do charge, for it is beyond gainsaying, that he has enjoyed the usufruct 
thereof and is di to continue to do so. 

Now, what 1l this House do? As I said, Mr. Speaker, it is not 
necessary for the purposesof this contest that this precinctshall be con- 
sidered; but, forone, asthe Representative of an American constituency, 
I regret that this is not the decisive question in the case and the 
cial test thereof, for I would be glad to put it to the manhood of this 
House to say whether such practices as that which I have referred to, 
and the truth of which can not be controverted, are to prevail. 

Sir, the Constitution of this land guaranties to every citizen the right 
to approach the polls and there express his own convictions and con- 
science according to his own desires; and it is the demand of the people, 
of those that have placed us in control, podaly is it the demand of 
the great, progressive Republican party which gave to the colored man 
his freedom, gave him equality before the law and in the courts, and 
invested him with the priceless and peerless rights and unfathomable 
responsibilities of American citizenship—the party would not be con- 
tent until the guaranty of perpetual enjoyment of those rights so 
granted was stamped deep into the sacred face of the Constitution 
itself, and that we see to it, whenever a case comes up here presenting 
features like these, that we do all in our power to rebuke and stamp 
out such outrages as the thrifty husbandman would stamp out the 
rinderpest in his herd or on his farm. [Applause on the Republican 
side]. And I trust and believe we will do it. And yet the contestee 
appeals to this House upon this state of facts, because he has been an 
honest man, an honorable man, a courteous man, that we shall forget 
the law, that we shall forget the Constitution, that we shall forget the 
rights of the people of this district, and the rights of the poor black 
man throughout the country, and retain him in his seat. 

Sir, under the circumstances I can not but regard such an appeal as 
an invitation to the House to do itselfdishonor, and the accept- 
ance of that invitation I most earnestly protest, ha no apprehen- 
sion that it will be accepted by the majority of those around me. 

I ask a vote on the pending question. [Applause]. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE] 
desire to offer a substitute for the resolutions of the committee? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Texas has charge of this 


case. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move to substitute for the 
resolutions of the majority the resolutions presented by the minority 
of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That S. E. Mudd was not elected as a Representative tothe Fifty- 
first Congress from the Fifth Congressional district of Maryland. 
Resolved, That Barnes Compton was duly elected, and is entitled to retain his 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand a division. 

Mr. MOORE, of Texas, I demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
145, nays 155, not voting 29; as follows: 


YEAS—145, 
Abbott, Crain, Lester, Ga. Rowland, 
Alderson, Crisp, Lester, Va. Rusk, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Lewis, Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss. Cummings, Magner, ey, 
Andrew, Davidson, Maish, Shively, 
Bankhead, Dibble, Mansur, Spinola, 
Barnes, ery, Martin, Ind. ringer, 
Barwig, Dunphy, Martin, Tex. Stahinecker, 
Bianchard, Edmunds, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
d, Elliott, 4 Ste Tex, 
Blount, Ellis, McClellan, Stockdale, 
Boatner, Enloe, n Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Fitch, MeMillin, Stone, Mo, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, McRae, tump, 
ckner, ower, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Forman, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Brown, J. B. Forney, Moore, Tex. Tracey, 
Brunner, Fowler, Morgan, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, Mutchler, Turner, Ga. 
Bullock, Gibson, Norton, ‘Turner, N. Y. 
Bynum, Grimes, Venable. 
Campbell Hare, O’Ferrall, Walker, Mo. 
Candler, Ga, Hatch, O'Neall, Ind, gton, 
Carlisle, Hayes, O'Neil, Mass, Wheeler, Ala, 
Cariton, Haynes, Outhwai Whiting, 
Carath, Heard Owens, Ohio Wike, 
gs, Hem: hill, tt, Wiley, 
Chipman, Henderson, N.C. Peel, Wilkinson, 
Clarke, Ala, intend ee Wihons 
©, 0! rry, 
Clements, Hooker, Pierce, Wilson, Mo. 
Clunie, Kerr, Pa. Price, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cobb, Ind. Kilgore, uinn, Wise, 
Cooper, Lane, Y, oder. 
So rt, Lawler, , Ro 
ve j 
Cowles, Lee, 
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NAYS—15. 

Adams, Culbertson, Pa. Knapp, Rife, 
Allen, Mich, Cutcheon,- LA 
Anderson, Kans. Dalzell, La Follette, Rowell, 
Arnold, Darlington, Laidlaw, Russell, 
Atkinson, Pa. De Haven, Laws, Sanford, 
Atkinson, W. Va. De Lano, Lehibach, Sawyer, 
Baker, Dingley, Lind, Scranton, 
Ban Dolliver, Lodge, Scull, 
Bartine, Dorsey, Mason, She i 
Bayne, Dunnell, McComas, Simonds, 
Beckwith, Evans, McCord, th, W. Va. 
Belden, Ewa McCormick, Smyser, 
Belknap, Farquhar, McKenna, Snider, 

rgen, Featherstor McKinley, Sees 
Bliss, Finley, Miles, wart, Vt. 

Flick, Milliken, Stivers, 

Boutelle, Flood, Moffitt, Stockbridge, 

wden, Frank, Moore, N. H. Struble, 
Brewer, Funston, Morey Sweney, 
Browne, Va. r, Morrill, Taylor, Il. 
Bu N.J. Gest, Morrow, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Grec: Morse, Taylor, E. 
Burton, Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, Thomas, 
Butterworth, Grout, Nute, Thompson, 
Caldwell, Hall, O'Donnell, Townsend, Colo, 
Candler, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Pa, 
Cannon, Harmer, borne, Vandever, 
Carter, Haugen, Owen, Ind, Van Schaick, 
Caswell, Henderson, Il, Payne, Wade, 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Walker, Mass. 
Cheatham, Hermann, Peters, Wallace, Mass, 
Clark, Wis, Hill, Pickler, Wallace, N. Y 
Cogswell, Hitt, Post, Watson, 
Coleman, Houk, Pugsley, Wickham, 
Co Kelley, Quackenbush, Williams, Ohio 
Conger, Kennedy, Raines, Wilson, Wash, 
Connell, nt a hah Randall, Mass. a “jeu 
Cooper, Ohio ' Y, ardley. 
Pa g K Reed, Iowa 

NOT VOTING—29, 

Biggs, Dargan, Phelan Turpin, 
Bingham, Gifford, Randali, Pa. Wheeler, Mich, 
Brosius, Goodnight, Reyburn, Whitthorne, 
Brower, Hopkins, Skinner, Wilber, 
Browne, T. M, ing, Smith, 1, Wilson, Ky. 
Buckalew, McClammy, Stephenson, 
Bunn, Paynter, Taylor, J.D. 
Compton, Payson, Turner, Kans. 

So the substitute was rejected. 


Mr. MAISH. I would like to inquire, Mr. Speaker, whether my 
name is recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. TURPIN. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. Bunn. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. MCCLAMMY. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr, RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. DARGAN, for one week. 

Mr, Hopkins with Mr. BucKALEw, from Tuesday, for five days. 

Mr. Josepu D. TAYLOR with Mr. WHITTHORNE, on this question. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. Bicas, on this vote. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. PHELAN, on this question. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to record my vote. I wasstand- 
ing on the other side of the Hall listening for my name but did not 
hear it called. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening at the time the roll 
was being called for his name ? 

Mr. MAISH. I was listening attentively. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s name will be called. 

Mr. MAIsH’s name was called and recorded as above. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the resolutions presented 
by the committee. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. I ask that the resolutions be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Barnes ing oon was not elected as a Re ntative to the 
has bec Congress from the Fifth district of Maryland, and is not entitled to 
e sea’ 


Resolved, That Sydney E, Mudd was duly elected as a Representative for the 
Fifth EENS peon district of Maryland to the Fifty-first Congress, and is en- 
titled to seat as such. 


Mr. CRISP. On that I demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
159, nays 145, not voting 25; as follows: 


YEAS—159, 

A yne, Bowden Candler, Mass, 
Alien, ts, ce Pa wer, 3 eeano, 

erson, Kans, en, ter, 
Arnold, Belknap, Browne. Va. Caswell, 
Atkinson, Pa. “4 Bu N.J, Cheadle, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Bingham, Burrows, Cheatham, 
Baker, Burton, Clark, Wis. 
Banks, Boothman, Butterworth, 
Bartine, Boutelle, dwell, Coleman, 


XXI——154 


Comstock, Harmer, Morey, Simonds, 
Conger, Haugen, Morrill, Smith, W. Va. 
Connell, Henderson, Ill. Morrow, Smyser, 
Sooper; Ohio Henderson, lowa Sori ‘ka See 
g ermann, nghaus, pooner, 
Culbertson, Pa, Hill, ute, Ste 
Cutcheon, Hitt, O'Donnell, Stivers, 
Dalzell, Houk, O'Neill, Pa. Stockbridge, 
Darlington, Kelley, Osborne, Struble, 
e Haven, Kennedy, Owen, Ind. Sweney, 
De Lano, Kerr, Iowa Payne, Taylor, Il. 
Dingley, Ketcham, Payson, Taylor, Tenn. 
Doliiver, Kinsey, Perkins, Taylor, E. B. 
Dorsey, Knapp, Peters, Thomas, 
Dunnell, Lacey, Pickler, Thompson, 
vans, La Follette, Post, Townsend, Colo, 
Ewar' Laidlaw, Pugsiey, ‘Townsend, Pa, 
Farquhar, Laws, Quackenbush, ‘Turner, Kans, 
Featherston, Lehibach, Raines, Vandever, 
Finley, Lind, Randall, Mass. Van Schaick, 
Flick Lodge, Ray Wade, 
Flood, Mason, Reed, Iowa Walker, Mass, 
Frank, McComas, Rife, Wallace, Mass, 
Funston, McCord, Rockwell, Wallace, N. Y. 
Gear, MeCormick, Rowell, Watson, 
Gest, McKen Russell, Wickham 
Greenhalge, McKinley, Sanford, Williams, Ohio 
Grosvenor, Miles, Sawyer, Wilson, Wash. 
Grout, Milliken, Seranton, t, 
Hall, Moffitt, Scull, Yardley. 
Hansbrough, Moore, } Sherman, 
NAYS—145, 
Abbott, Crain, Lester, Ga. Rowland, 
Alderson, isp, Lester, Va. usk, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Lewis, Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss, Cummings, Magner, Seney, 
Andrew, Davidson, Maish, Shively, 
Bankhead, Dibble, - Mansur, Spinola, 
Barnes, Dockery, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Barwig, Dunphy, Martin, Tex. tahInecker, 
Blanchard, Edmun McAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
Bland, Eliott, McCarthy, Stewart, Tex. 
Blount, Ellis, McClellan, ki 
Boatner, Enloe, M z Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fitch, McMillin, ne, Mo, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fithian, MoRae, Stump, 
Brickner, Flower, Mills, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Forman, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Brown, J. B. Forney, Moore, Tex. Tracey, 
Brunner, Fowler, Morgan, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, Mutchler, Turner, Ga. 
Bullock, Gibson, Norton, Turner, N. Y. 
Bynum, Grimes, Oates, Venable, 
Campbell, Hare, O'Ferrall, Walker, Mo, 
Candler, Ga, Hatch, O'Neall, Ind. Washington, 
Carlisle, Hayes, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
Carlton, Haynes, Outhwaite, Whiting, 
Caruth, Heard, Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Parrett, Wiley, 
Chipman, Henderson, N.C, Peel, Wilkinson, 
Clancy, Herbert, Penington, illeox, 
Clarke, Ala. Holman, erry, Williams, Tl. 
Clements, Hooker, Pierce, Wilson, Mo. 
Clunie, “Kerr, Pa, Price, Wilson, W., Va, 
Cobb, Kilgore, Quinn, Wise, 
Cooper, Ind. ne, Reilly, Yoder. 
Cothran Lanham, Richardson, 
Covert, Lawler, Robertson, 
Cowles, ¥ Rogers, 
NOT VOTING—2. 
ces, Gifford, Randall, Pa. Wheeler, Mich, 
Brower, Goodnight, Reyburn, Whitthorne, 
Browne, T, M. Hopkins, Skinner, Wilber, 
Buckalew, Lansing, Smith, 1. Wilson, Ky. 
Bunn, McClammy, Stephenson, 
Compton, Paynter, Taylor, J. D. 
Dargan, Phelan, Turpin, 


So the resolutions were adopted, 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. Tuomas M. BROWNE with Mr. Brags, on this vote. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. Sydney E. Mudd (being conducted to the area in front of the 
Speaker by Mr. Cooper, of Ohio) was duly qualified by taking the 
oath of office prescribed by law. [Applause on the Republican side 
and in the galleries. ] 

The SPEAKER, Order! Order! 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I move thatthe House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering the pension appropriation bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like the gentleman 
from California to give me his attention for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would move that we suspend business until the 
galleries are cleared, as they ought to have been before. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I simply desire to s t to 
the gentleman from California that we can not complete that bill this 
afternoon. It isnow after 4o0’clock, and the House is notin a condition 
to take upa business matter; and I would suggest that we adjourn, and 
then we can complete this bill in asinglesitting. The time for general 
debate is two hours and five minutes, which would run after 6 o'clock. 
So I would ask the gentleman to agree that the House do now adjourn. 
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Mr. MORROW. We can, at least, have an hour’s debate before the 
House poms ee that time will be well disposed of, I think. 

Mr, Hi I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘ noes’? 
seemed to have it, 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 132, noes 131. 

Mr. MORROW. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
122, nays 154, not voting 53; as follows: 


YEAS—122. 
Abbott, Cowles, š Lawler, Richardson, 
Alderson, Ps Lee, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga. Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss, Cummings, Lester, Va. Sayers, 
Andrew, vidson, Lewis, Seney, 
Barnes, ( Doo! Moke” ees 
TY, q pringer 
Paad, Dunphy, Mansur, ecker, 
3 Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Ga. 
Bland Elliott, McAdoo, Ste Tex, 
Blount, Ellis, Mi D, Stock: 
Breckinridge, Ark, Enloe, M i Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fitch, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
aes m a Toyo = Seats. 
wn, J. ‘orney, reney, 
Brunner, issenhainer, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va. Gaam, oore, 3 fe Y sH 
mes, organ, rner, 
Mutebler, ‘Turner, N. Y. 
Candler, Hatch, rton, Walker, Mo, 
Carlisle, Hayes, F a W: 
Carlton, ynes, EEr nd, Wheeler, Ala. 
Chi; Hende N.O. PAi eatr Wiley, 
pman, erson, N. u! ey, 
Clancy, Owens, 0! Wilki 
Clarke, Ala. Holman, Peel, Willcox, 
Clem Hooker, Penington, Wilson, W. Va. 
Clunie, Kerr, TTY, Wise, 
y 4 erce, Yoder. 
Cothran, Lane, Price, 
Covert, Quinn, 
NAYS—154. 
Adam: Dalzell, Laws, Sanford, 

* Darili Lehlbach, Sawyer, 
Arnol De Lano, ge, Scranton, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dingley, Martin, Ind. Scull, 

er, Dolliver, Mason, Sherman. 
Ban Dorsey, MoComas, Shively, 
Dunnell, McCord, Simonds, 
Bayne, McKenna, Smith, W. Va. 
Beck et comme McKinley, T, 
Belden, F Moffitt, Snider, 
Bel P, Finley, Moore, N. H. Spooner, 
Fithian, Morey, Stive: 
Bliss, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
% Flood, Morrow, Struble, 
Bo! Forman, Morse, Swen 
Bowden, Funston, Mudd, Taylor, imn. 
Brewer, “ Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn. 
Gest, ute, Taylor, 
Browne, Va. Greenhalge, O’ Donnell, Thomas, 
N.J. Grout, O'Neill, Pa. Thompson, 
Burrows, Osborne, Townsend, Colo, 
Burton, Hansbrough, Owen, Ind, Townsend, 
Harmer, Tucker, 
Byn Haugen, Payne, Turner, Kans. 
Caldwell, Henderson, il. Payson, Vandever, 
Candler, Henderson,Iowa Perkins, Venable, 
Cannon, Hermann, Peters, Wade, 

3 Hill, Pickler, Walker, Mass, 

Caswell, Hitt, Post, 
Ch e, Houk, Pugsley, Wallace, N. Y. 
Kelley, Raines, atson, 
Clark, Wis. Ken vs Randall, Mass, Wi 
Kerr, lowa Ray. 
eman, e Reed, Iowa E boda ig 
Co: Kinsey, Reilly, ` 
Knapp, Rife, Wright, 
Cooper, Ind, Y, Rockwell, Yardiey. 
5 o La Follette, Rowi 
Cul dilaw, i 
NOT VOTING—53. 
Anderson, Kans. Onutcheon, McClammy, Stephenson, 
Atkinson, Pa. MeCormi Ste Vt. 
De Haven, Miles, Taylor, J.D. 
ham, Ewart, Milliken, Turpin, 
Boatner, Fowler, V: 
Brosius, F Paynter, Wheeler, Mich. 
Browne, TM, Goodnight, Quackenbush, Whitthor 
ie, T. n en 
>: rosvenor, Randall, Pa. Wilber, 
Bunn, 3 Reyburn, ison, Ky. 
Hopkins, Robertson, Wilson, Mo, 
- Conger, o] 
z Lind, Skinner, 
Crain, McCarthy, Smith, UL 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. MORROW. Iask unanimous consent to omit the recapitula- 


tion. 
Mr. HOOKER. I object. 
' The vote was recapitulated. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from California that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of consider- 
ing the pension appropriation bill. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘ayes’’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOOKER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 60. 

Mr. HOOKER. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
168, nays 59, not voting 102; as follows: 


YEAS—16s, 
Adams, Cooper, Ohio. Lacey, Rowell 
Allen, Mich. Covert, Laidlaw, Russell, 
Andrew, raig, Lane, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa, Lehlbach, Scull, 
Atkinson, Pa. Cummings, Lind, Sherman, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cutcheon, Lodge, Shively, 
Baker, Dalzell, Magner, Smith, W. Va, 
Barnes, De Lano, Maish, Smyser, 
Barwig, Dorsey, Martin, Ind. Snider, 
Bayne, Dunneil, Mason, Spooner, 
Beckwith, Dunphy, MeCarthy, Springer, 
Belden, Eva: Stahinecker, 
Be Farquhar, Mi z Struble, 
Bingham, Featherston, McCord, Sweney, 
Bliss, Finley, Moffitt, ey, 
Boothman, Fitch, Moore, N. H. Taylor, I. 
Boutelle, Fithian, orey, Taylor, Tenn. 

5 Flick, Morrill, Taylor, 
Brewer, Flood, Morrow, 

Brickner, Forman, Mo Townsend, Colo, 
roo! ire, Fowler, Mudd, 
Brosius, Gear, Mutchler, Tracey, 
Browne, Va. 4 Tucker, 
Brunner, Nute, Turner, Kans, 
Bu eJ; Grout, O'Donnell, Vandever, 
Burrows, O'Neill, Pa, Venable, 
Burton, Hansbrough, Osborne, W: 

u orth, armer, Cuties Walker, Mass. 
Caldwell, Hatch, Owens, O , Mo. 
Candler, Mass, Haugen, eth, 

Cannon, Hayes, Penington, Wallace, N. Y. 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, ‘al X 
Cheadle, Hermann, 

Hill, Pickler, Willcox, 

Hitt, Post, 
Clark, Wis. Holman, Pugsley, Will Ohio 
Clunie, Houk, Quinn, N, Mo. 
Cogswell, Kennedy, es, Wilson, Wash. 
Coleman, Kerr, lowa Ray, 
Conger, K Reed, Iowa Wright, 
Connell, Kilgore, Reilly, Yardley, 
Cooper, Knapp, Rife, Yoder. 

NAYS—59. 

Alderson, Cowles, Lester, Va. Price, 
Allen, Miss. Lewis, 
Anderson, Miss, Edmunds, Mansur, Rowland, 

n Elliott, Martin, Tex. Say 
Blanchard, Ell McMillin, Stewart, Ga. 
Blount, Enloe, oRae, 

Breckinridge, Ark, Flower, Mills, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forney, Montgomery, Stone, Mo. 
Buchanan, Va, Grimes, Moore, Tex. Stump, 
Bullock, Hare, Morgan, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Le ear Norton, Turner, N. Y. 
Carlisle, Henderson, N.C. Oates, Washington, 
Caruth, Herbert, O'Ferrall, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clements, Hooker, Peel, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cobb, Kerr, Pa, Pierce, 
NOT VOTING—102. 

Abbott, Darlington, Lester, Ga. Sawyer, 
Anderson, Kans. Davidson, McAdoo, Seney, 
Bankhead, De Haven, McClammy, Simonds, 
Bartine, Dibble, MeCo Skinner, 
Belknap, Dingley, McCreary, Smith, Dl. 
BER P eee E 

x ‘wart, < é phenson, 
Boatner, k, Mil Stewart, Tex. 
Brower, Funston, Milliken. Stewart, Vt. 
Brown, J.B. Gest, Neall, ind. Stivers. 
Browne, T.M. Gibson, O'Neil, Stockbrid; 
Buckalew, Gifford, Owen, Ind, Taylor, J. D. 
Bunn, Payne, Thompson, 
Cam Il, Grosvenor, Paynter, n, 
Candler, Ga. Haynes, Payson, Turpin, 

a eard, Ty. Van Schaick, 
Carter, Henderson, Dil, Phelan, Wheeler, Mich, 
Catchings, Hopkins, Quackenbush, Whiting, 
Chipman, Kelley, Randall, Mass, Whittho' 
Clarke, Ala. aney, a PAIKEA a 
Comstock, à Folle urn, r, 
Cothran, ham, Ep aria Wiley, 
Crain, Lansing, Rockwell, W 

Lawler, Rogers, Wilson, Ky. 
Culberson, Tex. Laws, Rusk, 

4 Sanford, 

So the motion was agreed ta. 


The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of this day: 
Mr. T. M. BROWNE with Mr. STEWART. 
Mr. THomPson with Mr. DAVIDSON. 
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On motion of Mr. Morrow, the recapitulation of the names of mem- 
bers voting was with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BURROWS in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the annual pen- 
sion appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE]. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve my time, and I 
move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Burrows, from the Committee of the Whole, reported that 
they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7160) making appro- 
priation for the payment of invalid and other pensions and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. > 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5751) to increase the pension of Isaac Endaly; 

A bill (S. 140) to prevent the introduction of contagious diseases 
from one State to another and for the punishment of certain offenses; 

A bill (H. R. 3592) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfleld; and 

A bill (H. R.417) for the erection of a public building at Houlton, Me. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

i To Mr. CHEATHAM, until next Tuesday, on account of important 
usiness, 

To the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, for three 
days, in order to make an investigation under the concurrent resolution 
providing for an immigration investigation. 

THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE GAY. 

On motion of Mr. WILKINSON, by unanimous consent, the ial 
order designating Saturday, March 22, for the delivery of eulogies on 
the late Representative Gay, of Louisiana, was modified so as to pro- 
vide that the exercises shall begin at 2 o'clock p. m. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, $ 


Mr. MORROW. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and the House accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
INITIAL MONUMENTS, MINERAL SURVEYS. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
from the Secretary of the Interior for an appropriation for initial monu- 
ments for mineral surveys—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

FLOODS UPON THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the 
Chief of Engineers with s report from the president of the Mississippi 
River Commission, in further response to the House resolution of the 
15th instant, relating to the floods upon the Mississippi River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

REGULAE SUPPLIES, QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmiiting a letter from the 
Quartermaster-General, inclosing a proviso relative to certain equip- 
ments for the enlisted men of the Army, which he recommends to be 
inserted under the head of ‘‘ Regular supplies, Quartermaster’s De- 
partment,’’ in the Army appropriation bill—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

MATTER OF THE BRIG EXPERIENCE. 

Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
a copy of the conclusions of fact and of law filed by said court under 
the act approved January 20, 1885, in the following spoliation claim, 
towit: In the matter of brig Experience, James Houston, master; Mary 
B. Scott, administratrix de bonis non of Jacob Clement, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the folldwing titles were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 188) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Dover, in the State of New Hampshire— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


A bill (S. 189) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State of New Hamp- 
shire—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 314) for the relief of Mary B. Le Roy—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 640) granting a pension to Annie D. Rundlett—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 916) granting a pension to Mary E. Harney—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1029) to provide for the purchase of a site for a public build- 
ing at Spokane Falls, in the State of Washington—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1030) to provide for the purchase of asite fora publie build- 
ing at Tacoma, in the State of Washington—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1031) to provide for the purchase of a site for a public build- 
ing at Seattle, in the State of Washington—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1075) to provide for the purchase of a site fora public build- 
ing at Walla Walla, in the State of Washington—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 4 

A bill (S. 1138) for the relief of William De Ford, trustee for C. D. 
De Ford & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1319) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Deadwood, in the State of South Da- 
kota—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1354) to proyide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Sioux Falls, in the State of South Da- 
kota—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1453) to provide for the purchase of asite and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Saginaw, in the State of Michigan— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 2692) to establish certain ports of delivery in Alaska Ter- 
ritory—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 3060) to carry out the provisions of section 15 of an act 
entitled ‘An act to provide for the division of Dakota into two States, 
and to enable the people of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and 
W. n to form constitutions and State governments and to be 
admitted into the Union,” approved February 22, 1889—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3089) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to survey 
and mark the seventh standard parallel between the States of North 
and South Dakota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 30f Rule XXII, the following resolution was delivered 
to the Speaker and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HITT: 

Resolved, That Thursday, April 3, aitersixty minutes of the morn 


passed, be set apart for the consideration of bills reported from the 
on Foreign Affairs; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


hour have 
mittee 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees on bills of the 
following titles were filed, and, with accompanying bills, ordered to bo 
printed, and referred as follows: 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 344) to grant the right of way to the Pitts- 
burgh, Colambus and Fort Smith Railway Company through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. COLEMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Aftairs, reported 
favorably the resolution of the House requesting the President of the 
United States, if not inconsistent with the public interests, to send to the 
House copies of all correspondence between the United States and Mex- 
ico relating to the seizure at port of Tampico of the schooner Rebecca in 
February, 1884, ete.—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. McCREARY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2211) for the relief of R. F. Harrison—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, re- 
ported favorably the bill (H. R. 4809) for the cancellation of contract 
with United States engineer for delivery of stone for the improvement 
of the mouth of the Columbia River in Oregon and Washington—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (S. 1230) for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Pawtucket, R. I.—to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post- reported favorably the bill (H. R. 7817) for the relief of 
Phillip N. Fox—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


zr A 3 COEF PPD AIDS OR PDT PR RS EE RIR T F = ee aa "e ES PA oan ° T 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were delivered to the Speaker, severally read twice, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. ROWELL: A bill (H. R. 8447) to fix the salaries of certain 
employés of the House of Representatives—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
8448) to authorize the payment of pensions to certain persons—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 8449) to repeal chapter 418 of the 
acts passed at the second session of the Fiftieth Congress—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8450) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Decatur, Ala.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8451) for the erection of a public building at Flor- 
ence, Ala.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8452) to cor- 
rect the record of certain soldiers of the late war and pay the amounts 
that may be due to them—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8453) to authorize the con- 
struction of the Potomac Railroad in the District of Columbia and to 
eee! the route of the same—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

By Mr. GRIMES: A bill (H. R. 8454) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to cause an examination and survey to be made and the cost of im- 

rovement to be estimated of the Chattahoochee River between West 
coon Ga., and Franklin, Ga.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
rs, 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8455) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Leadville, Colo.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McCORD: A bill (H. R. 8456) providing for the erection of 
range lights and steam fog-whistles on Plum Island, in Lake Michigan— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SNIDER: A bill (H. R. 8457) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to authorize foot and carriage or railroad bridges across the Missis- 
sippi River at St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota, approved July 5, 
188i—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 8458) authorizing the purchase of 
tents by the Secretary of War, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 8459) for the protection of water- 
sheds and irrigation systems, and for the establishment of a forest ad- 
ministration on the western mountains and plains—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: A bill (H. R. 8460) to provide for the retirement 
of disabled and wounded general officers of the United States volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 8490) to enforce the eight-hour law 
on Government premises—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 131) authorizing the 
Mississippi River Commission to use funds and plant under their con- 
trol for certain purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 8461) to quiet the title of certain 
lands in the State of Mississippi, and for the relief of Eli Ayers—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BECKWITH: A bill (H. R. 8462) to remove limitation from 
claims of Henry L. Potter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 8463) giving the Court of Claims 
jurisdiction of the claims on account of property of the Chesapeake Fe- 
male College possessed and used by the United States military author- 
ities—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8464) for the relief of the estate 
of F. Z. Tucker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8465) to increase the pen- 
sion of Daniel King—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, CRAIG; A bill (H. R. 8466) granting a pension to Eli G. 
Flemming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill(H. R. 8467) for the relief of Alexander 
Van Loon, late private in Company B, Fourth New York Heavy Artil- 
lery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8468) for the relief of the heirs of J. 
8. Stull—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 8469) for the relief of Hart County, 
Kentucky—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 8470) granting a pension to Adam 
Mueller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8471) granting a pension to Fritz Roddewig—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8472) granting a pension to Mary B. 
Clammer, daughter of David Clammer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8474) to restore the 
name of Belinda Lloyd to the pension-roll and pay her a pension—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 8475) granting a pension to Sarah 
W. Beckett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL (by request): A bill (H. R., 8476) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Benjamin F. Gibbs—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 8477) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Pfister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8478) to increase the pension of Sarah Rains, the 
oldest pensioner on the rolls of the war of 1812, she being ninety-nine 
years of age—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8479) granting a pension to.George W. Weaver— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H. R. 8480) to correct the military record 
of Patrick Mackin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNIDER: A bill (H. R. 8481) for the relief of Benjamin F. 
Hartley—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8482) for the relief of O. M. Laraway—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads., 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8483) for the relief of Horatio Phillips Van Cleve— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8484) granting a pension to Jared D. Wheelock— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8485) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Owen C. Powell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 8486) for the relief of Samuel 
Mason—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8487) for the 
relief of Timothy McCarty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8488) to correct 
vie military history of Owen Smith—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R.8489) removing disabilities from 
charge of desertion and decision of court-martial from George W. Mor- 
gan, of Company E, Eightieth Regiment, New York Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (H. R. 4714) for the relief of Sampson P. Boyly—Committee 
on Elections discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5348) to place the name of Sarah A, Smail upon the 
pension-roll and grant her a pension of $25 per month—Committee on 
piety: Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: : 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of George W. Murphy, president, 
and Thomas Moran, secretary, of Subordinate Union No. 5 of the Brick- 
layers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Terre Haute, 
Ind., praying the amendment of the law so that citizens of the United 
Staves shall be preferred as laborers to do public work controlled by the 
United States Government—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Petition of Union No. 17, 
Bricklayers’ Union, Trenton, N. J., against the employment of alien 
Jabor on Government works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Memorial of Dental Association of Florida, ask- 
ing that dentists be appointed for the Army and Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: Petition from 50 firms of gro- 
cers’ packers, in regard to tariff on canned lobsters—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. CANNON: Petition of F. H. Hacker, Henry Brand, and oth- 
ers, of Danville, Ill., of North American Turnerbund, protesting against 
proposed system of emigrant inquisition through consular representa- 
tion abroad—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Paper to accompany H. R. 6676, to pension John 
J. Tulley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Claim of Alfred Smith for quartermaster sup- 
plies—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petitions of various Grand Army of the Republic 
posts, in favor of a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 
By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of Arthur A. Mack and other citizens 
of Salem, Mass., members of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International 
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Union of America, asking that aliens may be excluded from employ- 
ment on Government works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CONGER: Concurrent resolutions of the Iowa Legislature, for 
the passage of a pure-lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of S. T. Preston and others, for a break- 
mr at Mattituck Bay, Long Island—to the Committee on Rivers and 
bors. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of citizens of Madison, Westmoreland 
County, Pennsylvania, favoring bill to prevent manufacture of adulter- 
ated lard—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of ex-soldiers of Indiana County, for passage of service- 
pension, prisoners’ pension, widows’ pension law, and for repeal of limi- 
tation to the granting of arrears of pensions—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of stenographers and others, on be- 
halfof the Lawler resolution as to the short-hand method of spelling—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of farmers of Muskegon County, Mich- 
igan, favoring a bounty on American flour shipped in American ves- 
sels—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of Benjamin F, Johnson, asking Congress 
to refer his quartermaster claim to the Court of Claims under so-called 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GEST: Petition and proof in the pension claim of Margaret 
Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAYES: Joint resolution of the Iowa Legislature, praying 
for the repeal of the limitation contained in pension act of 1879—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, joint resolution of same body, for immediate construction of 
Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Memorial and ponon of D. Carter and 71 others, 
citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the erection of a monument at 
Put-in Bay, Ohio, commemorative of Commodore Oliver Hazard Perry 
and others who participated in the battle of Lake Erie on September 
10, 1813—to the Committee on the Library. + 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of Missouri, relative toimprove- 
mans of the Missouri River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Joint resolution of the General As- 
Poa, of Iowa, favoring the construction ofa canal from the Mississippi 
River to the Illinois Riverat Hennepin, Il.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, joint resolution of same body, favoring the repeal of the limi- 
tation in the arrears act of 1879—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, joint resolution of same body, urging legislation to preventadul- 
teration of lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Honey Creek Monthly Meeting ofthe Friends Church, 
of Hardin County, Iowa, numbering 788 members, earnestly protest- 
ing against the Senate proposition for a large increase of the Navy and 
other coast defenses—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Chester Alliance of Farmers from Union, Hardin 
County, Iowa, favoring the Butterworth bill against gambling in farm 
produce—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Thirty-third Judicial District Vet- 


eran Association, asking for the passage of service-pension bill and pro- | 


testing against the dependent or 
gamen of association, Dighton, 

'ensions. 

Also, petition of A. B. Jetman and 83 others, citizens of Topeka, 
Kans., asking for increase of pay of letter-carriers, and asking for pas- 
sage of House bill 3863 introduced by J. LOGAN CHIPMAN—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Mt. Joy Lodge Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion, No. 2049, State of Kansas, asking for abolition of national banks, 
for free coinage of silver, for a chance to elect United States Senators 
by the people by direct vote, for liberal pensions to discharged soldiers, 
for an increase in the volume of the currency—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Elden Post, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Iowa, for service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, resolutions of Grand Army of the Republic post at Monroe, 
Towa, for the same purpose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions favoring the Butterworth bill against dealing in 
farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of citizens of Illinois, for the suppression of 
corrupt literature—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Ohio, in favor of the 
pap esa of home labor on Government works—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of H. M. Savage, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of D. S. Moore and others, for pure lard—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOREY: Petition by soldiers of ay County, Kansas, for pas- 
sage of law re limitation of arrears of pension, service-pension, 
and dependent-pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


uper provisions in any bill; head- 
ans.—to the Committee on Invalid 
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pension legislation y passage of the Ingails service 

bill and fal peene i of Umitation to arrears act—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Protest of G. F. Bock & Son and four other 
dealers in hardware at Battle Creek, Mich., against an increase in duty 
on tin—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, protest of A. R. Barrett, Union City, Mich., for same pur- 
pose—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition from 89 farmers of Branch County, Michigan, asking the 
passage of a law directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay a bounty 
for the export of flour by the barrel in American yessels—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Jasper J. Stone and 25 other sea 
ion soldiers, residents of Coney Township, Montgomery County, Kan 
sas, asking for the passage of the service-pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of S. Slater and 50 others, asking for legislation pro- 
viding for free coinage of silver—tothe Commiteeon Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, 

By Mr, PERRY: Petition of citizens of Fairfield County, South Car- 
olina, mci the passage of the bills taxing cotton-seed-oil products— 
to the ittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr, PUGSLEY: Petition of Mary M. Shock, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, relative to the iron and steel industries—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of Subordinate Union No, 6, city of Union- 
town, Pa., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of Amer- 
ica against the employment of alien labor on Government works—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of 600 citizens of Western Pennsylvania, for the im- 
provement of Youghiogheny River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. SCULL: Petition of Subordinate Union, No. 13, city of Al- 
toona, Pa., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of Amer- 
ica, praying for such an amendment to the laws as will secure to citi- 
zens of the United States preférence in work on the construction of 
poble balitiogs and other Government structures—to the Committee 
on 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union, of Find- 
lay, Ohio, against the employment of aliens instead of citizens on Goy- 
ernment works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Chicago Paint and Oil Club, for a 
simple and inexpensive system of bankruptcy—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STRUBLE:; Resolutions passed by Lumbermen’s Alliance 
No. 1299, Smithland, Iowa, urging the passage of H, R. bill 5353, 
defining options and futures and imposing penalties to lessen and 
prevent gambling in farm products—to the Gumine on Agricult- 
ure. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania (by request): Two petitions 
of bricklayers’ and masons’ unions against alien labor on Government 
buildings and works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Georgia: Petition of W. B. McDaniel and 14 
others, of Faceville, Decatur County, Ga., in favor of the bill to pre- 
vent the adulteration of lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Ry Mr. WICKHAM: Petition of Huntington Brown and 64 others, citi- 
zens of Richland County, Ohio, for the erection of monument to mark 
burial pa of those who were killed in the battle of Perry’s victory— 
to the Committee on the Library, 

By Mr. WILLCOX: Petition for harbor at Duck Island—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition for breakwater, Duck Island harbor, Connecticut, 
signed by leading merchants, masters, and owners of vessels of Calais, 
Me., Newport, R. I., New London, Conn., Norwich, Conn., Mystic 
River, Conn, , Mystic Bridge, Conn., New York City, Jersey City, N. J., 
and Brooklyn, N. Y., River Head, Long Island, Stonington, Conn., 
Fair Haven, Conn.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Memorial from the Legislature of 
the State of Washington, relating to light-house on San Juan Island— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, same from same body, relating to alight-house and fog-signal at 
Callam Head—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, same from same body, requesting that the surviving soldiers of 
the Indian war be granted lands in the State of Washington—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, same from same body, relative to the improvement of the Co- 
lumbia River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, same from same body, relative to the improvement of the Up- 
per Columbia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, same from same body, relative to an appropriation for public 
surveys—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, same from same body, relative to the improvement of the Cow- 
litz River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


2454 


SENATE. i 


FRIDAY, Mareh 21, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G., BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. RANSOM. Fnotice from the papers this morning that there is 
some confusion with reference to my pair on what is known as the 
Blair educational bill, which was voted upon yesterday. I desire to 
state that I should have voted for the bill and the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. Casey], with whom I paired, would have voted against 
the bill, if we had been present. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Journeymen 
Bakers and Confectioners’ International Union of America, remonstrat- 
ing against the ratification of the extradition treaty with Russia; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a petition of Right Reverend John J. Keane, rec- 
tor of the Catholic University of Ameriea, praying for the passage of 


_ the bill to extend the line of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rail- 


t 


road; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of citizens and residents of the city 
of St. Louis, Mo., praying that the right to labor on public Govern- 
ment works and Government buildings be confined to citizens of the 
Mai States; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


bor. 

Mr. SPOONER, I present resolutions adopted by William Evans 
Post, No. 58, Grand Army of the Republic, of Menominee, Wis., de- 
daring that the Grand Army of the Republic in that State is in favor 
of the dependent-pension bill, and praying that it be passed. I move 
that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of members of the North American 
Turnerbund residing in Minnesota, remonstrating — any altera- 
tions of the immigration and naturalization laws; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Board of Trade of St. 
Paul, Minn., favoring the establishment of anavy-yardat New Orleans, 
La.; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Baxter Post, No. 158, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Minnesota, favoring the 
passage of the service-pension bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Wilkins Post, No. 19, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Minnesota, favoring the legisla- 
tion recommended by the pension committee of the Grand Army of the 
Republic in regard to pensions; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Bar Association of Polk County, 
Minnesota, praying for the passage of the bill dividing the district of 
Minnesota into two divisions, with terms of court to be held in each; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minnesota, praying 
for legislation to prohibit fictitious transactions in farm products; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Fo Š 

Mr. FARWELL. I present a petition of citizens of eville, IL, 
praying for such amendment of the laws in regard to the erection and 
construction of United States publie buildings that aliens shall not be 
employed thereon; and I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state for the information 
of the Senate that petitions of a character similar to the one presented 
by the Senator from Illinois have been referred to three different com- 
mittees, as the Chair is advised, the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. What is the of the Senate? : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For the object the petitioners have in view I think 
that is a very wise course to take, because, speaking as a fisherman, 
if I fish in three different streams I am more apt to catch something 
than if I fish in only one. [Laughter.] But I think, really, leaving 
the amusement of it that the Committee on Education and Labor 
is the best one to consider those petitions; and when I get time I shall 
ask the Committee on the Judiciary to report back for reference to that 
committee the petitions that have gone to the Judiciary Committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. ‘ 

Mr. COLQUITT presented a petition of 22 granges of Patrons of 
Husbandry in the State of California, praying for the removal of the 
duty on jute and jute bagging and bags; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of the Farmers’ e of 
Memphis, Tenn., remonstrating the levying of a tax on com- 
pound lard, because it is practically a tax upon cotton-seed; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


Mr. WASHBURN presented memorials of the Single Tax League of 
Minneapolis, Minn., remonstrating of Senate bill 
No. 2, providing for the ing and altering of tions as to the 
times, places, and manner of holding elections for Representatives in 


He also presented a memorial of the Society of Friends, of Minneapo- 
lis, Minn., remonstrating against the expenditure of money for the 
Navy and so-called coast defenses; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 23, 
Warren, Ohio, Masons’ International Union of America; a petition of 
Subordinate Union No. 20, of Tiffin, Ohio, Masons’ International Union 
of America; a petition of Subordinate Union No. 3, of Toledo, Ohio, 
Masons’ International Union of America, and a petition of Subordinate 
Union No, 25, of Springfield, Ohio, Masons’ International Union of 
America, praying that none but citizens of the United States be em- 
ployed on Government works; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Monthly Meeting of Friends, 
of Clinton County, Ohio, remonstrating against large expenditures for 
the Navy and coast defenses; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 94 citizens of Woodward and 
vicinity, in the State of Iowa, praying for the free coinage of silver; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a resolution adopted by the Farmers 
and Bee-Keepers’ Association of Newaygo County, Michigan, praying 
re the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee on 

inance, : 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition, purporting to contain 500 names 
of individual signers, citizens of praying for the passage of 
the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 1 of the Brick- 
layers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Evansyille, 
Ind., praying for the consideration of legislation discriminating in favor 
of Americans aliens as employés on the public works of the 
Government; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


bor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a large number of petitions from dif- 
ferent sections of the State of Nebraska, very numerously signed, pray- 
ing for the free and unlimited coinage of silver, I move that the peti- 
tions be referred to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to; and the petitions were referred to the 
Committee on Finance, as follows: 

A petition of 32 citizens of Nebraska; 

A petition of 3 citizens of Saunders County, Nebraska; 

A petition of 10 citizens of Nebraska; 

A petition of 68 citizens of Nebraska; 

A petition of 7 citizens of Nebraska; 

A petition of 16 citizens of Nebraska; 

A petition of 26 citizens of Nebraska; 

A petition of 53 citizens of Nebraska; 

A petition of 67 citizens of Nebraska; 

A petition of 47 citizens of Nebraska; and 

A petition of 28 citizens of Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of McConihie Post, No. 45, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Nebraska, praying for the passage of 
a service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Nebraska, remonstrating 
against an extension of time within which the Pacific railways shall 
pay — indebtedness to the Government; which wasordered to lie on 

e table. 

Mr. TELLER presented two petitions of citizens of Boulder, Colo., 
praying for the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of citizens of Waltham, Mass., pray- 
ing forthe amendment of certain laws of the United States in regard to 
work on public buildings; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Massachusetts, praying for 
the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr, CULLOM presented sundry petitions of citizens of Macoupin, 
Moultrie, and Montgomery Counties, in the State of Illinois, praying 
that the law of the State of Illinois and the United States law in re'a- 
tion to the transmission through the mails of obscene matter be harmo- 
nia; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

s. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. id Bose an the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 


the following bills. reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted thereon: 
A bill (H. R, 15) to pension Julia Fleming; and 
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A bill (H. R.16) to pension Hiram Wilbur. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3180) for the relief of John M. Robinson, asked to be dis- 

from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S, 1988) to establish a hospital and 
home for inebriates and dipsomaniacs in the District of Columbia, re- 
ported it with amendments, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S, 
3115) to punish the unlawful appropriation of the use of the property 
of another in the District of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB, Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 117) authorizing the 
appointment of thirty medical examiners for the Bureau of Pensions, 
fixing their salaries, and appropriating money to pay the same to June 
30, 1890, to report it without amendment. 

Psat ICE-PRESIDENT. The jointresolution will be placed on the 
endar. 

Mr.PLUMB. Igive notice that to-morrow, at the conclusion of the 
formal morning business, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution which I have just reported. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Idesire to state that that is not a unanimous re- 
port by any means, and that a motion will be made when the joint 
resolution comes up to strike out the words providing that the exam- 
ination for the appointment of these medical examiners shall be in the 
discretion and under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. I 
give notice that I shall move to strike that out and subject these gentle- 
men to examination and appointment under the civil-service law and 
regulations to which the Republican party is solemnly pledged. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 249) providing for the completion of 
the public building in the city of Pensacola, Fla., as originally designed, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


FORT ABRAHAM LINCOLN, NORTH DAKOTA, 


Mr. PIERCE, I ask that the action by which the bill (S. 1406) 
making appropriation for extending and repairing the military quarters 
at Fort Abraham Lincoln, North Dakota, was indefinitely postponed 
yesterday be reconsidered, and the bill placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made if there be no ob- 
jection. The Chair hears none and it is so ordered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3209) providing for the ex- 
tension of the coal laws of the United States to the district of Alaska; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3210) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Shears; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S, 3211) for the relief of Carl F. 
Kolbe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3212) for the relief of Jacob Barr; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 3213) to make the Commis- 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries an officer of the Department of Agricult- 
ure, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3214) granting a pension to Mary S. 
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3215) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of De Witt C. Hood; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MOODY. My colleague [Mr. PETTIGREW] has prepared two 
bills, but he is necessarily absent now on account of his position as a 
member of the Committee on Immigration. At his request I intro- 
duce the bills for proper reference. 

The bill (S. 3216) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Sis- 
seton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians, and for other 
pu was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on ian Affairs; and 

The bill (S. 3217) to authorize the Pierre and Fort Pierre Ponton 
Bridge Company to construct a ponton bridge across the Missouri 
River at Pierre, S. Dak., was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S, 3218) for the relief of Adams & 
Wickes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3219) to authorize 
the Washington and Western Railroad Company of Virginia to extend 
its line into and within the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3220) increasing the pension of 
Isaiah Mitchell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3221) granting a pension to Kate M. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3222) granting a pension to Jared D. 
Wheelock; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3223) for the relief of C. T. Trowb 
George D) Walker, and John A. Trowbridge; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3224) granting a pension to Robert 
A. Stuart; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. . 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3225) to amend an act relating to 
the importing and landing of mackerel, etc., approved February 28, 
1887; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Vice- 
President: 

A bill (H. R. 5751) to increase the pension of Isaac Endaly; 

A bill (S. 140) to prevent the introduction of contagious diseases 
from one State to another and for the punishment of certain offenses; 

A bill (H, R. 3592) granting a pension to Mrs, Anna Butterfield; 

= bill Ar R. 417) for the erection of a public building at Houlton, 
Me.; an i 

A bill (S. 1332) granting to the city of Colorado Springs, in the State 

of Colorado, certain lands therein described for water reservoirs. 


TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there is no further morning business, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1) to de- 
clare unlawful trusts and combinations ın restraint of trade and pro- 
duction. It is really the unfinished business,  ~* 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask that the bill be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill state that upon further consideration the 
Committee on Finance have reported a substitute for the bill, which I 
ask to have read, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The substitute proposed by the Commit- 
tee on Finance will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The Committee on Finance report to strike out 
all after the enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 

Thatallarrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between 
two or more citizens or corporations, or both. of different States, or between two 
or more citizens or corporations, or both, of the United States and fi sta: 
or citizens or corporations f,made with a view or which tend to prevent ful 
and free competition in the importation, transpo; n, or sale of articles im- 
posed into the United States, or with a view or which tend to preventfull and 

ree competition in articles of growth, production, or manu of any State 
or Territory of the United States with similar articles of the growth, produc- 
tion, or manufacture of any other State or Territory, or in the transportation or 
sale of like articles, the production of any State or tory of the United States > 
into or within any other State or Territory of the United States; andall igs oe 
ments, trusts, or combinations between such citizens or corporations, made with . 
a view or which tend to advance cost to the consumer of any such = 
are hereby declared to be against public policy, unlawful, and void. And the 
circuit court of the United States shall have original jurisdiction of all suits 
of a civil nature at common law or in equity arising under this ion, and to 
issue all rem: process, orders, or writs gee and necessary to enforce its 
provino And the Attorney-General and the several district attorneys are 

nereby directed, in the name of the United States, to commence and prosecute 
all such cases to final judgment and execution. 

Sec. 2. Thatany person or corporation injured or damnified by such arrange- 
ment, contract, agreement, trust, or combination defined in the first section of 
this act may sue for and recover, in any court of the United States of competent 
jurisdiction, without respect to the amount involved, of any person or corpora- 
tion a party to a combination described in the first section of this act, twice the 
amount of damages sustained and the costa of the suit, her with a reason- 
able attorney's fee. 


Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator from Ohio will permit me and if it 
is the proper time now, I wish to present for consideration the amend- 
ment that I submitted on a former day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would not now be inorder. Anamendmentis 
pending. 

Mr. REAGAN, It is an amendment in the second degree, and I be- 
lieve that is allowable under the rules, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senator prefers to offer it now, very well. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to do so now because I do not wish to be cut 
out by some other amendment coming in ahead. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; offer it now and let it be g- 

a Sony Peete I offer it now, not tointerfere with the tor trom 
io at all, 


Ta 
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Mr, PLATT and Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. If is proposed to substitute for the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Finance the following: 


That all persons engaged in the creation of any trust, or as owner or gig 
owner, agent, or manager of any trust, employed in any business carried on 
with any fore country, or between the States, or between any State and the 
District of Columbia, or between any State and any Territory of the United 
States, or any owner or partowner, agent, or manager ofany corporation using 
its powers for either of the purposes seers in the second section of this act, 
shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, 
shall be fined in a sum not exceeding $10,000, or imprisonment at hard labor in 
the penitentiary not paerneny, 2 five years, or by both of said penalties, in the 
discretion of the court trying the same. 

Sec, 2. That a trust is a combination of capital, skill, or acts by two or more 
persons, firms. corporations, or associations of persons, or of any two or more 
ofthem for either, any, or all of the following Ea 


First. To create or ca out any restrictions in trade. 
Second. To limit or uce the production or to increase or reduce the price 
of merchandise or commodities, 


Third. To prevent konpon in the manufacture, making, purchase, sale, 
or een Ga m pe of me dise, produce, orcommodities, 

Fo To fix a standard bee, xt whereby the price to the public shall be 
in any manner controlled or lished of any article, commodity, merchan- 
dise, produce, or commerce intended for sale, use, or consumption. 

Firth, To create a monoply in the making, manafacture, purchase, sale, or 
transportation of any merchandise, article, produce, or commodity. 

Sixth, To make or enter into or execute or carry out any contract, obligation, 
or agreement of any kind or description by which they shall bind or l have 
bound themselves not to manufacture, sell, dispose of, or transport any article 
or commodity or article of trade, use, merchandise, or consumption below a 
common standard figure, or by which they shall agree, in any manner, to keep 
the price of such article, commodity, or transportation at a fixed or graduated 
figure, or by which they shall, in any manner, establish or settle the price of 
any article, commodity, or transportation between themselves or between them- 
selves and others, so as to preclude free and unrestricted competition among 
themselves and others in the sale and transportation of any such article or com- 
modity, or by which they shall to pool, combine, or unite in any interest 
they may have in connection with the sale or transportation of any such article 
orcommodity that its price may, in any manner, be so affected. 

Src, 8. That each day any of the ns, associations, or 
said shall be engaged in violating the provisions of this act 
a separate offense. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Texas to the amendment reported 
from the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I did not originally intend to make 
any extended argument on this trust bill, because I supposed that the 

ublic facts upon which it is founded and the general necessity of some 
legislation wereso manifest that no debate was necessary to bring those 
facts to the attention of the Senate. 

But the different views taken by Senators in regard to the legal ques- 
tions involved in the bill and the very able speech made by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] relative to the details of the bill 
led me to the conclusion that it was my duty, having reported the bill 
from the Committee on Finance, to present in as clear and logical a 
. Way as I can the legal and practical questions involved in the bill. 

Mr. President, the object of this bill, as shown by the title, is ‘‘ to 
declare unlawful trusts and combinations in restraint of trade and 
production.” It declares that certain contracts are against public 
policy, null and void. It does not announce a new principle of law, 

ut applies old and well recognized principles of the common law to 
the complicated jurisdiction of -our State and Federal Government. 
Similar contracts in any State in the Union are now, by common or 
statute law, null and void. Each State can and does prevent and con- 
trol combinations within the limit of the State. This we do not pro- 
pose to interfere with. The power of the State courts has been re- 
peatedly exercised to set aside such combinations as I shall hereafter 
show, but these couris are limited in their jurisdiction to the State, 
and, in our complex system of government, are admitted to be unable 
to deal with the great evil that now threatens us, 

Unlawiul combinations, unlawful at common law, now extend to all 
theStatesand interfere with our foreign and domestic commerce and with 
the importation and sale of goods subject to duty under the laws of the 
United States, against which only the General Government can secure 
relief. They not only affect our commerce with foreign nations, but 
trade and transportation among the several States. The purpose of 
this bill is to enable the courts of the United States to apply the same 
remedies against combinations which injuriously affect the interests of 


corporations afore- 
lbe held to be 


the United States that have been applied in the several States to pro- |° 


tect local interests. 
The first section declares: 


That all arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations be- 
tween two or more citizens or corporations, or , of different States, or be- 
tween two or more citizens or corporations, or both, of the United States and 
foreign states or citizens or corporations thereof, made with a view, or which 
tend, to prevent full and free competition in the importation, transportation, or 
sale of articles imported into the United States; or with a view or which tend 
to prevent full and free competition in articles of growth, production, or manu- 
facture ofany State or Territory of the United States with similar articles of the 
growth, production, or manufacture of other State or Territory, or in the trans- 

ortation or sale of like articles, the production of any State or Territory of the 

nited States, into or within any other State or Territory of the United States; 
and all arrangements, trusts, or combinations between such citizens or corpora- 
tions, made with a view or which tend to advance the cost to the consumer of 
any such article, are hereby declared to be inst public policy, unlawful, and 
void. And the cirouit courts of the United States shall have ori, jurisdic- 
tion in all suits of a civil nature at common law or in equity under this 


+ 
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section, and to issue all remedial process, orders, or writs, proper and n 
enforce y-General and the Several ‘district ák. 
commences 


This section will enable the courts of the United States to restrain, 
limit, and control such combinations as interfere injuriously with our 
foreign and interstate commerce, to the same extent that the State 
courts habitually control such combinations as interfere with the com- 
merce of a State. 

The question has arisen whether express jurisdiction should be con- 
ferred on the circuit courts of the United States to enforce this section, 
with authority to issue the ordinary remedial process of courts of law 
and equity, or whether such power is already sufficiently contained in 
the several acts organizing the courts of the United States. The third 
article of the Constitution vests the judicial power of the United States 
in one Supreme Court and in such inferior courts as Congress may or- 
dain and establish. 

The judiciary act of 1789 defines the jurisdiction of the several courts, 
and, by separate acts, this jurisdiction has been, from time to time, 
extended to new subjects of legislation. The committee therefore 
deemed it proper by express legislation to confer on the circuit courts of 
the United States original jurisdiction of all suits of a civil nature at 
common law or in equity arising under this section, with authority to 
issue all remedial process or writs proper and necessary to enforce its 
provisions, and to require the Attorney-General and the several dis- 
trict attorneys, in the name of the United States, to commence and 
prosecute all such suits to final ge er and execution. 

The second section of the bill provides that any person or corpora- 
tion injured or damnified by such a combination may sue for and re- 
cover in any court of the United States of competent jurisdiction, of 
any person or corporation a party to such a combination, all damages 
sustained by him. The measure of whether merely compen- 
satory, putative, or vindictive, is a matter of detail depending upon the 
judgment of Congress. My own opinion is that the damages should 
be commensurate with the difficulty of maintaining a private suit against 
a combination such as is described. 

These two sections are distinct and different in their scope and object. 
The first invokes the power of the National Government, in proper cases, 
to restrain such a combination, by mandatory proceedings, from inter- 
fering with the trade and commerce of the country, and the second sec- 
tion is to give to private parties a remedy for personal injury caused by 
such a combination. 

A third section was added when the bill was firstreported by the 
Committee on Finance which declares that all persons entering into 
such a combination, either on his own account or as an attorney for 
another or as an officer, attorney, or as a trustee orin any capacity 
whatever, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conyiction shall 
be punished by fine or imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

The amendments, then, proposed by the Committee on Finance to the 
first section would be proper amendments to the third section, but not 
to the first, where they have no proper place. The first section, being 
a remedial statute, would be construed liberally, with a view to pro- 
mote its object. It defines a civilremedy, and the courts will construe 
it liberally; they will prescribe the precise limits of the constitutional 
power of the Government; they wil] distinguish between lawful com- 
binations in aid of production and unlawful combinations to prevent 
competition and in restraint of trade; they can operate on corporations 
by restraining orders and rules; they can declare the particular com- 
bination null and void and deal with it according to the nature and ex- 
tent of the injuries. 

In providing a remedy the intention of the combination is imma- 
terial, The intention of a corporation can not be proven. If the 
natural effects of its acts are injurious, if they tend to produce evil re- 
sults, if their policy is denounced by the law as against the common 
good, it may be restrained, be punished with a penalty or with dam- 
ages, and in a proper case it may be deprived of its corporate powers 
and franchises. It is the tendency of a corporation, and not its inten- 
tion, that the courts can deal with. Therefore the amendments first 
reported to the first section are not in the substitute. 

The third section is a criminal statute, which would be construed 
strictly and is difficult to be enforced. In the present state of the law 
it is impossible to describe, in precise language, the nature and limits 
of the offense in terms oe enough foran indictment. This section 
is applicable only to individuals. 

A corporation can not be indicted or punished except through civil 
process. The criminal law can only reach officers or agents employed 
by the corporation. Whether this law should extend to mere clerks, as 
was proposed in the third section, is a matter of grave doubt. The 
business conducted by them may be innocent and lawful, and they 
should not be punished or threatened for the offenses of others. I am, 
therefore, clearly of the opinion that at present at least it is not wise 
to include this section in this bill. Such penalties may come later 
when the limits of the power of Congress over the subject-matter shall 
be defined by the courts. 

It is sometimes said that without this section the law would be nuga- 
tory. Ido notthink so. The powers granted by the first section are 
ample to check and prevent the great body of illegal combinations that 
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may be made; but, if not, it is easy enough hereafter to provide asuit- 
able punishment for a violation of this statute. But if the criminal 
section is retained the amendments first proposed by the Committee 
on Finance should apply only to that section, and not to the civil sec- 
tion. 4 Every corporation engaged in business must be responsible for 
the tendency of its business, whether lawful or unlawful, but individ- 
uals can only be punished for criminal intentions. To require the 
intentions of a corporation to be proven is to impose an impossible con- 
dition and would defeat the object of the law. To restrain and pre- 


- vent the illegal tendency of a corporation is the proper duty of a court 


of equity. To punish the criminal intention of an officer is a much 


' more difficult process and might be well left to the tuture. 


rey 


This bill, as I would have it, has for its single object to invoke the 
aid of the courts of the United States to deal with the combinations 
described in the first section when they affect injuriously our foreign 
and interstate commerce and our revenue laws, and in this way to sup- 
plement the enforcement of the established rules of the common and 
statute law by the courts of the several States in dealing with com- 
binations that affect injuriously the industrial liberty of the citizens 
of these States. Itis to arm the Federal courts within the limits of 
their constitutional power that they may co-operate with the State 
courts in checking, curbing, and controlling the most dangerous com- 
binations that now threaten the business, property, and trade of the 
people of the United States. And for oneI do not intend to be turned 
from this course by fine-spun constitutional quibbles or by the plausi- 
ble pretexts of associated or corporate wealth and power. 

It is said that this bill will interfere with lawful trade, with the cus- 
tomary business of life. Idenyit. It aims only at unlawful combi- 
nations, It does not in the least affect combinations in aid of pro- 
duction where there is free and fair competition. Itis the right of every 
man to work, labor, and produce in any lawful vocation and to trans- 
port his production on equal terms and conditions and under like cir- 
cumstances. This is industrial liberty and lies at the foundation of 
the equality of all rights and privileges. 

The right to combine the capital and labor of two or more persons in 
a given pursuit with a community of profit and loss under the name 
of a partnership is open to all and is not an infringement of industrial 
liberty, but is an aid to production. The law of partnership clearly de- 
fines what is a lawful and what is an unlawful partnership. The same 
business is open to every other partnership, and, while it is a combina- 
tion, it does not in the slightest degree prevent competition. 

The combination of labor and capitalin the form of a corporation to 
carry on any lawful business is a proper and usetul expedient, espe- 
cially for great enterprises of a quasi public character, and ought to be 
encouraged and protected as tending to cheapen the cost of production, 
but these corporate rights shouldbe open to all upon the same terms 
and conditions. Such corporations, being mere creatures of law, can 
only exercise the powers specially granted and defined. Experience 
has shown that they are the most useful agencies of modern civilization. 
They have enabled individuals to unite to undertake great enterprises 
only attempted in former times by powerful governments, The good 
results of corporate power are shown in the vast development of our 
re tae and the enormous increase of business and production of all 
kinds. 

When corporations unite merely to extend their business, as connect- 
ing lines of railway without interfering with competing lines, they are 
properand lawful. Corporations tend to cheapen transportation, lessen 
the cost of production, and bring within the reach of millions comforts 
and luxuries formerly enjoyed by thousands. Formerly corporations 
werespecial grants to favored companies, but now the principle is gener- 
ally adopted that no private corporation shall be created with exclusive 
rights or privileges. ‘The corporate rights granted to one are open to 
all. In this way more than three thousand national banks have been 
formed with the same rights and privileges, and the business is open 
to all competitors. In most of the States general railroad laws provide 
the terms on which all railroads may be built, with like rights and priv- 
ileges. Corporate rights open to all are not in any sense a monopoly, 
but tend to promote free competition of all on the same conditions, 
They are mere creatures of the law, to exercise only well defined 
powers, and are not in any way interfered with by this bill. 

This bill does not seek to cripple combinations of capital and labor, 
the formation of partnerships or of corporations, but only to prevent 
and control combinations made with a view to prevent competition, or 
for the restraint of trade, or to increase the profits of the producer at 
the cost of the consumer, It is the unlawtul combination, tested by 
the rules of common law and human experience, that is aimed at by 
this bil], and not the lawful and useful combination. Unlawful com- 
binations made by individuals are declated by the several States to be 
against publie policy and void, and in proper cases they may be pun- 
ished as criminals. If their business is lawful they can combine in 
any way and enjoy the advantage of their united skill and capital, pro- 
vided they do not combine to prevent competition. A limited mon- 
opoly secured by a patent right is an admitted exception, for this is 
the only way by which an inventor can be paid for his invention. 

Any other attempt by individuals to secure a monopoly should be 
subject to the same law of restraint applied to partnerships and cor- 


porations, A partnership is unlawful when its business tends to re- 
strain trade, to deal in forbidden productions, or to encourage immoral 
and injurious pursuits, such as lotteries and the like; but if its busi- 
ness is lawful and open to competition with others with like skill and 
capital, it can not be dangerous. A corporation may be, and usually 
is, a more powerful and useful combination than a partnership, It is 
an artificial person without fear of death, without a soul to save or 
body to punish; butif other corporations can be formed on equal terms 
a monopoly is impossible, If it becomes powerful enough to exercise 
an undue influence in one State it is met by free competition with pro- 
ducers in all the other States in the Union and by importation from 
all = world, subject only to such duties as the public necessities de- 
mand. 

Mr. President, I have thus far confined my argumem) to the state- 
ment of what this bill does not do; that is, it does not interfere with 
any lawful business in the United States, whether conducted by a cor- 
poration, ora partnership, or an individual. It deals only with un- 
lawful combinations, unlawful by the code of any law of any civilized 
nation of ancient or modern times. 

But associated enterprise and capital are not satisfied with partuer- 
ships and corporations competing with each other, and have invented a 
new form of combination commonly called trusts, that seeks to avoid 
cumpen gon h combining the controlling corporations, partnerships, 
and individ engaged in the same business, and placing the power 
and pro of the combination under the government of a few indi- 
viduals, and often under the control of a single man called a trustee, a 
chairman, or a president. 

The sole object of such a combination is to make competition ig ons 
sible. It can control the market, raise or lower prices, as will 
promote its selfish interests, reduce prices in a particular locality and 
break down competition and advance prices at will where competition 
does not exist. Its governing motive is to increase the profits of the 
parties composing it. The law of selfishness, uncontrolled by compe- 
tition, compels it to disregard the interest of the consumer. It dictates 
terms to transportation companies, it commands the price of labor with- 
out fear of strikes, for in its field it allows no competitors. Such a 
combination is far more dangerous than any heretofore invented, and, 
when it embraces the great body of all the corporations engaged in a 
particular industry in all of the States of the Union, it tends to advance 
the price to the consumer of any article produced, it is a substantial 
monopoly injurious to the public, and, by the rule of both the common 
and the civil law, is null and void and the just subject of restraint by 
the courts, of forfeiture of corporate rights and privileges, and in some 
eases should be denounced as a crime, and the individuals en; in 
it should be punished as criminals. It is this kind of a combination 
we have to deal with now. 

If the concentered powersof this combination are intrusted to asingle 
man, it is a kingly prerogative, inconsistent with oar form of govern- 
ment, and should be subject to the strong resistance of the State and 
national authorities. If anything is wrong this is wrong. If we will 
not endure a king asa political power we should not endure a king over 
the production, transportation, and sale of any of the necessaries of life. 
If we would not submit to an emperor we should not submit toan au- 
tocrat of trade, with power to prevent competition and to fix the pase 
of any commodity. If thecombinationis confined to a State the State 
should apply the remedy; if it is interstate and controls any produc- 
tion in many States, Congress must apply the remedy. If the combi- 
nation is aided by our tariff laws they should be promptly changed, 
and, if necessary, equal competition with all the world should be in- 
vited in the monopolized article. If the combination affects interstate 
transportation or is aided in any way by a transportation company, it 
falls clearly within the power of Congress, and the remedy should be 
aimed at the corporations embraced in it, and should be swiftand sure, 

Do I exaggerate the evil we have to deal with? Ido not think so. 
I do not wish to single out.any particular trust or combination. It is 
not a particular trust, but the system I am at. I will only cite a very 
few instances of combinations that have been the subject of judicial 
or legislative inquiry, to show what has been and what can be done by 
them. 

I quote from the opinion of Judge Baxter, in the case of Handy et 
al., trustees, vs. Clevelandand Marietta Railroad Company, Federal Re- 
porter, volume 31, pages 689 to 693, inclusive, where it appears, to 
quote the exact language of the learned judge: 

That the Standard Oil Company and George Rice were competitors in the 
business of refining oil; that each obtained supplies in the neighborhood of 
Macksburgh, a station of said railroad, from whence the same was carried to 
Marietta or Cleveland, and that for this service both were equally dependent 
upon the railroad, then in the hands of the receiver. 

It further appears that the Standard Oil Company desired to * crush ™ Rice and 
his business, and that under a threat of building a pipe for the conveyance of 
its oil and withdrawing its patronage from the réceiver, O’ Day, one of its agents, 
“compelled” Terry, who was acting for and on behalf of the receiver, to carry 
its of] at 10 cents barrel and charge Rice 35 cents per barre! for a like sery- 
ice, and pey Ge! tandard Oil Company 25 cents out of the 35 cents thus exacted 


from Rice, “ ing,” in the judgment ofthe receiver, **$25 perday clear money” 
for it (the Stan Oll Company) on R%e’s oil alone.” 


It also appears in an equity suitin which the Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylvania was complainant and the Pennsylvania Railroad Company was 
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defendant, filed in the supreme court of Pennsylvania for the western 
district, in the year 1879, and where A. J. Cassatt, then third vice- 
president in charge of the transportation department of the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company, testified that the Standard Oil Company were 
receiving over and above current drawbacks the following rebates and 
allowances, namely: 

Forty-nine cents per barrel on crude oil from the Bradford oil region 
to tide water; 51} cents per barrel on crude oil from the lower oil re- 
gion to tide water; and 64} cents on refined oil from Cleveland to tide 
water. : 

In the year 1878 the railroad shipments of oil had reached 13,700,000 
barrels. Assuming £0 per cent. of this to be the traffic of the Standard 
Oil Company and that but 50 cents per barrel rebate was paid by the 
railroad compgnies, the annual illegal receipts by the Standard Oil 
Company woud have been $5,480,000, not including the receipts of 
_ the American Transfer Company from such traffic as was not embraced 

within the 80 per cent. of the Standard Oil Company. 

Another case of unlawful combination was the case of David M. 
Richardson vs. Russell A. Alger etal., recently decided in the supreme 
courtof theState of Michigan. Ihave the opinion by the chief-justice 

-which sufficiently states the nature of the combination and the view 
taken of it by that court. This is quite a leading case. In order that 
I may not do injustice to any one I will lay before the Senate the judg- 
ment of the court in full, as expressed by the judges of the supreme 
court of Michigan: 

e Supreme court of the State of Michigan, 

[David M. Richardson vs. Russell A. Alger etal. Filed November 15, 1889.] 


SHERWOOD, C.J. I think no one can read the contract in question and fail to 
discover that considerations of pubile policy are largely involved. The inten- 
tion of the agreement is to aid in securing the poe sought to be attained in 
the formation and organization of the Diamond Match Company. This ae 
is ly and vany avowed, Notonly does this appear in its organization 
an perenne = girmas to conduct and in the modes and manner of carry- 
ang ihan; but the ony of General Alger himself aversit and settles its char- 

beyond question, rs) ization isa An or sams r company. The 
business in which itis engaged is making friction matches. Itsarticles provide 
for tbe ion of an enormous amount of capital, sufficient to buy upand 
absorb ali of that kind of business done in the United States and Canada, and 
to prevent any other person or corporation from engaging in or carrying on the 
same, thereby preventing all competition in the of the articles manufact- 


This is the mode of conducting the business and the manner of carrying it on. 
The sole obiect of the co) fon is to make money by having it in its power 
to raise the price of the a je or diminish the quantity to be made and used at 


its 
‘thus, both the supply of the article and the price thereof are made to depend 


upon the action of a -dozen individuals, more or less, to satisfy their cupid- 
ity and Eipre Salary may happen to have tho controlling interest in this corpo- 
ration—an verned by a single motive or which is 


to accumulate money, mianga rati of the wantsand necessities of over sixty mill- 


ions of a oes 
The article thus completely under their control has, for the last fifly years, 
come to be ed as one of necessity, not only in every household i the 
land, but one of daily use by almostevery individual in the country. It is dif- 
ficult to conceive of a monopoly which can affecta greater number of people, or 
one more ve in tts efect in the country, than thatof the Diamond atch 
It was to aid that company in its purposes, and in carrying out its 
that the contract in this suit was made between these parties, and which 
‘we are now asked to aid in enforcing it. 

Monopoly in trade, or in any kind of business in this country, is odious to our 
form of government. Itissometimes toaid the Government in carry- 
ing on a great public enterprise or public work under governmental control 
in the interest of the public. This tendency is, however, destructive of free in- 
stitutions and rep t to the instincts of a free people, and contrary to the 
whole scope and spirit of the Federal Constitution, and is not allowed to exist, 
under express provision in several of our State constitutions. 

Indeed, it is doubtful if free government splayed exist in a country where 


sen t, against 
All combinations among persons or corporations for the purpose of raising or 
controlling byt nc so of merchandise or any of the necessaries of life are mo- 
nopolies and lerable, and ong to receive the condemnation of all courts. 
my judgment, not only is enterprise in which the Diamond Match 


Company is ©! d an unlawful one, but the contract in question in this case, 
pane nate ad ree, its objects and purposes, is void, upon the ground that it 
against pu cy. 
OMOLEK, J. I concur with the chief-justice in the bill of com- 


dismissing 
nt ashen man heap render it unnecessary to discuss the merits of the con- 
ween the pasties. 
It oa from the testimony that the Diamond Match Company was organ- 


ized for the purpose of controlling the manufacture and trade in matches in the 
United States and Canada. The object was to get all the manufacturers of 


matches in the United States to enter into a combination and aqroemnent, by 
which the manufacture and output of all the match factories should be controlled 
by the Diamond Match yg wane ‘Those manufacturers who would not enter 
into the scheme were to be bought out, those who proposed to en in the 
business wereto be bought off, and a strict watch was to be exercised ver 
any person who proposed to engage in such business and he be prevented if pos- 


e. 
All who entered into the erg og re and all who were bought off were re- 


ep Company, These restrictions varied 
in individual cases as to the time it was to continue, from ten to twenty years. 
Thirty-one manufacturers, g substantially all the factories where matches 
C 


\s 
o 


were made in the United Si either,went into the combination or were pur- 
chaoga by One Mamona Mati mpany, and outof this number all were closed 
except about a 


t thirteen. 

General Alger was a witness in the case, and was asked by his counsel the 
oe It z that during 
* appears 
ponas to keep men out of the 
ch pey ana patents, and in some instances p: 
will as a to state the reasons, if any there are, why those sums should not 
be as an mse of the business and charged off from this account,” 

To which he replied: “ Because the prices of were kept up to corre- 
spond so as sto pay these expenses and make large dividends above what could 
vers been e had those factories been in the market to compete with the. 

usiness. 

It alsoa from the testimony of General Alger that the organization of the 
Diamond Matoh Com) y was in a measure due to his exertions. There is no 
doubt that all the ies to this suit were active participants in perfecting the 
combination called the Diamond Match Company, and that the present dispute 
grows out of that transaction, and is the fruit of the scheme by which all com- 
petition in the manufacture of matches was stifled, opposition in the business 
erushed, and the whole business of the country in that line engrossed by the 
Diamond Match Company. 

Such a vast combination as has been entered into under the above name is a 
menace to the public; its object and direct tendency is to prevent free and fair 
competition and control prices throughout the national domain, Itisnoanswer 
to say that this monopoly has in fact reduced the price of friction m 
That policy may have been necessary So ANDE CORI DIDA. The fuct exists that 
it rests in the ion of this company at any time to raise the price to an ex- 
orbitant d Such combinations have s Barea been condemned by 


the years 1881 and 1882 large sums of money were 
match remove n må ma- 


Marice Run Coal Company vs. Barclay Coal Company, 0e Pa., 186, 
"a 


Mich., 172. 

Alpar vs. Thatcher, 19 Pick, , 59. 

It is also well settled that if a contract be void as against public policy the 
court will neither enforce it while executory, nor relieve a party from loss by 
having performed it in 3 

Foot vs. Emerson, 10 Vt., 44; and see Hannah vs, Power, 8 Dana, 91. 

Pratt vs. Adams, 7 Paige, 616. 

Piatt vs. Oliver, 1 MoLain, 300, 

Piatt vs. Oliver, 2 McLain, 277. 

Stanton vs. Allen, 5 Denio, 434, 

It is not that the mayra ye either of them, should rely upon the 
fact that the contract is one which it tho policy of the law to enforce. 
Courts will take notice of their own motion of ill contracts which come be- 
a paac zo adjudication, and will lesve the parties where they havo placed 

‘Campbell, J., concurred with Mr. Justice Champlin. 

Mr. PLATT. What was the conclusion of the court? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They declared: the combination null and void, 
against public policy, and refused to entertain jurisdiction to settle the 
accounts between the parties, because this case arose on a dispute be- 
tween two of the parties, Mr. Richardson and General Alger. They 
declared it unlawful and void and set aside the contract. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me, the object of my in- 
quiry was to make it appear clearly that the court as at present con- 
stituted has so decided. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That was a State matter between parties living 
within the State, and therefore did not involve any of the questions 
which are requisite to impart jurisdiction to United States courts under 
this bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Where was this? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was in Michigan. The supreme court of Mich- 
igan made the decision. I have here the case of etal. vs. McCon- 
oughy, in the supreme court of Illinois, reported in the seventy-ninth 
volume of Illinois Reports. I am showing that the State courts in dif- 
ferent States have declared this thing, when it exists ina State, to be 
unlawful and void. 

Mr. CULLOM. Everywhere. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In every case, everywhere, and all I wish is to 
have the courts of the United States do by these greater combinations 
what has been done already by the courts of the States. 

In the case of Richard ©. Craft et al. vs. James O. McConoughy, in 
the supreme court of Illinois, reported in the seventy-ninth volume of 
Illinois Reports, it was decided that— 

A contract entered into by the grain dealers of a town which, on its face, in- 
dicates that they have formed a partnership for the purpose of dealing in grain, 
but the trne object of which is to form a secret combination which would stifle 
all competition and enable the parties, by secret and fraudulent gorges ies con- 
trol the price of grain, costs of storage, and expense of shipment at such town, 
is in restraint of trade, and consequently void on the ground of public policy. 


I will insert in my remarks the decision of Mr. Justice Craig without 
reading it at this time. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator state what was the decision of the 
court in that case? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They set aside the contract. 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘The suit was to annul the contract? 

Mr. SHERMAN. To annul the contract, and they said they would 
treat it as illegal. This is the decision: 

While these ies were in business, in competition, they had the undoubted 
right to establish their own rates for grain stored and commissions tor shipment 
and sale. They would pay as high or low a price for grain as they saw pro 
and as they could make contracts with the producer. So long as competition 
was free the interest of the public was safe. The laws of ioe oly in connection 
with the spoe of competition, was all the guaranty the publio uired, but tho 
secret on created the contract d ed all competition and cre- 
ated a monopoly, against the public in! had no p: 
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I find another that of the Chicago Gas-Light and Coke Ses 
o 


vs. The People’s Gas- tand Coke Com: ,on page 531, 121 
2 ao tand Coke Com- 


Reports, in which it appears that the Chicago Gas-Lighi 
y was incorporated in 1849 with the exclusive privilege of supplying 
Chicago and its inhabitants with gas fora period of ten years. Subse- 
quently another company, under the name of the People’s Gas-Light 
and Coke Company, was chartered, with power to manufacture and sell 
gas in the city of Chicago and to erect the necessary apparatus for that 
purpose, with the usual provisions as to laying their pipes in the streets 
the city: Subsequently the two companies divided the city between 
em, allowing each the exclusive right of supplying gas therein for 
one hundred years and stipulating that neither would interfere with 
the business of the other in its own territory. 

Here is the judgment of the court setting aside that contract as pre- 
venting competition, as null and yoid by the rules of the common law. 
I have only now been able to get this, but I will see that it is correctly 
quoted from the regular report, and will read the brief statement I 
have: 

X th i; f thi dlusi ivil 
in the territory sot off to th filed a bill against the other for a specifi perform- 
ance of the contract of assignment. The court refused the relief sought, hold- 
ing “ that by the grant of the second charter the Legislature in ed to do 
away with the monopoly” granted under the first; “ that, altho the contract 
involved a partial restraint of trade, and therefore might not, by the general 
rule of law, be invalid, yet that the general rule does not apply to corporations 


engaged in a public business in which the public havean interest,” and that the 
contract was void. 


In a recent case, that of the People of Illinois vs, The Chicago Gas 
Trust Company, which I find reported in a late paper— 


the trust combination consisted of a new corporation holai & sej 
ter under the general incorporation law of Illinois. In apply 
the Gas Trust Company stated the objects of its incorporation to 
tion and operation of works in Chicago and other in Illinois for the man- 
ufacture, sale, and distribution of gas and electricity, and to purchase and hold 
or sell the capital stock of any gas or electric company or companies in Chicago 
or elsewhere in Ilinois.” Having received its charter the company purchased 
a majority of the capital stock of each of the gas companies doing business in 
Chicago, four in number. 

The information that, by so purchasing and holding a majority of the 

of the capital stock of each of the four lary aaeres the appellee usurps 

and exercises “powers, Hberties, privileges, and chises not conferred by 
law. > * > + * . + 

“That by purchasing and holding such stock it secured the control of each of 
the companies; that such control * by the a lee, an outside and independent 
co! m, suppresses outside competition between t! and destroys their di- 
versity of interest and all motive o n: There is thus built up a virt- 
ual monopoly in the manufacture and sale of gas.’ Italso held that ‘a corpora- 
tion thus formed for the purpose of manufacturing and selling gas * * * has 
no power to purchase and hold or sell shares of stock in pr dvs gas companies 
asan incident to the purpose of its formation, even though such power is speci- 
fled in its articles of incorporation.’"’ 


Mr. CULLOM. That is a recent decision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, a very recent decision, and it has not yet gone 
into the reports. There is a still more recent case, and Iam reminded 
of it by the remark of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], 
that of The People of New York vs. The North River Sugar-Refining 
Company, a trust which was investigated by a committee of the House 
of Representatives, of which Mr. Bacon was chairman, and which came 
before the supreme court of New York at circuit in January, 1889, was 
carried to the general term in November last, and is reported in volume 
2, Abbott’s New apr N ge 164, both decisions being against the de- 
fendant, amember of the so-called trust company. This is astatement 
of the case together with the decision of Mr. Justice Daniels in render- 
ing judgment: 

The case was that seventeen corporations, in at least six different States, all 
engaged in the sugar-refining business, arranged to transfer their stock to a 

of eleven members and were to receive in return from the association 
shares of stock to be issued by it and to be distributed among the several cor- 
porations in proportion to the amounts of stock held by them. The profits of 
the business were to be divided among the holders of certificates for shares is- 
sued by the board. No limit for the duration of the association was fixed, and 
its capital stock was fixed at $50,000,900, A suit was brought by the attorney- 
general in the name of the Lom gr of New York against one of the associate 
corporations to vacate and annul its charter for “abuse of its powers” and for 
exercising “privileges or franchises not conferred upon it by law” by partici- 
pating “in a combination with certain sugar refineries.” Upon both grounds 
the court found against the defendant. 

Daniels, Justice, in rendering his judgment, said: 

“The defendant had disabled itself from exercising its functions and employ- 
ing its franchises, as it was intended it should by the act under which it wasin- 
corporated, and had by the action which was taken placed itself in complete 
subordination to another and different organization, to be used for an unlawful 
purpose detrimental and injurious to the public. * * è This was a subver- 
sion of the object for which the company was created, and it authorized the at- 
ENAS to waintain and prosecute this action to vacate and annul its 
charter.’ 


This case may be said to be a leading case and was thoroughly dis- 
cussed and considered. The opinion of the court at the general term 
pronounced by Mr. Justice Barrett covers the whole ground upon which 
the great body of the trusts in the United States rests. The suit pre- 
sented the distinct question raised by many of the contracts which are 
the bases of these combinations. To use the language of that judge: 
Bee i combination the tendency of which is to prevent competition in its 

and general sense, and to control, and thus at will enhance, prices to the 
b 
Gofinite production. ‘The diterlty of effecting tie uninwial pureeee may be 


z 
: 
i 


r in the one case than in the “other, but it is never impossible. Nor need 
be permanent or complete. Itis enough that a 


even temporarily an: 
Pewee The question in the end is, does it inevitably tend to pub- 
jury i 

Then follows a long and elaborate decision, and I think it is the 
unanimous j ent of the court—at least I see no dissent mar 
and I presume it is the unanimous judgment of that high court of the 
State of New York—in a case which occurred only last year when it had 
before it this sugar company. That being a corporation of New York, 
it could deal with that corporation alone, but the combination was be- 
tween that company and sixteen others, if I remember aright—perhaps 
the number was greater. In the courts of the United States all of 
them might have been parties, but as a-matter of course the supreme 
court of New York could not extend its jurisdiction beyond the limits 
of its own territory. - 

I might add to the cases cited innumerable cases in nearly all the 
States and in England, and in all of them it will appear that while the 
law in respect to contracts in restraint of trade and combinations to 
prevent competition and to advance the price of necessaries of life has 
varied somewhat, but in all of them, whether the combinations are by 
individuals, partnerships, or corporations, when the purpose of the 
combination or its plain tendency is to prevent competition, the courts 
have enforced the rule of the common law and have vigorously used 
the judicial power in subverting them. 

And now it is for Congress to say, when the devices of able rip bans 
and the cupidity of powerful corporations have united to spread t 
combinations over all the States of the Union, embracing in their folds 
nearly every necessary of life, whether it is not time to invoke the 
judicial power conferred upon the courts of the United States to deal 


char- | ‘with these combinations; when lawful to support them and when un- 


lawful to suppress them. 

I might state the case of all the combinations which now control the 
transportation and sale of nearly ali the leading productions of the 
country that have recently been made familiar by the public press, such 
as the cotton trust, the whisky trust, the sugar-refiners’ trust, the 
cotton-bagging trust, the copper trust, the salt trust, and many others, 
some of which have been the subjects of legislative inquiry and others of 
judicial process; but it is scarcely necessary to do so, as they are all mod- 
eled upon the same plan and involve the same principles. They are all 
combinations of corporations and individuals of many States forming a 
league and covenant, under the control of trustees with power to sus- 
pend the production of some and enlarge the production of others, and 
absolutely control the supply of the article which they produce, and 
with a uniform design to prevent competition, to break it down wher- 
ever it appears to threaten their interest. 

I have seen within a few days in the public ts a notice of a com- 
bination intended to affect the price of silver bnilion, as follows: 


WITH A CAPITAL OF TWENTY-FIVE MILLION DOLLARS, 
Caicaco, March 2. 
The Herald to-day says that, with the exception of five companies, all the 
refining and mee | companies of the United States have ag reared yr Pagoan, 
a capital of $25,000,000, of which $15,000,000 is to be common stock and re- 
maining preferred, 

If such a combination is formed it will enable a few corporations in 
different States to corner the Government of the United States in its 
proposed effort, by a bill pending in the Senate, to purchase silver bull- 
ion as the basis and security for paper money. Can any one doubt that 
such a combination is unlawful, against publie policy, with power 
enough to control the operation of your laws, destructive to all 
competition which you invite? Itis scarcely necessary on this point 
to quote further from the law books. Every decision or treatise on the 
law of contracts agrees in denouncing such a combination. 

Judge Gibson, in the case of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania vs. 
Carlisle, states the general principle in terse and vigorous language: 


A combination is criminal whenever the act to be done has anecessary tend- + 


ency to prejudice the public or to oppress individuals by unjustly subjecting 
them to the power of the confederates, and giving effect to the purpose of the 
latter, whether of extortion or of mischief. 


The solicitor of the Standard Oil Trust, Mr. Dodd, in an argument 
which I have before me, admits that certain combinations are null and 
void. He says: 


When I of unrestricted combinations I do not mean that combinations 
should be allowed under all circumstances and for all purposes. While combi- 
nation is not, per se, evil, its purposes may be. The law is possibly our best 

de on this subject. It has progressed as experience and the necessities of 
ness required it to progress, from the idea that all combinations were wrong 
to the idea that all persons should be left free to combine for all legitimate pur- 
To this day, however, the law is properly very jealous of certain classes 
Sat Wher paper bini ise blic l t 
re the es combining exercise a pu employment or possess 
exolusive privileges, and are to that extent monopolies. 

Second. Where the purpose and effect of the combination is to “ corner” any 
article necessary to the public. 

Third. Where the purpose and effect of the combination is to limit produc- 
tion, and thereby to unduly enhance prices. 
$ . s a . . . 

Thesethings are just as unlawfal without combination as with it. In other 
words, the evil is not in the combination, but in its purposes and results. 

s s . et > z . 

The law condemns any arrangement the purpose or necessary tendency of 

which is to destroy all competition and thus to prejudice the public, 
“y 
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I accept the law as stated by Mr. Dodd, that all combinations are 
not void, a proposition which no one doubts, but I assert that the tend- 
ency of all combinations of corporations, such as those commonly called 
trusts, and the inevitable effect of them, is to prevent competition and 
to restrain trade, This must be manifest to every intelligent mind. 
Still this can not be assumed as against any combination unless upon 
a fair hearing it should appear to a court of competent jurisdiction that 
the agreement composing such combination is necessarily injurious to 
the public and destructive to fair trade. These modern combinations 
are uniformly composed of citizens and corporations of many States, 
and therefore they can only be dealt with by a jurisdiction as broad 
as their combination. The State courts have held in many cases that 
they can not interfere in controlling the action of corporations of other 
States. If corporations from other States do business within a State, 
the courts may control their action within the limits of the State, but 
when a trust is created by a combination of many corporations from 
many States, there are no courts with jurisdiction broad enough to deal 
with them a the courts of the United States. 

I admit that it is difficult to define in legal language the precise line 
between lawful and unlawful combinations. This must be left for the 
courts to determine in each particular case. Al that we, aslawmakers, 
can do is to declare general principles, and we can be assured that the 
courts will apply them so as to carry out the meaning of the law, as 
the courts of England and the United States have done for centuries. 
This bill is only an honest effort to declare a rule of action, and if it 
is imperfect it is for the wisdom of the Senate to perfect it. Although 
this body is always conservative, yet, whatever may be said of it, it 
has always been ready to preserve, not only popular rights in their 
broad sense, but the rights of individuals as against associated and cor- 
porate wealth and power. 

It is sometimes said of these combinations that they reduce prices to 
the consumer by better methods of production, but all experience shows 
~ that this saving of cost goes to the pockets of the producer. The price 

to the consumer oi, be upon the supply, which can be reduced at 
pleasure by the combination. It will vary in time and place by the 
extent of competition, and when that ceases it will depend upon the 
urgency of the demand for the article. The aim is always for the high- 
est price that will not check the demand, and, for the most of the nec- 
essaries of life, that is and perpetual. 

But, they say, competition is open to all; if you do not like our 
prices, establish another combination or trust. As was said by the 
supreme court of New York, when the combination already includes 
all or nearly all the producers, what room is there for another? And 
if another is formed and is legal, what is to prevent another combina- 
tion? Sir, now the people of the United States as well as of other 
countries are feeling the power and grasp of these combinations, and 
are demanding of every Legislature and of Congress a remedy for this 
evil, only grown into huge proportions in recent times, They had 
monopolies and mortmains of old, but never before such giants as in 
our day. You must heed their sope or be ready for the socialist, 
the communist, and the nihilist. iety is now disturbed by forces 
never felt before. 

The popular mind is agitated with problems that may disturb social 
order, and among them all none is more threatening than the inequal- 
ity of condition, of wealth, and opportunity that has grown within a 

e generation out of the concentration of capital into vast combi- 
nations to control production and trade and to break down competition. 
These combinations already defy or control powerful transportation cor- 
porations and reach State authorities. They reach out their Briarean 
arms to every part of our country. They are imported from abroad. 
Congress alone can deal with them, and if we are unwilling or unable 
there will soon be a trust for every production and a master to fix the 
price for every necessity of life. 

But it is said by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who 
honors me with his attention, that this bill is unconstitutional, that 
Congress can not confer jurisdiction on the courts of the United States 
in this class of cases, Irespectfullysubmit that, in hissubtle argument, 
he has entirely overlooked the broad jurisdiction conferred by the 
Constitution upon courts of the United States in ordinary cases of law 
and equity between certain parties, as well as cases arising under the 
Constitution, laws, and treaties of the United States. Much the greater 
proportion of the cases decided in these courts have no relation to the 
Constitution, laws, or treaties. They embrace ty and maritime 
Jaw, all controversies in which the United States are a party, contro- 
versies between two or more States, between a State and citizens of 
another State, between citizens of different States, between citizens 
of the same State claiming lands under grants of different States, and 
karhen a State, or the citizens thereof, and foreign states, citizens, or 
subjects. 

This jurisdiction embraces the whole field of the common law and of 
commercial law, especially of the law of contracts, in all czses where 
the United States is a party and in all cases between citizens of differ- 
ent States. The jurisdiction is as broad as the earth, except only it 
does not extend to controversies within a State between ci of a 
State. All the combinations at which this bill aims are combinations 
embracing persons and corporations of several States. Each State can 

+ 


deal with a combination within the State, but only the General Govern- 


ment can deal with combinations g not only the several States, 
but the commercial world. ‘This bill does not include combinations 
within a State, but if the Senator from Mississippi can make this clearer 
any proposition he will make to that effect will certainly be accepted 
and I will cheerfully vote for his proposition. Can any one doubt the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States in all cases in which the 
United States isa party and in all cases between citizens, including 
corporations, of different States? Iwill read a note from Story on the 


Constitution: . 
It has been very correctly remarked by Mr. Justice Iredell that “the judi- 
cial power of the United States is of a kind, It is, indeed, commensu- 
rate with the ordinary 1 ive and executive government and the powers 
which concern treaties. Butit also goes further, certain parties are con- 
special ob- 


cerned, ie the subject in controversy does not relate to an 
jectsof authority of the General Government, wherein the sepa: sovereign- 
ties of the se States are blended in one common mass of supremacy, yet 
the General Government has a judicial authority in regard to such subjects of 

the United States i 


controversy; andthe an pone wa e may pass all laws neces“ 
sary to give ‘such judi authority its proper effect, 


The judicial power of the United States extends to all questions of 
law and equity which arise between citizens of different States or be- 
tween the other classes named. The jurisdiction of the courts of the 
United States may depend either upon the nature of the cause arising 
under the Constitution, laws, or treaties of the United States, or upon 
the parties to the case. 

Chief-Justice Marshall,in the case of Cohens vs. Virginia, 6 Wheaton, 
page 378, says: 

The second section of the third article of the Constitution defines the extent 


the character of the cause, whoever may be the picu This class compre- 
this Constitutio 


The same question was involved in the celebrated case of Osborn vs. 
Bank of the United States (9 W aeason, Pags 738), in which it was con- 
tended that the courts of the United States could not exercise juris- 
diction because several questions might arise in such suits, which might 
depend upon the general principles of law, and not upon any act of 
Congress. It was held that Congress did constitutionally possess the 
power and had rightfully conferred it in that charter, ief-Justice 
Marshall said there, in one of the most famous of his opinions involv- 
ing grave constitutional questions: 

A cause may depend upon several questions of fact and law. Some of these 


may depend on the construction of a law of the United States; others, on prin- 
ciples unconnected with that law. 


It was held in that case thatthe Bank of the United States being cre- 
ated by Congress the right might be conferred upon it by Congress to 
sue in the courts of the United States without respect to the nature or 
character of the controversy. 

The clause giving the bank a $ to sue in the circuit courts of the United 
States stands on the same principle with the acts authorizing officers of the 
beara States who sue in their own names to sue in the courts of the United 

s a s. kd * ` 


. 
If it be said that a suit brought by the bank may depend in fact altogether 
on questions unconnected with any law of the United States, it is equally true 
with respect to suits brought) by the Postmaster-General. . 3, 

» 


Caseg may also arise under laws of the United States by implication as well 
as by express enactment, so that due redress may be administered by the ju- 
dicial power of the United States. 

This goes to show that, the jurisdiction once acquired by having the 
parties before the court, it extends to any kind of remedial jurisdiction, 
any kind of a case. 

It has also been asked, and may again be asked— 

Chief-Justice Marshall says— 
why the words “cases in equity” are found in this clause, What equitable 
causes can grow out of the Constitution, laws, and treaties of the United States ? 
To this the general answer of the Federalist seems at once clear and satisfac- 
tory. There is hardly a subject of litigation between individuals which may 
not involve those ingredients of fraud, accident, trust, or hardship which would 
render the matter an object of equitable rather than of legal jurisdiction, as the 
distinction is known established in several of the States. It is the peculiar 

vince, for instance, of s court of equity to relieve against what are called 
Rard bargains. These are contracts in which, though there may have been no 
direct fraud or deceit sufficient to invalidate them in a court of law, yet there 
may have been some undue and unconscionable advantage taken of the neces- 
25 en or misfortunes of one of the parties which a court of equity would not 
tolerate. 

By the Constitution of the United States this jurisdiction of the 
courts of the United States extends to all cases in law and equity be- 
tween certain parties. What is meant by the words of ‘‘ cases in law 
and equity?’ Does this include only cases growing ont of the Consti- 
tution, statutes, and treaties of the United States? It has been held 
over and over again that, by these words, the Constitution has adopted 
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as a rule of remedial justice the common law of England as adminis- 
tered by courts of law and equity. 

Judge Story, in his work on the Constitution, volume 2, page 485, 
says: 

What is to be understood by “ cases in law and equity” in thisclause? Plainly, 


cases at the common law, as contradistin m cases in eanity, accord- 
ing to the known distinctions in the jurisprudence of England, w. our an- 


cestors brought with them upon their em 


tion, and with which all the Ameri- 
can States were familiarly acquainted. Constitution of 


ere, then, at Jeast, the 
the United States appeals to and re the common Jaw to the extent of mak- 
ing it a rule in the pursuit of remedial justice in the courts of the Union. If the 
medy must be in law orin equity, according to the course of proceedings at 
the common law, in cases arising under the Constitution, laws, and treaties of 
the United States, it would seem irresistibly to follow that the principles of de- 
cision by which these remedies must be administered must be derived from the 
same source. Hitherto such has been the uniform interpretation and mode of 
administering justice in all civil cases in the courts of the United States in this 
class of cases. 

But I need not pursue the matter further. The question of the 
character and nature of the controversy when the proper legal parties 
are before the court is never entered into. In some cases, where the 
rules of Jaw and equity have been modified by legislation, the courts 
of the United States have followed the local law as construed and ad- 
ministered by the courts of the State where the controversy arose, but 
it is clearly within the power of Congress to prescribe the rule as well 
as to define the methods of procedure in the courts of law and equity 
of the United States; so I submit that this bill asit stands, without any 
reference to the specific powers granted to Congress by the Constitution, 
is clearly authorized under the judicial article of the Constitution. 
This bill declares a rule of public policy in accordance with the rule of 
the commonlaw, It limits its operation to certain important functions 
of the Government, among which are the importation, transportation, 
and sale of articles imported into the United States, the production, 
manufacture, or sale of articles of domestic growth or production, and 
domestic raw materials competing with a similar article upon which 
a duty is levied by the United States. 

If this bill were broader than it is and declared unlawful all trusts 
and combinations in restraint of trade and production null and void, 
there could be no question that in suits brought by the United States 
to enforce it, or suits between individuals or corporations of different 
States for injuries done in violation of it, it would be clearly within 
the power of Congress and the jurisdiction of the court. The mere 
limitation of this jurisdiction to certain classes of combinations does 
not affect in the slightest degree the power of Congress to pass a much 
broader and more comprehensive bill, i; 

Nor isit necessary to limit thejurisdiction of the courts of the United 
States to suits between citizens of different States, It extends also to 
suits by the United States when authorized by law. It is eminently 
proper that when a combination of persons or corporations of different 
States tends to affect injuriously the interests or powers of the United 
States, as well as of citizens of the United States, the proceeding should 
be in the courts of the United States and in the name of the United 
States. The legal process of quo warranto or mandamus ought, in 
such cases, to be issued at the suit of the United States. A citizen 
would appear in such asuitat every disadvantage, and even the United 
States is scarcely the equal of a powerful corporation in a suit where a 
single officer with insufficient pay is required to compete with the ablest 
lawyers encouraged with compensation far beyond the limits allowed 
to the highest government officer. Itis in such proceedings that the 
battle with these great combinations is to be fought. 

But, aside from the power drawn from the third article of the Con- 
stitution, I believe this bill is clearly within the power conferred ex- 
pressly upon Congress to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the several States and its power to levy and collects taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises. 

And here, Mr. President, I wish to again call attention to the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. He treats this 
bill as a criminal statute from beginning to end, and not as a remedial 
statute with civil remedies. He says: 

The first thing which attracts our attention, therefore, is that if the ment 
or combination, which is the crimo, be made outside of the jurisdiction of the 
United States it is also without the terms of the law and can not be punished in 
the United States, 

It is true that if a crime is committed outside of the United States 
it can not be punished in the United States. But if an unlawfalcom- 
bination is made outside of the United States and in pursuance of it 
property is brought within the United States such property is subject 
toourlaws. Itmay beseized. A civil remedy by attachment could be 
had, Any person interested in the United States could be made a party. 

Either a foreigner or a native may escape ‘‘ the criminal part of the 
law,” as he says, by staying out of our jurisdiction, as very many do, 
but if they have property here it is subject to civil process. I do not 
see what harm a foreigner can do us if neither his person nor his property 
is here. He may combine or conspire to his heart’s content if none of 
his co-conspirators are here or his property is not here. 

Again he says: 

But su: , wha wi is high], 
comtintlons tod be mado ia the Uated Beata Wit hs case be ay tie 


for the people in whose interest we profess to e? The combination, 
agreement, or trusts, ete., must, under the bill, be made “ with the intention to 


t fall and com i ion, n 
Lab A pei one e ein th Se dnais on, transportation, or sale of 

The word “‘intention’’ is not in the bill. It was proposed as an 
amendment, 

Mr. GEORGE, It was in the bill as reported. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ah, it was proposed as an amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. By the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, but the Senator treated it as being a part of 
the ror It was a proposed amendment to the bill and was never 
adop 
ore GEORGE. The original bill was proposed by the Senator from 

io, 

Mr. SHERMAN, That had no such word in it. 

Mr. GEORGE. That had no such word init, but when the bill 
came back from the committee it did have the word in it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the bill as it comes from the committee now 
has certainly no such word in it. It was proposed as an amendment, 
but has no place in the first section. The language is: ‘‘ made with a 
view or which tend.” The ‘‘intention’’ can not be proved, though 
t‘ tendency ” can. The tendency is the test of legality. Theintention 
is the test of a crime. 

And so all through his speech he quotes the phrases of a ‘‘ certain 
specified intent,” ‘* specific intent,” “ penal legislation,” ‘‘reasonable 
doubt,” “‘indicted must be acquitted.’’ He treats this bill very much 
as hedoes the Constitution of the United States, something to be evaded, 
to be strictly construed, instead of being what it is, a remedial statute, 
a bill of rights, a charter of liberty. He no doubt is partly justified 
in this by the amendments proposed but not adopted, and by the third 
section, which would be subject to his criticism, and which I will join 
him in striking out. p 

Mr. GEORGE. It was an amendment proposed by the committee ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. Now, Mr. President, what is this bill? A 
remedial statute to enforce by civil process in the courts of the United 
States the common law against monopolies. How is such a law to be 
construed? Liberally with a view to promote its objects. What are. 
the evils complained of? They are well depicted by the Senator from 
Mississippi in this language, and I will itas my own with quota- 
tion marks. 

Mr. GEORGE, Iam very much obliged for the compliment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘These trusts and combinations are great wrongs 
tothe people. They have invaded many of the most important branches 
of business, They operate with a double-edgedsword. They increase 
beyond reason the cost of the necessaries of life and business, and they 
decrease the cost of the raw material, the farm products of the country. 
They regulate prices at their will, depress the price of what they buy 
and increase the price of what theysell. They aggregate to themselves 
great, enormous wealth by extortion which makes the people poor. 
Then, making this extorted wealth the means of further extortion from 
their unfortunate victims, the people of the United States, they pur- 
sue unmolested, unrestrained by law, their ceaseless round of pecula- 
tion under the law, till they are fast producing that condition in our 
people in which the great mass of them are the servitors of those who 
have this aggregated wealth at their command.” 

One would think that with this conception of the evil to be dealt 
with he would for once turn his telescope upon the Constitution to 
find out power to deal with so great a wrong, and not, as usual, to re- 
verse it, to turn the little end of the telescope to the Constitution, and 
then, with subtle reasoning, to dissipate the powers of the Government 
into thin air. He overlooks the judicial power of the courts of the 
United States extending to all cases where the United States is a party, 
or where a State may sue in the courts of the United States, or where 
citizens of different States are contesting parties with full power to 
apply a remedy by quo warranto, mandamus, judgment, and execu- 
tion. He treats the question as depending alone upon the power to 
regulate foreign and domestic commerce and of taxation. I submit 
that, without reference to the judicial power, they are amply sufficient 
to justify this bill. What are they? 

Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the several States and with the Indian tribes. 

The want of this power was one of the leading defects of the Con- 
federation, and probably as much as any one cause conduced to the es- 
tablishment of a Constitution. It is a power vital to the prosperity of 
the Union; and without it the Government could scarcely deserve the 
name of a National Government and would soon sink into discredit and 
imbecility. It would stand as a mere shadow of sovereignty to mock 
our hopes and involve us in a common ruin. (Story on the Constitu- 
tion, volume 2, page 2. 

What is the extent of this power? What is the meaning of the word 
“commerce?” Itmeans the exchange of all commodities between dif- 
ferent places or communities, It includes all trade and traffic, all modes 
of transportation by land or by sea, all kinds of navigation, every spe- 
cies of ship or sail, every mode of transit, from the dog-cart to the Pall- 
man car, every kind of motive power, from the mule or horse to the 
most recent application of steam or electricity applied on every road,. 
from the trail over the mountain or the plain to the perfected railway 
or the steel bridges over great rivers or arms of the sea. The power 
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of Congress extends to all this commerce, except only that limited 
within the bounds of a State. 

Under this power no bridge can be built over a navigable stream ex- 

_ cept by the consent of Congress. All the networkof railroads crossing 
from State to State, from ocean to ocean, from east to west, and from 
north to south are now curbed, ted, and controlled by the power 
of Congress overcommerce. Most of the combinationsaimed at by this 
bill are directly engaged in this commerce. They command and control 
in many cases and even own some of the agencies of this commerce. 
They have invented or own new modes of transportation, such as pipe- 
lines for petroleum or gas, reaching from State to State, crossing farms 
and highways and public property. 

Can it be that with this vast power Congress can not protect the 
people from combinations in restraint of trade that are unlawful by 
every code of civil law adopted by civilized nations? It may ‘‘regulate 
commerce ;’’ can it not protect commerce, nullify contracts that re- 
strain commerce, turn it from its natural courses, increase the price of 
articles, and therefore diminish the amount of commerce? 

It is said that commerce does not commence until production ends 
and the-voyage commences. This may be true as far as the actual 
PE ea sale of articles within a State is subject to State authori- 
ties. I do not question the decision of the Supreme Court in the case 
of Coe vs. Errol, quoted by the Senator from Mississippi, that prop- 
erty within a State is subject to taxation though intended to be trans- 
ported into another State. This bill does not propose to deal with 

perty within a State or with combinations within the State, but 
only when the combination extends to two or more States or engages 
in either State or foreign commerce. It is said that these combinations 
can and will evade this bill. I bave no doubt they will do so in many 
cases, but they can do so only by ceasing to interfere with foreign and 
interstate commerce. . 

Their power for mischief will be greatly crippled by this bill. Their 
present ee of organization was adopted only to evade the jurisdic- 
tion of State courts. They still maintain their workshops, their mode 
of production, by means of partnerships or corporations in a State. If 
their uctions competed with those of similar erships or cor- 
porations in other States it would be all right. But to prevent such 
competition they unite the interests of all these partnerships and cor- 
porations into a combination, sometimes called a trust, sometimes a 
new corporation located ina city remote trom the places of production, 
and then regulate and control the sale and transportation of all the 
products of many States, discontinuing one at their will, some running 
at half time, others pressed at their full capacity, fixing the price at 
pleasure in every mart of the United States, dictating terms to trans- 
portation companies, controlling your commerce; and yetit is said that 
Con armed with full power to regulate commerce, is helpless and 

unable to deal with this monster. 

Sir, the object aimed at by this bill is to secure competition of the 
productions of different States which necessarily enter into interstate 
and foreign commerce. These combinations strike directly at the com- 
merce over which alone has jurisdiction. ‘‘ Congress may 
regulate interstate and foreign commerce,’’ and it is absurd to contend 
that Congress may not prohibit contracts and arrangements that are 
hostile to such commerce, 

also has power ‘‘ to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 

and excises.” It may exercise its own discretion in acting upon this 
power, and is only responsible to the people for the abuse of the power. 
All parties, from the foundation of the Government, have held that 
Congress may discriminate in selecting the objects and rates of taxation. 
Some of these taxes are levied for the direct and some for the incidental 
encouragement and increase of home industries. The people pay high 
taxes on the foreign article to induce competition at home, in the hope 
that the price may be reduced by competition, and with the benefit of 
diversifying our industries and increasing the common wealth. 

Suppose one of these combinations should unite all, or nearly all, the 
domestic producers of an article of prime necessity with a view to pre- 
vent competition and to keep the price up to the foreign cost and duty 
added, would not this be in restraint of trade and commerce and affect 
injuriously the operation of our revenuelaws? Can Congress prescribe 
no remedy except to repeal its taxes? Surely it may authorize the 
executive authorities to ap to the courts of the United States for 
such a remedy, as courts habitually apply in the States for the forfeit- 
ure of charters thus abused and the punishment of officers who practice 
such wrongs to the public. It may also give to our citizens the right 
as they have suffered. 
does the work of our fathers in framing the Constitu- 
tion of the United States appear more like the work of the Almighty 
Ruler of the Universe rather than the conception of human minds than 
by the gradual development and application of the powers conferred by 
it upon different branches of the Federal Government. Many of these 
powers have remained dormant, unused, but plainly there, awaiting 
the growth and progress of our country, and when the time comes and 
the occasion demands we find in that instrument, provided for thirteen 
States, a thread along the Atlantic and containing four millions of 

le, without Aaea Fender withoutcommerce, bankrupt with debt, 
without credit or wealth, all the powers necessary to govern a conti- 


nental empire of forty-two States, with sixty-five millions of people, 
the in manufactures, the second in wealth, and the happiest in 
its institutions of all the nations of the world. 

While we should not stretch the powers granted to Congress by 
strained construction, we can not surrender any of them; tbey are not 
ours to surrender, but whenever occasion calls we should exercise them 
for the benefit and protection of the people of the United States. And, 
sir, while I have no doubt that’ every word of this bill is within the 
powers granted to Congress, I feel that its defects arein its moderation, 
and that its best effect will be a warning that all trade and commerce, 
all agreements and arrangements, all struggles for money or pro; $ 
must be governed by the universal law that the public good must 
the test of all. 

Mr. INGALLS and Mr. Vest addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Kansa§ rise to speak to this bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. I rose to inquire if an amendment in the second de- 
gree is now pending, 

Mr. REAGAN. There is, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Theamendment of the Senator from 
Texas to the amendment reported from the Committee on Finance is 
pending. 

Mr. INGALLS. I give notice, then, of my intention, when itshall be 
in order, to offer the amendment which I send to the desk, and which 
I ask may be now read, and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read for the 
information of the Senate, and ordered to be printed. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to substitute the following: 


That for the purposes of this act the words “ options" shall be understood to 
mean any contract or agreement whereby a party t , oOrany 
sary ons pesseerevith or nae ned wa or in wao. haafiz 

ract or agreemen: made u the or vilege, bu n ereb, 
obligated, to deliver to another ab a future time as period any of the prei 
mentioned in section 3 of this act. 


person, association, copartnership, or corporation en; 
in or proposing to engage in the business brass fe of 


this act; and thereupon the collector shall issue to such pee: a certificate 
in such formas the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall prescribe that such 
applicant is authorized for the period of one year from the date of such certifi- 
cate to be a dealer in “options ™ or “' futures” and to make "options * or ‘‘ fut- 
ures” contracts or agreements as hereinbefore defined, and for the period 
specified in such certificate the party to whom it is issued may conduct the busi- 
ness of dealer as aforesaid. Sych certificate may be renewed annually upon 
the compliance with the visions of thisact,and any “options "’ or “futures” 
contract or agreement as defined by this act shall be absolutely void as between 
the parties thereto and their respective assigns unless the party making such 
contract or agreement shall have at the time of making the same a certificate 
as aforesaid authorizing the i thereof. 

Sec. 6. Thatit shall be the duty of the collector to keep in his office a register 
containing a copy of each and every application made to him under the forego- 
ing section and a statement in connection therewith as to whether a certificate 
had been issued thereon and for what period, which book or register shall bea 
public record and be subject to ins on of anyand all persons desiring to ex- 
amine the same, 

Src. 7. That every “ option” or “futures” contract or agreement as herein- 
before defined shall be in writingand signed in duplicate by the parties PAKDE 
the same; and any such contract or a ent not so made and signed shall, 
as between the parties thereto and their assigns, be absolutely void. 

Sec. 8 That it shall be the = every person, copartership, association, or 
corpora tion, on the first day of the week next succeeding the date of the certi- 
ficate issued to them, and on the first day of each and every week thereafter, to 
make to the collector of the district in which any “options” or “futures” con- 
tract or agreement has been made full and complete return and un 
oath, of any and all such contracts and agreements made or entered into by 
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association, or corporation during the previous 
week, together with astatement of the article or articles embraced in or covered 


‘and of pass 
ushel of any of the o! 


or “futures” contract or agreement, as defined by this act, without having a 
certificate of authority from tho collector, as hereinbefore provided, and cover- 
ing the time at which such contract or agreement shall be made, shall, besides 
being liable for the amounts prescribed in section 4 of this act, be fined not less 
than $5,000 and not more than $10,000 for each and every such offense, And every 
person who shall make to the collector a false or fraudulent return or report re- 
quired by section 8 of this act shall be subject to a fine of not less than $5,000 nor 
more than $10,000, or to imprisonment for not less than six months or more than 
two years, or to both such fine and imprisonment. 

Sxc. 10. That neither the payment of the taxes required nor the certificate is- 
sued by the collector under this act shall be held to legalize dealing in options 
and futures, nor to exempt any person, association, av teste yey or corpora- 
tion from any penalty or punishment, now or hereafter provided by the laws of 
any State for making contracts or agreements such as are hereinbefore defined 
as “options” or “‘futures’’ contracts or agreements, or in any manner to au- 
thorize the making of such contracts or agreements within any State or locality 
contrary to the laws of such State or locality; nor shall the payment of the 
taxes imposed by this act be held to prohibit any State or municipality from 
placing a tax or duty on the same trade, transaction, or business for State, mu- 
nieipal, or other purposes. 

Sec. 11. That section 3209 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is, so far 
as applicable, made to extend and apply to the taxes imposed by this act and to 
the persons upon whom they are imposed. 


Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill to suppress and punish unlaw- 
ful trusts and combinations, to prevent dealing in options and futures, 
and for other p a 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to make 
a suggestion? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Iask unanimous consent that the substitute re- 
ported from the Committee on Finance and read this morning may be 
considered as the text of the bill. It will be more convenient in offer- 
ing amendments. : 

Mr. INGALLS. Then the amendment I have just submitted will be 
an amendment in the second degree and in order, 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will be in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. And the pending question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question would then be 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. The Chair 
understands this to be the position of the question—— 

Mr. REAGAN. Iunderstand the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Ohio—— $ 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee on Finance, - 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave offered an amendment to that in the nature 
x a substitute, whichis pending. Thatisan amendment in the second 

egree. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will state the parliament- 
ary condition of the bill. The substitute reported by the committee 
upon the 18th day of March is considered as the original bill for the 
consideration of the Senate. The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is an amendment in the first degree, and 
that proposed by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] an amend- 
ment in the second degree. The question now is on the amendment 
proposed as a substitute by the Senator from Kansas, on which the Sen- 
ator from Missouri is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, no one can exaggerate the importance of 
the question pending hefore the Senate or the intensity of feeling which 
exists, especially in the agricultural portions of the country in regard 
toit. I take it that there will be no controversy with the Senator 
from Ohio as to the enormity of the abuses that have grown up under 
the system of trusts and combinations which now prevail in every por- 
tion of the Union. What we desire is one thing; what we can accom- 
plish under the autonomy of our Government is another, 

We live, very fortunately, in my judgment, under a written Constitu- 
tion, and we are governed by the decisions of the Supreme Court in re- 
gard to the legislative powers vested in us. Acts of Congress and treat- 

are the supreme law of the land, if in accordance with the Constitu- 
tion. I deprecate as much as the Senator from Ohio can possibly do 
that spirit of hypercriticism which would consider the Constitution of 
the United States as a bill of indictment. I believe that it is a great 
bill of human rights, conservative, liberty-preserving, liberty-adminis- 
tering; and it is conservative, it preserves and administers liberty be- 
cause it is a written Constitution and not because it is given to Congress 
to legislate as it sees proper, under the general and nebulous presump- 
tion of the general welfare, without regard to the grants that are made 
by the people to them as their legislative servants, 

The grants of power to the courts of the United States are limited 
also by this written Constitution, and the grants of power in the judi- 
cial clause of the Constitution consist of two sorts: first, the jurisdic- 
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tion which comes from the character of the litigants and, secondly, 
the jurisdiction that comes from the subject-matter involved. This is 
elementary law, and I simply announce it as one of the necessary prem- 
ises in any discussion such as that in which we are now en, x 

As I understand the provisions of the original bill reported by the 
Senator from Ohio and the amendment which he offers now as a sub- 
stitute, the attempt is made under one or the other of these two classes 
of jurisdiction, and then, permit me to say respectfully, by an uncer- 
tain and nebulous commingling of the two to give the power to Con- 
gress to pass this proposed act. 

I know how ungrateful and dangerous it is now for a public man to 
object to this kind of legislation against this terrible evil, this enor- 
mous abuse of trusts and combines which the whole country is properly 
denouncing. I appreciate fully the significance of the remark of the 
Senator from Ohio when he says that unless relief is given, to use the 
language of Mr. Jefferson, ‘* worse will ensue."’ 

But, sir, even in the face of the popular indignation which may be 
visited upon any one who criticises any measure that looks to the de- 
struction of this evil, I can not violate my oath to support the Consti- 
tution and all the habitudes of thought which have come to me as a 
lawyer educated and trained in my profession. 

As I said, what we want is one thing, what we can do is another; 
and for Congress to pass a law which will be thrown out of the Supreme 
Court under the terrible criticism that any such law must invoke is 
simply to subject ourselves to ridicule and to say to our constituents 
that we are powerless to enact laws which will give them relief. 

This bill, if it becomes a law, must go through the crucible of a legal 
criticism which will avail itself of the highest legal talent throughout 
the entire Union. It will go through a furnace not seven times but 
seventy-seven times heated, because the ablest lawyers in this country, 
it goes without saying, are on theside of the corporations and of aggre-' 
gated wealth. 

Without invoking this spirit of hypercriticism, which the Senator 
from Ohio deprecates, let us look at the provisions of the original bill 
and then of the amendment which he proposes shall take its place. In 
the original bill the Senator from Ohio undertakes to derive jurisdic- 
tion in Congress, not from the character of the litigants, but from the 
subject-matter in litigation, and this is evident from a cursory 
even of the first section of the original bill. 

That all arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations be- 
tween persons or eorporations— 

Not between corporations or persons residing in different States, not 
between corporations whose stockholders are citizens of different States, 
but between “persons or corporations’? — 
made with a view or which tend to prevent full and free com: in the 
cg wry bac transportation, or sale of articles imported into the United States, 
or in the production, manufacture, orsale of articles of domestic growth or pro- 
duction, or domestic raw material that competes with any similar article upon 
which a duty is levied by the United States, or which shall be transported from 
one State or Territory to another, ete. 

Here the Senator from Ohio puts the legislative jurisdiction of Con- 
gress, which he invokes, not upon the fact that persons living in differ- 
ent States compose these corporations, but the subject-matter is in- 
voked, It must be as to productions going from one State to another 
or coming from a foreign country into the area of territory composing 
the United States, 

For the able argument of theSenator from Mississippi [ Mr. agar 
I have no words to express my admiration as alawyer. I was ex - 
ingly glad that it was made, because it is just through that species of 
argumentation that this legislation must pass. 

It must be subjected to the crucible which was brought here by the 
Senator from Mississippi in that admirable dissertation upon constitu- 
tional power. After that argament was made the Senator from Ohio 
found it necessary to amend this original bill, and he did so by putting 
into it another element of jurisdiction; and that was the character of 
the litigants, in addition to the jurisdiction he had already invoked as 
to the subject-matter. This is evident from the first clanse of the sub- 
stitute. i 

Thatall arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between 
twoor more citizens or corporations— 

Now, there is the original bill, and if it had stopped there the sub- 
stitute would haye agreed with it, but mark the addition— 
or both, of different States, or between two or more citizens or co; 
both, of the United States and foreign states, or citizens or corporations thereof, 
made with a view, cte. 

It is plain that the Senator from Ohio, recognizing the weakness of 
the original bill, then determined or attempted to invoke that idea 
which is found in the Constitution of the United States and the judi- 
ciary act of 1789, that citizenship in different States conferred Federal 
jurisdiction. 

Now, let us see if the Senator by any such process as that can evade 
the argument made by the Senator from Mississippi. Sir, I shall not 
attempt to make any elaborate argument, but will simply read the Con- 
stitution and then inquire under what clause the legislative jurisdic- 
tion to enact this bill can be found. The Constitution of the United 
States provides as to the judicial power as follows: 

The judicial power shall extend to all cases, in law and equity. 


rations, or- - 
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If it had stopped there much of the argument of the Senator from 
Ohio would have been pertinent; but it goes further: _ 

All cases, in law and equity, arising under this Constitution. 

That is to say, you must find the jurisdiction within the limits of 
this instrument. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to interrapt the Senator, but he 
reads the clause relating to cases in Jaw and equity when there is an 
independent clause relating to controversies between citizens of differ- 
ent States. 

Mr. VEST. I will come to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The decisions of Chief-Justice Marshall set forth 
the power distinctly. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not think there will be any disagreement among 
lawyers as to the meaning of this clause. Iam simply analyzing the 

ts of the Constitution. 
Bact SHERMAN, I think Chief-Justice Marshall was a pretty good 
wyer, 

Mr. VEST. Iam taking the clauses as they come. The first is: 

All cases in law and equity arising under this Constitution— 


Under this particular instrument, coming from the Constitution 
itself— 


the laws of the United States— 

There is another grant— 
and treaties made, or which shall be made, under their authority. 

Now, there are three distinct clauses of jurisdiction: first, under the 
Constitution; next, under the laws made in pursuance thereof; next, 
under the treaties made with foreign countries. It proceeds: 


To all cases affecting ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls; toall 
cases of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction; to controversies to which the 


United States shall be a party; to controversies between two or more States; 


between a State and citizens of another State; between citizens of different 
States,—between citizens of the same State claiming lands under grants of dif- 
ferent States, and between a State, or the citizens thereof, and foreign States, 
citizens or su! 

Mr. President, let us take these clauses separately and see whether 
the power to pass this bill can be found under all or any of them. I 
shall reserve until the last my comments upon the first clause, which 
is, ‘To all cases, in law and equity, arising under this Constitution, 
the laws of the United States, and treaties made, or which shall be 
made, under their authority,’’ because I think it can be established be- 
yond any doubt that the jurisdiction is not found in the other clauses 
that follow. If this bill can be sustained at all, it is because there is 
a clause in the Constitution which authorizes it outside of the other 
clauses, which I shall proceed to enumerate. For instance, the next 
clause is: 

To all cases affecting ambassadors, other public ministers, and consuls, 

Unquestionably the power is not there. No minister, no consul is 
involved in this legislation. 

To all cases of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction. 

Unquestionably it is not found there, because the bill proposes only 
to affect contracts made upon land, not upon the ocean, and there is no 
admiralty or maritime question involved. Next: 

To controversies in which the United States shall be a party. 

Unquestionably it does not affect that unless it be in that uncertain 
and unsatisfactory statement of the Senator from Ohio that he means 
in one clause of his amendment to give to the United States the power 
to proceed by quo warranto, injunction, or otherwise. In his original 
bill he had a direct criminal proceeding on the part of the Government 
of the United States against these trusts and he struck it out in the 
substitute, He has eliminated from this discussion the direct criminal 
proceeding in the name of the United States against the parties com- 
posing this trust and against the trast itself. There is no machinery 
pores for any proceeding by the United States in his amendment; 

ut only the uncertain statement that the United States may proceed 
by remedial process, There is nothing else to lead us to believe that 
he intends that the United States shall do anything else except proceed 
in some fashion by information against the persons composing these 
trusts or the trusts themselves. 

To controversies between two or more States, 

Unquestionably the bill is not under that clause, 

Between a State and citizens of another State. 

There is nothing in this amendment which gives jurisdiction under 
that clause, 

Between citizens of different States, between citizens of the same State 
claiming lands under grants of different States, and between a State, or the cit- 
izens thereof, and fore states, citizens, or subjects, 

Of course there will be no contention that the jurisdiction is found 
under that clause, It must be then found under the clause—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have stated that the jurisdiction is sufficiently 
conferred in the ordinary language of the judiciary act of 1789, in all 
controversies in which the United States is a party and in controver- 
sies between citizens of different States. 

Mr. VEST. Unquestionably. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Those are the two clauses to which I referred. I 
did not claim any other power. 


Mr. VEST. Unquestionably where there is any litigation between 
citizens of different States the Federal courts have jurisdiction, no 
matter what is the subject-matter. That is elementary law known to 
every student, But here is a bill which is put upon no such ground. 
The bill says: 


All arran; nts, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between two 


or more cit! or corporations, or both, of different States, or between two or 
more citizens or corporations, or both, of the United States and foreign states. 

Not where there are litigants, not where one is plaintiff and the other 
is defendant. There is where the Constitution gives Federal jurisdic- 
tion. If the corporation itself is composed of citizens of different States 
then this jurisdiction attaches. Any citizen can sue although he lives 
in the same State with the corporation. ‘There is the distinction. 

Let me say that it excludes all the remedy that can be given to any 
citizen of the United States against the enormous evils depicted by the 
Senator from Ohio, because if this bill be and the Supreme Court 
of the United States decides it constitutional, you will never hearof the 
corporation which proposes to create or manipulate a trust that does 
not have the personnel of its stockholders all in the same State. That 
goes without saying, anditis toimpute idiocy tothe men whose schemes 
and machinations we are now attacking to suppose that they would 
do anything else. The idea that they, with the best counsel in the 
United States and even in the world, with the highest legal talent upon 
their side, will not immediately construct their corporations so as to 
nullify such a law is to impute to them a degree of mental imbecility 
that is simply ludicrous. 

The Senator makes no distinetion between the parties to the suit and 
the composition of the corporation which is itself a plaintiff or a de- 
fendant. He puts this jurisdiction upon something unknown to the 
Constitution, and the result would be (and it can be read between the 
lines) that if we enacted this into law the Supreme Court of the United 
States would immediately confront us with that clause of the Constitu- 
tion and the judiciary act of 1789 and throw the case out of court. 

It is very obvious that this attempt to invoke the web and woof of 
the judiciary act of 1789, which was made in pursuance of the clause 
of the Constitution that I have read, is an un commingling of 
two elements utterly incongruous and utterly inconsistent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator from Missouri say that there is 
anything in the bill that confers jurisdiction when they are citizens or 
members of a corporation of differentStates? There is nothing of that. 
The language of the bill is plain, I have read it. Ido not see what 
the Senator is driving at. 

Between two or more citizens or corporations— 

The corporation is considered as a unit and the citizen as a unit— 
or both, of different States. 

This must be some persons and some corporations, distinct and sepa- 
rate personalities, not citizens who are members of the corporation. 
There is no such provision—— 

Mr. VEST. Iam very unfortunatein my expressions if I have not 
made the Senator understand me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator is unfortunate, although he is 
not very often so. 

Mr, VEST. Here is what I mean, and I think the Senator must 
agree with me: The Constitution of the United States makes one basis 
of jurisdiction to be the diverse citizenship of the litigants, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. Nothing can be plainer than that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This points that out. They must be citizens of 
different States or corporations of different States, or both. 

Mr. VEST. Of course. Although it is so simple a matter that it 
hardly needs elucidation, I may put it thus: If Mr. Brown livesin the 
State of Missouri and Mr. Smith lives in Ohio they can sue each other 
without regard to the subject-matter, provided it comes within the 
limits which was fixed in the judiciary act as to the jurisdiction of a 
Federal tribunal. The Senator does not par his bill upon that ground 
at all. He undertakes to put it npon the composition of one of the 
litigants alone. He does not say, if one of these citizens lives in one 
State and one in another, which we would all admit to confer Federal 
jurisdiction, but he gives Federal jurisdiction because the corporation 
which makes the trust is composed of citizens of different States. If 
it does not mean that, then the English language has lost all its flavor 
and I have lost my power to understand it. 

Here is what he says; I will read it again ad nauseam: 

All arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between 
two or more citizens or corporations, or both, of different States. 

And that gives jurisdiction, provided they go on and undertake to 
do the other things enumerated in the other part of the section as to 
goods brought from foreign countries or goods carried from one State to 
another. 

The Senator does not follow the Constitution, which says that when 
a suit shall be brought by a citizen of one State against a citizen of 
another State for doing the thing which he enumerates afterwards, 
which is another matter of argument, but he says if the corporation 
offending is composed of people li in different States, then the Fed- 
eral courts have jurisdiction, which I submit is an unheard-of propost- 
tion and no lawyer ever advanced it before. As I undertook toshow, 
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how easy is it for these corporations to evade any such poren by 
simply having their stockholders all living in the limits of any icu- 
lar State? It affords no remedy, even if the argument of the Senator 
from Ohio could stand for a moment, which it can not. 

But, Mr. President, I proceed now, for it is not my disposition to 
make any elaborate argument, to the latter clause of the amendment, 
disregarding entirely the original bill, which for the of dis- 
cussion has been removed. If a corporation is com of two or more 
persons living in different States or if it is composed of citizens or cor- 
porations, or both, in the United States and a foreign country, and they 
make a combination to prevent full and free competition in the impor- 
tation, transportation, or sale of articles imported into the United States, 
then this proposed law takes effect, and they become subject to the juris- 
diction we invoke legislatively. 

Ido not propose to make any hypercritical argument, but I do in- 
sist that unless we adhere to the opinions of the Supreme Court, espe- 
cially in the great case of Brown vs. The State of Maryland, we are at 
sea without rudder or compass in this whole discussion, 

The Senator invokes the commerce clause of the Constitution, that 
elause which gives to Congress the power to regulate commerce with 
foreign countries, among the States, and with the Indian tribes. The 
first question that meets us in limine, which any lawyer would be 
ashamed to confess that he did not invoke at the very béginning of his 
argument on this commerce clause. is the material question, what is 
commerce? What is commerce with a foreign country? There is the 
point in this whole legislation, the point that has given me the most 
trouble after long and exhaustive thought to the extent of my ability. 

I will confess now, parenthetically but honestly, that in all my ex- 
perience as a lawyer I have never encountered asubject so full of diffi- 
culty as that now before the Senate. I can very well understand how 
it is full of difficulty. Notwithstanding the eulogium in which I cor- 
dially unite with the Senator from Ohio upon the framers of the Con- 
stitution, it is simply impossible, unless we attribute to the framers of 
this instrument the intellect of gods, that they in the thirteen original 
colonies, poor, struggling for existence, limited in their territorial area to 
the Atlantic sea-board, should ever have contemplated the immense 
eountry for which we are now legislating, and the enormous tion 
of wealth which startles and amazes the world. They undertook in the 
Constitution to meet contingencies, but here isone which rs Alad- 
din's lamp in the reality that is before us and with us y- Itis 
no reflection, then, upon their intellect or their patriotism to say that 
they could not have contemplated an emergency such as that which 
now rests upon the people of the United States. 

Mr. President, I come back to the question. Whatis commerce? We 
have the power to regulate it, but we must first find what commerce is 
in order to exercise our legislative power. I shall not undertake toread 
the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, which are ele- 
mentary law upon this subject. In the great case of Brown against The 
State of Maryland, which leads upon this subject, and to which every 
lawyer goes first, decided by the most eminent men who ever sat upon 
the bench in this country, and the equals of any in the world, theregu- 
lation of foreign commerce was declared to be the regulation of the im- 

rtation and sale of articles brought froma foreign country before they 
Tad left the hands of the importer and been broken as to the original 
package. I state crudely, but I think accurately. 

The Supreme Court in that case settled the question of foreign com- 
merce by declaring, as to the power of a State to tax foreign importa- 
tions, that so long as the original package remained in the hands of the 
importer unbroken it was the subject of foreign commerce. When it 
left his hands and the package was broken, and the goods went into 
the common mass of the property of the people of the State, then the 
commercial clause of the Constitution as to foreign commerce ceased to 
operate. 

Mr. President, apply that decision to the provisions of this bill. 
Here is one clause of the amendment which peurs that if a corpora- 
tion composed of citizens of different States does any act “‘ with a view 
or which tends toprevent full and free competition in the importation, 
transportation, or sale of articles imported into the United States,” 
this proposed law shall take effect. 

Does the Senator from Ohio pretend that, after the importer has 
brought in the goods and the package has been broken and the mer- 
chandise has been mingled or commingled with the other goods of the 
people of the State into which the importation is made, under this 
clause of the Constitution we can enact such a law as is pi P aE 
take it that the statement of the case is sufficient to answer the prop- 
osition. But it is undertaken to get this jurisdiction under another 
clause of the Constitution. The bill proceeds: 


Or with a view or which tends to prevent full and free competition in articles 
of growth. production, or manufacture of any State or Territory of the United 
States with similar articles of the growth, production, or manufacture of any 
other State or Territory, or in the tra rtation or sale of like articles, the 
production of any State or Territory of the United States into or within any 
other State or Territory of the United States. 

I shall not repeat the argument made by the Senator from Mississippi 
as lucidly and conclusively as any argument could have been et t 
we have no power under any clause of the Federal Constitution to legis- 
late as to any article simply because it is manufactured in any State of 
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the Union and may be at some time carried to another State. That 
clause in the Constitution of the United States which affects interstate 
eommerce, or, to speak more accurately, commerce among the States, 
has been defined by the Supreme Court in three leading cases to mean 
the power to regulate commerce in articles, whether manufactured in 
the State or not, after they have gone into commerce and are in transitu 
from one State to another. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has decided that it is not 
for the manufacturer or the owner to say, ‘‘I intend these goods to go 
into another State. They must actually be in transitu; they must be 
in the hands of the common carrier, or in his depot or warehouse, with 
the impression distinctively made upon them that, to use the expres- 
sion of one judge, they are dedicated to commerce among the States. 

The Senator from Ohio makes the fatal mistake as a lawyer that, be- 
cause goods manufactured in one State may be at some time or other 
taken into another, which as a matterof course is possible in every con- 
tingency, therefore he can invoke the general interstate commerce 
clause of the Constitution. Hecan notdoit. If we pass this bill upon 
any such assumption and it goes to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, we shall simply be told that all we have done here is vox et præ- 
terea nihil, sound and fury, signifying nothing. 

Mr. President, one year ago the Senator from Ohio struck the key- 
note as to all these trusts and combinations in the United States. It 
was in the expression made in this Chamber that whenever he was sat- 
isfied that any trust or combination was protected by a high tarift duty a 
he would be in favor of reducing that duty. Thisistheremedy; and .- * 
any other remedy, without an amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States, any remedy such as is proposed in this bill, will be ab- 
solutely nugatory and ineffectual. 

The Senator from Ohio has drawn an eloquent picture of the opera- 
tions of trusts in the United States. Sir, these trusts—and every in- 
telligent man knows it, whether a legislator or a citizen—are protected 
by your high tariff, and are enabled to work their iniquitous purposes 
under that buttress which the tariff law erects around them. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. ALLISON, Am I to understand the Senator as saying that the 
only remedy as respects trusts is that which enables us to reduce tariff 
duties upon particular articles, and therefore if a trust or combination 
is made which is not in any way influenced by duties there is no rem- 
edy without an amendment to the Constitution? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if I stated it that strongly perhaps I 
went beyond my exact meaning. I believe there is a remedy if you 
take the jurisdiction of the State and also the jurisdiction of Congress 
and put them together, but I do not believe there is any complete 
remedy in the action of either separately and of itself. What I meant 
to say was that as to nearly all the trusts which have been denounced 
here to-day the most apparent remedy is to take away the protection 
which these trusts have from the high tariff that is now upon our stat- 
ute-books and in operation. 

Mr, PLATT. ay I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VEST. inly. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the difficulty of the States dealing with this 
meatier’ What prevents any State from dealing with the matter of 
trusts 

Mr. VEST. I do not think there is any difficulty whatever as to 
that class of cases in which the products, or the transactions, to speak 
more accurately, take place entirely within the limits of a State; but 
we know that these trusts evade the State statutes even when they are 
made, and if we desire to apply a remedy we must remove the cause or 
else we are legislative empirics. If it is true that the tariff permits 
these trusts and protects them and we do not seek to remove the cause, 
all the remedies we attempt to apply are simply surface and skin, ex- 
pedients that amount to nothing, and the real cause of the difficulty 
still remains. 

Mr, INGALLS. Will the Senator inform me upon what ground the 
Missouri anti-trust bill was declared unconstitutional in his own State? 

Mr. VEST. The circuit court at St. Louis, Mo., decided the act of 
the Legislature to be unconstitutional upon the ground that the for- 
feiture of the charter of a corporation was a judicial act, and could not 
be done by the act of the secretary of state. It was decided in the 
court at St. Louis by Judge Dillon, but it has not yet been decided in 
the supreme court, that the forfeiture of the charter of a corporation 
was a judicial act, and that the act of the Legislature which gave to 
the secretary of state the power of himself to declare the forfeiture of~ 
the charter was therefore unconstitutional. That was the ground. 

But, Mr. President, whether it was on one ground or another, these 
corporations, with the amount of legal talent they are enabled to em- 
ploy and invoke, will be able in almost every instance to avoid these 
statutes, and I solemnly assert here that in my judgment the only real 
remedy is to be found in taking away the protection and origin of these 
trusts, which is in the high tariff taxes which stand like a wall and en- 
able these trusts to exist. 

The Senator from Ohio has spoken of these trusts. Now, Mr. Pres- 
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ident, I happen to have here a list of them, and. these are only a few. 
The first is the steel-rail trust, buttressed by a tariff tax of $17 per 


ton. 

Mr. GEORGE. What per cent. is that? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not recollect the per cent. We discussed itin the 
last Congress. Seventeen dollars is the taxation per ton; steel rails are 
protected that much. As my friend from Iowa very well knows, I tried 
to reduce it, and he resisted the attempt. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg to put an in to the Senator, if he 
will allow me, right there upon the question of steel rails. 

7 Mr. VEST. I do not want an argument upon every one of these 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill not say a word by way of argument. 

Mr. VEST. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator if it is not true that at this mo- 
ment the price of steel rails in England is practically the same as it is 
_ in the United States, or within a dollar or two? If that be so, how is 

it that the $17 duty upon steel rails at this moment is injuring the great 
body of the rail purchasers in this country ? 

Mr. VEST. y, Mr. President, if we were told anything in the 
discussion in which my friend and myself participated rather largely 
in the last Congress—and I know it was urged by the Senator from New 
York [ Mr. Hiscock | nowin my sight—it was that whenever you reduce 
the price in any one country you reduce it all over the world, and neces- 
sarily in every other country. Weknow very well that competition al- 
ways reduces prices. It is no argument to say that steel rails are as 
cheap, evenif it were true, in England to-day as they arein the United 
States; that will not do, I say if you let these two manufacturing in- 
terests compete together and create competition, you then secure lower 
prices to the consumer. That is the law of trade and that is the law 
of manufactures the world over. 

Mr. TELLER, Ishould like to ask the Senator a question, if he will 
allow me. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Is not theSenator from Missouri nware that there is 
a steel trust in Great Britain that includes every steel establishment in 
Great Britain except one, and includes the German and Belgian estab- 
lishments also? 

Mr. VEST. I know that statement was made, but I never took the 
trouble to investigate it. Now, I make this statement to supplement 
it, and itis.as absolutely true as that I am standing in this Senate Cham- 
ber. I know that there are trusts in Great Britain, and I have no doubt 
there will be trusts in any country under the t conditions of man- 
ufactures and of commerce; but here is the difference between trusts in 
Great Britain and the United States: 

When you make a trust or attempt to make a trust in Great Britain, 
you must corner the products of all the world and you must have 
enough capital to do this, because you compete with every part of the 
civilized globe and you have no tariff to protect you and prevent com- 
petition, and therefore the capital necessary to effect the purposes of 
the combine must beat hand; but when you come to the United States 
the combine is helped by the tariff because the tariff tax shuts out the 
foreign producer and foreign importer, and limitsnecessarily the amount 
of capital necessary to achieve the purpose. 

Mr. FRYE. If that is true, will the Senator from Missouri please 
account for the fact that 25,000 tons of steel rails manufactured in the 
United States were last week sold in Mexico, where all the nations of 
the earth have free competition one with the other? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am obliged to my friend from Maine. 
That shows the blessings and the equities of the high protective tariff! 
These very people making steel rails in the United States, whomust be 
protected in o to live by a subsidy of $17 per ton, are able to gointo 
Mexico and in a free-trade market to undersell the English, the Bel- 

or anybody else! 

Mr. FRYE. But the Senator does not reply to the question which 
I asked him. 

Mr. VEST. I was attempting to do so. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator was asserting that a protective tariff pre- 
vented competition and created the trusts, I say there is no protective 
tariff which prevents competition in Mexico, because there is the same 
tariff against the products of England as against the products of the 
United States, and yet the United States sells 25,900 tons of steel rails 
to Mexico. 


from a gentleman who lives at Piedras 


third cheaper than in the United States, because on the Mexican side 
this man is bound to compete with the whole world, whilst on the 


American side he is protected by the tariff and competition does not 


Is it any argument to tell me that we sell our saws, our watches, our 
i , our cutlery, all over the world, and do it successfully? I 
say it is an argument against the high protective tariff because it shows 
that the subsidy we are paying inside of the United States to enrich 
these manufacturers is a sham and fraud. They do not need it. 
That is what is the matter with the people of the West to-day; that 
is why the complaint is made of combines and trusts; that is why the 
farmers are combining or attempting to do so in order to protect them- 
selves against the aggregation of capital, which by this legislation is 
enabled to compete outside of the United States successfully, and yet 
to shut out the competition after they reach our own shores. Let me 


give the facts: 
THE TARIFFS AND THE TRUSTS. 


[From Justice, Philadelphia.] 
1. The Steel Rail Trust, buttressed by a tariff tax of $17 per ton. 
2. The Nail Trust, by a tariff tax of $1.25 per 100 pounds. 
3. The Iron Nut and Washer Trust, by s tax of £2 per 100 pounds. 
4. The Barbed Fence-Wire Trust, by a tax of 60 cents per 100 pounds. 
5. The Copper Trust, by a tax of $2.50 per 100 pounds, 
6. The cae . by a tax of 31.50 per 100 pounds, > 
7. The Slate-Penctl Trust, by a tax of 30 per cent. 
I should like to hear my friend from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] 
on that. 


8. The Nickel Trust, by a tax of $15 per one hundred pounds, 
9. The Zinc Trust, by a tax of $2.50 per one hundred pounds. 
. The Sugar Trust, by a tax of $2 per one hundred pounds, 

11. The Oilcloth Trust, by a tax of 40 per cent. 

12. The Jute Bag Trust, by a tax of 40 per cent. 

13. The Cordage Trust, by a tax of 30 per cent. 

14, The Paper Envelope Trust, by a tax of 23 per cent. 

15. The Gutta Percha Trust, by a tax of 35 per cent. 

16, The Castor Oil Trust, by a tax of 80 cents per gallon. 

17. The Linseed Oil Trust, by a tax of 25 cents per gallon. 

13. The Cottonseed Oil Trust, by a tax of 25 cents per gallon, 

19. The Borax Trust, by a tax of $ per one hundred pounds. 

20, The Ultramarine Trust, by a tax of $ per one hundred pounds, 
And -so on, and they are adding to them day by day. Now, Mr. 
President, the favorite argument of our friends who sustain the high 
protective tariff is that high duties lower the cost of products to the 
consumer by reason of the competition between the manufacturers in- 
side of the United States. If that be so, why are these trusts created ? 
They are created because when foreign competition has been shut out 
and competition becomes acute and severe between American manu- 
facturers they come together and create these combines at the expense 
of the consumer in order to enbance their own profits. If the high pro- 
teetive tariff were removed the foreign competition would furnish, if 
not an absolute, certainly a most beneficial remedy to remove this evil. 

We have been told in some directions that the trusts and combines 
have nothing to do with the tariff. Mr. President, that reminds me 
of a very suspicious old gentleman who when the Siamese twins were 
in this country thought he would invest twenty-five cents in looking at 
this great naturalcuriosity. He paid the tax, went into the exhibition 
room, and there found two grown young men-posing before the audi- 
ence in the most approved style. He was very suspicious and he ex- 
amined them critically, and finally examined the ligament that bound 
them together in that world-renowned connection which scientists, even, 
were not able to explain, and he found in this ligament the pulsation 
which indicated animal life to the fullest extent. He stepped back, 
still suspicious, and said to them, ‘‘ Now, boys, tell me the truth; are 
you brothers?” [Laughter.] So with the connection between the 
trusts and the tariff. 

Mr. DAWES. Would it interfere with the Senator if I put a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr. DAWES. I appeciate the difficulties of this subject as well as 
theSenatordoes. [understand him to say that the remedy, the method 
of putting down the trusts in this country is to open these trusts to the 
competition of the foreign trusts. Now, the query I want to put to 
him is this: What is to hinder taking one more into a trust and taking 
the foreign trust into the American trust or the American trust into 
the foreign trust and then having it beyond all control ? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, Iam against all trusts, and the Sena- 
tor—— 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator does not get my point. I asked him 
what remedy he would get by erecting free trade so as to cause act- 
ive competition between the two trusts. Would there not be just the 
same motive and just the same opportunity and just the same facility 
to put these two trusts together when they were competing as there 
would be to have two competing with each other here at home ? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, any sort of assumption could be made 
as to what parties would come in as competitors from a foreign country, 
With that Tice nothing to do so far as the purposes of my arguments 
are concerned. I take it thatin the natural course of trade the for- 
eign importer would come in and compete with the American manu- 
facturer. I know absolutely that the purpose of the friends of a high 
protective tariff is to shut out foreign competition. IfI had any doubts 
about met they were removed in the last when my friend 
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from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and my friend from Rhode Island [Mr. ALD- 


RICH] and my friend from New York [Mr. Hiscock] applied in every 
case as to every item in the tariff bill that they re not the test 


whether protection was needed for the manufacturer in country or 
for the consumer, but how much of the competing article was brought 
in during the last year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield tome fora 
moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Did we not in that bill provide for a reduction of 
50 per cent. upon the sugar duty as against 18 per cent. in the House 
bill, cutting down the profits of the refiners of sugars one-sixth of a cent 
as compared with the House bill in addition? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes; they did all that. I understand there was a 
reduction upon sugar. I do not popoe to go into the sugar question 
just at this time, but in my judgment that reduction was in thein- 
terest of the refiner. The raw sugar was permitted to come in, which 
is their raw material. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill say to the Senator that if he will take half 
an hour to examine the details of that bill he will see that the reduc- 
tion made by the Senate bill was not only not in the interest of the re- 
finers, but was against their interest as compared with the bill that 
came to us from the House of Representatives, and against their pro- 
test. 


Mr. VEST, We discussed all that, and so far from taking a half hour 
I took something like two months on that bill and examined every pro- 
vision in it and every item in it, and without wanting to go into that 
argument and thrash over old straw I say now that the Senator and 
his colleagues took pains to increase the duties on all the necessaries 
of life that were imported in competition with American manufactures. 

Mr. DAWES. To wit, duties on what? 

Mr. VEST. On hardware, on woolen goods, on a dozen other articles 
that are absolutely necessaries of life, and refused to take them off 
lumber and salt and othér things that enter into the daily consumption 
of the American people. That is the fact, and the Senators know it. 

As a matter of conrse they reduced the duties upon coarse cotton 
cloths, because they are madein the South, but they took eare to put 
the duties up on fine cotton cloths, that are made in New England; and 
now the Senator from Iowa says they reduced the duties on sugar. 
That was because sugar was raised in Louisiana, It was for a climatic 
reason, and that only. If the sugar had been raised in the North, all 
of them, I think, would have “‘ taken sugar in theirs, ’’ and if the Senate 
wanted to reduce the duties upon necessaries why was it not done? 
It was not done because the Republican party could not afford to do it 
and did not do it. a 

Sir, I have spoken longer than I intended. I hope that some mem- 
ber of the majority, because it will be useless for me to do so, will 
move to refer this question to the Judiciary Committee. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Texas is now pE Ingle 2 subcommittee 
of that committee, together with other pro; legislation on this sub- 
ject, which has been introduced into the Senate, This is a subject so 
elaborate, so important, so overwhelming, that it should be approached 
with the greatest caution and treated with the test care. 

I sympathize with the objects of the Senator from Ohio. I am will- 
ing to vote for any bill which I think as a law will stand judicial criti- 
cism and construction, but in my judgment to pass a law which the 
Supreme Court would declare to be unconstitutional is simply to in- 
vite additional disaster. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I sympathize with a great deal that 
has been said by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] and agree to 
all that he has said against trusts and combinations, and I am willing 
to join hands with him in every effort that promises success to defeat 
them. I do not, however, sympathize with the expression which has 
been made here that a public legislator can not afford to resist efforts 
in the direction of unwise, illegal, and unconstitutional legislation bè- 
cause his may be misconstrued. One is always safe in predicat- 
ing his action upon the intelligence of the people, and they will un- 
derstand that the bill or the amendment to the bill now offered by the 
Senator from Ohio is absolutely ineffeetual to remedy the evils which 
he has so elaborately and ably commented upon. 

In reference to interstate and foreign commerce, I understand that 
he states the proposition to be that the initial point with us in respect 
of foreign and interstate commerce is when the merchandise is launched 
on its way to its destination, or at least is in the hands or possession of 
the common carrier who transports it there. There is no doubt that 
is the law of the land. Bearing that in mind, let us briefly take this 
amendment and see precisely what it means and what it pro’ what 

it covers and what transactions it declares void. It pro- 


oF more citizens or co! 
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It prohibits a contract and arrangement preceding the very act which 
gives Congress jurisdiction over it— 


importation, transportation, or sale of articles imported into the United States, 


The ion on the face of it applies to contracts which are made 
before tion has commenced, before the article is within the ye 
view of Constitution, and they are declared to be void. It is in 


the purchase of the goods, Mr. President, within the of the 
provision, that the combination may not be made to prevent importa- 
tion into this country, and ‘‘ with a view or which tend to prevent full 
and free competition,” is the p ing language. Goods may be pur- 
chased and diverted from the United States, and that may be the ob- 
ject of the combination, to send them elsewhere, divert them from com- 
ing here and flooding our markets, and the amendment proposed takes 
jurisdiction of that, 

I hope that the Senator from Ohio will point out the clause of the 
Constitution that gives us the power and the right to take jurisdiction 
of goods which may never be imported here; never come within the 
jurisdiction of the Federal Constitution or of the laws which have been 
passed under it. But an article reaches here, and, as has been well 
said, it has passed beyond the hands of the importer. 

It is then subject to State law, State taxation; and yet this amend- 
ment follows it, and under this provision ifit becomes a law penalties 
are imposed. At both ends it 1 tes with reference to commerce 
before the merchandise has been dispatched on its way to this coun- 
try, and after it has reached here and after it has been taken out of the 
volume of commerce. Let us take the next clause of this amendment: 

Or with a view or which tend to prevent full and free competition in articles 
of growin, production, or manufacture of any other State or Territory of thè 
United States, with similar articles of the growth, production, or manufacture 
of any other State or Terri , orin the tra: n or sale of like articles, the 


production of any State or Territory of the United States into or within any 
other State or Territory of the United States. 


That clause provides that if the trust may prevent competition of 
property which is grown in one State or Territory and merchandise 
which is manufactured in one State or Territory with that produced in 
another, then it is illegal and void; it need not be transported. I call 
the Senator’s attention to the effect. There may never have been an 
intention of transporting it into another State, and yet the proyision 
of this section of the bill applies to it, 

It takes control of the man of the mining, and of the agri- 
cultural industries of the whole country wherever there may be com- 
pauna as between the people of one State and the people ofanother. 

he language is explicit. As I remarked, the article may never have 
been produced for the purpose of transportation or delivery from one 
State into another, still this amendment reaches out and takes juris- 
diction of it. 

The damages which may have resulted from the trust may have been 
incurred by the individual before it has entered upon transit from one 
State to another, and yet, under the provisions of this billa plaintiff can 
recover. What follows? 

And all arrangements, trusts, or combinations between such citizens or cor- 
porations, made with a view or which tend to advance the cost to the consumer 
vad fee a articles, are hereby declared to be against public policy, unlawful, 

There is no limitation upon the language. It does not pretend to 
regulate interstate commerce. Let us go back to the first lines 
of the bill, ‘‘made witha view or which tend”? to do this; and these 
arrangements are yoid, under the provisions of the bill, as against pub- 
lic es It takes the control of every manufacturing industry; it 
takes the control of every mine; it takes the control of all the mer- 
chants, because, as I have said, it does not limit its operations and 
effects to goods in interstate commerce. 

And the circuit court of the United States shall have original jurisdiction of 
all suits of a civil nature at common law or in equity arising under this section, 
and to issue all remedial process, orders, or writs pro and necessary to en- 
force its provisions. And the Attorney-General and the several district attor- 
neys are hereby di , in the name of the United States, to commence and 
prosecute all such cases to final judgment and execution. $ 

Inquisitorial power is given to the officers of the General Govern- 
ment to reach into the management of every industry in the United 
States, and I repeat it does not depend upon the fact that the merchan- 
dise is to be involved in interstate commerce. Not at all. If by its 
production a certain effect may be had, if it may compete in any way, 
the penalties follow. Now, with the interchange of commodities we 
have in this country, it is fair to say that wheat raised in Dakota com- 
petes with wheat raised in New York if not a bushel of that wheat is 
transported to the State of New York. Competition is now in the 
markets of the world, and it is not confined to States or the markets of 
States between themselves, 

If this bill shall be carried into effect I shall ex the Senator from 
Ohio to present here next year an amendment to it that manufacturers 
are to be licensed and their business carried on under the restrictions 
of that license and under the inquisitorial power of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, the district attorneys, or some other officials. 

It seems to me, Mr, President, that I have commented enough on the 
enormities, the far-reaching effect of this bill if it shall become a law 
and be declared by the courts to be constitutional. The logic of the 
decision will be for Con; to take control of every producing inter- 
est in the veS of the Union. 

The Senator from Ohio has read several decisions here upon thesub- 
ject of the power of the courts over this question and the illegality of 
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these trusts. In each case that he cited the court established its juris- 
diction and its power to afford a remedy, and the Senate would have 
been under great obligation to the Senator from Ohioif he had pointed 
to a single case as to which there is not a complete remedy or may not 
be a complete remedy under State laws. Ishould be obliged to him if, 
in the progress of this discussion, before its cl he would point out 
and describe the cases in which there is not ample jurisdiction in the 
Legislatures and courts of the States, respectively, in respect to all these 
trusts and combines, 

As I have already said, interstate commerce commences when the 
goods are entered for transportation from one State to another. Up to 
that point of time every contract made in reference to them, the con- 
trol of the goods themselves, is within the jurisdiction of the State courts 
and of the Legislatures of the States, respectively. 

I think something has been said here that the framers of the Con- 
stitution neglected to put something in the Constitution that might 
properly have been placed there giving Congress the proper authority 
in respect to this subject. 

Why did they need to put it there? I ask, Mr. President, bearing in 
mind what I have stated, that up to the point when an article of pro- 
duction is delivered to the common carrier every contract in reference 
to it and the custody of the goods is within the jurisdiction of the 

ture of the State in which it starts, and when it reaches another 
State it is subject to the jurisdiction of the courts and of the laws of 
that State. 

It is with reference to interstate commerce that Congress has the 
right to take jurisdiction; that is the act of exchange from one State to 
another; and we all know why that provision was placed in the Con- 
stitution. One of the chief reasons was that the General Government 
might prevent States from practically prohibiting commerce between 
each other, for the purpose of regulating taxation upon property which 
was to go from one State to another. The purpose was obvious; but it 
was not the intention of the framers of the Constitution to take the 
jurisdiction of the property until it had passed beyond the point when 
it was subject to State taxation and State control. 

The Senator from Ohio has seemed to think, and has argued here, 
that we might take control of this subject on account of that provision 
of the Constitution which gives jurisdiction to the courts of persons, 
forms of action, and all that. I hopein the progress of this discussion 
the Senator will tell us if he believes that our courts can create a cause 
of action. That is the question involved here as he presentsit. They 
may have jurisdiction of the litigants and of the cause of action in 
actions of law ané in equity, but it should be borne in mind they have 
no power to create a cause of action. They have ample and full juris- 
diction over the remedies, but the creation of the cause of action rests 
with the law-making power, and not with the court, and Congress, the 
law-making power, looks to the Constitution for its authority to create 
a cause of action, and nowhere else, 

Mr. President, criticisms have been made upon this bill that in my 
judgment may be obviated by amendments to it. I have devoted no 
time to defects of that kind. The objections that I make to the bill 
are fundamental; they can not be obviated by any amendments that 
possibly can be proposed. 

What I maintain is that whenever property, either in process of 
manufacture or completely manufactured, has not already been put 
on its course of transit either into this country or from one State to 
another, whatever the intention may haye been in its production, up 
to the point of time when it is started to its destination, absolute and 
complete control of that property is within the legislative power, the 
law-making power, and the jurisdiction of the courts, of the States and 
countries respectively in which it is situated. 

If the Senator from Ohio will point to asingle case iu which the Leg- 
islature and the courts have not the one the power to give the other 
jurisdiction, and the latter to administer it, I will join hands with him 
in an effort to perfect a bill by Congress that shall give to the Federal 
courts jurisdiction with reference to that subject. Butit must be borne 
in mind that this is nota jurisdiction that can be abdicated by the 
States. It is nota jurisdiction that can be possessed by a State and 
the General Government at the same time. There is no partnership in 
respect to it, and there can be none. If the States have jurisdiction 
the National Government can not have it, and if the National Govern- 
ope has jurisdiction, or can take it, it can not be possessed by the 

tates, 

As I said some time since, my objections to the bill are fundamental; 
they can not be reached by Congressional 1 tion. According to the 
cases that have been read here, there is full and ample power on the 
part of each State Legislature in t to this very subject. Why 
not then leave it there as a matter of right and wrong between the 
States? Local and State sentiment will e care of these questions, 
It does not depend upon one State alone. The State from which the 
goods are started bas jurisdiction and the States to which they are con- 
signed has it also. ` 

Mr. President, I have nọt gone thropgh with this bill to elaborate 
the different subjects, all the matters of which it proposes to take juris- 
diction. The language is remarkable in it: 

Bade with a view or which tend to prevent full and free competition, 


I can summon here to answer those who would be injured by the 
bill whose voice would be as potential to put up or down the supporter 
of it as all those who can be invoked by popular clamor against trusts; 
and I hope we shall be told in the progress of this discussion if there 
is a labor organization in the United States that is not affected by it. 
Every organization which attempts to take the control of the labor that 
it puts into the market to advance its price is interdicted by this bill. 

Sir, Iam one of those who believe in labor organizations. I believe 
the only safety to labor rests in the poner to combine as against capital 
and assert its rights and defend itself. 

The criminal section of this pro law has been eliminated from it. 
Perhaps it was wise to do that, because under that section these or- 
ganizations and their promoters might have been reached. Possibly 
under the damage provisions in the bill they never would be pursued; 
but it strikes at them as viciously as it is possible to conceiveof. Will 
it be said that their combinations are not made with a view ofadvanc- 
ing costs and regulating the sale of property ? Will it be argued that 
they do not directly do it? If we have entered upon a race to out- 
strip each other in the denunciation of capital, the manufacturing in- 
dustries, the combinations of capital, and it is to be on the line of the 
support of this bill, I announce that there are two sides to it. If Sen- 
ators are to be deterred from their opposition to it by this clamor, I 
call their attention to the fact that the bill takes within its embrace 
those affected by its provisions and injured by its provisions who are 
very potential in asserting their rights and respect for their wishes. 

In my judgment, Mr. President, neither this bill nor any like it 
should be enacted into law unless it is within the warrant of our 
charter, unless we are satisfied that it is legal and constitutional. No 
attempt should be made to reach into the States and take from the ju- 
risdiction of the State Legislatures the subjects of which they have full 
and ample control. 

AID TO COMMON sCHOOLS. 


During the remarks of Mr. HISCOCK, 

Mr. BLAIR. By the courtesy of the Senator from New York I ask 
the floor to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
refused to order to a third reading Senate bill No. 185, the educational 
bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the motion, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A motion to reconsider the vote upon the 
educational bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from New York yield to me a 
moment? 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— A 

Mr. INGALLS, I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have the floor. My motion is pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand that the Sen- 
ator from Kansas wishes present consideration of the motion which he 
has just made? [A pause.] The Senator from New York will proceed. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


After the remarks of Mr. Hiscock— : 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that when the Senate adjourn to- 
day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope not. I hope the Senate will meet to- 
morrow. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I did not suppose there would be any 
objection to the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senate will meet to-morrow for the 
purpose of disposing of business on the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. As far as I am concerned, I have no de- 
sire to interfere with the wish of the Senate. I find that I can dispose 
of a good deal more work by having one day in the week that I can 
devote to work outside of the Senate Chamber, and I was in hopes that 
the Senate would adjourn over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas withdraw 
his motion ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am willing to let the Senate determine 
the question. I prefer to have a vote upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet 
on Monday next. z 

The question being put, a division was called for, and the ayes were 
16— 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will withdraw 
his motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To save time I call for the yeas and nays. 

Tho yere and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when Mr. FAULKNER’S name was called). The Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] requested me to state that he is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. The Sena- 
tor from West Virginia is necessarily absent. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray], but I take the liberty to transfer my pair to my colleague 
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[Mr. FARWELL], so that both the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], 
with whom my colleague is paired, and myself can vote. I vote ‘‘nay. 

Mr. PASCO. I vote ‘yea.’ 

Mr. WASHBURN (after having voted in the oe I havea 
general pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. and I with- 
draw my vote. a 

Mr. HIGGINS (after having voted in the negative). 

erally with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPuerson]. I 
id not observe that he was out of the Chamber when I voted, and I 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the affirmative), Has the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. GEORGE. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. I thought he was 
in the Chamber when I voted. I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Barbour, Gorman, Pasco, Walthall. 
Bate, Hampton, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Berry, Harris, Reagan, 
Coke, Hearst, Turpie, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 

NAYS—2. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Pierce, Ste 
Allison, Frye. latt, Teller, 
Cullom, Hawley, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, iscock, Bawyer, 'olcott. 
Dawes, Hoar, Sherman, 
Dixon, Morrill, Spooner, 
Dolph, Padd Stanford, 

ABSENT—40. 

Allen, Chandler, Hale, Morgan, 
Beck, Cockrell, Higgins, Payne, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Ingalls, 4 A 
Blair, E 3 Jones of Nevada, 7. 
Bi Evarts, Kenna, m, 
Brown, Farwell, McMillan, Squire, 
Butler, Faulkner, McPherson, Stockbridge, 
Call, George, Manderson, Vance, 
Cameron, Gibson, Mitchell, Voorhees, 
Casey, Gray, Moody, Washburn, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
February 28, 1890, a statement in regard to expenses of a three-years’ 
cruise around the world of one line-of-battle ship of 10,000 tons dis- 
placement, etc. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the communication. 

Mr. FRYE. Why should not that be printed and referred to t 
Committee on Naval Affairs without being read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the communjca- 
tion will be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and pri 


TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations in re- 
straint of trade and production, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed Si Mr. INGALLS to the amendment of Mr, REAGAN. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, with some of the criticisms made 
upon the bill reported by the Senator from Ohio I it I think the 
country is debtor to that distinguished Senator for his efforts to furnish 
a remedy for a great and dangerous evil, I know the difficulty of pre- 
paring a bill to be enacted by Co to meet this evil. I have pre- 
sented an amendment by way of substitute for the bill reported by the 
Senator from Ohio. Ido not know but that when it becomes subject 
to criticism it may fare as badly as his bill has done, and yet I have 
tried to formulate a measure which would obviate the objections that 
have been urged to his. Whatever authority we have here over this 
subject is derived from the provision in the Constitution which confers 
upon Congress the power to regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and between the States. Keeping that in view, I will read the first 
section of the amendment which I have offered: 

ion of any t 

a RAAE M Ol wy oa: YEIN ay POA oe 
with any foreign country, or between the States, or between any State and the 
District of Columbia, or between any State and any Territory of the United 
States, or any owner or part owner, agent, or manager ofany corporation usin; 
its powers for either of the purposes specified in the second section of this act, 

be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be 
fined in a sum not ex: ng $10,000, or imprisonment at hard labor in the pen- 


itentiary not exceeding five years, or by both of said penalties, in the discretion 
of the court trying the same. 


|] 

I concede that the penalty provided here isa very strong one, but it 
is designed to meet a very great evil perpetrated by powerful and 
wealthy parties. It is designed to arrest and prevent an evil which 
can only be met, inmy judgment, by coercive measures, Now, 
I desire to call attention to the second n of my amendment, which 
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is simply intended as a definition of the things 
section. 


‘| unlawful occupations. 


prohibited in the first 
The second section is: = 


That a trust is acombination of capital, skill, or acta by two or more persons, 
ns, ions of persons, or of any two or more of them 


coi or 
for either, any, or all of the following purposes: 


It will be understood that it is for these purposes when performed 


under the influence of the first section of this proposed act, that is, by 
persons the 
States: 


engaged in commerce with foreign countries or between 


First. To create or carry out any restrictions in trade. 
Second. To limit or reduce the production or to increase or reduce the price 


o hid T ve Pener in th ufact making, purchase, sale, 
. To prevent com on e manufacture, Z, p 
or rtation of SSenchanaion: produce, or commodities. 

Fo To fix astandard or figure whereby the price to the public shall bein 
any manner controlled or established of any article, commodity, merchandise, 
produce, or commerce intended for sale, use, or consumption. 

Fifth. To create a monopoly in the making, manufacture, purchase, sale, or 
transportation of any merchandise, article, produce, or commodity, 

Sixth. To make, or enter into, or execute, or carry out auy contract, obliga- 
tion, or agreement of any kind or description by which they shall bind or shall 
have bound themselves not to manufacture sell, dispose of, or transport any 
article or commodity, or article of trade, use, merchandise, or consumption be- 
low a common standard figure, or by which they shall in any manner, 
to keep the price of such article, commodity, or transpo ion at a fixed or 

uated figure or by which they shall, in any manner, establish or settle the 
peee of any article, commodity, or transportation between themselves, or be- 
ween themselves and others, so as to preclude free and unrestricted competi- 
tion among themselves and others in the sale and transportation of any such 
article or commodity, or by which they shall agree to pool, combine, or unite 
in any interest they may have in connection with the sale or transportation of 
any such article or commodity that its price may, in any manner, beso affected. 

Sec. 3. That cach day any of the persons, associations, or corporations afore- 
said shall be engaged in violating the provisions of this act shall be héld to be 
a separate offense. 


I am advised that some criticisms have been made upon the second 
section; thatit relates to things which it is said Congress has no jurisdic- 
tion of. I apprehend that those who makethatcriticism read the sec- 
ond section of the bill without considering that everything in the 
second section is controlled by the provision of the first section, which 
makes the things referred to in the second section those which are in- 
volved in commerce with foreign nations or among the several States. 

As to the authority of Congress to act upon the subject, that is all I 
now care to say upon that point. Ideem it proper to say that, though 
I was present when the Senator from Ohio gave notice yesterday even- 
ing that he would call the subject up to-day, other duties prevented 
any consideration of it which might prepare me to discuss it now as 
its importance and merits deserve. 

It will be seen that, as between the bill reported by the Senator from 
Ohio and my amendment, his provides for civil suits only for damages 
by persons who conceive themselves to be injured, damaged by these 
unlawful combinations, while the amendment which I have presented 
does not make provision for civil suits, but provides for a criminal pros- 
ecution and severe penalties against those who may be engaged in these 
After what has been said by other Senators 
this morning on the subject, if we were better prepared to discuss these 
points it is not necessary that I should go over the evils which it is in- 
tended to prevent by this character of legislation. I am inclined, how- 


ever, to think that if the amendment which I present should be adopted ` 


as a substitute for the bill of the Senator from Ohio, it would be well 
to incorporate in it after its adoption, or at some time, a provision of 
that measure authorizing civil suits. I am inclined to think that it 
would be well that whatever law should be adopted on this subject 
should embrace both jurisdiction of civil and criminal proceedings to 
prevent and punish these evils. 

In speaking of this subject and in looking at its difficulties, I feel 
sure, notwithstanding the great demaud for action by Congress, that 
the people interested, the people oppressed and distressed by operation 
of these trusts, look too much to the Congress of the United States for 
the desired relief, Congress can go no further, as I understand its 
authority under the Constitution, than to provide a remedy with ref- 
erence to those things which come into the category of commerce with 
foreign nations and commerce between the States. That is as far asit 
may rightfully go; and it seems to me that it is one of the highest and 
most important duties under the circumstances that it should go that 
far. Butif the people of this country expect salutary relief on this 
subject they must look to their State governments, for they have juris- 
diction over the great mass of transactions out of which these troubles 
grow. If the Federal Government will act upon those things which 
relate tointernational and interstate commerce, and the States, respond- 
ing to the necessity of the country and the-complaints of the people, 
will act upon the branch of subjects of which the States have jurisdic- 
tion, we may, it seems to me, arrest the evil of trusts and combinations 
to augment prices or to depress prices in the interest of monopoly and 
for the oppression and wrong of the people. 

Tam inclined to say right here, Mr. President, that it seems to me 
unfortunate that of late years the people of this oua, whenever a 
grievance arises, feel that they must appeal to Congress for the redress 
of that grievance without considering whether it is one that Congress 
can redyess or not. The idea seems to have become prevalent all over 
the country thatanything which is wrong, anything which oppresses or 
depresses the people, must be remedied by Congress. I think it most 
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unfortunate that the people forget that their own local governments at 
home, controlled by their immediate representatives, are able to fur- 
nish the remedies for most of the grievances of w. they complain, 
and for many of which they complain over which Congress has no power 
whatever. On this subject, however, Congress does have a limited 
power; but the exercise of its power under the Constitution and the 
doing of what it may do rightfully under the Constitution will not 
give relief to the people of the country unless the Legislatures of the 
‘several States take hold of the subject and make provisions there which 
will cover the larger number and the greater amount of the wrongs 
complained of by the people. 

I had intended to make a criticism upon the bill of the Senator from 
Ohio which has in pet been made by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] and in part by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hrscock]; and 
inasmuch as those criticisms have been made I do not feel dis: to oc- 
cupy the attention of the Senate by going over them again. Isimply say 
in conclusion that I think the bill presented by the committee is objec- 
tionable on account of its not being within the provisions of the Consti- 
tution for the most part of it. first clause of the first section is 
within the provisions of the Constitution, that which relates to com- 
merce with foreign-nations. A good deal of it, I think, is not within 
the provisions of the Constitution; and if the Senate should agree with 
me upon that point and should then agree with me that the provisions 
of the amendment which I have presented are within the purview of 
the Constitution, I shall hope they will adopt the amendment which I 
have ted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not desire at this hour of the 
day, or at any time indeed, to discuss the merits of the bill presented 
by the Committee on Finance. I only rise now to occupy a few mo- 
ments somewhat in response to the suggestions made by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vesr], who has discussed the question so fully. 

I must say that his argument as a lawyer discourages me somewhat 
as respects a remedy for these so-called trusts or combinations, If I 
understood the Senator correctly, he says that without an amendment 
of the Constitution the only practical remedy there is at this time is 
either an abolition or a great reduction of tariff duties or concurrent 
legislation of the States and of the United States, I suppose as respects 
interstate commerce; that beyond this narrow limit we have no power 
here to legislate upon this subject. 

To fortify his argument as respects the tariff, he stated, as I under- 
stood him, that the tariff is the fruitful source of these combinations, 
If that be true, it is a curious thing to me that all these great combi- 
raya in our country are practically outside of and independent of the 
tari 

“The Senator read a number of trusts froma statement which he held in 
his hand, showing that the articles in the combinations alluded to by him 
were also articles that were included in the tariff schedules. But the 
complaint of the people, as I understand it, is not in respect mainly to 
the articles emb within the tariff. I know it is true as respects 
the great article of sugar. ‘Those whom I represent upon this floor in 
part, living in the State of Iowa, and those represented I have no doubt 

part by the Senatorfrom Missouri, are in favor practically of no tariff 
duty upon ne They believe that sugar is a necessary of life, and 
they believe that because of the fact that our entire production of sugar 
in this country amounts to but one-tenth of the consumption, the duty 
upon sugar is a tax upon that consumption, and therefore cog’ Gray for 
its abolition or practical abolition if we can spare the revenue from that 
source, 

With the exception of sugar and with the exception perhaps of steel 
rails, I know of no product in this country to-day (and in this I shall 
be glad to be corrected if I am mistaken) of any great magnitude that 
is affected by the tariff. 

Nor will I admit that the tariff duty in and of itself produces even 
the trust. Iam not sure but that if sugar was to-day free, as it 
is in Great Britain, there would still be a combination among the sugar- 
refiners of our country to hold the market of our country. Whilst I 
have no doubt the present high rate of duty upon sugar has to some 
extent the effect to enable refiners and others more thoroughly to com- 
plete this combination, as fewer men can engage in sugar g be- 
cause of the high duty, yet I believe that if there was no duty upon 
sugar it would still be possible for a combination to exist here as respects 
the refining of rea 

So it is practi¢ally with steel rails, The price of steel rails in Eng- 
land is substantially the price of steel rails in the United States to-day. 
Therefore the combination, if there be a combination, has not at this 
time any effect upon the price of steel rails in the United States. I 
will join the Senator from Missouriin making a properand fair reduc- 
tion of the duty on steel rails when we reach the question of the tariff, 
but the tariff on steel rails to-day has practically no effect upon the 
price, opines as I have stated, the price abroad is nearly equal to the 
price at home, 

The Senator from Missouri illustrated his argument by reference to 
the copper trust. It is well known to every man who has studied the 
copper question that we can put copper upon the free-list any moment 
we choose to do so. We reduced the duty one-half upon copper in the 
proposed act of 1888, and it might just as well have been put upon the 
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free-list. There has been a trust in copper. I do not know whether it 
exists now, but I presume it does. But that trust has not even an ex- 
istence in the United States. It is a combination in a foreign jurisdic- 
tion which comes here and buys all the copper we produce and all the 
copper produced in the world. We are the Tareh producers of copper 
in the world. Weare large exporters of copper to foreign countries. 
Therefore the duty upon copper has no more effect as respects trusts 
than if copper was upon the free-list. 

The Senator from Missouri read one or two little instances or illus- 
trations of trusts as respects our tariff, but I waited for him to show 
illustrations from the great tariff schedules as respects trusts and eom- 
binations resulting from the tariff. What are the great schedules that 
we deem important to protect American manufactures against similar 
manufactures and products of foreign countries? They are the great 
staples of woolen and cotton and Jeather and iron and steel. 

The Senator from Missouri, with a production of steel of perhaps one 
thousand five hundred million dollars per annum, only illustrated by 
his statement as respects steel railsand nails, Those two items as com- 

with the great production of steel and iron in our country are 
infinitesimal and mere ‘‘ leather and prunella.” The manufactures of 
iron extend throughout the length and breadth of our country. Al- 
though there may be a few instances where iron production or steel 
production is under these trust combinations, I maintain that they are 
not there, because there is a tariff duty upon the articles. 

Who has ever heard of a trust in woolen goods and woolen manu- 
factures? The Senator from Missouri said the Committee on Finance of 
last year failed to reduce the duties upon woolen goods, and upon wool, 
and thereby oppressed the constmers of the country. Those consumers, 
whatever may be their conditions and relations to the tariff duties, 
which I will not discuss now, are not oppressed by reason of trust com- 
binations. I state without fear of successful contradiction that in the 
two or three hundred millions of woolen goods manufactured in the 
United States there is no trust combination as those manufact- 
ures, and if Iam mistaken in this I should be to be corrected now 
by any Senator. 

Take the great manufacture of cotton, which the Senator from Mis- 
souri says in oar tariff bill last year we reduced as ts the lower 
grades of cotton, and not upon the higher, and he HEE PAS to criti- 
cise the committee by saying that that was done because the coarser 
cottons were manufactured in the Southern States and the finer prod- 
ucts in the North. Mr. President, for myself, and for myself alone, I 
want to say to the Senator from Missouri that in dealing with the 
tariff I know no section of the Union, whether it be North or South. 
The reason why the duties upon cotton fabrics of a coarser character 
were proposed to be reduced was because those who produced those 
fabrics said they could produce them in competition with the world 
upon the rate we fixed. Yet with all these millions of cotton manu- 
factures in the United States there is not a trust in any one of them 
of which I have ever heard. 

Take another great article which is protected by the tariff, the arti- 
cle of leather and its productions. Boots and shoes and all the prod- 
ucts of leather are produced in the United States, and are uced 
relatively at as cheap a rate as they are produced abroad, notwithstand- 
ing our tariff duties. They amount to hundreds of millions of dollars 
per annum. There is not within the range of all the States of this 
Union a trust or combination in the manufacture of boots and shoes. 

So we are developing in this country a great silk industry. I have 
not heard, I do not know, how many millions of production we have, 
certainly up to the fifties, being nearly one-half of the silk consumed 
in the United States, and protected by a heavy duty upon silk manu- 
factures. If there is now or ever has been a trust or combination as 
ye the silk manufactures of the United States, I have not heard 
of it. 

£o, Mr. President, agreeing to what the Senator says as respects trusts 
and combinations, I differ with him absolutely in the statement that 
they originate wholly in our tariff 1 tion. If we shall put wool 
and woolens upon the free-list, if we shall put cotton and manufact- 
ures of cotton n the free-list, if we shall put leather and all its prod- 
ucts upon the list, there will be no more and no less combina- 
tions in this country. If we should put practically all the iron upon 
the free-list, it would not change the trust relations and combinations 
except as to a few articles which were named by the Senator from Mis- 
souri. x 

These combinations exist, I admit, under the tariff in some of its re- 
lations, but the mass of these great combinations exist outside of itand 
beyond it. ‘The Senator from Missouri himself is chairman of an im- 

rtant committee looking into a very important industry in our 
Western States, as respects the slaughtering of beef. He has been en- 
gaged in taking testimony upon that question. It is the commonand 
the current belief among the farmers of the State in which I reside and 
of all the West that there is a combination in the city of Chicago which 
not only keeps down the priceof cattle upon the hoof, butalso hassuch 
relations and situations as the internal commerce of this coun- 
try that its members are enabled to make the consumers of beef pay 
a high price for that article, Does any for a moment say that this 
great combination, involving the price of cattle perhaps in all the 


Northwestern States and Territories, has in the slightest degree its ori- 
gin in the tariff? Certainly not. 

So I might illustrate by going into other great trusts in our country, 
like the whisky trust. Is that controlled in any way by the tariff? 
Yet it is perfectly well known that the production of distilled spirits 
is and has been under a close trust for a good many years. 

Take the Standard Oil Trust, another great and ramif 


corpora- 
tion, not only in this country, but throughont the world. That com- 
bination, whatever it is, not only controls practically the price of the 


raw material in our country, but it controls the price of the refined oil 
throughout the civilized world. Year by year as we go on we not only 
produce more of this raw material in our own country, but we add 
year by year to the exports of refined oil in competition with the rest 
of the globe, and without any relation or without any respect whatever 
to the tariff, 

Mr. President, there has been in our Western country for four years 
a combination as respects the production of oatmeal. Is that affected 
in any way by the tariff? Yet the producers of oatmeal have had a 
local combination whereby they have been enabled to keep up the price 
of oatmeal, not only to the cost of production, but to a point of reason- 
able profit, and sometimes beyond it, as I have heard. 

So, when I heard the declamation of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES} the other day, and again repeated in substance by the 
Senator from Missouri (Mr. Vest] to-day, that our tariff system is the 
fruitful source of all our woes, I can not forbear for a single moment 
to show, not by going into debate, but by mere illustration, that al- 
though I agreed with those gentlemen who are in favor of remodeling 
and revising the tariff, if we are to correct the great evils which arise 
from combinations and trusts in this country, we shall fall far short of 
our duty and far short of accomplishing what we propose if we under- 
take to do it simply by a change and modification of tariff rates. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I welcome this discussion as respects the 
measure of our duty here and as respects the means whereby we can 
accomplish the desired result. I undertake to say that it is our duty 
to the extent of our power, whatever that power may be, to put upon 
our statute-books such national legislation as we can put there inhibit- 
ing these combinations and trusts, and I merely call attention to the 
fact that that is our duty in connection with the fact, that we can not 
do it by merely i or changing existing tariff rates. 

Mr, TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. IN- 
GALLS] has offered a very important amendment. I suppose this de- 
bate will not be closed to-day, and I do not propose now to discuss the 
bill before the Senate particularly, unless there is a disposition to vote 
upon it to-night. It will not be voted upon to-day, I understand. 

I rose to call the attention of the Senate a little more in detail to a 
question I asked the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], who on sev- 
eral occasions I have heard express the opinion that these which 
have become very prevalent in this country, were the result of the 
tariff, and that, too, in the face of what the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] has so well just said, that the principal trusts in this coun- 
try and against which there is the greatest complaint, and under which 
the people are suffering the most, have no relation whatever to the 
tariff. There is not a civilized country anywhere in the world now 
that is not more or less cursed with trusts. A trast may not be always 
an evil, A trust for certain p which may mean simply a com- 
bination of capital, may be a valuable thing to the community and the 
country. There have been trusts in this country that have not been 
injurious. But the general complaint against trusts is that they pre- 
vent competition. 

I have before me, and I propose to read, testimony taken in 1886 be- 
fore the British Commission to inquire into the cause of the depression 
of trade. If I had known that this'discussion was coming up to-day 
(and it is only by accident that I have this book with me) I could have 
read other testimony showing that there are other trusts besides the one 
Iam going to mention. 

Mr. I. T. Smith was called before the commission on the 17th day 
of December, 1885, and interrogated with reference to a trust that I 
suppose the Senator from Missouri must have heard about, whether he 
has ever read this report or not, because I think everybody who has 
studied the industrial question in this country has known that that 
trust existed—a trust composed, as will be seen by reading here, ofall 
the steel manufacturers of Great Britain with one single exception, of 
all of the manufacturers of steel rails in Germany with the exception 
of two, and of all the Belgian manufacturers. I need not observe that 
it was composed of the great free-trade country, Great Britain, on the 
one hand; Germany, a protective country, on the other; and Belgium, 
the country of free trade par excellence, where they have free trade with 
all its beauties, including the yoking of women and dogs together to do 
the common work. This Mr. Smith said (I shall read the questions and 
the answers): 


Can you gre us any information with regard to the association which we 
understand been formed for the purpose of distributing the orders received 
for the manafacture of rails? 
cog graner arth Sabanda origin of that association, and the conduct of 
was two years ago— 


At which time steel rails were being sold at less than 4/, per ton at the works, 


indirect loss in that way? - The competition becameso keen that we gotdown to 
less than £4 a ton at the works. Aftersome time the makersin England, all ex- 
cept one ghey piraan to join the association, and it was decided to endeavor to 
associate the Belgians and Germans with us as being the only two countries 
that exported rails, 

You will see later that when other countries attempted it they in- 
terfered with their exportations. 


It ended, after taking the figures of three years of the exports from the three 
countries, that Great Britain kept 66 per cent. of the entire export trade— 


Now, this is in the trust— 


Belgium had 7 percent., and Germany 27 per cent. We have since modified the 
division a very little, and given Germany l or 2 per cent, more and Belgium 
1} per cent.; but in effect this country has reserved two-thirds of the 
trade. The nextthing that we had to do, having arene upon what proportion 
each country was to haye of the orders of the world, was to agree amongst our- 
selves how we should divide those orders, and we thereupon assessed the capabil- 
ities of each work, each company representing a certain numberof parts out of 
one hundred parts. The effect of this has been that we have gone on for two 
years dividing the orders in something likea gropar proportion, and we have 
maintained a price of 41, 13s, a ton at the works, it having been when we began 4. 
In this last distribution he is speaking of the distribution among the 
English manufacturers, and not the manufacturers of the world. He 
continues at some length, but as the hour is late I will not read it all. 
The chairman said: id 

Who regulates the prices, the council? 

A. Yes; we have never altered the price, but once raised 2s, 6d. a ton four 
months after we commenced, and we have continued that since. Personally, 
Ishould prefer to reduce it again, but in an association of this kind you are 
obh: to deal yery carefully with the opinions of those you are working with, 
and it is only recently that we have all come to the conclusion that to avoid the 
competition of firms outside the union we must reduce the price considerably, 

Evidently they were making rails at a good round profit or they 
would not voluntarily reduce the price. Mr. Dale, one of the board, 
asks this question: 
ti Mr. DALE Your association is charging more than they really need to charge 

or F 
A. Weare not charging much profit. 

Mr. DeumMoxp. What rtion of the firms in England are in the union? 

A. All except one; in Germany all except two, and in Belgium all the firms 
are in the union. 

The CxHarnuay. What would be the position of a man opening a new firm? 

A. The position of a man opening a new firm would be that if he would not 
join the union we should have to put our price to the point that would preyont 
other people coming into it. The point to which we regulate our ee A is to 
minimize competition as much as we can. 

Mr. HOULDSWORTH, When you say all the firms you mean stee!-making firms? 

A. Yes; steel-rail makers. 

pore oe association extend to anything except rails? 

o. 

Mr. DALE. Does the firm that stood out at first come in? 

A. No; they still stand out, 

Have the prices since you established the association been such as were cal- 
culated to insure an inordinate profit or such as were calculated rather to in- 
sure loss by undue competition? 

A. price was fixed at very much what we éonsidered the cost price world - 
be at the least favored works, and any amountof profit upon the prices we fixed 
is due to the better position and better plant of the various works. 


There is no competition at all. They took the lowest as they always 
do in such cases, the price of the least favored works, and made that the 
standard price, which gave, of course, to the more favored works a great 
advantage. 


And any amount of profit upon the prices we fixed is due to the bettor posi- 
tion and better plant of the various works. 

Did your least favored works agree to that? 

A. The least favored works are in a minority, 

Mr. cy Could you say how much you advanced the price under the ar- 
rangement? 

A. Ishould say that we advanced the price certainly by from 12s. 6d. to 13s. a 
ton. 

Upon what price? 
A. Upon the price that was current when the association ; butitis not 
quite fair to consider it in that way, because it was impossible forthe that” 
existed when the association started to be maintained for any len; of time; 
it was absolute ruin to almost everybody to go on, 

Soe ee would have been about 4i. then, according to the figure you hare 


A. Under the extreme competition that was going on just at the time we 
started it was about 4l., and we put the price up to 4, 15s., but we have only re- 
alized about 44 13s., because there have been a good many cases in which we 
have had to compete with France, and one or two cases in which we have had 
tocompete with Ausiria,and when any firm supplies rails under the standard 
price the price is made up out of the funds of the association. 

I hope the Senator from Missouri understands that system of exe- 
cuting a trust. That simply means that when France undertook to 
export rails and Austria undertook to export rails, some member of the 
association put down the price of rails to such an extent that he lost by 
it, and the association made up the difference in order to rnin the ex- 
port of France and Austria. : 

This contains very interesting reading, but I will not detain the Sen- 
ate with the entire volume. After asking as to the amoant of rails 
they had produced, the examination proceeded thus: 

Then we may take it that the result of the combination has not assisted at 
all the quantity, although it has given the iron-masters a somewhat better price? 

A. As faras we can make out the combination has not interfered with the 
volume of trade at all; we can not make out that we have lost a single order 
that would have been placed if the combination had not existed. 

But then you still have the fact before you that you have willingly surren- 
dered to Germany, during the period I haye named, 246,000 tons? 
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A. Wehave willingly surrendered, that is true; but we should have had prob- 


ably to surrender aa equal quantity if we had gone on competing and to have 


surrendered it ata less price. The.share of work given to the s and 
Bel, s in the last two years is based upon giving them the share that they 
took in 1881, 1 and , in competition with us, 
Mr, PALMER, M Lask woe you gave2 cent., recently, more to Germany ? 
A, Because the Germans alleged that there had been an error in the figure 
upon which our calculation was made two years ago. 


Then the witness went on to say that by the terms of this combina- 
tion they were nearly ready to close, but they were considering the pro- 
priety of continuing this trust. 

The Senator from Missouri has on several occasions complained of the 
tariff, especially with reference to steel rails, as I understood he did to- 
day, and as to steel generally, notwithstanding, as stated by the Senator 
from Iowa, practically steel rails and steel have been at the same price 
in Great Britain and in this country for a number of years. In Decem- 
ber, 1885, steel rails were sold in Great Britain, according to the testi- 
mony to be found in this book, for more money than they were selling 
for in New York, and I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri and the Senate toa statement made here as to the manufacture 
of steel generally. 

This is the testimony of Mr. Vickers, who is a steel manufacturer, 
and I want to say that the commission which took this testimony did 
not call before it Tom, Dick, and Harry, but it called men who stood 
at the front in the industrial enterprises in Great Britain. It took the 
masters of the question and brought ther before it, and there never has 
been in the history of the world such a collection of important facts con- 
nected with the history of the industries of a country as was collected 
before that commission; and it is important both on account of the 
industry of the men who took it and on account of the great character 
and learning of the men who werein business who appeared before the 
commission. If this book could be put before the American people, it 
they could read the whole of it, the Senator from Missouri and those 
who think like him would have very little to say, I imagine, about the 
benefits of free trade to the industrial enterprises of any country. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado a ques- 
tion, which it seems to me concerns the people of this country a great 
deal more than the evidence taken before that commission. Does he 
not know that it is a fact that the steel-makers, including the steel- 
rail men, in this country entered into a trust afew years ago; that they 
made a trast here in the United States in order to put up the price and 
brs dy 2 the price of steel rails and other steel products? 

Mr. TELLER. I understand they did, but they made it just ex- 
actly as it was made in Great Britain, and they will make it without 
any tariff; and if we had been exporters of rails, which we are now to 
some extent, but not largely, our American rail manufacturers would 
have entered into that trust with the British. I have no doubt about 
itatall. Iam not saying that the men who manage these great indus- 
tries will not get all they can out of the people. Iam not defendin 
trusts. I intend to vote for any measure that is constitutional a 
1 to break up these trusts, and I propose to say something about the 
bill which I do not care to say to-night, because I want to examine 
more carefully the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas, 
I wish, however, to read from this volume about the price of steel. 

Mr. Vickers went on then to tell about a pool, which is another name 
for a trust, that existed among the manufacturers of other steel besides 
steel rails. Let me read the questions put to him and his answers: 

Mr. Awp. Upon that I would ask thor whether you do not believe that these 

ls or arrangements amongst individuals or companies tend to discourage 
dividual enterprise. 

A, I do not think they do; if manufacturers combine together and agree to 
sell at the same price, of course their great aim is to try to manufacture as 
cheaply as posative, in order to try to get a larger profit than other manufact- 
urers at equal prises : 

But nega! ithas the effect of discouraging an individual who may be an en- 
ergetic, business-like man in pushing his own individual works to the front. 

A. A man can always retire from the pool if he wishes to do so. 

But that retiring from the pool would be very likely to bring upon him—— 

A, The favor of the buyers. 

Asd the opposition of the manufacturers? : 

A. The opposition of the manufacturers would do him no harm, but the favor 
of the buyer would do him a great deal of good. 

That is proof positive, if he would have the favor of the buyer, that 
there is an opinion among the buyers in that country that these pools 
do put up unduly the price of the product. 


You are aware that the manufacturers inside the ring contribute to assist each 
other to the prejudice of those outside the ring when orders are given under 
certain circumstances. 

A. Tam not aware of that. 
chee yr pool is used in that way, do you not think it is to the detriment of 

e trade 

A. I do not think that a l is at all to the detriment of the trade in the 
country in which it exists, but it is a subject I have not epee much of, 

The CuarmMan. Are you aware whether there are any similar pools in Amer- 


A. Tam not. 

Mr, Ecroyp. In reference to an answer you gave to Professor Bonamy Price 
at now, do you know whether the price of steel in America is just so much 

igher than the price here as represents the duty? 

A. The price of steel in America now is so low that we can hardly send steel 
atallto America. I have here some prices which were reported by our agents 
in April, 1885. American steel sold, in competition with our best cast steel, at 
71 cents a pound, without duty. This price would net us 15l. 17s. per ton in Shef- 
field, If raw materials—that is to say, the iron—were given to us we could 
not manufacture it at the price, 


That is a Sheffield iron manufacturer, and everything is free there. 
Then the examination proceeds: 

That is not a what I wanted to elicit. If the price of a certain quality of 
steel at Sheffield is 401, a ton and if the price of the same manufacturer in Amer- 
ica were 42), a ton, you could not, of course, export? 

A. It would be impossible to compete with them, 

a the duty would bring yours up to 531, 16s, a ton, while theirs would 


A. Yes. 
That shows who pays the duty. 


Therefore, it does not follow that the consumers pay the extra price repre- 
sented by the duty? 

A. Certainly not. They do not pay anything like the amount that is repro- 
sented by the duty, because the works have been established and their propri- 
etots must now manufacture at a low price in order to keep the works going; 
they do not manufacture at a large profit. 

The effect of the American tariff is to zeep your goods out without raising the 
prs ip America to the consumer to anything like the amount Tepressnted by 

ne duty ? 

A, That is so now; it was not so in the past. 

Professor Boyamuy Paice, But do you believe that the word “now” is to go 


? 
sie I believe the duty in the past has fostered the building of these works; 
oe woe ‘are there and must be kept going. 

a + 

A. AL aprott or no pos. they must keep them going. 

What I wanted to know was this: Whether, supposing the tariff not act- 
ing, the works are in the state that they would have been in if they had no duty 
as far as the steel goes ? 

A. I believe at the present time they are paying no more for their steel than 
they would be if they had no duty, When I say “at present” I should say 
three months ago. I believe prices have risen considerably in the last three 
months in America, I am informed that trade has very much improved there. 

With that improved trade, is the price of steel increasing? 

A. The price of steel is still too low to enable us to compete, 

That was on the 21st of January, 1886. Now, Mr. President, at the 
risk of worrying the Senate I want to read one or two other things that 
J have got here, which I think may prove to be of interest. Several 
of these witnesses were asked the question directly who paid the duty, 
and so far as I have been able to find in this testimony—and I think I 
have read everything in it, and itis pretty voluminous—noft a single 
witness ever suggested that we paid the duty, but they all declared 
that the duty came out of them, and witness after witness declared over 
and over again in every department of industry in Great Britain in this 
volume, and in the other to which I have referred, that it was the hos- 
tile legislation of France, of Germany, of the United aaa ayy of 
Russia that was ruining the business of England so that the lish 
could not compete, that manufactures were being built up in these 
countries to such an extent that they could manufacture as cheaply as 
the British manufacturers could, and that they had to pay the tariff 
duties and they could not do it. 

Now, Mr. President, speaking of Germany, Mr. I. T. Smith said: 

Then Ye do not look to the development of the steel and iron industry in 
England in supplying countries like Germany, America, France, and Belgium, 
Spa ee so largely for themselves and who have hostile tariffs against us 

A. To those three countries which you have named I do not anticipate that 
we shall send any material quality of iron or steel, but to other countries we 
shall, although there are hostile tariffs there also; but in Germany they are 
making their iron and steel nearly as cheap as we do, and we, having to pay 
import duty, are necessarily barred from that country, 

That is Germany. He said they had been selling some rails to the 
United States which he thought they sold because theirs were superior; 
at all events, they had got a higher price than the ranging price in the 
United States. 

Then it is owing to the inferiority of their rails and to your having a better 
article that the Americans will pay you 6 guineas a ton more for rails manufact- 
ured by you than for rails manufactured in their own country? 

A. Two pounds ten shillings a ton. 

And 31, 16s. for duty ? 

A. No, we pay the extra price; they pay us 2/. 10s., and we pay the duty. 

Mr. GORMAN, Will the Senator from Colorado permit me to ask 
a question ? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that the Senator in what he is reading 
is dealing alone with the question of steel rails. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘TheSenatoris mistaken. Iam reading now because 
I happen to have this volume here; but the Senator will find that same 
statement running through the testimony of all the men who testified 
before the commission, all the manufacturers of woolen goods, of Shef- 
field hardware, and of everything else. 

Mr. GORMAN. Take the item of tin-plate, which is not manufact- 
ured in this country, on which the duty is three-fourths of a centa 
pound. I ask the Senator whether it is not the fact that the consumer 
pays that entire amount, and if the duty were removed would not the 
consumer have tin-plate three-fourths of a cent a pound cheaper than 
he is compelled to pay for it to-day ? 

Mr. TELLER. No, Mr. President; tin-plate is a high manufacture 
of iron. That is all there is of it. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. DAweEs] says he would like to answer the question, and I yield 
to him for that p 

Mr. DAWES. When the Mills tariff bill was reported, which pat 
tin-plate on the free-list, tin-plate went up in the British market just 
exactly the amountof the duty. If anybody indulges in the delusion 
that when the foreigner can secure the control of our market he will 
put down the price to accommodate us, it is not I. 


~ 
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Mr. VEST. I want to call the attention of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to anotherstartling fact. We took the duty off quinine afew 
years ago and immediately quinine went up, but it did not stay up, 
for it is down now. 

- Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Missouri is not serious in saying 
or pretending that the fall in the price of quinine had anything to do 
with our taking the duty off that article. The Senator knows very well 
that quinine went up for a little while—— r 

Mr. VEST. A little! It went up for a year, and it was pointed to 

by the protectionists of this country as a horrible example of the fact 
that taking off duty did not diminish the cost to the consumer. 

Mr. TELLER. It would have staid up but for the fact that the 
roduction of quinine exceeded anything that had ever before been 
eard of. The British Government and other Governments had fostered 

and encouraged the raising of the shrub from which quinine comes, 
and just about that time they had arrived at the stage when they could 
begin to realize upon it, and quinine went down, the world over, in its 
raw state. That is why it went down, and our tariff had nothing to 
do with it. But Iam not to be diverted on the quinine business just 
now. Iam on the steel business. 

I continue to read the questions put to Mr. Smith and his answers: 
Would you explain a little further your statement to Mr, Pearce about you pay- 

ing duties on steel rails which went to America? k 
A. When we deliver steel rails at New York we can not land those rails in 
New York without paying a duty of $17 a ton. 

nee enn mean b say that the exporters pay the duty? 

You mean that theduty is paid, not by the importing people, but by the ex- 
pong people? 

A. The price is fixed free to New York, and you can not put the rails into 


rt until the auy is paid. 
Mr. Jackson, That is one of the conditions of the bargain? 
A. That is it. 


EARL OF DuNRAVEXN. Do you mean that you sell the article cheaper per ton 
to de American importer to the extent of the duty? 
. Yes, 


railway trucks for inland trans 


There is not a Senator on the other side of the Chamber who has 
ever made a speech on free trade or the tariff who has not over and 
over again reiterated that we paid the duty, not only on steel rails, but 
on everything else. 

Mr. VEST. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado that I wish the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] was in the Chamber, who 
stated in the last Congress that the tariff was put on in order to put up 
the price. That was said in debate. 

Mr. TELLER. The tariff is put on to protect our people from just 
what these trusts did with reference to France and Austria, so that 
when we want to export or when we want to trade with our own peo- 

le these trusts shall not come in and break down our enterprises. 
t is what he said. 

Mr. VEST. No, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. And it compels them to do just what he said it was 
for their interest to do, to sell at a loss rather than to shut up their 
establishments. 

Now, let me read a little further what this witness said: 

Then the exporter has to pay the duty? 
ee Yes; if no duty had to be levied it would make a difference of $17 less per 

There was one other part I intended to read, but I do not remember 
the page it is on and I shall not stop to find it now. 

Mr. President, I suggest that the Senators who are so certain that 
the tariff always raises the prices of all articles and that the consumer 
pays the tariff duty under all circumstances should get a copy of this 
work and give some attention to this testimony. We published the 
testimony taken by the Commission on the Precious Metals, and I think 
the Committee on Printing will doa great service to this country if 
they will cause this volume to be published for free distribution, be- 
cause the cost of the total publication is, I think, about $15, or some- 
thing in that neighborhood, and beyond the reach of the great mass of 
our people. There could be no public document sent out that would 
give the people so much information and instruction as can be obtained 
from these volumes. If it was the farmer complaining, he would find 
that the people of Great Britain have suffered immeasurably greater 
evils than the farmers of this country have suffered, and he would find 
a statement of affairs there that would be frightful. I shall take oc- 
casion before long, probably when some other question is pending, to 
present some of the testimony in this report in detail. I can say that 
the testimony before this commission shows that the income of the 
farmers of Great Britain for the year before the testimony was taken 
had been reduced by the depreciation of farm products in round num- 
bers $42,000,000 in one single year; that the farmers, as a rule, had 
sunk from 40 to 60 per cent. of theircapital, and that the landlords had 
lost from 30 to 40 per cent, of their rents. i 

Mr. President, I do not attribute this depreciation to free trade. The 
people of Great Britain attribute it to free trade largely, and the men 
who appeared before the commission testified that in their opinion very 
largely it was the effect of free trade, though some of them were so de- 
cidedly free trade in their proclivities and in their notions that they 
declared there was not any reason for it and there could not be any 
given, that nobody could tell. Some said it was occasioned by bad 
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seasons, but they said with bad seasons or with good seasons the farmer 
was growing poorer and poorer and losing more every year and had 
been doing it for twelve straight years. I can demonstrate, and Iin- 
tend to dososome day on this floor, that the trouble with Great Britain, 
as with us, is not because of the tariff duties, but it is owing to a lack 
of money, and that is what the whole world is suffering from to-day. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. COKE. I should like, before that motion is put, to submit an 
amendment, which I intend to propose as a substitute for the trust 
bill at tae pippet time. Iask thatit be printed and lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be ordered 
to be printed. ; 

Mr. DAWES. Iask the Senator from Illinois to withhold his mo- 
tion for a moment. z 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Massachusetts desires to say a 
word, and I will yield to him. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GOR- 
MAN] made an inquiry in reference to tin-plate and I made such an- 
swer as I was able to make at the time from memory in reference to 
that. He wanted to know what would be the effect upon the price of 
tin-plate in this country if those who have now the monopoly of its 
production abroad should have permission to introduce it free of duty 
here, and I spoke from memory. I should like now to read from the 
Pall Mall Gazette of July 25, 1888, this extract: 

A RISE IN THE PRICE OF TIN. 

The p by the United States House of Representatives of the Mills tariff 
bill. which places tin-plates on the free-list, has led to a sharp rise in the price of 
tin. Yesterday Straits touched 89%. 7s. 6d. cash and 8%, 15s. three montlis. This 
is an advance of from 14l, to 154. on the a quoted recently. If the Senate 

the bill in its present form tin will command higher prices than have 
ruled of late, and a great impetus will be given to an important ch of manu- 
facture in this country. 

The Ironmonger, a paper published about the same time, further 
speaks of this matter in a manner which will be highly instructive to 
those of our friends who are teaching those workmen employed on tin- 
plate that they are taxed because of an effort to furnish them with 
the raw material in this country. This is what The Ironmonger says: 

The promoters of the home-made plan are exceedingly pertinacious and are 
leaving no effort untried in order to achieve success, and through the Pitts- 
burgh exhibition the way will be made easier for pushing a bill through Con- 
gress next session, having for its ohe the imposition of much heayier duties 
upon imported tin-plates. Should t scheme succeed, there is no doubt that 
a great deal of American capital will be promptly embarked in the business and 
sooner or later the tin-plate will cease to be a monopoly of South Wales and 
Monmouthshire. Nevertheless, we see no reason why the manufacturers of tin- 
plate in this country need grow disheartened or despondent, 

I hope the Senator from Missouri will listen to this. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose that extract is from The Economist. 

Mr. DAWES. This is from the London Ironmonger: 

They have the advantages of on, position for shipment, trained labor, 
and all materials on the spot. ese are very important points, but, in addition, 
the Welsh makers have strong allies in the United States, and if the alliance is 
made the most of, we should have very considerable doubts of the success of any 
application to Congress to increase the present duties. But to insure that re- 
sult the Welsh makers and their business connections must not only watch, but 
aaie hears work hard, to checkmate the advance of the American ultra-protec- 

Q! 


Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] to make an announcement. 

Mr. GEORGE. I call the attention of Senators to what I am goin 
tosay. With the consent of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN 
and one or two others over there, for my personal convenience, I 
that the bill now before the Senate be passed over until the conclusion 
of the morning business on Monday morning, and be then the unfin- 
ished business. I suppose it will require unanimous consent to make 
that arrangement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. _Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Mississippi ? 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Ohio agree to that? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no personal objection to letting the bill 
over if it can be considered as the unfinished business for Monday. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection. Then, if that isthe 
agreement, I renew the motion that we adjourn over until Monday. 
Iam on two committees which meet to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it is pretty generally understood that there 
is to be a session to-morrow to consider the Calendar of unobjected 


cases. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will not the Senator from Illinois ask unanimous 
coer that to-morrow shall be devoted to the Calendar under Rule 
Vill? 

Mr. CULLOM. While upon the floor and before insisting npon my 
motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business, I ask that 
to-morrow’s session be devoted to the consideration of the Calendar of 
unobjected cases under Rule VIII. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now I should like to have my request acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr, PLATT. Of course thereis no objection to allowing this bill to 
go over, but if unanimous consent is required that this bill is to bepro- 


2474 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 21, 


ceeded with on Monday, whatever may come up at that time and no 

matter what other business may come up at that time, I do not want 

Saves that. Ido not want to bind ourselves that this business 
proceed on Monday as against all other business. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘There can be no objection to letting this bill remain 
as the unfinished business. 

Ps PLATT. Ihave no objection to letting it remain the unfinished 
ess. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is all that was implied. 

(Ra PLATT. If that is all that was implied, I have no objection to 
t. 

Mr, CULLOM. Iask unanimousconsent that to-morrow’s session be 
devoted to the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. INGALLS. Does that include the entire day, from the conclu- 
sion of the formal morning business until the adjournment? 

Pca HARRIS. Unless an executive session is interposed, I should 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not suppose it would preclude an executive 
session Jater in the day. 

Mr. INGALLS. Everything but that? 

Mr. CULLOM. Everything but that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Illinois? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now I insist on my motion for an executive session. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator yield to me to offer an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. CULLOM. LI yield for that purpose. 

Mr. GEORGE. I offer an amendment which I intend to propose to 
the pending bill, and I ask that it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be received and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope Senators will all understand that on Mon- 
day we shall proceed with this bill and try to finish it before the ad- 
journment on that day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. PLATT. Whatis that? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That the bill under consideration at the 
present time shall go over until Monday next and be considered as the 
unfinished business, to be disposed of on that day. 

Mr. ALLISON. The unanimous consent does not go to the point of 
finishing the bill on Monday. 

Mr. RIS. Ob, no; not to that extent. We do not know how 
long the bill may take, 

Mr. PLATT. No, and it does not go to the point of considering it on 
Monday either. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. A majority can settle that on Monday. I now in- 
sist on my motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The motion was gt to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After three minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Saturday, March 22, 1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 21, 1890. 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. 
James F. Ellis, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United States at 
Brockville, Canada. 
James C. Kellogg, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United States 
at Stettin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 21, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by Rev. GEORGE ELLIOTT, 
of Washington, D, ©. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House for the purpose of consider- 
ing the annual ion appropriation bill. 

Mr. RICH. IN. Mr. Speaker, is not this day set apart under 
the rules for the consideration of the Private Calendar ? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the Committee on Appropriations 
has the right to make this motion at any time after the reading of the 
Journal on any day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Withouta formal motion to dispense with the 
Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. Without that. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Morrow, and the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 3 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 25; so the motion 


ly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The AN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on 
the state o Union for the purpose of considering the annual pen- 
sion appropriftion bill. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] 
is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr, Chairman, the bill under discussion is the 
largest annual appropriation for pensions ever made, and I would not 
attempt to underestimate its cost to the country. I know that pension 
expense is heavy and must be heavier for several years to come. The 
Government these Veegrnee saved from destruction solemnly promised 
its citizen heroes that if they would volunteer in its defense those who 
were wounded or broken in health, and the widows and children of 
those who died should be properly cared for. The patriotic soldiers 
performed their part of the contract; they volunteered and saved the 
nation’s life, and it remains to be seen whether those who are charged 
with the administration of the Government now will fulfill its promises 
and redeem its pledges made to the soldiers of the war of 1861-1865. 

I wish to call the attention of the House and the country in the time 
given me to the duty of providing a service pension for life to our citi- 
zen heroes and to the duty of providing a pension for the widow of 
every deceased Union veteran and of properly caring for all who are 
now broken in health. 

I had the honor of introducing House bill No. 235, a bill which au- 
thorizes and directs the payment of a service pension to every honorably 
discharged Union soldier, sailor, and marine who served sixty days in 
the war of 1861-1865 and who has now arrived or shall hereafter arrive 
at the age of fifty years, 

This bill also authorizes the granting of a pension to the widow of 
every deceased veteran at the rate of $12 a month. IfI could I would 
make the rate of pension for every widow $20 a month, and then re- 
peal all laws in conflict with this provision, and thus end at once and 
forever all forms of class legislation upon the disability of widowhood, 
a disability in which there can be no degrees and yet one for which in 
this land of constitutional equality of citizenship Congress has dared 
to grant to one widow $3,500 a year and to another $144 a year. 

This bill authorizes the granting of a pension to every disabled vet- 
eran and simplifies the ratings for invalid pensions below the specific 
rates granted for the loss of limbs, eyes, and for deafness, or their equiv- 
alents, thus giving practical effect to the statement of our honored 
President, who in one of his public speeches said, “In granting pen- 
sions to our Union veterans they ought not to be weighed in apothecary 
balances,” meaning thereby, I have no doubt, that there never should 
be such fine distinctions in ratings that it would require these pensions 
to be divided into the fractional part of a cent per month, as they now 
are under existing laws. The bill also meets the demand for the repeal 
of thearrears act by providing that all invalid pensioners whose pensions 
do not carry arrears shall be ted a pension of $5 a month from the 
date of the incurrence of the disability to the date of the issuing of the 
existing pension. 

A bill so just and patriotic as this one is, a measure which isin nearly 
every one of its provisions so thoroughly in harmony with the legis- 
lative precedents of the Government from its organization, merits, in 
my opinion, the most careful consideration and study by every mem- 
ber of this House and by the people of the whole country. I think it 
is conceded by every fair-minded and patriotic citizen of the Republic that 
it was the Union soldiers, sailors, and marines who, by their valor, their 
sacrifices, and their sufferings, suppressed the gigantic rebellion against 
the life of the nation, conquered an honorable and lasting and 
thereby secured and re-established this temple of constitutional liberty 
with all its manifold blessings to the present and coming generations 
who shall follow us. 

If, then, it is to them that we are indebted for all the blessings of this 
peerless citizenship of ours; if, having suffered so much and risked life 
itself to secure for us these inestimable blessings, what are the justand 
legal rights of those who still live, who were of that grandest and noblest 
of all armies in that greatest of all conflicts? I repeat, Mr. Chairman, 
what are the just and legal rights of these veterans ? 

I hold, as I am quite sure the great mass of our people hold and as 
the solemn pledges of the Government made to these men when they 
lefi their homes and enlisted imperatively demand, that it is their 
right to claim, yes, Mr. Chairman, their right to demand and receive, 
the same benefits and honors which have heretofore been conferred by 
the Government upon theit fathers who cipated in other wars and 
rendered heroic service to their country in the earlier days of the Re- 
public. Ifit be true that the Government did recognize and honor its 
heroes in its earlier history, when its people were poor and its Treasury 
was hard pressed to meet the current demands of Government, surely 
a patriotic Congress and ple can not consistently refuse to grant a 
patient hearing to thins CIRIO AA will not deny so just a demand at 
this time, when the wealth of the nation has quadrupled since that 


war began, and at a time when the national Treasury can 
meet every pension demand that may be made upon it without in- 
the tax burden apon the country one cent. r 

The language of the bill and existing laws will give to every honor- 
ably discharged veteran who now draws a pension of less than $3 a 
month, or whois not pensioned at all, who served sixty daysin the war 
of 1861-1865, and who shall have arrived at fifty years of age, a service 
pension for life. The term of service demanded of those who fought in 
the early wars of the Republie were by no means as hard, If they 
served for a period of fourteen days in the Army or if they had been 
one day in battle, they were entitled to the pension. The language of 
this bill calls for sixty days’ service, and is therefore more than four 
times the term of service required of the Revolutionary patriots. Surely 
no one can find fault with this provision of the bill. 

I do not ask the enactment of this bill into law, as I am sure the 
great mass of our people do not ask its enactment, for the purpose 
merely of providing for the maintenance and support of these patriots 
and their loved ones, and to keep the wolf of hunger and want from 
their homes. I want it enacted, as I know the people do, and the serv- 
ice pension for life granted and conferred upon these veterans, as a badge 
of distinction for patriotic service rendered the Government, and as a 
token of gratitude to the heroes who so loved that flag, Mr. 
and this Government of the people, for the people, and by the people, 
that they laid aside their vocations of peace, left home with all its en- 
dearments and hallowed associations, and, taking their lives in their 
hands, went down to war, tendered their services to those charged with 
the duty of defending the honor and life of the nation, and through 
campaign and battle so marched and fought that they suppressed the 
pabellion. against the life of the Government, conquered an honorable 
peace, saved the union of States and with it this temple of constitutional 
liberty, the benefits of which we now enjoy. 

It was, Mr. Chai their bravery upon land and sea, their sacri- 
fices, and theirs alone, that made it possible for this nation to exist and 
enables us to meet. as Representatives of the people, and to rejoice to- 
day over the fact that the flag above your head is emblem of free- 
dom and national unity, and that this Government by the people still 
lives. We owe these men, Mr, Chairman, a debt of gratitude which we 
can never repay. ‘The liberties proteeted by law which we now enjoy, 
the blessings of constitutional liberty vouchsafed to those who shall 
come after us, all that we have, all that we are asa nation, all that we 
can ever hope to be, we owe to their heroic efforts upon land and sea 
as they fought and struggled for all these blessings from Belmont to 
Appomattox, 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that pensions should be the-evidence of ac- 
knowledged devotion to duty, granted by a grateful and patriotic nation. 
Perish forever the thought that to secure and entitle one to receive a 
pension he must claim it as a person in need of food and clothing, the 
absolute necessaries of life. I would demand this service pension for the 
defenders of the life of my country as an absolute and completed right. 
Devotion to country in its hour of peril is the highest evidence of 
patriotism, and I would make the granting of pensions the evi- 
dence of the gratitude of the Republie to those who risked their lives 


in its defense. 
PROMISES MADE VETERANS. 

When hostilities beganin 1861, the Government was without an army 
and without money. Congress was at once convened in special session 
and the authorities set resolutely at work to suppress the rebellion and 
restore peace. Promises were made by the Government. Promises to 
the men who loaned it money and promises to those who volunteered 
in its defense. The Government, through its proper officers, made 
pledges to the money-lenders, and every promise made to every person 
who loaned it money has been kept. 

The citizen who invested his money in its bonds has been paid, fully 
paid, in gold. When the war cloud lowered and the hearts of the peo- 
ple were full of sorrow, and hope hung trembling in the balance, and 
when the credit of the Government was partially destroyed, men bought 
Government bonds at 50 cents on the dollar. How have those bonds 
been paid? They have been paid at their face value in gold, and to- 
day, when the end of a quarter of a fiscal year is reached, sufficient 
clerical force has been at work to promptly remit every cent of inter- 
est at maturity to every holder of our bonds. 

It will not be denied that the most solemn promises were made by 
the Government to induce men to enlist. Promises were made by the 
authorities, by the press, by the orators, by the people. These prom- 
ises were universal. Every man who had the courage to volunteer was 
to be pensioned for life, if he should be fortunate enough to return to 
his home when the war was over. Each one of us was to receive, in ad- 
dition thereto, 160 acresof land. From the orator, the press, and even 
from the sacred desk, came the most solemn promise, that, if we fell in 
battle, died fighting under that flag for freedom and the right, our loved 
ones should become the wards of the nation; that the widow and chil- 
dren of the hero who died for his country should never come to want. 

We are all familiar with what followed. The brave menof the North 
responded to the call for help and created the grandest army ever mar- 
shaled in battle. The official rolls show that there were 2,778,304 en- 
listments. The army opposed to us was composed of men of the same 
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ptly meo of the same nationality, of the same religion. They were ; 


our flesh and bone of our bone. Even the leaders of the con- 
tending hosts had been in the same military school, had 
studied the same tactics, and were educated in the same theories of 
war, had fought side by side under the same flag; hence the contest 
was the most terrific. In that war more battles were fought and more 
men killed and wounded than in any conflict of which reliable history 
gives account. At last, thank God, at last the war was ended, and 
peace came to bless our beloved land, and the great armies were dis- 
banded, and the Union veterans returned to their homes and resumed 
the peaceful pursuits of life. 

How have we as a nation keptthe promises and fulfilled the pledges 
made these heroes? Have we made the widow and children of our 
heroic dead the wards of thenation? Have we properly cared for him 
who lost his health in that fearful contest and has since realized the 
fact that he can not succesfully fight the battle of life for food and rai- 
ment? Let the of a army corps, 25,000 of these heroes, 
who live upon the charity of their local government or in tho alms- 
houses of the States, make answer. How have we kept our promises 
to these heroes? Capital paid in full. The bondholders’ fally 
adjudicated, and I honor my Government for g these claims in 
fall, dollar for dollar, cent for cent; and yet the men whose bravery 


upon land and sea was the only guarantor capital ever had or could Lave 
for the payment of its interest and principle have not been paid at all. _ 

A part of those who lost limb or health have been, it is true, par- 
tially pensioned, and I present you, from the last annual report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, a bill of particulars, where the ratings are so 
technical that in some instances fractions of a cent per month 
essary to differentiate the disabilities. Read them: 


are nec- 


I would like to gaze upon the photograph of a medical referee who 
could give a reason for the two-thirds of a cent per month of those eight 


mers: 
Monat pen: | Rate per month, 

$3.00. 1,556 || $6.00. 
3.75 331 6.25 
4.00 69, 048 6. 37. 3 
4.5. 45 6. 664... 2 
5.00 1,073 6.75. L 
5.3. 2 7.0. 165 
5.33 3 7.5. 2 
5.33} 18 7.50. B48 
5.73... 17 7. | e 16 


Mr. Chairman, it is true that some of the men who risked their lives 
for their country have been partially recom The foregoing facts, 
taken from the last official report of the Pension Office, are conclusive 
upon that-point. The technical and trivial distinctions in ratings es- 
tablish, however, one fact beyond question and that is that the ridic- 
ulous modes of procedure and distinctions in ra for physical dis- 
abilities in our Pension Office need a radical revision, and need it at 
ence. The farcical distinctions have existed long enough. 

I have heard it said that these veterans ought to be satisfied and 
thankful for the invalid pensions already ted their comrades, 
Thankful for what? Thankful that whileevery man who invested his 
money in that war issue has been fully and promptly paid there now 
remain unadjudicated (after the lapse of twenty-five years) more than 
450,000 invalid pension claims in our Pension Office, while the Treas- 
ury is fully l to meet any pension demand that may be made 
upon it an roughly competent men are anxious for a chance 
to go to work in adjudicating those claims? Thankful, indeed, that, 
in the face of the most solemn pledges to tenderly care for all who were 
broken in health, 25,000 of their comrades who are broken in health 
are now inmates of the poor-asylums of the States? 

Thankful can they be while scores upon scores of thousands of the 
widows of their dead comrades are not pensioned at all, and are to-day 
bending over wash-tubs or at other hard work striving to keep soul and 
body together, and when the little children of these heroes are crying 
for bread, while the money in our national Treasury is being used to 
buy up our war bonds at a premium of 28 centsonthe dollar? Thank- 
ful, do you say—thankful that the nation they fought so bravely to save 
from destruction should fail, either through neglect, or avarice, or 
cowardice, to keep its promises to any one of the millions of brave men 
who risked their own lives in itsdefense? These heroes will be thank- 
ful when their Government shall have redeemed-its pledges to all who 
dared or died in that great contest; when it shall be able to present as 
Sees upon the pension question as it can upon the war 
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The veterans believe that the claims of those who risked life should 
be held to be as precious and as sacred in the estimation of the Gov- 
ernment as the claims of those who risked the mighty dollar in that 
contest for the life of the nation, and every patriotic citizen of the Re- 
public must admit that their faith and belief is well founded. These 
veterans know that their claims are the most sacred ones pending be- 
fore Con to-day, and -they demand as of right justice for all who 
risked life in that contest, and until every claim shall be granted they 
ean not in honor be thankful to the Government their valor saved from 
destruction. 

COST OF PENSIONS, 

The claim is frequently made that the service-pension bill ought not 

to pass because it would cost too much money. I shall not pause to 

e at length the question of cost. We all know by experience the 

force of the saying, “All that a man hath will he give for his 
life,” and I hold that this is as true of nations as of men. The men 
whose claims I this day present for your consideration did not stop to 
consider the cost of their gift to their country. ‘They heard the cry for 
help, and went as only proud and brave men could go to the rescue, 
It cost them an inestimable loss in money, a sum far greater than all 
the pensions they will ever receive, and who would dare here and now 
to undertake to estimate the losses they sustained by reason of exposure 
on marches, in hospitals, on battle-fields, or in prisons by torture ? 

Did the man who objects to a service-pension law because it will cost 
too much ever stop and investigate the facts? Ifhe will pause and learn 
the truth he will find that the total cost of all pensions growing out 
of the late war to June 30, 1889, is less than one-half of the cost for in- 
terest on the war debt to June 30, 1889. There has been paid out by 
the Government in interest alone upon the war debt to June 30, 1589, 
the sum of $2,407,807,989.45; and yet who would stand here and ob- 
ject to the payment of interest upon the war debt because it has cost 
so much money? During the same period there has been paid out on 
account of pensions $1,059,847,826.04 only, or just $144,056, 168.68 less 
than one-half the sum of money paid out as interest upon the war debt, 
and yet we hear gentlemen object to a service-pension bill on account 
of its cost. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this comparison of 
the actual cost of interest and pensions must be a complete answer to 
and should end at once every objection against the passage of a serv- 
ice-pension bill upon the question of its cost. 

hen the Government shall have paid to pensioners asum of money 
equal to the amount it has paid upon interest, it will, in my judgment, 
be quite soon enough for Co: to raise the question of its cost as a 
reason why the measure should not be enacted into law. Pensions vs. 
interest; which one of these claims should be held to be the most sa- 
cred by those who are charged with the duty of representing the Gov- 
ernment which the persons who make claim for pensions saved from 
destruction? 

During the war the loyal, patriotic people of the Union submitted 
without a murmur to the most burdensome taxation in order to raise 
the required sum of money necessary to maintain the nationality of 
the Union, and the patriotic citizens of the country will never object 
to the payment of pensions on account ofthecost. They can notin good 
conscience onest, because they are now enjoying the blessings pro- 
cured by the heroic efforts of the veterans whose claims I this day pre- 
sent, 

Congress has removed from time to time since the close of the war 
taxes which aggregate the enormous sum of $397,000,000 a year, and 
there yet remain two items of war taxes Which bring annually into the 
Treasury more than $129,000,000 a year—I refer to the revenue tax 
upon tobacco and alcohol in all of its forms—so that I am justified by 
the facts and repeat that a service-pension bill can be enacted into law 
and a service pension can be granted to every Union veteran over fifty 
years of age, the invalid pensions can be continued, and the total cost 
thereof can be paid ont of the Treasury without levying one cent of 
additional taxes upon the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I want the House and country to keep in mind this 
fact: The long delay on the part of the Government in adjudicating 
pending pension claims, and the consequent increased sum of money 
required to make the first payment to pensioners whose claims are now 
being allowed, does not in any sense belong to the annual pension ex- 
pense and oe not to be considered as an item of the annual cost of 
joor dos should this or some other service-pension bill become a law. 

ese first payments are past-due obligations, and should have been 
paid years ago, and during the last fiscal year amounted to between 24 
and 25 per cent. of the total cost of pensions, 

I have made 2 careful estimate of the additional annual expense 
should a service-pension law be enacted and all invalid pensioners who 
now receive less than $8 a month elect to take a service pension in lieu 
of theirinvalid pension. This would increase the cost between six and 
one-half and seven millionsof dollars a year. Thus far in this investi- 
gation there can be noserious differences, because we have reliable data 
from which to make estimates. At this point there will be a diverg- 
ence of views, because there are no official or reliable data by which we 
ean estimate the number of veterans who are now living. . It is all 
= work, guess work at the War Department, guess work here in 


No man in his logic and reasoning was ever nearer correct than 
Abraham Lincoln, and he reasoned about the questions of greatest im- 
portance by and from his knowledge of the smaller ones that came un- 
der his own personal observation. He reasoned and unerringly from 
the smaller to the greater, We know the total number of enlistments. 
They were 2,778,304. There wereso many men, however, who enlisted 
twice and three times, and in thousands of cases four times, that it is 
impossible to know how many different men did actually enlist. The 
figures vary half a million nearly, from 2,035,000 to 2,500,000; so do 
the estimates vary as to the number now living. One man who has 
giyen the question careful study places the number at 1,500,000. Capt- 
ain Ainsworth, of the War Department, fixes the number at 1,285,471, 
July 1, 1890. Another gentleman who has prepared at great cost a list 
of every military and naval organization of the war, and has secured 
the names and addresses of 400,000 veterans, tells me that he was aston- 
ished to learn the proportion of those who served two, three, and even 
four enlistments. He does not believe there are over 900,000 living. 

During the last nine years the Pension Office has been procuring the 
names and post-office address of these veterans. It has been aided by 
the thousands of the Grand Army of the Republic posts, by the hun- 
dreds of soldier associations, by its corps of special examiners, by ro- 
quests repeated over and over to the postmasters in the United States, 
and by the hundreds of thousands of pensions claimants, and yet with 
all these aids it has been unable to secure 850,000 names. I find that 
in the Ninth Indiana district just about 48 per cent. of the veterans are 
pensioned; and that if the ratio of 40 per cent. was extended to the 
total number of pensioners the total number of living veterans would 
be 943,000. From a careful study of all the data I have been able to 
find, I do not think the census will show that one million of us survive 
the Ist of July of this year. 

Three hundred and sixty-four thousand one hundred and sixteen died 
in the seryice; this statement is accurate and made from official reports. 
The annual reports of the Adjutant-General of the Army show that only 
979,722 men of the volunteer army were mustered out of service from 
November 1, 1864, to January 20, 1866, the date of the last muster- 
out. If we accept the War Department figures as correct we will be 
confronted with this fact, that after deducting from their total number 
of enlistments those who died in the service, and then from the re- 
mainder their estimate of the number now living, we shall learn that 
all of the deaths out of the service since the war began, twenty-nine 
years ago, is only 25 per cent., or less than 1 per cent. a year; when 
we who served any length of time know that almost one-fourth of our 
comrades were mustered out during the war on account of breaking 
down in the service, and that of these nearly all of them are gone. 

To emphasize the death rate, I will name three widely different com- 
mands from my own State: 

Last fall at their annual reunion the Eleventh Indiana Battery had 
left 30 men only. 

An infantry company that only served a short term went into service 
with 86 men; they lost four in the service, came back 82 strong. Of 
this number 31 have since died and 51 are now living. This death rate 
is 50 per cent higher than Captain Ainsworth’s estimate. 

Take the company I served in: It was in the service three years and 
had on its rolls 147 men. I only wish that I could say to this House 
that only so few of my comrades laid aside life’s burden; but, alas ! 
Icannot. The death angel has come again and again into our company 
until the greater portion are now at rest. Ido not believe there is a 
veteran in this House who can find three-fourths of his comrades who 
returned home with him who arestill alive. Therefore I place thenum- 
ber of survivors atone million. Ifa service-pension law shall pass, and 
we pension all who shall be entitled to its benefits at fifty years of age, 
then the average length of time they will receive pensions will not be 
to exceed eight years. 

On the Ist of March, 1890, there were, inround numbers, on the pen- 
sion-rolls 377,000 invalid pensioners. This would Jeave not to exceed 
633,000 veterans to pension for an average of eight years; and then what? 
We find that the total cost under the most liberal construction that 
can be placed upon the service and per diem bill can not exceed $648,- 
000, 000. 


, 000. 

I do not think that the increased cost for the next fiscal year, if a 
service-pension law shall pass, including the cost to pension all the 
widows of our comrades, will exceed $41,000,00. I wish to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the appropriation bill now under consideration in- 
cludes first payments upon claims that the Government has neglected 
to allow to the amount of about $25,000,000, and that the total an- 
nual expense of invalid pensions and theservice pensions, exclusive of 
first payments on invalid claims, will be about $110,000,000 for the 
next fiscal year. The present Commissioner of Pensions is pushing 
the work in that office, and in my opinion the amount required to 
make first payments for the next fiscal year will be the largest in our 
pension history. 

Suppose that the high-water mark of pensions should reach $150,- 
000,000 a year, and that this sum should be required for seven years, 
what then? I wish to remind the House and country that should this 
sum be required, great as its cost would be, yet at the expiration of the 
seven years pensions will not have cost the country as much money by 


1890. 


$200,000,000 as the interest upon the war debt will have cost at that 
tim 


e. - 

I admit that a service-pension law will cost a vast sum of money. 
I want it tocost money. I want this generation and the country to 
know and feel the cost of that war. I want the world to know that 
nothing is too good or expensive for the brave men who in that great 
contest saved, at the cost of so much blood and sacrifice, this Govern- 
ment by the people. And, Mr. Chairman, I want a service-pension 
granted as an object lesson for our children; I would impress upon their 
minds the honor and gratitude of the Government toits citizen soldiers 
who in that war saved its life. 

What reasonable excuse can therefore be urged against such a meas- 
ure, in the light of the pledges made these veterans and of the abso- 
lute justice of their demands, upon the mere question of itscost. Will 
this House decide that the claims of men who loaned the Government 
money in that crisis in its history are more sacred and entitled to 
greater consideration than the claims of the men whose heroic serv- 
ices upon land and sea saved the life of that Government and made it 
possible for this House to meet and legislate forthe welfare, the honor, 
and glory of the Republic? I honor my Government for keeping all 
of its pledges to the men who risked their money in that contest, and 
so does every veteran; butI do notstop there; I go further, and demand 
that it shall redeem every pledge and keep every promise to every 
man who risked his life im that great war; every promise, Mr. Chair- 
man, to every veteran and to his widow and to his children; and to 
fail to keep these solemn promises would be, in my opinion, an inex- 
cusable crime. 

I have heard it said you must not ask for a service-pension law, be- 
cause it will not pass this House; that such a law can not pass this 
House. Iask why? Isit nota just bill? The Treasury can meet the 
expense without increasing the taxes one cent. An army corps of these 
veterans are dying every year, and if aid is ever to come to them it 
must come to them now. 

The men who quailed not in the supreme hour of the nation’s peril 
are now demanding it. They have petitioned for it by scores, yes, by 
hundreds of thousands. The great mass of what the martyr President, 
Mr, Lincoln, called the common people favorit. Their claim is a just 
one. The nation is amply able to pay them, besides every principle of 
justice, honor, and gratitude demands their payment. Then, I repeat, 
why not enact the bill into law, and thus redeem the we made 
these heroes as we have already redeemed the pledges made those who 
then loaned the Government money? 

Can it be true, Mr. Chairman, that we, the representatives of the 
people, are wanting in patriotism ourselves? Are we afraid thatsome 
men or papers will condemn us if we shall keep the promises made by 
those charged with the administration of the Government from 1861 to 
1865? I trust not, sir, I hope that we shall possess the courage to do 
right. Speaking for myself I shall do all I can to bring this plain and 
patriotic question before the House. I want an opportunity to record 
my vote in favor of it, and if that privilege is given me I would leave 
as a heri to my children the knowledge of the fact that asa Repre- 
sentativeof the people I voted in favor of a bill which granted a service 
pension for life to every honorably discharged Union soldier, sailor, and 
marine who served sixty days in the war of the rebellion of 1861-1865, 
thus jase i my full duty as a representative in compelling the 
Government to do justice to and fulfill its promises made to the heroes 
who saved it from destruction. 

Speaking in behalf of and for these veterans to the gentlemen charged 
with the leadership of this side of the Chamber and of this Congress, I 
desire to impress upon their minds the fact that what these veterans 
ask and demand is the enactment of a measure which shall afford to 
them ample and just relief in compliance with the promises made them. 
They do not want any more promises. Promises are cheap and easily 
broken. They will not longer be content with mere promises, they 
and their friends, and be it said to the great credit of the masses of the 
people of the North and West, they are united and in favor of service 
pensions, and, Mr. Chairman, they have sent us here to execute their 
will. Every other interest has had its day in Con; 

The veterans whose valor made it possible for Congress to exist now 
= and demand their day in Congress, and, Mr. Chairman, they will 

ve it. 

I respectfully suggest to those charged with the leadership of this 
House that a pension bill which will require a veteran to file in the 
Pension Office evidence of the fact of his poverty, of his absolute need 
of the necessaries of life, before he can receive a pension, will not meet 
the expectations of the ve nor will it satisfy their demands. 
Shame upon any man or party claiming to be patriotic that would ask 
a man who was brave enough to risk his own life for the preservation 
of the life of this Republic to so humble himself and family as to com- 
pel him to make oath to the fact that he was a pauper before he can 
receive from the Government the aid that was solemnly promised him 
when he went to war. 

I haye read of a State noted for the bravery of its men where prior 
to the war the children who availed themselves of the benefits of the 

blic schools could only do so after their parents had made oath to 

e facts, first, that they were not freeholders and, second, that they 


were not financially able to maintain their children in select schools. 
It is said that thoughtless children, and even grown persons, would 
chide those children with the fact of the poverty of their parents, and 
in many instances the pride of the parents and the pride of the chil- 
dren would not permit them to bear these insults, and rather than bear 
them the children grew to manhood and womanhood in ignorance, be- 
cause their ts were poor. There were, however, some parents 
and children who were brave enough not to be deterred by their jeers 
and sneers, and so the few heroic souls had broken to them the bread 
of kuowiodas, even though their parents had to make oath to their 
poverty. 

Will this House of Representatives, servants of the people, ay, the 
servants of the veterans themselves, go back to the barbarous past and 
enact here in this tribunal of the people a law which will compel a 
man who was proud enough and faro enough to risk his life in de- 
fense of this nation to so humble and debase himself as to make oath 
that he is a pauper, asa condition precedent to bis right to receive the 
pension which was gratuitously promised him ere he made the tender 
of his services to his country ? God forbid that such a law shall ever 
disgrace our national statute-books. I will not vote for such a law, 
because it would be an insult to every comrade of mine who is to-day, - 
by reason of exposures in camp, on the march, and on the field of battle, 
made sole heir to poverty and want. 

Old comrades of mine, One who is mighty to save hath said, ‘‘The 
poor ye always have with you,” but, as your Representative, you 
will excuse me, please, if I decline to vote for a measure which will 
compel you to make oath to your poverty ere you can receive the relief 
which was so solemnly pledged you in the long-ago. Some tenderfoot 
on the subject of pensions and of doing justice to the Union veteran 
says: “Hold on, you advocates of a service pension; you must wait 
longer; you are entirely too previous. To enact such a law now would 
cost too much money, because so many of you veterans are still living.” 
Why wait any longer, Mr. Chairman? More than half of the men who 
stood in line of battle under that flag have laid aside the burdens of 
lite and are sleeping the sleep of death, and annually whole divisions 
of their surviving comrades are joining the host beyond the river. 

Recently I read the report of a speech upon this subject, made by 
one of the bravest soldiers of that war, a man who bears with him at 
all times the evidence of having been in the thickest of the fray and _ 
where death held high carnival, a speech which, though brief, was long 
enough to chill my blood to the heart. In speaking upon service pen- 
sions for the common soldiers the paper made him utter these hateful 
words, ‘* Wait until 1915, and then the Government can grant life pen- 
sions.” This man would make my comrades wait fifty years from the 
close of the war, twenty-five years from now, before ah shall have 
the right toask for that recognition to which they are entitled by prece- 
dent and by the most solemn promises of those charged with the high 
duty of preserving the nation’s life from 1861 to 1865. 

The man who uttered those words is a Regular Army officer, at this 
time a major-general, who receives, and is paid, $7,500 a year as a sål- 
ary, and, when age shall have dimmed his eye and broken his energies. 
the Government that educated him has provided that he can retire an 
live at his ease and continue to draw $5,625 a year so long as he lives; 
and yet this man, who rode to the fame and position he now enjoys 
over the dead and dying men of the line, the musket-carriers, whose 
patriotism, bravery, and devotion to duty, even at the costof theirown 
lives, made him what he is, insults the patriotism of the nation by de- 
ee ae the men who did all of the fighting and most of the 
dying shall wait in poverty half a century for ition. Words so 
cruel, Mr. Chairman, have rarely ever been ut The very incar- 
nation of heartlessness is the cry, ‘‘ Wait a quarter of a century longer, 
Union veterans, for the recognition so long promised you.” 

I desire to be just and conservative in every statement made upon 
this question of pensions, and I am sure that no one will question the 
truth of my statement that nowis the accepted time to enact a service- 
pension law if one is ever to be enacted for those who saved the life of 
the nation. We are now considering a measure to reduce the revenues 
of the Government, to revise the tariff and internal-revenue schedules, 
and if we shall reduce the revenues before we enact the service-pension 
bill, then, in that event, there will be no money with which to pay 
these pensions, and if we who are now charged with the duty of pro- 
viding just and proper relief for these heroes shall fail to pension them 
when the reyenues from existing laws will furnish an ample sum of 
money without the levy of an additional cent of taxes upon the country, 
how can we expect those who are to succeed us here to do it, when it 
will be necessary for them to levy additional taxes upon the country? 

Mr. Chairman, we ought to meet this issue here and now and settle 
it. Every consideration demands that it be done. It seems to me 
that our line of action is plain. This Government, inits hour of peril, 
through its legally constituted officers, pledged its honor to keep every 
proniise to these veterans. That pledge has not been redeemed. They 
were promised so many dollars per month as pay. The eurrency they 
were paid in was not worth the number of dollars it purported to repre- 
sent. They have never been paid the difference, although every promise 
to pay dollars to the men who invested their money in that contest has 
been paid in dollars worth one hundred cents in gold to the dollar. 
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one of those obligations has been so paid. Then it was said 
the Government could not fulfill its promises because the revenues 
were not sufficient to meet the demands. Now they are, and we have 
the money to them. 

Weof the North, Republicans and Democrats, have pledged ourselves 
in our county, State, and national platforms to be in favor of doing 
justice to our Union veterans. A quarter of acen has elapsed since 
the war closed and these poe ve not been , and now we 
are face to face with a golden opportunity to redeem them. Will we 
doit? Ishall have but one policy upon this question, one and only 
one line of action: standing here in my place as a representative of the 
people I shall favor the enactment into law of a service-pension bill as 
an act of justice, a recognition of the patriotism of the men who so loved 
this Union that they risked life in its defense. 

To me this is my first, my highest duty, because it will be the ful- 
fillment of the most solemn promises ever made by a Government to 
its citizen h and because gratitude, honor, and every otherconsid- 
eration demand it. I shall at the same time oppose every material re- 
duction of the revenues of the Government except upon sugar and every 
material revision of the tariff schedule until my comrades shall have 
received the pensions which have been promised them, for the reason 
that experience teaches me that if we shall reduce the revenues of the 
Government we shall put the Government in a position where it can 
not keep these promises, and I repeat, in my opinion, to do that would 
be an act of basest ingratitude. 

n this side of the Chamber that it 


I would remind my colleagues u 
has been the boast of the Republ par that it always has been, 
and now is, par excellence the friend of the Union soldier. To-day the 
Republican party is in possession of every branch of the National Goy- 
ernment, the legislative, the executive, the judicial. A great respon- 
sibility rests upon it. The Republicans can not escape it. I would 
not escape it if I could. Iam in favor of keeping every pledge, of ful- 
filling every promise my Government has e. 

Mr. KERR, ofIowa. Can the gentleman point to any pledges of the 
Government to the soldiers that have not been kept? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I am tying to point out the pledges which the 
Government made; and the facts will show what part of those pledges 
and promises have been kept. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. Will you point out any specific case in which 
the Government has failed to redeem its pledge to the soldiers? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
CHEADLE] one question on this point. I understood him to say that 
the Government could pass a service-pension bill without increasing 
taxation. Now I understand that according to the estimates a service- 
pension bill would involve an expenditure of $144,000,000a year. How 
can we such legislation without ester taxation, instead of 
rr | e tax off sugar or making any other reduction which is pro- 

posed 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I stated as clearly as I could my 
estimate of the additional expense which would be incurred should a 
service-pension law be enacted. I want to say, and I say it in all 
swig tbat any man, I care not where or who he may be, who says 
that the enactment of a bill giving a service pension for life to every 
Union veteran who has attained to the age of fifty, would amount to 
$150,000,000 a year, is not well posted as to the number of Union vet- 
erans now surviving. 

Mr. MORSE. In answer to the question where and in what place 
the Government made pledges and promises to these men who periled 
siet lives in its defense, may I a quotation from Abraham Lin- 
coln? 

Let us strive to finish the work we are in; to bind up the nation’s wounds, 
to care for him who shall have borne the battle, and for his widow and orphan; 
to do all which may achieve and cherish a just and lasting peace among our- 
selves and with all nations. 

In my own State such representative men as John A. Andrew, ‘‘ war 
governor,” Judge ee one Henry Wilson repeatedly stated in war 
meeti to promote ents that the wounded survivors of the 
war and the widows, orphans, and dependent relatives of those that 
fell in battle should be cared for by a grateful people. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] is asking this great, rich, powerful na- 
tion, of boundless resources with an overflowing Treasury, to re- 

_deem that Shall we falter? Shall we refuse ? 

Mr. A , national honor is a pooole jewel. 
We are charged with the high duty of preserving it, and I want it kept 
sacredly with every one Of its citizens. The fact that it will cost money 
to maintain national honor has no weight with me. Honor is above 
all cost. I would maintain the national honor regardless of ex 
When I contemplate the tude of the victories won in behalf 
of liberty protected by law by our Union veterans, the manifold bless- 
ings they have conferred upon us and those who shall come after us, 
and then panse and reflect upon the sdvrifices they made, the dan- 

gers they braved, the privations and s 


mise here and now. 
LE. Mr. 


uffering they endured, I stand 
uncovered and amazed that any eee citizen of the Republic, that 
any member of this House, should even think of the cost of doing jus- 


tice to and keeping the solemn pledges made them by the nation we now 
represent. 


The of pension legislation began with its first administration, 
and the soldiers and sailors of every war, from the Revolution of 1776 
to the rebellion of 1861-1865, have been the recipients of service-pension 

tion. Washington, the patriot soldier and statesman, both 
before and after he became President, was an earnest and persistent 
advocate of pensions. It will be well to pause a moment in the midst 
of the rush and whirl of this money age and revert to the early and 
patriotic era of our national history and commune for a time with the 
prey Washington. Replying to a committee of the Army who vis- 
ted him in 1778 and made known the sufferings and demands of our 
soldiers, he replied as follows: 

It is not indeed consistent with reason or justice to expect that one set of men 
should make a sacrifice of pro y, domestic case, and iness, encounter 
the rigors of the field, the perils and vicissitudes of war, to obtain those bless- 
ings which every citizen will enjoy in common with them, without some ade- 
quate compensation. It must a be a comfortless reflection to any man that 
after he may have contributed to seouring the rights of his country, at the risk 
of life and the ruin of his fortune, there would be no provision made to prevent 
himself and family from sinking into indigence and wretchedness.—Journal 
of Congress, volume 4, page 211. 


In March, 1783, in a communication to the President of the Conti- 
nental Congress, asking for just recognition for the officers and soldiers 
re had fought under him in the war of the Revolution, he wrote as 

‘ollows: ~ 


If the whole Army have not merited whatever a 


fal le can besto 
then I have been be vibe tania hg 


iled by prejudice and built opinion on the basis of error. 
If this country should not in the event perform everything which has been re- 
uested in the late memorial to Con , then wil my belief become vain and 
the hope that has been excited void of foundation. And if, as has been su; 
for the purpose of influencing their passions, *' the officers of the Army are to be 
the only sufferers in the Revolution ;” if, ia, pareve field, they are to grow 
old in poverty, wre ness, and contempt; if they are to wade through the 
vile mire of despondency and owe the miserable remnants of their life to charity, 
which has hitherto been spent in honor, then shall I have learned what ingrati- 
tude is; then shall I have realized a tale which will embitter every moment of 
my futurelife, But Iam under no such apprehensions, A pape g rescued 
their arms from impending ruin will never leave unpaid the debt of gratitude,— 
ee Writings of Washington, volume 8, page 397; 4 Journal of Congress, pages 


With what marvelous force the closing sentence, ‘‘A country rescued 
by their arms from impending ruin will never leave unpaid the debt of 
gratitude,’’ appeals to the members of the Fifty-first to-day 
as we stand face to face with the opportunity of paying the debt of 
gratitude this nation now owes to the Union soldiers, sailors, and ma- 
rines, who, in the greatest and most stubbornly contested war of any 
age, not only preserved the life of the Government, but gave it panu 
nent stability among the nations of earth. In 1783 the Republic was 
an experiment, The Federal Treasury was then almost rupt, and 
yet neither poverty, high rate of taxation, nor any other condition was 
a suficient answer to the just demands urged by Washington for the 
heroes who had under him by force of arms established the Republic, 

What wonderful changes have taken place among the nations of earth 
since then. Empires have perished; thrones and dynasties have 
crumbled into dust; kingdoms that were ruled by iron hands have dis- 
appeared from the maps of the world forever, while this Republic, 
whose foundations Washington and his compatriots laid, wherein the 
sovereign right to rule was reserved to the people, has increased its pop- 
ulation and wealth, extended its territorial limits, developed its re- 
sources, and forced its way to the front, until it is to-day the accepted 
leading nation of the earth. The patriotic and golden words Washing- 
ton wrote more than one hundred years ago to the Continental Congress 
are as true and applicable to us to-day as they were to that Congress 
when he wrote them, and I repeat them again. Washington, the 
triot and statesman, in an address to the Continental Congress in 1783, 
in presenting the claims of his soldiers for pension recognition said: “A 
Sensi rescued by their arms from impending ruin will never leave 
unpaid the debt of gratitude.” 

Mr. Chairman, can we not well afford at this time to heed his patri- 
otic advice? Every consideration demands that it bedone. Then our 
Government was weak in its resources and its was well-nigh 
bankrupt; now it has grown to be a giant in its proportions and its 
Treasury receipts are amply sufficient to meet any and all demands that 
may be madenponit. The great mass of the common people want the 
law enacted. e veterans unanimously demand it. National honor 
requires it. National gratitude calls for it; and if we, Mr. Chairman, 
who are sent here to formulate into law the will of those we represent, 
shall do our duty faithfully and well, we will promptly enact a service- 
pension bill into law, and thus prove our gratitude and that of the Re- 
public by doing an act of justice, though long deferred, to the brave 
men to whose heroic efforts upon land and sea we are this day indebted 
for all the blessings of American citizenship. 

Mr. BRECKIN E, of Kentucky. Iyield ten minutesof the time 


the gentleman from Kansas 
M [Mr. Coreireos and to-day by the gentleman 


[Mr. LEJ. After listening to 


inclined to ask for information why it was that Mr. Tanner was invited 
to resign the office of Commissioner of Pensions. 
The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] has justified on this floor 


the action of Mr. Tanner in putting on the pension-roll those who had 
not been honorably discharged, upon the idea that they had rendered 
good service before they left the service without permission, or, in other 
words, deserted. He has also justified the increase of the two-dollar 
pensions to higher rates, which was done in the brief period of a few 
months, according to his statement, in cases to the number of over 
five thousand, as I understand it. He has put in an argument to jus- 
tify that, supplemented by a suggestion from the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. MORSE]. 

I read from his remarks appearing in the speech of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] made last Tuesday, as follows: 

Mr. Morse. If the gentleman will permit me, I will remark at this point in 
justification of Commissioner Tanner. It has been stated here that he ordered 
all the pensions that were at the rate of $2 a month to be increased to $i a month. 
If I understood Commissioner Tanner's position correctly it was that a man 
who was receiving $2 per month ought either to be taken off the peewee 


altogether, because he was not entitled to any sort of a pension, or else that 
pension should be increased. 


The gentleman from Kansas also said: 


During the year ending June 30, 1887, there were 32,107 pensions increased. 
During the year 1888 there were 45,716 pensions increased. the year 1589 
there were 71,198 pensions increased. The very fact to which I have called at- 


tention will, to some extent, account for the number of inereases during the 
year 1889 over prior years. 

He also says, in relation to desertion: 

T want to call attention also to the deciston which it is claimed was made by 
the Assistant Secretary of the Interior in regard to soldiers dishonorably dis- 
charged, Itisa ruling of the Pension Department (and it is right) that a pen- 
sion isnot based upon an honorable discharge, but is based on service the man 
has given to his country and upon his disability. Imay have fought valiantly 
for two years and may have lost an arm ora leg during that time in the sery- 
ice, and then for some reason may have left my command and gone home, 
Yet the mere fact that I fought for two years and lost an arm or a leg entitles 
me toa persion, though I may have been dishonorably discharged for leaving 
ASA CONSORT suggests to me, the punishment for desertion is one thing 
and the granting of a pension for a disability received in the line of duty is an- 
other; and there should be in law and equity no connection between two. 

The late Commissioner has also been justified by the gentleman in 
the increase and rerating of pensions of employés of that office. Let 
me read the language of the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PETERS] re- 
ferring to this increase of pensions: 

Of course gentlemen can pick out individual and exceptional cases and com- 
ment upon them; but I amspeaking of theaggregate; and I say that so far as 
theaggregate of increase is concerned the result is such as to reflect creditupon 
the Pension Department, rather than discredit. 

Now, that is the line of vindication or justification set up here by 
gentlemen on the other side for rerating and increasing pensions and the 
new rulings in the Pension Office under the late Commissioner Tanner. 
I again ask those gentlemen—and I will pause for an answer—why it 
was that this Administration invited him summarily to resign thatoffice. 
Iam not justifying him; but if, as you seem to insist, he did right, why 
did he have to resign? 

Mr. MORROW. Does the gentleman desire that we shall occupy his 
time in making the answer? 

Mr, CLEMENTS, I only have thirty minutes, and I do not desire 
that shall take very much of that time. 

Mr. MORROW. I appreciated that fact, and that was the reason I 
did not respond earlier to the gentleman’s invitation. But Ido say 
there is a reply to the gentleman that can be easily and quickly af- 
forded. But we have exhausted onr time on this side, and, of course, 
I have no right to trespass on the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. If you want two or three minutes to give thean- 
swer on that point I will yield and be glad to hear it. 

Mr. MORROW. Ido not think it would be just to our position in 
this matter to attempt a reply in two or three minutes, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Very well; the gentleman has more time on that 


side. 

Mr. MORROW. No; we have exhausted the time on this side. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. You have control of the time and can no doubt 
procure further time, and we will agree to that; but I do not wish to 
yield now for considerable length of time, 

Mr. MORROW. It would be necessary of course to enter into some 
details in to that matter. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. We will consent that this debate be extended 
long enough to give time for that explanation. I would be glad to hear 
the answer. 

Mr. MORROW. You prefer, I presume, to proceed now. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to talk a little about 
the figures that have been presented and commented on in regard to 
this bill, and I will ask the Clerk to read in this connection again what 
ble read ay the gonent from California [Mr. Morrow] two or three 

ys ago when t was begun, being a portion of the re of 
the Secretary of the Interior. = 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The estimates for pensions made for the fiscal year beginning Ju 1899, 
been known to be so when recom- 


deficiency would be incurred, as it was incurred, for the previous year, to the 
amount of at least $8,000,000, snd that this added to the original eighty millions 
would not be enough to meet the obligations accruing before the end of even 
that fiscal year. 


propriation for pensions, so that a liberal and | payment may be made toatl 
deserving pensi: = reach $97,210,25:; 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, it will beseen by the extract just 
read from the Report of the Secretary of the Interior that he not only. 
assumes, as he says, with some degree of conspicuousness, the respon- 
sibility of making the increased estimates for the coming fiscal year for 
this purpose, but at the same time criticises rather harshly the estimates 
made by his predecessor in that office under the last Administration for 
the present year, saying that it was inadequate and must have 
been known to be so at the time it was submitted to Con thereby 
implying that the Department at that time did not act in good faith 
either towards the country or towards Congress in making the esti- 
mates as to what was necessary for this year. 

It is unnecessary for me to go at any length into the details of this 
question, in justification of the action of the Commissioner of Pensions 
under the last Administration on this point, but I want to put before 
the committee in connection with this statement a fact which was 
brought out before the subcommittee on appropriations in the consid- 
eration of the urgent deficiency bill, in which was embodied an item ot 
twenty-one and a half millions of dollars for the balance of this fiscal 
year to make up the deficiency which has oecurred, 

The fact was there developed that the estimate for the next fiscal 
year, ninety-eight and a half millions of dollars, carried by this bill, 
was first made by his predecessor, the late Commissioner of Pensions, 
Mr. Tanner, or under his supervision, and sent up to his superiors for 
one hundred and fourteen millions instead of ninety-eight and a half 
millions, as it is now, and that the estimate so made was sent back to 
the present Commissioner of Pensions to be recast and re-estimated, and 
in that way it was brought down from one hundred and fourteen mill- 
ions, as originally made up in that office under this Administration and 
submitted to the Secretary of the Interior and to the approval of this 
Administration to send to Congress, to ninety-eight and a half millions 
of dollars, And I want to say right here—— 

Mr. MORROW. If the gentleman will permit me, I wish to recall 
to his attention the fact that the Commissioner of Pensions who made 
the statement that was presented before the committee and referred to 
in my remarks, informed us that the present estimate was based upon 
calculations made in the office, and that these calculations disclosed 
the fact that the amount would be about $98,000,000. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That I understand to be the general statement 
of the present Commissioner, that it is an estimate made in the office. 
But that does not dispose of the fact that another estimate was made 
in the office also, which carried a much larger sum, and which made it 
necessary in the opinion of the then Commissioner to appropriate, not 
pineiy-sane and a half millions, but one hundred and Ravens mill- 


Mr. MORROW. But which estimate was not supported by any cal- 
culation or method of making the estimate which was deemed suffi- 
ciently accurate by the Commissioner. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Well, I can only say in reply that it was made 
up in the same Pension Office, under the same Administration, by the 
same experts and accountants, and there is nothing to show that it was 
not deemed accurate by the Commissioner who made it. 

Mr. MORROW. I do not so recollect it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask—— 

Mr. CLEMENTS. And, Mr. Chairman, if the estimates of the ex- 
perieme not reliable in one case, how are we to depend upon them in 
another? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The question I desired to ask the gentleman has 
been partly met in his response to the gentleman from California, as 
to whether the details for this estimate of 114,000,000 were submitted 
to the committee; that is, the number of claims to be allowed on which 
theestimate was based. Isuppose that Commissioner Tanner estimated 
for the allowance of a larger number of claims, and therefore a larger 
amount was necessary for the first payments. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. In reply, I will say that the Commissioner of 
Pensions did not state to us that the former estimate of one hundred 
and fourteen millions was made upon a detailed estimate showing the 
number of cases to be adjudicated. The simple statement, so far as I 
remember it, was to the effect that it was an estimate of the office sent 
up and then returned to be recast and was brought down, and that the 
powers that be were gratified exceedingly when it was brought within 
a hundred millions of dollars. 

Mr. MORROW. The estimate of Commissioner Tanner, however, 
was not supported by any ealculation, as I remember. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. In response to the gentleman’s remark I can only 
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state that it was prepared by the same experts and indorsed by the 
same office, I do not know what different method of calculation was 
adopted to arrive at such a different result. I suspect that somebody 
was alarmed at the figures, and I would like to ask the gentleman, in 
this connection, if he really believes that the ninety-eight and a half 
millions of dollars carried by the bill will be sufficient on his investi- 
"gation for the next fiscal year? > 

Mr. MORROW. It will be sufficient to pay all the pensions under 
the laws existing at this time orat the time the appropriation is made. 
But, of course, if there are additions to the pension-roll by special acts 
of Congress or if the pensions are increased by reason of the actionof 
Congress, there will be deficiencies to that extent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And in another way there 
‘will be also deficiencies: if the force of the Pension Office is increased 
by the 30 medical examiners and by other means, there will be doubt- 
less more claims considered and allowed. 

Mr. MORROW. The gentleman is quite correct in that. For the 
adjudication of the claims will be more rapid by an increase of the force, 
and there will be, undoubtedly, many additions to the pension-roll. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And another increase may arise from the fact that 
by withdrawing the large force of clerks heretofore employed in an- 
swering Congressional inquiries and answering them by circulars this 
force may also be utilized. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I was just going to say, in answer to that sug- 
gestion, that without any new laws upon this subject of increasing pen- 
sions or of the number of pensioners on the rolls, the Commissioner of 
Pensions has recently issued a circular in which he says that the time 
that will be saved by taking the time of the employs of that office 
from answering Congressional inquiries and others as to the status of 
claims will be utilized in working up claims for final adjudication; 
and that there will therefore be a e increase in the cases adjudi- 
cated this year under that new system. 

Mr. MORROW. And which will require additional appropriations. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It will be so year after year, and will require a 
greater appropriation. 

Mr. MORROW, I agree with the gentleman as to that. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I ae this prediction: Kens weet oei laws 
passed by this Congress increasing pensions or the rate of pensions 
this appropriation of ninety-eight and a half millions will be inadequate 
to fulfillexisting laws; and you will have a large deficiency, which will 
come up, for the next fiscal year, to the one hundred and fourteen mill- 
ions estimated by Commissioner Tanner. 

Mr. PETERS. ‘The gentleman will remember, if he will allow me, 
that since this bill was formulated and presented to the House we have 

a bill which will increase the appropriation $450,000. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That is true; and in addition to that, furtherleg- 
islation has passed giving an increase of thirty medical examiners to 
hasten the cases earant. And so, under existing laws, under the 
present mode in the Pension Office, the bill you now offer will appro- 
“ety an inadequate amount; and we will have a deficiency which will 

as great as the one we have now. 

Mr. PETERS. But Ido not understand tlfat the gentleman from 
- Georgia is criticising the deficiency that would arise by reason of the 


ditures. 

Tir CLEMENTS. What I am talking about is the strictures of the 
present Secretary of the Interior, in which he seems to question the 
; good faith of the last one in making his estimate, in which he says that, 
n his opinion, the former Secretary must have known it to be inade- 
uate, while he seems to be doing the same thing, and that, too, in 
the face of the fact that the estimates made to him were $114,000, 000, 
which, in my judgment, will be necessary to carry out existing law, 
but which he seems to have arbitrarily cut down so as to bring it down 

to about ninety-eight and a half millions, 
Mr. MORROW. The point of the Secretary’s criticism is that it 
does not appear that under the former administration, by reason of the 
acts of President Cleveland on pensions, there was a large increase of the 


pensions during that time. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. But the show that there was a large in- 
erease of pensioners under the administration of General Black from 
year to year. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The natural increase. 


Mr. FLOWER. Why not make a full charge now? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iam dealing with the bill that the present Sec- 
retary of the Interior and ONARI of Pensions favor and they 
were charged to look into. And when we have evidence that it does 
not carry the amount actually required for the next year they submit 
it in this shape, and come in here with a report criticising the last ad- 
ministration for doing what I say they are now doing themselves. The 
figures and the facts will show it and time will prove it. 

Mr. FLOWER. Why not do it now? 

Mr. eae trae I Soe be $i great deal of arano mont Te- 
marks e e eman from Indiana, a distinguished soldier, 
in behalf of iolales aad service pension and dependent soldiers. 

Now, I want to say that unquestionably there is not a considerable 
minority of the people in any community of the United States that 
begrudges to the genuine, true soldiers of the Union adequate pensions 


under the policy of this Government to take care of those who are 
needy and disabled and who served their Government. But there is 
t discontent at the looseness of the pension laws and their admin- 

on, whereby great injustice has been done not only to the tax- 
pors of the Government but also to the true soldiers themselves, 

y such legislation and such administration of the laws unworthy ones 
have been pensioned. The records show that unworthy cases are dis- 
covered and dropped from the rolls from time to time; doubtless many 
are never discovered. ; 

These are the causes of complaint. When the gentleman says that 
the Government is not dealing fairly with the soldiers I want to call 
attention to the statement of a distinguished soldier, and certainly a 
soldiers’ friend, Hon. James A. Garfield, when on the Committee 
on Appropriations of this House in 1876, when he said, in a congratu~ 
latory statement to the country, that the maximum of pension expend- 
itures had, in his judgment, then been reached upon a bill which 
carried $28,500,000. 

Mr. MORROW. That is fourteen years ago. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iyield five minutes more to 
the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. CLEMENTS]. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That has been fourteen years ago. This House 
has been Democratic from that time to this, except for thetwo years of 
the Forty-seventh Congress, and now the pension-roll is $100,000,000 
a year in round numbers, which is more than three times the amount 
that General Garfield said was the maximum,and the expenditures 
have been going on increasing and increasing all the time, 

Again, reference has been made to the policy of the Government in 
regard to the other wars. 

This Government has never passed a general service- m bill for 
the survivors of any war earlier than thirty-five years from the end of 
that war. It was more than thirty-five years after the end of the Revo- 
lutionary war before the men who called this Government into exist- 
ence and caused its recognition by the nations of the world received a 
service pension. It was over thirty-five years before the survivors of 
the Mexican war received a service pension, and over fifty years after 
the war of 1812 before the survivors of that war received a service pen- 
sion. Now, it has only been twenty-five years since the close of our last 
war—— 

Mr. RAINES. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I have little time, but I will listen to a brief 
question. 

Mr, RAINES. Is not the gentleman aware of the fact that the 
country is better able now to pay a service pension than it was in the 
other cases when it did pay it? 

Mr. CLEMENTS, Ido not know that to bea fact. There were a 
great many soldiers in the late war, a much larger number than any 
preceding war, and there are a great many of the people of this coun- 
try who do not think they are able to pay for extravagant bi sential 
For instance, the farmers of Kansas have been talking aloud lately, and, 
according to the newspapers, the Farmers’ Alliance there does not feel 
that they are able to pay very heavy and unnecessary taxes, 

Mr. PETERS, I want to say to the gentleman that that statement 
of the newspapers is inaccurate. That communication does not come 
from the Farmers’ Alliance, but it is an open letter from the editor of 
a paper addressed to the Congressional delegation. The Farmers’ Alli- 
ance has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, It purports to come from the Farmers’ Alliance, 
but the gentleman trom Kansas [Mr. PETERS] is no doubt well in- 
formed as to what he states. 

But, however that may be, Mr. Chairman, this publication discusses 
matters that are being agitated not only in Kansas, but elsewhere also. 
Tt says: 

Many of the questions that are receiving the attention of Congress are far less 
urgent than those upon which the safety of the home and the welfare of the 
family de d. The ple believe that the white citizens of Kansas have 
some rights as well as the colored citizens in the South, They believe thatfallen 
heroes, both white and black, in the past les for liberty and the perpetu- 
ity of our institutions, can afford to wait for one moment until the rights of liv- 
ing heroes in the present struggle for American homes receive some recogni- 
tion by the men who have been chosen to represent them in Congress. Behind 
these demands are more than 100,000 ballots in the State of Kansas, and the time 
is coming and is not far distant when the legislators will heed the voice of their 
constituents, 

Mr. KELLEY. Ifthe gentleman can t what those fallen heroes 
are expected to wait for, I shall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iam not objecting to proper pension appropria- 
tions, and gentlemen will bear me out that I do not oppose just pen- 
sions. I say of this bill that it appropriates less, I believe, than your 
own Administration knows will be necessary to provide for pensions for 
the next year under existing law. 

In my remarks just before I read this extract I was speaking in reply 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE], who had arraigned 
the Government on a charge of illiberality to the soldiers of the late 
war and compared what has been done for them with what was done 
for the survivors of former wars, and I wasinterrupted by a statement 
that the country was now better ableto make these great expenditures 
than it was in the cases of former wars, Now, itis all rightand proper 
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to take care of the soldiers. Nobody questions that—nobody in any 
section of this country, But there are some other things we ought to 
take into account; some other conditions and some other people that 
ought to be considered occasionally. 

I do not know whether or not this newspaper (the Post, of this city) 
is accurate in its editorial comments on this communication I have 
read when it says: ; 

Representative Funston inclines to the opinion that more liberal pension laws 
would put more money in circulation, and hence have a tendency to boom 
prices and materially assist the farmers, This view is coincided in by Con- 
gressmen Perensand PERKINS, 

[Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, thatis a new idea in favor of pension legisla- 
tion, that it is to ‘‘ boom ’’ Kansas or to ‘‘ boom’? any other section of 
the country. My idea was that pensions were granted to the soldiers 
for their services, sacrifices, and necessities, not that they were to be 
given to “ boom”? prices in any particular locality, a thing which can 
not be done without depressing prices in some other locality. Butthe 
“ booming’? idea is a new one in connection with pensions, 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from Georgia will understand that 
the word “boom ” was used not by the Representatives named in the 
article, but by the newspaper. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Butthegentleman only disowns the word ‘‘boom,”’ 
and not the idea expressed in the quotation I have read. Ido not de- 
sire an increase of the amount carried in this bill, nor do I believe it 
will be wise to enact additional legislation which will make greater 
appropriations necessary hereafter. It is proper, however, that there 
should be no concealment of the actual expenditure for the next fiscal 
year, for that expenditure will be made less of any arbitrary 
scaling of estimates by which this bill is brought within a hundred 
millions. The deficiency is sure to follow. These facts ought not to 
be lost sight of at this time when there are so many pending measures 
looking to still greater increase by new legislation. 

I repeat that there are other subjects and interests that demand the 
patrioticattention of Congress besides this.. When the indebted and 
distressed condition of a portion of this country is such as to cause that 
condition to enter into the consideration of pension legislation for the 

urpose of alleviating that condition by the distribution in a particular 

ocality of the revenues of the Government, which have been taken 
from the hard earnings of the people of the whole country, there is 
something radically wrong. fea 

It is not the agricultural interests of Kansas alone that are depressed, 
put the same is true in other sections. There are many widows and 
orphans and poor men throughout the country who pay a daily tax on 
the necessaries of life, thereby contributing to make up the great sum 
annually collected and expénded by the Government. They have a 
right to demand that these expenditures shall nob be unreasonable or 
extravagant. They have aright to demand that they shall be taxed 
only for public purposes. 

The agricultural and business interests of the entire country are suf- 
fering for want of an adequate circulating medium necessary to pros- 
perity. When shall this question, as well as that of removing unnec- 
essary burdens of taxation, engage the attention of Congress? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia has 
expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten 
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum]. 

Mr. BYNUM Mr. Chairman, I avail myself of this opportunity, not 
to say anything on the merits of this bill, because I presume if there is 
any objection that could be urged to its passage it would be thatit is too 
small instead of too large. It would certainly be best to so increase 
the amount as that the sum appropriated would equal the sum required 
to pay the pensions now provided for by law for the next fiscal year. 

I desire at this time to call the attention of soldiers of the country to 
the fact that the other side is quite derelict in carrying out the prom- 
ises they made during the last campaign. During that period Repub- 
lican candidates and Republican speakers, from the highest to the low- 
est, made the most liberal promises that if they succeeded to power they 
would enact the most liberal pensiom laws. They were not slow to de- 
nounce a Democratic House for failing to pass a general service-pension 
bill, and also a bill to repeal the limitation clause of the arrears act. 
It is now practically determined by the Republican side of the House 
and by the soldiers of the country that neither of these bills is to be 

by this Co: 

As late as the 11th day of last February, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR], in his speech in favor of the change of the rules, 
gave as a reason that under the old rules it was impossible for any one 
on his side of the House to secure recognition to move to pass some one 
of the general pension bills upon the Calendar. General Alger, com- 
mander of the Grand Army, visited this Capital recently, and then 
started out, it is generally believed, at the instigation of the Adminis- 
tration, to pre the soldiers for disappointment. Membersupon that 
side haye been called upon to fulfill their promises, but instead of do- 
ing so they are framing excuses and dodging in every conceivable man- 


ner. 
I desire to have the Clerk read a letter which has been published 
XXI——156 


throughout the State of Kansas, a letter emanating from the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The following is a letter from Congressma:! 
tions of the Grand Army of the Republic men, adopted at Sterl 


n Prerersin answer to some resolu- 
„on the 15th 
aute, Ind., them on the 


“HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED Sra’ 
“ Washington, February 19, 1890, 


of February, when Ca; n Powers, of Terre 
service-pension bill ; pia 


“ My DEAR SiR: I have the resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of the old 
veterans and citizens in Sterling. There is no trouble about the sas dele- 
tion, if Mr. Powers would spend his time and money in traveling East into 

e New England States and New York and Pennsylvania, and bring influence 
to bear upon the Representatives from that section of the country, be would 
ares ae much more good, Every member of the Kansas delegation is an 
old soldier, 

“ [hope the old soldiers of Kansas will not allow themselves to be imposed upon 
by any interloper from other States, who claims to be a friend of the service-pen- 
sion bill and endeavors to make use of it for the purpose of bleeding our sol- 
diers. There has been a little too much of that and it should be put a stop to. 
If these parties wish to work for the cause let them go and travel where the 
work is needed, The Indiana men had better stay at homeand labor with their 
own Representatives. I think the soldiers of Kansas are able to take care of them- 
selves; and I know the Kansas delegation would think a good deal more of the 
Indiana fellows if they would stay at home and try to secure at least half of 
their delegation in Congress that could be relied upon to support pension meas- 
ures, The State of Indiana has thirteen members in the House of Representa- 
tives, and only three of the thirteen can be relied upon to vote for a service pen- 
sion. Don’t you think it is about time for the Indiana fellows to stay at home 
and look after their own men? 

“ Yours, truly, 
“S. R. PETERS, 

“THomas L. Powers, Secretary, etc.” 


The gentleman does not state the names of those that can be relied 
upon to support the measure, but it isevident, as the delegation stands, 
ten Democrats to three Republicans, that he counts as reliable those 
upon his own side of the House audas unreliable those upon this side of 
the House. Iam perfectly conscious of the dilemma in which gentlemen 
upon the other side have placed themselves. Iam aware that their 
professions of a great desire to pass a service-pension bill and to repeal 
the limitation clause in the arrears act in the last Co: were not 
sincere, and that their declarations to this effect during the last cam- 
paign were not to be carried out, but I did notsuppose that any of them 
would attempt to shirk ‘the 
senting the attitude of other members upon this floor. > 

Upon what authority did the gentleman from Kansas assume to speak 
for the Democratic Representatives from Indiana’ Certainly not from 
their records in this House and in the Departments, because none can 
be found from any State which gives greater satisfaction to their con- 
stituents. I venture to say that the amount of labor formed by 
the Democratie Representatives from Indiana for the soldiers is not ex- 
ceeded, if equaled, by any other ten Representatives upon this floor. 
The records of the Pension Office will bear testimony to this fact. I 
have prepared a table showing the percent. of pensioners in Indiana 
of the number of soldiers enlisted from that State in comparison with 
Ohio upon one side and Illinois upon the other.. ; 


Per cent. of pensions to the number of soldiers in the war of the rebellion, 


States. | Soldiets. Pensioners Per cent, 
36, 595 w+ 
50,081 15+ 


The above showing is certainly proof'that there has been nò lack of 
industry upon the part of the friends of the soldiers in Indiana; no 
other State similarly situated can show sucha favorable record. Upon 
the passage of the dependent pension billin the Forty-ninth Congress, 


every Democratic Representative from that State voted for the bill, and, ES 


upon the yote to pass the same over the veto of the President, 6 v 
for the bill and only 2 against, while 1 was absent. : 

Now, whatis the situation to-day? Thetules which gentlemen upon 
the other side pretended prevented them from accomplishing anything 
in the last Congress have been changed. No filibustering can bein- 
dulged in; even the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] failed in 
the attempt, although his motives were both patriotic and economical. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions have been given leave to report at 
any time, and yet nearly four months of the session have passed and 
not a single measure promised to the soldier has been brought into the 
House and placed upon the Calendar. Let us compare for a moment 
the work of this committee with the labors of other committees of the 
House. 

The Committee on Territories has prepared a measure of great in- 
tricacy for the organization ofa Territory in Oklahoma and the govern- 
ment of the same, and reported bills for the admission of Wyoming and 
Idaho as States. The Committee onthe Judiciary has canvassed the con- 
stitutionality of the direct-tax bill and reported the same favorably, and 
about completed the difficult task of framing a national bankrupt law, 
besides accomplishing many minor tasks. The Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds has considered and reported about seventy 
public-building bills, and had passed more than a dozen of them. 

The Committee on Ways and Means prepared, reported, and had con- 


Tt looks very much that way to me, at least. ~ 


liment of their pledges by misrepre-_ . 


i 
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sidered and passed a bill for the better or worse administration of the 
custom laws, and since then a majority of the members of that commit- 
tee, rumor says, in some dark corner in the subbasement of the Capi- 
tol have attended the birth of some kind ofa revenue measure, the par- 
entage of which has not as yet been acknowledged, but no doubt the 
tleman from Michigan will inform the country in due time that it 
fof degitinate origin. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 
The Committee on Elections, none of whose members are overly able- 
bodied and healthy, have considered some ten or a dozen contests, 


maturely digested something like 20,000 pages of testimony, read sev- | fi 


eral hundred of arguments, reported upon more than a half dozen 
‘eases, had ered five of them, and turned out four Democrats and 
seated four Republicans; and yet the Committee on Invalid Pensions has 
not been able to consider a single measure for a service pension or for 
the repeal of the limitation of the arrears acty although the measures 
were submitted to them in perfect form three months ago. 

Why did not the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS], instead of 
heaping his indignation upon the members upon this side from Indi- 
ana, inform his constituent that his colleague [Mr. MORRILL], chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, had failed to report any 
service-pension bill to the House, and until that was done every mem- 
ber upon the floor was powerless todo anything. Thesilenceof mem- 
bers upon the other side of the House upon the subject of pension legis- 

‘lation; permit me to suggest, has become painful, The mild appeal 
from my colleague [ Mr. CHEADLE] is all that we have heard. 

True, we have had an occasional wave of the ensanguined garment, 

. and I have no doubt but what several gentlemen over there are now 
ready and eager to give it a shake, but the soldiers of Indiana held an 
encampment in the district I represent, a few days ago, and somewhat 
forcibly said that that exercise was no longer entertaining. 

It is apparent that the decree has gone forth that there must be no 

service-pension bill, that there must be no attempt to repeal the limi- 
tation of the arrears act. Columns of fi 


Democratic side. ] í 

There can be no excuse for any turther delay by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. The power has been given to the committee to re- 
port at any time: Their bills are privileged in the House, and they 
must redeem their pledges or foe convicted betore the soldiers and 
before the country of obtaining the suffrages of the veterans under false 

[Great applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. LANE, The gentleman will allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment. Does he know that the Democratic members of the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions have voted in favor of an arrearage bill to be 
reported to the House? 

Mr. BYNUM. Ido not know it. Iam not advised as to what has 
been done in the committee-room. I only know that a majority of the 
committee are Republicans, and that no bill has, as yet, been brought 
into the House. 

Mr. LANE, Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, h: ed up that bill at 
every meeting of the committee and pressed every day that it be re- 
ported to the House. i 

Mr. BYNUM. I know of none of my colleagues being opposed to 
the measure; and while I had no positive knowledge u the subject 
I was satisfied that it was not the fault of my colleague EMi, MARTIN], 
who as a member has labored assiduously and industriously for the 
soldiers and the soldiers’ widows of Indiana since he became a member, 
that this bill was not reported. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question ? a 

Mr. BYNUM. inly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understood my friend from Georgia. [Mr. 
CLEMENTS} to say a moment ago that this House had been in the 
hands of the Democratie party since 1876, which is strictly true, but 
for a period of two years in the Forty-seventh Congress, whenit wasin 
the hands of the Republican party. And now I wish to know from the 
gentleman from Indiana whether when you had control of the House 
a ever reported a service-pension bill, [Applause on the Republican 


Mr. BYNUM, The Democratic party never pledged itself to pass a 
service- ion bill. Democratic Representatives never pledged to the 
soldiers thatif they were elected the legislation demanded by them would 
be passed. [Laughter and ag! Sg on the Democratic side.} They 
neyer falsely pretended upon this floor that they favored the measure, 


but they now and here serve notice that you of the Republican side of 


the House, who have made such p shall bring the measures into 
the House or go home and confess to the soldiers that you deceived 
them. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The . The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I want to know when and where the Repub- 
lican party pledged itself to a general service pension. 

Mr. SPRING Everywhere. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kentucky is entitled to the 


oor. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will for ten minutes 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA ]. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, it is to be regretted when a ques- 
tion shall arise affecting the interests of the men who served their coun- 
try in preserving our Government itis to be injected with politics, but 
inasmuch as it has been done the men on this side of the House, who 
claim to be as good friends to the soldier as any one in the country, 
do not intend any longer to sit here and quietly submit to utterances 
which have come from the dominant party on the other side for a num- 
ber of years, and especially during this session of Congress. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] For, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Bynum] has indicated, you have to face the music, and we intend to 
force you to it. We intend to draw the line of battle on the service- 
pension bill. [Applause on the Democratic side.] You have got to 
march up to it, because we no longer intend you shall mask yourselves 
before the country as the special friends of the veterans when up to this 
time you have done but little to alleviate their i 

Why, sir, the Democratic party has forced the pension-roll from 
$28,000,000 up to about $100,000, 000. ; 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, rose. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Be quiet, my friend, and keep your seat, for I have 
only ten minutes and have no time to spare. 

The Democratic party, I say, Mr. Chairman, forced the pension-roll 
up from $28,000,000 in round numbers to $100, 000,000. Yet our friends 
on the other side ow, and on the stump tell the people what great 
friends they have to the men of the Union Army. It will not do 
any longer, comrades on that side. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. `, Did not the Democrats furnish the opposition to . 


ne Bs legislation on every oceasion? [Laughter on the 
side. 

Mr. SPINOLA. The record does not sustain it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. } 7s : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It does absolutely. 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, sir; and we will not have it any I r; and 
you have got to face the music. [Laughter and applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] At the time the Republican party was appealing to the 
people for renewal of power, after we had elected Grover Cleveland 
President of the United States, they spent nearly four years in culti- 
vating the vote of the veterans. The battle was to have been fought 
in Indiana. That State was to have been the battle-field. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And did not your President veto the bill for 
those veterans? [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. What was done in that campaign? My old friend, 
Corporal Tanner, the long-roll was beaten for him and he marched out 
like a veteran. He took off his coat and took off his neck-tie and 
stripped himself almost to the skin in advocating the doctrines Presi- 
dent Harrison put in his mouth; the pledges to the veterans of Indiana 
were made at the suggestion of President Harrison and the Republican 
committee in that State. What was the result? Why, after those 

ledges had been made, after Indiana had been carried by Corporal 

anner visiting every Grand Army post, when he came to carry out his 
promises, after having made innumerable pledges to veterans and other 
citizens, when he was called upon to do what in the name of the Re- 
pblican party he had promised, and he was placed in a responsible 
position to do it, what was the result? Let us read what he says him 
self: 


publican 


I want to say to you, I did not resign until the President and Secretary said 
to me in the same minute that the completed report of the investigating com- 
mittee, which lay before them, bad not one word which would impeach the 
honesty of my action in the slightest degree. 

But, nevertheless, he had to go. 


v I pores the slightest doubt that I would haye been removed if I had not re- 
igned. 


Here was a gallant soldier, a man who lost both legs on the battle- 
field, who was rewarded by the Republican ach lita ET the Presi- 
dent of the United States—for the gallant services he rendered to 
the party in the campaign of 1888, and yet he had to resign or, as he 
was aware, his head would roll into the basket. 

In fact, I knew it— 

He says— 

Noble had pronounced his ultimatum to be my head or his resignation, 

His head for what? Why, because he had done that which he 
ised the veterans of the North he would do—promises that he had made 
with the advice and under the su; of President Harrison and 
the pr Syren party, to carry that State. That is the way you re- 
ward veterans, 
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Now, sir, I care nof what it may cost. Corporal Tanner in his esti- 
mate for the expense of the Pension Office for the coming year has 
made a calculation which is much nearer accurate than the bill now 
before the House, He says it will require one hundred and fourteen 
millions, and I believe he is correct. And I believe you will find a de- 
ficiency next year, when you come to consider your appropriation bills, 
greater than, or at least equal to, the difference between the bills and 
my amendment. Now, what should be done, and done for the vete- 
rans who saved the nation? Let us make provision for their care for 
all time to come. [Cries of ‘‘That’sit!’’?] Let us make it in sucha 
way that there can be no quibbling about it in.the future. Let us 
pledge the internal-revenue taxes as they stand to-day to the credit of 
the pension fund of this country. The internal-revenue taxes of to- 
day are all that remain of the war taxes of the country. That tax was 
an absolute necessity as a war tax. The pension-roll as if exists to-day 
is a result of the war; it grew out of the war, and for myself I do not 
care if it takes the last dollar in the coffers of the United States. If 
it is necessary to extract the last dollar from your Treasury, I say take 
it and meet that obligation. And there is where the American people 
stand, in rebplan agnad the overwhelming majority of them, as well as 
the majority of the men on this side of the House, will be found occu- 
pying the same position. 

Now, a service-pension bill is forall inal ager correct thing, for the 
reasons assigned by the gentleman from i [Mr. CHEADLE] this 
morning. Do not place any man who has forfeited his health, or who 
lost a limb, or who suffered in many other ways in defense of this 
Union, under the necessity of taking the oath that he is a pauper, 
which is repulsive to every veteran as well as their friends. 

Now, sir, there were 33,000 men on the pension-roll' when Corporal 
Tanner took the office, that had been accumulating there for 24 years— 
33,000 who were receiving a less rate of pension than $4 per month. 
Corporal Tanner says less than $4 a month pension for a man who 
served the country on the field of battle, amid privations and dangers 
and the other things incident to the life of a soldier, is not adequate, 
and hence issued an order to put them on the roll at$4 a month. What 
did the Republican Administration do with it? How did they serve 
the veterans? Why theysaid that order must be revoked, and revoked 
it was. They did not commence by raps the sums paid to the 
rerated men of the Pension Office; not one of them was changed or 
reduced. They carried off their swag, one of them to the extent of 
$6,000, I believe. To be sure, they removed a few, but they did not 
revoke the order rerating them. Butwhen the ordercame rerating the 
poor soldiers from $1 to $4 a month, the Republican Administration 
was alive to the occasion, and then and at once struck the blow and 
pee them upon the pittance that had been previously accorded to 

em. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I now yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, following in the same line of thought 
with the gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman from New York, 
who has just taken his seat, I desire to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that the commander-in-chief of the Grand Army of 
the Republic has been reported in the papers of the day as going through 
the country and making speeches at the Grand Army camp-fires in all 
directions to the soldiers, in which he states that they must abandon 
all hope of getting a service pension through this Co because of 
the hostility of tern and Southern Representatives to the bill or 
because the Representatives from those sections are opposed to the 
measure, 

Now, I want to call further attention to the fact that the Republican 
party has a Committee on Pensions which could report the arrears bill 
at any time, a committee which could report a service-pension bill at 
any time, a committee which could report the prison-pension bill sny 
day they saw proper, but, notwithstanding this, they have not yet re- 
ported any one of these bills; but its Committee on Elections finds 
plenty of time to consider the voluminous records in contested-election 
cases and bring them before the House. And there is no lack on the 
pers of the Republican party of power or time to consider these elec- 

ion cases and to elect a Republican who was defeated at the polls every 
day that they set for that purpose and to unseat a Democrat who was 
elected by the people to represent ther on this floor, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will you allow a question ? 

Mr, ENLOE. No, sir; I don’t want any of your questions now, as 
my time is limited and I have other business in hand. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I only want to know if you would vote for 
either of these bills if reported. 

Mr. ENLOE. I don’t propose to discuss the bill now before the 
committee as I would like to do if time permitted, I suppose it will 
pass the House without objection. But I do propose to emphasize the 
pen that an inves ion of the Pension Office is needed. Ihave 

working on this for some time, and I have already called the 
attention of the House to a state of facts in connection with the ad- 
ministration of the Pension Office which calls for investigation at the 
hands of Congress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, since I made my speech the other day in refer- 


ence to the resolution of inquiry I introduced early in the session, I 
have received additional evidence that it is necessary that an investi- 
gation should be made. I received a letter this morning which I will 
have read from the Clerk’s desk, marked ‘‘personal.’’ Itis from aman 
who is credited with having written the many objectionable decisions 
promulgated by Mr. Bussey. a 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Wasuineton, D, C., March 20, 1890, 

Dear Sm: In yourspeech in the House the Lth instant, on the Tanner inves- 
tigation and poms: you referred to the ruling of Assistant Secretary 
in relation of a “dishonorable disc " toa claim for pension, and your re- 
marks demonstrated your total lack of information on the subject. The Assist- 
ant Secretary's ruling fs in strict harmony with the precedents set by every 
Secretary of the Interior since and including Alexander H. H. seg aE te grr 
each of the Democratic Secretaries since t time—and never dis: uni 
General Black issued an order, written by a well known ignoramus in the Pen- 
sion Office, upsetting an unbroken line of legal precedents. I inclose a copy 
of Bussey’s ruling, which has been pronoun: by several of the ablest Ja 
in the land an unanswerable statement of the Jaw. General Black set all of 
Tanner's bad rulings, and his administration, if investigated will make his 
record exceedingly disreputable, 

Secretary Noble displayed the highest courage in bringing the irregularities 
of Black and Tanner to grief with promptitude and effectually. 


Yours truly, = 
GEORGE BABER, 
Hon. B. N. ESLOE, 


House of Representatives. ` 

Mr. ENLOE. I maintain, Mr. Chairman, that the author of this 
letter who volunteers to address me is not entitled to any protection 
on account of his effort to screen himself from criticism while he in- 
dulges inofensive criticismof my utteranceson the floor of this House. 
It relates to a public and not toa personal matter, and if he was smart- 
ing under the criticism which fell from his superior and rested on him 
he should have either submitted in silence or he should have come out 
like an honorable man and made his offensive criticism in a public man- 
ner, He says my remarks demonstrated my ‘total lack of informa- 
tion on the subject’? of Mr. Bussey’s decision in relation of a dishon- 
orable discharge to a claim for pension. & Ast, 

Now, if he had read my remarks before he assumed to criticise them 
he would have seen that I did not question the decision as a naked 


proposition of law, and so stated, but that I criticised his action in re- ^ 


versing a ruling which was intended to make the pension-roll a roll of 
honor, and not a record of dishonor. If he had been honest in his 
criticism he would have chosen some other ground, and if he had been 
as‘anxious to keep in harmony with the truth as he is to keep in har- 
mony with this Administration he would have read my s; before 
he volunteered to criticise it: |. i 

I understand that he is or was a Democrat [laughter on the Repub- 
lican side ]—so represented or believed to be when he was serving under 
Commissioner Black, whose record he now assails. _ He says: 


General Black set all Tanner's bad rulings and his administration, if investi- 
gated, will make his record exceedingly wilerepatablo, 


His statement, if it can be believed, only confirms what I have said s 


as to the necessity for this investigation. -s 


If an investigation would make General Black’s administration ap- l 


pear disreputable, so be it; but if it is ordered, as I contend the facts 
demand, I ho 
this bird, which befouls its own nest, contributed to make that record 
disreputable. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

There are evidences all along the line that this investigation ought 
to be made. ; Some of the rulings in widows’ cases deserve public atten- 
tion. The widow of a New York colonel who was in the Pension Office 


drawing a salary of $1,200 a year applied for an increase under Com- ` 


missioner Tanner. The facts were that the widow was drawing asmall 
pension and had been since her husband’s death, which occurred sey- 
eral years ago—iisability, a headache resulting from his army service. 
One morning he was found floating in the Hudson River, his skull 
broken, and his pockets rifled, and upon that showing of facts his death 
or murder was attributed to his headache, and she was rerated and 
given $30 a month for life and $4,000 arrearages. Isupposeshe is still 
drawing the salary of $1,200 a year in the Pension Office. 

Then there is the cart-wheel case, where a man was pensioned for a 
slight trouble of the heart, at $4 a month. He was found one day in 
his field with a cart-wheel standing upon his neck, and they called up 
his case, or rather his widow’s case, and decided that the cart-wheel 
did not kill him, but that what he died of was heart disease, and so 
his widow was put on the roll. : ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to some decisions of a 
medical eharacter down there. In one case it was decided that pneu- 
monia was a pathological sequence of amputation of the arm? In an- 
other that a ganshot wound received in the big toe resulted in cerebral 
congestion fifteen years afterward ; and so it was decided that was a 
pensionable case. 

Mr. Chairman, I conld go on and cite a number of these cases, but 
I have not time. I want to call attention to the statement made here 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] the other day about the 
railroad cases. He said that Commissioner Black set the precedent. 
I suppose that a fall investigation would show that he was mistaken 
about that; but be that as it may, I asked him then, and ask him now, 


the scope of it will be broad enough to show what part * 
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if under any former administration there was ever a case where any 
clerk of the Pension Office was allowed to pass on the medical and legal 
questions and to make up cases and pass them under the forty-eight- 
hour rule, as Thomas D. Y; r, of Pennsylvania, did in 110 cases? 

Thomas D. Yeager was a $2,000 clerk in the Pension Office, and I 
am reliably informed that he took two hundred cases from the files, 
eases of George E. Lemon and Blocks-of-five Dudley, wrote the legal 
and medical opinions himself, thor zh he was neither lawyer nor doc- 
tor, railroaded one hundred and ten of them through under the forty- 
eight-hour schedule, and would have passed the other ninety if he had 
not been detected by Dr. McMillan, who was appointed by Secretary of 
the Interior to check the robbery. Dr, McMillan wanted to meet the 
extraordinary doctor who prepared the medical opinions, and he found 
him in Yeager, the clerk, who to-day wears the belt as the champion 
railroader of pension cases under all administrations. 

I would'like to know where Thomas D. Yeager is to-day and whether 
he is still drawing his pay in the Pension Office. 

There is not a farmer in this country who if he found the dogs set to 

guard the flocks killing his sheep, would have the breed on his place. 

He would kill the dogs and get a new breed. 

* N6 firm or individual or corporation would keep clerks or employés 
who had been caught increasing their salaries without the consent of 
their employer. 

I maintain, sir, that the Governmentshould apply the same principle, 
and not retain in its employ persons who took advantage of their posi- 
tions in the Pension Office to rerate and grantarrearages to themselves, 

When it is known that chiefs of division, clerks, members of the 
legal and medical boards, and all those who are appointed to protect 
the Treasury against unworthy and dishonest claimants have been en- 
gaged in rerating themselves and each other, is it not time to order an 

vestigation ? 3 

Letit be made. The honest soldiers of the country demand it. Let 
it be made. The tax-payers of the country demand it. Let it be 
made, Honesty, justice, and the facts demand it. Let it embrace the 
administration of the present Commissioner; and, if bad precedentsand 
bad practices prevail, let it be known, so that they may be corrected, 


and not longer permit private jobbery and corruption to prey upon the 


ury under the protection and guise of generosity to the soldier. 
Let it embrace the administration of Commissioner Tanner, who was 
itted to resign, by request, for trusting in the promisesof princes, 

+ Let it embrace Commissioner Black, who was charged by the gentle- 
man from Kansas with being the wicked man who misled the unsophis- 
ticated Tanner: Let it embrace the administration of Blocks-of-five 
Dudley, who was distributing in Indiana the proceeds of contracts for 
the future delivery of Cabinet places, while Tanner was om the stump 
promising pensions to everybody, by the authority and at the request, 
as he alleges, of his Presidential candidate, 

The country will demand this investigation into the methods of dis- 
bursing these immense appropriations which are growing and will con- 
tinue to grow larger annually; and if this House refuses to order it a 
Democrati¢e House will order it in the Fifty-second Congress. j 

“[Here the hammer fell. ] 
e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]. ~* 

_. Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, we once had a lawyer in 
Mississippi by the name of Joe Mullins who usually began his speeches 
in defending criminal cases by saying: ‘‘Gentlemen of the jury, I do 
not wish to militate against the majesty of the law, nor contravene the 
due avoirdupois of the testimony.” [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I wish to say in the outset that it is not my purpose to ‘‘ militate” 

inst the majesty of the achievements of the men who fought to save 
the. Union, nor to ‘ contravene the due avoirdupois’’ of the obligation 
of the Government to them. r 

No, sir; I am the last man to depreciate the efforts and achieve- 
ments of the Union soldiery; to do so would belittle my own work, for, 
sir, involved in the task of putting down the Southern Confederacy was 
the task of putting me down [linghter], and that was a big contract of 
itself. [Laughter.] Of course, Mr. Chairman, I am sorry it was neces- 
sary to put me down, but I do take some pride in the fact that it re- 
quired a great effort to do it. fLanghter.} 

Sir, when I have listened to the figures that have been brought out 
in this debate, that there were 2,859,132 enlistments in the late war 

~on the side of the Union (and I hold in my hand the estimate from the 
War Department that, excluding re-enlistments, there were 2,213,365 
individuals who'served in the war as enlisted men, and that that war 
cost $6,189,929,009); when I see that on the Ist day of January last 
there were 474,991 pensioners on the rolls growing out of the late war, 
besides those who have died and been dropped from the roll; and that 
there has been paid out in pensions $1,094,253,552.62 from July 1, 
1861, to January 1, 1890, and that there are 460,370 ntre claims pend- 
ing—when I see all this, and remember the untold resources and ad- 
vantages this Government had in that war, with open communication 
with the rest of the world, and the valor and intrepid courage of those 
2,213,365 enlisted men that must be conceded by all, and when I re- 
member that the Confederates, cut off from the balance of the world, 


without the munitions of war, without a navy, without factories, with 
ouly 600,000 enlisted men all told, with no money except such as we 
could print, and with great difficulty to get printing-presses and paper 
on which to print it—considering all these things, Mr. Chairman, it oc-~ 
curs to me, as it must occur to you, that if we had had a ‘‘fair shake’? 
in a clear field and a good cause we would have been a ‘‘mighty on- 
proper” crowd to ‘‘ monkey with.’ [Great laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I believe it was the present Executive of this great 
nation who said that ‘‘in measuring out pensions to the soldiers of 
the late war no apothecary’s scruples should be used.’’ It is con- 
ceded, sir, that mofe than $100,000,000 will be paid out in pensions 
this fiscal year, more than $53,000,000 having been paid out the first 
half of the year. I do not think, sir, that any apothecary’s scales are 
being used in this matter, but, sir, we are using the standard Fair- 
banks railroad-car scales [laughter], and yet we are told that we are 
not doing half enough; and some of my Democratic friends are vying 
with our Republican friends in insisting that measures shall be enacted 
here that shall increase this expenditure hundreds of millions of dollars, 

In fact, the schemes now on foot and being urged on this Congress 
would involve expenditures almost without limit, Itmakes your head 
ache to calculate it. I want to say that I have no fault to find with 
the Republicans ‘or any want of liberality to the soldiers. [Laughter. ] 

I know, Mr. Chairman, this isa great Government. It would be im- 
possible to compute its worth in dollars and cents. Of course, sir, I 
feel mighty bad about having tried to destroy it [laughter]; but, sir, 
when 1 listen to the demands as made in the name of the soldiers for 
saving it and see the disposition to comply with those demands on the 
part of members on this floor, I think sometimes we had best stop and 
have an accounting, gnd see if we had best to pay the thing out 
or let the Grand Army of the Republic take it. [Laughter.] 

I listened with interest to-day to my friend from Indiana [Mr, 
CHEADLE] in his appeal in behalf of the soldiers. There is a bond of 
sympathy between brother CHEADLE and me: we were both privates. 
[Langhter.] I believe he is honest and believes in what he says. I 
do not doubt that he was a good soldier, and I know something of how 
close a real soldier feels to his comrades; but I noticed in the morning 
paper that the Six o’Clock Club met in this city last night and the dis- 
tiuguished personages present were required to confess on what subjects 
they were cranks. Now, if my friend CHEADLE bad been there and 
had made an honest confession he would bave said he was a crank on 
the subjeét of pensions. . [Laughter. ] j 

I am not going to take issue with him about our obligations to the 
soldiers. He and I perfectly about that; the difference between 
us is in how the obligations are to be discharged, It probably grows 
out of a difference in temperament. Iam very sentimental, while he 
seems to be quite iater a ie I believe in paying off these obligations 
partly in honor, while he wants it all in cold cash, [Great laughter 
and applause.) I have taken occasion once before to warn you gentle- 
men who saved the Union, and I now repeat the warning, that if you 
do not hold up on this business of paying yourselves for your expend- 
iture of patriotism during the war the first thing you know the elas | 
will not owe you anything. [Laughter.] Fdo not want this done; 
want to reserve up some of this debt of gratitude to talk about on 
Fourth of July occasions. [Laughter. ] 

The gentleman from California [Mr, Morrow], in charge of this 
bill, informs us that he thinks we will reach the limit in 1894; that we 
may expectincreases until then, bat that by that time the increases will 
stop. Mr. Chairman, I must confess to being somewhat skeptical about 
these predictions. To show how unreliable they are, and how wild , 
some of our friends have gone on this subject, I will call your atten- 
tion again to the speech of the late President, General James A. Gar- 
field, to which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] made refer- 
ence in his remarks to-day, On this floor, on the 7th day of Decem- 
ber, 1876, General Garfield, in discussing the pension appropriation 
bill for that session, which carried $28,533,000 said: k, 

My idea is, if gentlemen will allow me, that we have reached and perh 
passed the summit of appropriations for this object; that it took a number of 
years to develop and get through with regular form of laws to admit to the 
rolls the persons entitled to pensions, and that the time must necessarily come 
when we shall pass the climax and begin to godownward, I suppose we have 
already reached the maximum, 

Now, sir, this was the statement of a gallant Union general, high in 
the councils of his party; a man thoroughly conversant with the per- 
formances of the Union soldiers. _ You can see that at that time it had 
never entered into the mind of any one that this pension business would 
ever go to the extent to which it has already gone, and yet the clamor 
is louder for increases to-day than ever before. 

I want to submit one suggestion just hereabout pensions, and that is 
that, aside from the hardship it imposes. on those who have to pay 
them, and who do not receive them in return, I do not believe that 
indiscriminate pensions are a good thing, even for those who receive 
them. Ihave been a soldier myself, and I have gone home with my 
comrades, all of whom were n y thrown on their own resources, 
and I have seen them go to work—men with wounds, one arm or one 
leg gone—and they have made citizens, have made a living and 
reared and educated their families; they are not in the pce 
nor have I ever seen or known of one of them begging his bread. 
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Gentlemen tell us that there are 20,000 Union soldiers of the late 
war in the poor-houses. Ihave no criticisms to make and I do not 
censure them for being poor; it is no disgrace. Nordo I mention the 
case of the Confederate soldiers as an argument against any pension, 
but I do believe that the pensioning business can be carried to an ex- 
cess, and to where it will not be best even for the beneficiaries of the 
system. We all know that self-reliance is a great thing to develop and 
sustain human character. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ` 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ibelieve I have thirteen min- 
utes remaining. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman from Mis- 


sissippi. 

Me ALLEN, of Mississippi. Ithank the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. The main object I had in addressing the com- 
mittee to-day was to make some suggestions in reference to the posi- 
tion of my Kansas friends, Messrs. PERKINS, PETERS, and FUNSTON. 
Mr. CLEMENTS has already read you from the Washington Post what 
those gentlemen have had to say in reference to the wail of woe that 
comes up from the oppressed farmers of Kansas. It seems there is 
great distress among them. I give some extracts from an open letter 
addressed to the Congressional delegation from that State. 

WILL CONGRESS HEARKEN?—KANSAS FARMERS ASK TO BE DELIVERED FROM 


MORTGAGE SHARKS. 
TOPEKA, Kans., March 17. 


The Farmers’ Alliance has addressed an 


n letter to the Kansas delegation 
in Congress demanding legislation for the relief of the agricultural interests of 
the State. The letter says: 


“ We call attention to the fact that a single law firm in one city in Southern 
Kansas now has the contract for the foreclosure of 1,800 mortgages. This means 
1,800 homesteads transferred from the hands of so many industrious families to 
the hands of capitalists, either domesticor foreign. The foreclosure of the mort- 
gases is in accordance with a preconceived purpose to gain possession of these 

farms and people them witha more servile tenantry imported from foreign lands 
aas perks oC tes Glass, Rod orp heed aos BO MIENS way to Epe bs VERE 
pereat of cruelty pa matests of this nto Ail over = x ihe Tomes of our 
. strugg verse circu: an 
rea Soninek ajenna to Ame d eg pri aray until relief shall come, rg 

And again: 

2 al 4 i that 
ees a Soles Sinan eee eee 
leas urgent than those upon which the safety of their homesand welfare of their 
families depend. They believe that the white citizens have some rights as well 
as colored citizens of the South. They believe that the valiant heroes, both 
white and black, who fought for liberty and uating our institutions, can 
afford to wait for one moment until the rights of our live heroes in the present 
struggle for American homes receive some recognition by the men who have 
‘been chosen to represent them in Congress.” 

I wish I could give the whole letter, but this will suffice to show that 
all is not lovely in Kansas. It is indeed, Mr. Chairman, a distressing 
condition of affairs with these people who are to-day burning their corn 
for fuel, and I am sorry to say these alarming conditions do not exist 
in Kansas alone, but they pertain toa distressing extent to almost every 
agricultural community in this country, and I want to say a few words 
for the farmers. 

Now, whatis the remedy prescribed by these three gentlemen named ? 
They say the remedy is more liberal pensions, Now, sir, who ever 
heard of such a proposition—that pensions are to be voted to relieve 
distress among the farmers? 

Let me ask the gentlemen what those farmers are going to do who 
get no pensions, but who have to help to pay them ? e the farmers 

my district, where, by no fault of theirs, they had a failure of crops 
last year. They are taxed to pay pensions, but donot get any. Take 
many hard-working and deserving people, as are to be found anywhere, 
who did not last year make enough to pay rent and taxes, and, as I say, 
by no fault of theirs; what would the gentlemen do for their relief? 
The gentleman from Kansas should remember that we are a part of 
this great country, and if other sections ignore us they ought not todo 
so, for our people are among their best customers for their products. 
We buy their corn, their meat, hay, and mules. 

Mr. Chairman, I took occasion in my great tariff speech [laughter] in 
the Fiftieth Congress to call attention to the rights of the cotton pro- 
ducers of the South by reason of their contributions to the wealth of 
this country. I can furnish the statistics to show that, besides the cot- 
ton they have furnished our own manufacturers in the United States, 
they have exported more than 100,000,000 bales since the war that has 
brought back money enough to pay the whole cost of the war. This 
has kept the balance of trade in our favor, filled our Treasury with 
gold, and enabled this Government in a most critical period of its finan- 
cial history to resume specie payment, I insist that their rights are 
not to be ignored. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, there are many poor people of Kansas and other 
portions of the North who will get no pensions, but will be taxed to pay 
them. What relief do gentlemen propose for them? I do want this 
Congress, if it can take the time from the other schemes before it, to 
give some attention to relieving agriculture of its burdens, and I warn 
you that the farming and laboring classes are organizing all over the 
country, and I do hope they will have the courage and judgment to de- 
mand their rights and then to make it warm for those who refuse to 
heed their demands. 

I have here some extracts from the speeches of those three gentlemen 


[ Messrs. PERKINS, PETERS, and Funsron], made during the discussion 
of the Mills bill in the Fiftieth Congress. We were then demanding 
relief for the farmer, were insisting on a reduction of taxation. We 
wanted the money left with the people; but what did these gentlemen 
then tell us? Mr. PERKINS, in speaking of agricultural depression, 
charged it to Cleveland’s Administration, and of course led us to be- 
lieve that a change would remedy the evil. 

Here is what he said: 

We know that from Mr, Cleveland’s inauguration until the present time 
agricultural products have declined until, as the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Wilson] said the other day, there is no profit to-day to the farmer in the 
cultivation of the field, and, in order that this condition of affairs may continue, 
we now are asked to strike down a system of legislation which in the ed he 
the country its wonderful prosperity. We believe in contributing to the hap- 
piness and prosperity of the people rather than see the industries and trade of 
the country prostrated and its people made poor and miserable, 

Mr, PETERS read with some pardonable pride the following resolu- 
tion of a county convention in his district to show us the farmers were 
prosperous and happy. The same was greeted with loud applause on 
the Republican side: ‘ 

Sixth. We look with pride upon the tariff laws of our country which have 
made us the st nation on earth; which has furnished us an industrial 
system which pays better wages to r than is paid anywhere else; which 
furnishes a better market for the product of our farms, forests, and mi and 
which are to-day the foundation of so much prosperity and happiness, and we 
demand such just protective laws as shall insure to our whole people a continu- 
ance of a staple and settled financial condition, and we indorse the able efforts 
of the Hon. S. R, Perers who is laboring so manfully in behalf of the people to 
prevent the majority in the present Co: from opening the doors of com- 
merce and forcing our laborers to compete with the poorly paid labor of Europe, 

[Loud applause on the Republican side, ] 

Mr. PETERS said: 

The idea that has been croaked from the White House and echoed by almost 
every Democratic throat that we have too much revenue isa false pretense 
and a fraud, 

And these are the remarks of Mr. FUNSTON: 

Why all these tears for the farmer? . 

Again: 


I want to say to you, gentlemen, the farmers are asking none of your sym- 
y: 
This is good reading in the light of present conditions. Here it is 


The farmer is not dead to his interests. He knows better perhaps where they 
lie than the men who are assuming to champion his cause; but little, if any, 
complaint comes from him of the high peoos allowed. to have arisen by reason 
of the tariff. Of all the petitions that have ed my table in the four 
years not one has come from a farmer asking a reduction of the tariff on wool 
or any other article. 

Here it is again: 

Thanks,gentlemen. Restrain yoursym, ; besto 
Pec xa cent a hetead Na ay sympathy; w it whereit will be more 

He ever denies us the privilege of sympathizing with the Kansas 
farmer. 

Hear him again: 

The farmers of my district believe that under our system they are getting a 
good market for their products which fully compensates them for every extra 
cent they may possibly haye to pay for their lumber. 

It seems to me this will be at this time very interesting reading for 
the ‘‘ Kansas corn-burner”’ as he sits by his corn fire. I hope he will 
not refuse us the right to sympathize with him, for I do from the bottom 
of myheart. ButIshould think he would wonder where those compen- 
sating markets are when he can not sell his corn at 10 cents per bushel. 
The gentleman can no longer say the farmers are not complaining; they 
are not prosperous and happy as they deserve to be. They are wa 
up to a realization of their condition and to the tricks that have been 
played on them. 

I hope their Representatives will wake np also. If they do noi, I 
intend to champion the cause of the Kansas farmers as well as the rest 
of the farmers in this country. My platform is: Lower taxes for the 
farmer; more money for his use, both greenback and silver, and cheaper 
money to pay hisdebts with; and a graduated income tax, so that the 
rich of the country who have been the beneficiaries of so much of the 
legislation of Congress shall bear some of the burdens of the Govern- 
ment, We live under a system of Federal taxation where the rich get 
the benefits and the poor pay the taxes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I believe I 
have eight minutes remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. Seven. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The CHAIRMAN (after a pause). To whom does the gentleman 
from Kentucky yield ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I meant to yield to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana; but I understand he prefers to speak in the five- 
minute debate. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to publish in the RECORD a letter which I re- 
ceived from the present Commissioner of Pensions. 

I have nothing to add to the general debate; I did not intend to take 
partin it. Iam in favor, as I had occasion to say on this floor four 
years ago, of a liberal pension system; but I am opposed to the abuses 
of that system, and I am opposed to making it a great political ma- 
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chine. I am in favor of treating the subject of pensions as a business 
matter, giving to the soldier a fair pension based upon the logical 
und that his service to the Republic entitles him to have made up to 

fim or his family a money equivalent which may take the of that 
which was lost in the service; thatis, if the soldier was his widow 
and children should haye a sum of money which shall be somewhat an 
equivalent for what he would have earned for them if he had survived; 
that if he is disabled he shall have a fair money equivalent for the 
difference between the earning power if he had come out of the Army 
undisabled and the earning power he has under the casualties of war. 
All else seems to me, saying it with great respect, to be either senti- 
mentality, which uses other people’s money for its gratification, or polit- 
ical legislation for the purpose of buying political power with the pub- 
lic Treasury. And to that I am opposed. i 

I believe this enormousannual appropriation mustincrease. I believe 
my friend from California [Mr. Morrow] is mistaken. Ido not see 
how it is to reach its maximum in 1894. According to my calculation 
it will not reach it during this century, and at theend of the half cent- 

. of 1950 we will have a pension-roll of large proportions. 

ps MORROW. Can I say a word? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. MORROW. The gentleman's statement was quite correct, but 
he will bear in mind that my reply was as to the effect under existing 


law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then under existing law, if 
we do not pass any other law, we would have a pension-roll ee for 
sixty years, for it will be remembered the widow takes the place of the 
pensioner, and if isdemonstrated by the fact that on the present pension- 
roll are widows of the war of the Revolution and survivors and widows 
of the warof 1812; that the widows’ pension-roll lasts much longer than 


gaa arr pension-roll. 

e letter from General Raum hereto appended shows that there 
have been granted pensions on account of the late war up to January 
1, 1690, 730,474, and that there were then pending applications 258,- 
325, and there had been rejected 146,752, making an aggregate of ap- 
plications 1,135,751, or about one application for every two soldiers 
actually enlisted during that war. 

We may well expect that at least 600,000 more applications will be 
filed, and that of those pending (258,325), those rejected (146,752) but 
entitled to be reopened, and when reopened adjudicated under the prin- 
ciples set out in the fantastic and grotesque decisions of the Assistant 
Secre of the Interior (General Bussey), and of those to be filed 

- (600,000), an aggregate of 1,005,272, perhaps 80 percent. will be granted; 
that is, 804,221, or more than has been issued up to January 1, 1890. 
So that, without any new legislation, increased rates, or giving service- 
pensions, we may reasonably expect the pension-roll to be augmented 
every year for many years. 

The pension-roll is and for a half century will continue to be a mort- 
gage on the industries of thecountry. We can borrow money at 3 per 
cent. If we were to fund the principal that at 3 per cent. would realize 
a hundred millions it would be $3,300,000,000; this is practically our 
funded ‘‘war debt’? for the next quarter of a century. We will need 
more than one hundred millions every year for that quarter of a cen- 
tury. Let us look it squarely in the face. It must be borne by those 
who were not of the generation which fought the war and be paid by 
those who toil for a living. 

I have nothing to say about the issue between the Administration 
and Corporal Tanner. Nor do I intend to say anything unkind of him 
or harsh of his conduct in the Pension Office. The gallantry of his 
service and the sad and pathetic evidence of that gallantry render it 
impossible for one who served on the other side to say an unkind word. 
Nor is there any evidence that he did not discharge his duty as best he 
knew how. That he did discharge it extravagantly and unwisely is 

bably true. It may be that he was a victim to his misplaced con- 
encein the professions of hisown party. ButI havenoattack tomake 
on him nor any criticism to offer on the ma ent of his successor. 

What has been done as to the rerating of employés or others, or 
what favoritism may have been shown to certain pension agents, is not 
known with sufficient accuracy to justify any statement. And it is 
due to fairness to say that as to the present Commissioner, I have not 
heard or seen anything that is not proper. He is evidently a man of 
unusual administrative ability, and, I shall assume, desires to do his 
daty. 

There ought to be a full and complete annual investigation of all its 
action. That there have been many fraudulent pensions all know; that 
there have been scandals is freely c 

So, too, we ought to eliminate politics from our discussions of pen- 
sion bills. This day may never come. If not, there will come a day 
of revolt. 

But I do say as a representative of the people that there ought to be 
a stricter supervision over and more critical reviews of the Pension 
Office; that the sensitiveness which keeps us from investigating it, 
which has made it sacred, which has every time it has been under dis- 
cussion made persons avoid any criticism of it, is unwise, timid, and 
unpatriotic. Where $100,000,000 passes under the control of a bureau, 


when it has examiners in every part of the country, when itis capable 
of being used as an immense and powerful political machine, when 
every dollar that is spent comes out of the labor of the productive 
classes who do not receive pensions nor adequate reward for their labor 
and are seeking relief, when every widow who receives a pension is 
paid out of the earnings of the widows who receive no pension, it is 
our bounden duty to see that the Pension Office is conducted with a 
clear regard to the business matters committed to it, that it is fre- 
quently examined, and that allits acts be gh er in open daylight. 

am following is the letter referred to in Mr. BRECKINRIDGE’S re- 
marks: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE oF THE COMMISSIONER, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., March 17, 1890. 

Sm: I haye the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
the 15th instant, asking for certain statistical information from the records of 
this bureau, and in response I have to state as follows: 

Your first question asks for the entire number of pensions on account of the 
war of 1861 granted up to January 1, 1890, and the number of such pensioners 
on the rolls on that day. The total number of pensions granted from 1861 to 
June 30, 1889, growing out of causes which originated in the war of 1861, was 
703,189. Between July 1, 1889, and December 31, 1889, 26,985 of such pensions 
were granted, making a total to January 1, 1890, of 730,474 allowances of all 
classes of Jate war pensions. 

On the Ist day of January, 1890, there was a total of 474,991 late war pensioners 
of all classes on the pension-rolls. 

Your second question asks for the aggregate sum paid to such (late war) pen- 
sioners up to January 1,1890. Up toa comparatively recent date the amount 
disbursed for pensions and the cost of such disbursement were not separated 
in the reports made on this subject, so that it is difficult to determine the exact 
amount paid to pensioners as asaka Seren from the total amount ded 
out of the different pension appropriations. Up to June 30, 1889, it appears that 
$1,052,218,413.17 were expended from the pension a ns from 1861 up to 
thatdate. Between July 1, 1589, and January 1, 1890, $53,063,130.73 were expended 
in payment of all classes of pensions. Both of these amounts, however, in- 
cluded the disbursements to pensioners of the war of 1812 and the war with 
Mexico, $33,459,593.39 gy been paid between 1871 and January 1, 1890, to the 
war of 1812 pensioners, and $6,217,833.42 to Mexican war pensioners from Jan’ A 
1887, to January 1,1890. Eliminating the sum of these two rye cree phan ° 
426.81, from the grand total of expenditures up to January 1, Levee 11 be found 

n 


that as nearly as can now be determined there has been expe since July 1, 
1861, for late war pensions, $1,060,604,117,09, 
Your third question asks for the number of persons now on the roll 


on account of the war of the Revolution, on account of the war of and on 
account of the Mexican war. On the ist day of January, 1890, there were 27 
persons on the pension-roll on account of war of the Revolution; there 
mere 9,880 pensioners on account of the war of 1812, and 23,568 Mexican war 
pensioners, 

The number (27) of the Revolutionary war pensioners is so small that no 
arate accounting is kept of them. They are, however, included in the 474,991 
Inte war pensioners reported in this letter because they are paid from the same 
appropriation. The grand total of pensioners on the rolls January 1, 1890, was 
508,419. 

Your fourth question asks for the present number of pending applications. I 
ey you refer to late war applications, By an count made Decem- 


r 25, 1889, it appeared that there were on that date pending in this office of 
late war claims, invalids, 142,955; widows and others, 75,370; total, 258,325. It is 
also proper to state that on thesame date there were upon the rejected files of 


this bureau the following cases : Invalids, 99,878; widows and others, 47,074; 
total, 146,952. 
RECAPITULATION, 


Number of late war pensions granted up to January 1, 1890... ... 474 
Number of late war pensioners on the rolls January 1, 1890. ..... 474, 991 
Approximate aggregate amount paid to late war pensioners 

rom 186) to January 1, 1890... ccc. ccscrresene soressesssnneses wu enna scene e SL, O60, GOS, 117, 09 
Number of persons on the pension-rolis on account of the war 
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ery respec y, 
GREEN B. RAUM, 
Commissioner of Pensions, 


Hon. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 

House of Representatives. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. By agreement five minutes 
was to be given to my friend from California [Mr. Morrow] to close 
the debate. ~ 

Mr, MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I will briefly reply to one or more 
suggestions made on the other side of the House. 

In the first place, as to the removal of Corporal Tanner from the po- 
sition of Commissioner of Pensions. When he went into that office he 
found a great Government machine in full operation under the law. It 
was impossible for him to examine into all the details of pension busi- 
ness and ascertain whether or not every case which was passed upon 
was determined exactly according to law. 

He found, if he made an examination—or, whether he did or not, it 
was a fact—that there had been established the practice of rerating 
employés of the office as well as others. Whether it was correct or 
not, the fact existed that the rerating of the employés of the Pension 
Office was going on; and we have here a statement or list of ten 
names for the six months ending March 27, the date when Commis- 
sioner Black left the office and Tanner became Commissioner. 

Now, how much rerating went on during the preceding three and a 
half years of Commissioner Black’s control of the office we do not 
know. We have not asked to know. We simply ask that there 


should be a report that should furnish a com: n between the six 
months of Mr. Tanner’s administration of office and a like time 
during the administration of Mr. Black. 

This statement shows that during Mr. Black’s tenure of office and 
during the six months to which reference is made there were 1,118 
cases of rerating, and of this number ten were employés of the Pen- 
sion Office. This statement further shows that the value of the pensions 
so rerated was $150,288.70, that the value of the reratings after such 
rerating was $191,423, and that the total amount of such rerating 
paid by the office at that time was $548,140.36. Against that we find 
that under Commissioner Tanner there were rerated 1,396 cases, of which 
46 were employés of the office, a larger number, it is true, than were re- 
rated during the previous six months; but if it was wrong at all it was 
wrong during General Black’s term and the offense in Tanner wasa ques- 
tion of degree. We do not say it was right. Wedosay thatthe matter 
was bronght to the attention of the Secretary of the Interior, who sent 
word to Commissioner Tanner that he must call a halt; that the prac- 
tice of adjudicating such claims must proceed in regular order, and the 
fault was that he did not obey the direction of his superior, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from California inform the com- 
mittee how it was brought to the attention of the Secretary of the In- 
terior and the President ? 

Mr. MORROW. How what was brought to the attention of the 
Secretary ? 

Mr. SAYERS. The rerating. How was this rerating of the men 
employed in the Pension Bureau brought to the attention of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the President? 

Mr. MORROW. It does not appear and I do not know. Iam not 
sure that I can answer the gentleman’s question. But an appeal lies 
from the Commissioner of Pensions to the Secretary of the Interior, and 
I suppose that probably in the course of official business it reached his 
attention. 

Mr. SAYERS. Would not the supposition be more probable that it 
was originally brought to the attention of the President and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior by the press of the country? 

Mr. MORROW. Oh, I do not know; but I think not. 

bon? pei carers The time of the gentleman from California has 
exp! 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I have had, of course, the five-min- 
ute extension by the courtesy of the committee, but-trust that I will 
have an opportunity to extend my remarks on this point ia the RECORD. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Thegentleman can make a pro forma amendment 
if he desires to do so at this time and continue his remarks. 

Mr. MORROW. Five minutes additional would scarcely serve my 

urpose, 
i The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the first section of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the follo: sums be, and the same are hereby, ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the payment of pensions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other 


P For Army and Navy pensions, as follows: For invalids, widows, minor chil- 
dren, and dependent relatives, survivors, and widows of the war of 1812 and 
with Mexico, $97,090,761: Provided, That the Sercorntos aforesaid for Navy 
pensions shall be paid from the income of the Navy pension fund, so far as the 
same may be sufficient for that pu: z And Surther, That the amount 
expended under each of the above items shall be accounted for separately: And 

Surther, That hereafter a check or checks drawn by a pension agent in 
payment of pension due, and mailed by him to the address of a pensioner, shall 
constitute a within the meaning of section 4765, Revised Statutes, in the 
event of the death ofa tpt eps su uent to the mailing and before the re- 
ceipt of said check; and the amount which may haveaccrued on the pension of 
any pensioner subsequent to the last quarterly payment on account and 
prior to the death of such pensioner shall in the case of a husband be paid to his 
widow, or if there be no widow to his surviving minor children or the guardian 
thereof, and in the case of a widow to her minorchildren: Provided further, That 
hereafter whenever a pension certificate shall have been issued and the pen- 
sioner mentioned therein dies before parmons shall have been made, leavi 
no widow and no surviving minor children, the accrued pension due on sai 
certificate to the date of the death of said pensioner may, in the discretion of 
ane Secretary of the Interior, be paid to the legal representatives of said pen- 

ner, 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send tothe 


The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 36 insert: 
“ And provided further, The Commissioner of Pensions in his report for the 
ending June 30, 1891, shall show separately the total d: rsements 
from July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1991, to pensioners of the war of the Revolution, of 
the war of 1812 with Great Britain, and ofthe war with Mexico, and the Jate civil 
warand of the Indian wars; and alsothe number of pensions granted between 
said dates because of said wars; and alsothe number of pensioners of said wars 
respectively whose names have been stricken out from the rolls between and in- 
cluding the said dates because of their having fraudulently and improperly ob- 
tained pensions,together with the amounts disbursed to them during the time 
their names were upon the roll; and also the number of persons to whom ar- 
reais will have been paid under the acts of January 25 and March 3,1879, to the 
said 30th day of June, 1891, from their dates of passage, together with the sum 
total of the arrears so paid.” Z 


Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order upon that amendment. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. i I desire to state briefly the effect of 


Chairman, 
the amendment, which is that it will tend only to furnish information 


to Congress which is desirable in the preparation of these bills. I 


have purposely required that this report only be made for the 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1891, so as not toimpede the current opera- 
tions of the Pension Office and to give the office ample time to furnish 
information called for in the amendment. I think it will be beneficial 
to Congress and to the country. 

ee CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indians reserves the point 
of order. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, to one untrained in the modes of pro- 
cedure herg this discussion has a strange and somewhat unique appear- 
ance. The first purpose of debate is the elucidation of the question. 
But I have listened in vain for some sign, some hint, however remote, of 
a connection between this discussion and the bill before us. The link 
seems to be missing and Iam not Darwinian enough to findit. Itisan 
appropriation bill and it carries the flag with it. Now, I do not know 
anybody thatis opposed to the appropriation, and I ean notexplain the 
apparent opposition on the other side unless it is to the flag part of it, 
It seems very like the debate the slave had with his master, of which 
he said to his friend, ‘‘ Massa say sunshine good for punkins, and I say 
so too, an’ we’sputed about it for one hour.’’? We say this bill ought to 
pass, and our friends on the other side say so too, and we have “’sputed 
about it’’two days. It seems asort of a field occasion with no enemy 
in sight, discipline lax, the whole army at rout step, and every man 
privileged to aim his musket where he pleases. My ‘honorable friend 
from Texas drew from the strings the true note of the occasion when he 
said he had an opportunity to make a speech and he was going to em- 
brace it. And he made a good one, an exceedingly good one. Ona 
proper occasion it would have been grandly effective. Had there been 
an enemy before him and his cartridges not been mostly blank he would 
have produced enormous havoc. The field would have resembled that 
described in heroic verse: 

With copious slaughter all the field was red, 
Piled with growing mountains of the dead. 

Still, I desire to pay my distinguished friend the tribute of my sin- 
cere admiration of the éxtreme pains he has taken to inform our minds 
upon the seerets (open ones) of the administration of the Pension De- 
partment. He has made the House his debtor for the information he 
has brought, which, but for the fact of its previous publication ‘in vari- 
ous reports and documents, we would not have been able to obtain 
without his aid. He seems to be charged with the duty of finding 
some defects in the present administration of the Pension Department 
and some delinquencies in those connected therewith. He was ina 
measure successful. Whether the game was worth the powder he must 
decide, but I submit with great deference that the caliber of the gun 
was hardly justified by the smallness of the object shot. It is a waste 
to train a 30-pounder Parrott gun on a woodchuck. 

Since he entered the field like a knight-errant in quest of adventures, 
he ought to have been more successful in finding them. Don Quixote, 
the valiant knight of La Mancha, greatly excelled him in this inter- 
esting and exciting field of employment. I would naturally expect 
in view of the magnitude of the pension business of this country, the 
fabulous number of applicants, the colossal piles of papers, and the legion 
of clerks required to handle them that some serious delinquencies might 
be discovered by a man with a keen, eye looking close enough to the 
grou»d, due to the infirmities of human nature, which might have 
cropped out here and there among so large an aggregation of people, 
selected without theaid of the ‘‘fairy’s mirror ” to test their moral qual- 
ities, 

I think my honorable friend from Texas ought to be chastised a lit- 
tle for not finding more subjects of complaint. He will excuse me for 
being reminded of an incident a friend told me of in military life. A 
soldier took offense at some act of his captain, and drawing a revolver 
and pointing it at the face of the officer pulled the trigger. The pistol 
miased fire, whereupon the superior officer, who was also a superior 
disciplinarian, ordered the mutinous soldier under arrest for one month 
for not keeping his arms in better condition. Now, my distinguished 
friend will pardon me for saying that his pistol missed fire. He ought 
to have had it in better condition. 

But the greatness of his exertions and the smallness of their results 
make it demonstrably clear that there is not much to complain of in 
the pension administration. And when the little was discovered we 
did not cover it up and leave it to be unearthed by asucceeding ad- 
ministration, but we summoned it with commendable promptitude to 
the test of investigation and administered a prompt and effective cor- 
reetive. My honorable friend has made us again his debtor for this con- 
tribution to the credit of the administration. 

But now, directing attention to a portion of the remarks of my friend 
from Texas, I beg to suggest that no comparison of the cost of the sev- 
eral wars in which we have unhappily been engaged, and the number 
ofsoldiers mustered in each, and thelength of the pension-rolls conse- 
quent upon each, though presented with all the effectiveness which 
comes with fine address and elaborate and eloquent statement, could 
help an argument in support of any proposition which subjects our 
pension system to a test as to its methods, its rectitude, or the integ- 
rity of those upon its rolls, The conditions were too dissimilar to ena- 
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ble a just comparison to be made. We have a large pension-roll be- 
cause our friends, the Confederates, shot a great many of us. They 
were better marksmen than we ever thought they were, and we could 
not keep out of the way of their bullets. body shot a great many 
of us several times. They were not content with making one hole 
apiece in us, but they made many in some of us, and we would have to 
be pensioned many times to keep even. 

Of course they did not hit us every time and sometimes they hit us 
where they missed us before. It cost them a great deal of lead to kill 
one Yankee. It used to be said that in war it took a man’s weight in 
lead to kill him. Only a few out of the whole number of shots fired 
in the heat of battle take effect. 

Marshal Saxe, says an exchange, first made the assertion which 
forms the base of theabove, when he said it would take 125 pounds of lead 
and 33 pounds of powder to put each of the enemy in the long trench, 
Wild and visionary as this may seem, it appears that there was more 
truth than poetry in the remark. With all the improvements which 
have been made in the art of war since the days of Saxe, Cassendi, the 
French savant, proves that the great marshal’s philosophical remark 
still holds good. A 

At the battle of Solferino, according to Cassendi’s carefully deduced 
calculations, a comparison of the number of shots fired on the Austrian 
side with the number of killed and wounded on the part of the enemy 
shows that 700 bullets were expended for each man wounded and 4,200 
for each man killed. The average weight of the ball used was 30 
grains; therefore it must have taken at least 126 kilograms or 227 
pounds of lead for each man killed. 

Yet Solferino was a most important and bloody battle. In the 
Franco-Prussian war the slaughter caused by the needle-gun among the 
French soldiers shows how much superior that gun is to the Austrian 
carbine; yet with that deadly weapon 1,300 shots were fired for every 
soldier destroyed in the enemy’sranks. Verily there was good founda- 
tion for Bogert’s ungrammatical remark: ‘‘ War is awful, but the noise 
of war is awfuller.”’ I may say, parenthetically, that I consent to the 
use of this interesting data by my honorable friend from Texas in his 
next speech to show that there can not be so many honest pensioners 
when if took so much lead to make one. 

I may add, I hope without offense, that the noise of the Confederate 
soldier was exceedingly awful. When we heard that appalling yell it 
caused such dismay in our ranks that we ran pell-mell onto their lines 
and routed them. 

But our friends the enemy never missed us when they could hit us. 
The waste of lead was wholly unintentional on their part. They meant 
to kill; that was their function, and it tarned out to be almost their only 
solace. I have heard somewhere of a Confederate soldier who derived 
much comfort from that consolation. He said one day to a friend that 
he admitted that he was whipped, but he had the consolation of know- 
ing that he had killed as many of the Yankees as they had killed of 
him. Now, they ought not to complain that we are on the pension- 
rolls, for they put us there. I stoutly maintain that there are two 
classes of people in this country who ought not to complain of the num- 
ber of our pensioners: 1. Those who made them. 2. Those in whose 
service they were made, South and North should give their united 
assent to a liberal pension system. : 

There is one thing my honorable friend in his zeal for knightly ad- 
venture overlooks. He would have done himself the justice to with- 
hold his comparison of the losses of our earlier wars with those of the 
last one, had he thought bow much more destructive military and naval 
armaments are now than in former years, and how much larger a per 
cent. of those engaged are killed or wounded. Our losses in the late war 
were greater than in any other war of modern times and we have a cor- 
respondingly large pensfon-list. 

The greatest loss of killed in battle of any one regiment during the 
late war fell to the lot of the First Maine Heavy Artillery, in which 
423 were killed or died of wounds. In their assault on Peter8burgh 
June 18, 1864, they lost 604 in killed and wounded in twenty minutes, 
out of 900 engaged, The next largest number of killed is found in 
the Eighth New York Heavy Artillery, which lost 361 killed and died 
of wounds. 

The infantry regiment that sustained the greatest loss in battle was 
the Fifth New Hampshire, which lost in killed and died of wounds 295, 

The second infantry regiment in numerical loss was the Eighty-third 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. Its loss was 282 killed and died of wounds. 

The Fifth Wisconsin Infantry lost 753 killed and wounded. 

The One hundred and fortieth Pennsylvania Volunteers lost 732 
killed and wounded. 

If we consider the losses in certain engagements the per cent. is ap- 


The Sixty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers at Gettysburgh lost 55 
killed out of 258 present at morning roll-call. 

The Fifth New York Duryea Zouaves at Manassas lost 117 killed 
out of 490 present for duty, and had 221 wounded besides. 

The Sixth United States Colored Troops at New Market Heights lost 
61 killed and 142 wounded out of 367. 

The Twenty-fourth Michigan Volunteers went into the first day’s 


fight at Gettysburgh with 496 men, and lost 79 killed and 237 wounded. 
But the most remarkable instance of all is that of the First Minnesota 
Infantry at Gettysburgh. Two hundred and fifty-two men all told 
went into action, and when they retired from the encounter only 47 
al! arenes around their colors, while 205 lay dead or wounded on 

e 

These figures will be better appreciated if compared with some of 
the greatest losses cited in the histories of other wars. The Light 
Brigade at Balaklava lost 36 per cent. The heaviest loss in the Franco- 
Prussian war was 49 per cent. The One hundred and forty-first Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers at Gettysburgh lost 76 per cent., while 60 per cent, 
was quite common both in the Union and Confederate armies. 

With the energetic destructiveness of Confederate weapons of war 
they had that other kind of energy which Motley so finely describes 
‘‘as never losing its value and which remains the same in every age 
the machinery by which stout hearts act directly upon willing hands, 
And those hands I may add, and I do so with pleasure, were quite will- 
ing to put us on the pension-roll, if not above it. Then it must be re- 
membered that in war death and injurysweep upon us with two wings: 
disease is one, the casualties of the field the other. The Union Army 
was composed largely of young men, many of them mere boys. 

Soft and susceptible to the conditions which invite disease, subjected 
to every form of exposure and hardship, employed in every kind of 
work in every possible situation—they were wood-choppers on the south- 
ern coast, lumbermen on the St. Mary’s, dock-builders at Port Royal, 
bridge-builders wherever water flowed, sappers on Morris Island, en- 
gineers at Hilton Head, miners at Petersburgh, and soldiers every- 
where—they were the constant prey of ‘‘ the ilence that walketh 
in the darkness,” fevers generated in the malarial districts, rheuma- 
tism caused by exposure to damp and cold, and a myriad of ailments, 
all invited by exhaustion and P 

In some sections of the South there were times when one-fourth of 
the entire commands were under treatment. Disease killed twice as 
many as the bullet and the bayonet. Similarly, it may be said, it 
wounded a hundred times as many; wounds unseen, perhaps unfelt, 
for years; insidious, subtle, hiding away in nerve, muscle, brain, heart, 
tissue, and bone; seeds of decay planted in the constitution weakened 
by the stress and strain of the service, germs of infirmity sown in the 
system in the swamps of the Carolinas, the sands of Florida, the mud 
of Virginia, or in the heat and flame of the deadly encounter, when 
nerve and brain and heart were subjected to strains from which they 
never entirely recovered. And these seeds and germs, like grains of 
wheat preserved in an Egyptian mummy, after many years bloom and 
fruit in ailments, as varied as the flowers of a garden, which disable 
and disqualify for any of the bread-winning pursuits of life, 

When that stage in the progress of growing infirmity is reached there 
are but three ways for the soldier to go: One leads to the bosom of 
private charity, one to the public almshouse or a soldiers’ home, the 
other to a pension-roll, Which way shall he take? Leta saved nation 
answer. 

To show how greatly disease exceeds the bullet in the destructive 
functions of war and to give a hint at the cost of preserving this Union, 
I append the following statement. 


A part of the cost of preserving the Federal Union. 
UNION LOSSES, 


Casualties, Officers.| Men, (Aggregate, 
Kilied or died of wounds. 6,365 | 103,673 110, 038. 
éd of disease,............. 2,795 | 221,791 X 

Drowned...... s.s.s... 106 4, 838 4,944 
Other accidental d 142 3,972 4,144 
Killed after capture. 14 86 100 
Committed suicide... 26 365 391 
Executed...... seseo: aoezo 267 267 
Executed by enem 4 60 64 
Died from sunstrok 6 308 314 
Other known causes, 62 1,972 2, 034 
Causes not 28 12, 093 12,121 
YS A AENEAN AS EASA 9,584 | 349,912 | 359, 496 


This you will agree was an awful cost, yet the outcome was worth 
itall. It established the nationality of the Union. It made us a na- 
tion of freemen, and started us on a career of development and pros- 
perity that enabled us to fling off our wardebt, as a bird moltsits feathers, 
without being conscious of a struggle in doing so, and to build up 
our resources, increase our wealth, and provide the means of extending 
a liberal hand to those who made it possible for the Republic to win the 
plaudits of the world for the incomparable splendor of itsachievements, 

Why do gentlemen despairingly inquire ‘‘ Where is the money to 
come from to pay these pensions?’’ It seems to me like crying fire in 
the midst of a Noachian flood, 

I submit the following picture of the health, wealth, and greatness 
of this nation for the comfort of the desponding souls whose fears make 
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cowards of them when they think of the pension-roll, Here are the 
figures for a quarter of a century: 


National debt, 


Date. | President. | Principal. Interest. 


abled, For the actually disabled a pension rated according to the de- 
gree of their disability should be granted. The presumably disabled 
should consist of all soldiers over sixty years of age, on the assumption 
that by that time the infirmities of age have disabled them. In case 
of the former class, k goor that their disability was contracted in the 
military service should no longer be required. After twenty-five years 
there are many soldiers who are mere wrecks of their former selves, due, 
doubtless, to their service, but proof of it can not be obtained. Sick- 
lists are destroyed, hospital records have gone the way of the hospitals 
themselves, witnesses are dead, evidence is impossible, unless we sum- 
mon comrades from the grave or rake memory from its ashes, 

These debilitated, infirm old soldiers in their declining years ought 


be 000 | not to be suffered to linger, languish, and die in almshouses for lack 


We have done this and paid our pensioners besides. 

An exchange puts it in strongand graphic terms thus: Europe, with 
about five times our population, about four times our wealth, and not 
twice our natural resources, has added to its national debts in the last, 
twenty years $8, 200,000,000, or over three times our total original debt, 
and their interest charge to-day is thirtyfold our own. In 1865, when 
our figures began, Europe owed $15,000,000,000. It owes to-day over 
$23,000,000,000; it pays $1,068,000,000 a year as interest, and it is 
loaded besides with $887,000,000 for military, war, and naval expendi- 
tures, including pensions, where our own are $130,000,000. 

This is the lesson of liberty! These are the fruits of freedom; and 
the great Republic, without debt, without an army, without a navy, 
goes on in the great race of prosperity and industrial supremacy, dis- 
tancing all competitors. Think on these things, my friends, and then 
vote cheerfully for the pension appropriation. Another pen has pre- 
sented the situation so persuasively that I beg to further trespass upon 
your time by reading it: 

In the question of pensions there is a great principle of equity which is not 
necessa disturbed by the increase of pension expenses during eleven years, 
The survivors of the war are rapidly decreasing in numbers, it is true, but they 
are as rapidly advancing in age and increasing in decrepitude. Ten years ago 
pension expenses amounted to only $27,137,019; but since then hundreds of men 
who would not ask permanent aid as long as they were able to earn their own 
support have become helpless and dependent, and the laws have been more 
charitable in the recognition of cases deserving of national ce, Itmay 
seem formidable to many that the annual pension expenses have grown to be 

246,552. No harm is done by an intelligent discussion of the causes of this 
increase, even though it be demonstrated that every dollar paid out is equitably 
and deservedly disbursed. But harm is done when the attempt is made to cast 
discredit upon the Government for honoringand succoring the soldiers to whom 
that Government owes its very existence. 

The soldier powers: are av slight burden upon this wonderfully rich 
and resourceful country. The millions thatgo to them are fewer than the prin- 
cipal countries of Europe pay for the maintenance of their standing armies; 
and yet-these millions are an annual, yea, a constant assurance to the citizens 
of the United States that the Government wil! deal justly and liberally by them 
ifinthe hour of need they shall fling down the ax, loose the plow, or quit the 
desk to take up arms in defense of their country. Wek no standingarmy, 
but we know not at what hour we may need a million soidiers, and w. we 
pay to invalid and maimed men who served usin a great is cheap as a 
guaranty of future service from their sons or grandsons or great-grandsons. 

The cheapest standing army among the powers is thst of Austria-Hungary, 
which costs $55,116,248 per year; Italy comes next, with $62,340,900, while Ger- 
many expends $185,614,685, England $168,461,640, Russia $131,649,250, and France 
$11,689,400. Against these figures, extent of territory and population considered, 
the pension-roll of the United States, which is a bonus to the future volunteers, 
is a small sum to make all this bother about which gives rise to the ery of * = 
sion-grabbers™ on the one side, and the retort of “ soldier-haters ™ on the other. 
The curse of the whole matter is that the pension question has been made a 
political issue, when in trath it is a patriotic principle, a matter of equity, or at 
the very worst a matter of wise provision for future safety on the part of a 
country that does not maintain a standing army. 


These considerations present us in the light of a nation able to pay 
our soldiers liberal pensions, and I am fully assured that sound public 
policy, supported by every man’s sense of justice, ratified by the patri- 
otic instincts of the human race and applauded by the generous senti- 
ments of mankind, requires it to do so. No duty presses with greater 
urgency upon this Government this hour than that of seeing that those 
who defended and sayed it with fire and sword shall not suffer for the 
lack of the necessaries of life because of disability. 

If he is unable to maintain himself he must be maintained. If his 
inability is partial that part which is lacking must be supplied. The 
example of the Government in this matter must declare to future gener- 
ations whose service may be needed in defense of their country that the 
patriot who volunteers to leap into the deadly breach or mount the 
blood-crested wave of battle in defense of the flag shall never be per- 
mitted by that nation to suffer from inability to earn his bread. 

Mirabeau, writing to Frederick of Prussia, said he objected to com- 
pulsory service in the army because it seemed like forcing men to go to 
war like driving cattle to the slaughter-house, when it was so easy 
to render the public service such an object of emulation and glory to 
them that they would need no compulsion. What we do for the old 
soldiers now may largely determine the willingness‘and cheerfulness 
with which the new soldiers for the new exigencies of the future will 
rally to the defense of their country, inspired by therecNlection of that 
country’s gratitude to the soldiers of a previous war. 

The time has come, in my ju ent, when two classes of soldiers 
should be provided for, the actually disabled and the presumably dis- 


of means of support. No darker reproach perhaps rests upon the 
country to-day than that, notwithstanding the soldier organizations are 
disbursing $300,000 a year in charity to needy soldiers and their de-- 
pendent families, there are near 14,000 old soldiers in the charitable 
institutions of the country, exclusive of the 15,000 who enjoy the benefi- 
cent shelter of the soldiers’ homes, 

More liberal provision must now be made also for the soldier’s widow 
and his helpless o; And no humane citizen could object to ex- 
tending the bounty of the nation to the female nurses who wore out 
their strength at the bedsides of wounded and dying soldiers, These 
women are worthy beyond the power of language to describe. From 
Miss Clara Barton, whose self-sacrificing services have given her a well 
deserved fame, down to the humblest nurse who touched with moist 
finger the parched lips of death, all should be remembered now in the 
day of our strength and glory. ai ; 

The gentle sway of their womanly scepters, their self-sacrificing de- 
votion and care, followed the battle like the sunshine the storm, vi- 
ating pain, assuaging the digtresses of sickness, and smoothing the 
wrinkles on the brow of war. May someson of genius yet arise whose 
divinely gifted soul, kindled at thealtars of patriotism and poetry, shall 
inspire the noblest epic of the age, which will carry on wings of im- 
mortal song to the hearts of the generations to come the story of the 
services and sacrifices of our ‘‘ women of the war.’’ 

I am proud and happy to say that this nation has shown a generosity 
toward the soldier commendable in the highest degree. We have be- 
stowed our bounty with lavish prodigality compared with any other 
nation on the globe. No exhibition of the nation’s benevolence and 
gratitude, among the many which have shed unfading luster upon our 
history, will shine down the corridors of time with a more su 
splendor than the supreme liberality with which we have treated our 
loyal defenders. Let ussee to it now that we donot mar the beauty of 
our record or dim the glory of our past by a future policy of stinted 
gratitude, crippled generosity, and false economy. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on thisamendment is exhausted, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order on the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order is that it is new legislation; and 
I wish to say a word in that connection. } 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman from Indiana raise the point of 
order upon that amendment ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is not the gentleman willing that the House and 
country shall have the information asked for in that amendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. All the information called for that applies to the 
pending bill. Whatever information concerns the subject-matter of the 
bill I will not objectto. But the ground upon which I make objection 
is that it is new legislation, applicable to matters outside of this pend- 
ing appropriation bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman’s objection extend to the entire 
provision ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, No, but if any part of it is subject to the point of 
order that affects the whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands that the gentleman’s ob- 
jection is to that portion of the amendment which pertains to obtaining 
information except as to pensions resulting from the late war. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, that portion pertaining to the foreign wars is 
objected to. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is not in this resolution; and I ask that the 
amendment be again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will again report the proposition. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should have modified my objection somewhat. 
I have no objection to the proposition so far as it applies to the late 
war; but I shall make my point of order on getting statistics in rela- 
tion to former wars. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from In- 
diana to one thing which he has probably overlooked, and it is this: 
That from 1861 down to the present time we haye been steadily paying 
pensions, not only for the late war, but also for the war of 1812, the 
war with Mexico, and the Indian wars. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And the Revolutionary war. 


. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2490 


Maron-21, 


Mr. SAYERS. And the Revolutionary war, and they are carriedin 
this bill. My object, Mr. Chairman, was just simply to segregate these 
matters, so that the country might know how much was being paid to 
the pensioners of the different wars. That is all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to the information so far as it 
affects the late war, but I object to the information res; the old 
wars. I will say to my friend from Texas that the additional infor- 
mation called for is not with a view to legislation touching the war of 
1812 or the war with Mexico, Of course my friend’s is to ob- 
tain information which may concern leyislation touching the late war, 
and not former wars, and I must insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This bill carries appropria- 
tions for the pensions of all these wars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ofcourse, I understand that. Isay thatit is obvi- 
ous that this proposition intends to obtain information to affect the pen- 
sion system growing outof the late war, and that the other information 
sought has no important bearing upon that war. Whatever informa- 
tion is sought for that relates.to the late war I do not object to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me relieve the apprehension of the gentleman 
from Indiana. I had no such intention in offering that amendment; 
and his construction of the provisions of that amendmentis far-fetched. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, if the gentleman, then, will strike out the 
Mexican war and the war of 1812 and Indian wars, I will waive the 
~ point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS, Mr. Chairman, I accept that. Of course I do this 
under pressure, for I do not believe itis right. I withdraw so much 
of that amendment as refers to obtaining information in regard to the 
payment of pensioners of other wars than the late civil war, 

The C . The Chair understands that the point of order 
is withdrawn, and the amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. MORROW. I just want to say gword. The amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Texas was submitted to the majority of 
the committee and they saw no objection to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be recognized one mo- 
ment. I understood that the gentleman from California having charge 
of this bill does not object to this provision, and I believe that his re- 
mark was that the provision of the gentleman from Texas was sub- 
mitted to the committee. 

I objected to it for the reason I have stated, that the country will un- 
derstand that the information called for by that provision in this bill 
would be of value only as bearing upon pension legislation touching the 
late war, and not by reason of the proposition affecting pension legis- 
Jation concerning preceding wars. In its present form I have no objec- 
tion to it. ; 


[Mr. HOLMAN withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word of the first paragraph, the word ‘‘ ion.” 

Mr. Chairman, the minority on this floor have suddenly become won- 
derfully patriotic, and if they could only destroy the unpatriotic record 
which they have always made upon this floor they would be wonder- 
fully benefited by the result. My distinguished friend from New York 
[Mr. SPINOLA], with great self-satisfaction, says that the Democratic 

in Co: 

Mr. SPINOLA. In the field, during the war. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My distinguished friend says that the Demo- 
cratic have run up the pension appropriation bills from some- 
thing like 000,000 to something like $100,000,000 per annum. 

Mr. SPINOLA, Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me tell the gentleman that there is not one 
dollar of that money that is appropriated and will be paid under any 
— appropriation bill ever passed by the Democratic party, or by 

ts majority on the floor of either branch of Congress, or eversigned by 
its President, excepting the bill to extend the amount of the pensions 
to the widows of dead soldiers. 

Otherwise than that,every dollar of that appropriation is due to the 
Spoaren party’s patriotism and love of the soldier, and nearly all of 
it has been put there as the result of the hardest-fought battles we have 
ever experienced here against filibustering and all sorts of opposition 
by the Democratic party. 

Not only is that true, Mr. Chairman, but in the Forty-ninth Congress 
we passed a bill to increase the pensions of the men who had lost arms 
and legs in the service of the country, a handful of men, and 63 Demo- 
crats in this House and no Republicans voted against it. 

Let me tell you another thing, my friend from New York: There 
never was recorded on the Journal of this House the vote of a single 
Republican (with but one exception) against any pension bill that was 
ever in this House—a general pension bill; and that was simply 
the protest of a distinguished gentleman from Indiana against the pas- 
mp x the Mexican pension bill for a single and special reason. 

_ Let me tell the gentleman another thing. In the Forty-ninth Con- 
pur passed a bill, which was the best we could do, We stood 

day after day and week after week appealing to tlemen on 
the other side to perfect and im: e thatlegislation, and then we passed 
what has been called sneeringly by the Democratic press of this coun- 


try almost unanimously the ‘‘ pauper pension bill’? It went to Mr. 


Cleveland, the President of the United States, and he vetoed it with 


allredolent of insult the Union soldier of the coun- 
try. When it came back here, under the provision of the Constitution, 
we called it ap and demanded the right to rebuke that sort of treat- 
ment of the Union soldier; and how many Democrats voted to override 
the veto of the President? Not many that I recollect. Ifthey did so 
they are not here to-day to answer to their names on this floor, 

Mr. BYNUM. Will you permit a question? You have reference to 
the dependent pension bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have—the veto of that bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. There were six Democrats from Indiana—and I am 
one of them—who voted to pass that bill over the veto. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Six Democrats out of 170! 

Mr. BYNUM. Six Democrats from Indiana alone—from that one 
State. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let ussee. There were enough of them from 
the doubtful districts who voted that way to save themselves from de- 
struction at home. But let me tell the gentleman from Indiana that he 
can not escape the result of that veto. Grover Cleveland hurled that 
veto into the faces of the Union soldiers of this country. Afterward he 
was nominated for President, and no man shouted louder in his behalf 
than the distinguished gentleman from Indiana, who has suddenly be- 
come converted to the support of a service-pension bill that he will 
never vote forin a Democratic House while God allows him to live—never. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORROW obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. Gros- 
VENOR. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, will the gentleman stand up and tell 
me when it was that they passed a law under which, and pursuant. to 
the terms of which, this $100,000,000 is to be appropriated? When 
did you do it? Your President vetoed, refused to sign, more than 
three hundred pension bills, and he is to-day the most Dem- 
ocrat in the United States and will drag you at his car-wheels 
three years hence. [Applause on the Democratic side.] That is 
right. I shall be glad to see you supporting him, and I shall be 
glad to see the distinguished Democrat from Indiana standing u 
in his district and protesting to the Union soldiers that he has ae 
ways been in favor of every pension bill, and yet proclaiming his loy- 
alty and allegiance to the man who vetoed, directly and indirectly, 
more than three hundred pension bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 
eee GROSVENOR. I cannot be interrupted in the very short time 

ave, 

Let me tell you, you are not to be credited with any of the pension 
legislation which we call general pension legislation; but I will tell 
you what you are to be credited with. You and your Administration 
ought to be credited with the fact that to-day, by the report of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, more than 20,000 Union soldiers are in the poor- 
houses of this country who would have been taken out and made com- 
fortable under the bill that your President vetoed and the veto of which 
you indorsed. [Applause on the Republican ae And every night 
when those men go to bed they understand perfectly well that they lie 
there smitten by the action of the Democratic party, degraded to pau- 
perism by your policy, placed in their present attitude because you 
DENTE TATON pension legislation except when the Democratic party is 
out of power. 

You talk about having enacted this pension legislation. Gentlemen 
on the other sidesay they have increased the pension legislation. Who 
increased it? 

Mr. SPINOLA. The Democrats. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Never. I challenge the gentleman to the proof; 
and itis time my distinguished friend got one fact into some speech of 
his and a little less of “‘ glittering generalities.*? We had in the Forty- 
ninth Congress a gentleman who could glitter much more enthusiastic- 
ally and effectively than my friend from New York, but when the 
pinch came he was never there. I will not refer to the personal record 
of my friend here upon the question of the veto by the President of the 
bills of which I am talking. 

You will find that all the wrongs which haye been done to the Union 
soldier you have done; and you will find that every right thing that 
has been done for the Union soldier has been done by the Republican 
side of this House. Furthermore, when we were in the minority we 
were able to force this question upon you; in the minority we were 
able to pick out in the doubtful and close Northern States the men 
who dare not vote against Republican legislation; but it was the body 
of the Democrats on the other side who always stoodin theway. And 
now you come and say, `“ We have reached the 21st of March, and the 
pension bill has not been reported.’’ 

Not very long ago you were complaining because we had. not any 
rules; you were complaining and wanting to know when therules were 
going tocome. ‘They came at last; and you found it out [applause 
and laughter on the Republican side]; and among the changes which 
we incorporated in the rules wasa provision permitting pension legisla- 
tion to be reported at any time. And, my Democratic friends, you will 
have a chance to make good the blustering promises and protestations 
you have made to-day. n 
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We have not got to have a two-thirds vote to get up pension bills; a 
majority can doit. Let me tell you what you are doing in addition to 
‘that. Your d ed statesmen are pointing the country to the 
terrible appropriations we are going to make for the benefit of the Union 
soldiers. Whatdoesitmean? Yourgreatest leader on thatside points 
out to the country, in a dispatch which went into the Associated Press 
everywhere, that we were about to bankrupt the Treasury by passing a 
service-pension bill; and in the name and on behalf of the Democracy 
of the United States elevated his potential voice against the extrava- 
gance of the Republican party in Congress on that point. 

The time has not quite come, but it will come, and the gentleman 
from Indiana will have an opportunity to vote for a bill, a Republican 
bill. [Appplause.] We will redeem the promises that his party made 
and violated, and the promises which now, for the first time, this party 
has had the opportunity to redeem on the floor of Congress with both 
branches of the national legislature in our hands. [Applause, ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LAWLER. Give us that bill right away and we are with you. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have risen for the purpose of ask- 
ing the gentleman from Ohio a question. Now that the Republican 

y is in control of the Executive Department and both branches of 
mgress, do they propose to re-enact that dependent-pension bill and 
take those twenty thousand out of the pauper-house? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Bynomeans, We willenacta Republican bill, 
a patriotic bill, that shall not havea dependent-pauper feature in it. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Was not that a good reason for vetoing it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If it was vetoed on that ground, yes. But it 
was not vetoed on that ground, and no man knows it better than the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. TARSNEY. If you will leave one minuteof my time I will be 
obliged to you. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I thought the gentleman was putting a ques- 
tion tome. And hedid pnt the question to me, and now he objects to 
me answering it. . ’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Here the committee informally rose; and Mr. BUCHANAN, of New 
Jersey, having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore a message was 
received from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announcing 
the passage of the following resolution; in which concurrence was re- 
quested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Sh theperweg concurring), That the Secre- 
tary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized to have the reportsof the United 
States commissioners to the centennial international exhibition at Melbourne, 
1888, or such of them as may be accepted by him for publication, printed and 
bound at the Congressional Printing Office, and that, in addition to the usual 
number, there shall be 600 extra copies forthe use of the Senate, 1,200 for the use 
ol ve ouse of Representatives, and 1,200 for the use of the Department of 


It further announced the concurrence in the following resolution of 
the House: 


Resolved cedar BINOS tenet gfe te Bro thao pony elc., That there be printed 
25,000 copies of the address of Chief-Justice Fuller, delivered December 11, 1889, 


ga the occasion of the commemoration of the inauguration of Geo: Washing- 
iton, the first President of the United States; 16,000for the use of the House; 8,000 
for the use of the Senate, and 1,000 for the use of the Chief-Justice. 


It further announced the passage of a bill (S. 826) for the relief of 
Horatio Phillips Van Cleve; in which concurrence was requested. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. BURROWS in the chair. 
Mr. SPINOLA. I ask that the pending amendment be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word "Mexico," in line 11, strike out 97,000,000" and 
000,000," 


Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of the amendmen is 
to meet the requirements of the Pension Bureau for the next fiscal year, 
as provided for in the bill now under consideration. 

Now, my dear friend from Ohio [General GROSVENOR] has made cer- 
tain suggestions or attempted to inform Congress to the effect that the 
Democratic party had done nothing towards providing pensions for the 
soldiers of this country. Let me ask him if it was not a Democratic 
Congress which passed the pension arrea bill? Let me ask him 
how many millions of dollars that bill put into the pockets of the vet- 
eran soldiers of this country? A Democratie Congress increased the 
pensions of widows from $8 to $12 per month. Is that not doing some- 
thing for the veterans, their widows, and the survivors of the war? 

Now, the gentleman must recollect that there is a record of these facts, 
and Grep prera is presumed to tell the truth, and from that record I 

y- 

The bill to which the gentleman from Ohio referred as having been 
vetoed by the President of the United States, President Cleveland, was 
an insult to the veterans of this country. It was looked at in that light 
by the Democraticparty. It called upon the gallant and brave soldiers 
of the Union Army to go forthand acknowledge publicly that they were 

pers; and I tell you, sir, that a brave, gallant man will suffer death 

ore consenting toso degrading an insult as that, And I tell you 
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thatif undertake to do that again, during this session of Congress, 
aut ted ba: arita MAT hades oe we will stand here like a wall of 
iron against you. 

A MEMBER. And go down before it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir; we will go down, just as the Democratic 
soldiers went down before the fire of the Confederates, 

Why, my friend from Massachusetts over there langhs. The gentle- 
man looks as if he was too young to have known anything that went 
on during the war or to know much about the Army. But I will tell 
him that the great bulk of the Union Army was made up of the Demo- 
eraticlegions ofthe North. [Derisive laughter on the Republican side. ] 
And I am prepared to prove that statement on the floor of the House, 
and gentlemen on the other side can not laugh it down. 

Mr. COLEMAN. May I correct the gentleman? I want to tell him 
that they are not all Confederates on this side now. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, God knows they have been trying along time 
vd get my of their predicament, and I hope they will persevere until 
they do it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Will the gentleman from New York 
oe to correct him in one statement, in reference, as I believe, to 
myself? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, I guess not just now. I made no statement 
in reference to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. The gentleman said-—— 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, I will hear you. What did you say? I will 
hear your question. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I do not desire to ask the gentleman 
any question; but I was smiling when he made a remark a few moments 
ago, and the gentleman, alluding, as I believe, to myself, said that I was 
too young to be in the Army. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I beg your pardon, my son; I did not refer to you 
atall. [Great laughter and applause.] It was my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts to whom I was referring, who has the Shakespearean forehead, 
who sits just over there. [Laughter.] 

Mr, MORSE. Will the gentleman from New York give me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, I did not know that my shot was so scatter- 
ing when I fired it. [Laughter and applause.] What is the matter 
with my friend? 

Mr. OSRE I want to say in response to what the gentleman has 
just said—— 

Abs ak eis The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expi ; 

Mr. MORSE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. , I will take the floor and yield to 
my e from New York, if I can be recognized. 

Mr. MORSE. The gentleman from New York has seen fit to refer 
to me in connection with service in the Army. 

Mr. FLOWER. Can I not yield to my colleague? 

Mr. SPINOLA. My time was alltaken up by the young man stand- 
ing yonder. [Laughter. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I did not desire to take the time of 
the gentleman from New York, but simply to correct a misstatement. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that the position is this: 

The gentleman from New York bad exhausted his time. The gen- 
tleman from New York yielded, as the Chair Le! age to interrup- 
tions, and the time was thus occupied. After the Chair = 
nized the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MoRsE], who moved a 
pro forma amendment, and after he has concluded his five minutes’ 
time, which is at his disposal under the rules, the Chair will be 2% 
liberty to recognize other gentlemen. 

. MORSE. The distinguished gentleman from New York referred 
me as smiling at his remarks, 

Mr. SPINOLA. I beg your pardon; it was not you, sir. [Great 
laughter.] Idid not suppose there were so many members of the House 
who imagined they resembled Shakespearein looks. I donotblamehim 
for supposing that I referred to him when I said a few moments ago, 
“I refer to the gentleman with the Shakespearean forehead.” 

Mr. FUNSTON. Irise toa question of order. I desire to know who 
did the ‘‘smiling’’ at the gentleman. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in reference 
to the amendment of the gentleman from New York, if we have dis- 
posed of the smiling question. 3 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts has the floor 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, the distinguished gentleman from New 
York pointed to me and charged me, ‘‘ the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts ” (and I was the only man from Massachusetts in this part of the 
House at that time)—I say he charged me with smiling at his remarks, 
which he avers I never would have done had I been old enough and 
had I served my country asasoldier. Now, I plead guilty to the charge 
of the gentleman from New York of smiling at the remarks of my friend 
on the other side, as we all did, and pray how could we help it when 
the Democratic party on the other side enacts upon this floor the stu- 
pendous, roaring farce of claiming, as the gentleman from New York 
does, that the Democratic party in Congress have enacted and the sol- 
diers are indebted to them for every favor in the way of pension legis- 
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lation that they have received at the hands of the Government, when 
he knows we know and the country knows that the Democratic ‘py 
in Congress as a party has constantly, persistently, and consistently op- 
posel all pension legislation, which culminated in numerous vetoes by 

rover Cleveland, and his final veto of the soldiers’ depman pension 
bill, a bill that decreed that no Union soldier should die in the poor- 
house? Away with this nonsense! It will deceive nobody. 

In regard to the gentleman’s apology for me, thatI was too young to 
be a soldier, I beg to assure him that I am no spring chicken, and that 
on the 23d of May, 1861, at the age of nineteen, I enlisted in Company 
A, Fourth Massachusetts Regiment, and sérved with General Butlerin 
Virginia, and later I re-enlisted in the same regiment, and shoulder to 
shoulder with ninety-five men from my little town, under the shadow 
of Blue Hill, in the valley of the Neponset, under the command of Cap- 

Lieutenants Drake and Morse, I marched away to the burn- 
sands and the tropical sun of Louisiana. 
f those ninety-five men, who were the flower of the town in which 
I lived, most of them young men, a score died in the swamps of 
and were buried unknelled, unshrouded, uncoffined, and 
unknown, and they are sleeping there now. They are sleeping 
their 1 last sleep. They died for the Union; the roar of no can- 
non, the boom of no siege gun can awaken them; and, Mr, Chairman, 
the object of the appropriation now under consideration is to make pro- 
vision for pensioning and to redeem the pledges made to these men in 
the hour of the nation’s deadly peril, and I shall vote for the bill now 
under consideration as recommended by the committee. 

Mr, MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word upon the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from New York increasing the 
appropriations heresome fifteen millionsof dollars. Idesire to say to the 
committee that the bill was framed upon the requirements of the ex- 
isting laws. 

There was a careful examination made by the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions and the experts in his officeand they determined that the amount 

vided in this bill was sufficient to pay the pensions under existing 

w. Now, of course, we can not anticipate the action of Con 

Mr. BYNUM. Will the gentleman answer me a question on that 

t? 

Mr. MORROW. Certainly. 

Mr. BYNUM. Do not the two quarterly payments already made in 
this fiscal year amount to $53,000,000 ? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes. 

Mr. BYNUM. Then will it not require $106,000,000 this year in 
order to these pensions? 

Mr. MORROW. By no means. The Democratic Congress, if the gen- 
tleman will allow me, in providing for the pensions for 1889 appropriated 
$81,758,700. That was the amount carried in the appropriation bill 
of 1888. That was soon discovered to be too small an appropriation; 
and thereupon, when Congress convened, there was an appropriation 
made of $8,000,000 as a deficiency, making the total $89,758,700; but 
that also was found to be too small at the end of the fiscal year. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman has not answered my question, 

Mr. MORROW. Oh, yes; I will. Iam coming to it. 

Mr. BYNUM. Iam glad you are getting at it. 

Mr. MORROW. When we come to the end of the fiscal year 1889 
we find astill further deficiency of $8,000,000; instead, therefore, of the 
appropriation being an eight-million deficiency it should have been for 
a deficiency of $16,000,000. So, when the present administration took 
hold of the Pension Office it had about $8,000,000 deficiency, for pen- 
sions due and unsettled, that should have been provided for before the 
ist of July, 1889. Now, the result of that excessive deficiency was 
that we have been compelled to appropriate for the present fiscal year 
the sum of $103,371,709, eight millions more than necessary for the 
current pensions by reason of the fact that the Pension Office was com- 
pelled to take $8,000,000 out of the funds for the present fiscal year 
and appropriate it for the payments due in the fiscal year ending in 
June, 1889. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question 
right there? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir, 

Mr. SAYERS. Do you believe that the amount appropriated by 
this bill will be suficient for the expenditures of 1891 ? 

Mr. MORROW. I have said repeatedly that it will not be. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, that is all right. 

Mr. MORROW. I have said that there will be an increase in the 
i ey are of claims, that there will be bills passed by Congress pro- 
viding for further pensions. We have in the last few days passed a bill 
increasing the working force of the Pension Office, and there will be 
additional pensions allowed. It will be proper for Congress in the 


~coming year to determine how much this increase has been, and then 


appropriate for a deficiency, as has been done heretofore. Therefore 
there is no necessity for this amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. You have not answered my question yet. Do you 
believe that, with the present legislation only, the amount carried by 
this bill will be sufficient to pay all the pensions growing out of legis- 
lation now upon the statute-books during the fiscal year 1891? 

Mr. MORROW. No, sir. 


Mr. SAYERS. Very well. Then your proposition is to leave it to 
the Democratic Congress to make up the deficiency ? [Tanghter.] 

Mr. MORROW. Oh, no. The Democratic Congress, if there is to 
be one, will not come in by next December; it will not be until after 
the election, any way, and probably not then. All the requirements 
of the law as it now stands are $98,427,461 for the year 1891. 

Mr. FLOWER. ‘Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MORROW. The requirements of the Pension Office in 1890 by 
this proper classification of appropriations are $96,371,709. 

T ETSAN, The time of the gentleman from California has 
expi > 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Dllinois. Mr, Chairman, if I can be recognized I 
will yield my time to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. FLOWER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, and 
I would like to ask unanimous consent that he may have time to an- 
swer it. I have had my attention called toa case ofa soldier who had 
been waiting for eight years in order to get his pension adjudicated by 
the office. Now, have they not enough help in the Pension Office to 
adjudicate the claims of the soldiers? 

Mr. MORROW. Application has been made for additional help. 

Mr. FLOWER. Do they lack help now? 

Mr. MORROW. We have provided for the examination of these 
cases by the appointment of thiry additional medical examiners. As 
I understand from the report of the Commissioner what they most re- 
quire is medicalexaminers. We have provided those thirty additional 
examiners; and I understand they will expedite the adjudication of 
these claims. 

Mr. FLOWER. This man has been waiting for eight years. 

Mr. MORROW. It does not necessarily follow because he has been 
waiting eight years that it is the fault of the Pension Office; because 
it may be his own fault in not completing his evidence. When I first 
came here I had called to my attention a case that had been pending 
for fifteen years. I went to the Pension Office, overhauled the papers, 
and found what evidence was necessary and advised the applicant of 
the fact. It was presented, and his case adjudicated. Tt ie robable 
in these cases that have been pending so long that the fault is in the 
pensioner himself not providing the proof. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. FLOWER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the proposition. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment and 
offer another. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out “ pensioner” in line 30 in the first section of the bill. 


Mr. SPINOLA. I desire to say that there is no necessity for any 
other bill in to passing pension claims through the Pension 
Bureau, for the reason that in this very bill we make provision to in- 
crease the clerical aid. We passed a bill a short time ago that makes 
provision for that particular purpose, and therefore it has nothing to 
do with clerical hire. It is a separate item. 

Now, sir, my friend from Kansas away back yonder wished to have 
a hand dealt to him during the méiée. [Langhter.] I did not hear 
exactly what he said, but as part of my remarks upon the amendment 
now before the House I will ask the Clerk to read the following letter 
which I have received within the last twenty minutes. I ask careful 
attention of the House to it, and especially that of my friend from 
Kansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman-from New York takes the floor 
and asks that this letter be read as part of his remarks, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS REPUBLICAN RESUBMISSION CLUBS, 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT, Wichita, Kans., March 17, 1890. . 


Dear Sie: We noticed with much pleasure your reply to Representative FUN- 
STON relative to prohibition in Kansas, and if at any future time our delegation 
make a statement that hibition in our State is a success you can denounce it in 
the strongest terms without the least fear of an honest contradiction. Withnine 
long years of trial, backed by courts with juries selected to convict, by legisla- 
tures neglecting all the material interests of the State to invent new and ques- 
tionable methods to enforce it, it isa confessed failure and farce, oppressing our 
people with burdensome taxes and driving capital and immigration from us, 
and building a wall around our fair and otherwise magnificent State, with a 
notice to the world that individual rights can not be tolerated here. 

A few months ago the Republican business men of Kansas took hold of the 
matter and now Republican clubs are being organized all over the state and at 
present writing not less than 50,000 Republicans are favoring a resubmission of 
the prohibitory clause of our Constitution, and the work has scarcely com- 
menced. In ninety days the representatives of Kansas, who go about shouting 
whata t success prohibition is in Kansas, will wake up and find a Western 
cyclone has struck them. 

With resubmission and the Farmers’ Alliances spreading like a mighty prai- 
rie fire over our State, revolutionizing old political methods of riding into office, 
it is enough to wake up even viet net ager is busy studying the race question 
of the South, instead of looking after the material interests of his constituents, 
and who opposes wiping out accursed law, which is blightingand paralyz 
ing the business interests of the people of the whole State. 


Yours, very truly, 
THE EXECUTIVE Commitr 
By WM. D, McCORMICK, Secrelary. 


General Feancis B. SPINOLA, 
House of ves, 
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Mr. FUNSTON. Now, will the gentleman allow me to say that that 
is an old blow-hard who was kicked out of the Republican party four 
years ago, and he is hunting around now for a new ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. But the fifty thousand Republi followers he 
speaks of can not all be blow-hards. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FUNSTON. They would not be if what he said about theirex- 
istence was true. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I move that debate upon this 
amendment be closed. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I move to strike out the last paragraph of the 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is notin order. That paragraph has not 
been reached. The Clerk will read the next paragraph. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer some amendments 
to the first paragraph. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, we have passed the first paragraph. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Butamendmentsare in order, although they are 
not debatable. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 2, line 29, add the following words after the word “children:” “And in 
case oes be no widow or children, then to the legal representatives of said 
pensioner.” 


Mr. MORROW. I make the point of order upon that amendment 
that it is new legislation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 30 strike out the word “ hereafter.” 


The question was taken on the amendment; and ona division it was 
rejected—ayes 32, noes 77. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 34, after the word “pensioner,” strike out the following: “may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior,” and insert in Tien thereof t e word 
“shall,” making the provision read as follows: , 

“ The accrued pension due on said certificate to the date of the death of said 
pensioner shall be paid to the legal representatives of said pensioner.” 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman from 
California to make a point of order upon that amendment. j 

The CHAIRMAN. This is an amendment to strike out a portion of 
the paragraph and insert the word ‘‘shall.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely; but it involves a change of the existing 


law. s 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, the provision in the bill is precisely 
the existing law, copied from thestatutes; so that if you strike out one 
word, or more than oue word, or any number of words, you’ make a 
change of existing law. : 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not understand the gentleman 
from California to make the point of order against this amendment. 

Mr. MORROW. I do make it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For fees and expenses of examining surgeons for services rendered within the 
fiscal year 1891, $1,000,000, And each member of each examining board shall, as 
now authorized by law, receive the sum of $2 for the examin of each ap- 
plicant whenever five or a less number shall be examined on any one day, and 
$L for the examination of each additional applicant on such day: Provided, 
That if twenty or more applicants appear on one day, no fewer than twenty 
shal), if practicable, be examined on said day, and that if fewer examinations 
be then made, twenty or more having appeared, then there shall be paid for the 
first examinations made on next examination day the fee of $l only until 
twenty examinations shall have been made. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, Fdesire to offer an amendment 
which I send to the desk. = 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert at the end of line 50 the following: 

“Provided further; That not more than two of the members of each of said ex- 
sania boards shall belong to the same political party in any county where it 
is practicable to appoint examining surgeons from different political parties,” 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order upon that 
amendment, that it changes existing law. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I hope the gentleman will reserve the point of 
order, Ishall not discuss it, but I trust that when I have submitted 
a few remarks upon the merits of the amendment the point of order 
will be withdrawn. 

The chairman of the committee, in alluding to the subject of rerating, 
stated that Commissioner Tanner found when he came into office a great 
machine in operation. Five years ago it was rumored and suspected 
in this country that the Pension Bureau itself was a great political ma- 
chine.” Whether that rumor or suspicion was well or ill founded mat- 
ters little to the purpose, but it is a fact that at that time all these 
examining boards, all of the examining surgeons, and ninety-nine-one- 
hundredths of the officers in the Pension Bureaw were of one political 
party, although the soldiers they had to deal with were or had been 
nearly evenly divided in politics. When Commissioner Black took pos- 
session of the office he immediately made an order that each of these 


The 


examining boards before whom the private soldiers came for examina- 
tion as to their disabilities should contain a representative of both 
parties. He made that order and maintained that rule throughout the 
whole of his administration, and wherever it was practicable there was 
a Republican on theexamining board. In my own district, in the three 
examining boards there, there was retained a Republican wounded sol- 
dier, and when one of them died another of like character was put upon 
the board. Within sixty days after the present Administration came 
in those boards were all reorganized. 

The board in the county that I live in not only suffered the removal 
of the Democrats, but suffered also the removal of a wounded Repub- 
lican soldier because it was suspected that possibly he might bave voted 
for me by reason of his being on that board, a suspicion that was not 
well founded. In another county in the same district the board was -~ 
reorganized by removing the Democratic soldier and leaving the Demo- 
crat who was not a soldier. In another county in thedistrict the board 
was reorganized by sweeping out all of the incumbents, and in another 
county a new board was organized consisting entirely of Republicans. 
Now, these veterans come in there—— 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to interrupt the gentle- 
man, but he is not talking to the point of order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE., I trust the gentleman will withdraw his point 
of order. 

Mr. MORROW. Iam not at liberty to do that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I will ask the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. OurHWAITE] if it is not a fact that in the appointments made 
now to these boards the minority party is represented. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. In the appointments made under the present 
Commissioner I believe that is the case to some extent. 

Mr, WILSON, of Washington. I know that I have made requests 
of the Commissioner of Pensions for appointments and he has stated 
that he desired to have these boards consist of two Republicans and 
one Democrat; so that he appears to be pursuing the very policy which 
the gentleman advocates. p : = 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Very well. If that be so, it seems to me there 
can be no objection toa provision of law which wilf establish that rule. 
I say it is in the interest of good government’ and_in- the interest of 
fair play. The soldiers that.eome before these boards come with no 
political purpose, and they should not be met with any political pur- 
pose. : : 

Here the hammer fell.] ~“ $ y 

The CHAIRMAN.: The Chair would be. glad to hear the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. OuTHWAITE] on the point of order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have not heard on what theory the point of 
order is based. I suppose it is based on the proposition that the amend- 
ment is a change of existing law. T ~ 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is nothing in the existing law providing 
whether the members of these boards of surgeons shall be of different 
political parties or of the same political party. I consider this amend? 
ment not so much a change of existing law as a limitation upon the ex- 
penditure of this sum of $1,000,000, just as much a limitation as the 
proviso already in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair would inquire, if the proposed amend- 
ment is not a change of éxisting law, why insert it? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. As I have said, it is no more a change of ‘ex- 
isting law than the proviso already in the bill, and whith is not found 
in any existing law. < - 

Mr. MORROW. Oh, yes; it is. ; 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, It is only found in the appropriation act of last 

ear, : i 
z, Mr. MORROW. And that is existing law, is it not? ` 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Idonotagree with the decisions rendered here- 
tofore on that poiht. I want to call the attention of the Chair to the 
proviso now embraced in this bill as to this expenditure: 

Provided, That if twenty or more applicants appear on one day, no fewer than 
twenty shall, if practicable, be examined on said day, and that if fewer exam- 

nations be then made, twenty or more having appeared, then there shall be 


paid for the first examinations made on the next examination day the fee of $1 
only until twenty examinations shall have been made, - 


That is a limitation o1 the manner in which this money is to be 
expended, and the amendment I propose is also a limitation on the ex- 
penditure; itis a limitation as to the persons to whom the money 
shall be paid. y 

Mr. PETERS. But, Mr. Chairman, the provision in the bill to 
which the gentleman refers is existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks the pointof order well taken, 
and sustains it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. I have listened to the gentleman from New York 
while he has made his extravagant claims as to the number of Demo- 
eratic soldiers in the Army. Ido not think any man who looks into - 
this matter will claim that over one-fourth of the soldiers of the Union 
Army were members of the Democratic party before they enlisted. I 
think that is perfectly clear; but I do not care to occupy time in dis- 
cussing that question now. 


`- RP ° = 


r Pree that it made. 
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The point is made against contemplated pension legislation that we 
should not throw n odium upon the soldiers by the passage of a 
uper”? ion bi 
r. SPINOLA. I rise to a point of order, that the discussion which 
the gentleman is now pursuing is not germane to the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will come to the point in a moment, 

Mr. SPINOLA. Never mind that. I object, unless you are willing 
to give me the same amount of time that you occupy. Ifso Iam per- 
fectly willing you shall go on. 

Mr. K of Iowa. The gentleman has had the floor to-day five 
times as much as I have. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes that the gentleman from Iowa 
will confine himself to the amendment. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What is the amendment? x 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, To strike out the last word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to this matter of ‘‘ pauper’ pension 
legislation I think there is a great dealof abuse of language. Will the 
acesora from New York claim that it is any disgrace for a man to 

r? 

Mr. SPINOLA, I will answer the gentleman—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I can not yield except for a categorical an- 
swer—yes orno. Will the gentlemansay it is any toa man to 
be poor? ; 

Ka SPINOLA. Now, I propose to answer that question, and if'my 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I yield only for a direct answer. 

Mr. SPINOLA, Iwill give you an answer if you will permit me. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will not yield any further time. 

Mr. Chairman, if a man has been in the service of his country, and 
on account of that service has been made poor, has been rendered unable 
to obtain a livelihood, the fact is to his credit. There is no patriotic 
man in this country who will not honor him for such service; and that 
he is poor is not a disgrace, if his poverty is the result of his unselfish- 
ness and his patriotic service. iy 

Mr. SPINOQLA. -That is a good way for the gentleman to get ont. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Something has been said about the pledges 
made by the ublican party. I make thestatement, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Republican party has redeemed all of its pledges to the soldier, 
in so far as it has thë power. I want toread from the platform adopted 
in the last national convention of the Republican party, to show the 
They are not to be enlarged by bare assertions. 

declare that they are in favorof "the payment of just pensions to 
our soldiers.” ‘Then in another place they say: 
The legislation of Congress shonld conform to the pledge made by a loyal peo- 
id ext as to ‘ide possi 
DN nae preb a padem IA DE aa Aene A P an pen dog) 
an almshouse or dependent upon private rare! In the presence of an over- 


flowing Treasury it would bea publicscandal to o less for those whose valorous 
services preserved the Government. : 


« This is the extent of the pledge the Republican party has made. 

I listened with a great deal ra gen to the speech of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE]. is speech was, by implication, an 
attack on the Government with reference to the treatment of Union 
soldiers. By implication it is a charge of the basest ingratitude on the 
part of the Government in view of the fact that the bill under consid- 
eration appropriates $98,587,252 for pensions, for payment to soldiers 
for pensions pa larger sum than any other nation in the world has 
ever paid for the support of its Army, including pensions, in time of 
peace in a single year. 

Thecharge of the gentleman from Indiana seems to be without justi- 
fication. He also finds fault with the Government. because it paid its 
soldiers in currency. There was no other money in circulation at ‘the 
time they were paid. They did,not expect their pay in any other 
money at the time they enlisted. Those of them who were able to re- 
tain their pay, or to loan it, or to invest it, had it made as good as gold 
by the policy of the Government, just the same as other creditors of the 
Government, and that policy was resisted at every step by the Demo- 
cratic party. The Government at the close of the war, in addition to 
the Pay they had promised, gave an extra bounty of $100 to every sol- 
dier who had served over two years, and three months’ extra pay was 
also granted above the contract. I feel impelled to make this state- 
ment asa soldier who served from 1862 to the close of the war, in justi- 
fication of the Government against the charge made by the gentleman 
from Indiana. ; 

The gentleman demands that the promises of the Government to the 
soldiers should be redeemed, He fails to point out any promises it has 
failed to redeem. The other gentleman from Indiana TMr. BYNUM] 
calls attention to the fact that a larger proportion of the soldiers of In- 
diana have been granted pensions than in any other State. Iam glad 
to hear the gentleman make that statement. He doesnot explain what 
exigencies of the Democratic party in Indiana during the last admin- 
istration contributed to this result, showing how important to a soldier 
it is in a Democratic administration to reside in a doubtful State. He 
asks why we do not redeem our pledges. 

It might be answered that if the Democratic President had not ve- 
toed the bill which was passed for the relief of soldiers who were dis- 


abled and the widows and orphans of deceased soldiers the Repub- 
lican party would have no pledges to redeeem, They are pledged to 
pass the dependent-pension bill for the relief of the disabled soldiers and 
of widows of deceased soldiers, and they will pass it. This is the only 
pledge they have made, as I have shown by the quotation from their 
platform. The y is not pledged to any bounties or any gratuities. 
It is not pledged to make good the losses sustained by the Union sol- 
diers in their heroic devotion to the Union. 

These it can never repay. The nation should allow no soldier tobe- 
come s charge on any community as the result of his service to the 
Government. It should see that no widow whose husband shortened 
his life in the service should be left to private or local charity in her 
old age; further than this the Republican party is not pledged, and, 
considering the burdens of taxation and the necessity for its reduction, 
I amof the opinion that further than this it should not go, and certainly 
not further than following the precedent set by a Democrat in Congress 
in regard to Mexican soldiers to provide thatevery soldier who has ar- 
rived at the age of sixty-two years shall be placed on the pension-roll 
and allowed enough to secure him against want in his old age. 

Mr. MORROW. I move that debate on this paragraph and all 
amendments thereto be now closed. 

Mr. FLOWER addressed the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. If thegentleman from California [ Mr. Morrow] 
will withhold that motion for a moment, the Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER], and will afterward put the 
motion of the gentleman from California. 

Mr. MORROW. Very well. 


Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 


KERR] has been reading, I presume, from Mr, Greeley’s Almanac when 
he states that only one-fourth of the men who fought the battles of the 
Union were Democrats. K ` 

A MEMBER. Is not that good authority? 

Mr. FLOWER. Yes; and I want to quote from that authority on 
another point. You will find it stated that Abraham Lincoln in 1860 
received 1,853,000 votes—all or nearly all from the Northern States. 
The next year he went to war; and from that time until 1864 2,800,- 
000 soldiers were enlisted to fight in that battle line of 3,000 miles, 
1,000,000 more than there were Republicans all told in 1860. Now, I 
say tothe gentleman from Iowa that the Republican party carried every 
Northern State, including New Jersey —— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Doesnot the gentlemen know that 60 per cent, 
of those who enlisted were under the voting age? 

‘Mr. FLOWER. I say that every Northern State, including New 
Jersey, went Republican as long as the Democratic soldiers were at the 
front. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 3 

And never, Mr. Chairman, until those soldiers got back did those 
Democrats have a chance to carry a Northern State, and then they made 
a clean sweep. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I say the majority of the soldiers who fought in the last war were 
Democrats. The men who wore the epaulets were Republicans. The 
men who carried knapsacks were Democrats. Thatisone of the reasons 
why we on this side favor liberal pensions to the soldiers. [Laughter 
on the Republican side and applause on the Democratic side.| Webe- 
lieve, with three surgeons in every Congressional district throughout 
the United States, that these pensions should be honestly awarded to 
the soldiers, We believe in these pension laws, and are willing to 
make this biil $114,000,000, instead of ninety-eight millions, [Ap- 


plause. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
On motion of Mr. MORROW, all farther debate on the pending par- 


agraph was closed. 


The next section was read, as follows: 


For the salaries of eighteen agents for the ment of pensions, at $4,000 each, 
72,000, In case of the sickness or unavoidable absence of any pension agent 
from his office he may, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, au- 
thorize the chief clerk, or some other clerk employed therein, to act in his 
lace, to sign official checks, and to discharge all the other duties required by 
w of 5 pension agent. And, with like approval, any pension agent may 
designate and authorize a clerk to sign the name of the pension agent to official 
checks. The official bond given by the principal of the office shall be held to 
cover and apply to the acts of the person appointed to act in his place in such 
eases, Such acting officer shall, moreover, for the time being, be subject to all 
the liabilities and penalties prescribed by law for the official misconduct, in 
like cases, of the pension agent for whom he acts, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, I make the point of order that thisis a change 
of existing law. ; 

The CHAIRMAN, What portion of the paragraph? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Commencing in line 58: 

And, with like approval, any pension agent may designate and authorize a 
clerk tosign the name of the pension agenti to official checks. The official bond 
given by the principal of the office shall be held to cover and apply to the acts 
of the person appointed to actin his place in such cases, Such acting officer 
shall, moreover, for the time being, be subject to all the liabilities and penalties 
pense at by tem for the oficial misconduct, in like cases, of the pension agent 
or whom he le 

Of course it is impossible for me to prove to the Chairman by the pro- 
duction of the existing law, unless I would produce the laws on pen- 
sion subjects; this is not even in the general law. I assume the Chair- 
man is acquainted with the fact it is not in the existing law. 
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Mr. MORROW. We can shorten this by admitting this is a new 
provision. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘Then it goes out? 

Mr. MORROW. No. ` 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is obnoxious to the point I have made, 

Mr. MORROW... We found on investigation that in the gentleman's 
own district in Ohio, where there is a large number of pensioners, the 
pension agent could not conveniently pay and sign checks. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will vote for a law to correct that. 

Mr. MORROW. The result was, we put in this 
ing the clerk to act as pension agent, and I trust 
not insist on his point of order. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. The law does not authorize it now. 

Mr. MORROW. No, itis not in the existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist on his point of order? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 1 think the point of order is well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist on it? 

Mr. MORROW. I hope the gentleman will not insist on it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Allow me then to move my amendment against 
which the point was insisted upon. 

Mr. CANNON. This is to relieve your pension agent in your own 
town. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Notatall; not more than the examining physi- 
cians; in fact, not so much, for they come immediately in contact with 
the pensioners themselves, These do not. 

Mr. CANNON, I hope the gentleman will not insist upon the point 
of order. ~ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The point of order was insisted upon in regard 
to the amendment I offered and which was equally as important, 

Mr. CANNON. This merely delays, if the gentleman gets this pro- 
vision stricken out on the point of order, the quarterly payment of the 
paras of the soldiers. In other words, if this clause remains in the 

, the pension agent may authorize another person to sign his name for 
him, after giving a bond. So there is no dangerof loss of money. It 
enables the soldier in the large agencies like Columbus, Ohio, to get 
his pittance from the Government every three months, some days ear- 
lier than if this clause was not in the bill, 

I am sure my friend from Ohio, with this explanation, will not insist 
upon the tof order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman is so seductive that.it is hard 
to resist his appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio insist upon the 
point of order? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I offer a formal amendment in 
line No. 52. Strike out ‘two?’ and insert ‘‘ three.” 

I desire in the first place to reply in a few words, and in a few words 
only, to the remarksof the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER] 
when he was on the floor a few moments ago, as to the composition po- 
litically of the armies of the Republic in the late war. I do not con- 
sider this at all as an essential question. It makes no difference to me 
whatever whether the men who composed thatarmy during the war of the 
rebellion were men who voted the Democratic or the Republican ticket. 
They are alike entitled to the gratitude of the nation, they are ulike 
entitled to our honor, and they are alike entitled to the pensions which 
the bill now before us is designed to give to them. But in view of the 
debate that has occurred, and inasmuch as that question can be settled 

upon authority, and very briefly, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that various Northern States had enacted laws 
which permitted their soldiers in the field to vote. Atthe Presidential 
election of 1864 the soldiers of the following States voted under such 
State regulations, namely, the soldiers from the States of Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Kentucky, Ohio, Mich- 
- igan, Iowa, Wisconsin, Kansas, and California. 

The soldiers who voted, those who could be found by the commis- 
sioners of the several States in the field, cast their votes as follows at 
that election: For Abraham Lincoln, the Republican candidate, 119,- 
763, and for George B. McClellan, the Democratic candidate, 34,291, 
or almost 4 to 1. Of course this is a very small proportion of the sol- 
diers that were actually in the field; but it is enough to determine 
the ratio between the two parties; and what is true of the voters we 
may also assume to be true of the non-voters. 

Now a word in reply to my excellent and venerable friend from New 
York [Mr. SPINOLA | who occupied the floor a few minutes in 
to the increase of the annual pension bills from 1876 up to the present 
time. It is trne that pension bills have increased since then and that 
they have been increased by virtue of new legislation adding to the 
pensionable classes from time to time. All thisis true. 

Among other things he claims that the repeal of ‘the arrearages act, 
which the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] said cost the country 
nearly $400,000,000, was a piece of Democratic legislation. I deny it. 
I desire to call the attention of the committee to the facts. The nct 
repealing the arrears limitation was introduced by a member of Con- 
gann Kansas, Mr. Cummings; a Republican. On the 19th day of 

une, 1878, under a suspension of the rules, it was put on its 
on motion of Mr. Haskell, a Republican from Kansas, and 


vision authoriz- 
© gentleman will 


vote 


was taken. Thatvote, as shown by the RecorD, is as follows: Demo- 
cratic votes for the bill 43, Democratic votes against the bill 61; Re- 
publican votes for the bill 116, Republicans against the bill, not one. 

If that record of the vote for the bill makes it a Democratic measure, 
a bill which was introduced by a Republican, the passage of which was 
moved by a Republican, which was carried by the votes of the Repub- 
lican side, a majority of the Democrats voting against it and every Re- 
publican voting for it, then the Democrats are entitled to the credit 
claimed by the gentleman that it is a Democratic measure, and I am 
willing that you shall have all that the record entitles you to have, 
But I confront you with the record in the case. 

Again, sir, in regard to the manner in which our pension legi 
has risen from year to year. In the Fiftieth Congress I took occasion 
to submit some remarks on the subject, and called attention to the 
votes by which the various general pension measures had been 
in the House, and I found in the examination of this question that the 
Mexican pension bill was passed by the vote of every member of the 
House, Democrat and Republican, except two, no party line being 
drawn uponit. Upon the passage of the widows’ increase bill in the 
Forty-ninth Congress, 80 Democrats voted in favor of the bill and 66 
againstit, while 118 Republicans voted for it and not one it. 

In that case, in the case of the Mexican pension bill only, the ma- 
jority of the Democrats voted in favor of a general pension measure; 
and I challenge any man upon this floor or in this country, now and 
here or at any time hereafter, to show any other general pension meas- 
ure since the Forty-ninth Congress in which a majority of the Demo- 
crats voted in favor of it; and I extend the chall rhe dite, ns 
instance where the Republican party did not in solid phalanx cast its 
vote in favor of such measures, Except one case, where Mr. Bisbee, of 
Florida, voted against the Senate amendment to the Mexican peusion 
bill, I challenge the production of any instance in which the majori! 
of Republicans have not voted in favor of such legislation. When 
say nen pension legislation I mean legislation affecting large and 

4 1 ; 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BYNUM rose, ` 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. If I can be recognized I will yield the 
time to my colleague. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Itrust, Mr. Chairman, I shall not need the whole 
of the time yielded to me by my colleague. 

I wish now to pay my compliments for a moment to my friend from 
Indiana who just rose and whom I interrupted with a question while 
he was on the floor a few moments ago in regard to the matter of the 
service-pension bill. He says that the Republican party stands here 
committed to the of the service-pension bill. _I suppose he 
means by that a general service-pension bill, a universal or orm 
service pension. Now, I challenge the gentleman from Indiana to point 
to a word or line in the record of the Republican party in any national* 
or State convention in which the Republican party pines itself at this 
Congress or inany other to the passage of a general service-pension bill, 

We have pledged ourselves to more liberal pensions for the soldiers. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] a few moments since 
rose to move an increase of the amount to be carried by this bill to 
$114,000,000. I tried to get the floor then in order that I might say 
that I believed that the whole amount, $114,000,000, will be required 
to pay the pensions for the year 1891, because I believe and trust that 
before this session ends, through the Republican party of this House, 
there will be placed upon the statute-book, with the aid of the Repub- 
lican Senate, liberal pension Jaws which will take every poor man who 
is unable to support himself by manual labor out of the almshouses of- 
this country, if any are there, and permit him to make himself respect- 
able among his fellow-men. 

Another word, Mr. Chairman. I want here and now to denounce 
this characterization of the dependent-pension bill as a ‘‘ pauper bill’? 
as an outrage. These men are poor, and it is no disgrace to be poor. 
Most of them are poor to-day because of their service to the country; 
they are poor because they are broken down in health; they are poor 
because they areunable to help themselves by the labor of their hands; 
they are poor because bowed down by disease contracted in the line of 
their duty and in the service of their country. 

It is no disgrace to be poor. It is an honor that they were soldiers 

and wore the uniform of the Republie, and did good service to their 
country. Idenounce the stigmatizing of these honorable men as pau- 
pers. They are not paupers. They do not come here as paupers to 
ask for an alms, but they come to ask that this great, rich, 
American Republic will make good to them the strength the losses 
which they suffered by their service. I hope we shall be ready to do 
it, Iam in favor of a pension bill that will be broad enough to cover 
every man who was honorably discharged and who is so disabled that 
he is not able to support himself honorably. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, having said this much, if I have any time re- 
maining I yield it back to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. MORROW. I will now yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Kansas, [Mr. KELLEY]. £ 

Mr. STOUKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I addressed the Chair to make 
a motion before the gentleman was recognized. ; 
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Mr. KELLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Bynum] to reply. : 

Mr, B M. I had no doubt when I ealled attention of the other 
side to the fact that they were derelict in performing their promises to 
the soldiers that several gentlemen would at once rise, and, as usual, 
flaunt the ensanguined garment, as they always do when the question 
of pensions comes, The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GROSVENOR] says 
that the Democratic party was not the author of any general pension 
legislation. It was a Democratic House that passed the bill granting 
arrears of on. 

In the Forty-ninth , under the leadership of one of my former 
colleagues from Indiana [Mr. Matson], there were three or four gen- 
eral pension bills passed. The bill increasing the pension of widows 
from $8 to $12 a month; and no more meritorious bill ever did pass. 
The only fault I found with it was that it did not increase the pensions 
enough. The bill increasing the pensionsof another meritorious class, 
that of deaf soldiers, from $17 to $30 a month. 

Another bill increased the pension of the one-legged and one-armed 
soldiers; and if my recollection serves me aright there was another 
general on bill granting a hundred dollars a month to those who 
had lost both arms. So that, under Democratic Congresses within the 
last ten years bills have been passed of a general character increasing 
pensions of the classes that were entitled to consideration over and 
above any other. If the’ Republicans were so anxious to pass bills, 
why was it they did not pass something in the Forty-seventh Congress? 
Why was it they did not pass a bill during that Congress when they 
had the power, when they had control of both branches of Congress 
and the executive department of the Government ? 

Now, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] speaks of the 
number of soldiers—the number of Democratic soldiers—that were in 
the Army, and he cites them from the votes cast in the field for Lincoln 
as Republicans. Why, there was no Republican candidate for Presi- 
dent in 1864. There was a Union candidate and a Union ticket in the 
field, but there was no Republican candidate. _ 

Mr. MORROW, On what ticket was General McClellan running? 

Mr. BYNUM, On both. [Laughter.] - 

Now, the State of Indiana, following out the line of argument made 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER], furnished 197,000 
soldiers between 1861 and 1865. While the men were all in the field, 
in 1864, the Republicans carried the State by 20,000 majority; but in 
1868, when they had returned, it became necessary to change the tally- 
sheets in order to count in a Republican governor by a slender major- 
ity. [Applause on the Democratic side.) So you may take other 
States, as the gentleman well said, that gave extraordinarily large Re- 
publican majorities in 1864, but gave Democratic majorities as soon as 
the soldiers returned home. 

* Now, I speak with candor; what I have said has been spoken in 
earnest and in faith. I want the policy that is to be carried out 
by.the Government and by Congress determined and settled before this 
House finally adjourns. If we are to grant a service pension, let the 
soldiers know it now. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

If we are not to pursue that policy, let it be understood now. The 

` soldiers of the country, permit me to say, are getting tired of having 
“‘the bloody shirt’? waved and pension legislation deferred. 
` The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCMILLIN was recognized and yielded to Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr. BYNUM. I thank the gentleman, but I shall not trespass much 
longer upon the time of the committee. In my own district, a few 

‘days ago, the Grand Army of the State held their encampment and 

, denounced the Republican party for its failure to keep its promises. 
Whether those promises were made by the Republican party or not, the 
soldiers so understood, and it was Republican papers and Republicans 
that denounced the dependent-pension bill as a ‘** pauper bill,” and not 
Democrats or Democratic papers. When the Grand Army held their 
encampment a few days ago in the city of Indianapolis they denounced 
the Republican Administration for failing to redeem its pledges, and 
served notice that in the future their votes would not be cast for mem- 
bers of that party unless this legislation was carried out. 

Now, asI have already said, bills have not only been brought in here 
appropriating for different purposes all the money that will probably be 
in the Treasury during the next year, but the Committee on Ways and 
Means is reputed to have ready a bill to strike off some twenty-five 
millions of the tax on sugar, whichis almost wholly arevenue tax, and to 
strike off the tax on tobaceo, which is wholly arevenue tax. Mr. Chair- 
man, if sixty millions of revenue is to be stricken down, where do you 
expect to get the money to pension the soldiers, as you have promised ? 
You voted down the proposition which I offered to the rules making it 
in order to put upon general pension bills a provision to raise the rev- 
enue to meet its requirements, which would have enabled us to adopt 
an income tax so as to take from the wealth of the country the money to 
pay the soldiers the amounts justly due to them. Now is your oppor- 
tunity to. prove your fidelity to your pretensions. 

Under the rules you can bring in a bill at any moment; under the 
rules you can take it up and it any moment; and if you do not 
do it you are not only failing, but you are refusing to carry ont your 


promises, and I intend, so far as lies in my power, that you shall either 
bring in these measures or you shall go home and be branded by the 
soldiers of the country as unfaithful to yourpledges. [Applause on the 
Democratic sija] ; 

The Clerk as follows: 

For clerk-hire, $220,000: Provided, That the amount of clerk-hire for each 


agency shall be apportioned as nearly as practicable in proportion to the num- 
ber of pensioners paid at each agency. 


Mr. STOCKDALE, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the words 
“two hundred and” in the sixty-seventh line. Ido not propose to 
enter at all into this political discussion that has sprung up over this 
appropriation bill. I want to vote for this bill, if I can conscientiously 
do so, upon its merits, and it is always a sorrowful thing to me to find 
angry discussion over an uppropriation bill for ions, I believe that 
the Union soldiers who deserve ions should have them, and I am 
willing to vote fora bill of thatsort. But, Mr. Chairman, I make this 
motion in faith to elicit an opinion from the Chair and from the 
committee who report this bill upon the legal effect of its provisions, and 
I get at my point by offering this amendment, because the $20,000 
that will be left is an ample amount for clerk-hire, if I am correct in 
my legal construction of the bill. In the first section it makes an ap- 
propriation, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, ‘‘for Army and Navy ions as follows,’’ and as this bill was 
drawn by lawyers and is to be passed into a law I say only as follows. 
I read from the bill: 

For invalids, widows, minor children, and dependent relatives, survivorsand 
widows of the war of 1812 and with Mexico, $97,090,76K 

Mr. MORROW. Ifthe gentleman will permit a suggestion, perhaps 
Ican meet his point. There is defective punctuation there. There 
should be a semicolon after the word ‘‘relatives.’’ 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If the punctuation is defective it ought to be 
amended, because the punctuation is as much a part of a bill as its 
words.’ Now I insist that you shall not appropriate $98,000,000 to the 
soldiers of the Mexican war and the war of 1812; I insist that you 
shall include the soldiers of the late war between the States. [Laugh- 


ter. | 

Mr. MORROW. Let them be included then. I move to amend by 
placing a semicolon after the word ‘‘relatives.”’ ; 

Mr. STOCKDALE, You can alter the meaning of a paragraph by 
a change of punctuation as well as by a change of language, I admit, 
but that amendment will hardly accomplish the purpose. 

A MEMBER. You can not do it so fully, though. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Not so fully. 

Mr. CANNON. But my friend [Mr. STOCKDALE] will understand 
that this bill is in the exact form in which the pension appropriation 
bill has passed for many years and under which these ions have 
porn paid, and I suggest that it is perhaps better to follow the usual 
orm. z 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why? 

Mr. CANNON. For the simplereason that it has always been found 
sufficient. 

Mr. MORGAN. And it has received its çonstruction. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Idonotthink the question has ever been raised. 
` Mr. MORGAN, It has received its construction in practice. 

ee STOCKDALE. I doubt whether the question has ever been con- 
sidered. ~ 

Mr. CANNON.- Oh, yes; because all these accounts where money 
has to be paid out are passed upon by the officers of the Treasury. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Probably it was just taken for granted. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; these payments are all passed upon by the 
ene | officers of the Treasury, and accounts for many hundreds of 
millions of dollars have been passed upon where the disbursements were 
maade under pk peel worded in just this way. 

Mr. PETERS. Let me suggest to the gentleman that any court, in. 
construing a statute, will consider the intention of the legislature; and 
there can be no doubt about the intention in this case. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, It is true that courts construe a statute accord- 
ing to the intention of the legislators; but, that being so, I do not see 
Why this Congress should im upon the courts the labor of constru- 
ing a meaning into a law which they could make plain now by the change 
of a few words. 

Mr. MORROW. Inserting a semicolon, instead of a comma, after the 
word “‘relatives’’ on line 9, page 1, will meet the point. I move that 
amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to answer one or two ob- 
servations that have fallen from gentlemen upon the other side in the 
course of this discussion; and, first, I want to say to my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. Bynum] that the Republican party have not yet deputed 
him to construe their policy upon the question of pensions, 

Nor is he in a position to criticise the action of the Republican part 
on this question. He inquires why it was that in the Forty-seven 
Congress the Republican party did not pass some general pension bills. 
The answer is very plain: py because the soldiers of the nation at 
that time were not themselves demanding thatitshould bedone. Eight 
years have gone by since then; and they feel that the time has come 
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when the American nation should begin to pay attention to their just 


demands. And I have no doubt that, notwithstan 
the gentleman with regard to that question, notwithstanding the guard- 
ian care he is going to throw around the Republican , the Re- 

ublicans of this House, backed by a Republican Senate and a Repub- 
ican President, will give the country some adequate legislation on this 
subject that will furnish proper and needed relief to the soldiers of this 
nation. 

Gentlemen on the other side are not in a position to voice the senti- 
ment of the soldiers; at least the gentleman from Indiana has not been 
deputed as their spokesman. 

Mr. BYNUM. I have been deputed by them as their spokesman. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. ‘Then why did the gentleman sit here silent dur- 
ing the Fiftieth Congress and, when men on this side of the House were 
clamoring for recognition to consider general pension legislation favor- 
ably reported and standing on the Calendar, constitute one of those who 
were objecting to that consideration? 

Mr. BYNUM. Inever stood here objecting to the consideration of 
pension legislation. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. The gentleman’s zeal for pension legislation 
seems to have come into being since the opening of the Fifty-first Con- 


gress. 

Mr. BYNUM. I never stood here objecting to pension legislation; 
and the gentleman from Ohio can not show it. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Ican show the gertleman the day and date when 
he and others objected when we were asking on this side of the House 
that consideration should be had for pension legislation—— 

Mr. BYNUM. No, sir. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. And I will do so in a very few minutes. 

Mr. BYNUM. I have never objected to pension legislation. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. If I find I have done the gentleman injustice, I 
will be honest enough to say so; but it does seem to me that this zeal 
for pensions on the part of the gentleman from Indiana is certainly 
new born. 

Now, a word to my friend from Ohio, who has seen fit to criticise 
Commissioner Tanner’s method of dealing with the board of examining 
surgeons in his district. Let me state a little personal experience in 
regard to this matter. When I came here as a member of the Fiftieth 
Congress there were in the district which I represent two examining 
boards. I was intrnsted with a petition signed by over five hundred 
soldiers of the county of Fulton, in my district, asking that an exam- 
ining board shonld be appointed by Commissioner Black at Wauseon; 
forin that county, where alarge number of Union soldiers resided, many 
of them were obliged to travel from 40 to 75 milesto beexamined. With 
that petition in my hand, I called on General Black personally, and 
asked him to give us an examining board at that place. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I did the same with regard to a county in my 
district; and I met a similar repulse, 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. That request was refused, and refused, as I be- 
lieve, because I was a Republican representing that district, the dis- 
trict being normally Democratic. As soon as Commissioner Tanner 
came into office, I made application to him for three boards in that dis- 
trict, one of them at Wauseon, and in each case the application was 
granted; not only that, but he recommended that a Democrat be ap- 
pointed with two Republicans on each of those boards,and that was done. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have an amendment which I desire to offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word "cases, in line 63, insert “ and a new bond shall be required 
from all pension agents.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph to which that amendment relates 
has been 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that we go back in 
order to adopt this amendment. I think the gentleman in charge of 
the bill will see that the amendment is pertinent and valuable. 

Mr. MORROW. Let the amendment be read again. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amendment 
because I believe it necessary to perfect the bill. Turning to line 58, 
we find in this bill authority given to any pension t now in office 
to place an additional duty upon one of the clerks of his office—a duty 
of a financial character—the authority to sign official checks.. The 
sureties on the bond heretofore given would not be liable for action 
taken in pursuance of this new authority; and hence I think it is nec- 
essary to require a new bond. 

Mr. MORROW. I donot object to the amendment. 

There being no objection, the amemdment was considered and adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For stationery and other necessary expenses, to be approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior, $25,000. E = 4 
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There is no doubt in my mind ofthe porponta that the gentleman is 
an honest man; and, for that matter, I have no doubtthe gentleman is 
honest in whatever he proposes, whether here orelsewhere. But when 
he voices before this committee the attitude of the Democratic party 
in reference to the basis of the payment of pensions to be paid the sol- 
diers of the country, all doubt is eliminated from the case, and I am 
altogether satisfied of his honesty. 

What is that attitude? The Democratic party would base the pay- 
ment of pensions of soldiers of the country on the liquor and tobacco 
tax; and, as the gentleman said, they would add to that the income tax 
in order to make the entire basis of these pensions as odious as possible 
to the people. When the gentleman talks about an income tax, how- 
ever, he is simply favoring a proposition as the member of the minority 
party which, when in power, his party never had the candor and cour- 
age to attempt to enact into Jaw, a proposition, in short, never favored 
by that party when in power. 

If the payment of pensions depended on the tobacco, liquor, and in- 
come taxes what would be the result? It would arouse a sentiment 
throughont the country against the whole pension system which the 
Republican party has established and maintained. I, for one, will 
never consent while a member of this House to a p tion of this 
kind. On thecontrary I would say that after the payment of the legiti- 
mate annual expenses of the Government the payment of ions 
should be made with the most sacred money coming into the 
from whatever source of revenue, whether from the sale of public lands 
or customs duties or any other source, and that nothing is too sacred 
in the way of revenue out of which this country should pay its most 
Daag and exalted obligations to the men who defended and preserved 
its life. 

We should not lower the etandard of pensions to tobacco, a7 pa gee 
income taxes as has been suggested by the gentleman from Indi I 
have no objection to this class of taxation, and if it is n to again 
resort to an income tax, well and good, but I do for one object with all 
the emphasis I to the Democratic theory of making the pay- 
ment of these high obligations of Government depend on collections of 
money from the amount of tobacco chewed and smoked, and the quan- 
tity of whisky consumed by the American people. I do object most 
strenuously toa policy that will tend to dishonor our pension system by 
yoking it with filth, debauchery, and crime. 

I do object to such an association of payment of pensions with dis- 
gusting practices among certain of our people as would, in the not re- 
mote future, lead to a sentiment among anew and early generation of 
absolute disgust with the pension system because its maintenance ma; 
depend on the taxation of such articles. I do not wish the time ever 
come when any man, woman, or child in the American Republic can 
point the finger at the unfortunate and filthy habits of any of our 
ple and say, ‘‘ But for such as these your soldiers, their widows and or- 
phans, would go to the poor-house or suffer want.’’ Think of sucha 
thing for a moment! 

The noblest services of patriotism, the purest offerings of love and 
deyotion to country, the loss of health, of limb, and of life, tobe re- 
warded primarily and necessarily by proceeds of money from a tax on 
articles most disgusting to every pure mother, wife, and sister, as well 
as every man in the land who has not allowed himself to yield to the 
unfortunate vices of tobacco eating and smoking and that greater and 
damning evil, the use of intoxicating liquors. And yet this is the 
Democratic proposition, notalone of heated debate here, but of solemn 
party declaration made deliberately to the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope this monstrous attempt, although it is not a 
new one, to degrade our noblest offerings of gratitude and justice may 
be fully appreciated by the soldiers of the land, as I believe it will be, 
and that our soldier voters will not fail to remember that a restoration 
of the Democratic party to complete power, legislative and executive, 
would mean the exact di f have foreshadowed, 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I regret, Mr. Chairman, that the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] should be of the opinion that the 
income tax is odious. It may be odious to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. STRUBLE], but it is not odious to others. It is not odious to me, 
These are to be paid. My friend from Indiana [Mr. CHEA- 
DLE] told us to-day of the enormous interest paid on the public debt 
since the war, a debt ineurred when the soldiers were out fighting. 
I say, sir, it is time the incomes of those gentlemen who reaped su 
fortunes in speculation should be used to repay some of the expenses 
of the war. [Applause, ] 

The gentleman may say that the income tax isodious. I know itis 
odious to you and your party. But I say in behalf of those agricult- 
urists whom I stand here to talk for to-day it is not odious to them. 
They think it is time the wealth of the country was bearing some part 
of the burden of taxation. [Applause. ] 

I warn gentlemen on this floor that the people will not pay tribute 
to the rich always without exacting something in return. Icommend 
toyou the en en of Senator VOORHEES made in the Senate a day 
or two ago in the interestof the farmer. I may print it, ora part of it, 
in my remarks [laughter and applause], for he said it almost as well as 
Icould myself. (Laughter. ] 


No, Mr. Chairman, I do not know but what the whisky and tobaeco 
and income taxes should bear some part of the burdens of this Govern- 
ment and let some relief be afforded to the agricultural and laboring 
people of the country who are bearing the most of them now. 

Gentlemen rise here and denounce the tax on incomes as odious. I 
am sorry it is odions, but it ought not to be. Itis not odious to me; I 
donot mindit. [Laughter.] Itisnot odious to the people clamoring for 
some relief from the burdens imposed upon them, I, for ong, sir, 
would be willing to see the expenditures of this Government drawn 
from the incomes, The trouble with gentlemen and the trouble with 
the party they represent is that they represent the incomes and they do 
not represent the honest toilers of the country. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BELDEN. Mr. Chairman, the history of this gray old earth ot 
ours is full of epochs, and of these none has been of more startling im- 
port or has impressed itself upon the history of the human race and 
of its civilization more deeply, or with results which will continue 
with ever-widening circles down the ages yet to come, than that mem- 
orable spring morning, April 12, 1861, when the first shot fired by the 
besieging host of rebels upon the beleaguered Union garrison at Fort 
Sumter aroused the loyal North and East and West to arms. The 
echoes of that gun had scarcely died away before the loyal States be- 
came transformed, as if by magic, into one vast recruiting ground, 

Since the days of 1812 the sentiment of loyalty, although still present 
in every breast, was, in a measure, slumbering; but as the reverberat- 
ing thunder from the Stevens rebel battery in Charleston Harbor rolled 
ea aii away it called to life a living flame of patriotism like the 
flaming tongues that descended upon the disciples in the olden time. 
Every city, town, aud village, nay, every hamlet and group of houses 
by the wayside, became a center of intense excitement, a recruiting 
pent whence issued the hardy son of toil who dropped the han- 

of the plow, the artisan who left his tools and trade, the clerk 
who swung outward the counting-house door, never again to re-enter 
it; and all these, cheered upon their Southern journey toward the dread 
unknown of pangs and wounds and death by tears and blessings, by 
ands and kisses and hand-shakings, went forth by tens and hun- 

of thousands, to return no more forever. 

As the weary months and years rolled on fathers, mothers, sisters, 
the principals of schools and colleges, constituted themselves as ear- 
nest but unpaid recruiting officers to fill the depleted rosters of the regi- 
ments at the front; nay, the very pastors, neglecting for the nonce the 

ritual necessities of their flocks, enrolled themselves as members of 

church militant, making a rostrum of the pulpit, opened wide 
the church doors for soldiers of their own recruitment, who in darker 
hours were carried through those doors again to fill the sick bed or the 
burial vault beneath the sacred roof. 

But the footsteps of the trampling hosts who went forth eager for 
the fray had more substantial cheer than the speech, the blessing, or 
the farewell kiss of fond, approving kindred, for the farmer was prom- 
ised, with all the sad solemnity of that awful time, the place once 
more behind the plow, to the artisan his anvil or his loom, to the 
clerk his ledger or his counter. To every one of these it was told that 
they should lose nothing by reason of their patriotism; their places 
should be kept sacred and inviolable, subject to their occupancy on 
their return home. Nay; for these young men, who went forth to 
save our country as true patriots, there was a far grander, and, in fact, 
an all-powerful sponsor. 

For them the great Government which they sought to save stood for- 
ward promising many wonderful things in their behalf, Nor was this 
all; for the te States which formed integral parts of the loyal 
portion of this great Union each severally for itself stood committed 
and pledged, not only by the general law, but in its own behoof, to 
cherish, care for, and reward its sons who left its boundaries in the 
sacred cause of truth and right. 

In September, 1861, the great war governor of Pennsylvania in ad- 
dressing the celebrated Pennsylvania Reserve Corps used the following 
language, which was in substance echoed throughout the loyal States: 


All our material wealth and the life of every man in Pennsylvania stand 
to vindicate the right, to sustain the Government, and to restore the 
ascendency of law and order. Should the wrong prevail, should treason and 
rebellion succeed, we have no government. Progress is stopped, civilization 
stands still, and christianity in the world, for the time, must cease—cease for- 
ever, Libe: civilization, and nity hang upon the result of this great 
contest. God is for the truth and right. Stand by your colors, my friends, and 
the right will prevail. Thousands of your fellow-citizens at home look to you 
to vindicate the honor of your great State. If you fail, hearts and homes will 
be made desolate. If you succeed, on your return you will be hailed as heroes 
who have gone forth to battle for the right. 


As the war progressed and its cruel maw seemed still to demand a 
larger number of victims, the population of the loyal States began to 
stagger under the stupendous burden, and the filling up of the depleted 

ents in the front and the constant formation of new ones to 

drain the human resources of the time, but still the patriotism of the 
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to make bow-strings for the legionaries—so the General Governmen 
the State, the county, and the towns contributed without stint an 
gave many pledges for the future. 

It seems to me that it would be well at this time to recall some of 
the sufferings we propose to recompense by this bill and the nature of 
the services rendered and the terrible character of the sufferings un- 
dergone by the patriots who thus went forth to save from destruction 
the Government, nay, the very homes which they left. 

In # letter published in the New York Tribune, and written by an 
accomplished and eminent physician of the West, whose opportunities 
for observation in this country and Europe entitle him to speak with 
authority, occurs the following concerning the military hospitals of 
Missouri in January, 1862: 


Eighteen thousand men in camp at Otterville and 300 sick scattered in thir- 
teen small, miserable hovels. They were in a most pitiable condition. Every- 
thing wanting—food, raiment, beds, medicines, 

It would be impossible to describe the wretchedness of that place and of our 
poor soldiers. The mail train took us to Syracuse; eight houses, among them 
two hotels, filled with sick. I thought Otterville exhibited an unrivaled picture 
of misery. but it was greatly sur, d by Syracuse. The houses, the beds, the 

tients, filthy in the extreme, the stench in the rooms absolutely intolerable. 

op y I ever saw looked more disorderly and filthy. No healthy nurse vis- 
able, but the hardly conyalescent—with ieee f ambulating—invalid is the 
—_ ecg unacquainted with his duty and wholly unable to perform it when 
e learns it, s 

It sickens me as I recall it to my recollection ; it will nauseate you as you read 
this. Is it necessary that our soldiers should suffer thus? A large number of 
those I saw are men well-to-do in this world, men of means and position, but in 
camp and in these hospitals merged and lostin a mire of filth. 

Another letter in the same paper states that— 


One of the medical officers of the Port Royal expedition urged the necessity 
of suitable hospital accommodations, at least the legal amount of hospital tent 
room, and was replied to that hospital tents were scarce and must be given out 
farther north; thatin the warm climate of South Carolina hospital accommoda- 
tions would not be needed. 

The letter further stated that ‘‘ the thermometer at that time would 
rise to 85° in the day-time and ice would form at night.’ The editor 
in commenting on this condition of our sick soldiers said: 


Is the nation willing that its volunteer soldiers, itseiect who came forward in 
this hour of national peril to give their lives for the life of the country, should 
perish at Hilton Head for want of such shelter from the weather as humanit: 
would give a sick dog; and should be rotting in Missouri hospitals like the jail- 
birds of Newgate before Howard came to ir rescue? Any civil popia or 
almshouse or county jail thus murderously mismanaged would be indicted as 
a nuisance and the managers punished as criminals. 

But there is a sterner and darker side to the picture than even the 
foregoing. In an interesting and graphic volume entitled Battle-Field 
and Prison Pen, the author of which wrote from his own experience, 
occurs the following: È 

Comparatively little is known of the terrible sufferings of the inmates of these 
Southern hell-holes, the Southern prisons; and with all you may glean from 
those who endured their horrors and their sufferings, yet will it be far 
short of the whole truth, for no human tongue or pen can describe the agony 
wretchedness,and misery the poorsoldier endured who fell into the hands o 
the rebels. In Andersonville alone 13,269 Union prisoners, who were in the 
prime of life, strong, robust, and healthy, perished. In all the Southern pris- 
ons, as nearly as could be ascertained, ut 65,000 men fell victims to rebel 


tality. 

Nor must it be forgotten that a far larger number of those impris- 
oned escaped death only to linger, for the rest of their lives, the mis- 
erable victims of loathsome and horrible maladies begotten of their 
cruel and barbarous treatment in these same Southern prison pens. Of 
the vast ‘‘ grand army ” of patriots who went forth conquering and to 
conquer, quite’a large percentage sleep *‘ the sleep that knows no break- 
ing ’’ upon Southern battle-fields or in unknown graves, while a larger 
percentage returned home maimed for life or disabled by wounds or dis- 
ease. Asa fact but very few, if any, who survived returned home in 
perfect health. 

Does it appear to the dispassionate mind that we have wholly kept 
our promises to these heroes who for their part most nobly fulfilled 
their pledge tosave the Union? Let us see. Upon their return to 
their homes in city, town, and village, the ablest oratorical talent was 
employed to welcomethem. They were received as heroes, with bands 
of music and processions. The streets were decorated for the occasion 
and the civic dignitaries wined, dined, and feted them. They were 
conveyed in carriages drawn by white horses from the rail depot 
to the banquet hall throngh streets filled with men, women, and chil- 
dren who had come forth to welcome the veterans who had saved their 
country, their homes, their firesides. We then realized most thor- 
oughly that these self-same patriots had saved the nation for us. But 
I wonder, as the years grow on, whether our gratitude is still as great 
and heartfelt, whether the knowledge of their services is still as much 
before us, or if perchance the lapse of years has left us measurably 
lukewarm. 

The first general pension law which fixed the ratings for disabled sur- 
vivors of the late war was adopted in 1862 ata time when the Treasury 
was depleted and when no man was able to tell what would be required 
of it before peace should once more reign within our borders, The 
measure in question was necessarily a somewhat meager one, but even 
at that a feeling was abroad in the national ture that we 
should still more thoroughly redeem the pledges w we hadalready 
made to our gallant soldiers. On the occasion of the discussion of the 
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measure referred to a prominent Representative who is now a member 
of this House said: 


I want to see the men who have left their homes to fight the battles of their 
country, whether they be citizen soldiers Inthe ranks or or colonels or 
ors or captains, placed on the same common level. discrimination is 
enough in time of war as the result of necessity, but it is intolerable when 
applied to the bounty of the nation. And when the gentleman tells me that 
the country can not bear the expense of this bounty toward the brave and gal- 
lant defenders of the Union, I reply to him that had not rallied at the call 
of their country in the hour of impending danger, and met the deadly perils 

of war, you would have had no country to-day. 
You talk about not being able to remunerate your ple for their toils and suf- 
widowsand children. Sir, but forthem, I re; you 


ferings and provide for the 
would have no country, no Capitol standing here to-day to gladden hearts 


of the nation, no ships now moored in your magnificent river; there would 
be no President of the United States to gladden his eye with the fall of the rebel 
flag at Norfolk; there would beno great people rejoicing this day at the tidings 
of victories by which the rebellion is being crushed and rebellion falling before 
the flag of the Republic, with the just hope that that flag shall soon wave from 
one extremity of the land to the other. _It is to those brave soldiers alone—to 
our citizen soldiers—that we are indebted for all this. . 

From time to time this act has been supplemented by additional leg- 
islation which has mostly been in the direction of increased and ific 
ratings for specific conditions, Still, however, the soldier is largely 
left dependent upon the sweet will and pleasure of the Commissioner 
of Pensions, who administers the law subject only to the reviewal of 
‘his superior officer, the Secretary of the interior. In fact, the whole 
system pursued by the Pension Office seems to be one which prevents 
and hinders the soldier from availing himself of the benefits conferred 
by the pension laws. It seems as though every obstacle is thrown in 
his way; he is required, in order to obtain a status in the office, to 
establish, not only his own honesty and truthfulness, but that also of 
his witness; he is treated per se as a fraud and his agent as particeps 
criminis with him in the perpetration of a fraud, 

Over one hundred thousand certificates of disability, the facts in which 
should, as a mere act of common honesty, be conveyed to the soldiers 
immediately interested, are carefully guarded in the secret archives of 
the Pension Bureau. Unlike our English cousins across the water, who 
advertise for such claimants as have not come forward, we forbid the 
giving of information which may lead to the filing or prosecution of a 


Indeed, I understand that in the Pension Office that common prac- 
tice prevails which is so aptly illustrated by the old adage that ‘‘ When- 
ever the king takes snuff the court sneezes,” for if the makes 
a decision or the Commissioner a ruling unfavorable to a claimant the 
whole medical branch, which has charge of the important question of 
fixing the rates, immediately proceeds to reject or reduce everything 
that comes along until a decision or ruling in favor of a claimant sets 
them off just as irrationally in the opposite direction of generous rat- 
ings; while, unfortunately for our pa aa soldiers, the former condition 
of affairs most frequently prevails. 

While the late Commissioner Tanner’s administration of the Pension 
Bureau may possibly have erred in degree, it was at least in the line of 
the promises made to thesoldiers from 1861 to 1865. Asa matter of fact, 
the widows, orphans, and dependent relatives of the soldier have fared 
no better than himself. As regards the future of the pension system, it 
may be broadly and succinctly stated that at no time since April, 1861, 
should its chances for improvement or for the fullest redemption of all 
pledges given be better than at present. 

When the epee of the payment of arrearages was under discus- 
sion in 1879 the claim was made here and throughout the country that 
‘the measure would bankrupt the United States Treasury. Asa matter 
of fact, 1B poyma: of the arrears proved to be a powerful factor in 
the commercial prosperity of the year 1880 and several successive years. 
These payments, indeed, averted a threatened financial panic. The 
money so paid, instead of going abroad, was spent within our own bor- 
ders; and, widely distributed, after bestowing relief and blessings upon 
countless thousands, found its way back into the national Treasury, 
which to-day is gorged to repletion. 

The long and wavering line of these maimed and scarred veterans, 
2 wore the blue that we might continue to be a nation, is narrowing 


Never has a kind and bounteous Providence so benignly smiled upon 
any people as He has done upon our own during the past few years. 
With granaries well filled and with an overflowing Treasury there 
can surely be no time more suitable, no act more graceful, no policy 
more wise than to keep to the spirit as well as to the letter those 
oberon which we made to the saviors of the nation whose pay and 

unties we gave them in sorely depreciated currency, while the bond- 
holder was allowed to purchase, at a heavy discount, in the same de- 
preciated currency, those national obligations which we subsequently 
paid, paid both principal and interest, in minted gold. 

As for myself I am in favor of redeeming the letter and spirit of our 
promises, cost what it may. 

Mr. MORROW. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 


on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
7160) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pen- 
sions of the United States for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1891, and 
for other purposes, and had directed him to report the same back to the 
House with sundry amendments. 

The amendments of the Committee of the Whole were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. MORROW moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pees and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. WISE. I rise to a question of privilege. On yesterday I offered 
two petitions or memorials of my constituents with my name and refer- 
ence to the Committee on Claims indorsed on their back. They were 
handed by myself to the clerk now in front of the Chair. There is no 
mention of it in the Recorp. I wish to say in addition that after the 
most di t search to-day I have been unable to find them. I wish 
to have them appear in the RECORD. They were offered by me in ac- 
cordance with the rules of the House. 

The petitions, I will say, Mr. Speaker, are from Messrs. A. S, Lee 
and Yale & Co., of Richmond, Va., and relate to the renting of quarters 
from these gentlemen subsequent to the war by the Army of the United 
States. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the petitions to which 
the gentleman refers were placed in the petition-box. 

Mr, WISE. They were, sir, placed in the box by the gentleman 
who stands immediately to the leftof the Chair. I have no censure 
whatever to upon him or complaint, I saw him put them in the 
box, where they belong, myself, I only desired to call attention to the 
fact, so that they may be traced. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business com- 
ing over from the last private-bill day, this day being set apart under 
the rules for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar. 
to Clerk will report the first bill reported from the Committee of the 

ole. 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


The bill (H. R. 3538) for the relief of Albert H. Emery, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment, to s out 
**$200,000’’ and insert “‘$50,000,’’ was considered, the amendment 
concurred in, and the bill as amended was ordered to be and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord read the 
third time, and passed. 

GENERAL JOHN C. FREMONT. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 2849) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
John C. Frémont as a major-general in the United States Army. 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

BRITISH BARK CHANCE. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (S. 1296) for the relief of the owners, officers, and crew of the 
British bark Chances. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 

DENISON AND WASHITA VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will also lay 
before the House the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 858) to 
amend section 1 and section 9 of an act entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize 
the Denison and Washita Valley Railroad Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 


The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 
Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House non-concur in the Senate 
amendments and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes thereon. 
The motion was agreed to. 
TENTS FOR OVERFLOWED DISTRICT, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs to report back the following bill (H. R. 8458) au- 
thorizing the purchase of tents by the Secretary of War, and for other 
purposes, and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to purchase twenty-five hundred tents, or so many thereof as may be eeg id 


ss for the use of thë le driven from homes in the States of Arkansas, 
to the House. sissippi, and Lou! by the present floods prevailing tx said States. 
The motion was agreed to, BEO. 2. oe said ogee Dene ee authori : aa said States for the 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker ha tikan thie pr Poses afroni At tiie Clnereiton of tae Bonola pa Pade bans 
chair, Mr. BURROWS reported that the Committee of the ole House | is hereby, DEORA out of any mousy i the’ A spion not pees potos 
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priated, to pay for the said tents herein authorized to be purchased; and this 
appropriation shall be available upon the passage of this act. 

Eto cy naene Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the ? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be en- 

and read a third time, 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker, I think some explanation ought to be 
made about this bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I will state for the information of 
the gentleman from Illinois and for the House that this bill has been 
introduced at the urgent request of and on consultation with a large 
number of planters and persons affected by the present floods of the 
Mississippi River at or near Vicksburg, Miss. 

Ths bill has been submitted to the Secretary of War and is approved 
by him. On application to him several days ago for the loan of certain 
tents to protect the people who had been driven from their homes in 
that region by the floods, he informed us that they could not be fur- 
nished because there were not enough tents in the War ent 
or any tents whatever at their disposal; and therefore it would be nec- 
essary, before the tents could be furnished by the Department, for Con- 
gress to pass an appropriation bill authorizing their pares 

The people to be protected are poor colored people generally, who 
have recently gone into that portion of the country from North Caro- 
lina and the other Atlantic States. They have been driven from their 
humble homes—the homes they have occupied—by the high waters, 
and large numbers of them are at present in the open air, with neither 

tection nor shelter. It is impossible to find house room for the 

e number of people who have thus been driven from their homes 
by the high water, and as a measure of humanity I hope there will be 
no objection to the banig of this bill. Itis in the interest of very 
poor people who are unable to provide for themselyes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana what information has he—I mean what official information—as to 
the numberof persons who are thus destitute ? 

Mr. BOATNER. I have no official information, except a dispatch 
received from the sheriff of Madison Parish on the day before yester- 
day, who stated that at that time five hundred of these people were 
needing protection. 

The bill has been drawn for a much larger number of tents than is 
required to provide for this particular case, because we anticipated that 
there might be needs of the same kind atother points on the Mississippi, 
in the State of Arkansas, and at other places. It was not expected, 
however, that the Secretary of War would purchase more tents with 
the appropriation p. than would be actually necessary to meet 
the diffictlties of the present situation, but that he should have enough 
funds to meet any demand that might be made upon him to supply 
these homeless people. 

- Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I would like toask 
him if there is a pid from the Committee on Military Affairs ac- 
companying this bill? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says that the Secretary of War rec- 
ommends the enactment of this legislation? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Does he make that recommendation in a communi- 
cation? 

Mr. BOATNER,. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Yes, it is here. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the Houseshould be placed in possession of 
all the facts. 

Mr. BOATNER. I willsendit to the Clerk’s desk and have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 20, 1890. 
Sır: I have the honor to state that should the inclosed bill become a law it 
is believed that in ten days or two weeks’ time the number of tents named 
farbia tents of equal accommodating power, can be purchased for delivery 


These tents, when no longer uired,if preserved and returned to the Depart- 
abe usefalin stenilar a cies. 


Very respectfully, 
. 8. B. HOLABIRD, 
Quartermaster-General, United States Army. 
The Hon, SECRETARY OF WAR, 
‘ashington, D. C. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, March 20,1890. 


Srm: At the request of Hon. Mr. Boatyer, I transmit herewith a draught of 
a bill "auth: the purchase of tents for certain purposes and ing ap- 
propriations therefor,” left with me by him, and inclosea rt of the Quarter- 
of this date upon the subject. I concur in his recommendation, 

Very respectfully, 


REDFIELD PROCTOR, Secretary of War. 
Hon. Taomas B. REED, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. BOATNER, I will state for the information of the House that 
it is not intended that these tents should be donated or given to the 


authorities of these States or to these people, but only a temporary loan, 
only for this core ti 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to say that I was not present when 
this bill was considered, and from the reading of it I do not understand 
oe any bond or other requirement is to be given for the return of 

e tents. 

Mr. MORGAN, The colored people could not give bond. 

Mr. CANNON. I will state to my friend that I do not object to the 
consideration of the bill, nor do I want to object to its passage, provided 
the House be in possession of information that this flood pa hehe 
is so great in the localities mentioned that it is not practicable for the 
local authorities of the township, county, or State to afford the neces- 
sary relief; in other words, that the misfortune of the flood is so great 
that unless the General Government intervenes there is to be suffering 
op e people there. 

If that is the case, following the precedents, not so frequent, maybe, 
in late years as in former years, but following the precedents, and from 
a standpoint of humanity, I think that it might be, and indeed wonld 
be, in such a case proper that the relief be afforded. 

Mr. BOATNER. Iwill state, in reply to the remarks of the gentle- 
man and for the information of the House and the gentleman, that dur- 
ing the last four or five years a very large area of country has been 
opened up to cultivation in the back portion of the river parishes—those 
portions of Madison and East Carroll which ever since the war have 
been abandoned as being so subject to overflow as to be unfit for culti- 
vation until the construction of levees of the Mississippi. 

Within the last few years a large number of plantations have been 
opened and the people there employed are where the country is over- - 
flowed and the water up to the eaves of the houses. Of course the peo- 
ple who have been living in those houses had to get out, They have 
had to come ont to the front plantations. 

There isan immense mass of people crowded on the front plantations. 
The planters have no house room for them and the authorities have 
been strained to the last point in protecting the overflowed country. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman also state that the States of 
Arkansas, Mississippi, and Louisiana are, under existing conditions, 
unable to relieve that distress? If they are, itought to be relieved. 

Mr. BOATNER. I am satisfied, Mr. Speaker, so far as the State of 
Louisiana is concerned, they can not be relieved by the State authori- 
ties, because the governor of the State has sent telegrams here asking 
for this legislation. I have telegrams from the local authorities asking 
us to obtain this relief, and a telegram from the planters that they are 
willing and able to feed these people, but that it is impossible for them 
to shelter them. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the probable duration of the overflow, 
judging from past experience ? 

Mr. BOATNER. Probably from one month to six weeks; but any- 
where from one to two months. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I suppose it would be at least two weeks or fifteen 
days before the tents could get down there. 

Mr. BOATNER. Wethink they should get down there in ten days. 

Mr. COLEMAN. I hope that this bill will pass. I hold in my 
hand a telegram from my people, which reads as follows: 

Convent, LA., March 21,1890. 


Crevasse in our 500 feet wide. People tri distress. Could you not get 

a part of the $100,000 appropriation for us? Act at once. 
F. WAGNESPACK, ` 
President Police Jury, St. James Parish, Louisiana. 

Now, gentlemen, you do not know what that means until you see 
part of the Mississippi River rolling through a gap 500 feet wide and 
about 8 feet deep. 

A letter from J. L. Gaudet, dated Convent Post-Office, March 18, con- 
tains the following information: 

This community has lately been visited bya seat orasan which you have 


no doubt seen by the New person paperi he Nita crevasse, which oc- 


spread ruin and 
le of which will 
soon be in great in’ the Grand Point, a 
settlement of Perique-tobacco growers, situated in the interior about 4 miles 
from the river, and the inhabitants have to abandon house and home to seek a 
place of safety from the floods. The first, second, and third wards of this 
parish and portions of Ascension and St. John the Baptist will also suffer. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when people are living on the roofs of their houses 
they have not much time to stand upon the order of how they are to 
get protection from the elements. This bill provides for $25,000 to be 
paid for tents if they are called for by the authorities of the States. If 
they are not needed they will not call for them; and as my coll e 
has stated, it is simply to be a loan, and not a donation. They will be 
loaned on suchconditions as will secure their return. I hope the bill 
will pass and gs quickly. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, very briefly I wish to say that so far 
as Arkansas is concerned I am not a representative of that portion of 
the State which is subject to overflow, and I am not therefore in a 

ition to give any advice with reference to this matter. But Ido 
that during the past six or eight months it is represented that 
8,000 colored e have gone into the eastern portion of the State, 
along the Mississippi River front, from the two Carolinas, Georgia, and 
perhaps other States. 


i 
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I know also from representations in the public press that many of 
these people were induced to go there perhaps on misrepresentations, 
and when they reached their destination they were without bread, 
without food, without shelter, and without clothes. What condition 
they are in in case of an overflow no one can estimate or form any idea 
of unless we get some explanation from that quarter. The gentleman 
who represents the great Mississippi River front is the gentleman re- 
cently seated by the House in the place from which we think the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. Cate] was improperly removed. What in- 
formation he may have I do not know; but it seems to me that if there 
is any distress there he ought to know it, as he is recently from the 
State and perhaps in ion of information on that subject. 

Mr. BOATNER. I will state for the information of the gentleman, 
Arkansas was included only in anticipation that demands might be 
made from there and in order to obviate the necessity of another bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COLEMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; aud also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, reported back the 
following resolution with the recommendation that it be adopted: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed and bound in cloth 5,000 extra copies of the report of the United States 
Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, together with 
the usual necessary poses sketches and illustrations, 1,000 copies of which 
shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Repre- 
senna byes and 2,000 copies for the use of the United States Coast and ‘etic 

rvey. 


The resolution was adopted. 2 

Mr. RUSSELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WYOMING. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of 
the Union, together with the report heretofore made on that subject by 
the Committee on Territories, the views of the minority of the commit- 
tee with reference totheadmission of Wyomingintothe Union. I will 
state that at the time the report of the committee was made I did not 
know it was to be submitted and had no opportunity to present the 
views of the minority, 

The SPEAKER, Has the gentleman permission from the commit- 

2 


Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; it was stated in the committee that the 
views of the minority would be submitted. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ADMINISTRATION OF THE PENSION OFFICE, 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
instruct me to report baek the resolution which I send to the desk 
(Miscellaneous Document No. 51) and to recommend the adoption of 
the accompanying substitute. 

The resolution and substitute as reported from the committee were 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish the House of Representatives the evidence taken and the report sub- 
mitted to him by the committee which he appointed to investigate.the manage- 
ment of the Pension Office under the late Commissioner Tanner. That he also be 
requested to inform the House of Representatives what steps, if any, have been 
taken to recover the money paid to persons who were illegally an impro 1 
rerated; that he also he requested to furnish a list of the names of the paaa aas 
of the Pension Office who were engaged in rerating themselves and each other, 
and to inform the House of Representives who of those on said list are still in 
the Government employ, and who have been dis „ift any, on account of 
their participation in such frauds on the Government. 


The committee report the following as a substitute: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish to the House of Representatives the evidence taken and the report sub- 
mitted by him to the committee which he appointed to investigate the manage- 
ment of the Pension Office under the late Commissioner Tanner; and that he 
also be requested to inform the House what cases have been rerated in the Pen- 
sion Office during the past two years, and what, if any, have been illegally or 
improperly so rerated; and, if any cases have been rerated illegally, whether 

on has been taken to recover the money wrongfully paid; that he also be 
requested to inform the House of Representatives whether any employés of the 
Pension Office were directly or indirectly en, d in rerating themselves, and. 
if so, to give the names of such persons, and also to inform the House who of 
those thus engaged are still continued in Government employ, and the reasons 
why, and who, if any, have been discharged on account of their participation 
in said rerating. s 


The substitute was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


DENISON AND WASHITA VALLEY. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. PERKINS, Mr. 
McCorp, and Mr. HARE as conferees on the part of the House upon 
the bill Œ. R. 856) to amend section 1 and section 9 of an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Denison and Washita Valley Railway Com- 
pany to constructand operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1889. 


BRIDGE OVER BAYOU BERNARD, MISSISSIPPI, 


Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
being the joint resolution (H. Res. 105) “to continue in force an act 
authorizing the construction of a bridge over Bayou Bernard, in the 
State of Mississippi.” 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, éle., That the act entitled “An act to authorize the construction of a 
bridge over Bayou Bernard, in the State of Mississippi," approved February 23, 
1887, be, and the same is hereby, revived and continued in force and effect; and 
that the time for the completion of the bi therein provided for be extended 
three years from Febru: 23, 1890, and that said act be so revived and extended 
with all its provisions in full force the same as though the time in the original 
bill for the completion of said bridge had been six years instead of three years. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi? k 

There was no objection. 

Thejoint resolution was ordered to be en; and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STOCKDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion toreconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 

To Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, indefinitely, from and after 
the 22d instant, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. CowLss, for ten days from and after Saturday the 22d, on 
account of important business. 

To Mr. Brostus, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia, for ten days, on account of important 
business, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House, under the rule, 

took a recess until 8 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., resumed its 
session, and was called to order by Mr. MORROW, as Speaker pro tempore, 
The Clerk read the following: 
SPEAKER'S Room, Washington, March 21, 1890. 
Mr, Morrow, of California, is hereby appointed Speaker pro tempore for this 


evening. TE REED 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- ' 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of business on the Private Cal- 
endar under the special order for Friday evening. 

Mr. STONE, ot Missouri. I rise toa parliamentaryinquiry. There 
were two bills reported from the Committee of the Whole last Friday 
evening and pending at the adjournment. I wish to ask whether those 
bills ought not to be disposed of now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They can be disposed of now or after 
the Committee of the Whole rises this evening. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. It is immaterial to me. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MORRILL it was 


to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, * 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 
EDWARD HAYNES, 
The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4694) 
for the relief of Edward Haynes. ? 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisicns and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward Haynes, late a private of 
Company K, One hundred and forty-first Regiment New York Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R, 
4694) granting a pension to Edward Haynes, submit the following report: 

This claim was rejected by the Department on the ground that there was no 
record in the War Department showing origin of rheumatism or resulting dis- 
poured from measles and exposure, and from claimant's inability tofurnish such 
evidence, 

The records of the War Department show that claimant enlisted August 22, 
1862, and served until June, 1865, showing a service of two years nine months 
and seventeen days asa member of Company K, One hundred and forty-first 
New York Infantry, and that while on duty with his regiment near Kingston 
Ga., contracted measles and rheumatism, and on account of exposure in field 
and camp hospitals, from which he has never recovered. The records also show 
that he was sent to hospital at Chattanooga; from there to Nashville, Tenn., 
and later to Jeffersonville, Ind. 
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The evidence of several witnesses shows that he was a sound man when he 
enlisted. It is also shown that claimant participated in several battles. Also 
that he was present and treated in the hospitals above noted for measles and 
rheumatism, and that he was returned to his ment Ano Binge 

It is also shown that he was first made sick with the measles while on picket 
duty, and was carried in the morning from said picket linesick and Mephe ‘ord 
wet by a heavy rain that had falien during the night, and was moved to Chat- 
tanooga while so sick in a common box-ear. 

The claimant makes the following statement: After release from hospital 
started for the front to join regiment at Chattanooga; was placed on detached 
duty at Chattanooga; later was sent with other troops to Nashville, where he was 
engaged in the battle with Hood and in the pursuit of his defeated army, where 
many streams had to be forded and where all the forces were very much ex- 
posed,and again he was troubled with rheumatism. Itseemsthat much of this 
sickness was while he was absent from his company and with strangers, who 
could not be found after his discharge. Claim was filed for pension in 1883, not 
until he was so ig tae. grass disabled that he could no longer earn a living for 
himself and wife, and since thattime he has been in an almost dependent posi- 
tion, and is now utterly destitute and an object of charity. 

There is plenty of evidence to show him a good and faithful soldier; to show 
that he was in several hospitals for treatment and that he has been treated for 
these troubles since 1857. The report of medical board at Grand Rapids, Mich., 
February 3, 1886, givesa three-fourths rating of total disability. The testimony 
of Dr. O. A. Jakway, of Breesport, N. Y., who treated claimant from January, 
1867, to November, 1879, is conclusive and very full as to claimant's condition 
during that period. The only missing links in the testimony is between the 
peri June, 1855, and January, 1867, and between 1879 and 1833. The death of 
physicians and others knowing to these periods of his life seems to be the main 
reason for insufficient proof. 

The claimant is now in a very destitute condition and totally disabled, and I 
therefore recommend that his name be placed on the pension-rolls, subject to 
the rules and regulations of the Department. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I have looked over the 
papers in this case, and will state some facts as I have gathered them 
from the investigation I have made. 

In 1887 C. J. Darling, a special examiner, examined this case at 
Howard City, Mich., where the claimant resides. He took depositions, 
among others that of the claimant himself. From the claimant’s affi- 
davit it appears that he was employed in what he designated as a 
“temperate restaurant,’’ receiving an irregular and uncertain com- 

tion. The testimony of the claimant shows that he is in bad 
health and unable to do much work. The cause of his ill health he at- 
tributes to rheumatism contracted in the service; and the question be- 
fore the Department was whether that claim was well founded. I quote 
from the claimant’s affidavit : 


I claim a pension for rheumatism and its results. Imake no claim for any- 
thing else. I never contracted any other disease in the Army that I know of. 
The results of rheumatism in es ey are pain in my breast, difficulty of breath- 
ing, disease of heart, discase of the spine, disease of kidneys, an: of 


Again: 

Of course I had pains; but the first I ever had what I call rheumatism was tho 
summer when I was discharged, after I got home. 

Again: 

I do not think I ever had any medical treatment in the service for rheuma- 


This is the testimony of the claimant himself at an examination be- 
fore an officer of the Pension Department. 
In his report the special examiner says: 


He (claimant) was present in person and represented by an attorney through- 
out my examination of the case. It is quite clearthat what he termsthe results 
of of recent origin and in no way due to rheumatism 


That is what the examiner says. 

Much is said in the report made by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions about claimant having had measles during his service; but it is 
clear from evidence in the case that he entirely recovered from that 
disease after it had run the usual course. Special Examiner Darling, 
in his report, from which I haye already quoted, says: 

Norcan any connection between measles and his present disability be traced. 
To my mind the fact that he had entirely recovered from measles before re- 
suming his duties as a soldier and undergoing the exposures incident thereto, 
effectually disposes of that disease. 

Besides, Mr. Chairman, the claimant himself states that he does not 
predicate his claim upon the results of measles or any other disease 
than that of rheumatism itself. ^ 

The conclusion of the Department is thus expressed: 

Rejected on the ground that there is no record atthe War De: ent of rheu- 
matism, and the inability of claimn -t to furnish evidence to show the origin of 
same in service, although afforded tue facilities of a special examination. 

He does not claim any disability from measles, 

E. BURTWELL, Legal Reviewer. 
CURTIS, Re-reviewer, 

Now, Mr. Darling is not the only special examiner who has had 
this case in charge and reported on it. It was also specially examined 
by two or three others, and its rejection was recommended in each in- 
stance, 

There was exposure in the Army, no doubt, but that was inci- 
dent to the service of all soldiers, The point I make in this case is 
that there is an absence of proof to show that the disease from which 
the soldier is suffering was the result of his military service. He is 
| cay Fem he is diseased. If we are purposing to allow him a pension 

these reasons, why, let it be done, but let us not do it under the 
pretense that it is allowed for disability incurred while in the service 
of the United States. 

Now, sir, I am through. I wish to say only this, that I have no dis- 


position to consume the time—I have not consumed more than four or 
five minutes on this—but simply desire to put upon the record what I 
regard as some of the facts of the case, and then leave it to the com- 
mi 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Let me ask the gentleman on what grounds was 
the claim rejected at the Pension Office; what ground was officially set 
forth on the wrapper? 

Mr, STONE, of Missouri, I have already stated that fully, but I 
can repeat it if desired. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, Idid not know that the gentleman was reading it. 
I thought he was reading the conclusion of the examiner. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I quote from the report: 


Rejected on the ground that there is no record at the War ment of 
rheumatism, and the inability of claimant to furnish evidence to w the ori- 
gin ofthe same in the service, paar pa afforded facilities by special examina- 
tions. He does not claim any disability from measles. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to be 
reported to the House with favorable recommendation, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was accordingly laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY WELCH, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5309) 
to place the name of Mary Welch upon the pension-roll. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, at the rate of $12 per 
month, the name of Mary Welch, widow of Andrew E. Welch, late of Com- 
pany F, Eleventh Michigan Infantry Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5309) to place the name of Mary Welch upon the pension-roll, submit the fol- 
lowing mpor f 

Mary Welch is the widow of Andrew J. Welch, who served as private and 
corporal in Company F, Eleventh Regiment Michi Volunteers, from Sep- 
tember 11, 1851, to September 30, 1864, and died of d e of the keart March 
24, 1883. The soldier applied for pension on account of injury of head from con- 
cussion of a shell, causing impaired vision and nearly total deafness of left ear. 
This application was allowed after soldier's death, and pension from d 
paid to the widow. Her claim for pension has been rejected because the evi- 
dence is not deemed sufficient to connect the fatal disease with the service. 

Claimant states that soldier suffered from disease of heart at time of her mar- 
riage to him in February, 1365; that he had frequent fainting spells, and as early 
as May, 1866, came under treatment of Dr. Ayers, now dead. 

0.8. Barrett, late lieutenant of ee B, Fourth Michigan Volunteers, tes- 
tifles that he saw the soldier at time of his return from the Army in 184, and 
was intimately moposintes with him until his death. When he first saw the 
soldier he was badly broken down physically from disease of heartand Impaired 
vision and hearing. From that time until death he was gradually failing, and 
much of the time under treatment of Dr. Ayers. Remembers that soldier on 
many occasions had to quit work on account of sega | s. 

During the last few years of his life he was almost entirely disabled by reason 
of the head and heart troubles. Others also testify to soldier's fainting spells 
from discharge to death. Dr. D. Todd, late president board of examining sur- 
geons, Adrian, Mich., who had considerable knowledge of soldier's condition 
and who was the attending physician during last illness, gives it as his opinion 
that the concussion from shell in service may have been the exciting cause of 
the fatal disease. 

Soldier was sound at enlistment, as it is clearly shown by the evidence on file, 
He served faithfully three years, during some of the most arduous cam 
of the war, and came home with a broken-down constitution, and suffered from 
disease of heart and an affection of the head until he died of the former. 

By the certificate of the adjutant of the Woodb Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Adrian, Mich., itis shown that the widow is in destitute circum- 
stances, 

Your committee are of opinion that the evidence clearly establishes a connec- 
tion between the soldier's death cause and his service, and therefore report fa- 
yorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HENRIETTA JUDD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4868) 

granting a pension to Henrietta Judd. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, author- 
ized and directed to cause to be placed on the pension-roll of the United States 
the name of Henrietta Judd, foster-mother of Willard B, Judd, late adjutant 
company F, Ninety-seventh New York Volunteers, at the rate prescribed by 
existing provisions of law. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 

The application in this claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground 
that she was not the mother of the soldier. . The evidence shows that the soldier 
died from the effects of wounds on the 20th of February, 1865. He served as a 
lieutenant in the Ninety-severth New York Volunteers. The mother of the 
soldier died May 27, 1843, and the claimant married the father June 6, 1844; she 
raised the boy and cared for him through childhood, and was a mother to the 
child. Theevidence shows that the boy aided in the support of the family before 
the war. Letters are on file from the soldier addressed to the claimant, inclos- 
ing money for her support, these letters being written from the Army. The 
ee March 17, 1874. The soldier never married and the soldier left no 
widow. - 

AVN: of these facts, well established, the passage of the bill is recommended. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chai: I simply desire to say in 
reference to this case that I have not been able to examine the papers 
in connection with it. They are not at the Pension Office. I learned 
on inquiry there that they had been sent over to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions and not returned. Ihave made inquiry and some effort 


to get them from that committee, but have not been able to do so, 


- 


This bill pro; 
been very glad 
as they appear on the record, but I have not been able. 

Mr. LANE. This is the case of a foster-mother, I think, and there 


to prank a pension to a stepmother, I would have 
I could have had the opportunity to examine the facts 


are no papers. 
Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. Chairman, this bill was introduced by the 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. O'DONNELL]. On yesterday the gen- 
eman from Missouri [ Mr. STONE] called at my desk and said he wanted 
to see the papers. I supposed at that time they had been returned to 
the Department, but he assured me that they had not. I told him he 
would then find them in the room of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions this morning. I went to the secretary of the committee, who told 
me the papers would be there and at Mr. STONE'S a 

Since the report was written by Mr. O'DONNELL I called for the pa- 
pers, knowing that Mr. STONE intended to look into them. I have 
examined them carefully myself. I find that the claimant married the 
soldier’s father in 1844, when this soldier was four years of age, the 
soldier’s mother having died in 1841, I believe. The soldier dicd in 
1865, while in the service, from wounds in action, 

The evidence shows that the soldier contributed to and did support 
his mother before his enlistment. Two letters written by the soldier 
in 1862 and 1863, respectively, and addressed ‘‘Dear Mother,” show 
that he remitted to her the sums of $10 and $25 on these occasions. 
The husband died in 1874, As shown, his property did not exceed 
$100 in value. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that there is ob- 
jection to the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it be passed. 

ALLEN COONS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5328) 
granting a pension to Allen Coons, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Allen Coons, late private Company 
F, Fifty-seventh ment New York Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read as follows: 

The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5238) granting a pension to Allen Coons, submit the following report: 

This claim was rejected by the Pension Office for the reason that claimant was 
unable to prove origin of disability, 

According to claimant's affidavit he was run over by a wagon or ambulance 
on the night of July 2, 1862, on the retreat from Malvern Hill, He was captured 
the next day, and never saw his regiment again, being paroled and sent to hos- 

ital at Lookout, Md., and discharged March 1, 1863, for rheumatism in hip- 
Joints and injury to back. 

The reco; of the War Department show the fact of capture and surgeon's 
certificate of discharge. From the nature of the case, claimant was unable to 
secure evidence orong of disability. Evidence of friends and neighbors and 
attending physicians is filed toshow that the soldier was s strong, healthy man 
prior to enlistment, but unable to do full duty since discharge from the Army. 

The case appears to be meritorious, and your committee recommend that th: 
bill pass, subject to the rate prescribed for such cases. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly 
on this bill. I have examined the papers in this case and am satisfied 
this is a bill which ought not to be passed. I find this claimant has 
a long hospital record, unusually long. From the examination of the 
ers this hospital record is discovered as coming from the Surgeon- 

eneral. The claimant had been in and out of the hospital at differ- 
ent times running through a period of months; but that record shows 
that in every instance butone he was in there for a disgusting di 
which I can not name in the presence of the galleries; t one excep- 
tion was diarrhea. This man has been several times examined by 
medical boards. On July 11, 1883, the board at Saginaw, Mich., re- 
ported: 


There are at this point no signs of AÁ or a 
om: y 


On October 20, 1886, the medical board at Bay City, Mich., exam- 
ined the claimant and reported that the skin on his back had the ap- 
pearance of having been blistered; that the muscles were sensitive to 
pressure, and they concluded there was some trouble with his back. 

Now, here is testimony I desire to call attention to—that of a com- 
rade of the claimant by the name of Charles Reed, whose good char- 
acter is vouched for by Special Examiner Hanback, who took his dep- 
osition. I have Mr. Reed’s statement—— 

Mr. BELKNAP. The report presented to the committee by myself 
‘was prepared by a gentleman who stated that he had not fully exam- 
ined it. That case was fully examined by myself. It was made by 
Colonel Buss, who is not present, and I ask now that the case may be 
referred back to the Committee on Invalid Pensions for further inyesti- 
gation. I ask unanimous consent that that order be made, 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Ifthe case is to go back that is all I ask for, 
and I have no desire tooppose it, for I should have blushed to read the 
affidavits before the House. 

The bill was laid aside with the recommendation that it be referred 
back to the Committee on Invalid Pensions for further investigation. 


ASHER POST. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6350) 
for the relief of Asher Post. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, su- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Asher Post, late a private in Com- 
pany G, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, upon the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
6350) granting a pension to Asher Post, submit the following er gene 

Claimant was a member of Company G, Fifteenth Ohio Infantry, in which 
company he served three years, and bases claim for a pension on the ground of 
dish on of knee, which has causeda disability. The facts areamply proven; 
there is ample evidence that such disability was incurred, but claim was re- “ 
jected on the ground that claimant was injured while on furlough, and there- 
fore not in line of duty. h 

The evidence on file in this claim shows that the claimant's regiment, the 
Fifteenth Ohio Infantry, when near the end of their first three years’ serv; 
re-en and received a veteran's ough; n not ree: A in 

listed and ived a veteran’s furlough; claimant did not nlist, but t 
view of his ap Gorges was given a furlough, and went home to his State with 
ment, hile on his way to the railway station, returning to the front 

from his home, his horse became frightened and ran away, he was thrown from 
mee carriage, and his knee dislocated, an injury from which he has never recov- 


ered. 

Your committee are of the opinion that claimant was in line of duty while 
pana rE his regiment for duty, that he was acting under orders of the proper 
authorities, and therefore recommend the claimant be placed on the pension- 
rolls, subject to the provisions and limitations of the law, 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I feel that inasmuch as I 
have be! eg some of these bills I ought to say in justification of what 
I have done that I have examined the papers in this case carefully, and 
I fully agree with the gentleman who makes this report that this man 
has not only a case here, butin my judgment.a case which ought 
to have been allowed by the Pension Office. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. i 


SARAH MEADER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1871) 
granting a pension to Sarah Meader. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of. Meader, widow of Gilderoy 
Meader, late of Company M, Fourth Regiment of Illinois Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred tho bill (H. R.1871) 

ting a pension to Sarah Meader, widow of Gilderoy Meader, late of Com- 

pany M, Fourth Regiment Ilinois Cavalry, having examined and considered 
the same, report it back to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

In this case there has been quite considerable testimony taken by two dif- 
ferent examiners, and in shape of affidavits; and while the claim was rejected 
because it was not shown that death resulted from disabilities incurred in the ' 
Army in the line of service, it is reported by these examiners that this is the only 
question standing in the way of the granting of thepension. The claim is that 
he died in 1866, at Memphis, Tenn., from lung trouble contracted in army 
service, and the testimony shows that the exam were able to find but very 
little testimony in re: the actuat cause of his death, and itis further shown 
that upon behalf of his widow very thorough examinations were made as to 
evidence in this regard, but, from deaths and other reasons which are fully ex- 
plained, it was, and is, im ible to obtain any such testimony. 

It is shown very conclusively that this soldier was a strong, healthy man up 
to the time of his enlistment, and that while in the Army he contracted lung 
troubles, and that he was in the hospital suffering therewith at Benton Bar- 
racks, St. Louis, for twenty-seven days in arate and there is also a certifi- 
cate of disability for discharge dated A 27, 1863, showing that he had not 
been fit for service since February 10, 1863, and that he had been troubled with 
heart and back ailments, and that his lungs were also affected, and that this 
was caused by exposure at Fort Donaldson, Tenn. 

It is also shown by various witnesses, and verv conclusively, that when he re- 

ed from the Army after his discharge he was in a very bad physical condi- 
tion, looin Uke a consumptive, coughing and spitting blood, and was in this 
condition w he went South, and was not seen again by his friends before 
his death, the time elapsing in g some two years. 

He was found by the keeper of a boarding-house at Memphis, who took him - 
ve his house, finding him sick upon the street, and where he died within a few 


y8. 

Meader himself had at the time of his doath an application for pension pend- 
ing, in which he alleged that he had disease of the lungs, contracted at Fort. 
Donelson, Tennessee, in 1852, and that one lung was almost entirely destroyed, 
and the records of the Surgeon-General's Ollice show that following this he 
had pleuro-pneumonia at Benton Barracks, as above stated, 

As before stated, the report of the apeo examiners shows that the only ques- 
tion in the caso is cause of death, and when his previous robustness and 
health are considered and taken in connection with the fact, which is clearly 
established, that he did cry en lung trouble in the Army, which.was followed. 
by pneumonia, spitting of blood, and consumptive appearance, and that it was 
so stated by one witness that he looked like a walking skeleton, and that he 
was taken in from the street by his boarding-house-keeper in such a condition 
that he died withina few days, would seem to justify the reasonable conclusion 
that his death was the direct result of this lung trouble, so contracted as afore- 


said. 

The committee therefore conclude that there is no evidence adduced in this 
case contradicting the reasonable and ee do conclusion that death resulted to 
said soldier from lung trouble con in his country’s service and in line of 
duty, and therefore recommend that this bill do pass. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The papers in this case are in the hands 
of the gentleman who reported the bill, and I have not been able to 
getthem. Ihave no objection to it, but I know nothing about it. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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The case is founded upon a principle which is recognized in the law 
everywhere else, or at least is recognized by the statutes of most of the 
States, the principle that a parent has an interest in the life of his 
child; that the presumption is that that life is of value to him, and 
that the child will be a comfort and support to him in his old age and 
in his poverty; There can be no reason why a rule of this kind should 
be applied to a railroad accident, or to other accidents, as it is applied 
by the laws of those States with which I am familiar—there can be, I 
Say, no reason why it should be applied in those cases and why it should 
not be applied by a general law to the pension system. 

It is true that the parent in this case—and here is where the Pension 
Department makes a distinetion—the parent in this case was not de- 
pendent upon the child while the child was living. If he had been so 
dependent for support there would have been no difficulty about allow- 
ing the claim in the Pension Office, But his poverty has fallen upon 
him, as his old age has fallen upon him, since the death of the child. 
He is now without that child to appeal to, as he reasonably might have 
expected to do in the course of nature, and although he does not come 
within the strict rule of the Pension Office of having been dependent 
upon the child while the child was living he is in exactly the same 
position practically he would have been in if the child had supported 
him while living and had died and left him without support. 

Now, it seems to me that there onght to be no difficulty whatever 
about acase of this kind. The fact that such casesare not provided for 
in the general law appeals to us to pass every case of the kind which 
comes before us. Instead of being a reason why we should not pass 
this bill, it is a reason why we should pass it. It is true that the 
other day, in answer to a demand from all parts of the country and to 
the recognition by the common conscience of all men of the propriety 
of such legislation, we attempted to pass a law of this kind and the bill 
went to the Senate some time ago, Why it lingers there so long I do 
not know. What its fate will be there I do not know. It may never 
become a law, butitoughttobecomeone. This House ha sdeclared that 
it ought to be placed on the statute-book, but it may never beso fortunate. 

At any rate, itis not the law now and this man comes to us with his 
claim in his old age and his poverty, stripped of the natural su port of 
his declining years and of his hours of trouble and affliction, sb us 
to grant him a pension. I can not for the life of me see what is the ob- 
jection to it. I can not see what there is special in providing in such 
case for a man, nearly eighty years of age, in his poreriy and child- 
lessness, and I can see no danger to this great Republic and no danger 
to any proper principle, in any precedent which will be set by doing a 
kindly thing, and what I think is a just thing, for this poor old man 
whois tottering into the grave. [Applause.] 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I feel very unwilling to take up 
the time of the House, because I realize that every five minutes ex- 
pended in talking is depriving some poor widow or some poor soldier 
of a pension; but I want to say in regard to this matter that three 
years ago both Houses of Congress by a large majority passed a bill 
providing for cases of this kind. It was the first section of what is 
known asthe dependent pension bill. Mr. Cleveland vetoed that bill, 
not on account of that section, because he declared plainly his hearty 
approval of it, but on account of the other provisions of the bill. 

For six years this House has made it a rule to grant pensions in cases 
of this kind. In the committee no question is ever made when these 
facts are shown: First, death in the Army and, second, present depend- 
ence. In all such cases the bill is passed by the committee and by the 
House. That has been the rule for six years. 

Mr. TRACEY. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him, 
I will say that in the Fiftieth Congress I introduced a bill covering a 
case almost identical with this and the bill was passed and Mr. Cleve- 
land signed it without hesitation. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think that he signed ninety-seven such bills in 
the Fiftieth Congress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while I have the floor I want to say a word in 
defense of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, as it has apparently 
been attacked in the remarks that have been made by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. As gentlemen all know, we have nearly 
three thousand private bills before us which have been referred to that 
committee since the opening of this session of Congress. 

It is utterly impossible for the whole committee to examine all of 
those cases, so we have continued the arrangement which began in the 
Forty-eighth Congress, of having each member of the committee act as 
a subcommittee to examine cases, and all bills introduced by Members 
or Senators from certain States are referred to certain members of the 
committee for examination. The members of the committee are ex- 
pected to examine the cases and make reports upon them, which are 
submitted to the full committee, and the full committee pass upon 
them without examining the papers. Of course weak cases will some- 
times go through. ‘The committee is crowded with work. Members 
are pressing us all the time to make reports in their particular cases, 
and, to aid the committee, members of the House sometimes offer 
them reportsready made. Itis inevitable, therefore, as I have said, that 
some weak cases shall go through, but I am confident that the commit- 
tee at this session have been as careful and as thorough in their inves- 
tigations as any committee that has ever sat in this House. 


JOSEPH K. HAMILTON. 


_ The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5452) 
grantiog a pension to Joseph K. Hamilton, dependent father of John 
Hamilton, late private Company D, One hundred and third Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beitenasted, ets., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph K. Hamilton, dependent 
father of John E. Hamilton, late private Company D, One hundred and third 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

Seo, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is Linge’ authorized 
and directed to pay to Joseph K. Hamilton, dependent father of John E. Ham- 
ilton, late private Company D, One hundred and third Regiment Pennsylvania 
es the pension granted to said John E, Hamilton by certificate No. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5452) franting a pension to Joseph K. Hamilton, dependent father of John E. 
Hamilton, Company D, One hundred and third Pennsylvania Volunteers, sub- 
mit the following teport; 

records of the War Departmentand evidence before your committee show 
that Joseph K. Hamilton, the father, was captain of Company D, One hundred 
and third Pennsylvania Volunteers, jn which com ny he had two sons; that 
the father served until, broken down in health, he was sry 1 a to Mere, l 
that his son, Samuel S. Hamilton, died in the service, June 1, The father 
took him home and buried him. 

About June 23, 1862, John E. Hamilton contracted disease in the service; was 
discharged from Mount Pleasant Hospital a physical wseck. His father had to 
procure medical care and treatment for his son before he was able to travel; 
that he took him, after some several weeks, when he recovered somewhat, to 
Philadelphia for medical treatment, where he remained for a year; that he was 
removed to his home in Putneyville, Armstrong County, Pennsylvania, where 
he lingered on until August 17, 1831, when he died; that a pension was granted 
thisson, John E, Hamilton, January 23, 1882, by certificate No. 201299, at $6 per 
month from June 24, 1862, amounting to $1,878.80, which reverted to the Govern- 
ment; thatsaid John E. Hamilton never was married, leaving no widow or minor 
child; that the father, Joseph K. Hamilton, expended in caring for his sons in 
their sickness and burial over $1,500, the greater part of his means; that he is 
seventy-three years old, not able to perform any manual labor, and is in very 
needy circumstances, 

Your committee under the circumstances think it best to recommend the 
passage of this bill, amended by striking out the second section. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I desire simply to say 
about this bill that there is no theory inaccord with our system of pen- 
sion lawsupon which this billcan be passed. The father was not depend- 
ent upon the son. Ifit is passed at all, as I suppose it will be, it will 
be out of deference to the sentiment expressed in the last clause of the 
. report, that he is seventy-three years of age, not able to perform any 
manual labor, and is in very needy circumstances, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if that isa good cause for granting pensions I 
imagine that a vast number of people in this country would be entitled 
to receive them. It seems to me that it is bad policy to allow pensions 
in special instances by special legislation or which are not covered by 
the general pension laws, and which do not come within the scope and 
purview of our pension system. It isan enlargement in a special case 
of the general policy which is unjust to those who do not receive the 
benefits of it and creates a demand from those who do not receive the 
benefits of it for larger legislation in this behalf. 

Mr. LANE, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LANE. We passed a general law on this question in the House 
about three weeks ago, but it has not yet gone through the Senate, 
that everybody in similar circumstances should be entitled to a pension. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. That may be, but it is not the general 
law to-day. 

Mr. LANE. But it will be in a few days. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. If that is going to be the law in a few 
days there is no necessity for passing this bill if this man will come 
under its provisions, Iam simply opposing allowing special legisla- 
tion for the benefit of particular individuals no more deserving than 
thousands and tens of thousands of others situated in like circum- 
stances. Iam opposed to the bill. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, I wish tosay a word about this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. In reply to what the gentleman from Missouri has 
said —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan has the floor. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I hardly like to sit here and vote upon these cases 
and have our action criticised and have the RECORD show what I be- 
lieve is erroneous; for if any class of cases is meritorious it is the class 
to which this special case belongs. It is true that we have no general 
law upon the subject, bat it is equally true that we ought to have a 
general law. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the de- 
cision in the Pension Office applicable to such cases will cover this case 
entirely on the question of dependency. 

Mr.CHIPMAN. You are mistaken. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I read the decision a few days ago. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Yes; I think Iam familiar with it. These cases 
are not novel here at all, and this is the first time daring my experi- 
ence in the House—and I was formerly a member of the Committee on 
Pensions, and therefore had my attention attracted to this class of 
eases—this, I say, is the first time that I have ever heard a case of this 
character objected to. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS, ofOhio. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that, while 
my friend from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN ] undoubtedly states the law 
correctly, I know from personal experience in the Pension Office that 
they are now construing the law quite liberally, and in fact within the 
last twelve months I have obtained a pension for an old man in my 
district under circumstances almost identical with those of the benefici- 
ary of the bill under consideration. 

In fact, Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me that when an old man has 
taken his boy home from the camp a physical wreck and has spent 
what little money he had in attempting to restore his boy’s health, 
and that boy dies from disease incurred in the Army—it seems to me 
it is straining at a gnat when a gentleman attempts to criticise the Pen- 
sion Committee for reporting favorably a bill under those circumstances. 

I venture to say, in defense of the committee, that this bill would 
be approved, as has been stated by a Democratic colleague of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, by President Cleveland, and what he would ap- 
prove it seems to me the gentleman from Missouri ought not to ques- 
Ton. I hope, Mr. Chairman, this bill will be reported favorably to the 

ouse, 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that in regard 
to these bills the gentleman from Missouri is doing anything further 
than presenting the facts of the cases as they come to his notice. A 
week ago to-night we took up the whole evening in general discussion. 
I suggest to our friends here to-night that they allow the gentleman 
from Missouri to exercise what is the right of any gentleman in pre- 
senting opposition to the e of these bills; but let us pass some 
of them. We can not do it by talking the bills to death every night. 
[Langhter.] Let us put through some of these bills. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. The gentleman from Illinois is right in 
his suggestions; but the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN] 
was correct in the position he took in defense of the committee. 

Mr. LAWLER. The committee is all right. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has already ad- 
dressed the committee once on this bill. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Under the rule I move to strike out the 
last word. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri desires unanimous 
consent to address the committee again. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I supposed, Mr. Chairman, that I had 
the right to address the committee; and I propose to make an amend- 
ment, at any rate. 

The CHAIRMAN, Theamendment of the gentleman will bein order 
at the pope time; we have not yet reached that stage. 

Mr. NE, of Missouri. I am not disposed to quibble about a mat- 
ter of that kind. I make no pretension to a familiarity with parlia- 
mentary law. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMS] says that 
under the law as it now exists and as it is construed at the Pension 
Office this application would be allowed there. If that be true there 
is absolutely no reason for bringing ithere. I supposed it was brought 
here either because it had been rejected by the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions or because it presented a case which was not authorized in the 
first instance by the general law. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN], the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMS], and the gentleman from Kansas (Mr. MORRILL] 
have talked about this case after the fashion that is always adopted 
when pension legislation of a private character is before the House. 
They address themselves exclusively to the tender and sympathetic 
side of our natures. Here is a man who is old, seventy-three years of 
age, who is poor, whose son, it is claimed, contracted disease in the 
service and died from its effects; and now, years afterward, the father 
comes and asks to be pensioned, not because he was d dent upon that 
son fora living, not because theson had contributed during his lifetime 
to his support, but because possibly if that boy had not entered the 
Army he might be alive to-day and stand between his father and want. 

It is upon suppositions of this kind that we are asked to pension men 
who are not entitled to receive these public bounties under the provis- 
ions of existing law. The lawsasthey stand to-day areample. We have 
the most generous system of pension laws ever known to the history of 
the world. Yet thousands and tens of thousands of private pension 
bills are brought here in the course of every year. y friend from 

—and there is no man in this House or outside of it for whom I 
feel a higher regard—has stated that the committee over which he pre- 
sides are so burdened with this work that they have not time to give 
attention to the business brought before them; that their labors, oner- 
ous and exhaustive as they are, are not sufficient to compass more than 
a small fraction of the vast work imposed upon them. 

The cause of all this, Mr. Chairman, in my judgment, is that we are 
carrying this system of special legislation to an unnecessary extreme. 
If the general laws are insufficient, amend them, make them what 
they ought to be. But special legislation has become an odious thing 
in this House, not only as it refers to pensions, but with regard to claims 
of almost every character. Their number and their nature are simply 
indescribable. The Calendars are burdened with business of that char- 
acter, and the committees as well. 


As to what President Cleveland did or might do or did not do or 
would not do, it is neither here nor there. I take it that gentlemen on 
the floor of the American House of Representatives are not expected to 
gauge their judgments or their conduct by that of any other man liv- 
ing, however high or exalted. 

I believe that this system is wrong. Iam as open to appeals of a 
sympathetic character as any other gentleman on this floor, but I ask 
my friend from Kansas and others, when they are appealing to the 
House and to the country in behalf of old men and poor men, old 
women and poor women—such cases as I called attention to in the re- 
marks I had the honor to make here on last Friday night, in illustrat- 
ing the character of the legislation passed here night after night at 
these Friday evening seasions—while my friend from Kansas and others 
appeal to the Honse and the country in behalf of these old men and 
old women I ask them to remember that there are other poor people in 
this country. Out in the great State of Kansas, from which the gentle- 
man hails, there are to-day many thousands of men, old and poor and 
wretched, men with mortgages piled mountain high upon their homes, 
men who are burning their corn for lack of a market and for want of the 
means with which to purchase other fuel. 

I think, sir, it is time for the American Congress to take into con- 
sideration somewhat the great industrial classes of the country who 
bear the enormous burdens imposed upon them by our legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I have nothing more to urge touching this bill. I 
have no doubt it will pass. I have no doubt that every bill brought 
before this committee will Iam only astonished that the gen- 
tleman from New York withdrew one bill when the case was about to 
be confronted with the evidence. I have no doubt that bill would 
have passed notwithstanding the character of the testimony I had in 
my hand ready to present. You may pass any of them; nevertheless 
I feel it to be my duty to enter my humble protest. 

Mr. TRACEY. The gentleman referred to by my fiiend from Mis- 
souri was not from New York, but from Michigan. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee, it was agreed to. 
wae bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to the 

ouse. 

MARGARET STEWART. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4134) 
granting a pension to Margaret Stewart. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls the name of Stew- 
art, dependent daughter of William Stewart, deceased, late a private in Come 
pany E, One hundred and nineteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $18 per month, - 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


ERY Sessa rape on Fay ner Bugera to egas, Swern Payin the bill or R 
granting a pension to Margare wart, subm e follo report; 
The beneficiary named in the bill is the daughter of a oean, who 
died of wounds received in the battle of Rap) nnock Station, November 7, 
1863, while serving as private in Company E, One hundred and nineteenth Reg- 
iment Pennsylvania Volunteers. His widow drew a ion until her remar- 
, and finally died November 7, 1877, since which time no pension has been 
paid to any one on acconnt of the death of said soldier. 
Margaret Stewart was born August 1, 1848, and has been a confirmed cri 
since early childhood, having incurred paralysis of the left side of the A 
rendering her left arm totally useless. Atthe age of six years she was placed 
the Foster Home at Philadelphia, Pa., where she has been ever since, as testi- 
fied by the attending physicians. The soldier, although always poor, contrib- 
uted larly to her support at said institution, and after his death his widow 
aided the child to the best of her ability. Since the death of her 
has been entirely dependent upon the charity of the Home, as she is unable to 
an a by labor and has no one living who is legally bound in her sup- 
P Congress having at all times liberally responded to the calls of the helpless and 
dependent children of those who lost their lives in the defense of the country, 
your committee, being fully impressed with the merits of the case under co: 
eration, return the accompanying bill with the recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HELEN A. MOORE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5081) 
to pension Helen A. Moore and minor children of John S. Moore. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Ia: the name of Helen A. Moore, widow of John 
S. Moore, formerly lieutenant of Company E, Second Regiment Michigan Vol- 
unteer Infantry. war of 1861. 

Sec, 2. That the minor children of the said John S. Moore shall also be placed 
on the pension-roll by the Secretary of the Interior, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
5081) granting a pension to Helen A. Moore and minor children of John S. Moore, 
submit the following report: 

Helen A. Moore is the widow of John S. Moore, who served as corporal, sec- 
ond lieutenant, first lieutenant, and captain, respectively, of Company E, Second 
Regiment Michigan Volunteers, from May 25,1861,to September 30,1564. He 
was allowed pension for gunshot wound of left shoulder and right ee and 
died December 9, 1885. The widow's claim has been ok pena the Pension 
Office on the ground that in the opinion of the medical referee the soldier's fatal 
disease of liver and kidneys was not a result of the wounds for which he was 
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peient, nor is the same otherwise shown to have been due to his military 
service. 
In addition to the wounds heretofore mentioned, it is shown by the records 


of the War t that the soldier received s wound of breast in action at 

uly 30, 1964. Itisclaimed that this wound was the principal factor 
in the disease, In Pe ab oy of this allegation the affidavits of the attending 
ag Ry have been filed, as follows: 

. William W. Ives testifies that he knew Moore duri 
his life and in conjunction with his partner, Dr. Leet, 
sionally. When first called to render treatment an examination revealed a well 
Pao cicatrix in the right breast, to which he referred a great part of his 

ble, 

There was a decidedly yellow ti to the countenance and conjunctive, at- 
tended with depression of the ci n and high-colored urine. ‘The histo 
of the case showed that he had been wounded in the breast while in the mili- 
tary service, and thatthe bullet was lodged in the liver. About three months 

re death tho kidneys became inyolved and the icterus became more decided. 
In afiant’s opinion the immediate cause of death was liver and kidney disease 
a petit the long-continued presenceand irritation of a bulletin the substance 

e liver. 

Dr. Leet testifies in corroboration of the above. 

The several medical examinations show that soldier suffered much from neu- 
a omg caused by his wounds. 

© above-named Ear BEEN are gentlemen of the highest character and emi- 
nent in their profession. s 

Their opinions are of value in the consideration of this claim, in particular 
when it is based upon facts shown by the records of the War Department, and 
should govern in determining the merits of the case. 

There being children of the soldier by a former marriage not in the care and 
ow. of the widow, the same are provided for by the second section of the 


Yourcom mittee report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do 
Tanotne therein heen tke pees doer ap hem “lieutenant” in line 7 and 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I have examined the pa- 
in this case. The report of the Adjutant-General on file in the 
Pension Office shows that this soldier was wounded in the right leg at 
the battle of Bethesda Church on Juno 3, 1864, and that he was 
wounded in the left shoulder at an ent in front of Peters- 
burgh on the 30th of July, 1864, the second wound having been received 
something like two months after the receipt of the first. 

The report of the Surgeon-General shows that the soldier received a 
flesh wound in the left breast or shoulder at Petersburgh, July 30, 
1864. The Surgeon-General says in the report that the name of this 
soldier does not appear on the lists in his office of those wounded be- 
fore Bethesda Church at any time between June 1 and June 10, 1864. 

The original application made by the soldier in 1870 was predicated 
alone on the ground that he was disabled from a wound in the left 
shoulder. That was the basis of his application—a gunshot wound in 
the left shoulder. That claim was allowed in 1871, I believe, at $15 

month. In 1877 this was reduced to $10 per month on the usual 
iennial examination made before the medical board. 

In January, 1885, he filed an application for an increase of pension, 
first, on account of the wound in the shoulder, and, second, because of 
an additional disability resulting from a gunshot wound in his right 
leg. No increase was allowed on account of the shoulder wounds. He 
died December 9, 1885, the same year during which he had filed this 
application for increase fora new disability. The claim for the wound 
m mis leg was allowed and paid to the widow after the decease of the 

t 

When the original claim made by the soldier was pending the ex- 
amining surgeons in 1871 reported: 

-~ ‘That the soldier was disabled by a ball entering near the sternd# extremity of 
the left clavicle— 

I understand that is somewhere in front— 
omer underneath the skin outwardly and through the shoulder-joint. The 
Coracoid process of the scapula appears to have been fractured and the deltoid 
muscles seriously deranged. The juences are a stiffening of the joint and 
a great functional derangement of the arm, 

In 1877 a similar report was made by the medical examining board. 
The board in that report state that the ball did not enter the thorax 
or cavity, but passed out at the shoulder; and on this report the pen- 
sion was reduced from $15 to $16 pee month. The medical board of 
Seranton, Pa., reported as follows in 1875; and perhaps my friend from 
Ohio, Mr. YODER, can interpret the medical terms used, if he is dis- 
posed to do so: 

The ball entered near the articulation of sternum with clavicle, right side, 
passed to the left, and came out in front of the left shoulder joint— 

And the point I wish to impress upon the House and call your at- 
tention to is the fact that the came out, 


the last five years of 
nding him profes- 


Fracture and loss of portion of the sternum, crs spt of soft parts, and loss 
bð ode Bi ‘eft arm; pain in rotating the left lim ana in moving head from 
eto > 


es 1879 he was again examined, and the report shows that the sol- 
r— 


‘was wounded by a ball wich entered just left of the sternum and below the 
clavicle, passing in a lateral direction, made its exit at the shoulder 4 inches 
from the point of entrance. The wound is well healed, with but trifling loss of 

and no tenderness. Ile is a large and muscular man, the muscles of 
the left being about as well developed as of the right arm. He claims that he 
has not much strength in the arm, especially to raise anything directly up, and 
peavey mehr brag 2er ee aa mi) in. He had «a wound of the thigh and 
ankle, from which he claims no disability, He is rated equal to one-half, en- 
titling him to $10 per month, 


It seems from the last =~ from which I have just quoted, that 
the soldier had been three times wounded, once in the shoulder, once 


in the thigh, and once in the ankle. Only one wound was considered 
serious, that intheshoulder. Thereisno hospital record of the wounds 
in the thigh and ankle. ifind a letter of the soldier on file, of date 
July 18, 1879, in which he says that he was wounded three times dur- 
ing the war, but-that he claimed pension only for the wound in his 
shoulder. He was complaining that his pension had been reduced from 
$15 to $10 per month. 

He did not state upon what part of his body the other two wounds 
were, but they are evidently the thigh and ankle referred to in tho 
medical report made in 1879. He claims nothing on account of the 
thigh wound until 1885, and has never claimed anything on account 
of the ankle wound. Now, after the application for pension was made 
on the ground of this thigh wound, he was examined by a medical 
board at Scranton, Pa., on the 22d of April, 1885, and the report then 
made describes the shoulder wound about as in the previous reports 
to which I have referred. As to the thigh wound it is stated that— 

The ball struc« the upper third right thigh directly in front, was embedded in 
the muscles of the leg, and was removed from the point of entrance. 

The report concludes with this language: 


There is no atrophy of muscle of thigh or leg, no injury of bone, disability 
from this cause may be one-fourth degree, 


As stated, the pension for this thigh wound was allowed after the 
soldier’s death, and paid to his widow. Now, this is how the case 
stood at the death of the soldier. Hehad been allowed a pension for 
the shoulder wound at the rate of $15 per month, which was reduced 
in 1877 to $10 per month. P 

The application for an increase of pension made in 1885 on this ac- 
count was denied the same year. In 1885 he made his first claim for 
a thigh wound, which was pending at his death. He never claimed 
any disability on account of the ankle wound; and it was evidently 
very ns cok These are the only wounds shown anywhere or by any 
one during the life-time of the soldier so far as I can find in the record 
as made out in the Pension Office. 

Now, afterwards, on ae 15, 1887, a year and a half after the sol- 
dier’s death, the widow files her claim, alleging that the soldier’s death 
was caused by a long-continued pressure or irritation of a bullet re- 
ceived while A the service in the substance of the liver. Mrs. Moore 
aarden her husband February 22, 1885, about ten months before his 
death. 

The claim was rejected on the ground that the disease of the liver 
and kidneys of which the soldier died was not the result of his wounds 
or connected with his service. After it was denied by the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions it was appealed to the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the finding and judgment of the Pension Office was there approved 
after full consideration. There was no post mortem examination of the 
soldier. The theory of the widow depended upon the statement of 
Drs. Ives and Leet, as set forth in the report of this committee, who 
attended the soldier in his last sickness, 

These doctors expressed an opinion that he died of liver and kidney 
disease superinduced by a foreign substance—they supposed a bullet— 
lodged in the liver. It was an opinion of these doctors who did not 
profess to know the facts about the case; a mere opinion, expressed 
withouta physical examination after the death of the soldier, that there 
was a bullet or some foreign substance lodged in his liver, which had 
brought about diseases resulting in his death. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, this soldier was repeatedly ex- 
amined, while his own claim was pending and afterit had been allowed 
by half a dozen medical boards. Not one of them eyer heard a word 
of any wound he had received except the one in the ankle, that in the 
thigh, and that in the shoulder, but this claim, presented by the widow, 
was predicated upon the theory that the soldier had been shot in the 
right breast, that the bullet had entered the cavity and lodged in his 
liver. This would be a fourth wound, another and differentone. The 
soldier himself made no such claim during his life. He predicated his 
claim for pension in 1871 upon the wound he had received in his left 
PEIE entering somewhere near the front and making its exit at the 
shoulder. 

In 1885 he filed an application alleging an entirely new disability, 
namely, a wound in his right thigh; but never once did he refer to the 
fact that he had received a wound in his right breast; that the bullet 
had entered his cavity and lodged in his liver, and that he was suffer- 
ing on account of it. The only question before the Department was 
(as it ought to be here) whether in fact the death of this man was due 
to his military service. He lived for more than twenty years after the 
war had closed, and never through all these years had he been heard 
or had it been alleged in the Department as the basis of any claim for 
other wounds or been urged that a bullet had been received in his 
right breast in battle and was still in his body. 

t seems to me indisputable that if that were the fact the soldier 
would have known it, and, knowing it, would have included that and 
made it the basis for a ion m when he was alleging other 
wounds, that in the ahooltee or that in the thigh, as the reason for 
granting him a pension on two different occasions. There is no proof 
that the soldier was wounded as claimed upon the theory of the widow's 
s sarypremag It is a vague opinion of men who had known him for a 
short time, had attended him during his last sickness, that he had been 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2507 


wounded in the right breast, that the bullet making that wound was 


still I in his body, and his death was traceable toit. It is con- 

tradi by a judgment on the facts. No proof of it was made during 

both of his applications; and it is contradicted by the fact that he never 
it himself, and contradicted by the logic of necessity. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely sympathize with 
my Brother STONE’s anxiety to protect the national Treasury, but Ido 
notunderstand exactly by what ‘“‘ apothecary’s scales’? he measures the 
number of bullets which a man can hold without their interfering with 
his natural existence. [Laughter.] Iam like him; Iam no doctor, 
but I noticed awhile ago that he said something about this man hav- 
ing his deltoid muscle, or something of that kind, seriously damaged. 

Langhter.] Now, I fear that my friend from Missouri [Mr. STONE] 
some muscle, the deltoid or some other, seriously damaged and ex- 
tra-sensitive about this whole matter, and I would like to find out from 
Brother STONE abont how many bullets he thinks a man ought to hold 
before heis entitled to die by reason of them. [Lahghter. 7 
I see that he was too young to be in the last war, but I hope he will 
et into the next one, as some of us were in the ‘ast, and will find out 
Bow many bullets he can hold before his widow ur his children will be 
entitled to havea pension. [Laughter.] Ido not know, Mr. Chair- 
man, but it seems to me that there is too much of the apothecary’s 
scale business about this. I do not think myself thata man ought to 
hold more than five or six or seven bullets, no matter what of him 
they went into, without raising a reasonable supposition that he died 
on account of them, and it seems to me that this method of reasoning 
on the subject which my friend adopts is drawing it a little too fine. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I will state to the gentleman that this 
man did not have a bullet at all in him. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Why, you admitted three or four yourself. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I did not, sir. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. You admitted all except the one in the liver, 
(Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. With all due respect to the gentleman, I 
never admitted that this man had a bullet in him at all at the time of 


his death. 
Well, they went through him, and that will 


Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. 
do just as well. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. On the contrary, I stated that two bul- 
lets evidently had wounded him: one in the shoulder, which had made 
its exit at the time, while the other onestruck him in the right side and 
was taken out at the time by the surgeon. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Well, how many more do you want to go 
through one man? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Of course this levity means nothing. 
How many bullets do I wantin a man! Ido not want any in a man. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I just wanted to find out how many you 
thought was the proper allowance. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I hope my friend from Ohio will never 
have occasion to have one in his valuable anatomy. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I have been where I have had a chance to 

t them, and I hope you will get there if we have another war. 

ughter. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I hope not; of course lam frank to admit 
that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. When you get three or four in you, you will 
want your widow to have a pension. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, But, Mr. Chairman, this is not a question 
as to how many bullets this man had in him or did not have in him, 
how many struck him or did not strike him. The Pension Depart- 
ment, organized by this Government to consider these claims and to 
pass upon them, liberally construing the laws, as has been admitted, 
denied this claim, after full investigation, upon the ground that the 
fact alleged as the basis of the application, namely, that this man had 
a bullet in him, was not sustained by the evidence, and upon an appeal 
to the Secretary of the Interior that finding was approved. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I make the point of order that one mem- 
ber can not make more than one speech under the rule of general de- 


bate. 
ane ae of Missouri. Well, sir, I have made my speech. Iam 
ugh. 

Mr OWENS, of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
any claim can come here until it has been rejected by the Department ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Claims do come here that have not been 
rejected by the Department. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I think not. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. And Iam simply seeking ina proper case 
to sustain the finding of the Department. 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Chairman, it is evident that our time this even- 
ing is to be consumed in discussion, and if nobody else talks it will be 
all onone side. Now, we have heard a splendid lecture on the anatomy 


of the thorax, and the shoulder joint, and the ankle joint, and the 
thigh, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] says that the 
bullet did not penetrate the thorax, and consequently did not pene- 
trate the liver, as though the liver was in the thorax! [Laughter, ] 
Why, sir, the liver is away below the thorax. I want to call attention 
to another statement which the gentleman makes, that the sternum was 
sloughed from a bullet wound. 

The doctor said the bullet went this way [illustrating]; but there is 
no evidence that it did not go down that way [illustrating]. Now, the ` 
sternum and the liver are not 3 inches apart, and who knows that 


that bullet did not go into the liver? President Garfield was shot, and . . 


the doctors thought the bullet had gone down, and while he lived no 
one made any claim to the contrary; but afterward it was found away 
back in the spinal column. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. YODER. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. As a physician, if you saw a wound, saw 
where the bullet had entered and saw where it had gone out, if it had 
struck at one place here upon the breast [iodicating} and had fone out 
at the shoulder, would you still suppose that that et wasin the liver? 

Mr. YODER. That would depend upon whether I knew, and it de- 
pends in this case upon whether the doctors knew which course the 
bullet had taken. The bullet was gone. 

They supposed it went in one direction, but it might easily have gone 
inanother. Why, sir, if a man were on trial in the police court for 
shooting another we could not have had the evidence described with 
more minuteness than has been done in the dissertation we have heard 
on these wounds. This man was shotin the thigh; he was shot in the 
ankle; he was shot in the shoulder; the sternum wassloughed off; the 
muscles were torn. Why, great God, it would be an honor to be the 
widow of such a heroas that! Any woman might be proud to be the 
widow of such a man. 

Mr, O'DONNELL. Mr. Chairman, let us pass this bill giving the 
widowand children a pension; letit not be said, they ‘‘asked for bread” 
and we ‘‘ gave them a Stone.” 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to hear read again the section of the 
bill which provides for pensioning the minor children. 

The Clerk read the second section of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know what the rule 
is on this subject or what practice has been followed heretofore; but 
I know what common sense dictates in this connection, that the names 
of these minor children and their ages ought to be inserted in the bill. 

A MEMBER. That is a matter of proof. 

Mr. KILGORE. I know it is a matter of proof; but they might 
prove that half the children in the neighborhood were the children of 
this soldier. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. KILGORE. I have no objection if it relates to this argument. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Does not the gentleman really think that accord- 
ing to the proof this soldier underwent enough to warrant this Housein 
giving to his widow and his children (no matter how many) under the 
age of sixteen years the ordinary pension? 

Mr. KILGORE. I am not raising any question about the facts. 
I am not going to undertake to enter into the history of these wounds; 
for perhaps I would locate the thorax and the liver as far apart as my 
friend from Missouri did. Ido not want any doctor to get at me. 

But assuming that I answer the gentleman’s question in the affirm- 
ative, I say that the names and ages of the minor children ought to be _ 
given in the bill. 

Mr. YODER. That isa matter the evidence of which is on file in 
the Pension Office, sworn to, a matter of record, absolute, positive, 
and definite, so that there can be no question about it. 

Mr. KILGORE, Could they not supplement that with another state- 
ment putting in other children? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I say it is common sense that a bill of this 
character should at least recite the names of the minor children. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Chairman, I want to interrupt the gentleman 
[ Mr. KILGORE] to observe that his argument might with some reason 
be made before the Bureau of Pensionson an application, were there no 
law requiring express proof of identity. But this bill provides a 
sion for minor children, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws. These laws require proof of identity, and under this 
bill these parties are put upon proof. 

Mr. KILGORE. That may be true; butit is so easy to prevent fraud 
or irregularity by giving the names of the children and their I 
shall be inclined to prevent the passage of this bill unless that is done 
or unless the section be struck out. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. The gentleman will allow me to suggest that if 
might require some search among the papers to ascertain those names, 
and that possibly we might not be able to do it to-night. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then let the bill go over; let it be amended and 
come up another evening. ; 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. The question as to miuor children is a matter 
of proof, just as in any other case. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Let me say to my friend from Texas on 
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this point that there is a minor child; according to my recollection her 
name is Helen—at any rate, a girl, born, if I remember correctly, 
shortly after the death of the father. There is but one minor child, 
and, according to my remembrance, the name is either Henrietta or 
Helen. 

A MEMBER. ‘That is a matter of proof at the Department. 

Mr. KILGORE. I know it is a matter of proof, but it is so easy to 
make the matter specific now by inserting the name in the bill and 
saving any trouble or irregularity that might otherwise arise. 

Mr. LANE. The effect would be the same if that section were not 
in the bill at all. 

Mr. KILGORE. Would the children be entitled in that case to a 
pension ? 

Mr. LANE. Certainly they would. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then why not strike out the section ? 

Mr. LANE. We might just as well do so. 

Mr. MORRILL. I.understand—perhaps the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. STONE] can tell us whether it is a fact—that this child was 
the child of Helen A. Moore, 

Mr. STOWE, of Missouri. Yes, sir; the child of Helen A. Moore; 
and that child has a guardian, and the application of the child through 
the ian is on file among these papers. 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE] is cor- 
rect. It is entirely un to name the children in the bill, be- 
cause the pension is paid to the mother. There is no pension paid to 
the minor children; the pension is paid to the mother for the support 
of the children. 

Mr. KILGORE. If the minor children will be provided for under 
the law, without any ial provision in the bill, then I insist that the 
section ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. SWENEY. Ican hardly realize that thechildren will be placed 
on the ion-roll under a special act unless they are named or in 
some other way y provided for. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the bill provides for the widow, allthe children 
who are under sixteen years of age are provided for without any ex- 
in the bill. 

Mr. P. S. That is the effect of the clause ‘‘subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

Mr. KILGORE. Let that section be stricken out, 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move to amend by striking out the 
second section, 

Mr. BLISS. I hope that motion will not prevail. As my friend 
from Missouri [ Mr. STONE] has stated that this child was born after the 
soldier died, the child must be less than four years old; and there is so 
much the more need why the widow should receive the extra $2 to as- 
sist her in taking care of her child. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to strike out the 
second section. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. She will get it, anyway. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. On that motion, Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
be heard for a few moments, 

My friend from Ohio [Mr. YODER] has taken me a little to task on 
my knowledge of anatomy being very limited. I did not undertakeon 
my own judgment to determine the distance between the liver and the 


Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I rise to a point of order, 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I am speaking to a motion I have made. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I propose to take but a moment or two, 


Mr, Chairman, 

I say I did not undertake to measure the distance from the throax 
to the liver. I simply read the reports made by this medical board, 
which show that the wound, the only one received by this soldier 
which could possibly have resulted in injury to the liver, was from the 
ara which struck him in the breast, making the wound in his 

r. ; 

Now, I ask my friend from Ohio, who is a surgeon, if he does not 
think he would be a poor surgeon indeed who could not tell upon ex- 
amining a wound inflicted by a musket ball what was the point of en- 
trance and the point of exit, particularly when the soldier had stated 
the point of entrance and exit himself. 

But, sir, I desired simply that it should be made known to the House 
that this man was shot with one ball and that that passed out through 
the shoulder, Hence the claim that he was wounded at another time— 
and he must have been if there was a ball in his liver—was not well 
founded. There is a discrepancy in the testimony to that extent. I 
desired simply that these facts should go on record, in order that they 
may be known when this bill is passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Missouri to strike out the second section. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman decided that the motion 
was rejected. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand a division. Iwill say to the gentleman 
that it will facilitate the of this bill to accept the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. I see no objection to the section going out. 


Mr, STONE, of Missouri. I am asked to withdraw the motion. I 
made it on the statement thatit made no difference inthe biH. I will 
withdraw it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I renew the motion. If it does not make any dif- 
ference to the bill it ought not to go in at all. 

The motion of Mr. KILGORE was agreed to. 

The amendment of the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

POLLY ROBINSON, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5082) 
to pension Polly Robinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Polly Kobinson, mother of Hamil- 
ton W. Robinson, late a sergeant in Company B, Fifty-second Regiment of 
Pennsylvania Voluntcers, 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5082) to pension Polly Robinson, submit the following report: 

Polly Robinson is the mother of Hamilton W. Robinson, who served in Com- 
pany , Fifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, from September 25, 

SI, to Toly 12, 1865, and died October 22, 1873, of disease of lungs contracted in 
the service, 

These facts are established by the evidence in the case. The claim of the 
mother has been rejected, however, on the ground that soldier left surviving 
hima widow. The widow died in August, 1878, and there is no one now draw- 
ing pension on account of said soldier's services and death,’ 4 

It further a] rs in evidence that claimant was a widow at time of theson’s 
enlistment and has so remained ever since. She is not possessed of any prop- 
erty, never owned any from which she could derive an income, and is now su 
ported by a married daughter, Letters on file written by the soldier during his 
army service show contributions towards claimant’s support. 

Although not admissible under the general law, the c is meritorious and 
of a class in which Congress has often afforded relief, Your committee, there- 
fore, report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
SOPHIA SCHIMMELFENNIG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5739) 
increasing pension of Sophia Schimmelfennig, widow of Alexander 
Schimmelfennig, late brigadier-general and major-general by brevet. 

The bill was read, as follows: i 

Be it enacted, ete., That the pension of Sophia Schimmelfennig, widow of Alex- 
ander Schimmelfcnnig, deceased, late brigadie meral of the Army of the 
United States and major-general by brevet, be, and the same is hereby, increased 
to $50 a month. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report (by Mr. CRAIG). 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair would inquire if the gentleman from 
Texas proposes to make the same objection to this bill that he has 
made to other bills carrying the same amount? If so, it would seem 
hardly necessary to take up the time of the committee in reading the 
report to-night. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think it would be a proper course for the bill to 
take to be reported for consideration in a full House, although I have 
no objection to the report being read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought, if the bill went to the House 
on the objection of the gentleman from Texas, that the report would 
have to be read there, and that it would be a saving of time to dispense 
with the reading now. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have no objection to that. Let the bill go over 
to a full House. 

The CHAIRMAN, What day would the gentleman suggest? Mon- 
day? 

Mr. MORROW. There is an objection to laying bills aside and hay- 
ing themcalled up any day except the following morning or the Friday 
following. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Texas desires to do so, 
this bill can come up to-morrow morning, at 1 o’clock, the previous 
question to be considered as ordered, with fifteen minutes’ debate on 
each side. 

Mr. KILGORE, And the right of amendment. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. There is a special order at 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The order proposed here is for 1 o’clock. 

Mr. MORROW, If the bill is laid aside with the previous question 
ordered upon it, it will come up immediately after thereading of the 
Journal to-morrow. That will be the effect of the previous question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then,without objection,the order will be made 
that this bill shall be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that the previous question be ordered upon its passage; that it go over 
until to-morrow morning immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
with the right of fifteen minutes’ debate on each side and the right of 
amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

NAPOLEON B. M'KAY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6871) 
for the relief of Napoleon B. McKay. 

The bill was as follows: 

Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, andhe is hereby, au» 
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thorized and directed to place on the sion-roll, subject to the and 
limitations of the peie laws, the rie of Napoleon B. Mekar, formerly a 


member of unassigned company, Thirteenth Regiment Kansas a 
Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 6871) 
granting a pension to Napoleon B. McKay, submit the following Sines 

Dr. McKay claims a pension for sunstroke received in line of d as second 
lieutenant in the Thirteenth Kansas Infantry. 

The claim was rejected at the Pension Office on the ground that claimanthad 
not been mustered into the service at the time heall the disability ocourred. 

The claimant alleges that he was mustered into the United States service at 
Leavenworth, Kans., as second lieutenant in the Thirteenth Infantry of that 
State, and on or about the 16th of Au 1862, he started to Nemaha County 
with Lieut. Levi Hensel and John N. Cline, who were both officers of the same 
regiment, for the purpose ofenlisting men for said regiment, and while en route 
at or near a place called Grasshopper Falls, now called Valley Falls, on or about 
August 16, 1862, he was overcome with heat and received a sunstroke and has 
suffered therefrom ever since, and that prior to that time he was a sound and 
able-bodied man. 

That he was confined to his bed for about one month after incurring said sun- 
stroke. His Herp act rior to enlisting was that ofa physician, and he treated 
himself for said disability. That during the summer months he is afflicted so 
severely as to be unable to attend to his profession. That he can not furnish 
the testimony of regimental surgeon because he was not with the regiment 
and was never treated by regimental doctors. 

J. W. Cline, second lieutenant of Thirteenth Kansas Infantry, and a recruit- 
ing officer for the regiment, testifies that he was well acquainted with claimant, 
He went with him and with Lieutenant Hensel at the urgent request of J ane 
A. H. Horton and James H. Lane, and when they reached Grasshopper F.: 
the claimant received a sunstroke, became overheated, and was prostrated by 
the heat. They took him home and left him in care of his rege he That he was 
very much prostrated when they left him, and did not again join the regiment, 
That claimant sent seven recruits to and turned them over to Lieutenant Hen- 
sel and himself at Seneca, Nemaha County, Kansas. 

Claimant can not furnish evidence of treatment since his discharge, because 
he was never treated. That he has counseled with Dr. Hidden, and as soon as 
he was able to leave the house Dr. Hidden knew of his condition, while he 
lived in the ne rele 

Dr, Isaac 8, Hidden testifies to having known claimant in October, 1858; that 
he was a strong and health 


infantry 


nee. 

This witness is corroborated by Sally and Luella Chapin, who say that they 
are personally acquainted with claimant. 

Your committee believe that he was in the service of ee United States as 
second lieutenant Kansas Infantry, and that he received injury in the line 
of duty, and ought to receive a pension. 

That the regimental records, gari they do notshow that claimant was mus- 
tered into the service, the muster-out isshown by thetestimony of D. R.Anthony, 
who swears to the publication of a notice of the muster-out of one M. B. McKay 
in a paper published in Leavenworth, and your committee believe that the claim- 
ant was the person intended, although the name was M. B. McKay instead of 
N. B. McKay, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, this report is made by my 
friend from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL], the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, generally a very safe, conservative, and prudent 
legislator. I have not been able to understand how a man of his cali- 
ber and pom conservatism could have reported this bill. To start 
in with I find this letter among the files of the Pension Office: 

AMERICAN Orry, KAns., June 20, 1884. 
Sir: By direction of Hon. W. W. Dudley, I hereby apply for certificate of dis- 
as second lieutenant, appointed at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., in July or 
August, 1562, to assist in recruiting forthe Thirteenth Regiment, Kansas Volun- 
teers, but was soon after prevented by sunstroke from gaang the regiment or 
going farther in the serviee. I never received a certi , but had notice by 
pan on in a Leavenworth paper the following autumn of an honorable dis- 
a caaieetiaily; 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL, Washington, D. C. 


There he states in this letter to the Adjutant-General that he was en- 
listed as a recruiting officer for the Thirteenth Kansas Volunteers. 
The reply of the Adjutant-General is as follows: 

Respectfully returned. The name of N. B. McKay is not borne as a com- 
missioned officer of the Thirteenth Kansas Infantry during the late war. 

Now, as I understand the testimony in this case, and there is not 
much of it, this man claims to have been mustered in as second lieu- 
tenant of the Thirteenth Kansas Infantry, on the 16th day of August, 
1862, at Fort Leavenworth, and on the same day while returning to 
his home he had sunstroke, which twenty-five years afterwards he es 
the basis for this pension claim, Lieutenant Cline, the most important 
witness, testifies: 

Claimant, Lieutenant Hensel, and myself had been to Fort Leavenworth at 
the nt request of J ren nate and James H. Lane, and were returning, 
and when we reached a p called Grasshopper Falls the claimant received 
a sunstroke, or became overheated, or became prostrated by the heat. 

Now, here is a man who does not appear on the rolls of the company, 
who was enlisted simply as a recruiting officer, as appears from his own 
letter to the Adjutant-General. He had been to Fort Leavenworth at 
the urgent request of Judge Horton and James H. Lane, on what busi- 
ness does not appear, and while returaing home on the very day of his 

ment was overcome by excessive heat, and thereafter did nosery- 


N. B. MCKAY. 


ice. He was enlisted as a recruiting officer while at Fort Leavenworth, 
having gone there on a visit, and while re to his home, before 
he had rendered an hour’s service, even as a recruiting officer, he was 
overcome by the intense heat shining down upon him as he rode across ` 
the prairies of Kansas—was prostrated and taken home, and says that 
he has been soog bees year to year since that time. Now, thatis 
the whole case. I shall oppose the passage of this bill. 

Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Chairman, I am not one disposed to object to 
the passage of any legitimate pension bill; but it appears to me from 
the record in this case that itis not a legitimate one. I must say oe 
giderme from the statement that my friend from Missouri [Mr. STONE 
makes, I understand that there never was such a case as enlistment as 
a recruiting officer—that there never was such a thing as enlistment as 
a recruiting officer, as this gentleman has stated in bis letter. There 
never was such a thing as a recruiting officer enlisted. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. That is what he stated in his letter. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman will allow me a moment I will 
explain the whole thing. President Lincoln authorized General James 
H. Lane to raise a brigade. He went to Kansas and appointed these 
recruiting officers and they went to Fort Leavenworth and were mus- 
tered in. Jadge Horton, who is now the chief-justice of our State, 
was very active in the matter, and that is why his name ap; Un- 
der the suniy of President Lincoln General James H. e, then a 
brigadi in the service, eee these men to recruit, and 
they went to Fort Leavenworth and mustered in and then they were 
discharged by a general order afterwards. 

The whole thing was abandoned and a general order was issued dis- 
charging them from service. I do not imagine that it makes any dif- 
ference whether the injury was received or ag contracted in twelve 
months after a man was in the service or on the first day. There is no 
question whatever about the incurrence of the disability. There is no 
question about the high character of the man. No man in Missouri 
or Kansas either stands any higher than Dr. N. B. McKay. 

The witnesses Cline oa Hensell Iam both acquainted with, and 
I know they are of a very intelligent character. The reason why it 
does not appear of record in the office that these men were mustered is 
because the regiment was abandoned; the efforts to get up a brigade 
were abandoned; but they were mustered into the service, 

Mr. SWENEY. Was he mustered in? 

Mr. MORRILL, He was mustered in at Fort Leavenworth in the 
United States service by the United States mustering officer. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Where does the gentleman get evidence 
for that statement? 

Mr. MORRILL. The evidence is on file there in Kansas. The re- 
port states it, and I was familiar with all the men and the facts; so 
that I know the facts are as stated. 

Mr. SWENEY. I do not understand that from the report. 

Mr. HILL. I would ask the gentleman from Kansas whether or not 
an application has been made in the Pension Office. 

r. MORRILL. There was, and it was rejected. 

Mr. TARSNEY. What rank did he hold? 

Mr. MORRILL, Lieutenant. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Would not the War Office records show that fact? 

Mr. MORRILL. For the reason I have explained they do not show 
it. 

Mr, TARSNEY. Let me ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions if this was not the case: in those days commissions 
were often promised to men provided they would enlist so many men; 
and was it not the fact that he was appointed without any commission 
until afterwards? 

Mr. MORRILL, He was sppointed by General Lane, under the 
authority of President Lincoln. A full appointment wasgiven to him, 
and he was d by a general order afterwards. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Was he mustered in? 

Mr. MORRILL. He was mustered in. 

Mr. KILGORE. But he did no service, I understand. ~ 

Mr. MORRILL. He did no service, because on his way back to 
recruit he was prostrated by sunstroke. 

Mr. KILGO Was he discharged at the time, on the same day ? 

Mr. MORRILL. No; some time afterwards. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. He was on his way back home? 

Mr. MORRILL. He was on his way going up to recruit. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And this case was before the Pension Office 
and rejected, I understand ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; it was rejected on the ground that the rec- 
a of the War Office did not show that the regiment was ever organ- 
ized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying this bill aside to be 
reported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I ask for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that if the committee finds 
eevee yoa a quorum it will be the duty of the Chair to order a call 
of the ro 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Notunless the point of no quorum is made, 
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The question was taken; and there were—ayes 30, noes 
Tho bill was lad asido toe reported to tho House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
HELEN E. DEWEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2861) 
for the relief of Helen E, Dewey. 
Bae bill tyr read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior is hereby authorized and 

diated to atid A the pension-ro! — to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension er sh J pe name of Helen E wey, focuser Bore oe E. Converse, 
and the widow of h H. Converse, late of the Eleventh Connecticut 
Volunteers, who was irais in action at Cold Harbor, Virginia, June 3,1884. 

The report (by Mr. NUTE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2861) for the relief of Helen E. Dewey, submit the following report 

A bill for the relief of this claimant was gg =| ple by the ‘Committes 
on Invalid Pensions, House of Representatives, F: Congress, but was not 
reached for action in the House, 

cirted antl A upon which aho claim is based are set forth in the following re- 


pos Helen E. rp amraq ods the widow of Maj. Joseph Converse, of the Eleventh 

Regiment Connecticut Volunteers, who was killed in battle of Cold Harbor, 

Virginia, in Jone, 1864. She drew a A ngoen until Sn peang 16, 1854, when she 

married one es B, Dewey. This marriage was nota ha) appy one, and at 

the January (1836) nalas ofthe superior courtin and for Hartford County, Conn., 
ee lenar a a divorce from Dewe; fire we und of adultery. 

the granting of the divorce in! n has reached the pro; bene- 

fciary tothe to show that Dewey at the tie ane: of his marriage with her had a 

iving from whom he had not been divorced. The claimant has no means 

Kyon fáperçi a thorough investigation of the matter, and even should this informa- 

tion prove co: it would not aid her in obtaining relief at the Pension Office, 

of the divorce already obtained. the same not been granted, and 

the, nullity of the rareiren. i with oenar fully established, her name could be 

restored to the pension-roll without the interference of Congress, But as it is 

she is compelled to seek legislative aid. 

“ This as wellas former Congresses has liberally responded to the call for relief 

of widows whose husbands were killed in battle and who after having forfeited 

their pension by reason of remarriage have again become widows and depend- 


ent. 

“The case under consideration comes clearly within established precedents, 
aretora your committee recommend the passage of the accompanying 

Your committee fully concur in e conclusions reached in said report, and 
likewise recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. _ 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman; I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee siege rose; and Mr, Morrow having resumed 
the chair as § ro tempore, Mr. ALLEN, of from the 
Committee of t evi , reported that they had had under consideration 
business upon the Private © Calendar, and had directed him to report 
back sundry bills with the recommendation that they do pe; also that 
they bad had under consideration a bill (H. R. 5278) and had directed 
him to report it back with the recommendation that it be recommitted 
tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions; also that they had had under 
consideration a bill (H. R. 5739) and had directed him to report the 
same back with the recommendation that it be made a qaa order for 
to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal, the previous 
question being considered as ordered, with debate limited to fifteen 
minutes on each side and with the right of amendment, 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED, 


The SPEAKER pro The Clerk will report first the bills 
that were pending at the time of the adjournment of the House on last 
Friday evening. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill ee granting a pension to Frank Deming, Company F, Ninth 
Michigan Infantry. = 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.5617) granting a pension to Henry Bloomfield. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, -were severally ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and they were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed: 

A bill or R. 4694) for the relief of Edward Haynes; 
Fira ber H. R. 5309) to place the name of Mary Welch upon the pen- 

„YO. ; 

peo Sarma a pension to Henrietta Judd; 

the relief of Asher Post; 

H. K 1871 for the relief of Sarah Meader; = 
ting a n to et Stewart; 

H, R. 5082 To see ban Polly Tobinin 
bill a R. 6871 > Bho | relief of a reat B. McKay; and 
A bill (H. R. 2861) for peed ge relief of Helen E. Dewey. 

The bill (H. R. 5452) granting a pension to Joseph K. Hamilton, de- 
poia father of John E. ee. Hamilton, late private Company D, One 

undred and third Pennsylvania Volunteers, reported from the Com- 


mittee of the Whole with an amendment, was taken up, the amend- 
ment agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be en and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

HELEN A. MOORE. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House was 
the bill (H. R. 5081) to pension Helen A. Moore and the minor children 
of John S, Moore. 

The question was on agreeing to the amendment to strike out the 
second section, as follows: 

She 2. That the minorchildren of the said John S. Moore shall also be placed 
nthe pension-roll by the Secretary ofthe Interior, subject tothe provisions and 
Timi ons of the pension laws, 

Mr. KILGORE. I think there should be an amendment of the title 
so as to conform to the change made in the bill by this amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The title may be amended after the 
bill has passed. p 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I understand that there are children of 
this soldier by another wife. Will not the effect of this amendment 
be to cut them out entirely? If so, I think the amendment ought not 
to be adopted. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I think that under the terms of the bill all 
minor children will be provided for. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as am@pded was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move to amend the title by striking out tho 
words ‘‘and minor children of John S. Moore.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

ALLEN COONS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5238) granting a peonon to 
Allen Coons, reported from the Committee of the Whole House with 
the recommendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

The bill was recommitted. 

SOPHIA SCHIMMELFENNING. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House was 
the bill (H. R. 5739) increasing pension of Sophia Schimmelfenning, 
widow of AlexanderSchimmelfenning, late brigadier-general and major- 


general by brevet. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, This bill has been reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House with the recommendation that the pre- 


vious question be considered as ordered, by force of which action it 
will come up to-motrow morning after the reading of the Journal. If 
there be no objection, that order will be made. 

Mr. PETERS. Io ae to that order. All bills going over in this 
manner should be fixed to come up on the next private-bill day. Ob- 
jection is made by a number of members to the making of these orders 
so as to take effect on other days than private-bill day. I ask that the 
order reported from the Committee of the Whole be modified so that 
this bill go over until next Friday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PETERS] asks unanimous consent that This bill go over until Friday 
next, after the reading of the Journal, the previous question to be con- 
sidered as ordered. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 
The Chair hears no objection. 


SAMUEL STERLING. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
of the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 3983) granting a pension to Samuel Sterling, and that 
the same be considered now. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That po craig aeni of the Interior ows he and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Samuel Ster son of David Ster- 
ling, late private in opin pany F, Thirt wf -first Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
try, now p ns eceased, upon the fre pension-ro ofthe United States, and to pay to said 
Samuel Sterlinga pension from and after the approval of this act, at the rate of 
$18 per month, 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


This claimant, and the beneficiary of this bill (I. R, 3983), is the 
helpless son of David Sterling, who was a private in Company F, Thirty m 
Regiment Obio Volunteers, war of 1861- Claimant was 
1864. His father died in 1874, leaving a widow and four young Deoermbe sonny 
which claimant is the eldest), ‘and no estate of any consequence for their sup- 
rt. TOPKUR s death, it is believed, was occasioned by disability contracted 
n the service 
"The eres of the War Department show that he served from mber 20, 
1861, to July 20, 1865, That wile, fenn., service he was ogee for 
monalis in pital at Nashville, 
at Chattanooga, Tenn., for chronic rh 
1864. It popents that he nthe mothe secre 
After his death his posers = Wp of cla: orn. also peste for penson. 
but before the completion of to the 


children or widow not been en completed. renarna in the affida: shied in 
the wiew s claim the following evi ce as to the cause of the soldier's death 
ap) 

e widower swears that— 


“ David the father) was discharged Jul 
toid jenis blind staggers on the sth day of Octo 


pores beng gta ti account 


1890. 
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©. P. Clark, a neighbor, swears that— 

“He was acquainted with David Sterling from 1855 up to the time he 
and that he was afflicted with heart disease from 1865; that said disease 
blind staggers, which nearly disabled said David Sterling from any manual 
labor whatever.” 

Harrison Sargeant swears that— 

“I worked for David Sterling è * * about the year 1868 or 1869. [drove 
his team, and knew him to be afflicted at that time with heart disease and blind 

rs, and have seen him ently when he was at work have attacks of 
heart trouble, and he would have to sit down, and would almost smother; that 
he told me at the time that he contracted his disease in the service.” 

In the soldier’s claim for pension appears the following evidence: 

John Turner, à comrade, swears that— 

“I wasa comrade in the same regiment and company with claimant, David 
Sterling, and recollect that in the spring or summer of 1864 that said claimant 
was troubled with dizziness and blindness, which I understood at the time from 
the regimental surgeon to be heart disease; knew claimant a short time after 
discharge from Army, and knew him to be an unsound man.” 

Again,in the widow’s claim for pension appears the following evidence: 

John J. Darling swears: 

“I was a private of Company E, Thirty-first Regiment. * * è Said David 
Sterling was a member also. On the march from Ringgold to Resaca,Ga., we 
stopped a few moments to rest; he was complaining of blind spells, and he was 
so bad at times that he had to be helped to bear his burden. very often at- 
tended sick-call, and on one occasion he asked me to put my hand on his breast, 
and I think I never felt anything beat so in my life." 

The evidence of the widow in her claim for pension is also to the effect that 
medical evidence of cause of death is not to be had, because of the death of the 
attending physician. This is corroborated by the affidavit of the family doc- 
tor’s administrator. The beneficiary of this bill is shown to be permanently 
helpless. His limbs from the hips down are perfectly paralyzed and the size of 
those of a child of eight or ten years, while the rest of his person is of normal 
size. He has lived on charity ever since his father's death, a portion of the 
time in the county poor-house. 

His mother’s remarriage was to a man too poor to support the children, and 
they were placed with such charitably disposed persons as would take them. 
But Samuel being so helpless, his only means of locomotion being on his out- 
stretched pan such a place was hard to find for him, and he to go to the 

r-house until some of the comrades of the father made up a small fund for 
are and placed him in school. He is of a bright, intelligent mind, and of good 
character, 

Your committee deem this a case which appeals most strongly to a sense of 
right and of duty on the part of the nation toward the helpless orphan ofa worthy 
deceased Union soldier. We therefore report the bill favorably, 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, the report in this case is somewhat 
long; I think I can state the circumstances briefly so that they may be 
understood by the House, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Fae bong no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, the beneficiary in this case is the 
son of a deceased soldier. The testimony filed in the case of the father 
shows that he died from disease contracted in the service. This son is 
helpless, I have seen him myself. His lower limbs are the size of 
those of a child six or seven years old, while the rest of his person is 
that ofa man. The only way in which he can walk is by swinging his 
body along by the aid of his outstretched hands placed npon the ground. 
For a number of years after his father’s death he was an inmate of the 
poorhouse. 

This bill pro: to place him on the pension-roll at the rate of $18 
amonth. He isentirely helpless. Some soldiers in his neighborhood 
who knew him, men of poor circumstances themselves, contributed for 
a number of months to the support of thechild and sent him to school; 
and any one meeting him could not help being impressed with the in- 
telligence of this youth, showing the fact that he has a brain in healthy 
condition, although his body is deformed. And in time I believe and 
hope that he will be an ornament to society on account of his intelli- 
gence and learning, 

In his present condition, however, he is absolutely helpless. Hehas 
no means, and itis utterly impossible that he can receivean education 
unless he depends upon charity, and charitable contributions of men 
who are themselves unable to aid him very much, and upon whom he 
has no legal claim for support. 

Mr. KILGORE. How old is he? : 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. He is now about twenty-one years of age, He 
has been going to school on the charity of his father’s comrades, This 
is a case that appeals to everybody here. : 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I want to say just this much, Mr, Speaker, 
that in a town in my district there is a duplicate of the young man 
referred to by my friend from Ohio in so far as his physical deformity 
is concerned. This is another instance where we are about to pension 
a man who is deformed and crippled purely out of sentiment. 

I shall vote against it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing en , it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. PETERS. I ask leave to have the report printed in 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘That will be done, 

The report is printed above. 


AGNES VETTER. 


Mr. CARUTH. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 4028) granting a pension to Agnes Vetter, and put it upon its pas- 
Bage. 


e RECORD. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

contol papery Pre That the Secreta: f the Interior be, and he hereb: 
thorized and directed to dee on peie petrn r jeni raa rae Sona arin 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of eee etter, Saponaens 
of John M. Vetter, captain of Company F, Nihth Kentucky I try. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I insist upon the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. Witson, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HL. R. 4028) 
granting a pension to Agnes Vetter, submit the following Me viedo ? 

_ The records of the War De ent show that John M. Vetter served as first 
lieutenant and alsoas captain of geen fr ', Ninth Kentucky Volunteers, from 
November 26, 1861, to June 1, 1862, when resignation was accepted, tendered 
by reason of inability to discharge his duties ever since the battle of Shiloh 
and the fatigues and exposures incident thereto. 

His mother, Agnes Vetter, filed a claim in the Pension Office on August 3), 
1886, based upon her dependence upon the soldier, who was her only son and 
sole support, her husband having died in 1844, and, in support of her claim, 
filed testimony showing that whilein the service the soldier was attacked with 
typhoid fever and chronic diarrhea, upon which pulmonary ion 
supervened, causing the soldier's death on September 11, 1870. Her de; ence 
upon the soldier is full shown, and her own patriotic feeling was exhibited 
by going with the Lo’ ille, Ky., sanitary boat, as a volunteer nurse, to the 


battle-field of Shiloh. 
Her claim would have to be sdmitted by the Pension Office were it not for 


the fact that the soldier left a widow surviv; him, who, however, itis shown, 
remarried a year subsequent to the soldiers death. 

As here indicated, her claim wasrejected by the Pension Office in November, 
1887, on the ground that the soldier left a widow surviving him, 

Mrs. Vetter is now seventy-eight years of age. Her case is one which cer- 
tainly deserves relief at the hands of Co and there being no one now 
drawing pension on account of the death of said soldier your committee return 
the bill with the recommendation that it pass, 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CARUTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
— ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BAKER, Iask my friend from Missouri to withhold that mo- 
tion a moment and allow me to pass a pension bill here, 

Mr. LANE. I demand the larorder. Iam getting tired of this 
thing. Let us go on regularly if we are to go any er to-night. 

Mr. BAKER, Let me get this bill through. 

Mr. LANE. The Committee on Pensions have agreed that this should 
not be done. I shall insist upon the regular order in future. 

Mr, STONE, of Missouri, I made a motion to adjourn, but the 
Speaker did not put it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the gen- 
tleman as pressing the motion, but thought it was withdrawn. 

Pending that motion, the Chair thinks it would be well for a motion 
to be entered to reconsider the various bills passed to-night. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. I move to reconsider the votes by which the 
several bills were passed to-night, and also move to lay that motion 
on the table, 

The latter motion was to. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. STONE, of Missouri, 
it was rejected. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. LANE. I demand the order. 

Mr. BAKER. Let me call up this bill now. 

Mr. LANE. You can not take up a bill in the House without unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. BAKER. Will you object? 

Mr. LANE. Iwill. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have again 
and again agreed that the Calendar shall be regularly called. I ask 
the regular order. 

Mr. YODER. We have violated it to-night. 

Mr. LANE. You did this evening, and I was loath to object. I 
thought it likely that some objection would he made, and I did not 
like to seem to obstruct pension matters; but I feel under obligations 
to carry out the ape ofthe committee. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask that this bill be stated, and then if the gentle- 
man objects—— 

Mr. LANE. I do object. 

Mr, PETERS. Then I move that the House now adjourn, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Did the two bills which passed the com- 
mittee last week pass to-night? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They did. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PETERS, the House 
divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 11. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

And then (the hour of 10.30 p. m. having arrived) the House ad- 


is, au- 
nsand 
mother 


consum) 


journed. 


` 
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EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
PURCHASE OF TENTS, 

Letter from the sia ef of War, transmitting the draught of a bill 
“authorizing the p of tents for certain purposes and making 
appropriations therefor,’’ with report of the Quartermaster-General of 
the Army in relation thereto—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 30f Rule XXII, the following resolution was introduced 
and referred as follows: 
By Mr. RICHARDSON: 


Resolved, That the third paragraph of clause 1 of Rule XIII be amended by 
wit Provided, That reports Doa the Court of Claims, transmitted to Co b 

> t reports from the Court o! ms, transmi o Congress by 

the Court of Claims under the acts of March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, shall have 

ence on the Private Calendar when reported by a committee of the 

ouse; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT, reports of committees on bills of the 
following titles were delivered to the Clerk, ordered to be printed, and 
referred as follows: 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 2978) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court 
= Claims in the case of scow Rowena—to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse, 

Mr. LAWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 6905) granting a pension to Byron R. McIntyre; 

A bill (H. R. 7586) granting a pension to James O'Donnell; and 

A bill (S. 218) granting a on to George W. Padgett. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, trom the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 

favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whele House: 

A bill (H. R. 7193) for removal of charge of desertion from Alfred 
Lane; an 

A bill (H. R. 1271) for the relief of Sanford A. Fini 

Mr. WILLIAMS also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported favorably the bili (H. R. 887) authorizing the erection of a hotel 
upon the Government reservation at Fortress Monroe—to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported fayorably the bill (S. 2026) authorizing the construction of a 
free across the Arkansas River, connecting Little Rock and Ar- 
genta, Ark.—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 4635) granting certain priv- 


ileges to the Union Railway Company of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr, LAWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills; which were severally refe: to the Com- 


mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 7914) granting a pension to Jay Marvin; and 

A bill (H. R. 7588) granting a pension to David Rose. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3896) to anthorize the construction of a 
bridge and approaches at New York City, across the Hudson River, to 
regulate commerce in and over such bridge between the States of New 
York and New Jersey, and to establish such bridge a military and post 
road—to the House Calendar. ' 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 112) appropriating 
$3,000 to inclose and beautify monument at Moore’s Creek, North Car- 
olina—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

. Mr. CARLTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the following bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 242) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Halroyd, widow 
- and administratrix of the estate of John Halroyd, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 680) for the relief of Alice E. Robertson. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 5050) granting a pension to Dolly Blazer; 

A bill (H. R. 6280) granting a pension to Lawrence Dougherty; 

A bill (H. R. pas granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Jones; 

A bill (FL R. 5709) granting a pension to Sarah A. Harrison; 

A bill hea R. 4967) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Reed; 
A bill (H. R. 3218) to place the name of Pauline Bichweiler on the 
pension-roll; 


A bill (H. R. 1783) granting a pension to Mrs. Alice A, Cunning- 


ham; 
A bill . R. 3261) granting a pension to Sarah Connally; 
A bill (H. R. 3259) granting a pension to Simon Beakler; 
A bill (H. R. 6153) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bennett; 


W. Beam 
A bill (H. R, 3065) granting a pension to Mary Donohue; 
A bil (S. 511) granting a pension to Anna A. Probert; and 
A bill (S. 2064) placing the name of Bridget White on the pension- 


roll. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 3034) granting a pension to rge 
W. Pitner—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LANE, from theCommittee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the ible, bila; which were severally referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House: > 

A bill (H. R. 4522) granting a pension to J. N. Jordan; 
es bill (H. R. 3242) grantinga pension to Sarah Devine, mother of Jesse 

pman; 

A bill e R. 7816) granting a pension to Harriet E. Cooper; 


DAM H. R. 7829) granting arrears of pension to Hermamn F, A, 
ovelle; 
A bill (H. R. 6388) granting a pension to Peter Peterson; 
À bili (H. R. sat granting a pension to Bridget Lynch; 
A bill bee R. 3224) granting a pension to Sally Powell; 
A bill (H. R. 7076) to increase the pension of Cornelius J. Wiley; 
A bill (H. R. 4306) to pension Rebecca Bolerjack; 
A bill (H. R. 6606) granting a pension to William F. Reed; 
A bill (H. R. 7958) granting a pension to Christopher O. Funk; 
A bill (H. R. 7659 ting a pension to Warner M, Ellis; 
A bill (H. R. 5719) for the relief of Harrison Tryson; 


A bill (H. R. 7959) granting a pension to Frederick B. Sells; 

A bill (H. R. 703 granting a pension to William Edwards; 

A bili (H. R. 7953) granting a pension to Barbara Langstaff; 

A bill (S, 1371) granting a pension to John C. Abbott; and 

A bill (S. 338) granting a ion to Sarah E. Stewart. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the following bills; which were severally referred to 
he Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 7330) granting a pension to William R. Avery; and 

A bill (H. R. 6622) granting a pension to Ella Harrison. 

Mr. BROSIUS, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 283) defining ‘‘lard;’’ also imposing a tax 
upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exporta- 
tion of compound lard—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TU. of Georgia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported favorably the bill (S. 1873) authorizing the Brazos Terminal 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Brazos River, in the 


State of Texas—to the House Calendar. 


Mr. TURNER, of New York, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, reported favorably the following bills; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 


A bill i R. 2503) for the relief of Sarah D. Duke; and 

A bill (H. R. 6391) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, also, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported with amendment the eas bills; which were 


severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 


A bill (H. R. 4372) granting a pension to John Dean; and 
A bill (H. R. 6078) grantingan increase of pension to Frank Traynor, 
Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


reported favorably the following bills; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 


A bill (H. R. 6211) granting a pension to John S. Lozier; 

A bill (H. R. 4167 granting a pension to Lorenzo D. Whiteford; 

A bill (H. R. 7367) for the relief of Sarah M. Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 6913) granting a pension to Alexander G. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 5014) for the relief of Ernest Barth; 

A bill (H. R. 2481) granting a pension to Bridget Tole; 

A bill i R. 4851) granting a pension to Eliza J. Glass; 

A bill (H. R. 7529) granting a pension to Belle Morrison, of Dills- 


A bill ie R. nd nting a pension to Francis M. Hull; and 

A bill (H. R. 2469) increasing the pension of Thomas Ward. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported with amendment the following bills; which were sev- 
erally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 5108) for the relief of George W. Hutchinson; 

A bill (H. R. 2864) for the relief of Elizabeth Earp; 

A bill (H. R. 5107) for the relief of David L. Truex; 

H. R. 6089 granting an increase of pension to George Uhl; 
A bill (H. R. oy for the relief of William A. Bange; and 
A bill (H. R, 4190) granting a pension to Mrs, Susan Clark. 


borough, Ind. ; 
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Mr. SPRINGER, on behalf of the minority of the Committee on the 
Territories, to which was recommitted the bill (H. R. 982) to provide 
for the admission of the State of Wyoming into the Union, and for other 
purposes, submitted their views in writing; and it was ordered that 
perm nens be printed and referred to the said Committee on the Ter- 
Titories. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports on bills of the follow- 
ing titles weré delivered to the Clerk and laid on the table: 

By Mr. GEST, from the Committee on Claims, on the bill (H.R. 
3233) for the relief of Michael A. Dace. 

Also, from the same committee, on a petition of William H. Blade, 
relative to claim for services rendered by him in thecapture of steamer 
W. B. Terry, in 1861. 

By Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, the 
bill (H. R. 7065) granting an increase of pension to Ira C. Alger, jr. 

By Mr. KELLEY, fromthe Committee on Accounts, ona resolution 
to appoint Thomas G. Ingram, assistant janitor. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Af 
fairs, on the bill (H. R. 1918) for the relief of F. W. Zickendrath. 

Also, from the same committee, on the bill (H. R. 2836) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of John J. Schmidt. 

Also, from the same committee, on the bill (H. R. 1261) for the re- 
lief of William T, Edwards. 

Also, from the same committee, on the joint resolution (H. Res. 92) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to grant a permit to Harry Libby and 
Philip T. Woodfin to erect a hotel upon the lands of the United States 
at Old Point Comfort, Va. 

By Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on the 
bill (H. R. 6247) granting a pension to James Shaw. 

By Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, on the bill (S. 
89) to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the 
State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a 


post-road. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 


lows: 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 8491) to provide for the examina- 
tion and classification of certain mineral lands, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8492) to provide for the construction of a public 
building at Butte City, Mont.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8493) authorizing 
a sale of part of a certain lot in the city of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8494) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to grant a permit to Harry Libby to erecta hotel upon 
the lands of the United States at Old Point Comfort, Virginia—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 8495) providing for the extension 
of the coal laws of the United States to the district of Alaska—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 8496) providing for the purchase of a 
portrait of General James Wilkinson—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 8497) to authorize the Washington and 
Western Railroad Company to extend its line into and within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8498) for the relief 
of captains, pilots, engineers, and mates of steam-vessels—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8520) for an act to authorize the 
Pierre and Fort Pierre Ponton Bridge Company to construct a ponton 
bridge across the Missouri River at Pierre, S. Dak.—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 132) to print 10,000 
copies of a compilation of the inaugural addresses of the Presidents of 
the United States, from George Washington to Benjamin Harrison, for 
the first century of Presidential inaugurations, with authenticated in- 
cidents connected therewith, biographical sketches of the Presidents 
from official sources, together with steel-plate portraits of the Presidents 
and steel-plate illustrations of the Capitol and White House—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LODGE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 133) providing for the 
distribution of certain publications of the Government to depositories 
of public documents—to the Committee on the Library. 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were eee and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 8499) for the removal of a charge 
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of desertion from record of Frank A, R. Gray—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 8500) to correct the military record of 
Erastus Confer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8501) grantinga pension to Joshua Dodge—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 8502) for the relief of the 
estate of John H. Piatt, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 8503) for the relief of Adams & 
Wickes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 8504) granting a pension to Oscar 8. 
Crabtree—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8505) granting an increase of pension to Chris. 
Steiger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNNELL,; A bill (H. R. 8506) for the relief of John W, 
McCaun—+to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

* By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 8507) for the relief of John H. Mor- 
gan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 8508) granting a pension to Ann 
Carr, of Vevay, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 8509) to relieve Daniel E. Thompson 
of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 8510) for the payment of arrears of 
pension to Thomas Snowden Hamblin, late a first lieutenant in Thirty- 
eighth Regiment of New York Volunteers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, ` 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 8511) for the relief of 8S. S. 
Deering, dependent father of George Deering, lateadjutant Seventeenth 
Kentucky Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 8512) making an appropriation for 
the benefit of the estate of William Moss, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire (by request): A bill (H. R.8513) 
granting a pension to Thomas F. Leahey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 8514) for the relief of Pierre Breaux, 
of Terre Bonne Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8515) granting a pension to Louisa 
Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H. R. 8516) for the reliefof James B, Me- 
Cubbin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, STEWART, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 8517) for the relief of 
the heirs or legal representatives of David L. Duffey, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8518) to grant a pen- 
sion to Thomas Stewart—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 8519) granting a pension to John 
Frohlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (S. 1362) for the relief of Mary B. Hook—Committee on In- 
valid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1545) for the relief of Edwin De Leon—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 2258) granting a pension to Hannah Cummins—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5106) for the relief of Squire West—Committee on In- 
valid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of Rev. B. T. Roberts and others, of Chili, 
Monroe County, New York, in favor of the repeal of all duties on sugar, 
refined and raw—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of Subordinate Union, No, 2, of the city 
of Augusta, Ga., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union 
of America—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BECK WITH: Four petitions of citizensof New Jersey, against 
alien labor on public works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
against the employment of aliens upon public works of the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CARTER: Resolution and protest of the Helena (Mont.) 
Board of Trade, relating to H. R. 304, entitled “A bill for raising rev- 
enues from the use of public lands,” etc.—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Resolutions of the Trades and Labor Assembly 
of Louisville, Ky., favoring the enforcement of the eight-hour law—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of Merriman Thompson, for reimburse- 
ment for property worth $405.80—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. CONGER: Petition of Ellsworth Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Ames, Iowa, in favor of pensions for widows and children of 
all late soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

petition of J. W. Lundy and others, of the Seventh district of 
Iowa, in favor of remonetization of silver—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. y 

Also, memorial of Farmers’ Alliance, Ellwell, Iowa, in favor of But- 
terworth bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, memorial of Wareland Monthly Meeting of Friends, Warren 
County, Iowa, against proposed expenditures for Navy and coast de- 
fenses—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution of the Iowa Legislature, asking for the passage 
of a pure-lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, in reference to duty on hops—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr, CUMMINGS: Petition of stenographers and others on behalf 
of the Lawler resolution, as to the short-hand method of spelling—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of 471 citizens of Michigan, asking 
for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of officers of Woman’s Christian Tem- 
ogres Union of the District of Columbia, for passage of House bill 

1 to prohibit manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liq- 
uor Traffic. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Memorial from Congregational churches in Ne- 
braska, for appointment of additional chaplains in the United States 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: Petition of Jeremiah Pascull, of Phillips 
County, Arkansas, for reference of his claim to the Couré of Claims un- 
der provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FLOWER: Petition of Robert Englander, president,and John 
Ruff, secretary of Subordinate Union No, 35 of New York Bricklayers 
and Masons’ Union, against employing aliens on public works of the 


_ United States—to the Committee on Labor. 


By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition for improvement of the South 
Shrewsbury River in Monmouth County, New Jersey—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: Petition of Subordinate Union No. 13 
city of Lowell, Mass,, of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International 
Union of America, for the amendment of the laws of the United States 
soas to prevent the employment of any other than citizens of the United 
States upon Government works, etc.—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Emeline M. Butler, widow of Andrew 
J. Butler, Company C, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of clerks in second-class post-oflices of Vermont—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Poetic appeal in behalf of the survivors of 
the war—to the Committee on Tnvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of 155 citizens of Knox County, Missouri, 
in favor of the remonetization of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition and papers to accompany a bill for the relief of John 
H. Mo —to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of John J. Rohlfs and 84 others, members 
of Turner Society, at Davenport, Iowa, protesting against the passage 
of any law materially changing the present naturalization or immi- 
gration laws—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, joint resolution of Iowa Legislature, praying for the repeal of 
the limitation contained in pension act of 1879—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, joint resolution of same body, praying for the immediate con- 
struction of the Hennepin Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


bors. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union, Sub- 
ordinate Union No. 3, city of Toledo, Ohio, against the employment 
of pre instead of citizens on Government works—to the Committee 
on r. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions by the postal force in 
the post-office at Dubuque, Iowa, in favor of House bills 6448 and 
6449—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions by James Butler Post, No. 220, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Iowa, Clarksville, Iowa, and Charles Payne Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Iowa, No. 141, Iowa Falls, Iowa, urging the 
Passage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ns, 


By Mr. HERMANN: Petition from citizens of Oregon, for forfeiture 
of Northern Pacific Railroad land grant between Walla Walla and Port- 
— ie so Bias ary onne on the Pacific Railroads, 

30, tizens of Wasco County, Oregon, for same purpose—to the 
CPt CMAN ARES apo of gr 

y Mr. : ts in support gran a pension 

to Ann Carr, of Vevay, Ind.—to the Committee on avait Pensions. 


By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, 

No. 2564, membership 287, State of Kansas, asking for free coinage of 
silver, for abolition of national banks, and election of United States 
Senators by a direct vote of the people—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 
Also, petition of Lydia Harris, representing 250 of the Society of 
Friends, and signed by her as clerk of said organization, Emporia, 
Kans., protesting against the passage of the Senate Naval Committee 
measure and all other measures which propose large expenditures for 
the Navy and so-called coast defenses, all of which is a menace to the 
peace of the nation in the judgment of said society—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions favoring service-pension bill, from Lynn- 
ville (Iowa) Post, Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of farmers of Tennessee, against compound 
lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Resolutions of the Farmers and Industrial Union 
of Saline County, Kansas, asking for legislation—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. NORTON: Petition of E. D. Shea and others, citizens of An- 
derson County, Missouri, praying for a service pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of W. H. Cameron and 76 others, » Praying that pensions 
may begranted all soldiers and marines who served in the Federal Army 
in the war of the rebellion who are in any respect or any degree unable 
to perform manual labor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of Nelson B. Gardner, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: Remonstrance of W. K. Lewis & 
Brotherand many others, against imposing any duty on canned lobsters— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the Philadelphia 
Board of Trade urging Congress to without delay Senate bill 2971, 
to pension Mrs. Caroline Huddell White, widow of Commodore George 
B. White, United States Navy—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition from 394 Friendsof Newburgh, Clinton 
County, Ohio, against expenditures for warlike purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY: Petitionsof Subordinate Lodge No. 8, of Connellsville, 
Pa., Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union, and of Subordinate 
Lodge No. 26, Washington, Pa., of same organization, praying that the 
laws be so amended that none but citizens of the United States shall 
be employed on Government works—to the Committee on Lubor. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Miss Musadora Wasson, Ella 
Wasson, and Frank Wasson, praying for payment of their claim of 
$30,237, or its reference to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of S. C. Hampton, administrator, for reference of claim 
to the Court of Claims under provisions of the Bowman act—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.RUSSELL: Petition of Louisa Bailey, for pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union at Tiffin, 
Ohio, against the employment of aliensinstead of citizens on Govern- 
ment works—to the Committee on Labor, 

By Mr. SNIDER: Petition of Board of Trade of Minneapolis, Minn., 
favoring the improvement of the Mississippi River between St, Paul 
and Minneapolis—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of theSociety of Friends of Minneapolis, Minn., against 
expenditures for coast defenses and for naval affairs—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Nationalist Club of Minneapolis, Minn., against 
pro settlement of the Pacific railway debt to the Government— 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the citizens of Menominee, 
Mich., relative to the position of the North American Turnerbund on 
immigration and naturalization laws—to the Select Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

- By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1281, Maple 
Landing, Iowa, Sac City, Iowa; Washington Alliance, Storm Lake, Iowa; 
Leconic, Iowa, urging the passage of House bill 5353, defining ‘‘op- 
tions,” ‘‘ futures,” and imposing penalties to lessen and prevent gam- 
bling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Protest of George Muegge and 23 others, mem- 
bers of the North American Turnerbund, protesting against the en- 
actment of laws restricting immigration—to the Select Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Petition of members of North Side Turn- 
ers’ Society of Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against proposed changes 
of immigration and naturalization laws—to the Committee on La- 
bor. 

By Mr. VENABLE: Petition of Farmers’ Alliance, Greensville 
County, Virginia, asking that national banks be allowed to loan money 
on estate—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
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By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of William Hamaker, of 
County, Alabama, praying for reference of his claim to Court 
of Claims under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Additional evidence in support of 
claim of Thomas Ridenour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, affidavits for relief of Allen Anderson, Harrison Thurmond, 
and John Garrett— to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


SENATE. 


SATURDAY, March 22, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of the Bricklayers and 
Masons’ Union No. 2, of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the passage of 
a law prohibiting the employment of aliens on Government works; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr, CULLOM presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 2, of 
Belleville, Ill., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Union of America, pray- 
ing that none but American citizens be employed on all Government 
work; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of the Bricklayers and Masons’ 
Union of La Crosse, Wis., praying that Americans be employed in 

reference to aliens on Government works; which was referred to the 
mmittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Bricklayers and Masons’ 
International Union of America, of Omaha, Nebr., praying that none 
but American citizens be employed upon Government works; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of the Bricklayers and 
Masons’ International Union of America, of Detroit, Mich., and a peti- 
tion of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, 
of Saginaw, Mich., praying for such amendment of the laws as will 
favor citizens of the United States as employés on Government works 
and excludealiens therefrom; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented six petitions of citizens of the State of New 
York, praying that the time for making application for arrears of pen- 
sion be extended; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of 238 members of the Society of 
Friends, citizens of the State of New York, remonstrating against in- 
creased expenditures for the Navy and other warlike preparations asa 
menace to the peace and security of the nation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

He also presented sundry petitions signed by numerous citizens of 
the State of New York, representing ten subordinate unions of the 
Masons’ International Union of America, praying that the present laws 
be so amended that only citizens of the United States shall be em- 
ployed on Government works; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 74 citizens of the State of New York, 
praying for the passage of House bill 3863, providing for an increase of 
compensation to letter-carriers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of Subordinate Union No. 10, 
of East Liverpool, Ohio, of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International 
Union of America, and a memorial of Subordinate Union No. 5, of 
Cleveland, Ohio, of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union 
of America, remonstrating against the employment of aliens on Goy- 
ernment works; which were referred to the Committee on*Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Subordinate Union, No. 3, of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Indian- 
apolis, Ind., praying for legislation making a discrimination against 
aliens and in favor of citizens of the United States as employés on 

ublic works; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

Abor. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of 39 citizens of Dennis, Kans., 
and the petition of Eugene B. Bisbee, of New York City, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Anderson Post, No. 45, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Smith Center, Kans., praying for the passage of the 
service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Grand Army of the Republic Post, No, 
89, of Nebraska; a petition of Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 
66, of Nebraska; a petition of Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 
17, of Nebraska, and a petition of Grand Army of the Republic Post, 
No. 95, of Nebraska, praying for the passage of Senate bill 496, to re- 
more the limitation in the payment of arrears of pensions; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of 136 residents of Titusville, Pa., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill 2607, providing for the appoint- 
ment of a commission to investigate the causes of agricultural depres- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Farmers’ Alliance of 
Hunter, N. Dak., praying for the passage of Senate bill 2607, pune 
a commission to investigate the causes of agricultural depression, 
also praying for the passage of a bill authorizing the Government to 
loan money to the people at a low rate of interest; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. REAGAN presented resolutions adopted by the Galveston (Tex. } 
Cotton Exchange in fayor of an appropriation to secure a deep-water 
harbor at Galveston; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 110 citizens of the Seventh 
Congressional district of Iowa, and a petition of 140 citizens of Winne- 
shiek Sonny Iowa, praying for the free coinage of silver; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the John Dillon Post, No. 
233, Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Marengo, 
Iowa, and a resolution adopted by the W. A. Morse Post, No. 190, De- 
partment of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Manchester, Iowa, 
praying for the of the service-pension bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of W. A. Elliott and other citizens of 
Grundy Centre, Iowa, Praying for legislation to prohibit boards of 
trade, bucket-shops, and mercantile bodies and individuals from fixing 
the value on the raw or manufactured produce of American farms by 
sales of promises of future deliveries; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of W. A. Elliott and other citizens of 
Grundy Centre, Iowa, praying for the of such laws as will pro- 
hibit the selling of promises of future deliveries of farm produce or 
stock products by those who are not the owners thereof, thereby de- 
pressing their value; which was referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of the Legislature of Washington; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Office of the Secretary of State, 

I, Allen Weir, reke i of state of the State of Washi n and custodian 
of ihe seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the 
attached instrument of writing, $ e., Senate joint memorial No. 23, asking that 
surviving soldiers of the Indian war be granted lands in the State of W: 
ton, with the original now on file in my office, and the same is a correct 
transcript therefrom and of the whole of said original. 

= Ooa (Rakin ore tay or Be set my ru and affixed the seal of 
said State, ympia, of Fe . 1890, 

[SEAL] = "ALLEN WEIR, Secretary of State. 


+ 


[Senate joint memorial No, 23.] 


To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled; 

Your Lerma ned the Legislature of the State of Washington, respectfully 
represents : 

Whereas it has ever been the custom of poremnménth, from timeimmemorial, 
to reward those who served their country in times of peril and danger and risk- 
ing their lives for the common welfare; and 

Vhereas in the = board of 1855 an Indian war broke out in the Territory of Wash- 
ington, and c paea in by all the Indian tribes of the Territory; and 

Vhereas it was tone de necessary that all able-bodied men of the set- 
tlers then in the Territory enroll themselves in military companies and go out 
and meet, fight, and put the Indians to rout, in order that this d Territory 
be saved to the United States and to the millions that will yet find here happy 
and prosperous homes; and 

Whereas the early pioneersoldiers, who ventured theirallin the pating down 
of said war, were out of their pay for many years, and when pai 
Wie par, of regulars, and this in a depreciated currency worth 40 cents on tho 

ollar : 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are requested to 
secure the passage of a bill that will give toevery man who served in afore- 
mentioned war, and who has an honorable disc! „and to their families, if 
po soldier be dead, a land warrant for 160 acres of land in the State of Wash- 


gton. 

Hoping and trusting that the subject will commend itself to the favorable 
consideration of Congress, we pray that this act of justice be done these pioneer 
a and as in duty bound, we will ever pray. 


the senate January ai, 1890, 
CHAS. E. LAUGHTON, 
President of the Senate, 
Passed the house January 22, 1890, 
. * J. W. FEIGHAN, s 
Speaker of the House. 


Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of the Legislature of Washington; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


UNITED STATES oF AMERICA, STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Office of the Secretary of State, 
I, Allen Weir, secretary of state of the State of Washington and custodian 
of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the 
attached instrument of writing, i. é, House memorial No. 14, for the relief of 
settlers under the timber-culture law, with the original now on file in my office 
oa that the same is a correct transcript therefrom and of the whole of 
original. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand ahd affixed the geal of 
said State, at Olympia, this 17th day of SoDra Se D. 1890, 
[sear] ALLEN WEIR, Secretary of Slate, 


it was only , 


MARon 22, 


[House memorial No, 14.] 


To.the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
‘nited States in Congress assembled: 


of Wi 


than they were five or six years ago; that aries settlers have made valuable 
im that on account of the failure 
of their trees to grow on such claims they are frequently subjected to tedious 
and expensive contests on account of alleged failure to comply with the pro- 
visions of the timber-culture law; that the money and r ex) in the 
. attempt to comply with the timber-culture law have been absolutely lost to the 
settler on land under the timber-culture law in a great majority of the cases 
where entries have been made thereunder, That but little of the prairie land 
of Eastern Washington is adapted to the growth of timber; that the varieties 
of timber that can grown on the land in that portion of this State are such 
as have but little value for domestic or manufacturing purposes. Therefore 
mr memorialists pray that such laws be enacted by the Congress of the United 
as will provide for the settlers on lands under the provisions of the tim- 
ber-culture law to acquire title to their land by paying to the United States the 
sum of $1.25 per acre for the land included in their entries under this law, and 
upon proof that they have complied with the provisions of law as to breaking 
land and planting and cultivating trees thereon from the time of makin, 
entry thereof up to the time of offering to make final payment therefor, as pray: 
for in this memorial; and your memorialists will ever pray. 
Passed the house January 22, 1890. 
J. W. FEIGHAN, Speaker. 
Passed the senate January 31, 1890. 
CHARLES E. LAUGHTON, President. 


Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Commercial Exchange and the 
packers of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called Edmunds inspection bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of 31 citizens of Hannibal, Mo., and a 
petition of 21 citizens of Polk County, Missouri, praying for the free 
coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the National Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, Department of Sabbath Observance, signed by 104 citi- 
zens of Missouri, praying for legislation in regard to the observance of 
the Sabbath; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 3, of To- 
ledo, Ohio, of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union; a pe- 
tition of Subordinate Union No. 20, of Tiffin, Ohio, of the Bricklayers 
and Masons’ International Union; a petition of Subordinate Union No. 
23, of Warren, Ohio, of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International 
Union ; a petition of Subordinate Union No. 5, of Cleveland, Ohio, of 
the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union; and petitions of 
Subordinate Unions Nos. 15 and 18, of Cincinnati, Ohio, of the Brick- 
layers and Masons’ International Union, praying for the enactment of 
laws that will secure to citizens of the United States the right to labor 
on Government works in preference to aliens; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union 
No. 9, of Meriden, Conn., praying that none but citizens of the United 
States be employed in the erection of United States public buildings, 
navy-yards, fortifications, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a memorial of the Pine Bluff 
(Ark.) Board of Trade, remonstrating against the of certain 
bills relating to compound lard; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial signed by the president and secretary 
of Subordinate Union No. 2 of Bricklayers and Masons’ International 
Union of America, of Little Rock, Ark., remonstrating against theem- 
ployment of foreign labor in the construction of public buildings; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of Subordinate Union No.1 of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Pensacola, 
Fla., praying that the law be so amended that none but American cit- 
izens shall be employed on Government works, and that such law be 
enforced by appropriate penalties; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the Farmers’ Union, of Saline 
County, Kansas, praying for such legislation as will protect the farm- 
ing portion of the propleseainet the beef combines and other trust com- 
panies; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Fort Scott, 
Kans., remonstrating against any changes in the duties on lead and 
silver ores from Old Mexico which will increase the impediments now 
met with in the transportation of said ores; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Post No. 464, Grand Army of the 


Republic, of Emporia, Kans., praying for the passage of the service- 
pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of John Sargent Alliance, No. 626, of 
Sylvia, Reno County, Kansas, praying for the accomplishment of the 
subtreasury plan for the free circulation of money; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of certain citizens of Cass County, Kansas, 
praying for an appropriation by Congress for the purpose of continuing 
the experiment in the manufacture of sugar from sorghum and beets; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the North American Turmerbund 
(Gymnastic Union), of Meriden, Conn., protesting against the passage 
of any and all of the measures designed to materially change the pres- 
ent national laws on immigration and naturalization; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


“Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3331) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a suitable Leste Sp a post-office and other Government offices in the 
city of Scranton, Pa.,’’ approved July 27, 1882, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2163) for the relief of the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Gerard Wood, deceased, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims; which was to. 

He also, from the Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4652) for a public building at Ash- 
land, Wis., reported it with an amendment. 

Mr, PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom wasre- 
ferred the bill (S. 751) to promote the storage of water in the Gila River, 
Arizona Territory, for the purpose of reclamation and cultivation of 
desert lands, milling, mining, mechanical, domestic, or for any other 

urpose that water is or can be used, asked to be di from 
its futher consideration, and that it be referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands; which was agreed 


to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3025) to enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to gather full and authentic information as to the present con- 
dition and preservation of the fur-seal interests of the Government in 
the region of Alaska, as compared with its condition in 1870; also full 
information as to the impending extinction of the sea-otter industry, 
and kindred lines of inqairy, etc., to report it with an amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I would like to inquire from what committee that bill 
came, what Senator reported it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether that would not be a case where the Senate might be asked to 
pas the bill at once. I understand that it is necessary that the in- 

ormation should be obtained quite early in April. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is important thatit should be considered early. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. HOAR. I think there can be no objection to considering it now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was a unanimous agreement yesterday, 
and I shall insist upon its enforcement. 

Mr. MORRILL. Perhaps the bill had better be printed and lie over 
till Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be printed and placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam directed by the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, to whom were referred the bill (S, 941) for the encour- 
agement of the cultivation of the sugar-beet and the manufacture of 
sugar therefrom, and for other p and the bill (S. 942) provid- 
ing for an appropriation for the purchase of sugar-beet seed from abroad, 
and to exempt the importation of beet-sugar machinery and such seed 
from duty, and for other purposes, to report them back with a recom- 
mendation that they be indefinitely postponed, and I report a substi- 
tute for both bills embracing the subject contained in both bills. I also 
submit a written report. 

Senate bills Nos. 941 and 942 were postponed indefinitely. 

The bill (S. 3242) for the encouragement of the cultivation of the 
sugar-beet and the manufacture of sugar therefrom, and for other pur- 
poses was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PADDOCK. As there is a question of tariff involved in this bill, 
I move the reference of it, with the report, to the Committee on Finance 
for its consideration. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask my colleague, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, whether the two 
bills indefinitely postponed by the action of the committee have been 
considered by the committee with a view of framing the idea in the 
new bill. 
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Mr. PADDOCK. Exactly. The provisions of the two bills which 


have been are See are embraced in the new bill re 

Mr. MANDERSON, Then I have no objection to the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bills. 

Mr. PADDOCK, Iam requested to state by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. JoNES] that this report from the Committee on Agricult~ 
ure and Forestry is not a unanimous report. It is a majority report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3226) to increase the appropria- 
tion for the erection of a public building at Dayton, Ohio; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 3227) granting a pension to Her- 
bert L. Grigsby; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. ' 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3228) to grant additional 
bounty to the soldiers and sailors of the late war; which was reud twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3229) granting a pension to Annie 
Draime;-which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr, ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3230) for the relief of Margaret 
M. Goddard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3231) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of George K. Otis; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3232) granting a pension to Abbie 
R, Reddington; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3233) granting a pension to John Cham- 
berlin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 3234) granting a pension to Harriet B. 
Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3235) granting a pension to Jo- 
hanna Sheld; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3236) granting a pen- 
sion to Christiana Schneider; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3237) increasing the pension of Mrs. 
Dorothea D. Yates; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3238) for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Clarksville, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3239) granting a pension to John 
Klatt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Mr, PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3240) to reduce the pay proper of 
minors enlisting in the Army; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr, BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3241) to aid in the establishment 
and temporary support of common schools; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 3243) appropriating $8,000 to St. 
Andrew’s Church, Jackson, Miss.; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5620) granting a pension to Frank Deming, Company 
F, Ninth Michigan HS tartan 

A bill (H. R. 1871) granting a pension to Sarah Meader; 

A bill ie R. 2861) for the relief of Helen E. Dewey; 

A bill (H. R. 3538) for the relief of Albert H. Emery; 

A bill (H. R. 3983) granting a pension to Samuel Sterling; 

A bill (H. R. 4028) granting a pension to Agnes Vetter; 

A bill (H. R. 4134) granting a pension to Margaret Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 4694) for the relief of Edward Haynes; 

A bill (H. R. 4868) granting a pension to Henrietta Judd; 

A bill (H. R. 5081) to pension Helen A. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 5082) to pension Polly Robinson; 

a A m H. R. 5309) to place the name of Mary Welch upon the pen- 
On-TOLL; 

A bill (H. R. 5452) granting a pension to Joseph K. Hamilton, de- 

pocen father of John E. Hamilton, late private Company D, One 
undred and third Pennsylvania Volunteers; i 


= 


A bill (H. R. 5617) ting a pension to Henry Bloomfield; 

A bill R. 6350) for the relief of Asher Post; 

A bill (H. R. 6871) for the relief of Napoleon B. McKay; 

A bill (H. R. 2849) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
John C. Frémont as a major-general in the United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 7160) papas pena a for the payment of invalid 
and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8458) authorizing the purchase of tents by the Secre- 
tary of War, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 105) to continue in force an act author- 


The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
To) for the relief of the owners, officers, and crew of the British bark 
ce. 


The message further announced that the House had passed the con- 
current resolution of the Senate of the 12th instant for the printing and 
binding of 5,000 extra copies of the report of the United States Coast 
and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 856) to amend section 
1 and section 9 of an act entitled “‘ An act to authorize the Denison and 
Washita Valley Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved July 
1, 1889, asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr, PERKINS, Mr. McCorp, and Mr. HARE 
the managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H, R. 4975) providing for the appoint- 
ment of an assistant general superintendent and a chief clerk, railway 
mail service, now on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read at length for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, éte., That the Postmaster-General may appoint, and va to 
duty, one assistant general superintendent, railway mail service, who be 

ida sa of $3,000 per year, and one chief clerk of railway mail service, to 

employed in the Post-Oftice Department, who shall be paid $2,000 per year, 
said assistant general superintendent and chief clerk to be also paid their neo- 
essary and actual expenses while traveling on the business of the Department, 
The salaries and expenses of these officers shall be paid out of the appropriation 
for the transportation of mail on railways. 

Mr. SAWYER, I will state to the Senate that the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads have reported a bill verbatim with this, 
which is on the Calendar, and is Calendar No, 600. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there any report? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no written report. 

Mr. SAWYER. The railway mail service has really become out- 
grown. There has been no enlargement of the force since 1882, and it 
is really necessary to have this additional assistance to make the service 
efficient. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there any estimate from the head of the Post- 
Office Department? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, sir; there is an estimate here. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read, 

Mr. SAWYER. It will cost $5,000. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no estimate among the papers 
with the bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. The estimate is with Senate bill 2424, which is 
Order of Business No. 600. It should be in the report of the commit- 
tee on that bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask that the communication may be read. 

The CRS aES ENE. It will be read as soon as the clerks can 
obtain i 

Mr. SAWYER. The Calendar number of the bill is 600 and the esti- 
mate is with the report from the committee on that bill. ' 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill does not seem to have any report ac- 
companying it. z 

Mr. SAWYER. There was a letter from the Department. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Without displacing this bill at all, and I do not 
wish to interfere with it, I hope the Calendar will be proceeded with, 
and when the papers come in this can be called up. 

Mr. SAWYER. Very well; I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the Calendar be proceeded with in reg- 
ular order under the eighth rule. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN DIEGO, CAL. 


Tie VICE-PRESIDENT. The first bill on the Calendar will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1264) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at San Diego, Cal. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 


2517- 


2518 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


Marcu 22, 


bill, which had been reported from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: 


rected to acquire, by pu , con 
thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 


is hereby aj riated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United 
Treasury aor aherwies appro! riated. 

for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
ad ent in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest mla- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in mse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
prn by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 

said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of hisrecommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said proposed sites, 

es n consideration of said report and accompanying papers: the Secretary 
of Aten shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such othersas the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as Hasetabebors provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the ‘Secretary 

thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be e s 

The SOARED of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but the same shal! not exceed $5 per day and actual ssi pey ace 
poas: Provided, however, the member of said commission appointed from 

e Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the appropriation herein madeas = be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. 

Eo much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, a Peerage and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available 
immediately upon the Soprere by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, rr as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building sl be vested in the 

nited States nor until the State of California shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administra- 
tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said siteshall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the ptedicgee Archi- 
tect and ved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the the In- 
terior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said Specouets ion shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
bay ey heer and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shali be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the committee. 

on INGALLS. What is the amount appropriated in the amend- 
ment 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Three hundred thousand dollars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that San Diego, when I was there, 
was quite a small place. I suppose it has grown somewhat since then, 
but-I think that that amount is rather out of proportion to the sums 
allowed for such buildings in most of the cities in which they have 
been appropriated for. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Ohio will permit mea moment, 
I call the attention of the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] to 
the fact that the Senator from Ohio is submitting some observations 

ing the public-building bill for San Diego, Cal., which perhaps 
he ought to hear. ; 

- Mr. SHERMAN. Iecall for an explanation of the necessity for so 
large an appropriation as $300,000 for San Diego. As I said, I was in 
San Diego at one time, and while it is an important port it did not ap- 

to me to be a place where avery large and expensive public build- 
Tee angi necessarily be required to be constructed. However, the 
circumstances may havechanged. The usual appropriation for the mod- 
ern class of public buildings where post-offices, ete., are provided for is 
$100,000. If there is any special reason*why the amount in this case 
should be $300,000, I should like to know it. 

Mr. STANFORD. San Diego is a rapidly growing place, with now, 
I think, about 40,000 inhabitants. Itisaportof entry; and this build- 
ing is designed to accommodate not only the post-office, but the custom- 
house and internal-revenue offices. The appropriation, I think, is no 
larger, in fact hardly as large as is PUARE made to accommodate 
that amount of business. I think it is entirely in harmony with the 


general appropriations for this purpose. 
Mr. INGALLS, 


of the Treasury 


Can the Senator from California inform us how 
many other public buildings have been provided for in California at 
this session of Congress and the amount appropriated? 

Mr. STANFORD. No, sir; I do not know that I can. None have 
been provided for except where they were needed. 


Mr. INGALLS. Ishould like to beable to ascertain myself whether 
they are needed in my judgment; and if the Senator can inform us 
what appropriations have been made and for what towns, we should 
then be able to ascertain whether they were needed or not, and vote 
intelligently. 

Mr. STANFORD. I suppose that in each particular case the reports 
show the business to be accommodated, and from that the Senator and 
the Senate can judge the appropriation that is required. 

Mr, INGALLS. - The Senator is chairman, as I understand, of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. There is a generalcom- 
plaint in the press of the country that the appropriations provided by 
that committee have been exorbitant, that they have been extravagant, 
that buildings have been provided for where they were not needed. 
We are here to-day for the purpose of considering the bills upon the 
Calendar. I address an interrogatory to the Senator, who is the chair- © 
man of that committee, and he very curtly replies that by consulting 
the reports I shall be able to satisfy myself. Irespectfully submit that 
as the chairman of the committee we are entitled to have him give in- 
formation upon matters of public importance before we are called upon 
to vote so large a sum as $300,000 for a place no larger than San Diego. 
I therefore repeat my request for information as to the number of 
places in California for which public buildings have been provided at 
this session of Congress and the amount appropriated for each. 

Mr. STANFORD. I have given the Senator the best information in 
my power. Iam not able to carry in my mind what appropriations 
have been made, and therefore I referred him to the reports. If he 
wants a detailed statement, I can get it in a little time by calling on 
the clerk of the committee; but I can not giveit from my recollection. 

Mr. BATE. Will theSenatortalka little louder? Wecan not hear 
him on this side. 

Mr. STANFORD. I have nothing further to say, 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I desired was to have some general rule ap- 
plied to these cases. We are erecting three or four public buildings in 
the State of Ohio, but I believe $100,000 is the largest sum allowed in 
those cases, and for towns of greater population than San Diego. It 
may be that local reasons can be given why a larger building ought 
to be erected at San Diego than in the city of Dayton, the city of 
Springfield, and many large cities in the State of Ohio, with fifty, sixty, 
or seventy thousand inhabitants. All I want is that there should be 
what would be called in common parlance a fair divide, the same con- 
sideration under the same circumstances, and that the same rnleshould 
be applied by the committee to other towns. I do not want to inter- 
fere with local matters in California. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Whai is the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. STANFORD. I suggest that the bill lie over until Monday, 
when I shall be prepared to give general information on the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. Before it goes over I should like to put an interroga- 
tory to the Senator from Calfornia, which is suggested by the last re- 
mark of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to say a word on the bill before it goes 
over. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask whether the committee do not proceed in all 
these matters upon a general rule, having regard to the kind of busi- 
ness done at the place, the amount of that business, and the popula- 
tion of the town, and whether there has been any favoritism in that 
committee to one section over another or one place over another, so far 
as the Senator knows, 

Mr. STANFORD. None at all, to my knowledge. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, I desire to say a few words in regard to 
this matter. Whether the appropriation proposed for San Diego is too 
large or not, it is manifestly not affected by the amount which has been 
appropriated for other public buildings in California. The Senator 
from California, who is entirely familiar with the situation, brought 
to the attention of the committee facts which, in detail, Ido not now 
recall, which satisfied the committee, in connection with the report of 
the Treasury Department, that this appropriation was none too large. 
The place is one of consequence, rapidly growingin importance. The 
price which would necessarily be paid for a site there, we were told by 
the Senator from California, who is chairman of the committee, and we 
had reason to believe from the present prices of real estate, would ab- 
sorb a considerable portion of this appropriation. There is there not 
only the post-office business, but there is the business of the collector 
of customs, and I believe of internal revenue also, and land offices. 
San Diego is within 15 miles of the Mexican border, and is a place in 
its relation to the customs collection of considerable importance. 

We were also informed by the chairman of the committee that the 
cost of construction of a building in that region, built of the material 
necessary to be used in the construction of a building like this, is 
greater than in most other parts of the country. 

‘The committee endeavored to make the appropriation only adequate 
to the necessities of the Government, having reference to the situation, 
and whatever may be said of the appropriations recommended by the 
committee generally (and we have not left Kansas out) it will be found 
that in no case have we recommended a larger sum than the 
ury Department estimated to be necessary in order to construct & proper 
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building for the necessities of the Government, present and prospect- 


ive. 

It may be that the newspapers have called attention to the fact that 
many appropriations were being made for public buildings, and have 
exp’ the opinion that some of them were somewhat extravagant; 
but we have, I think, in no event reported any larger appropriation 
than the Senators from the State urgently asked the SRE s to ap- 
propriate, and where their judgment coincided with the judgment of 
the Treasury Department and with the general information which the 
committee could obtain upon the subject we have felt that it was proper 
to report the appropriations. Wehave given to each case careful exami- 
nation and have reduced the sum in many cases. Itisa hard com- 
mittee to serve on. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, having been in San Diego within the 
past four or five months, I think it perhaps not entirely inappropriate 
that I should say a few words upon this subject. 

One of the difficulties which we meet with in doing justice by places 
in the matter of public buildings is that this country is getting so large 
that no man can comprehend it or the needs of its various sections, 
When we speak of San Diego or Los Angeles it has little more signifi- 
cance as being a part of the country to people who live upon the At- 
lantic coast than if we talked about the Cape of Good Hope or Panama; 
we scarcely realize that it isin our country. A very remarkable and 
somewhat suggestive illustration of that came to my notice within the 
past week. A gentleman from Brunswick, Ga., came to see me with 
reference to the great needs of that place in respect to river and harbor 
improvements, and made out a very strong case. I suggested to him 
that other portions of the country made out as cases as he did, 
and asked him if he knew anything about the Sault Ste. Marie and 
the Hay Lake Channel. ‘‘ Why,” said he, ‘“‘Sault Ste, Marie! Where 
is that?’’ I suppose the citizens living in the section of the country 
about Sault Ste. Marie and tributary to that would have asked the 
same question about Brunswick. We may as well understand that we 
have got a great country and that it has great needs. 

With reference to San Diego it has been said that itis a very impor- 
tant place. Itisanimportant harbor. The business there is rapidly 
increasing and is going rapidly to increase. The place is growing rap- 
idly. The universal experience has been that when public buildings 
have been appropriated for in the rapidly growing Western towns before 
they are completed it is found that the amount appropriated is entirely 
inadequate. We went from San Diego up to Los Angeles, and we found 
there a building partially constructed for a post-office and I do not know 
what other uses of the Government, and the work upon it had been 
stopped because it was so utterly inadequate for the city as it then was 
that it was better not to complete the construction of it than to com- 
plete it. 

The southern district of California, since the last apportionment of 
Representatives in Congress, has so increased in population that Gen- 
eral VANDEVER represents now a population of about 500,000, possibly 
exceeding 500,000 people. While it may seem that $300,000 is quite 
a sum to appropriate for a city the size of San Diego, with 35,000 or 
40,000 inhabitants, if the past is to be repeated during the next ten 
years the aouo prjenon will not be large enough by the time the build- 

is comple 

felt perhaps that as an Eastern man, having been in that section 
recently, it was only right that I should speak of this as it struck my 
observation at the time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to be informed by the chairman of 
the committee whether I am correct in supposing that this building is 
to be for the use of the custom-house, the collector of internal revenue, 
and the land office as well. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from California will permit me to 
answer that question, I should like to say in regard to this bill that it 
was first introduced appropriating $200,000 for a public building at 
San Diego. As I said, there are there a land office, a custom-house, 
also a collector of internal revenue, and the committee sent in this 
case, as it does in all others, the bill to the Supervising Architect of 
the Department for his report first as to the necessity for the 
erection of a public building at San Diego, and next his estimate as to 
the cost of it. I hold in my hand his letter. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 5, 1890. 
Sm: In response to letter dated December 24, from your committee, which 
requested such information as I may have and my opinion in regard to the ad- 
visability of Senate bill 1264, introduced December 16, 1889, b yn to provide 
for the uisition of a site and the erection thereon ofa publ c building for the 
accommodation of the “post-o custom-house, inte venue office, and 
other Government offices” in San Diego, Cal., at a cost not to exceed $200,000, 1 
sari vee ater oh dated k7 i Seep e A addressed to this office by the h 
py of a report da! january office e honor- 
able the Postmaster-General. 
Copy of a report dated January 16, 1890, addressed to this office by the post- 
masterat San Diego, Cal, 
tink de a report dated December 24, 1889, addressed to this office by the Com- 
Co Sr areoen watt cl dated J: 8, 1890, addressed to this offi 
ofa re nclosu: an % office 
by the collectar of customs of Bass Diego, Caen 
Copy of astatement dated December 26, 1889, made to this office by the Deputy 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 
Copy of a report dated December 26, 1889, addressed to this office by the deputy 


collector of internal revenue at San Francisco, Cal., in regard to the internal- 
revenue business in San Diego, Cal. 


ee of all these reports were sent to and considered by the com- 


pers above cited, in con- 

ets go the data received, I 
and sere 

high, wi 


, Or 
proposed by said bill namely, 
‘ord proper accommodations for the present pales 
pective needs of the Government offices to be located therein, and that bill 
should erry oe rahe after being modified so as to fix the limit of cost at $500,000 

By reference to office letter dated March 22, 1888, addressed to you in connec- 
tion with Senate bill 1804, introduced during the last session of Con; it will 
be observed that the question of the necessity for a public building at San Diego, 
pore has heretofore received the consideration of Congress and the attention of 

‘office. $ 


Respectfully, yours, 


JAS. H. WINDRIM, Supervising Architect. . 


So that the Treasury Department recommended that the appropria- 
tion be increased from $200,000 to $500,000, and the committee, look- 
ing the ground all over, concluded to add only $100,000 to the bill, so 
that it falls $200,000 short of the recommendation of the Treasury De- 

tment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, it is entirely unnecessary to 
add anything to what we have heard from the reading of theletterjust 
presented by the Senator from Wisconsin, but I desire to add a word in 
behalf of this committee, of which I am nota member. Iam nota 
member of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, but Ihave 
had occasion now and then to represent to the members of that com- 
mittee the necessity of bills providing for the erection of public build- 
ings in the State of Iowa, I never have been able to get favorable ac- 
tion on those bills from that committee without showing them good 
reasons for a report in favor of the building pro: In all my inter- 
course with the committee in respect to such bills I have found them 
particularly careful not to exceed the demands of the public service in 
recommending appropriations, and therefore I am quite content asa 
member of the Senate to take their recommendation in this case, and 
give San Diego $300,000, being $200,000 less than the Treasury Depart- 
ment seems to think will be necessary for a proper building for the ac- 
commodation of the public business there. 

I hope the request of the Senator from California that the bill may 
go over until Monday may be withdrawn and that we may have action 
on it now, being satisfied, as Ihave already intimated, that the recom- 
mendation of the committee is not in excess of the demands of the 
public service. 

Mr. MORGAN. I unfortunately have heard but very little of the 
debate about this bill, and I may restate something that some other 
Senator has already laid before the body; but it occurs to me that if 
there is any criticism to be made upon this appropriation at allit is that 
it is not adequate. 

San Diego about six years ago had probably 3,000 inhabitants, or 
perhaps not exceeding 4,000. It is estimated now that it has 35,000 or 
40,000 inhabitants. Whoever goes there and observes the amount of 
money invested in San Diego within this limited period will be utterly 
surprised at the extension of American enterprise and industry. The 
houses are built on a magnificent scale, The city surrounding that 
beautiful harbor issomething to excite the pride of an American citizen. 

It is the southwestern outpost of the United States. The harbor 
itself is one not only of great convenience and sufficient depth of water 
to admit, I think, the very largest draught of steamers or ships that 
are in the Pacific Ocean freely, but it is perfectly landlocked. The 
promontory lying just north of the entrance of that bay is the highest 
and bas upon it the highest light-house, except one, in the world, and 
navigators of the Pacific Ocean are more indebted to the United States 
for keeping a light there than perhaps at any other point on that long 
trend of coast, about 900 miles in length, that belongs to the State of 
California. 

I have observed it very recently. A company have brought a large 
tide I may say of water from the mountains along to the southeast of 
San Diego about 30 or 35 miles in what are called flumes in California, 
and some of the structures over which they bring that water are 700 
or 800 feet long and 80 feet high on trestles, and they are irrigating the 
country as they go and making it to have a degree of fertility and pro- 
ductive power which is almost inconceivable. 

The country in the vicinity of San Diego when irrigated as it is be- 
ing irrigated by the unparalleled enterprise of the ree agi California— 
for their enterprise is really unparalleled—will be one of the finest wine- 
growing regions in the United States and one of the finest regions for 
the production of all the tropical and semi-tropical fruits. 

Besides, there are large mining industries in that vicinity in gold 
and silver. But beyond and above and better than all there is being 
manufactured in San Diego a large amount of very excellent iron 
and iron products wrought up into various articles of commerce; and 
not more than 7 or 8 miles below San Diego, lying upon the Pacific 
coast and within our territory, there are vast bluffs of real Bessemer ore 
that are waiting there to be developed, and I received a letter from a 
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friend of mine in San Diego within a few days, informing me of the 
establishment of a large iron industry in connection with these ores. 

I say it is our southwestern outpost. It lies at the head of the Gulfof 
California, and the relations between the people of Southwestern Cali- 
fornia and those of Mexico in the la of Lower California and 
along down the Gulf of California are to be not only intimate, but ex- 
tremely profitable. f 

Itisa wonderful country from the head of the Gulfof California down 
to Guaymas, on the eastern side of that coast, and we can not be too 
alert or too active in making preparation for the accommodation of a 

amount of commerce and a great population in that region. 

a Southern man, I feel a very decided interest in it because that 
is the true Pacific port of the Southern States. From Arizona clearon 
to the east railroads already run there, and there are two large systems 
of railroads centering at San Diego. To my mind it is one of the most 
promising of all the American situations for future enterprise and 
strength, and we do not know how soon we may need it in a good many 
particulars, It isa mighty good place at which to put up fortifications, 
a good place to look to, and we ought not to neglectit. It is quite as 
important upon that southwestern border, perhaps, as the great State of 
Washington on the northwest and its sea-port towns in that direction, 
which we have so joyfully welcomed into the United States within a 
recent date. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President — 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I wish to 
state the growth of the customs business at San Diego in ten years. 
$511 om there was collected in customs there $16,913.25, and in 1888, 

1,937. 

Mr. STANFORD. I ask the Senator from Oregon to yield to me for 
a moment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. . 

Mr. STANFORD. I only wish to withdraw the su n I made 
to have the bill lie over. The explanations which have been made 
seem to be so full and complete that I do not think it necessary that 
the bill should lie over, eat I hope it will be acted upon now. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr, President, it ought to be understood by the Sen- 
ate and by the people of the United States that the Pacific coast is be- 
coming an important part of the United States, an important factor in 
our prosperity. If you will look at the map you will see that the State 
of California has a coast-line on the Pacific Ocean of over 1,000 miles. 
Tt contains an area of over 158,000 square miles. Aside from the Bay 
of San Francisco, San Pedro Harbor and San Diego Harbor are the 
principal harbors on the California coast. 

Mr. FRYE. Let me call the attention of the Senator to this: The 
only two natural harbors on the whole Pacific coast are San Diego and 
San Francisco. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is correct. 

Mr. FRYE. They are the only two natural harbors, 

Mr. DOLPH. San Pedro is an open roadstead and unprotected. 
The commerce of the Pacific coast, or I should say of California, will 
be mainly carried on through San Francisco Harbor and the harbor at 
San Diego. 

As has been said, this bill provides for a building for the accommo- 
dation of a custom-house as well as a post-office and an office for the 
collector of internal revenue. I can nots from my own knowl- 
edge as to the number of inhabitants, but I do know, from the location 
of the city and the nature of the country and from what I have learned 
from others, that San Diego is a place of great prospective commercial 
importance. 

Now, it seems to me that it is a bad time to call a halt in regard to 
these public-building bills upon this measure. A number have been 
passed here without opposition upon the recommendation of the com- 
mittee, and others are to follow. ‘The money is in the Treasury, and 
there is no way in which it can be better expended in the interest of 
the publie than for necessary public buildings; norought that question 
of necessity for a public building to be determined by the population 
ofthe town. If this matter of appropriating money for public build- 
ings is a mere process of dividing the surplus in the Treasury among 
the States and the towns, then it would be; but the question ought to 
be what is the present and prospective public business of the place where 
it is proposed to erect a public building. 

We seem to be as sensitive to newspaper criticism about what we 
are to do as the mercury is to the changesof the weather. The news- 
papers have never undertaken to discuss, so far as I know, any partic- 
ular public building, and, if they did, perhaps they could give us no 
better information in regard to it than the Secretary of the Treasury 
or the Supervising Architect. Take the case of Portland, where a pub- 
lie building is needed. At four different Congresses the Senate has 
passed a bill providing for an additional public building at Portland, 
and in other quarters the same objection has been made as to the pop- 
ulation of that city. The city of Portland is the principal port of en- 
try between San Francisco and Puget Souud, a distance of nearly a 
thousand miles. To-day the United States are paying $12,000 annual 
rent for public offices outside of the present public building; and the 
business of the ffice and the business of the custom-house are 
crowded into insufficient space, which has been a matter of complaint 


for years. Before the new public building see) pork be erected the 
Government will be compelled to pay annually more for office rent 
than the interest would amount to upon the sum asked for the con- 
struction of a building. 

Then, as a matter of economy, in the interest of the public welfare, 
wherever these buildings are needed they should beerected. Insome 
towns where only a post-office is needed it may be cheaper to rent, but 
even there, in my judgment, it would be better for the United States to 
om own building. I know of cases where the United States is 
0 o 

Te VIOT RES T. The time of the Senator from Oregon has 
exp 

Mr. DOLPH. I hopeI may be allowed to finish my remarks. I 
shall conclude in a moment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator’s 
time may be extended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. : 

Mr, DOLPH. I know of cases on the Pacific coast where the Gov- 
ernment ought to erect buil to-day, where the Department can se- 
cure one rent free for a post-office, but how? To satisfy some faction 
of the patrons the post-office is dragged away from the center of the 
town to some inconvenient location to create a boom in real estate or 
in business, and there is often a controversy when a postmaster is to 
be appointed, before the Department and before the committees of the 
Senate, which is over the location of the office rather than the candi- 
dates, and the postmaster is appointed sometimes with reference to the 
site where the post-office is to be located rather than in regard to his 
fitness for the position. 

i $0 DAMIS ONANAN CARNE tt be DLEA anit is orgie be a: 

ublic bui ought to i t ought to be un- 
seated by the American ple that the appropriations which are 
being proposed by the two Houses of Congress are proposed in the in- 
terest of economy, in the interest of the public welfare. It is proposed 
to construct the buildings now when there is money in the Treasury, 
but only where they are needed; at least, so far I know, on the c 
oe ee have been authorized except where they are absolutely 
n ; 

Mr. TELLER. A few days since I sent to the Supervising Archi- 
tect for a list of the various towns which have been favored with pub- 
lic buildings, with the population of each and the cost of the respective 
buildings. In the few minutes allotted to me, I shall not go into that 
statement except to say that I have discovered by going over the list 
= Koil section of the country called the West has been very largely 
neg . 

Mr. INGALLS, That is a very important document, and I hope 
that the Senator from Colorado will be allowed sufficient time to have 
it properly prened: 

Mr. TELLER. I could not analyze itin a few minutes, but if Sen- 
ators desire I will have it printed when I get through with my re- 
marks, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed as a separate document. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why not print it in the RECORD? 

Boss TELLER. It might be printed as a separate document, if that 
proper. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the better way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to print will be made. The 

per will be printed as a separate document, if there be no objection. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to remark, Mr. President, in regard to what 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] said about the growth of 
this country that we do not realize its rapid growth. For instance, in 
the statement before me, I find the population of Minneapolis put down 
in 1880 at 46,887, and I am assured by the Senator from Minnesota 
who sits nearest me [Mr. WASHBURN] that it is practically now 200,- 
000. I take the population of Denver, which in 1870 was 4,759, and 
in 1880 35,629, and the people there claim that they now have 150,- 
000 population. I do not know whether that is accurate or not, but it 
is probably a large estimate. Certain it is, however, that the popula- 
tion of Denver largely exceeds 100,000, and propably it will reach to 
the neighborhood of what is claimed. 

Now, I just want to detail to the Senate our experience with the pub- 
lie building in that city. ‘The first bill limited the cost of the building 
to $300,000. Subsequently I obtained on two different occasions in- 
creased appropriations, until the whole amount stands now $635,000. 
Recently the Post-Office Department was compelled to abandon the 
building they were occupying and to get another. A few days before 
I left home to attend this session of Congress the postmaster took me 
through this building, which contained an area on the floor, if I recol- 
lect aright, of some 10,000 square feet, and showed me the crowded 
condition of the post-office, so that it was impossible to do business, all 
portions of it cluttered up with a crowd of men and mail matter, etc. 

On examination, I find that the area in the new building, which is 
not yet completed and will not be for a year or two, is a trifle less than 
the present office; so that by the time the public are able to get in to 
the new building it will be sosmall that it will be of no value for post- 
office purposes. It is not wise for us to erect public buildings of thas 
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class in growing communities. I introduced a bill a few years ago to 
erect a publie building in a town called Puebloin my State, which then 
had a population of about five thousand or perhaps six or seven thou- 
sand. ‘There was also a court held there, as well as a United States 
land office and an internal revenue office. It was necessary to have a 
public building there, and a bill has passed the Senate twice and gone 
to the other House and failed. The limit was then put at $200,000. 
I find the Architect says it will take $450,000. Instead of there being 
five or six thousand people there, the population now is about twenty 
or twenty-five thousand, and the town is rapidly growing, sothatinafew 
years there will be 50,000 people there. If we proceed upon the idea 
that we are appropriating for towns of 25,000 now and get a building 
ample for them, in five years in that Western country you will need 
doublethe amount of room. Probably in Denver when the new public 
building shall be accepted, we shall be looking for other buildings, 
and the actual condition of affuirs will necessitate eventually and very 
soon an appropriation for a post-office separate and distinct from the 
public buildings we have provided for. 

That is all I desire to say now. I submit the statement to which I 
have alluded, so that it may be printed. 

Mr. HEARST. Mr. President, I am sorry that any one objects to 
this bill. 

No doubt it appears a little strange to some to see Senators standing 
up here and claiming something for California. 

I desire to inform the Senate that my State has been sadly neglected 
in the past, perhaps more on account of the neglect of our representa- 
tives in making known our wants than from any intention on the part 
of the General Government to do us an injustice. 

I say this because in my conversation with the representatives from 
the various States of this nation I find a disposition on their part to 
grant us anything we may ask withinreason. This is not strange, for 
our State is made up in part from every State and Territory of this 
Union, and is destined to be the health and pleasure-seeking resort of 
America. 

Mr. President, we have been a State for nearly forty years, and we 
have only one post-office building and that is in San Francisco, It has 
to be propped up to keep it from falling. It is built on piles near the 
water front, is entirely outside the center of population, totally unfit 
and wholly inadequate to the wants of our present population, which 
is now about 400,000. 

Mr. President, I feel this is a di to the Government and to the 
city of San Francisco, where I have the honor to reside, You can 
pardon me for feeling thus when you reflect or call to mind the fact 
that California has contributed tothe national Treasury from its various 
sources of revenue from twelve to fourteen million dollars annually dur- 
ing ourexistenceasaState. Wehavedonemorethanall this. Wehave 
dug out of the earth by our energy and enterprise twelve hundred mill- 
ions of gold, thereby creating that much additional wealth that went into 
circulation as money, increasing property values from 100 to 300 per 
cent., and, further, we enabled the Government to pay its balances in 
gold by furnishing them forty or fifty millions a year ata time when it 
was most needed. 

Mr. President, I am very glad indeed to know that so many distin- 
guished Senators have visited my State within the last year, which in 
part accounts for their friendly assistance to this bill. 

All the Senators who have spoken have visited California within the 
last year, except the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin, Senator 
Spooner. Heisa member of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and is well informed on this bill, as he is upon all subjects he 
discusses in the Senate. 

I traveled with these distinguished Senators all over my State. We 
rode together on the beautiful bay of San Diego, and were thus afforded 
an opportunity of seeing its magnificent harbor, also the beautifal and 
growing city of San Diego, with its population of 30,000. 

I found upon examination that the postal receipts of San Diego, 
within the last ten years, had grown from practically nothing to the 
handsome sum of $60,000 annually, the customs receipts reaching up 
into hundreds of thousands yearly, and the population steadily increas- 
ing. It is also rapidly becoming a great railroad center. 

- Mr. President, the Senate will remember that there are but two har- 
bors where ships can be safely loaded in bad weather in Central and 
Lower California, San Francisco and San Diego, San Francisco being 
500 or 600 miles north. Of course you can unload ships along the coast 
in many places if the weather is pleasant and the water calm. 

This beautiful harbor from which at least 500,000 people get their 
coal and supplies—— 

Mr. MORGAN, Where does this coal come from? : 

Mr. HEARST. From Australia, and is landed there in great quan- 
tities. 

It is on the border near Mexico, and it therefore becomes important 
as a military post. 

Mr. President, we only ask the modest sum of $300,000 to purchase 
a site and erect a building for a post-office, custom-house, and other 
public uses fora city destined to become one of the largest cities on 
the Pacific coast, ° 

Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puan] said the other 


day that he was the silent man of the Senate. Sir, I am the silent 
man, and I do not intend that he shall take my place. [Laughter.] 
While I am up I want to say that we intend to present our claims to 
the Senate for public buildings at this session, and to present them for 
cities all over my State that are justly entitled tothem. We intend to 


do it honestly. We do not intend to ask for $300,000 and but . 
$100,000. We expect to get every dollar we ask. We will show in 
every case that we are entitled to it. 

We shall prove the amount asked for in every instance is not exor- 
bitant by every Senator who honored our State by his presence, and 
thank ess there are a goodly number, among whom are several 
of the oldest and ablest men in this body. 

Mr. President, I shall ask for a post-office building for San Fran- 
cisco, to take the place of the dilapidated old rookery you have there 
now. I expecta good one, and want a large sum of money for it. 

I shall one for the beautiful city of San José, called the Garden 
City, situated in the heart of the magnificent Santa Clara Valley. 7 
I have asked you to increase the appropriation heretofore made for 
Los Angola, the metropolis of Southern California, a city we are all 

proud of. 

I have asked that a public building be given to the city of Oakland, 
the Brooklyn of California. 

I have asked an increase in the appropriation for a public building 
in Sacramento, the capital of our State, a railroad center, situated in 
the heart of the Sacramento Valley. 

I have asked that Stockton, situated in the midst of as fine an agri- 
cultural country as you will find in the world, be given a public building. 

I ask that these appropriations be made because of the importance of 
these cities, and because their receipts to the Government and their 
rapidly increasing business and population justly entitle them to it, 

‘We have other cities that may claim your attention hereafter. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator from California will allow me to 
interrupt him. 

Mr. HEARST. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I can vouch for everything he says in relation to 
Ba San Francisco post-office. I think that post-office is a. disgrace to 
the city. 

Mr. HEARST. I thank the Senator from Oregon for his interru 
tion and gl his very truthful remarks; everybody who has seen it will 

with us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from California will be allowed 
to proceed by unanimons consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears 
mee: and the Senator from California has unanimous consent to pro- 


Mr. HEARST. Never mind. Letuspassthe bill. Iwillhaveample 
opportunity to speak on other appropriations that I shall ask for Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, it is quite unfortunate that this de- 
bate has sprung up over this particular bill—— 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator yield to mea moment? TheSen- 
ator from Ohio has called to my attention the fact that the list I sub- * 
mitted has been already published in another document, and therefore 
I ask consent to withdraw the statement. s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to print will be withdrawn. 

Mr. DAWES. If the debate were confined to the propriety of a 
public building at this place, I do not think any Senator os has any 
knowledge of the locality and of the present condition of the city of 
San Diego would have a moment’s doubt. I think of all the appro- 
priations for public buildings that have come before the Senate there 
is hardly one that is more justified than this one. San Diego is one of 
three most important, if not the only, harbors upon the Pacifie coast. 
There may be others, smaller ones of minor importance, but there are 
three great points on the Pacific coast, one at the extreme southwest, 
hea is San Diego, one at San Francisco, and the third on Puget 

und. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And Portland, Oregon. 

Mr. DAWES. Portland, Oregon, unfortunately, is not on the coast, 
although it is quite important. Our justification fora public building 
at that place will be readily seen by any one who has been there. But 
the debate has taken a wider range and I think that there is occasion 
for us to consider more carefully how far we shall extend these public 
buildings; that they have got to go more largely West and less to the 
East. Those of us who live in the East are compelled to admit that 
nothing so amazes an Eastern man as traveling West and seeing the 
immense development there which carries along with it all these a 
propriations. But the difficulty of action on public-building bills is that 
they appear to go more largely upon the idea of partition than any- 
thing else. Iam not chiding this committee. It is like all the com- 
mittees that have preceded it and all committees of appropriations of 
every kind. It is a most difficult thing for a committee of appropria- 
tions to lose sight of the idea of partition and confine itself to the ab- 
solute merits of each item submitted, without regard to anything else. 

Iremember when I was upon the Committee on Appropriations in 
the other House I met an appropriation of $300,000 put upon a bill by 
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the Senate, by a Senator whose only support of it was that that was his 
share, that he had not had anything during the session,and if he could 
have that he would consider it his share. I do not speak of that as 
anything particular, an g special as to that Senator, but that idea 
seems to run through our EOK aneks and is the element of all 
others the most difficult to deal wi 

If a certain amount, considering the receipts and expenditures of this 
Government, should be set apart for publie buildings’as the proper 
amount to be appropriated, and then this committee, understanding 
that they could not go beyond that limit, must determine the merits of 
particular cases, rather than a distribution in the light of a partition, 
they would accomplish a great good, they would do what no other com- 
mittee before them have every been able to do; but it is what the 
country needs and it is what we must have or else there will be just 
ground for criticism upon our appropriations. 

‘The same remark applies to the river and harbor bill, and it applies 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and especially to these appropri- 
ations for public buil more thanallothers. Every member in the 
House and every Senator feels as if he has not done his duty to those 
whom he specially represents unless he has had hisshare. I have tha! 
feeling as much as any other Senator or any Member perhaps, and I du 
not with any view of undertaking to lecture the committee upou 
which I have been a member myself, and on other committees of like 
duties where I haye experienced the difficulty as well as the tempta- 
tion, I wish it were possible for us to distribute so much of the re- 
ceipts of this Government as can be appropriated to public buildings 
just where they are most needed. I think of all the localities that have 
this session been brought before us for a public building, that is as 
much needed as any other one. 

Mr. STANFORD. Mr. President, as the good faith of the commit- 
tee, I think, has been brought in question, I want to say that so faras 
my knowledge goes I have never seen or heard asingle member attempt 
to obtain anything for his locality, excepting he based it upon the pub- 
lic needs. The committee always makes that the prominent and con- 
trolling consideration in determining what they shall appropriate, and 
not whether the location is in this State or in that, and the history of 
the committee will bear me out in this statement. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I believe I have forfeited my right 
to , but for the purpose of saying one additional word I will move 
to indefinitely postpone the bill, and I will subsequently withdraw 
that motion. 

In what I said about this appropriation there was no question of the 
good faith of the committee, nor of its industry or its devotion to the 
public welfare, but there is a vague impression in the public mind— 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] says ‘‘not very vague, 
either,” and I will accept that amended suggestion—there is a very 
decided impression in the public mind, and one that I have derived, 
notwithstanding the anathemas of the Senator from Oregon, by read- 
ing the newspapers, that appropriations in the river and harbor bill 
and appropriations for public buildings, like osculation, go by favor, 
and that in various instances large appropriations have been made for 
which there was no rey reason or justification. Public attention 
has been repeatedly called to the fact that after the formal business of 
our sessions has been accomplished, when there was far less than a quo- 
tum of Senators present on this floor, bills have been taken up nem. 
con., read informally, hastily considered without reports being read or 
without the slightest discussion, which piled up millions upon millions 
without any explanation or without any reason being given why they 
should have been passed. Therefore, Mr. President, I say that this 
debate has been instructive, it has been advantageous. It justifies the 
action of the committee upon this particular bill that is now before 
and that without the explanations which have been vouchsafed would 
have gone into the same category as those that have preceded it, 

I say without hesitation that there has been no public-building bill 
passed at this or any other session for which greater reason has been 
shown or where the public necessity has been more thoroughly estab- 
lished; and I am also one of those who believe that the Government 
of the United States ought never to be a tenant. The Government of 
the United States never ought to pay rent for the premises it occupies. 
Wherever there is necessity for Government occupation thereshould be 
Government ownership; and it would be an object-lessonin patriotism 
if in every town and village in this Republic, from ocean to ocean, there 
were a place, large or small, from which every day the flag of the Re- 
public should float as an indication that there was the visible presence 
and maj and power of the Government. Therefore, sir, I have al- 
ways been in favor of liberal appropriations for sees buildings, and 
should be glad to support a measure which would provide for the erec- 
sr ae a post-office wherever the Government has occasion to hire a 

But Sans is oneother suggestion which ought to be made in this con- 
nection, and that is that the appropriations for these buildings have 
been largely in the direction of extravagance. There has been a tend- 
ency to costliness, to imported stone, to architectural decoration, to 
hammered brass, to Turkey carpets, to plate glass, and to all the os- 
tentation and splendor of architectural decoration. Thatis one of the 
_ grounds of public complaint, 


Take the Bureau of Printing and Engraving over on the Mall, a great 
structure, affording ampleaccommodations for any public building in 
any city in this Union. That was erected at an expense, I believe, of 
about $300,000. Thesame accommodations putintoany one of our large 
cities under the methods which now obtain would have cost a million 
and ahalf. Take the Army and Navy Museum—— 

Mr. SHERMAN, Or the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. INGALLS. Take the Agricultural Department; take the new 
Smithsonian building where the National Museum is held; take the 
much derided and decried Pension Bureau building, which it is the 
fashion of the alleged wits of the press and elsewhere to decry as if 
it were a factory or a brewery, a building that accommodates amply 
2,000 people, with the most magnificent interior room that there is on 
Sep poaki That was erected, I am told, at an expense short of 

000. 

Mr. TELLER. Eight hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. INGALLS. Eight hundred thousand dollars, and with that 
same space and that same accommodation, if the present scheme of 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury is carried out, we should have 
been culled upon to expend two million or two million and a half. 
fherefore, I say, Mr. President, that while the people justify and de- 
mand and expect liberal appropriations for the accommodation of the 
Government and believe that it ought never to be a tenant, and while 
we do not complain of the action of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds per se, we claim that there ought to be a revival of public 
sentiment in favor of economy in this direction, and have space and 
shelter and security obtained at a vastly less expense than that which 
has been the policy for the last few years in this connection, 

Brick, iron, pas stone, are susceptible of all necessary decoration, 
and if we can depart from this idea of ostentation and the splendor of 
oriental luxury there will be money enough in the annual appropria- 
tions made for this purpose within the next twenty years to make the 
Government owner ofevery place where governmental functions are re- 
quired to be carried on within the confines of the Republic, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


Mr. HAMPTON. Iask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 1808) 
for the relief of William W. Webb be recommitted to the Committee ` 
on Military Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, if there be no 
objection. - 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the order was made by unanimous consent to 
take up bills on the Calendar in their order pe i I shall feel bound 
to resist any motion to take up any bill out of order. I donot know 
what the Senator from South Carolina desired. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from South 
Carolina was to recommit a bill, 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Calendar will be proceeded with. 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS, 


The bill (S. 2542) further to provide for the administration of oaths 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that, in ad- 
dition to the persons now authorized by law, the Chief-Justice and as- 
sociate justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, the circuit 
and district judges of the United States, and the clerks of the United 
States courts, and the commissioners of the circuit courts of the United 
States shall be respectively authorized to administer all oaths author- 
ized or required by the laws of the United States, excepting in cases 
in which any such oaths are required to be taken before a particular 
officer. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. MOPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House requested the Senate to return to 
the House the bill (H. R. 2239) for the relief of the heirs of John H. 
Jones and of the heirs of Thomas D. Harris. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
977) for the erection of a public building at New London, Conn., with 
ainendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to pro- 
cure and submit to Congress a proposal for the sale to the United States 
of the western part of the Crow Indian reservation in Montana; 

A bill (H. R. 571) extending the limit of cost for public building at 
Hoboken, N. J., to meet the requirements of site; 

A bill (H. R. 2041) for the relief of C. C. Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 935) to amend section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to fees of registers and receivers; 

A bill (H. R. 6034) for the relief of Mary Alice White Ogden; and 
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A bill (H. R. 7254) to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other 
poses, 


kd 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


The bill (S. 2543) to promote the efficiency of the General 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The first section proposes to make the salary of the Co: 
the General Land Office $5,000 per annum and the salary of the Assist- 
ant Commissioner $3,500 per annum, 

The Committee on Public Lands proposed to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out section 2 and inserting: 


Src, 2. That there shall be in the General Land Office eleven chiefs of divisions, 
who shall receive a salary of $2,000 each per annum, The several chiefs of di- 
visions herein mentioned shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
except those whose manner of appointment is provided for by existing law. 


Mr. PADDOCK. On behalf of the committee I propose the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk as a substitute for the amended section 
2, reported by the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to offer an amendment to section 1. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from Ne- 
braska will first be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out section 2 and in lieu 
thereof to insert: 


Serc, 2. That there shall be in the General Land Office eleven chiefs of divis- 
ions, who shall receive a salary of $2,000 each perannum. The several chiefs 
of divisions herein mentioned shall be appointed by the igre) fa the In- 
terior, Satan shoes whose manner of appointment is provided for by existing 
law: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, in his 
diserction, to consolidate two or more such divisionsinto one; but this shall not 
apply to divisions the chiefs of which are appointed by the President. 


Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report? 

Mr. PADDOCK. There isa printed report, which I shall be glad 
to have read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us hear it read. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I send the report to the desk. 

Mr. COCKRELL, When was that report made? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report was made February 21, 1890. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the number of it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Report No. 346. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. PADDOCK, 
from the Committee on Public Lands, February 21, 1890: 


Your committee, to whom were referred Senate bills 1606, 1 and 2220, report 
the same back with the recommendation that they be indefinitely postponed, 
and present an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

‘The committee are of the opinion that the bills herewith reported will greatly 
promote the efficiency of the General Land Office. 

In the opinion of your committee the salary of the Commissioner of the Gen- 

1 Land Office is disproportionate to the importance and responsibility 

the ition and the diMficult and laborious character of the duties imposed 
upon that officer. This sa is smaller than that of the heads of bureaus of 
like importance in the several Executive Departments. It is an absolute pre- 
requisite to efficient service that the head of the General Land Office shail. be 
learned in the law and as well a high order of administrative ability. 
Five thousand dollars per annum would be a very moderate remuneration for 
the services of such a man. Your committeee therefore recommend that the 
salary, which is now $4,000 for such officer, be increased to $5,000. 

‘The position of Assistant Commissioner is only second in importance to that 
of the Commissioner. He has, in the absence of the Commissioner, to perform 
the duties of that officer as well as hisown. He should therefore be equally 
well equipped as to his knowledge of the law and otherwise, and should receive 
a larger salary than is at present paid. Your committee therefore recommend 
that the salary of such officer, which is now $3,600, be increased to $4,000. 

AS TO ITS CHIEFS OF DIVISIONS, 


The {pigment of the committee is that this bureau should be placed n the 
fame ngas to organization that all the other bureaus in the various Depart. 
ments of the Government are at present. 

The Jaw as it now stands, after providing for a corps of clerks for the pro 
spines of the Land Office, has a very peculiar method of supplying chiefs 
of divisions in that office. In all other bureaus the law provides for a corps of 
clerks and then provides for a definite number of chiefs of divisions and their 
salary, while in the Land Office the only method of getting chiefs for divisions 
is by taking clerks of class 4 from tinder the civil-service regulations and detail- 
ing them as chiefs of divisions. This method reduces the number of clerks in 
the Land Office of class 4 by just such a number as there are chiefs of divisions 
to provide, And there have been instances where a division was without a 
chief, and none could be supplied until a vacancy might occur among theclerks 
of clase 4 within the civil-service lations; so that while the men now occu- 
pying the positions of chiefs of divisions of the Land Office are not within the 
civil-service rules, the manner by which they are procured not only de- 
pends upon vacancies to occur among the clerks of class 4, but constantly kecps 
that class of clerks below the number contemplated by law. 

The bill reported by the committee provides for chiefs of divisions as is done 
in other bureaus. This will require an addition to the force of clerks within the 
civil service regulations of class 4 of just the number that there will be chiefs 

rovided for by this act and which are withheld from tbe effective force of the 

d Office by the existing law. 
AS TO SALARY. 

The number of divisions in the Land Office is a matter left by Congress to the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, as he shall find the exigencies of the 
service require. That the Land Office should be an exception as to the method 
of Sree chiad of divisions is not founded on any reason, but appears to 
have arisen from the that the Land Office has grown in importance and the 
recommendations of the various Commissioners and es have not re- 
sulted in legal enactmenta, 

Recommendations upon the salary of the chiefs of the Land Office have been 
made from time to time asthe different Commissioners have attem 


at$2,000. In 1881 Commissioner McFarland recommended three principal clerks 
and six chiefs of divisions at $2,000 perannum, In 1852the same Commissioner 


recommended three prin 
— In 1834 the same 


clerks and seven chiefs of divisions at 
issioner recommended eleven of divis- 
at nae per annum. In 1885 Commissioner Sparks ed two 
arnein visions ao ene ay Sana Siin SESLE at $2,000 per annum, and 


recommendation to Congress $ 
“In all other bureausof the Government chiefs of divisions are paid from 


400 per 


$2,000 to $3,500 . The ey aye and importance of the public business 
for which the in the Land Office are responsible is exceptional in the De- 
partment service,” 


An examination shows that all other bureaus are provided by law with chiefs 
of divisions whose pay ran: from $2,000 to $3,500 per annum, while in the 
Land Office the duties of chief of divisions are aiicmes by detailed $1,800 
clerks. This is a discrimination without justification, and a discrimination 
against the Land Office which, in the language of Commissioner McFarland, 
seems “unreasonable and unjust.” 

Eleven chiefs of divisions have been provided for by the committee bill in 
in accordance with the recommendations above referred to, but the salary of 
each of these is placed at $2,000 per annum only, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. . 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to movean amendment in section 1 
of this bill by striking out, in line 5, after the word ‘‘ be,” the words 
“thirty-five hundred,” and inserting ‘‘four thousand;’’ so that it 
will then read: 

And the salary of the Assistant Commissioner shall be $1,000 per annnm. 

I will state, in connection with the amendment, that I concur in the 
opinion of the committee that these salaries should be increased. For 
the reason stated by the committee in the report which has just been read, 
I think that the difference now existing between thesalary of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office and of the Assistant Commissioner 
shonld net be enlarged, but should remain at the one thousand dollars, 
because, as the committee say, we must have a person competent for 
the discharge of all the duties of the head of that bureau in the posi- 
tion of assistant. The difference now between the saluries of these 
two officers is $1,000. My amendment will preserve that difference, giv- 
ing to the Commissioner, as the bill proposes, $5,000, and to the Assist- 
ant Commissioner $4,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLAIR in the chair), The first 
question is on the amendment, submitted by the Senator from Nebraska, 
from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr.BERRY. Mr. President, I wish to say that as a member of the 
Committee on Public Lands I did not to the report in favor of 
this bill. It proposes to increase the of the Commissioner of 
Public Lands and various chiefs of divisions. There are other heads 
of bureaus who are receiving a less salary than that which it is pro’ 
now to give this Commissioner. If I remember correctly the Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior receives only $4,000 a year. 

This bill also proposes to increase the salary of certain chiefs of di- 
visions over that which they receive at present. I think I was the only 
member of the committee, however, who was not in favor of the bill. 
I stand upon the platform where I have always stood since Ihave been 
here, that the salaries of these officers are already sufficient; that there 
is no reason why they should be increased; that these places are sought 
for by individuals all over the country who are eminently qualified to 
fill them, and it is not pretended that the salaries are not sufficient to 
procure such talent as will do the work efficiently. 

There can be no reason why these particular individuals should be 
selected out, save and except that it is favoritism to those who happen 
tooccupy the offices theydo. Icansee noreason why the salaries should 
be increased. I think they are already sufficient, and I think that they 
are enough to obtain the talent which is required, and not only that, 
but the salaries paid now cause thousands to seek offices who are un- 
able to procure them. 

I am opposed to this continual cry for more money for the officers of 
this Government, whose salaries are already, inmy opinion, beyond 
what they should be. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I wish to make an additional sug- 
gestion to that made by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] why 
I think this bill ought not to 

The salaries of officers of the United States are, as a rule, greatly 
disproportioned to the salaries of the officers of the State governments 
who perform as importantservice. Very many of the States give their 
governors less salary than the Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice now receives. The governor of the State which I have the honor 
in part to represent gets $4,000 a year, and many other States, promi- 
nent and important States, give even less salary than this, 

The judges ofour supreme court get $4,000apiece. Their duties cer- 
tainly are much more important and much more onerous than those 
of any bureau officer here. 

Is it because we are so far removed from the people here that we do 
not feel respoasible to them as the Legislatures feel responsible to their 
constituents in providing the salaries of their State officers? What 
can be the reason of it? Is it that we are to build upamore splendid 
fabric here upon the idea of European splendor, a great cen over- 
shadowing Government? I think, sir, it would be much more appro- 

riate if a bill were brought forward to reduce a great many salaries. 

tdo we witness now all over the country? At every of 
Administration the Executive is overburdened with the tens of thou- 
sands of applications for every sort of Government office. Why is it? 
It is because they are made to pay more and better than employments 
in the State Governments or in private life, except it may be with a 
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few of the great railroads and other corporations. The ordinary busi- 
ness of private life does not pay as much, and therefore persons seek 
employment under the Government. The States do not pay so much, 
and therefore these applicants come here, and it seems to me now that 
hardly any one thinks he is inoffice unless he is in an office under the 
Government of the United States and getting an extravagant salary. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, while I am speaking on this subject I 
desire to say that there is not, as far as I know, a single class of public 
officers as a class but what is now organized and making efforts to in- 
duce the Government to increase their pay; postmasters, railway postal 
clerks, and every class of officers, as a class, organize, pass resolutions 
and send them here to manifest to Senators and Representatives the 

tical influence which they intend to exercise against members who 
ve the temerity to protect the Government against their exorbitant 
demands for pay. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr, President, the aim of this bill is simply to 

lace one of the mostimportant if not the most important bureau of the 
caved te upon the same footing as the other great bureaus in re- 
spect to the salary paid its chief and other subordinate officers. The 
Commissioner of Pensions receives a salary of $5,000 a year; the Com- 
missioner of Patents receives $5,000, and the Commissioner of Fish and 
Fisheries also receives the same. The Commissioner of the General 
Land Office has most onerous, important, and responsible duties to per- 
form, where legal attainments of a high orderarerequired. And these 
attainmentsare inaneminent degree by the presentincumbent. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to make one slight cor- 
rection? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. The Commissioner of Patents does receive $5,000 a 
year, but the Revised Statutes give him but $4,500. The Committee 
on Appropriations, recognizing the character and services of a man who 
is fit to fill the position, has been in the habit of appropriating $5,000, 
altho the statute only makes the salary $4,500. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I get my information from the Blue Book, and 
that is the amount of salary stated in that record for the present year. 

Mr. PLATT. By the appropriation bill it is $5,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Thestatement of my colleague is correct as to 
the amount of salary received. 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘The present head of the General Land Office, if he 
were at home in the practiceof his profession, would have no difficulty 
in making a revenue therefrom of from $7,000 to $10,000 a year. He 
is an able lawyer, aman of the highest proficiency and competency for 
this service. He was not an applicant for the office atall. Hedid not 
seek it nor want it. He was prevailed upon to acceptit finally, weeks 
after it had been tendered him. And he did so because he believed 
that he could render important service to the great country of the 
West, the public-land country, which had suffered badly under the last 
administration of that office during the last administration. 

As to the remainder of the bill, I will say that the Bureau of Public 
Lands is the only bureau in the Government in which there are no 
chiefs of divisions provided for bylaw. The chiefs of divisions are de- 
tailed from clerks of class 4 for that service, and it is to the interest of 
the panie service that this changeshould be made. The bill was orig- 
inally draughted upon the theory that there was to be a classification of 
these chiefs of divisions, commencing with the highest class, and I think 
$2,700 a year was to be paid the chiefs of that class, and the others were 
to be graduated down through three classes to $2,000. The committee 
refused to recommend such classification and such salaries as it would 
require, but concluded to put the chiefs of division upon the same foot- 
ing and to pay them $2,000, the lowest salary paid to chiefs of divisions 
in any Department. 

F desire to say that the amendment which I have offered is a substi- 
tute for section 2 of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] from the 
Committee on Pablic Lands, 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear that read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this is a very bad time to be in- 
creasing salaries. In the midst of profound peace and plenty a fatal 
blight seems to have fallen upon the industries of the country. The 
prices of all agricultural products are low to a degree seldom known in 
our economic history. 

There is want, distress, discontent; thousands of men are out of em- 
pare; depreciated yalues exist, and there is a sentiment of appre- 

ension about the future. 

Mr. President, recognizing these facts, I again say it isa very bad 
time to be increasing salaries. I notice that in the report of the com- 
mittee the latest recommendation for the increase suggested was in 
1885, and I should be very glad indeed to know if in the latest reports 
of the Secretary of the Interior or of the President of the United States 
there is any on that there is any want of efficiency in the Land 
Department on account of deficient appropriations for salaries. Until 
something is shown which indicates that unless this appropriation is 
made the interests of those who have business before that Department 
are to suffer, I shall protest against it. 


The statement of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] is in- 
correct with regard to the equalization of the salaries by the proposal 
of this bill, Officers of the Government of equal and, in many in- 
stances, of greatly larger duties and responsibilities are receiving a sal- 
ary less than that which is now received by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Nebraska is not incorrect as to 
those he named. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think the Senator from Nebraska is incorrect 
with regard to those that he named. The appropriation for the ad- 
ditional salary to the Commissioner of Patents was in violation of the 
established provisions of law. I think I can not be mistaken in that. 
If Iam, I shall be glad to have the eminent authority of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, who sits at my left, assure me of 
my error. He does not respond, Mr. President. Therefore I assume 
that when the Senator from Nebraska states that the recognized salary 
of the Commissioner of Patents by law is $5,000, he is in error. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Nebraska is notin error in this, 
thatthe Commissioner of Patents receives a salary of $5,000 a year, pay- 
able quarterly. 

Mr. INGALLS. By law the salary of the Commissioner of Patents 
is $4,500 per annum, and if the Committee on Appropriations from 
time to time have violated the provisions of existing law by appro- 
priating an increased amount, that does not change the fact I have 
stated that the salary to which he is entitled, in the absence of a special 
provision inserted in the appropriation bill, is $4,500 per annum. 

Now, Mr. President, it is not claimed in any quarter, it has never 
been by indirection, that there was the slightest difficulty in 
obtaining ample talent, experience, and qualifications for the di 
of these duties for the compensation allowed by law; and in the ab- 
sence of complaints, in the absence of failure to discharge the duties of 
the place, in the absence of any necessity for this addition to the amounts 
now appropriated for salaries that come from the people, who are al- 
T overburdened, I say again that it is a very bad time to increase 

es, 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I think that it might be economy 
to increase this salary of the Commissioner to $5,000, and perhaps to 
double that and make it $10,000, or even $20,000, if we could curtail 
some of the notoriously unn ex in the administration of 
the General Land Office. Between $200,000 and $300,000 is annually 
appropriated for special agents of that Department. They are sent 
from distant sections of the country into the West, they get up large 
numbers of lawsuits, involving the Government in vast expense, and 
most of them are failures because they ought to fail. They must do 
something to keep up the system. When they fail, the Law Depart- 
ment, claiming to be attorneys of the Land Department, collects the 
fees. Many honest people are worn out with litigation and there is 
great suffering throughout the country on account of the lavish appro- 
priations for this special-agent system. 

I should be perfectly willing to increase this salary to $5,000, but I 
should hope, if that were done, that the Commissioner would look into 
this matter of the extravagance in making appropriations for these special 
agents and devise some method whereby the expense in that direction 
or a portion of it, at least, may be avoided. If that were done we 
could afford to pay the Commissioner a large sum of money for accom- 
plishing such a reform. The $500 extra added to his salary is a mere 
bagatelle compared to the two or three hundred thousand dollars an- 
nually expended over which there is very little control and with regard 
to which there is no investigation, The Commissioner of the General 
Land Office in his own auditor and comptroller. He audits the ac- 
counts himself. 

There is a secret division, called Division B, in that department, 
which directsand manages the whole thing, and the litigation and inves- 
tigation are so extensive that the head of the bureau can not know what 
is going on, much less the Secretary of the Interior. Whencalled upon 
to investigate a particular case where there is litigation pending, with 
a view of determining whether litigation should proceed, the Secretary 
of the Interior is unable even to give it partialattention. It isimpos- 
sible to get the opinion of the Attorney-General whether these cases 
shall be prosecuted or not. ‘They are turned over to the Land Depart- 
ment, of which he is the attorney, and the clerks in the Land Depart- 
ment determine the whole question. Thishas grown intoa greatabuse, 
and it needs reform. 

Mr. BERRY. The salary of the Commissioner of Pensions is fixed 
by the Revised Statutes at $4,000a year. My recollection is that there 
was a bill passed by the Senate increasing that to $4,500, but I do not 
know that there is any such law—— 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to say to the Senator that while Gen- 
eral Black was Commissioner of Pensions we increased the salary to 


$5,000. 

Mr. BERRY. My recollection is that it was $4,500, and I will con- 
tinue in that belief until I see the statute to the contrary. It may be 
that the Committeeon Appropriations gave him $5,000, but the statute, 
as I remember it now, is $4,500, and, as I stated awhile ago, the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Interior only receives $4,500 as salary. : 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], as I understood him, said 
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that $5,000 a year was avery small sum. The governor of the State 
in which I reside receives $3,000 a year only, and the chief-justice and 
theother justices of the supreme court receive the same amount, $3,000. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK ] said this Com: r 
could make more money if engaged in some other business. It seems, 
however, that he was anxious to receive this particular office at the 
salary fixed, knowing what the salary was at the time. As the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] so well said, unless it can come from 
some official authority that men can not be obtained with sufficient tal- 
ent to occupy these offices for the salaries now provided by law, I can 
see no reason, when there are thousands of people all over the country 
suffering for the absolute necessaries of life, why we should continue 
to appropriate money simply to gratify a man who is already in office, 
who knew what the salary attached to it was at the time he was ap- 
pointed to it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I myself do not believe in extrava- 
gant salaries, but I believe in salaries for public offices sufficient to 
induce men who are not capitalists to become public officers. It is 
notorious now that no poor man can afford to accept very many of the 
public places. No poor man can afford to be a member of the Cabinet 
any more, and there is no man who is fit to be a member of the Cabinet 
ald what can earn more money outside than he gets as a member of the 

inet, 

Mr. BERRY. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado that no poor 
man has any chance under this Administration. 

Mr. TELLER. Well, Mr. President, the suggestion that no poor 
man under this Administration has any chance is simply a gratuitous 
suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas. I will not make any contrast 
between the millionaires in the last Cabinet under the last Adminis- 
tration of public affairs and the gentlemen who are in public life to- 
day. I think myself there is a great disposition for rich men to shove 
themselves forward and to be shoved forward into public places. I 
recognize that as one of the growing evils in this Republie, that there 
is a tendency to fill places with men of wealth to the exclusion of a 
class of men in many instances much better qualified than they. 

There is not a man, as I was saying, who is a member of the Cabinet 
in any Department of this Government but who could earn more money 
outside of it than he can in it, to say nothing about the great expense 
which attaches to holding such a position. 

I do not know whether the present Commissioner of the General 
Land Office sought the tion which he holds or not and I do not 
mean to intimate that he is not entirely competent to fill it. I do know, 
however, in my own experience under this Administration, that I ap- 
plied to a gentleman who I thought was. eminently fitted, just before 
this appointment was made, a man of position and character as a law- 
yer, and asked him to allow me to present his name to the President 
for the place, telling him the salary was $5,000 a year, which I thought 
it was at the time, and he stated to me frankly and freely that he could 
not afford to leave his practice to take such an office. Why, Mr. Pres- 
ident, the man who is Commissioner of the General Land Office ought 
to be an eminent lawyer. He ought not only to be a good lawyer, but 
he ought to be a good executive officer; and so it should be with other 
officers in that Department. 

To the men who are now getting $1,800 a year it is proposed to give 
$2,000 as chiefs of divisions. Some are now getting $2,000 and some 
$1,800,and it is proposed to put them all on the same plane. These men 
p> upon questions of the utmost importance to the people of the United 

tates; they adjudicate and determine the rights between the Govern- 
ment and the be tie who are making applications to secure homes on 
the publiclands; they settle controversies between contestants for pub- 
lic lands; they do what the courts do. The Senator from Arkansas 
talks about the judges in his State. Why, there are $1,800 clerks in 
the Interior Department, nay, $1,600 clerks, who pass upon more values 
every year than the entire supreme court of the State of Arkansas. I 
am not mistaken when I say that, and there is one man in the Interior 
Department, the Secretary of it, who passes either actually or nomi- 
nally upon more values, from which there is no appeal, than the Su- 
preme Court of the United States adjudicates in twelve months. A 
Senator near me says ten times in value. I speak avisedly when I 
say that the interests intrusted to the Secretary of the Interior, upon 
which he passes judicially and from which there is no appeal and no 
revision, are greater than all the interests passed on by the Sapana 
Court, with its nine judges, and yet he gets a less salary than any 
member of that court. 

Mr. President, the United States ought to pay salaries commensurate 
with the talent that they employ. What do the great railroad compa- 
nies pay? They pay three timesas much. Twenty-five thousand dol- 
lars a year is not an unusual salary for the president of a great railroad 
corporation. I know that men who have occupied important Cabinet 
positions under the Government at $8,000 a year have had offers of 
more than twice that amount made to them if they would decline those 
positions and act as private attorneys to some of these great corporations. 

We ought to be able to call to our assistance the best talent in the 
country and we ought to pay for it, so that we can get it irrespective 
of a man’s bank account. The mgr of the United Satan are not com- 
plaining of salaries, provided the men who fill the offices are earning 
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the money wepay them. The dearest salaries we pay are those we Pay 
to the incompetent men and the cheap men we employ. Millions an 
millions of dollars are paid every year to men who receive not more 
than $1,200 a year, who are totally incompetent to pass upon these 
questions, and no better men can be had, because we do not pay a suffi- 
cientsalary. We can not employ a good lawyer at $1,200 a year, when 
in every section of the country any kind of a lawyer who attends to his 
business can make that amount of money. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAI] says that there is a rush for 
these offices. No doubt that is true, but the better class of men, the 
men who ought to be in these offices, are not the men who are espe- 
cially rushing after them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s time hasexpired. The 
question is on the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I dislike to detain the Senate a mo- - 
ment, but I do want to say another word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas has already 
spoken once upon this question. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator from Colorado—— 

Mr.CULLOM. Ihope by unanimous consent the Senator from Texas 
may be allowed to say a few words further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is unanimous consent given that the 
Senator from Texas may again speak? ‘The Chair hears no objection, 
and the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam obliged to the Senate. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado suggests that men can not 
afford to hold the offices here in Washington. Why isit? Isitthe 
fault of the salaries or is it because a condition of things has been pro- 
duced by custom that we are required to appropriate money to enable 
officials to live as gentlemen instead of public officers? Is it that we 
must appropriate money enough to enable them to give costly enter- 
tainments, buy fine carriages and horses, and live in splendor and ex- 
travagance? Is that not the reason why gentlemen can not afford to 
hold the offices here? 

I heard something said the other day by two or three Senators about 
persons having to preserve their rank and position in society by high 
pay. Itis a new doctrine, and it is rather a new practice, that we are 
to the rank and habits in life of people in fixing their pay or 
that we are to recognize the customs of society in its extravagances in 
the expenditure of money. 

The salaries allowed by law are respectable. They are sufficient to 
pay men who come here to perform their duties properly. They may 
not be sufficient to pay men to come here and give costly en ments 
and furnish splendid equipages. There, it seems tome, the fault lies, 
and ifthe customs here wereso reformed as that the public officers came 
to perform their duties, and not to illustrate their wealth, the salaries 
would do very well. 

The Senator from Colorado contrasts the salaries of the Government 
officers with the salaries paid by the railroad corporations, Instead of 

raising the salaries of Government officers up to twenty-five and fifty 
thousand dollars a year, as the lawyers and presidents of railroads get, let 
us make such honest regulations of railroads as will limit them to honest 
and fair earnings, and then they will pay the salaries that will pay for 
their work without the enormous salaries that are now paid to beat the 
Government and to enable one railroad to beat another and to beat the 

ple. 

pee better way to get at what should be paid here would be to con- 
trast the salaries of Government officers with the condition of the people 
who are taxed to pay those salaries, and to look at the shrinkage of the 
value of all property and of all production from 1873 to now of 33 per 
cent. without change of salaries; the shrinkage of the volume of the 
currency; the fact that the farming interests of this country, which are 
its great support, are going into bankruptcy and distress; the fact that 
there are thousands and millions of people who are hardly able in this 
country to meet by honest industry the yearly expenses of their fam- 
ilies. That is the class that we had better contrast the salaries of 
officers with, rather than to contrast them with the salaries of railroad 
magnates who only have to raise the tax upon transportation a fraction 
of a cent to pay men $50,000 or $100,000 if they want to, not out of 
the pockets of the stockholders, but out of the earnings derived from 
the people who produce the merchandise which is transported over 
the roads. 

Mr. TELLER. I move the indefinite postponement of the bill that 
I may say a word. 

Mr. GEORGE, I desire to make one remark. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Colorado has moved 
the indefinite postponement of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER, I will withdraw the motion when I get through, if 
the Senator will just wait a moment. 

Mr. President, I will join the Senator from Texas in any legitimate 
effort to control railroads and keep them within their proper province. 
I will join him in any measure that promises relief to the suffering in- 
dustries of this country. Iam quite as anxious to see prosperity in 
this country as he is, and I do not know that he and I would d 
as to some things needed to be done; very likely we would not. That 
has nothing to do with the question whether the Government of the 
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"United States shall call to its aid the best talent in the country or 
whether itshallemploy inferior talent. I admit thatin this body there 
will always be found men, irrespective of their ability to live on the 
salary, who will accept a seat. The great honor of sittingin this body 
is sufficient, and it ought to be, to make any man willing to accept 
the place, although he may be compelled to economize in order to live 
on his salary. Yet I suppose it is a notorious fact that very few men 
filling this place live on their salaries and very few can do so. 

The Senator complains that we have taught the people to live like 
Se Mr. President, everybody holding a public office ought to 

a gentleman and pes ht to live with decency. 

Mr. REAGAN. own expense. 

Mr. TELLER, While he is not bound, of course, and ou, ght not, to 
live in an ostentatious way and to display his wealth, and all that, he 
has to live in a manner befitting his station, and nobody can expect 
that he will not do that. We do not expect men who are justices of 
the Supreme Court of the United States and members of the Cabinet 
to live as the village lawyer lives or as the farmer lives or as we our- 
selves have lived when we were occupying other positions. If we have 
the means beyond our salaries we put it into the cost of living, and if |” 
we have not we manage by economy to live on our salaries, 

. Iam not complaining of this body, but I say that the Government of 
the United States has suffered in the past because it was not able to 
employ the highest talent in this country at the salary paid. When 


Mr, Chandler came into the Interior Department as Secretary he could 
not find to suit him a man of sufficient ability, as he su , to oc 
cupy the position of Assistant Attorney-General to his tment 
without paying an extra salary. The Government allowed $5,000, 


and he employed an eminent attorney and gave him $5,000 more. It 
is not every man who becomes Secretary of the Interior who can afford 
to do that, yet that was done to secure an efficient and valuable officer, 
and I think any man who will look over the records of that period upon 
the questions of law submitted will say that the money was well 
earned by that officer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado with- 
draw the motion to indefinitely postpone the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Themotionis withdrawn, Theques- 
tion is on the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire the attention of the Senator 
ue Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to what I am going tosay. 

Seay in € very much the remarks made by that Senator. They are 
— in the line on which I have been acting all the time. I think 
are too high, and I have been voting all alng against 
reana them. Some two or three weeks ago we had a bill up here 
by which all the little, inferior district judges of the United States had 
their salaries raised from $3,500 to $5,000, and I noticed on that occa- 
sion that the Senator from Texas did not go with us. Heseems tohave 
these economical fits by starts. I just want to call his attention to 
that lapse he made from the general tone of virtue which he maintains 
in the Senate. . 

Mr. FRYE. It is entirely evident that this bill will occupy, if 
allowed to remain where it is, the rest of the day and that a vote will 
be demanded when it is time for demanding a vote. Therefore I will 
tender an objection to its further consideration, not meaning that it 
shall lose its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Let us try a vote on it. 

Mr. FRYE. I propose to pass it over informally. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator will ap AE his objection 
and let us have a division on the question. 

Mr. FRYE. We can not geta voteon it. If wedo, we shall not 
do anything else to-day. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the yeas and nays shall be demanded, I will 
consent that it may go over. 

Mr. FRYE. Of course if Senators who have been speaking are in 
earnest the yeas and nays will be demanded. If it is simply a dis- 
play of economy, they may not be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It had better be passed over. 

Mr. BERRY. The yeas and nays will be asked for upon the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The Senator from Maine objects to 
the further consideration of the bill. The next bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

FUNDING ACT OF ARIZONA. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1372) approving, with 
amendments, the funding act of Arizona. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask that the bill be passed over in- 
formally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I object b 
was a mistake made in the printing of the bill, Pab berated us on 
account of some erroneous instructions given to the printing. clerk by 
me, and I ask that a reprint of the bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas asks that 
pooh Ae D be had, which will be ordered, if there be no ob- 


The Senator from Arkansas objects. 
reason of the fact that there 


AVERY D.. BABCOCK AND WIFE. 


The bill (S. 73) for the relief of Avery D: Babcock and wife, of Ore- 
gon, was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out 
awe thousand ” and insert ‘‘ two thousand ;’’ so as to make the bill 
rea 


Be tt enacled, ele., That the Secretary of the Treasury and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay to Avery D. Babcock, of Polk County, Oregon, 
and to Margaret I. Babcock, his wife, out rene te any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,000, to be equally divided between them, 
in full payment of their claim against ‘the oves asn? of the United States for 
the useand military occupation by the United States of their donation claim 

ian i nship 6 south, range 7 west of the Willamette 
meridian, 


in section 8, tow: 
e State of Oregon. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


NAPOLEON B. GIDDINGS. 


The bill (S. 2492) fortherelief of Napoleon B. Giddings was announced 
as the next bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that bill may be over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the bill be passed over to the 
Calendar under Rule IX or informally? 

Mr. ALLISON. Informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 


JOHN 8. NEET, JR. 


The bill (S. 2262) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to John S. Neet, 
jr., late a private in Company C, Third Regiment Missouri State Mili- 
tia Cavalry, afterwards Company L, Sixth Missouri State Militia Cav- 
airy, $100, in full payment of the sum allowed him in October, 1878, 
by the Third Auditor of the Tr De ent. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH W. CARMACK. 


The bill (S. 2412) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in line 6, aftet the words ‘‘allowances of a,’’ tostrike 
out ‘second lieutenant” and insert ‘‘ first sergeant,” and in line 9, at 
the end of the bill, to insert ‘‘less any pay received by him during 
such period;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete.. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
directed to pay to Joseph W. Carmack, late of Company A, Sixth roar ages Cay: 
alry, out of any money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, th 
and allowances of a first sergeant of cavalry from the Ist day of y. 1862, to tho 
30th day of September, 1862, less any pay received by him during such period, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT TAUNTON, MASS. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to withdraw a motion I entered several days 
ago to reconsider the vote of the Senate whereby Senate bill 1548, for 
the erection of a public building at Taunton, Mass., was 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts with- 
draws the motion to reconsider, and the bill stands passed. 


AQUILLA JONES, 


The bill (S. 393) for the relief of Aguilla Jones, late postmaster at In- 
dianapolis, Ind., was consid as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the Postmaster-General to credit Aquilla Jones, postmaster at 
Indianapolis, Ind., in the settlementof his accounts as such postmaster, 
with $2,438, being the amount stolen from the money-order department 
of that office on the 31st of December, 1888. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DR. A. SIDNEY TEBBS. 


The bill (S. 877) for the relief of Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to relieve Dr. A. Sidney 
Tebbs, of Leesburgh, Va., from the operation of section 1218 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, being in chapter 1, Title XIV, 
of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. DAWES. What is the statute from which this gentleman is to 
be relieved ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is the statute which prohibits the appoint- 
ment of any ene who was in the Confederate army. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereis pple “which will be read, 


- 


The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BATE, 
February 11, 1890: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred tho bill (S, 877) for 
the relief of Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs, having considered the same, report as follows: 

Dr. Tebbs has been an applicant for several years past eng Tyg were in the 
Army, but by reason of the restriction contained in section 1218, Revised Stat- 
utes, against the appointment in the Army of persons who were in the Confed- 
erate service, his spplication can not be considered. He entered the Confeder- 
ate service at the age of fifteen, and is a native of Virginia. 

Your committee are of the opinion that it would be unwise to longer enforce 
the above section of the statutes against worthy citizens who are now loyal, and 
recommend the passage of the bill, 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire whether there have been any 
other instances of relief from that disability? We hada case which was 
very much discussed, that of the grandson of President Monroe, whose 
name I have now forgotten. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think probably there have been two other cases, 
There was the case of the gentleman to whom the Senator refers, the 
grandson of President Monroe, Monroe Heiskell, and very probably there 
was another case, that of a gentleman who is now a surgeon in the 
Army. It was done by special act. 

Mr. HOAR. Those acts were and became laws? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. Those are the only cases that I remember 
anything of. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK KIDWILER. 


The bill (S. 1082) granting a pension to Frederick Kidwiler was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. lt proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Frederick Kidwiler. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY J. DORR. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). The two 
next bills in order on the Calendar, being the bill (S. 958) for the re- 
lief of Mary J. Dorr and the bill (S. 1295) for the relief of Mary J. 
Dorr, widow of Joseph B. Dorr, deceased, late colonel of the Eighth 

ent, Iowa Cavalry Volunteers, are adverse reports, and therefore 
will be passed over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let them take their places under Rule LX. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, They will go over under Rule IX. 


JOHN E. WALTON, 


The bill (S. 2076) granting an increase of pension to John E, Walton 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of John E. Walton, late of Company C, One 
hundredth Pennsylvania Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


KING THEOLOGICAL HALL, 


The bill (S. 884) to incorporate the King Theological Hall was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments. 

‘The first amendment was, in section 1, line 10, after the word ‘‘com- 
petent,’’ to insert the words ‘‘for the purposes of this act only;’’ so as 
to read: 


That Thomas Underwood Dudley, William Paret, J. Houston Eccleston, John 
A. King, Henry E. Pellew, and J.C, Bancroft Davis be, and they are hereby, 
decla. to bea body politicand corporate, with perpetual succession in deed or 
in law to all intents and purposes whatsoever by the name, style, and title of 
The King Theological Hall, by which name and title said body politic and cor- 
pve be competent, for the purposes of this act only, at lawand inequity, 

take to itself any estate whatsoever in any messuage, lands, tenements, 
hereditaments, gto, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 4, in the following 
words: 

Sec. 4, That the trustees may contract with the said Howard University (and 
for that pu the requisite power is hereby also conferred upon the said uni- 
versity) for the enjoyment by the students in the hall of the educational advan- 
tages afforded by the university, and, vice versa, for the voreses 8, the students 
in the university of the educational advan afforded by the in each case 
under such ulations by the university or by the hall as may be agreed upon ; 
and, further, that the university shall, upon the request of said trustees, an 
upon certificates of qualification signed by the warden, confer the degrees upon 
gradusting students and grant the diplomas to them hereinbefore provided Tor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Tho next amendment was to strike out section 5, in the following 
words: 


Beo. 6. That so longas the ents hereinbefore provided for shall remain 
in force The King Theological Hali shall become an annex to Howard Univer- 
sity, but with the independans corporate existence and powers conferred by 
these acts. During that time the power of the trustees of the hall to confer de- 
grees and diplomas tipon predati students shall be suspended. The board 
of trustees of the hall shall publish an annual report; and the board of trustees 
of the university shall incorporate into the annual report which they are re- 
quired to make by section 8 of the act of March 2, 1867, entitled “An act to incor- 
porate the 1 Howard University in the District of Columbia,” similar con- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Baio next amendment was to strike out section 6, in the following 
words: 


Seo. 6. That no misnomer of the said corporation of The King Theological Hall 
shall defeat or annul any donation, gift, grant, devise, or bequest toor from the 
said corporation, 

The amendment was to. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MARTHA F. WEBSTER. 

The bill (S. 763) granting a pension to Martha F. Webster was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Martha F. Webster, widow of Lewis Webster, 
e lieutenant of Company K, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 

fantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

|! JEREMIAH WHITE. 

The bill (S. 762) granting a pension to Jeremiah White was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jeremiah White, late private pore Fel- 
low’s company, Second Regiment Illinois Cavalry, B wk war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEVI MOSER. 

The bill (S. 840) granting an increase of pension to Levi Moser was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ fifty” and 
insert *‘twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, led 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Levi Moser, 


) Bs Pennsylvan 'Vol- 
Canara Aad pay him a pousion of SA per month in Hea of the pasion ha is 
now receiving. 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ELMER A. SNOW. 


The bill (S. 2391) ting an increase of pension to Elmer A. Snow 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 3, after the words ‘‘Secretary of the,” to strike ont 
‘Treasury?’ and insert ‘‘Interior,’’ and in line 7, after the word | 
‘tf month,” to strike out ‘‘said pension to be allowed from February 12, 
1889, which was the date increasing the pension to $100 month for 
the loss of both hands,’’ and insert ‘‘in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to plave on the pension-roll the name of Elmer A. Snow, 
late a trumpeter in M Troop, Third United States Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion of $100 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in ` 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read th 
third time, and passed, 

JAMES A. MYERS. 


The bill (S. 1256) gantong a pension to James A. Myers was ĉon- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James A. Myers, late of Company F, One 
hundred and forty-ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

; JAMES M. M'’KINNEY. 

The bill (S. 1269) granting a pension to James M. McKinney was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James M. McKinney, late second lientenant 
of Company A, North Cumberland Battery, Kentucky State Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT H. MILROY. 


The bill (S. 2389) granting an increase of pension to Robert H. Mil- 
roy, major-general United States Volunteers, was considered asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole, It proposes to place upon the pension-rolls the 
name of Robert H. Milroy, late a major-general United States Volun- 
teers and a soldier in the Mexican war, at the rate of $100 per month, 
in lieu of his present pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


2528 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SCHOOL LANDS IN BUFFALO, WYO. 
The bill (S. 2618) to confirm to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., certain 
ao Pa oopa for school purposes was considered as in Committee of 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment which I have submitted to 
the Senator from Colorado {Mr. TELLER], and I believe he agrees to 
it. I move to add to the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That this act shall not be construed to convey to the elty of Buffalo 
sa Boing bg awn ed the land a heran granted as is occupied by any canal or 
water ditch heretofore constructed banks thereof, nor to any coal be- 
neath the surface of said land, nor any tunnel or shaft for raising such coal 
that is now constructed or may be necessary for that purpose, 

The amendment was to. 

‘The bill was reporten to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iask unanimous consent that we now go through 
the Calendar and take up private pension bills subject to objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; we must enforce the unanimous agree- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR. Itwould bea departure from another unanimous con- 
sent to do what is now 

Mr. COCKRELL, There was unanimous consent given toa certain 
ters We must follow that; we must enforce it or do nothing, I 
Mr. SAWYER. I withdraw the request. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be stated. 


JAMES E. KABLER. 


The bill (S. 773) granti on to James E. Kabler was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James E. Kabler, late a private in Company I, 
Tenth Regiment Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT FOSS. 


The bill (S. 1151) granting a pension to Robert Foss was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Robert Foss, late a private in Company A, First Battalion 
Maine Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL SHONG. 


The bill (S. 1247) grantin ting a pension to Michael Shong was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the 

ion-roll the name of Michael Shong, late of Company I, Fourteenth 
ew-York Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY MURPHY, 

The bill (S. 1047) granting a pension to Mary Murphy was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary Murphy, widow of Jeremiah Murphy, late 
of Company D, One hundred and fifty-fifth New York Volunteer In- 
fan 


try. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES ADAMS. 
The bill (S. 1616) for the relief of Charles Adams was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

‘Phe bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury Ln Troy is Hereby authorized and in- 
structed to pay Charles Adams, late Indian agent at the Los Pinos Indian 
agency, Colorado, $237.30, which sum ishereby appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise ate SE 

The amendment was 

The bill was reported to the Saotes amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and pea 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Committee on Claims report to 
strike out the preamble. Without objection, the preamble will be 
stricken out. 

JAMES W. HARVEY. 

The bill plea ) for the relief of James W. Harvey as assignee of 
Joseph Par was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That there be, and is riated to James W. 

representati tative ot eae Ree See sureties hiie gamera or 


joseph Parkins to the United States to secure performance of contract pride 
the Government with said Parkins November 19, 1863, out of any money 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $4,925, the said sum hay- 
ing been expended by said Harvey and Klauber in Padang said contract : 
and in material thereunder, and never ha been paid either to the 
contractor or a 
The amendment was 


The bill was reported to the Saisio as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PHILIP ©. JOHNSON. 

The bill (S. 727) rovide for the issue of the commission of Philip 
C. Johnson RLA pb bas the United States Navy was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let that be over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Informally? 

Mr. GORMAN. Informally. 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. The bill will beinformally passed over. 

UNITED STATES STEAMER TALLAPOOSA. 

The bill (S. 724) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
United States steamer Tallapoosa was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EUNICE TRIPLER. 


The bill (S. 562) for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow of Charles 
8. Tripler, was announced as next in order ver on the Calendar. 
Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over without prejudice. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill wil be passed over without 
prejudice. 
CHARLES B. NEWTON. 
The bill (S. 229) for the relief of Charles B. Newton was announced 


as next in order on the Calendar. 


Mr. GORMAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Mis- 
souri what that bill is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill was before the Committee on Military 
Affairs, was very fully considered, and was reported favorably by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. The ill arrest and 
confinement of Newton was outrageous treatment on of the 
officers of the Army. There is no question about that; it is almost 
inexcusable. I was opposed to the bill on account of the principle in- 
volved, as making the Government liable for wrongful acts of offi- 
cers. The military officers treated the man very badly: arrested him 
and detained him and put him under guard, when they had sufficient 
proof to show that he was not the deserter they supposed he was. 
It was a question of identity. His parents were put to a good deal of 
expense, and the committee finally decided to report the bill favorably. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the bill goover. I object to its further con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Formally or informally? 

Mr. MORGAN. Informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 


The bill (S. 718) to make the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries an 

= id the Navy Department was announced as next in order on the 
endar. 

Mr.STOCKBRIDGE. That bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over at any rate, it 
having been reported adversely. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be so ordered. 


PROTECTION OF FISH IN THE POTOMAC RIVER. 


The bill (S. 682) to continue in force the provisions of an act approved 
March 2, 1885, and entitled ‘‘An act to protect the fish in the Potomac 
River, in the District of Columbia, and to provide a spawning-ground 
for shad and herring in the said ‘Potomac River” was announced as 
the next bill in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust that will go over tothe Calendar under Rule 
IX. I object to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Maryland asks that 
the bill may go over to the Calendar under Rule IX. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Ihave no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will be so 
ordered, 

INDIAN INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL IN MICHIGAN, 


The bill (S. 2435) to provide for the establishment and maintenance 
of an Indian industrial school in the State of Michigan was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think we had better let the bill go over without 
prejudice. The Senate is too thin to consider it. 

icon PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill will 

be passed over informally. 


- LIGHT-HOUSE ON ST. MARY’S ISLAND, ALASKA. 
The pill (S. 462) making an appropriation for the construction of a 


s 
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light-house on St. Mary’s Island, Alaska, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, in line 3, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘' fifty ” 
and insert ‘‘eighty;’’ in the same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ toin- 
sert ‘‘orso much thereof as may be necessary ;’’ in line 7, after the word 
“‘light-house,”’ to insert ‘‘and steam fog-signal;’’? and in line 8, after 
the word ‘‘light-house,’’ to insert ‘‘and steam fog-signal;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 


That the sum of $80,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby „appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the purchase of a site and the construction of alight-house and 
steam fog-signal on St, Mary’s Island, in the Territory of Alaska, said light- 
house and steam fog-signal to be erected under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill (S. 462) making an ap- 
propriation for the construction of a light-house and steam fog-signals 
on St. Mary’s Island, Alaska.” 

INDIAN INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL IN SOUTH DAKOTA. 

The bill (S. 2167) to provide for building and maintaining an Indian 
industrial school at Flandreau, in the State of South Dakota, was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I rather think that bill had better lie over until 
we can have some report upon it. I see there is no committee report 


ipo it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri objects, 
and the bill goes over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it retain its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will beinformally passed over. 


Mr. COCKRELL, Yes, without prejudice. 
EDWIN R. PARKS. 

The bill (S. 1020) to authorize the President to restore Edwin R. 
Parks to his former rank in the Army, and place him on the retired- 
list was announced as next in order on the Calendar. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill take its place under Rule IX, as it 
is adversely reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 


LIEUT. COL, CHARLES G. SAWTELLE. 


The bill (S. 1350) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Charles G. Sawtelle, 
deputy quartermaster-general, United States Army, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. Itdirects the proper accounting officers, in 
settling and adjusting the accounts of Lieut. Col. Charles G. Sawtelle, 
deputy quartermaster-general, United States Army, to credit him with 
$126.40, being the amount of internal-revenue tax due from employés ot 
the United States, employed by Maj. Gen. E. R. S. Canby, atthe city of 
New Orleans, La., in the secret service, in the year 1865, and paid by 
Lieutenant-Colonel Sawtelle, the same amount appearing to have been 
withheld from the employés, but no receipt of the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue being presented for the amount as i ap by law, and 
which amount is now suspended against Sawtelle by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury in the settlement of his accounts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT H. MONTGOMERY. 


The bill (S. 231) for the relief of Robert H. Montgomery was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to credit Robert H. 
Montgomery, captain in the Fifth Regiment of Cayalry, for all pur- 
poses of pay and allowances, for the period of time from the 19th of 
November, 1863, to the 16th of February, 1865, during which time he 
was a prisoner of war in the hands of the enemy, the same as though 
he had actually been in the military service of the United States as a 
second lieutenant of cavalry during that period. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OSCAR S. COLLINS. 

The bill (S. 2369) granting an increase of pension to Oscar S. Collins 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the on-roll the name of Oscar 8. Collins, late of Company F, First 
Regimentof Rhode Island Light Artillery Volunteers, at $36 per month, 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY 0. HALL. 


The bill (S. 1152) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposed to place the name of Mary 
O. Hall, widowof Augustus J. Hall, late of Company D, Twelfth Maine 
Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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T. A. KENDIG. 


The bill (S. 2634) for the relief of T. A. Kendig was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $3,538.59 to Theodore 
A. Kendig, surviving partner of T. A. Kendig and J, C. McManus, for 
one month’s extra pay on mail routes numbered 8166 and 8167, on 
which the service of carrying the mail was discontinued by order of 
the Postmaster-General on May 31, 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 

Mr. PLATT. What is the title of that bill as it stands? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A bill for the relief of T. A. Kendig. 

Mr. PLATT. As it caught my ear it was a bill for the relief of some 
other person, and the title ought to be amended. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The body of the bill says Theodore A. Kendig. 
That is the only difference. He is the surviving partner and he is the 
only one named. 

Mr. PLATT, I supposed the bill was in favor of some heirs or some- 
thing of that kind. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; Theodore A. Kendig, surviving partner, 

Mr. PLATT. I make no further question. 


PORT OF TAMPA, FLA. 


The bill (S. 2447) to extend to Tampa, Fla., the privilege of im- 
mediate transportation of unappraised merchandise was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, in line 7, after the word “the,” to strike out ‘‘ ports ™ and in- 
sert ‘“‘ port,” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ Tampa,” to strike 
out ‘‘and St. Augustine;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

That the provisions of the first section of the act entitled “ An act to amend 
the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, be, and the same are hereby, extended 
to the port of Tampa, Fla. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

RETIRED-LIST FOR PRIVATES, ETC. 


The bill (S. 83) to amend the act approved February 25, 1885, en- 
titled “An act to authorize a retired-list for privates and non-commis- 
sioned officers of the United States Army who have served for a period 
of thirty years or upward ’’ was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That I object to. Let that go over under Rule 
IX. It is an adverse report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. PADDOCK. What is the order made? 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The bill goes over to the Calendar under Rule 
IX, where all adverse reports go. The bill is reported adversely. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is not present, 
and I was about to suggest that the bill be passed over. i 

Mr. COCKRELL. TheSenator’scolleague reported it adversely, and 
it has been placed on the adverse Calendar. 

Mr. PAD . Allright. 

TRANSFER OF REVENUE MARINE. 

The bill (S. 305) to transfer the revenue marine to the naval estab- 
lishment was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Iask that that may be passed over without losing 
its place on the Calendar. I object to it now. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 


MES. ADELAIDE H. WOODALL, 


The bill (S. 2245) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Adelaide H, 
Woodall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposesto - 
increase to $50 per month the pension of Adelaide H. Woodall, widow 
of French B. Woodall, late colonel of the One hundred and fifty-first 
Regiment of Tllinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
he engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

COAST DEFENSE LANDS. 

The bill (S. 2673) to acquire title to lands for purposes of public de- 
fense was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. That had better go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The bill (S. 2680) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River 
to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also 
to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 
7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and to pro- 
vide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid 
in the construction of certain of the railroads, and to secure to the 
United States payment of all indebtedness of certain of the companies 
therein mentioned was announced as next in order, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill may go over informally. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, that is right. 


* ARIZONA SCHOOL LANDS, 


The bill (S. 2678) to authorize the leasing of the schooland univer- 
sity lands in the Territory of Arizona, and for other purposes was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. With the consent of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], who reported the bill, it may lie over until I can have an 
opportunity to examine it, and I shall call it up the next day when the 

endar is under consideration. 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over inform- 
ally. 

5 LAND OFFICES IN MONTANA. 

The bill (H. R. 525) to establish two additional land offices in the 
State of Montana was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There ought to be a word inserted in the last line 
ofsection2. Thereis evidently a word left out—either amisprintin the 
bill or it was not in the original bill. I move to insert, after the word 
“ the,” in line 15, the word ‘‘town;’’ so as to read: ‘‘shall be located 
at the town of Lewiston.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

PRISON BUREAU, 

The bill (S. 1491) to establish a prison bureau was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to the consideration of that bill and ask 
' that it be placed on the Calendar under Rule IX. I think we can get 
along without a prison bureau for awhile. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is so ordered, if there be no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, subsequently said: When the bill (S. 1491) 
to establish a prison bureau was reached on the Calendar, I was absent 
from the Chamber, attending a session of a committee of the Senate. 
An objection was made and the bill was carried to the Calendar under 
Rule IX. I ask that that order may be revoked, and that the bill be 


over, ing its place on the Calendar. 
Mr. COC. I have no objection to that, except that I want 
to.enter my protest against the bill, as it increases the number of of- 


fices and would build up an independent bureau in the Government 
whose province would be simply to overlook the penitentiaries. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I nowask merely that the bill be placed on 
the Calendar as having been over without prejudice, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the former 
_ order will be reconsidered, and the bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

HARBOR AT GALVESTON. 

The bill (S. 2716) to provide for the completion of the improvement 
of the entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas, was announced as the next 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COKE. I wish thatthe bill be passed over informally, without 

rejudice. 

p The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis so ordered, if there be no ob- 
jection. 
HANNAH LEO. 

The bill (S. 2285) granting a pension to the widow of John Leary, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 5, to strike out the word ‘‘the’’ and insert ‘‘ Hannah 
Leo,” and in line 7, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out the word 
“twenty” and insert ‘*twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Hannah Leo, widow of John Leary, 
late a first sergeant in Battery F, Third Artillery, United States Army, in the 
war of the rebellion, and pay her at the rate of $12 per month from and after 
the passage of this act. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
Were cencurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the title of that bill, so that it 
will be more consonant with the body of the bill. 

i The PRESIDING OFFICER, Thecommittee reports to amend the 
tle. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to 
Hannah Leo.” 

SARAH A. WOODBRIDGE. 


‘The bill (S. 1665) ting restoration of ion to Sarah A. Wood- 
jaldge waa Dda as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
restore to the pension-roll the name of Sarah A. Woodbridge, widow of 


Anson L. Brewer, major and paymaster, United States Army, her peu- 
sion having been suspended by reason of her remarriage. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT NATCHEZ. 


The bill (S. 2415) to amend an act entitled ‘An act authorizing the 
Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company of Natchez, 
Miss., to construct a bridge over the Mississippi at or near Natchez, 
Miss.” was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ years,’’ to strike out “‘five’’ 
and insert ‘‘three;’’ so as to make the hill read: 


That section 12 of the above-recited act be amended so as to read, “ That if the 
construction of said bridge is not commenced by the Ist day of January, 1592, 
= apine in three years thereafter, all rights hereby conferred shal! cease 
and determine,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and s 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act authorizing the Mississippi and Lonisiana 
Bridge and Railroad Company, of Natchez, Miss., to construct a bridge 
ori the Mississippi River at or near Natchez, Miss.,’ approved Jnly 19, 

PORT OF DELIVERY AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 


The bill (S. 897) to establish a port of delivery at Sioux City, Iowa, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in section 1, line 7, after the word ‘‘States,”’ to strike out 
the following: 


Aud all the privileges and facilities afforded by the act a ved March 2, 
1831, entided “An act allowing the duties on foreign merchan importedinto 
Pittsburgh, Wheeling, Cincinnati, Louisville, St. Louis, Nashville, and Natchez 
to be secured and paid at those places; p 

So as to make the section read: 


That the city of Sioux City, in the State of Ilowa, shall and is hereby, con- 
stituted a port of delivery, annexed to and made a part of the collection district 
of New Orleans, and shall be subject to the same regulations and restrictions as 
other ports of delivery in the United States, 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 3 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT VINEYARD HAVEN, MASS. 

The bill (S. 2481) to improve the marine hospital at Vineyard Haven, 
Mass., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ hospital,” to insert the words 
* and its approaches;”’ so as to make the bill read: 


That there is hereby gt paring out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise ap , the sum of $25,000, which shall be expended by the Sec- 
retary of the jury for the pi of alterations and improvements to the 


marine hospital and its appi es at Vineyard Haven, 
herein nied $k meg pe shall be made immediately available 
passage of this act, 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


The snm 
from and after the 


E. 8. TYNER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was ithe bill (S. 1764) for the relief of 
E. S. Tyner, of Plant City, Fla. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is an adverse report. 

Mr. PASCO. The bill was placed upon the Calendar at my request. 
I know no reason why the recommendation of the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads should not be carried out, and I suggest that 
the bill be indefinitely poned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be indefinitely postponed. It is so ordered. 

MRS, CAROLINE G. SEYFFORTH. 

The bill (S. 2103) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Sey forth 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It ate 08 to place on 
the pension-rolls the name of Caroline G. Seyfforth, widow of the late 
Edmund Seyfforth, a contract surgeon in the United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH DOMM. 

The bill (8.2066) placing the name Elizabeth Domm on the pension- 
rolls was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension-rolls the name of Elizabeth Domm, widow of 
John L. Domm, deceased, late member of the Eleventh Ohio Battery. 


1890. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY ELLEN FITZGERALD. 

The bill (S. 1502) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. lt proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Ellen Fitzgerald, invalid danghter of 
Michael Fitzgerald, late a soldier in Company G, Sixth United States 
Infantry, at the rate of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES JOHNSTON. 

The bill (S. 1154) to increase the pension of James Johnston was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

ion-roll the name of James Johnston, late first sergeant of Company 
C, Fifteenth Maine Volunteers, at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of 
the present pension which he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT GRAND FORKS, N. DAK. _ 

The bill (S; 1571) to provide for the erection ofa public buildingin the 
city of Grand Forks, N. Dak., was announced as the next in order. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the bill may go over without losing its 
place on the Calendar. b 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. The bill will 
be informally passed over. A 

JULIET OPIE H. AYERS. 

The bill (S. 2451) granting a pension to Juliet Opie H. Ayers was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was rted from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments: In line 7, before the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty ” and 
insert ‘‘seventy-five,’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘month,’’ 
to insert ‘*in lieu of that which she is now receiving;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay Juliet Opie H. Ayers, widow of Romeyn Beck Ayres, late colonel 
of the Second Regiment Artillery, United States Army, a pension, subject to the 


rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $75 per month, in 
Kea of that which she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr, COCKRELL, In line 6, after the word “Army,’’ I move to in- 
gert “and brigadier-gencral of United States Volunteers;”’ soasto read: 

Late colonel of the Second Regiment Artillery, United States Army, and brig- 
adier-general of United States volunteers, ete, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr, CULLOM. What is the amount of the pension granted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-five dollars per month. 

Mr. CULLOM. Thatis a pretty good pension. I would inquire 
who knows anything about this case. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is all right. 

Mr. CULLOM. I inquire of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL] if he knows about it. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I am going entirely by the record in the case. 
It has not been usual to increase the pension of any officer below the 
rank of brigadier-general above $50. I discover from the report that 
General Ayers was a brigadier-general of volunteers and brevet brig- 
adier-general and brevet major-general in the Regular Army. I there- 
fore moved to insert the words ‘‘and brigadier-general of United States 
volunteers ” as a part justification at least for the increase of this pen- 
sion above $50. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
about, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill as introduced provided for only $50. 

Mr. MORGAN. The amount ought to be $100 a month. 

Mr, CULLOM. Imerely wanted to know something about the case. 

Mr. MORGAN, General Ayers was one of the most accomplished 
and one of the most heroic of all the generals in the Federal Army 
during the war. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WALTER P. HARRISON. 

The bill (8.2598) increasing the pension of Walter P. Harrison was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of $3 per month now received by Walter P. Harrison, late pri- 
vate Company B, First Regiment Louisiana Volunteers, Mexican war, 
to $72 per month. 

Mr, CULLOM. What about this case? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to know upon what principle the 
‘pilbis based. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think these bills providing pensions of $50 and $75 
and $100 a month, or anything above the ordinary rates of pension, 
ought to have a report with them soas to show what the facts are upon 
which they are based. 


The question of amount is what I was inquiring 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a report upon this bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Secretary will read the report, 

The Secretary read the report submitted hy Mr. Davis February 
18, 1890, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2598) granting 
increase of pension to Walter P. Harrison, have examined the same, and re- 


port: 

A favorable report in this case was made by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions in the House of Representatives in the last Congress which ew Poor oe peer 
the facts as appears by the evidence. ‘The said report isherewith pte and 
the passage of the bill is recommended. 

HOUSE REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10477) 
granting an increase of pension to Walter P. Harrison, have considered the 
same, and report as follows: 

Walter P, was a private in Company B, First Louisiana Volunteers, 
Mexican war, and is now a pensioner at the rate of $8 per month under the 
Mexican pension act of January 29, 1887, Healso served as midshipman in the 
United States Navy from October 19, 1841, until June 10, 1843, when he resi 

In 1886 he applied for pension for total ‘blindness, declaring that while in the 
Mexican war he contracted measles, which settled in his e and caused dis- 
ease of the sume, resulting in total blindnessabout sogu Tle was unable 
in his pension claim to furnish the evidence of comrades to show the incurrence 
of his disability in his military service, and hence his claim for n for his 
disability has never been adjudicated, As above stated, he has allowed a 
service pension of $5 per month, 

Notwithstanding his infirmity, the claimant has for twenty-five years earned 
his subsistence by acting asa traveling agent, being always attended by another 
person. He is now sixty-five years 4 his health has failed him, he has no 
gy pe 4 to afford him.a living, and being no longer able to continue business 

e is entirely dependent upon his-small pension. 

Dr. Fiavel B. Tiffany, a leading physician of Kansas City, Mo., certifies that 
the claimant is totally blind from the disease known as choroid retinitis pig- 
mentosa, with secondary cataract folowing in each eye. There is no history 
prasy disease, other than measles, which might be the cause of Mr, Harrison's 

ndness, 
any, prominent citizens of Kansas City, Mo., certify to his helpless condi- 
tion. 

A prominent attorney, Henry N. Ess, esq., of Kansas City, Mo., states: 

"I have known W. P. Harrison seyenoreight years. Hedesiresanact passed 
for a pension to him. He served in the Mexican war. He took measles, from 
which he has wholly lost his eyesight. There are no records of the disease of 
the men in service then. The phy ian, although now living, does not person- 
ally recollect this particular disease of Mr. Harrison. Without such outside 
testimony he can not get any increase of pension under the Jaw as it stands, 
Heis now pean Aids and has been blind for more than twenty-five years. 
There is just a little failure of evidence that defeats him before the Department. 
I know Mr. Harrison well and his character is beyond dispute.” 

J. V. C. Karnes, of Kansas City, Mo., a prominent lawyer, and late United 
States attorney, states : 

Mr. Harrison isa very remarkable man, and, although entirely blind, makes 
a brave fight to do business as far as hecan. Heis aman of excellent character, 
honorable in every respect and entitled to the fullest confidence and considern- 
tion. Ofcourse I know nothing of the cause of his blindness, but among those 
who know him his own statement is all that is required on this or any other 
su p > 
Morrison Munford, editor Kansas City Times, Charles E. Hosbrook, Sanford 
B. Ladd, and James S. Botsford, all leading citizens of Kansas City, certify to 
the same effect. 

Other testimony before your committee shows the claimant's present condi- 
tion and that the eye disease existed for many yos before he became blind. 

1n several similar eases, where oners of the Mexican war were totally 
blind, notably the cases of Titus Wilder and Martin Kellogg, Congress has in- 
creased the pension to $72 per month, 

Your committee believe the bill one of merit, and therefore recommend its 
pamare, le by inserlingafterthe word “ volunteers,” in line 5, the words 
“ Mexican war. 


Mr. CULLOM. The disclosureof the fact that this soldier is entirely 
blind, and has been for some time, it seemsto me is sufficient to justify 
the allowance of a pension of $72 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 


FRANCES M’NEIL POTTER, 


The bill (S. 2505) for the relief of Frances MeNeil Potter was con- 
sidered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes to increase the pen- 
sion of Frances McNeil Potter, dependent daughter of the late General 
John McNeil, United States Army, trom $30 to $50 per month. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the report in that case be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR; 
from the Committee on Pensions, February 18, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.2505) granting 
a pension to Frances McNeil Potter, have examined the same, and report: 

The appended report, made by your committee in the Fiftieth Congress, is 
adopted and the bill is reported with a favorable recommendation. 

REPORT. 


The facts of this case were fairly stated in the report of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions of the House of Representatives during the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, and which is herewith submitted, 

Frances McNeil Potter is a daughter of General John McNeil, United States 
Army; that John McNeil, of New Hampshire, wasappointed a captain of infantry 


March 12, 1812, and had of the troops at Concord, and su ered Kr 
go 


Plattsburgh, where he was charged also with owls gobi of the 
the new soldiers. In Angust, 1813, he was promi to the rank of major and 
marched to Burlington in command of a regiment. 

In July, ISH, he served in Brown’s division, atSackett’s Harbor, until he was 
ordered with his regiment, in July, tothe frontier at Niagara. During anattack 
by the enemy Colonel Campbell, of the Eleventh Regiment, fell, and the com- 


mand of the ent devolved spon Major McNeil. 
The action of this officer at this battle, known in history as the battle of Chip- 
by his superior officers to have had adetermining influence 


wa, WAS 
Douai the success of the American Army. 


A 
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General Scott, in his report, said,“ ‘The self-possession of Major McNeil under 
fire was unequaled,” and “the flank movement of the gallant McNeil in this 
important battle turned the fortunes of the day and gave victory to the Ameri- 
can troops,” 

General J declares: 

“I followed the Eleventh Regiment with my command over the bridge. I 


- had ample opportunity of witnessing the conduct of Major McNeil. He bemos 


his regiment under fire of the Leger’ 4 with the accuracy of a e: e 
rang a 4 availed himself of eve van presented, and he wielded his 

force with great coolness and judgment, and on his own responsibility and 
without ers made the decisive movement at Chi Wa,” 

General Scott, in his report to General Brown, $ 

“Major McNeil deserves everything which conspicuous skill and gallantry 
can win from a grateful country,” 

He subsequently commanded the Eleventh Regiment at the battle of Lundy's 
Lane, and in this engagement he exhibited not only the military tact, judgment, 
and bravery that had been exhibited at the battle of Chippewa, but wasseverely 
wounded and rendered a cripple for life. He subsequently served in 1824 on the 
Indian frontier. 

His death, which occurred in Washington, February, 1850, was commemorated 


the service of the country through a long series of years, but finally succumbed 

d diseases contracted in the service, And 
your committee are of the opinion that the gallant service of the father to his 
country entitles his daughter to consideration from his grateful countrymen, 


Mr. CULLOM. What is the amount of the pension proposed ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty dollars a month. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Is this a daughter of a Revolutionary soldier, or 
a granddaughter, or great granddaughter? I have not the report be- 
fore me and I could not exactly make out which was the case. Was 
General McNeil a soldier of the Revolutionary war? 

Mr. MORGAN. He was a soldier of the war of 1812. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is she a daughter of the soldier? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. She is a daughter of the soldier. 
Fey COCKRELL. Is the widow dead, and are all the other children 

9 

Mr. CULLOM. She is getting a pension of $30 a month now. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Iam inclined to believe that we had better let 
the bill be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill will 
be passed over informally. 


BENJAMIN T. BAKER. 


The bill (S. 2531) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin T. 
Baker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Benjamin T. Baker, late a quar- 
termaster on the United States steamer Spuyten Duyvil, in the Navy, 
at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us hear the report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the report is calied 
for. The Secretary will read the report. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR, 
from the Committee ou Pensions, February 18, 1890: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2531) granting 

a pension to Benjamin T. Baker, have examined the same and report: 
e appended report, made by your committee in the last Congress, is adopted, 
and the bill is repo: with s favorable recommendation. 


REPORT. 

The distressing facts in this case are fully set forth in the sworn evidence filed 
with your committee, The statement by Mrs. Saville is osaig full and made 
so at the request of the member of the committee to whom the case was re- 
ferred for special examination. Itis indeed seldom that the tragic records of 
suffering occasioned by patriotic service have so strongly appealed to the jus- 
tice and sympathy of the country. 

We append the evidence in the case supporting the application for increase of 
pension. 

WAsHINGTonN, D.C. 

Benjamin T. Baker, being sworn according to law, certifies as follows: 

I enlisted in Colonel Sewell’s First New York Volunteer Engineers, Company 
H, Capt. F. January 22, 1862; served one year and six months; was 
honorably discharged for lysis of the legs and other disabilities. 

In June, 1864, I enlisted in the Navy as quartermaster; was with Capt. John 
Lay at Dutch Gap, on board the to! o-boat Spuyten Duyvil. During the win- 
ter of 1864 and 1565 we lived on board the torpedo-boat, the Government failing 
tosend the tender for ns to sleepon, as they had promised todo. I wasin charge 
of the boat during Captain Lay's absence, and for five long weary months had 
no berth to lie in. To keep the iron under water we filled bags of sand and put 
on the deck, being obliged to keep them wet all the time. From these and the 
donkey-pumps the water was constantly dripping below on the torpedo-box on 
which I was obliged to lie. We could not stand on the top of the torpedo-boat 
for many minutes at a time, the weather being bitterly cold, and the frost and 
ice preventing our keeping afoot-hold. We were obliged to crouch down or 
stand the best we could, between the wet bags. Our clothing was constantly 
saturated with water, and we had no place to go to in order to change, as every- 

we had was below and wet before we putiton. We took our meals on 
the Onondaga, a double-turreted monitor, which lay about 50 yards from us; we 
had no further privileges on the monitor. Our lives at this time were in great 
peril and we suffered more than words can describe. 

Du Boa winter I contracted bronchitis and was very ill for two months, 
my only 


was sent to the Boapiial, at this time entirely helpless; I was two months in 


the hospital when the surgeon brought me m: , and my health was 
sa oa and at that time they did not thinke I would live to reach New 
or! , my 


ome. 
I have suffered ever since with chronic bronchitis, and my life has been one 
suffering. I have been unable to support myself or family for 
long years, and have been upon my daughter, who is now a widow, 


and is obliged to provide for us all by her own exertions. My family have to 
attend to me lly, my constitution has become so weakened by frequent 
xysms of coughing which completely prostrates me. I desire tosecure the 
ighest grade of pension, $72 per month, as my sufferings have been severe, 
and Iam unable to care for myself financially or physically, but a pensioner 


on others, 
BENJAMIN T. BAKER. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 17th day of ast A. D. 1888, 
{seav.} M, M. ROHRER, Notary Public. 


This certifies that I am the daughter of Benjamin T. Baker, and personally 
cognizant of his condition in the past and at the presenttime. He has been an 
invalid since the war, having contracted chronic bronchitis while in the sery- 
ice of the United States Navy, through neglect of the Government to provide 
roper accommodations while on board the torpedo-boat Spuyten Duyvil (Capt. 
ohn Lay) at Dutch Gap. No sleeping accommodation was provided him, 
he was constantly saturated with the water which dripped from the deck 
above. He is a great sufferer; reduced to a skeleton from years of pain and 
rere, ov which to give a copious account would make the heart of adamant 
rn in pity. 

He has had very severe hemorrhages from the lungs, in every instance leay- 
ing him near death. He can not bear the least atmospheric change without a 
violent fit of coughing, which lasts many minutes or an hour, as the case may 
be; in the latter event he becomes so exhausted he faints away, and lies un- 
conscious until restoratives are administered, then he is unable to leave his 
couch forhoursafter. Atsuch times we have to give him stimulants frequently, 
and by this artificial means keep him alive. He has not been able to bathe 
himself for several years. 

He never lies down at night or rises in the morning without a 1 roxysm 
of coughing, usually lasting an hour, and often longer. His medicine and a 
stimulant are always brought to his room and prepared for use, to relieve him if 
possible. These spells must be endured; he expects them upon rising and re- 
tiring, and the anticipation is such agony he often wishes himself a. A 
po: weak, emaciated body seems but to imprison a soul to torture and harass, 

he unseen particles floating in the air irritate his throat so constantly thatan 
incessant hacking and expectoration is kept up nighf and day. 

No interval from pain marks the day, no respite of a few moments for the 
lungs in their efforts to clear the air passages. These convulsions are inces- 
sant, ina ter or less degree, month in and month out, while these drag into 
years, for his life is one long period of pain and suffering and fighting with 
disease. Four or five of these fearful paroxysms of coughing have to be gone 
Lehi every day; hence his strength is gone and he is rendered entirely help- 


ess. 

He is now past seventy years old, with no hope of ever again being able to 
know a month’s freedom from suffering. He served a double record during the 
late rebellion, having been in the Army and the Navy, remaining in the 
Army until totally unfit for duty by sickness from exposure, only giving up 
when he could no longer stand on his feet, and then by order of the su n, 
who absolutely drove him from duty to the hospital, he being a friend mach fear- 
ing he would die on his feet. He left the hospital for his home, accompanied 
by two friends from New York, who went to fetch him, the surgeon quietly 
telling these friends he would die on the way home. This was the belief of 
every one. But he recovered sufficiently to go out, and immediately entered 
the Navy and again took up the cause of his country's honor. Surely his rec- 
ord asa soldier deserves some recognition, and his present condition a great 
deal of sympathy and the proper reward. 

His wife is sixty-two years of age; entirely broken downin health, and ter- 
ribly emaciated by constant anxiety and attendance ig ey her invalid husband, 
Her ht is so very defective from a cateract, and her other physical weak- 
ness, t she is no longer able to attend to his personal wants, as it is danger- 
ous, even if her health would permit, for her to do so. Ina moment of fright, 
when the said Beniamin T. Baker was in a violent paroxysm of coughing, she 
was hastening to him with a restorative, and supposing she had reached his 
room, she stepped off the stairs, falling down nineteen winding sori escaping 
death bya miracle, but injuring herself very seriously. She was terribly bruised 
and ill for three weeks; from this shock she p Sods will recover. 

The care of both parents now devolves upon me, which Iam quiteinadequate 
to, both financiall: Pape meer I struggle through, but am fearful with this 
constant strain I i give out completely. Iam not able to employ a nurse; 
thusevery little detail which makes up so much of an invalid’s life depends on 
me. I must be in constant attendance. The propercare of one alone would be 
deemed sufficient for one person. 

Aside from this my yog sister is in a very precarious state of health. She 
is the only other living child of my parents, and her condition is another sorrow 
added to my life. She can not endure the severity of our Northern winters. 
Hitherto she has gone South, accompanied by motheror myself. Having met 
with severe financial losses two years ago, I could not go away with her or 
send her away with another. My means would not permit me to move my 
family, and I could not leave two invalids to preserve the life of another. My 
physician constantly warns me of my sister's danger, and lam saddened by the 
thought that I am chained by poverty, unable to raise my band to save her. 
The money which I now employ to render my parents comfortable would per- 
=e tomakea provision for her, but at the present time we must keep together 

ve. 

A consultation with our physician, Dr. T. H. Yarror, of agit pa a few 
days since, resulted in the same warning words: “ Your sister should go South 
in the ony fall and remain until the latespring.” This isominous for me, and 
I can simply clasp my hands in despair. 

My parents, and sister as well, are dependent upon me for everything—home, 
clothing, food, ete. Having no other income than the $24 a month awarded 
Benjamin T. Baker a few months ago, this amount hardly pays for the medi- 
cines and tonics which are constantly required, and as often changed in the 
hope of some new d which may bring relief. The physician's bill is also 
hn rap of the cares which rest entirely upon me, and this expenditure is not 
t ng. 

My Mister being obliged from my inability to go away with her or send her 
away has caysed me more expense in this direction for several years, as her con- 
dition is very much aggravated by the severity of this winter. She, too, is so 
weak I have to give her great care and be very watchful, It isa very distress- 
ing state of affairs for me to see her becoming more frail every day, and to feel 
that she is fading away like a flower simply because I can not give herthe 
proper attention. 

This case is all the moresad from the fact that in his enthusiasm Benjamin 


T. Baker, to e the honorand glory of his country, cl out a flourish- 
ing Dannes Lamb his wife and young family a small competency to answer 
wants during absence, thereby changing their living from one of lux- 


ury and happiness to that of extreme economy, loneliness,andsorrow. Hecan 
only sit now and dwell upon the impoverishment of his family—everything 
me and he a dependent upon a widowed daughter. I amobliged to earn my 
ving by my pes which is often very embarrassing and in my case not remu- 
ni ve. barely make rn ea to provide for my indent ones and my- 
self, Iam sadly retarded by the incessant care de: of me, and I find 


my strength weakening. 
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I therefore make this statement of the true facts and the infirm and helpless 
condition of the said Benjamin T. Baker, h 


crease of pensios from $24 to $72 a month, his dependentand 


ing Congress will give him an in- 
condition 
worthy of this re 

WILHELMINA A, SAVILLE. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me 26th brs He April, A. D. 1888. 
[SEAL] M. ROHRER, Notary Publie. 


This certifies that I haye known Benjamin T, Baker personall 
thoroughly py pat of his condition. He has ar, 2 been a 
chronic bronchitis and hemorrh: . To my personal knowl heis totally 
unable to aid himself, being a confirmed invalid, and being in such an enfeebled 
condition he uires the attendance of his wife or daughter constantly. He 
has severe coughing spells, which render him insensible and prostrate him for 
hours ata time. He is reduced to a skeleton through disease contracted while 
in the Fary during the rebellion. 

He is entirely dependent upon his daughter (a widow), who is also depend- 
ent upon her own exertions for a livelihood, and who has others dependent 
upon her. His wife is now in failing health, her sight being very defective and 
her physical condition generally giving way, rendering her unable to give per- 
sonal attention to her invalid husband, thereby throwing the entire care upon 
her daughter, who can not afford to hire an attendant to Caer ser 


and am 
erer from 


DAVIS. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 17th day of April, A, D. 1888, at Wash- 


ington City, District of Columbia, 
SRAL.] JOHN T. C. CLARK, Notary Public, 


This certifies that I have known Benjamin T. Baker, formerly residing in 
Philadelphia, for several Tae His physical condition renders him unable to 
support himself and family, he having suffered with chronic bronchitis very 
severely, at times having severe hemorrhages. I attended him for several years 


during his residence in this city. 
THOMAS J. YARROW, M. D. 
PHILADELPHIA, April 14, 1888. 
Sworn and subscribed to before me the lith day of April, A. D. 1888, Witness 
my hand and notarial seal. 
SEAL.) F. T. CLARK, Notary Public. 
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
City and count, gh cages $3: 
Personally came . Fisher, residing in the city of Philadelphia, who, being 
duly affirmed socoraing to law, aftirms and says that he is acquainted with Ben- 
in T. Baker, formerly residing in the city of Philadelp! now a resident of 
ashington City. From my knowledge of him and his family be has been for 
some time past wholly dependent upon the lòve and care of his daughter, Mrs. 
Wilhelmina Saville, herself a widow dependent upon her own exertions to pro- 
vide for herself and her father and mother. The said Benjamin T. Baker B in 
infirm health, now over parently veer of age, very deaf,and in my judgment 
will, during ail his future years, be dependent apas others and not able to earn 
anything, by reason of his general physical debility; and I understand he re- 
quires an attendant nearly all the time to perform the ordinary things of life, 
such as washing himself, ete. 
B. F. FISHER. 


ane and subscribed to before me, a notary public, this 13th day of April, 
WILLIAM E. KNOWLES, Notary Public. 


[SEAL] 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
City and county of Philadelphia, ss: 

Personally came Seth W. Wilson, residing in the city of Philadelphia, who 
being duly sworn according to AWYA that heis and has] been acquainted 
with Benjamin T. Baker, formerly ding in the city of Philadelphia, now a 
resident of Washington City. From my knowledge of him he has been for 
some time past wholly dependent upon his dougbier, Mrs. W. A. Saville, herself 
a widow, supporting her father and mother by her own labor. 

Mr. Baker, now over seventy years old, is, and has long been, ininfirm health, 
is very deaf, and in my opinion will never be able to exercise any care or pro- 
vision for himself, as he now requires a personal attendant in the ordinary ex- 


ercise of daily life. 
SETH W. WILSON. 
Subscribed and sworn to this 13th day of Apr A, D. 1888, before me, 
[SEAL] . F. REARDON, Notary Public, 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
City and county of Philadelphia, ss: 

Personally came A. L. Farrand, residing at Ardmore, Pa., who, being duly 
sworn according to law, says that he has been long usinted with Benjamin 
T. Baker, formerly of Philadelphia, but now residing in Washington, D.C.; that 
the said Benjamin T. Baker, now seventy years of age, is now, and has for 
several years past been, totally unfit to perform either mental or physical labor. 
The rele dependence of himself and wife rests upon his daughter, Mrs. W. A. 
Saville (widow), who is obliged to labor for their support. 

A. L. FARRAND. 

Sworn and subscribed to the lith of April, A. D. 1888, before me, 

[BEAL] ISRAEL HECHT, Notary Publie. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES ANDERSON, 

The bill (S. 2611) granting a pension to James Anderson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James Anderson, late a private in Company B, 
Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BETSEY A, MOWER. 

The bill (S. 1468) granting a pension to Betsey A. Mower was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have read over the report in that case, which 
states that she was pensioned at $30 per month; that this was increased 
to $50 per month by special act of Congress; and subsequently by act 
of the Fiftieth Congress her pension was again increased to $75 per 
month. Judging from the report, the only merit the case has is the 
persistent application of the claimant to have special legislation in her 


behalf. I therefore object to the consideration of the bill and ask that 
it be placed on the Calendar under Rule IX. 

Mr. CULLOM. Thisis the third time the case has come before Con- 
gress. I think we ought to have a rest for at least one term of Con- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar under Rule IX. 

‘ ADMISSION OF IDAHO. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 658) to provide for 
the admission of the State of Idaho into the Union. 

Mr, PLATT. Withregard to that bill I should be very glad to have 
it passed this afternoon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It can not be passed this afternoon. 

Mr. PLATT. I apprehend some Senator will feel it is a bill that 
ought not to be passed this afternoon, and under the five-minute rule; 
I therefore ask that it be passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be so ordered, withont objec- 
tion. 

THE CAPRON COLLECTION OF JAPANESE ART. 

The bill (S. 321) providing for the purchase of ‘‘The Capron collec- 
tion of Japanese works of art’’ was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donotthink, in view of everything in the coun- 
try, the condition of the agricultural interests, and everything of the 
kind, that there is any pressing necessity for spending $14,000 to buy 
that collection. So we will let the hill over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri objects, 
and the bill will be passed over informally. 

NANCY E. DAY. 

The bill (S. 1034) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of 
the estate of James L. Day, deceased, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to pay Nancy E. Day, administratrix of the 
estate of James L. Day, deceased, late of Norwich, Conn., $3,041.66, 
in payment and satisfaction of the amount found due from the United 
States to her by the Court of Claims, upon a reference of her claim to 
that court by the Postmaster-General, under the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1883, entitled ‘‘An act to afford assistance 
and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the investi- 
gation of claims and demands against the Government.”’ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator postpone that mo- 
tion for a few moments while the Chair lays before the te certain 
House bills? 

Mr. INGALLS. With pleasure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairlays before the Senate bills 
from the House of Representatives for reference. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 5620) granting a pension to Frank Deming, Company 
F, Ninth Michigan Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. aaa) granting a pension to Sarah Meader; 

A bill (H. R. 2861) for the relief of Helen E. Dewey; 

A bill (H. R. 4028) granting a pension to Agnes Vetter; 

A bill (H. R. 4134) granting a pension to Margaret Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 4694) for the relief of Edward Haynes; 

A bill (H. R. 4868) granting a pension to Henrietta Judd; 

A bill (H. R. 5081) to pension Helen A. Moore and the minor chil- 
dren of John 8. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 5082) to pension Polly Robinson; 

A pe (H. R. 5309) to place the nameof Mary Welch upon the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 5452) granting a pension to Joseph K. Hamilton, de- 
pagent father of John E. Hamilton, late private Company D, One 

undred and third Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5617) granting a pension to Henry Bloomfield; 

A bill (H. R. 6350) for the relief of Asher Post; and 

A bill (H. R. 6871) for the relief of Napoleon B. McKay. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 2849) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
John C. Frémont as a major-general in the United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 8458) authorizing the purchase of tents by the Secre 
tary of War, and for other paces and 

A bill (H. R. 2041) for the relief of C. C. Roberts. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 935) to amend section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to fees of registers and receivers; 
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A bill (H. R, 6034) for the relief of Mary Alice White Ogden; and 
A bill (H. R. 7254) to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other pur- 


The bill (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 

i and submit to Congress a proposal for the sale to the United 

tates of the western part of the Crow Indian reservation in Mon- 

tana was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 571) extending the limit of cost for public building 
at Hoboken, N. J., to meet requirements of site, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. 7160) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States forthe fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and 
refgrred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The joint resolution (H. Res, 105) ‘‘ to continue in force an act au- 
thorizing the construction of a bridge over Bayou Bernard, in theState 
of Mississippi,” was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comimit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 3538) for the relief of Albert H. Emery was read 
twice by its title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will lie on the table at the 
request of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW LONDON, CONN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 977) for the erection of 
a public building at New London, Conn.; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


HEIRS OF JOHN H. JONES AND THOMAS D. HARRIS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the m of 
the House of tatives requesting the return of the bill (H. R. 
2239) for the ef of the heirs of John H. Jones and of the heirs of 


Thomas D. H: which was read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. - Without objection, the request will 
be agreed to. 


Mr. PASCO. My impression is that the bill is now before the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be retarned any way, wherever it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the order will be 
made, and the Committee on Claims will be discharged from further 
consideration of the bill. 


DENISON AND WASHITA VALLEY RAILWAY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendment of theSen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 856) to amend section 1 and section 9 of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Denison and Washita Valley Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1886, and asking a 
on with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

ereon. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
to the bill and agree to theconference asked by the Houseof Represent- 
atives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. JONES, of Ar- 
kansas, Mr. DAWES, and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE were appointed. 


ESTATE OF JAMES W. SCHAUMBURG. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that Order of Business 161 on the Calendar, 
being the bill (S. 986) for the relief of the legal representatives and 
devisees of James W. Schaumburg, may be placed back on the Calen- 
gas in the position it had when I objected to it. It is now under Rule 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. 
EMMA 8. CAMERON. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me fora 
moment that I may ask unanimous consent to proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 670, being Senate bill 1127. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the bill for 
which the Senator from Wisconsin asks present consideration. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1127) to pay Emma S. Cameron, widow 
of James Cameron, for property taken and used by the Army during 
the late war. 

Mr. PASCO. I think the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] de- 
sires to be heard on that bill when it comes up. 

Mr. SPOONER. If that is so, I withdraw the request for its consid- 
eration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request for immediate considera- 
tion is withdrawn, and the bill takes its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. REAGAN, I request the Senator from Kansas to withhold his 
motion and allow me to call up for present consideration Senate bill 
2860. Itis a bill making a small appropriation to complete a public 


building which is in progress, and which is recommended as neces- 
sary by the Su Architect. = 

Mr. HARR: I did not understand the Senator from Florida as 
objecting to the consideration of the bill the Senator from Wisconsin 
asked to have considered. Did the Senator intend to be so understood ? 

Mr. PASCO. I merely stated that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES] desired to be heard when the bill was brought up, and upon 
that suggestion the Senator from Wisconsin withdrew his request. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Arkansas is a member of the 
Committee on Claims, and I could not think of asking the Senate to 
take up the bill if he desires to be heard against it, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, entered the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Arkansas is now here. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I would like to call up the bill, if there be 
no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN] has since been recognized to ask unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate for the consideration of a bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Inasmuch as the bill was not objected to and the 
Chair had recognized another Senator, I think the Senator from Wis- 
consin is entitled to have his bill considered at this time, and the Sen- 
ator from Texas may be heard afterwards, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the Senator 
from Wisconsin withdrew his request, and the Chair announced that 
the bill took its place again on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think —— 

Mr. GORMAN, I suggest that we pass the bill the Senator from 
Texas wishes to call up, and then proceed to the consideration of. the 
bill moved by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. Allright. 


ADDITION TO PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOUSTON, TEX. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill (S. 2860) to authorize the construction of an 
addition to the public building in Houston, Tex., and to provide a 
cistern, heating apparatus, etc., for said building may be now consid- 
ered. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARTFORD COLLECTION DISTRICT. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent to ‘call up a bill to trans- 
fer— 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think we have been here long enough. 

Mr. DAWES. It is simply to transfer several towns to another col- 
lection district. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I give notice that after this bill is disposed 
of, ifthe Senator from Kansas does not renew his motion for an ex- 
ecutive session, I shall move an adjournment. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 2837) to amend an act ap ed 
March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of 
the Revised Statutes, and making Hartford, in the State of Connecti- 
cut, a port of entry in place of Middletown.”’ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
he engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 30 minutes p- m.) 
the PTEN adjourned until Monday, March 24, 1890, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 22, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. GEORGE ELLIOTT, 
of Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

COTTON-SEED OIL. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have a communication from the farmers of three 
States that I will be glad to have read and printed in the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: xy 

FARMERS’ EXCHANGE, 

Memphis, Tenn., March 11, 1800. 
Ata meeting of the Farmers’ Exchange, held this day, the following resolu- 


tions were unanimously adopted: 
Whereas the Agricultural Committee of Congress have under consideration a 


bill to tax compound lard; and 
Whereas cotton-seed oil, pressed from cotton seed, an important and a valuable 
product of the soil, is largely used in the making up of ey ae lard, and & 
tax on compound lard is an indirect tax on cotton and is well calculated 
to reduce the price of the same in the hands of the producer; and 
Whereas the price of farm products, not only of the South, but of the whole 
country, is now barely above the cost of production: Therefore, 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2535 


a inet Gi on OAE te en OPEO Ae ea eT Deke Go ne OD 
and, as ucers, We are o; n we do not o! 

i but consider it are just to all Anan in interest, that compound lard 

: as such, and that pure Jard be branded as such, so that each can be 

‘sold oe its own aap 

a 


Beit further resolved, copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the 

[members of Congress and of the Senate, from Tennessee, Mississippi, and Ar- 

kansas, this exchange having members in each one of these States, and that a 

| copy be also sentto Hon. J. M. Rusk, Commissioner of Agriculture, and they 
be requested to use all fair and legitimate means to defeat said bill. — » 
R. D. GOODWYN, Pres: 


J. H. ALLEN, Secretary. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the printing of the memorial 
inthe RECORD. The Chair hears none, and it will be printed in the 
RECORD and referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 


FEDERAL ELECTIONS BILL. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on Elec- 
tion of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress to 
offer the following resolution and ask for its consideration at the pres- 
ent time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 2,500 copies additional of the bill (I, R.8242) be printed for the 
use of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? [After a pause.] ‘The Chair hears none, 

The resolution was adopted. 


c. C. ROBERTS. 


Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 2041) for the reliefof C. C. Roberta. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


directed to cause 
Roberts the pay, and emoluments of a first lieutenant of vol- 
p 


Regiment of Ullman’s Brigade, Colored United States Volunteers, as first lieu- 
tin the company commanded Capt, Thomas 8. with interest at 

4 per cent. on the amount due from November 1, 1 when this act 
shall be in force and become approved, and that he be gran’ 
muster-out rolls in accordance with provisions of this act. 

SEO, 2. That the amount of money necessary to pay for the services of the 
above-named claimant be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money inthe 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The following amendments were reported by the committee: 

In line 5, after the word “volunteers” insert the word "infantry." 

Strike out, commencing in line 11, the following words: 

* With interest at 4 per cent. on the amount due from November 1, 1863, to 
the day when this act shall be in force and become approved.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LAWLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. In the course of discussion on yesterday on tha ponon ap- 
props bill I stated that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] 

, With others, objected to the consideration of pension legislation 
during the Fiftieth Congress. I find upon examination of the RECORD 
that Mr. Bynum was not one of those who objected; but that while it 
is true that others did so he did not, although I was under the impres- 
sion at the time that he had objected. I would not misstate the posi- 
tion of any gentleman upon the floor of the House, and I, therefore, 
make this statement in justice to him. 


IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION LAWS, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that the memorial of 
the North American Turnerbund and citizens of Columbus, Ohio, against 
material restrictive changes in the national laws on immigration and 
naturalization be printed in the RECORD without the names, 

The memorial is as follows: 


NORTH AMERICAN TURNERBUND (GYMNASTIC UNION), 
Orrice NATIONAL EXBCUTIVE 
f St. Louis, Mo., February 22, 1890. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

The “North American Turnerbund” (Gymnastic Union), an organization 
comprising some 40,000 citizens of this country, both native and naturalized, 
does hereby respectfully, but most earnestly, protest agane Rie passage of any 
and all of the measures now before your honorable y designed to mate- 
rially change the present national laws on immigration and naturalization. 

As some of the reasons (among many) for our protest we mention the fol- 


lowing: 
First, These proposed measures are ep ae with the same mischief and 
breathe the same spirit which caused the founders of this Republic to rise in 
rebellion against a British tyrant and to hurl at him the following indictment: 
“ Ho has endeavored to prevent the ulation of these States; for that pur- 
obstructing the laws for natura! ion of foreigners; refusing to pass 
others to encou their migration hither, and raising the conditions of new 
appropriations of lands.” 
All such legislation is therefore directly opposed to the very spirit of our in- 
pay eanss gece can not be defended upon any mere plea of expediency or self. 


f- 


Second. The industry, thrift, and honest eer pe of the immigrant has, 
for more than a hundred years been a chief rin developing the min- 
eral, agricultural, commercial, and industrial resourees of this country and in 
raising it to its present proud position among the nations of the world. 

There is room in this broad land for many millions more of human beings, 
By maintaining the liberal policy of our forefathers, who extended to every 
new-comer the warm hand of welcome, we may and will continue to multiply 
our national wealth and the comforts and happiness of our poopie: By sur- _ 
rounding ourselves with a Chinese wall of intolerance we will as surely invite 
sta; tion and retr on. 

ird. The patriotic devotion of those who have in the last century emi- 
grated to our land and acquired a right of citizenship among us has been such 
as to win a proud place in its history,and not least among them are the mem- 
bers of our own organization. What right have we toassume that the character 
of those to come under a continued liberal policy of immigration will be one 
article lower than of those who came before? In truth, the very propaani of 
hese illiberal measures is an affront to the bearer of every sone nam 
no matter how long the line of his ancestry that helped to build up this nation 

Fourth. Any material change of our present naturalization laws, looking to 
the discouragement of naturalization, must be regarded as uncalled-for and 
mischievous. Not merely should we encourage those who have cast their fort- 
unes among us tosoon become loyal members of our body politic, butthe very 
existence of large bodies of unnaturalized residents would seem to ccastitute 
n menace to our institutions. Love of a fres country can best be bred in men 


ings. 
Finn. The scheme proposed, of emigrant inquisition t our consular 
and governmental representatives abroad, is impracticable and unjust. It will 
soon o ee bap) government will 
assist in retaining its bad elements and in forwarding desirable, Bape 


system 
pro olating the fundamental prin- 
Nees ee our national compact and darkening the brightest pages of our na- 
DA: . 
In the pete LET of this protest the mighty host of men who sought this land ` 


The SPEAKER, The memorial will be referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW LONDON, CONN, 


Mr. RUSSELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 977) for the erection of a public building at New 
London, Conn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, 
a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, includi 
vaults, heatingand ventilating apparatus, elevators and app es, for use 
and accomm ion of the United States , custom-house, and other 
Government offices, in the city of New London and State of Connecticut, the cost 
ofsaid site and building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
eleyators,and Spprsaniei; complete, notto exceed the sum of $100, |, which said 
sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in tho 
United States Treasury not otherwise appro} 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest cir cula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, w shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may a int a 
commission of not more than three persoas, one of whom shal! be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, accom- 
panied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted to 
them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the procestiings of 
said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the ury shall 
thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $ per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners,and 
other Age incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. > 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Korink Architect of the Treasury Deperimont shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Seorctary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be avuilable, exe-pt as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Connecticut shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein, 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Ar- 
chitectand nf ets by the Saeed of the ry, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The building shall be une to danger from fire by an open space of at 

east 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


fire-proof 
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aan Garena Is there objection to the present consideration of 
i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I could not hear what change 
was recommended by the committee. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


The com mittee recommends to strike out the words “ one hundred vhousand”™ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ seventy-five thousand. 


Fs BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there an appropriation 
use? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I believe it is understood that the appropria- 
tion clauses should be stricken out of all these bills; and I therefore 
move that it be stricken out of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that the report ought to be read. 

The report of the House Committee was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 159) for the erection of a public building at New London, Conn., sub- 


mit the following report 
The erection of a public building at New London, Conn., for the uses of the 
ae frees eustom-house, naval station, si; station, and United States steam- 
eng eens office for Connecticut and Rhode Island, was considered in the 
Fiftieth Congress. A bill for such a public building was favorably reported from 
the committees of the Senate and the House and in the Senate. 

The harbor of New London, Conn., is one of the finest in the world, and is 
the most important pot of refuge on the New England coast. The number of 
registered and enrolled vessels entered at the custom-house is 182, with a net 
tonnage of 31,073.69tons, The customs neopets for the fiscal year ending June 

, Were $15,468.66, an increase of about $5,000 over the preceding year. 
The total value of im sauces of merchandise for year ending June 30, 1888, was 
$112,445. The population, according to the census of Hee, was 10, 537, and the 
provoni popoe is estimated to be not less than 15,000, 
new Serre eras J enterprises, employing in the aggregate over 

p00 has ds, have been established. Among the most important of these are 
two site i the product of one of which, in 1877, was $1,214,000; manufact- 
mir ge peeenee, 6 y iron et ee hot-water heaters, marine engines 
ee sae inery, and bushi 
‘ There are Ta eleven passenger ni tate between DN Bence ts and New Y k 

uring tbe summer and e n the winter, an utthesame number 
between New Tea AL ine nog 

The number of summer residents, not included in above estimate, is not less 
than twenty-five hundred, and is steadily increasing every year. 


The present is entirely inadequate in proper accommodation for 
the transaction of the postal business. The inside dimensions of the office are 
34 by 32 feet, and the lobby for the use of the pousten 6feetin width. The 
one A se a free delivery, which is embarrassed by the limited post-office accom- 
modat energy 

Durin; year there were on file at one time with the r three 
hundred ap emi cations fo for yy pia, and one hundred for call-boxes that could 


fice is the sepply office for all points on the New London 
Nortiern Tailroad a as far north as mer, Mass., all points on the Shore Line 
east of New Haven, all points on the New ‘York, Providence and Boston west 
of Providence. Fr rales supras Eastern Connecticut and the entire State of 


Island, the city of Providence, with mail. 
There are pr aes eup bog e office ninety-six mails. The gross ee of 
the office for the last fiscal year were $24,140.02, and the net Spee cae $13,889.50, 


a aay a by the Government for the present post-office accommodations 


sr ne reported from official sources that the space required for the present 
needs of the office is three times as great as can be had in the shearing Sieg a 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended as follows: In line 13, 
strike out the words “one hundred” and insert in lieu thereof the words “‘sev- 
enty-five ;” in line 14, strike out the word “one” and insert in lieu thereof the 
— ny 2 also, in line 15, strike out the word * hundred ” and insert the 
word “five. 

Your committee recommend that the bill as amended do pass. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill ? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER, The question is now on the amendment presented 
by the gentleman from Iowa, ee strike out the appropriation clause. 

The amendment was 

The bill as amended was eters to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RUSSELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the bill (H. R. 159) relating to 
the same subject will be considered as laid upon the table. 

There was no objection. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOBOKEN, N. J. 

Mr. McADOO. I ask to take from the Calendar and place upon its 
—- the bill (H. R. 571) extending the limit of cost for public 

milding at Hoboken, N. J., to meet requirements of site. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the additional sum of $15,000 is hereby appropriated 
for the securing a proper foundation, building, and wabe the oe 
jo te at Hoboken, N.J., to be expended by the Secretary of the 

subject to the pbin woasinnenae- of an act for that purpose Aperored June 18. 1888. 
The ‘mit of cost prescribed in said act is hereby extend aforesaid, and no 
plan shall be a; rea aos which will involve an expenditure for site and building 
complete, including approaches, greater than the limit herein fixed. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the report be read, though, Mr. Speaker. 

ot report was read, as follows: 


e Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, to whom wasreferred the 
bil it R. 571) providing for the erection of a public building for the use of the 
United States post-office and other Government offices in the city of Hoboken, 
N. J., submits the following sepert: 

Hoboken, Hudson County, New Jersey, is situated on the west bank of the 


ite the center of the cit 
for many years. In area it 


MARCE 22, 
Hudson River, directly op 


bee incorporated city fo Shouse: mites k aae 
nanin ut 2 miles long 
about 134 miles wide. 
It has a population of about 50,000, 25 per cent. of which has been added 
within ten years. Four lines of transatlantic steamers have their American 
termini at Hoboken. They are well known European lines. Itis a great coal- 
ing depot and the home place of one of the leading express companies. Tt has 
numerous great manufacturing industries, such as paper, silk, machines, iron, 
con lead pencils, scientific alra AA N, — very many others, 
the first session of the last Con: the sum of $60,000 wus appropriated to 
bay a site and erect a La peck war ae bui mas at tthis place. After carefulinvestiga- 
~ an eligible site was selected. This site cost $30,000, karing pony $30,000 to 
fora building: The building contemplated, an Noy merry BAe and pain 
Pair for a city of this size and iapatsaa can not be built for that sum. 
Sopotin Architect of the Treasury has communicated with the aaike 
on this sub; stating that the sum rte $15,000 additional is necessary to con- 
struct this bullding. 
The committee recommend that the bill do pass, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCADOO moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pesed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SALE OF WESTERN PART OF CROW RESERVATION, 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to procure and submit to Congress a proposal for the sale 
to the United States of the western part of the Crow Indian reserva- 
tion, in Montana. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to proceed forthwith, od Pama 


as he may appoint, not to exceed three in number, at nable compensa- 
tion to be fixed by him, to n with the Crow tribe of Indians, in the State 
of Montana, for the purchase m them by the United States of all that portion 


States, and to soc ae 5 the same to ise will on at the earliest practicable Saale 
in the form of an agreement, subject to ratification by Congress. 

Sxc. 2. That such sum of money as may be necessary to carry out the provis- 
ions of this act, not to exceed $5,000, is hereby ap priated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated the same shall be disbursed 
upon the order of the Secretary of the Interior for the purposes aforesaid. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has that bill been reported 


by a committee? 
Mr. CARTER. It has been reported favorably. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Subject to the right to object, 
I would like to haye the report read in explanation of the necessity for 
the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to have the report read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

oo Crow Indian reservation in Montana embraces an area of about 6,000,000 


“That upon this vast tract of land about 2,500 Indians are located, according 
to the best testimony we have been able Ned hermes including the statement of 
Colonel Howard, who has spent considerable time in surveying lands on the 
reservation and ‘axicie allotments to the Indians in severalty. The tribe is 
located entirely east of the divide between the Clarke’s Fork River and Pryor’s 
Creek. These streams run nearly from the south into the Yellowstone 
River. West of this divide the approximate area is about 670,000acres. Within 
that area no lands have been allotted to Indians, nor are the Indians now set- 
tled open or in the habit of camping upon or traveling over any portion of this 


und. 
hat heretofore allotments haye been made to the Crow Indians to the extent 
of 234,080 acres, and the acreage yet to be allotted will aggregate abont 500,000 
acres. All these allotments have been made east of the divide between Clarke’s 
Fork River and Pryor's Creek, and east of that divide there will still remain 
over three and a half million acres of land after all allotments shall have been 
made to all the Indians in the tribe. It is therefore evident to your committee 
that the Indians have no use whatever for the unoccupied portion of the reser- 
vation lyin west of the divide, between Pryor’s Creek and Clarke's Fork, 

That portion of the reservation thus unoccupied is composed of rich valley 
lands, well watered and suited for agriculture, together with certain mountain- 
ous portions, in which minerals have been discovered and developed to a con- 
siderable extent by prospectors. It is known that in the easterly part of said 
strip, along the banks of Clarke's Fork River, there are splendid deposits of bitu- 
minous coal, while on the westerly edge of the reservation the deposit of co Se 

r, gold, lead, and silver oresis known to be extensive. The Northern Paci 
ilroad extends along and to some extent through this westerly portion of the 
reservation spong: tbe Yellowstone River, and prosperous settlements have 
grown up alon; e line of that road. The same is true as to the westerly end 
of the reservation, while on the south of this westerly portion of the reserva- 
tion the minin g camp of Cooke City has been es to a very considerable 
extent and with nm grest promise of future prosperit 

There is like developed just south of this = a west of the divide afore- 
said, the flourishing town of Red Lodge, containing a pay pene of about 000 
souls, and dependent upon the development of the vast coal d t upon what 
is known as the Rocky Fork River, a stream running parallel to and west of 
Clarke's Fork. 

It will thus be seen that on the north, the west, and the south, this unoccupied 
portion of the Crow reservation is surrounded by thrifty settlements of propie e 
devoted to ‘ane development of the resources of the contiguous country. 

rtion of the reservation constitutes a barrier, separating the et acd of the 
ellowstone Valley from the settlements south of the reservation, is, there- 
fore, not only unproductive, but in its present condition, under the jurisdiction of 
the General Government and not subject to settlement in any way, this west 
end of the Crow reservation is a positive detriment to the people of Montana, 
while of no value whatever to the Crow Indian tribe. 

Your committee therefore recommends that the bill providing for the open- 
ing of ni ions with the Crow Indians looking tothe purchase of the west- 
erly on of the said reservation by the United States be passed, with an 


CHEN eh r 


1890. 
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amendment fixing the summit of the divide between nt pat Creek and Clarke’s 

Fork Kiver as the westerly limit to the Crow reservation, and that the Secre- 

tary of the Interior be authorized to appoint three commissioners instead of 

five; that the word “five” be stricken out of line 5 of said bill and *‘ three” 
inserted in lieu thereof. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. PEEL. I hope there will be no objection to its consideration, 
but I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. DoI understand that this body of land proposed 
to be acquired is 675,000 acres? 

Mr. CARTER. That is about the acreage. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Along east of Cooke City. 

Mr. CARTER. It is to the north and east of Cooke City. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And it comprises about 675,000 acres. 

Mr. CARTER. About 675,000 acres. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And embraces, in the main, the better portion of 
the Crow reservation. 

Mr. CARTER. That is the understanding. The mineral contained 
there is iron, and gold and silver as well, I believe. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And this is the land through which the right of 
way has heretofore been granted to two railroad companies. 

Mr. CARTER. I think the Rocky Fork Railway Company hashere- 
tofore secured the right of way through this portion of the reservation. 
That road is now being operated across the reservation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to suggest an amendment, but I will not 
suggest it at this moment. : 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I discover from the reading of the bill that 
it provides for five commissioners. I desire to move to strike out ‘‘ five’’ 
and substitute ‘“‘ three.” 

Mr. CARTER. The committee suggest that amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The amendments reported by the committee will 
be read. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


Amend by striking out, in line 5 the word “ five” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word “ three;”" also, in line 10, after the word “the, ” insert the following: 
“summit of the divide between Pryor’ s Creek and.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman from Montana [Mr. 
CARTER] that there is no limit fixed in the bill to the amount of com- 
pensation that may be paid by the Secretary of the Interior to these 
commissioners, and I think the bill ought to be amended by fixing a 
limit, not to exceed $7 or 8a y. 

Mr. CARTER. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by inserting, in line 6, after the 
word ‘‘him,’’ the words ‘‘not to exceed $7 per day. 

Mr. CARTER. I move to amend the amendment by adding the 
words ‘‘and necessary traveling expenses.” 

TheSPEAKER. Does thegentleman from Indiana accept the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall not object to it, but I thought that perhaps 
$7a day was enough to cover all. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. CARTER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. - 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE NUTTING. 


Mr. PAYNE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That Saturday, April 5, beginning at 3 o’clock p. m., be set apart for 
paying tribute to the memory of Hon. Newton W. Nutting, late a member of 
the House of Representatives from the Twenty-seventh district of the State of 
New York. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


TheSPEAKER. The morning hour begins at 12 o'clock and 45 min- 

aoe and the call rests with the Committee on Public Lands. The pend- 
uestion is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill (H. R, 
Te to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, how much time remains to me? 

The SPEAKER, Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was up forconsidera- 
tion a few days ago I submitted some remarks in opposition to its pas- 
sage. I stated that my objection was chiefly based upon the fact that 
there was pending in this House a bill for the reservation and preser- 
vation of public lands in the interest of forestry,and I insisted that this 
bill should rest with the committee until they had taken some action 
upon the bill upon that subject that I had had the honor to introduce. 

That bill was prepared in the Department of r o xivan under the 
more especial care of the chief of the division of So far the 
Committee on Public Lands has not indicated any time time for the consid- 
eration of that bill. We have asked for the appointment of a subcom- 
mittee for its consideration. The chairman of the committee the other 
day stated very frankly, and I accepted the statement, that the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was not averse to legislation upon the subject 


of forestry. The American Forestry Association, whose principal of- 
fices are in the city of Philadelphia, has taken a good deal of interest 
in the bill that was introduced by me upon that subject, and which is 
now in the Committee on Public Lands, : 

I have not purposed at any time to prolong debate upon the pending 
bill, and I do not desire now to consume any considerable time, 
the Committee on Publie Lands has its rights and its privileges. Ide- 
sire to submit as a part of my remarks a memorial which has been pre- 
pared in Philadelphia upon the question of forestry and which is re- 
flected in the bill which I introduced upon that subject. Under the 
existing law one quarter-section in each section of the public lands may 
be taken up for cultivation and the culture of trees. 

I regret to have to confess that the original bill, which I had the honor 
to have passed in the Forty-second Congress, was defective, and also 
that the amendments which have been made to it since then have not 
wholly removed the defects in the original bill. My objection to the 
passage of this bill has been largely that it turns back into the public 
domain, to be entered upon under the pre-emption and homestead laws, 
this large volume of land that was sacredly set apart for the encour- 
agement of the cultivation of timber. But for the desire of men in 
Dakota, Kansas, and Nebraska who have been anxious to get hold of 
the largest possible amount of public land at the lowest possible ex- 
pense, I believe that we should now see that treeless country studded 
with well grown or growing forests. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, stated the other day that those quarter-sections 
had fallen into the hands of “*land-sharks,’’ or speculators in public 
lands, Now, if it be true, Mr. Speaker, that all these lands are now 
thus held, this legislation only goes to the extent of confirming those 
lands in their possession. If any man of that character is now ona 
quarter-section of this land, faithlessly holding it against the public 
weal, this legislation will allow him to perfect his seizure of this much 
of the public land. It says to him that, although the quarter-section 
may be worth $10 an acre and although he has been holding it under 
mere color of law, he shall be allowed to perfect the wrong, the bad + 
faith with which he entered upon that land, and obtain the} land now 
for $1.25 an acre. 

I respectfully insist, Mr. Speaker, that this bill ought to be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Public Lands with instructions to report 
it back in connection with pending bills on the subject of forestry. I 
do not claim that I have been recognized for the purpose of entering 
the motion to recommit. 

My opposition to this measure has been a natural one. I took a great 
deal of interest in the question of tree-culture some yearsago. My 
interest has not abated, and under the influence of the legislation of 
1873 there are forestry associations now in almost every State of the 
Union, and the forestry department of Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, 
and many of the older States date their birth from the action in this 
House on the matter of tree-culture. The repeal of that law at the 
present time and under present circumstances will be hostile to the 
legislation which we desire upon this very important subject. 

1 ask that this memorial from the American Forestry Association 
may be printed as part of my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The memorial is as follows: 

Memorial of the American Forestry Sy ranger 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of A: 

Atthe eighth annual meeting of this association, held in Pitindelohin Octo- 

ber 15 to 18, 1889, the following resolutions were ado} 

~ Resol , That we respecttully petition the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States to pass an act withdrawing tem; apeeriy ko from sale all 
distinctivel ie forest lands ane tps 3 to the Government o! nited States, as 
recommended by the Secretaries of the Interior daring the past three Adminis- 
trations, and providing for — protection, and authorizing the employment 
of the Army, if necessary, for this pur; , until a commission, to be appointed 
by the President, shall have Ser such examination of the forests on the publie 
domain as shall be necessary for determining what regions should be kept per- 
rara in forest, and shall haye presented a plan fora national forest admin- 

tration 

% “Resolved, That we also petition the Senate and House of Representatives to 
authorize the President of the United States to appoint a commission for the 
purpose of examining the forests on the public domain and reporting to Con- 
gress a plan for their permanent management, and that Congress make the nec 
essary appropriations for such commission.” 

The reasons for our urgent tion for the passage of these measures is briefly 
this: that, in the opinion of all those who have investigated and considered the 
matter, these measures, or others equally radical, can alone securethe magnifi- 
cent forests upon these lands from destruction by ax and flame within a com- 
na phen d short period. 

e result of such destruction would be may in some measure be real- 
ized by considering these forests from three points of view. 

First. They are valuable parts of the property of the nation. Though farless 
extensive than formerly, they still cover from 50,000,000 to 70,000,000acres, They, 
are too valuable, merely as present property, to be neglected, left to the timber 
thief to carry off or the chance fire to burn down, 

Second. They will be needed as an important source of timber suppl for the 
Western States for all time to come. If the population ofthis country is tocon- 
tinue what it is now, to say nothing of its probable great increasé, these forests 
must always be looked to to supply the people of a vast region with timber for. 
buildings, railroads, mining, and many manufacturing industries. Anyserious 
diminution of this supply, owing to deforestation on a large scale, would prove 
a serious check to the prosperity of the Western States. 

|. The greatest value of sopi forests to the present and future inhabi- 
tants of the Western States isin the ce they render to agriculture th: h 
their lo agree on the water supply and the climate., Themere loss of na 
property, though measured by milions: can be endured; the absence of a time 
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rtant respect, that its condition can not substantially be changed without 
aema results; thatit must, for the sake of the properly agricultural land, 
always remain in forest. On the contrary, it has been sold and given away like 
other land without any restrictions whatever upon its use in private hands, al- 
though the experience of every nation shows that the National Government 
alone has the power and the means for the best forest ent, and that its 

wer must be exerted even over private forest property in order to prevent 
Ritan to the community from the action of individuals. 

Timber cut has been permitted on the lands yet unsold, but under im- 
practical rest: ns as to use, without any regard to proper methods, and with 
no compensation to the Government. The necessity of timber as an article of 
merchandise arid the impossibility of obtaining it legally from the public lands 
for that purpose have inevitably led to enormous thefts of timber and fraudu- 
lent acquisition by a few individuals and corporations of large tracts of land to 
which actual settlers only were legally entitled. While millions upon millions 
of dollars’ worth of timber have been stolen, both for home and export trade, 
the pitiful sum recovered barely covers the cost of prosecution. tly, the 
utter absence of protection from fire has led to the destruction of enormous tracts 
which will very slowly, ifever, be covered again by a forest growth ofany value. 

The time me when a change in these methods is eee necessary, 
and itis urgently called for by thousands of people whose future 
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to be ly utilized, These lands must be administered—protected from fire, 
and the timber cut only when ripe and with a view to a constant new growth. 
Temporarily some portion of the Army can be employed to guard these lands 
untila ical system of py shece propia en e common-sense application of sci- 
entific knowledge and the experience of other progressive nations to the needs 
of the place and the time, can be successfully inaugurated. The organization 
of such an administration can best and soonest be effected by a commission of 
competent men appointed for the purpose. 

‘That the evils ve referred to are not imaginary, but real, present, and con- 
stantly increasing, the memorials from the Pacific Slope and the investigation 
of the Senate Committee on Irrigation abundantly prove. It is im ble to 
overestimate the importance of right action and prompt action in this matter, 
and that the Con; of the United States will permanently close its ears to the 
ever louder and louder cry of the people for forest preservation this association 
refuses to believe. With all hope, as well as earnestness, it prays your honor- 
able to enact such laws as the practical needs of the hour and a wise fore- 
sight of the future may dictate. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

Í JAMES A. BEAVER, 


EDGAR T. ENSIGN, 5 omnes 
JAMES E. HOBBS. laine, 
J. STERLING MO N, of Nebraska, 


WARREN HIGLEY, of New York, 
CHARLES C, BINNEY, of Pennsylvania, 
HERBERT WELSH, of Pennsylvania, 


PHILADELPHIA, January, 1590. 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wash- 
ington [Mr. WILSON. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say but a 
single word in support of the pending bill. I have had some consid- 
erable experience in reference tothe operation of the timber-culture act; 
and in my judgment it is, in the portion of the country I have the 
honor to represent, a most colossal failure. In the Spokane Falls land 
distrig¢t there had been up to June 30, 1888, two thousand eight hun- 
dred-timber-culture entries and twenty-six final proofs; and but three 
of those final proofs have been passed to patent. 

In my judgment, the act in question, instead of being regarded as 
an act for encouraging the growth of timber upon the plains of the 
Wegt, ought more properly to be called ‘‘An act to encourage contests 
and litigations of every kind and character to harass, worry, and be- 
devil the men who are building signal stations of civilization upon the 

of the great West.” You can ride for three days in the great 
agricultural basin of Eastern Washington and not see a single timber- 
culture entry of any value whatever. Men have expended large sums 
of money—in single instances $200, $300, $500, or $1,000—in efforts to 
secure the growth of timber, those efforts being frustrated by reason of 
climatic conditions. 

In my judgment, the bill now pending should be passed, and men who 
have expended their time, their labor, and their scanty means in the 
endeavor to encourage the growth of timber should now be allowed an 
opportunity to acquire title to the lands on which such expenditures 
have been made. 

As part of my remarks, I desire that a memorial adopted by the Leg- 
islature of the State of Washington be read from the Clerk’s desk. I 
hope that the measure, which is just to the people whom I 
have the honor to represent, will pass. 


The Clerk read as follows: ; 
House memorial. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled : 


Your memorialists, the of State of Washington, would respect- 
fully represent— 
That there are many settlers in the eastern part of the State of Washington 


who have made entry of Government lands under the provisions of an act of 
Congress entitled "An act toamend an act entitled ‘An act to encourage the 
growth of timber on the Western prairies,’ approved June 14, 1878, and the acts 
of which said act is amendatory; that in many localities in Eastern Washing- 
ton the summer months are very dry and hot; that the rainfall is insufficient 
tosupply the necessary moisture for the growth of trees; that the country isso 
broken and rolling that it is impossible to i: the land in any way; thaton 
account of the extreme heat and dryness of the summers the trees planted on 
such timber-culture claims have failed to grow; that in many cases where the 
trees have withstood the drought of summer they have succumbed to the frosts 
and cold weather of the winters; that manysettlers have expended from $500 to 
$1,000 in the attempt to make timber grow on their timber-culture claims, and 
they are now no nearer securing titie to their claims than they were five or six 
ears ago; that many settlers have made yaluable improvements on their tim- 
r-culture claims,and that on account of the failure of their trees to grow on 
such claims they are frequently subjected to tedious and expensive contests on 
account of alleged failure tocomply with the provisions of the timber-culture 
law ; that the money and labor expended in the attempt to comply with the tim- 
ber-culture law has been absolutely lost to the settler on land under the timber- 
culture Jaw in a great majority of the cases where entries haye been made there- 
under; that but little of the prairie land of Eastern Washington is adapted to 
the growth of timber; that the varieties of timber that can be grown on the land 
in that portion of this State are such as have but little value for domestic or 
manufacturing purposes, Therefore your memoralists pray that such laws be 
enacted by the Congress of the Uni States as will provide for the settler on 
lands under the provisions of the timber-culture law to uire title to his land 
by paying to the United States the sum of $1.25 per acre for the land included 
in their entries under this law, and upon proof that they haye complied with the 
provisions of law as to breaking the land and planting and cultivating trees 
thereon from the time of making entry thereof up to the time of offering to 
make final payment therefor, as prayed for in this memorial. And your memo- 

rialists will ever pray. 

Passed the House January 22, 1890. 
J. W. FEIGHAN, Speaker. 


CHAS. E. LAUGHTON, President. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, as no member of the House seems de- 
sirous to continue this debate—— 

Mr. DUNNELL. I would like to call theattention of the House—— 

Mr. PAYSON. How much time does the gentleman desire? The 
hour is passing pretty rapidly. I will yield the gentleman two min- 
utes. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to call the attention of the 
House to the argument of the memorial just read. It is a plea on the 
part of the men who have made these entries to come in and buy up 
these lands at $1.25 an acre. The gentleman from Washington Pate 
WILSON] concedes and the memorial concedes just what I have said. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the statement made in that memorial is true, 
that owing to climatic conditions it is impossible to comply with the 
provisions of the timber-culture law, what objection can the gentleman 
from Minnesota urge against allowing citizens to buy that land at $1.25 
an acre? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Iam not willing to accept the statement as true. 
Washington is notorious as a forest State. The climatic plea is nota 
good one. Trees may be grown, too, in South Dakota and North Da- 
kota, if properly planted and cultivated. I am sorry that a Represent- 
ative from the Dakotas should admit here on the floor of this House 
that henceforth and forever those States are to remain treeless, It is 
the hardest argument that a Representative can make against the State 
he represents. When you admit that the Dakotas are henceforth to 
be treeless you take from them the honor they have to-day and the 
great prospect which is held out as within their grasp. I am unwill- 
ing to admit that those States.are to be treeless henceforth and forever. 
If their Representatives are willing to admit it I will not. 

Mr. PAYSON. LI yield to the gentleman from South Dakota [ Mr. 
PICKLER] such time, not exceeding five minutes, as he may require. 

Mr, PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Minnesota seems 
to be jealous of his bill before the Committee on Forestry. Thatseems 
to be the burden of his song. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why, you talk more about that than anything else. 

Now, the fact is that it is altogether possible the Legislature of the 
State of Washington knows about as much of what they want out 
there as the gentleman from Minnesota does. The Representatives 
from the two Dakotas, from Washington, and Montana have not claimed 
and do not claim that trees will not grow in their States. But what 
they do claim, and the gentleman from Minnesota knows it, if he 
knows anything about the matter at all, is that under the timber-cult- 
ure act, with a man’s land5, 10, or 30 miles, as is the case in some in- 
stances, away from where he lives, it makes it difficult if not impossi- 
ble for him to attend to the tree-culture. 

Looking after the matter of cultivating his lands, he can not and does 
not and never will, under this law, raise timber. Now, that is the prac- 
tical statement of this whole question; and why the gentleman should 
object, why there should be any objection from any quarter where this 
timber-culture law, that has been discussed here universally and as to 
which there have been efforts made year after year to and as has 
been recommended by Commissioner after Commissioner of the Land 
Department to be repealed—why now the objection should come to its 
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repeal on the partof the gentleman from Minnesota, whose State it does 
not concern in the least, is a matter beyond my com į 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, that in behalf of the settlers of the West and of 
the Northwest this bill will come to a vote and will pass. Our people 
very earnestly desire it, and, I submit, in a few years, by planting trees 
around their houses and barns where they live, we will have a good 

wth of timber in that region. 

Mr. PAYSON. Inow move the previous question upon the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; under the operation of which the 
bill was ordered to be. engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 

, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peti and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FEES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS, 


Mr. PAYSON. I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa to present 
a bill. 

Mr. LACEY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 935) to 
amend section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relat- 
ing to fees of registers and receivers. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That paragraph 12 of section 2233 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out the word 
““Weshington.” 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say by way of explanation 
simply that in certain of the States and Territories the rates of fees of 
registers and receivers are 50 per cent. higher than in other parts of the 
United States. This becomes necessary by reason of the large expense 
of some of the offices, as well as because of the small amount of busi- 
ness done in them. Neither of these reasons any longer exists in the 
State of Washington, but on the contrary the fees in each of the offices 
there are largely in excess of the amount required for their ordinary 
ex, This bill has been presented by the gentleman from Wash- 
ington because of the unnecessary cost that is entailed upon the home- 
steaders and pre-emptors in that State. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing en. , if was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Ir. LACEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY ALICE WHITE OGDEN. 


Mr. PAYSON. I now ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 6034) for 
the relief of Mary Alice White Ogden. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Mary Alice White haying made a settlement asa pre-emptor on the 
northeast quarter of section 2, in township 2 south, of range 16 east, in the dis- 
trict of lands subject to sale at The Dalles, in the State of Oregon, and acting 
upon the advice of the local officers that her marriage before final proof, pay- 
ment, and entry would not affect or invalidate her right to make such final 
proof, payment, and entry, became the wife of Ogden prior to such final 
proof, payment, and entry; and 

Whereas the Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Secretary of 
the Interior have decided that such marriage the said pre-emption settler 
pans herself under legal disability to make such final proof, payment, and en- 


3 lore, 

Be it enacted, ete., That the said Mary Alice White Ogden be, and she is hereby, 
relieved from any disability to make final proof, payment, and en for said 
northeast quarter of section 2, in township 2 south, of range 16 east, The Dalles 
land district, Oregon, growing out of or ensuing from her said marriage; and 
that if the said Commissioner of the General Land Office and the said Secretary, 
of the Interior shall find the final proofs submitted as to said land by her to be 
otherwise satisfactory, the entry shall be approved and the patent of the United 
States jssued to the said Mary Alice White Ogden therefor, notwithstanding her 
marriage aforesaid. 

The committee recommended the adoption of the following amend- 
menss: 

Stike out the preamble, and also substitute the word ‘‘the’’ for the 
wari *‘said ” in line 5 of the bill. 

Mr, MCMILLIN. This bill is improperly on this Calendar, Mr. 
Speaker. It seems, however, to be a meritorious claim, and I shall not 
make the point if the report accompanying it sustains the allegations 
of the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. There is no question as to the fact. It involvesonly 
the right to perfect an entry. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Nevertheless it is not cognizable in this hour. 

Mr. HERMANN. The Department reports it favorably. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. DE HAVEN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6034) for the relief of Mary Alice White Ogden, haye considered the same and 
report as follows: 

è legislation herein proposed received consideration by this committee at 

the last session of Congress and was favorably reported. The reasons for the 

of this bill were thus stated by the committee in House mene No. 3379, 
Finieth Con first session, and we adopt the same as part of report: 

“ We find that woman and qualified pre-emptor, 
made settlement on the land described, her declaratory statement, made 
residence on, improved, and cultivated the land during the eee required 
making the land her exclusive and bona fide home. being about 
to marry, she consulted the local land officers ‘as to whether it would affect her 


ption claim, and they informed her that, having complied with the law 
È period preseri 


y her 
marriage would not affect her right. 
“She thereupon Ogden, and shortly after appeared before the 
her final proof and payment for the 
land, after the usual published notice, and received her certificate. The Interior 
Department suspends her entry on the ground that under the pre-emption law 
a married woman is not a qualified pre-emptor, and that she, having 
before her final proof, became cr H aaea to acquire title underthe law. 
In view of the peculiar circumstances of the case, of the equities so apparent, of 
assurances relied on, and the continuous good faith of the settler, we rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill and confirmation of title to her.” 
Werecommend that the bill be amended by striking therefrom the preamble, 
and also substituting the word ` the” for the word “ said” in line 5, page 2, 
of printed bill, and, as so amended, that it be passed, 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I shall not make the point of order against the 
bill. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being , it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tabl - 


e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. n 
CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN LANDS TO KANSAS. a ~% 


Mr. PAYSON. I now yield the remainder of the time to my col- 
league, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr, TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. I ask immediate consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 3760) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to convey to the 
State of Kansas certain lands therein. 

The bill was read at length. , 

The SPEAKER. This bill is not on the House Calendar and is not 
in order in this hour. . 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent for its present 
consideration. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman for that 

at this time. ? 

Mr. PAYSON. That, Mr. Speaker, is all the business we have to 
present from our committee at this time. 


PITTSBURGH, COLUMBUS AND FORT SMITH RAILWAY COMPANY, 


The Committee on Indian Affairs was called. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am instructed by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs to ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 344) to grant the right of 
way to the Pittsburgh, Columbus and Fort Smith Railway Company 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

Tho bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Pittsburgh, Columbus and Fort Smith Railway — 
Company, s corporation created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of 
Kansas, be, and the same is hereby, invested and empowered with the tof 
locating, constructing, owning, sauippin , operating, using, and main s 
a railway, telegraph, and telephone line through the Indian Territory, begin- 1 
ning at a point at or near the southwest corner of lot No. 4 of section No. 14, 
township No. 35, range 23 east, on the south line of the State of Kansas, in 
the county of Cherokee, and running thence by the most practicable route 
through the Indian Territory, by way of a point ator near Afton and Tahle- 
quah, to a point on the Arkansas River near Fort Smith, Ark., with the right to 
construct, use,and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, sidings, and extensions as 
said company may deem to their interest to construct along and npon the right 
of way and depot unds herein provided for. | 
Sec. 2. That said corporation is authorized to take and use, for all purposes > 
of a railway and for no other purposes, a right of ware feet in width oe - 
said Indian Territory, and to take and use a strip of land 250 feet in width, with 
a length of 3,000 feet in addition to right of way, for stations, for every 10 miles - . 
of road, with the right to use additional und where there are heavy cuts or 
fills as may be eree for the construction and maintenance of the road-bed, 
notex g 100 feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as much 
thereof as may be included in said cut or fill: Provided, no more than said 
addition of land shall be taken for any one station: And Surther, That 
no parts of the lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold by 
the company, and they shall not be used except in such manner and for such 
rpose only as shall be necessary for the construction and convenient opera- 
tion of said railway, telegraph, and telephone line, and when any portion x 
thereof shall cease to be used, such portion shall revert to said nation or tribe 
of Indians from which the sıme shall have been taken. 
Sxc.3. Thatbefore said railway shall be constructed any lands held 
by individual occupants according to the laws, customs, and usages of any of 
the Indian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, full compen- 
sation shall be made to such occupants for all property to be taken or Spe, 2 
done by reason of the construction ofsuch railway. In case of failure to 
prere f settlement with any oceupant, such compensation shall be determined 
Si dees appraisement of three disinterested referees, to be appointed, one (who 
shall act as chairman) by the President of the United States, one by the chiefof 
the nation to which said occupant belongs, and one by said railway company, 
who, before entering upon the duties of rege ie araen shall take and sub- 
scribe, before a district judgo, clerk of a district court, or United States com- 
missioner, an oath that they will aprr tg d and ee, discharge the du- 
ties of their appointments, which oat uly certified, shall be returned with ; 
their award to and filed with the Secretary of the Interior within sixty days 
from the completion thereof, and a majority of said referees be competent 
to act in the case of the absence of a member, after dne notice. Andupon the A 
failure of cither party to make such appointment within thirty days after the ~ 
Pe pinay made by the President, the vacancy shall be filled by the district Maram 
udge of the court for the western district of Arkansas or the district court of 
upon the application of the other party. The chairman of said board . 
shall appoint the time and place forall heari within the nation to which said 
occupants belong. Each of said referees shall receive for his services the sum 
of $4 per day for each day they are engaged in the trial of any case submitted to 
them under this act, with mileage at5cents per mile. Witnessesshall receive the 
usual fees allowed by the courts of said nation. Costs, including compensation 
of the referees, shall be made a part of the award and be paid by said railway 
company. In the referees can not then any two of them are author- 
ized to maketheaward, Either party issatisfied with the finding of the 
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refereesshall have the right, within ninety days after making of the award and 
notice of the same, to appeal by the original petition to the district court of the 
western district of Arkansas or the district court of which court shall 
have jurisdiction to hear and determine the subject-matter of said petition ac- 
cording to the laws of the State in which the same shall be heard provided for 
Sotevaralen the damage when property is taken for railroad purposes, If upon 
the hearing of said appeal the vodewent of the court shall be for a larger sum 
than the award of the referees, the cost of said eppeal shall be adjudged against 
the railway company. If the judgment of the court shall be for the same sum 
as the award of the referees, then the cost shall be adjudged against the appel- 
Jant. When proceedings have been commenced in court the way company 
shall pay double the amount of the award into court to abide the judgment 
thereof, and then haye the right to enter upon the property sought to be con- 
demned and proceed with construction of the railroad. 

Sec, 4. That said railway company shall not charge the inhabitants of said 
Territory a greater rate of freight than the rates authorized by the laws of the 
State of Kansas for services or transportation of the same kind: Provided, That 

nger rates on said railway shall not exceed 3 cents per mile. Congress 
ereby reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and passengers on 
said railway and m son said telegraph and telephone lines until a State 
government shall be authorized to fix and ri bijaen the cost of transportation of 
persons and freight within its respective limits by said railway; but Congress 
expressly reserves the right to fix aud regulate at all times the cost of such 
transportation by said railway or said company whenever such transportation 
shall extend from one State into another or shall extend into more than one 
State: Pror r, That the rates of such transportation of passengers, 
local or interstate, shall not exceed the rates above exp ; And provided 
further, That said railway company shall carry the mail at such prices as Con- 
com may by law provide,and until such rate is fixed by law the Postmaster- 
eneral may fix the rate of compensation, 

See. 5. That said railway company shall pay to the Secretary of the Interior, 
for the benefit of the particular nations or tribes through whose lands said line 
may be located, the sum of $50 in addition to compensation provided for in this 
act, for pupeny taken and damages done to individual occupants by the con- 
siruction of the railway for each mile of railway that it may construct in said 
Territory, said gerent to be made in installments of $1,250 as each working 
section of 25 miles of road is graded: Provided, That if the general council of 
either of the nations or tribes through whose land said railrosd may be located 
shall, within four months after the filing of the maps of definite location, as set 
forth in section 6 of this act, dissent from the allowances provided for in this 
section, and shall certify the same to the Secretary of the Interior, then all com- 
pensation to be paid to such dissenting nation or tribe under the provisions of 
this act shall be determined as provided in section 3 for the determination of 
the compensation to be paid to the individual oceupants of lands, with the right 
of appeal to the courts ey the same conditions, terms, and requirements as 
the: provided: Provided further, That the amount awarded or adjudged to 
be paid by said railway company for said dissenting nation or tribe shall be in 
lieu of the compensation that said nation or tribe would be entitled to receive 
under the foregoing provision. Said company shall also pay, so long as said 
Territory is owned or ane A by the Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior 
the sum of $15 per annum for cach mile of railway it shall construct in the said 
gamo, The money paid to the Secretary of the Interior under the provis- 
ions of this act shall be apportioned by him in accordance with the laws and 
treaties now in force among the different nations and tribes according to the 
number of miles of railway that may be constructed by said railway company 
through their lands: Provided, That Congress shall have the right, as long as 
said lands are occupied and by said nation or tribe, to impose such 
additional taxes upon said railway as it may deem just and proper for their 
benefit; and any Territory or State hereafter formed through which said rail- 
wer shall have established may exercise the like power as to such part of 
said railway as may be within its limits. Said railway company shall have the 
right to survey and locate its railway immediately after the passage of this 


act. 

Sec. 6, That said company shall cause maps showing the route of its located 
line through said Territory to be filed in the office of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and also to be filed in the office of the principal chief of of the na- 
tions or tribes through whose lands said railway may be located, and after filing 
said maps no claim for a subsequent settlement and improvement upon the 
right of way shown by said maps shall be valid as against said company: Pro- 
vided, That when a mapshowing any portion of said railway company’s Tovated 
line is filed as herein provided for, said company shall commence grading said 
located line within one year thereafter, or said location shall be void; and said 
location shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, in sections of 25 
miles, before construction of any such section shall be begun. 

SEC, 7. That the officers, servants, and employés of said Sopy; necessary 
to the construction and management of said road, shall be allowed to reside, 
while so engaged, upon said right of way, but subject to the provisions of the 
Indian intercourse laws and such rules and regulations as may be established 
by the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with said intercourse laws. 

Sxc.8 That the United States circuit and district courts for the western dis- 
trict of Arkansas and the district of Kansas, and such other courts as may be 
authorized by Congress, shall have, without reference to the amount in contro- 
versy, concurrent jurisdiction over all controversies arising between said Pitts- 
burgh, Columbus and Fort Smith Railway Company and the nations or tribes 
through whose territory said railway company shall construct their lines; said 
courts shall have like jurisdiction, without reference to the amount in contro- 
versy, over ail controversies arising between the inhabitants of said nation or 
tribe said railway company,and the shears iction of said courts is hereby 
extendéd within the limits of said Indian Territory without distinction as to 
Se of the parties, so far as may be necessary to carry out the provisions 
oi act. 

Sec. 9. That thesaid railway shall build at least 100 miles of its railway in 
said Territory within three years after the passage of this act and complete 
main line of the same within one year thereafter, or the rights herein granted 
shall be forfeited as to that portion notbuilt. Thatsaid railway company shall 
construct and maintain continually all fences, roads, and highways. crossings, 
and necessary bridges over said railway whenever said roads and highways do 
now or may he er cross said railway’s right of way or may be by the proper 
authorities laid out across the same. 

Sec. 10. That the said The Pittsburgh, Columbus and Fort Smith Railway 
Company shall accept this right of way upon the express condition, binding 
upon itself, its successors, and assigns, that they will neitheraid, advise, noras- 

in any effort looking towards the pee gee or extinguishing the present 
tenure of the Indians in their lands,and will notattempt to secure from the In- 
dian nations any further grant of land or its occupancy than is hereinbefore 
peragi ‘Provided, That any violation of the conditions mentioned in this sec- 
n shall operate as a forfeiture of all the rights and privileges of said railway 
oompany under this act. 

Sec. Ll, That all mori es executed by said railway company conveying any 
oe of its railway, with the franchises, that may be constructed in said In- 

shall be recorded in the De ment of the Interior, and the 
record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their executien, and shall convey 

- all rights and property of said company as therein expressed. 
Ssc. 12. That Congress may at any time amend, alter, or repeal this act, and 


„essary for the purposes 


the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not be assigned or transferred 
in any form whatever prior to the construction and completion of the road, ex- 
cept as to mortgage or other liens that may be given or secured thereon to aid 
in the construction thereof, 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments, namely: 

In line 39, section 3, before the word “ district,” insert" United States.” Strike 
out, in lines 40and 41 of section 3,the words “of the western district of Arkan- 
me or the district court of Kansas” and insert “ast Muscogee, Indian Terri- 

ry.” 

Strike out, in lines 43 and 44, same section, the words ‘in which the same shall 
be heard” and insert “‘of Kansas.” 

Also, strike out all after the word * purposes,” in the forty-sixth line, down 
to and including the word “ appellant,” in line 51. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of the gentle- 
man who introduced this bill whether that additional right of way 
through the Indian Territory is over and above the two roads which 
were agreed upon between the Indians and the Government north and 
south of east and west. 

=r. PERKINS. It is no grant of land, but it is an entirely new 
line. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is a new grant of right of way. I ask whether 
this is to be done with the consent and approbation of the Indians 
through whose territory it runs. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no provision of the bill which requires or 
provides either that the consent or assent of the Indians shall be secured. 
The bill has the usual provisions and conforms with the bills we have 
heretofore passed granting to railroad companies rights of way through 
the Indian Territory. It provides for condemnation procedure, for the 
appointment of acommissioner, appraisement, damages, appeals, etc., 
substantially the same as is done in the States. 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. HOOKER. Does this bill carry any appropriation? 

Mr. PERKINS. It carries no appropriation whatever. 

Mr, CHEADLE, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an.amendment, 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not see my colleague [Mr. ANDERSON, of 
Kansas] present. I presume he would desire to offer an amendment 
striking out the word ‘‘ owning’’ in the seventh line of the first sec- 
tion. Anticipating what he would do, I move tostrike that word out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out, in line 3 of section 2, the words "and fifty,” reducing 
the right of way from 150 to 100 feet. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It does seem to me that in a grant through that 
valuable Territory a right of way of 100 feet wide is sufficient for the 
construction of arailway; and for that reason I have offered this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOOKER. In addition to the reasons su by the gentle- 
man from Indiana for diminishing the amount of land granted for the 
construction of this railroad, I would call his attention to the further 
fact that it provides in the second section that the— 


corporation is authorized to take and use, for all pu of arailway and for 
no other purposes, a right of way 150 feet in width through said Ind Terri- 
tory, and to take and usea strip of land 250 feet in width, with a length of 3,000 
feet, in addition to right of way, for stations for every ten miles of the road, with 
the right to use additional ground where there are heavy cuts or fills, as ma; 
necessary for the constructionand maintenance of the road-bed, not ex ing 
100 feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as much thereof as may be 
included in said cut or fill, 


There is no necessity for granting these roads any more than nec- 
of the road, and I shall move asan amendment 
to that section that it shall only be with the consent of the Indian 
tribes through whose territory it passes. F, 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I desire to offer an amendment, striking out the 
word “two” in line 4 and inserting the word ‘‘one.’’ This proposition 
is for 250 feet additional width for the stations. It does seem to me 
that is entirely too much. I think 150 feet widthin every ten miles of 
the right of way would be sufficient for the stations. 

Mr. PERKINS. In answer to that suggestion, I would state that 
the bill that was before the House for consideration a few days since 

nted to the company a right of way of 300 feet each ten miles for 
epot purposes. Soit has been with every bill granting rights of way 
through the Indian Territory. They provide that each ten miles they 
shall have, in addition to the right of way, a strip of country not ex- 
ceeding 300 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for depot, station, 
andother purposes. In this bill they are restricted to 250 feet in width, 
which is less than we have granted to other companies; and I think 
upon reflection the gentleman from Indiana will see that his amend- 
ment ought not to prevail. 
The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. CHEADLE, as follows: 


Jn line 4, sectien 2, strike out the word “two” and insert ‘‘one.” 
The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 


seemed to have it. 
Mr. CHEADLE. Division, 
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Mr. HOLMAN. The amendment was not heard here, and I hope 
it will be reported again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thatis right, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 33. 

Mr, CHEADLE. I make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER counted the House, and announced that 139 mem- 
bers were present—not a quorum. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was to. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Allen, Miss. Carter, Grimes, Post, 
Andrew, Catchings, Hall, Randall, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cheatham, Hansbrough, Ray. 

er, Clements, armer, Reilly, 
Bankhead, Clunie, Hayes, Reyburn, 
Banks, Comstock, Haynes, Richardson, 
Barnes, Conger, Henderson, M. Sanford, 
Bartine, Connell, Henderson, Iowa Skinner, 
Beckwith, Cooper, Ohio Henderson, N.C. ith, IÙ, 
Belknap, hran, Hopkins, Stephenson, 
Bergen, Covert, Kelley, tump, 
Biggs, Cowles, Kerr, Pa. Taylor, Tenn, 
Bingham, Crain, Lansing, ylor, J. D. 
Blanchard, Culbertson, Pa, Lawler, mas, 

land, Cutcheon, Lehlbach, Thompson, 
Blount, Dalzell, wis, Townsend, 
Boatner, Magner, Tucker, 
Boothman, Davidson, ason, Turner, N. Y. 
Bowden, De Haven, McCarthy, Turpin, 
Brewer, De Lano, wy Washington, 
Brickner, Dibble, McCord, Wheeler, Ala, 
Brosius, Dingley, McCormick, Wheeler, Mich. 
Brower, Dolliver, McKenna, Whiting, 
Brown, J. B. Dorsey, McKinley, Whitthorne, 
Browne, T. M Dunphy, Milliken, Wie’ 
Browne, Va. Ellis, Mudd ike, 
Buchanan, Va. Enloe, Niedringhaus, Wilber, 
Buckalew, Ewart, Wilson, Ky, 
Bunn, Finley, O’Neall, Ind. Ison, Mo, 
Burrows, Fitch, O'Neill, Pa. ley 
Bynum Flood, Owen, Ind, Wright, 
Caldwell. Forman, Paynter, oder. 
Campbell, Gibson, Payson, 
er, Ga, Gifford, Phelan, 

Candler, Mass, Goodnight, Pickler, 


The following-named members appeared after their names were called 
and were noted by the Clerk, under the rule, as present: 

Mr. ANDREW, Mr. ATKINSON of West Virginia, Mr. BAKER, Mr. 
BANKHEAD, Mr. BoorHMAN, Mr. BRICcKNER, Mr. BUCHANAN of Vir- 
ginia, Mr. BYNUM, Mr, COMSTOCK, Mr. COOPER of Ohio, Mr. CRAIN, 
Mr. DIBBLE, Mr. Dorsey, Mr. ENLor, Mr. FARQUHAR, Mr. FOR- 
MAN, Mr. Grout, Mr. HANSBEOUGH, Mr. HEARD, Mr. HENDERSON 
of Iowa, Mr. Kerr of Pennsylvania, Mr. LAWLER, Mr. LIND, Mr. 
MARTIN of Indiana, Mr. PickLER, Mr. TUCKER, Mr. WHEELER of 
Alabama. ` 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio (after the roll-call). Mr. Speaker, I would be 
glad if the records could show in some proper way that I have been 
present during this roll-call. 

The SPEAKER. The rules prescribe the method. The gentleman 
can leave his name with the Clerk. The Clerk reports 192 members 


present. 
Mr. PERKINS. I move that further proceedings under the call be 


dispensed with. 
The motion was agreed to, 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the amendmentof the gen- 


tleman from Indiana. 
The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to; there be- 
ing—ayes 90, noes 83. 
Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offeran amendment which 
I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Add to section 2the following: “Provided, That the consent of the Indian tribe 
or tribes through which the railroads shall pass shall first be had and obtained.” 
Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word in relation to 
the amendment. As I have always understood, the treaties with the 
five semi-civilized tribes provide, especially the treaty of 1866, that 
there shall be two railways run through that Territory, one north 
and south and the other east and west, and that those are the only 
roads that are provided for by the treaties with thosetribes. As I un- 
derstand the gentleman in charge of this bill Sa PERKINS], the 
proposition now is to run another railway through this Territory, and 
it seems to me that inasmuch as it required the consent of the In- 
dians, by treaty or agreement, to run the original roads through the 
Territory, the same principle ought to apply to giving the right of way 
to any other railway. ‘This bill proposes a system of qoohemngtion 
similar to that which we would exercise with to territory over 
tara the Government of the United States had the right of eminent 
omain. 
TheSPEAKER, Will the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr, HOOKER] 
kindly suspend? ‘This matter must go over to er A 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CALDWELL, for one week, on account of important business, 

To Mr. THOMPSON, for one week, on account of important business, 

To Mr, TAYLOR, of Tennessee, until April 13, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, until April 13, on account of important 
business. 

To. Mr. TUCKER, for the 24th and 25th of March, on account of im- 
portant business, 

PETITION OF CITIZENS OF THE CHICKASAW NATION. 

Mr. MANSUR, by unanimous consent, presented the following peti- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD: 


To the Senate and House of ry ES of the United States of America: 

The petition of citizens of the Chickasaw Nation, being white men who have 
intermarried with native Chickasaw women, would respectfully present that 
by the unbroken custom and usage (until as hereinafter set forth) of the Chick- 
asaw Nation, by their constitution and laws, and by the treaties between the 
said Chickasaw Nation and the United States of America, and by the laws of 
the United States applicable to said Chickasaw Nation, white men who have in- 
termarried with native Chickasaw women have been recognized, 
held by said Chickasaw Nation, as well as by the United States, as incorporated 
into said nation as members and citizens thereof, and that as such members 
and citizens of said nation they have, until the acts hereinafter complained of, 
enjoyed the right and privilege of voting in all national elections, and of hold- 
ing office in said nation, and have been held amenable like other citizens to 
their laws; that their relations with native Chickasaws were in all 
able, friendly, and harmonious, and so continued until the 13th day of Novem- 
ber, A. D, 1888, and again on the 6th day of April, 1889, the of the 
Chickasaw Nation passed the following pro: amendment to the constitu- 
tion of the Chickasaw Nation, to wit: 

`“ Be il resolved by both branches of the Legislature of the Chickasaw Nat 
the seventh section of the general provisions of the constitution of the = 
asaw Nation beamended so as to read, ‘That every pepo who having married 
a Chickasaw Indian, or who has been adopted by the legislative authorities of 
said nation, shall be entitled to all the rights, privil and immunities 
antied to them only by the thirty-eighth article of the treaty of 1866, with the 
Choctaw and Chic! w Indians,’ ” 

This resolution was passed first, as stated, on the 13th day of November, 1888, 
and next on the 6th day of April, 1889, and was then declared to be of the 
organic law, the object and intent of said amendment being to deprive the citi- 
zens of said nation by adoption or of the elective or of an 
participation of the making, execution, or enforcement of the laws by w. 
they were to be governed, s; cally guarantied by said article 7, general pro- 
visions, p to be amended. 

This amendment was su! uently adjudged by a majors of the members 
of the supreme court a valid amendment; the chief-j Hon. Samuel 
Love, the only member of the court who could speak the English, dissenting. 

Your petitioners declare said amendment null and void, and the decision of 
the court theron a nullity, for the following among other reasons: 
the aps article 7 of the con- 


gust 18, A. D. 1856, shall be entitled to all the rights, privileges, and immunities 
of native citizens. All who may hereafter become citizens, either 
or adoption, shall be entitled to all the privil of native-born ci 
out being eligible to the office of governor,” which above article is to 
be amended; and in that it is violative of the fourteenth n o! lof 
the same constitution, which declares that “the ng ges eras shall pass no retro- 
spective law orany law impairing the obligation of contracts.” 

Second. It violates section 11 of the same constitution, which declares that 
“whenever two-thirds of both branches of the Legislature deem it necessary, 
they may pro amendments to this constitution; and if two-thirds of both 
branches of the succeeding slature approve such amendments, they shall 
be engrafted to, and form part of, this constitution.” Your 
fact to be, and the records of the Legislature so disclose, t the Legislature 
which the propose amendment on the 13th day of November, A. D. 
1888, was called to hold a special session, and the same Legislature which 
the act approved itas an amendment on the 6th day of sprit, A. D.1889. It 
therefore, nota succeeding, but the same maet Arae ity whích passed the proj 
amendment that approved it, in palpable violation of both the spirit and letter 
of section 11 of General Provisions. 

Third. The action of the court was coram non judice, for no case was presented 
to that tribunal in such manner as by the constitution and laws of the Chicka- 
saw Nation gave that court jurisdiction, 

Fourth. T eved parties were not allowed a hearing, nor were they in 
rae hesa before the court as that their rights could be passed upon by that 

unal, i 

Fifth. Said decision was in violation of the twenty-sixth and thirty-eighth 
articles of the treaty of April 28, A. D. 1866, between the United Statesand Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw nationsof Indians; and in direct violation of section 2079 
Revised Statutes of the United States, which declares, smons other oes that 
“no treaties with such [Indian] nations made prior to Ma: 8, A. D. 1871, shall 
be hereby invalidated or impaired.” 

Sixth. Said act of the Legislature sweeps away rights which have existed since 
white men first began to marry with native Chickasaw women, and, whilst your 
petitioners who have intermarried with Chickasaw women are citizens of said 
nation by the constitution of the Chickasaw Nation and by Toona rovisions 
of the treaty of 1866, they are none, the less citizens of the United States of 
America, and are, as such, entitled to the protection of the act of March 3, 1871, 
found in section 2079, above referred to, and to the protection of the Constitu- 
tion and laws in pursuance thereof pertinent to their case, and tothe protection 
of existing treaties. 

Your petitioners state that ifa hearing be granted them they will state more 

cally and in detail all the laws, treaties, customs, and usages upon which 
vy, rely and which can not well be embodied in this petition. 
our petitioners would state that, owing to the large number of white men 
resident in the Chickasaw Nation and intermarried with Chickasaw women 
whose rights have been grievously wrested from them by the action complained 
of, a meeting was held at Purcell, in the Chickasaw Nation, on the Ist day of 
March A. D. 1890, at which S. L. Williams, W. O. Randolph, C. L. Campbell, and 
J. F. Myers were appointed a committee to act for and in behalf of all the. 
com; and said S, L. Williams was selected chairman, all of which 
commit in common with those who met, were disfranchised by the acts come 
p 


# 


ioners aver the 
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In view of the premises we ully ask the President, who by law is in- 
trusted with general superintendence and care of Indian affairs, the 
of the Interior, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to hear their petition 
and complaint. They state that they are without redress if it is not granted by 
the proper authorities of the United States of America; that, unlike a State a 
citizen whereof can me er to the Supreme Court of the United States when 
his rights have been violated by disregard of the Constitution or of laws in pur- 
suance thereof or of treaties made under the authority of the United States, 
there isno appeal from the action of the supreme court of the Chickasaw Nation 
to said court, although in violation of existing laws and treaties, 
They ask upon hearing that. they be restored to the rights enjoyed by them 
rior to the action complained of, and that all proper rules and orders be issued 
‘or their enforcement; and as in duty bound, etc. 
S. L. Become er 


irman, 
J. F. MYERS. 
©. L. CAMPBELL. 
W. ©. RANDOLPH. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Eastern Dis'rict of Texas, ss: 

Before me, James W. Hocker, a commissioner of the circuit court of the 
United States for the eastern district of Texas, duly appointed, commissioned, 
and qualified as such on this day personally appeared 8, L. Williama, J. F. 
Myers, 0, L. Cam; land W.C. dolph, who, after being by me duly sworn 
according to the form of law, upon their oaths denose and say that they are 
each and every one of them citizensof the Chickasaw Nation by marriage with 
Chickasaw women, and are well acquainted with the facts as set forth in the 

petition, and know from their personal knowledge that the same are 


In witness whereof I have set my hand at office in the city of Purcell, Chick- 
asaw Nation, Indian Territory, in the said eastern district of Texas, this 4th 
day of March, A. D. 1890. 

JAMES W. HOCKER, 
Commissioner of United States Circuit Court for said District. 
RETURN OF A BILL. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desirestolay before the House the reso- 
lution which the Clerk will read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk request the Senate to return the bill of the House (H. 
eo for the relief of the heirs of John H. Jones and of the heirs of Thomas 


The resolution was adopted. 

PITTSBURGH, COLUMBUS AND FORT SMITH RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to enter a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the last amendment was adopted to the bill 
granting the right of way to the Pittsburgh, Columbus and Fort Smith 
Railway Company through the Indian Territory. I voted in the afirm- 
ative, under a misa; ension of fact. d 

The motion will be entered. 
THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE GAY, OF LOUISIANA. 


The SPEAKER. The hour hasarrived which has been fixed by order 
of the House for the delivery of eulogies upon Hon. Edward J. Gay, 
late a Representative from the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Speaker this beingthe hourset apart for pay- 
ing tribute to the memory of my deceased coll: e, on behalf of the 
delegation from Louisiana, I send to the desk a series of resolutions to 
be read by the Clerk. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


aint his eminent abilities igh ar ar 3 Ar Sinner 
the conclusion of these memorial p i standadjourned, 
That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, Clerk be instructed to communicatea copy of these resolu- 
tions to the family of the 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Speaker, it would be ordinarily appropri- 
ate for the successor of Hon. Edward J. Gay [Mr. PRICE] to e the 
opening address on this occasion. That successor was Mr. Gay’s de- 
voted companion and friend, notwithstanding the disparity that existed 
in their semen would need no prompting to lead nsall in expressions 
of regard and esteem for his distinguished predecessor. Butas the hus- 
band of his daughter, holding for Mr. Gay the affection of one of his 
own sons, associated with him as he was by the closest ties, the public 
utterance of these feelings would be the exercise of a privilege so pain- 
ful that silence seemed to him more appropriate than eulogy on his part 
during these solemn ceremonies. It has devolved on me to take the 
place which under other circumstances he would fill, and give voice to 
the opening tribute among those which we are here to offer now. 

Hon, Edward J. Gay was born at Liberty, in Bedford County, Vir- 
ginia, seventy-four years ago. He was taken by his parents at the 
age of four to Southern Illinois. Four years afterwards his father, 
with his face still turned to the west, crossed the Mississippi River and 
settled at St. Louis, then a little town of 3,000 inhabitants, which the 
wildest enthusiast could hardly have foreseen would become, during 
Mr. Gay’s lifetime, a splendid city of nearly half a million people. 

Young Gay obtained the best education which the time and place 
nae St. Louis, at Belleville, TIL, and finally at Augusta College, 

Naturally bright and industrious he improved his opportunities, and 
at the age of eighteen started with his father in commercial life. He 
showed great aptness, enterprise, and ability as a merchant, even at 
that early age, and a career which was marked as much by suc- 
cess as it was noted for strict probity and integrity. 


The record that he made as a merchant then was a source of satis- 
faction and even of just pride to him ever afterwards. . I well recollect 
how much gratified he was on one occasion in this Hall when the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] said in debate that Mr. 
Gay’s career as a merchant of St. Louis before the war had made his 
name a synonym of honesty, integrity, and honorable dealing through- 
out the whole essence i Valley. 


Mr. Gay was married in 1840 to Miss Lavinia, the daughter of Colonel 
Hynes, of Nashville, Tenn., who had large planting interests in Loui- 
siana. 

His marriage was a happy one. In the dear companionship of her 
he chose so well nearly fifty years were spent. The wife of his earl 
and constant affection, two sons, two daughters, and a number of plesk 
children survive him, 

Colonel Hynes had large planting interests in Louisiana, and, in the 
management of this property, nearly fifteen years after his marriage, 
Mr. Gay first became a resident of the State which three times in succes- 
sion gave him the commission of one of her Representatives here, and 
in whose industrial history he was destined so often for thirty-four 
years to occupy so conspicuous and commanding a position. 

His life as a planter had begun but a few years before wars wild 
notes were heard and Sumter’s guns woke the echoes which Manassas 
and Gettysburgh and a hundred fields reverberated and which Appo- 
mattox only hushed. 2 

An opponent of secession until opposition was unavailing, when the 
die was cast he sided with his people. His eldest son entered the field 
in defense of the South. Detained himself at home by reason of in- 
juries received years before, he saw around him the ruin and destruc- 
tion that followed in the wake of that appeal to arms. 

When peace came at last Mr. Gay wasted no time in vain ne ape} 
but gave his best energies to repair the ravages that war had made 
to help others to do the same. Under the influence of his pluck and 
energy and of that of those like him, barriers to the floods were rebuilt, 
fields replanted, factories rose from their ashes, the land regained the 
beauty that had gone, and peace and plenty smiled where want and 
desolation stalked in many a home before. 

As a planter and manufacturer he evinced the same thoroughness, 
diligence, and capacity which marked his mercantile life. He was 
foremost in all matters affecting the welfare of the agricultural com- 
munity and was closely identified with the progress and enterprise of 
the great Southern city, New Orleans, the larger portion of which I 
have the honor to represent upon this floor. 

Of all the avocations that he ever followed I believe Mr. Gay was 
fondest of agriculture, or of that combination of agriculture and manu- 
factures which prevails on every large sugar plantation in Louisiana. 
He loved that calling in allits phases. He loved to see the mellow 
earth turn from the shining share. He loved to see the tender shoots 
of cane mark the long brown rows with tints of early spring and then 
grow on until they hid the earth with a continuous canopy of green. 
He loved to view the fields when under summer suns they lay like a 
sea at calm or were stirred by the breeze into emerald wavesof loveli- 
ness and grace. And when the autumn was well along and the har- 
vest came, to him whose life had always been an active one, there was 
a certain excitement in the busy grinding time, when he saw the 
skillful cutters stretched in line, with rapid blow and gleaming knife 
strip and top and fell the standing canes and cast the purple stalks in 
eyen rows and piles ready for the wagon’s load, when above the 
sounds of rustling leaves and ringing steel, of rambling carts and team- 
sters’ urgent words, there came the cheery yoices of contented labor, 
which burst at times into a work-song, weird and wild, but full of 
melody. He loved to see without his factory walls the ruddy glare of 
furnace-fires and within the engines go on and on by night and day, 
the massive rolls crush out the liquid sweets, the amber juices foam and 
dance with heat and steam, the machines revolve with lightning 
from which at last emerge the pure and sparkling crystals, the finished 
product of twelve long months of cost and toil. 

And thus, Mr. Speaker, in 1884, amid these rural scenes, the future 
appeared to him as quiet and serene as the placid calm of evening after 
storms have ceased and clouds have passed away. 

But the merchant, who had laid aside the cares of his calling, the 
planter, who at almost the allotted three score years and ten looked for- 
ward to spending his declining years at peace in the society of his loved 
ones and amid the comforts of his home, received an u t summons 
to bear his people’s standard in one of the most hotly contested political 
conflicts of the time. 

Mr. Gay was averse to accepting the nomination unanimously tend- 
ered him and to entering political life in his declining years, but the 
summons that came to him with such insistence he would not and did 
not disregard. Elected in that campaign to the Forty-ninth Congress 
against an opponent of great ability and with great patronage at his 
back, he was re-elected to the Fiftieth and Fifty-first Congresses, each 
time against a different competitor—for no man was found to enter the 
lists against him a second time—and each time with increased majori- 
ties, because each time he not only held the friends he had, but won 
others who had opposed him before. 

He was particularly averse to accepting a third nomination on ac- 
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count of ill-health and need of rest; but, saying ‘‘I am willing to do 
t,” did that part—a noble one indeed !—unto death itself. 

e seat to which he was elected the last time he was destined, alas! 
never to fill. Nearly three months after his second term was over, on 
May 30, 1889, at home and surrounded by those he loved, he passed 
peacefully away. 

Mr. Gay’s career ns a legislator crowned a long life of honor and 
usefulness. He had the respect and esteem of both sides of this Chamber. 
Those who served on committees with him and were most in contact 
with him found a kindliness of feeling, a sound judgment on public 
matters, and the capacity to deal intelligently with these questions, 

which were hidden to many by his modest demeanor and the habit of 
not pushing himself or his opinions needlessly forward. 

Among his associates on the Committee on Appropriations of the Fif- 
tieth ess was a congenial spirit, who, like Mr. Gay, was an apt stu- 
dent of the great problems of governmental finance. Missouri’s gifted 
son, big in intellectand in frame, the lamented Burnes, was his intimate 
and his friend. Among them also was he whose deeds and name will 
be held in honor while good government exists and the love of liberty 
survives, I mean the illustrious son of Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
whose presence sickness and suffering have withheld for months from 
this floor. Mr. Gay’s closest associates, his most numerous intimates, 
were naturally on this side, but yonder aisle did not mark the outer 
boundary of his friendships. He found here that those who differed 
most in political faith could be closely alike in kindly feeling, in hon- 
orable service, and in unsullied career. They are alike also, Mr. 
Speaker, in readiness to pay the last tribute, as some of them soon 
will do, of regard and esteem to his memory. 

Mr. Gay seldom took part in debate; but when he did he commanded 
the attention of this House, and I have seen members gather around 
him anxious to hear every word that fell from his lips. 

His manner in debate was simple and he did not strain after effect. 
He did not call to his aid the arts of rhetoric and indulge in studied 
phrase or glittering trope, but he had the faculty of expressing what be 
Press to say in words that were simple, clear, and full of force and 

ought. 

The occasion gave at times a loftiness and a dignity to his speech. 
When he was engaged in the attempt—successful in the end—to secure 
justice for the settlers upon the Houmas lands and strove to prevent 
them from being deprived of their homes and their little all, his voice 
was lifted in the cause of the weak against the strong, a cause as no- 
ble as any which ever had an advocate in its behalf. 

When, upon questions of far greater moment, he protested against 
any radical change in the fiscal system of a century, which the fathers 
had instituted and patriots and had maintained and under 
which the pursuits of his people had grown and prospered, when he 
pictured the injustice and wrong of legislation which, if enacted, would 
carry desolation and ruin to that people, the magnitude of the issues 
involved found him equal to the place and the occasion. 

At such a time he not only followed as legislatorthe example of the 
wisest statemanship of the past, but also proved an able and an ear- 
nest champion of the dearest interests of those he served so well. 

Implicitly did his people trust in him and well was that trust be- 
stowed, for if ever Representative filled the measure of faithfulnes to 
his people it was he. 

I well recollect the long and trying summer days of that session two 
years ago, when he staid so long here after sickness had left its pallor 
and weakness on him, Even then members on this floor noticed in 
his look the faint shadows of the end. Away from here, outside the 
close air of thisChamber, restoration and health seemed possible. He 
was far from the home where blew breezes from the river and came 
fresh odors from the groves and the fields; but westward, close at hand, 
beyond those hills, were mountain resorts with crystal springs and re- 
viving airs, and eastward, almost as close, was the sea, where Atlantic 
breezes brought often strength and color back to wasted frame and 
pallid cheek again; but he would not stay away, even when life and 
health wereat stake. He considered his duty to be here, and here, until 
the need was past, here he remained, likea faithful soldierat his post. 

But, Mr, Speaker, if Edward J. Gay’s record here were blotted out, 
if no word of his were left upon our statutes, if his life as a legislator 
had neyer been lived, he would be remembered still far beyond the 
circle of family and of friends, for, as private citizen, as christian gen- 
tleman, he made his mark upon his time. 

He was a man of simple tastes and sturdy virtues. Gifted in mind 
he had the brain to plan, the will to execute. Exact in the perform- 
ance of his own obligations, he expected others to be the same; but to 
those to whom misfortunes came through no fault of theirs he often 
gave a helping hand, and with his counsel and his means retrieved 
their failing fortunes.” 

He abhorred pretense, had little patience with conceit. He had a 
scorn for idleness and brooked not bim who did not use the talent 
which the Lord had given. 

He was kind and sympathetic to those in hisemploy. Associated 
as he ever was with the first and highest in every worthy calling, the 
humblest laborer had ever ready access to him for justice or advice or 
for assistance in a time of need. 


Mr. Gay was most ted and esteemed by those who knew him 
best. With his life and character no ‘distance lent enchantment,” 
butintimacy—the closer view—disclosed the qualities and charms which 
the distance hid. 

His charities, Mr. Speaker, were extensive, but rarely published to 
the world. He gave to learning without ostentation, to church with- 
out ponte, to poverty and distress with kindly hand ‘and sympathetic 
wor 

He forgave as he hoped to be forgiven, and kept no malice in his 
heart for any man on earth. 

Edward J. Gay had no dread of death nor fear to lose the christian’s 
crown of immortality hereafter. He has gone indeed; and, although 
since then the months have flown and spring has come ‘again with bud 
and bloom, at the mention of his name affection’s tears will still gush 
forth and sorrow heave its sighs. Here friendship brings in memory 
now its tribute to the record of his dees performed, of want relieved, 
of laurels won, of devotion to his people’s cause, of standard held aloft 
for them, which never met with shame! 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, as one of the Representatives of the 
State of Missouri I come in its name to pay brief tribute to a memory 
which all its citizens delight to honor, and I can but regret that the 
circumstances under which I approach the di of that duty have 
left me so little of time and opportunity for preparation therefor. It 
was my good fortune to enjoy more than a passing acquaintance with 
Mr. Gay, and I am therefore qualified in some measure to as one 
having personal knowledge of his worth. Not until he I entered, 
together, the Forty-ninth Congress had I ever enjoyed a personal ac- 
quaintance with him; but from my boyhood his name and fame as one 
of the leading commercial and financial characters of our State and of 
the Southwest had been familiar to me. 


In the beginning of his service in Congress Mr. Gay was assigned to 
duty on the Committee on the District of Columb me I had the © 
honor to serve with him, and in that association I opportunities for 


observing his course, which soon won from me a high admiration for 
his ability and an affectionate regard for his personal character. He 
was one of the most modest and at the same time one of the best in- 
formed men I have ever known. He brought to the discharge of his 
duties here a strong mind, enriched with much learning, and an ex- 
perience in the conduct of various and extensive business enterprises, 
public and private, that made him one of the wisest of counselors, as 
he was one of the safest and most conservative of l 

From his long and intimate connection with the condact of munic- 
ipa affairs in the cities of St. Lonis and New Orleans and his perfect 

miliarity with the needs of a large metropolitan population, hisserv- 
ices in connection with the legislation proposed for this city and District 
were of great value to his committee, and his influence and character 
lent much weight to its recommendations when they were considered 
on this floor. He was devoted to duty, and, though not enjoying ro- 
bust health whilst a member of this body, he never missed a 
of his committee or a session of the House, unless his attendance was 
prevented by sickness. As in the concerns of private life he was dili- 
gent, energetic, and successful to a remarkable degree, so in the dis- 
charge of his public duties his habits were the same; and that fidelity 
to his duty which won for him the respect and approval of his asso- 
ciates here secured for him also the gratitude and affection of his peo- 
ple at home. 

Few lives better illustrate the possibilities of success that lie before 
the young men of this country than does that of Mr. Gay and fewer 
still are those more worthy of imitation. 

Having first qualified himself for achieving success by acquiring a 
practical education and the establishment of a good moral character, 
he had a well grounded faith in himself, as those who knew him also 
had an unwavering faithin him. Of good habits, clear head, and hon- 
est purposes, his actions always proceeded upon plans well omens 
out and which were domly adhered to. While rare 


financial means which in this day would ber 
he was the first to engage in the direct importation of coffee by the 
cargo into St. Louis; and that venture, from which older and richer 
merchants shrank in fear and counseled him agai became from the 
first a pronounced success, and the bold young merchant’s reputation 
and fortune were assured. 

It will be remembered, Mr. Speaker, that this important incident in 
the life of Mr. Gay occurred more than half a century ago, when the 
city which is to-day the great metropolis of the Mississippi valley was 
but a struggling town on the very frontiers of commerce, and at that 
time this act of in t enterprise on the part of the bold young 
pioneer in that line of commercial activity was regarded by his fellows 

as reckleas in its conception and only accidental i in itssuccess. Theen- 
tanisa energy, and honesty of Edward J. Gay, applied to commercial 

pursuits in St. Louis, brought him abundant fortune, the accumula- 
tion of which was made without leaving a blot his character. 
Although for many years before his death he made Lonisiana his home, 


the State of Missouri never ceased to regard him as one of her sons, 
and at the close of his illustrious life the city of St. Louis, where he 
had won his earliest triumphs, claimed the honor of giving sepulture 
to his remains. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is the just pride of his friends in that great 
city, with many of whose enterprises he was so long and so conspicu- 
ously connected, that, while he rests within her borders beneath an epi- 
taph which duly records his honors, not alone in this way is his memory 

petuated among her people; for his name is commemorated by asso- 
ciation with her institutions of commerce, education, and charity, of 
which he was ever the steadfast and generous friend. 

Of the work accomplished by Mr. Gay as a citizen of Louisiana I 
will leave others, better qualified than I, to speak in detail; and with 
reference thereto I shall only say that, throughout a long and eventful 
carecer in that State, he was distinguished by the intelligent and suc- 
cessful application to private and public affairs of those high principles 
of business integrity and fair dealing which had made his name influ- 
ential and honored in Missouri; and the rank assigned him by his just 
selection by the people of that State to fill high and responsible posi- 
tions in commercial and political service fitly attests the appreciation 
and esteem in which he was there held. 

it may not be inappropriate in this connection to refer to the fact 
that, though Mr. Gay had enjoyed, in a marked degree, the honors of 
his people, he never filled a position of public trust which came as the 
result of his seeking. Always modest and free from that sort of am- 
bition which leads men to seek popular upplause, he was ever content to 
fill a private station in life, though never shrinking when called by his 
fellow-citizens to take on the burden of great responsibilities, He was 
sent to Congress as a Representative of that district in Louisiana in 
whose service he died, without having sought or even desired that dis- 
tinguished honor; and, although when he became the candidate of his 
party in said district his political opponents held control therein by an 

mense majority, such was the personal popularity of Mr. Gay and 
such the confidence reposed in his ability and fidelity to fitly represent 
the interests of his district and State that he was not only triumph- 
antly elected for that term, but until death closed his honorable career 
no one was thought of by his people asa competitor for the position 
he so worthily held. 

As may be inferred from what I have stated about the high commercial 

- and financial standing of Mr. Gay, he was a man of great wealth; in- 
deed, he was one of the wealthiest members of the American Congress, 
but none of his associates here would have ever suspected this from the 
bearing of the man. Always free from every approach to ostentation 
in his style of living, quiet and unpretending in his manner towards all 
his fellows, he exemplified in the highest degree the truth of that maxim 
that “rarely is the man who has been able to honestly acquire great 
wealth spoiled by its possession.’ I refer to his wealth only to em- 
phasize with his associates here, who knew little of his possessions, and 
nothing from Mr. Gay himself—for no man ever heard from him an al- 
lusion to hisaffairs or to himself thatsavored of boasting—the virtue of 
modesty so strongly marked in this admirable character. 

Wealth is not always the mark of honor; but when acquired in the 
honorable pursuit of legitimate business, the conduct of which benefits 
the whole world and takes nothing from any citizen, and when its 
possession stimulates and quickens the impulse to do good, instead of 
moving its possessor only to strive for greater acquisition regardless of 
effects upon others, then it is a badge of distinction which the best of 
men may be proud to wear. Such a possessor of wealth was Mr. Gay; 
and it may be truthfully said of him that in the wise, patriotic, and 
generous use which he made of his fortune, more than to the circum- 
stance of his immense possessions, was the secret of his great influence. 


Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I am glad to join my fellow-members in 

paying my tribute to the worth of our departed friend. It isan old 
t“ De mortuis nil nisi bonum.” 

Sir, there are few men whom I have ever met who more truly illus- 
trated in his life the truth of the quotation. 

My acquaintance with Mr. Gay probably antedates that of any per- 
son here to-day. The first time I met him was in June, 1846. He 
was then engaged in business as a wholesale merchant. St. 
Louis at that time commanded not only the trade of the Northwest, 
but extended also to Mexico on the southwest. Mr. Gay possessed in 
an eminent degree the essential qualities which make the successful 
business man, and was at the head of a firm whose trade extended 
throughout that country from New Orleans to the sources of the Mis- 
sissippi and Missouri Rivers. By the fair and honest methods with 
which he transacted business his firm soon came to the front as the lead- 
ing business concern of the Mississippi Valley, the reputation of which 
is to-day a pleasant remembrance to the old merchants of that section. 

During a longand active business career tand wonderful changes 
have come over the country, to much of which he contributed both by 
his enterprise and his purse. 

During his career as a merchantin St. Louis two great financial crises 
swept over the country, which involved the merchants and tradersalike 
in bankruptcy. By his sagacity he foresaw the portent of the times 
and by his ability he carried his firm safely through those great finan- 
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cial storms and emerged therefrom with enhanced credit. Hisspoken 
word was notonly his bond, but when once given was scrupulously kept. 

His mind was equitable in the largest degree. This quality may 
be illustrated by a remark he once made to one of his clerks, who 
himself is now one of the leading business men of the West. He said: 
“John, always make it a rule when you are trusted to act for another 
to exercise your judgment in his behalf.” 

Thus, he honestly believed and put into practice in his every-day 
business the golden rule, ‘Do unto others as you would have others 
do unto you.’ 

As you, his fellow-members, knew and appreciated him as you met 
him here day by day, so he was known and appreciated by all who 
transacted business with him during his long and active business life. 
Honest and upright in his daily walk and in his dealings, he especially 
impressed all with his kind and gentle manners. He wasa manly man 
and a gentleman in the fullest meaning of the word. His character in 
this regard is idealized in the language of England’s sweet poet: 

There are some spirits trul 
Unwarped by pelf or pride; 

Great in the calm, but greater still 
When pressed by adverse tide, 

These hold the rank no king can give, 
No station can d 

Nature puts forth her gentlemen 
And monarchs must give place, 


Sir, the reputation he enjoyed for honesty of purpose, integrity in his 
business transactions, and as aconscientious christian gentleman is to his 
children a legacy more precious by far than the ample fortune he be- 
queathed them. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, across yon majestic river, in sight 
of this Capitol, lies a land remarkable not alone for the beauty of its 
scenery and fertility of its soil, but a wonderland, renowned and 
revered wherever the truth and beauty of glorious womanhood are re- 
spected and the strength and grandeur of a splendid manhood treas- 
ured. It can boast eration after generation of strong statesmen 
who had wisdom without conceit and learning without pedantry; of 
warriors who were valorous, but not oppressive—grand as Achilles in 
war and humble as Cincinnatus in peace. There the magnificent and 
fiery spirit of her sons is surpassed only by the beauty and loveliness 
of her daughters. From Virginia’s hills and Virginia’s vales, following 
the star ofempire westward, her sons and daughters have wended their 
way. Wherever they have gone they have carried with them a hospi- 
tality which knew no stint and a love of orderly, constitutional govern- 
ment which knew no limit. In every State, from the Chesapeake to 
the Golden Gate, the sturdy sons of the mother of States and statesmen 
are found in the forum, in the field, in the factory, everywhere illus- 
trating the integrity of man, advocating the rights of man, and advanc- 
ing the material interests of man. 

From such a stock and such a State sprang Edward J. Gay. Born 
in 1816, he was taken from Virginia to Illinois in 1820, and removed 
thence to St. Louis, Mo., in 1824. This city, now one of the wonders 
of the century and the country, was then butasmall town. He may be 
said to have grown with its growth and strengthened with its strength. 

It is not my purpose, nor would this occasion permit me, to detail 
all the important events in the life of this distinguished citizen and 
statesman. He was fortunate in youth in being placed under an edu- 
cator of fine ability, under whom he made not only satisfactory but 
rapid progress. 

eaching manhood his tastes turned strongly to business rather than 
professional pursuits, and he entered upon a mercantile life. His chief 
characteristics were untiring assiduity, unswerving integrity, and bold- 
ness, After calm deliberation he reached his own conclusions and 
stood by them and defended them. He struck boldly out in his mer- 
cantile pursuits and went to orient or occident for what his trade de- 
manded. Moved by this spirit, Mr. HEARD has told you he was the 
first to import coffee from the West Indies to St. Louis. 

He married a fair daughter of Tennessee, Miss Lavinia Hynes, in 
1840, who survives him. 

In 1856 he moved to Louisiana, where most of his latter life was 
spent and from which he was sent as a Representative in Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, in this busy and progressive land, fortunate is that 
man who can leave a Jasting impression on any State of this Union. 
But such was the power of this man that you"may blot out either his 
record here or his life in St. Louis or his life in Louisiana, or any 
two of them, and there remains enough of fame for him to allow pos- 
terity to rank him a distinguished American citizen. 

It was not my good fortune to meet Mr. Gay till he came here as a 
member of the Forty-ninth Congress. From that time on I knew him 
well. In the Fiftieth Congress we occupied seats so near each other 
that I saw him daily and hourly when the House was in session. I 
had thereby an opportunity to become thoroughly acquainted with him 
and observe his actions, 

As a man he was calm, self-possessed, and meditative. He reached 
conclusions, as I have stated, after thoughtful consideration, and ad- 
paon to them with great tenacity. He wasmodest but firm, courteous 
but bold. . - 
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As a legislator he was ever vigilant in looking to the interests of the 
great State he represented and the grand country of which it was a 
part. Those ak gery with his business affairs knew how exacting 
were the demands of his private interests, But while here he made 
these subservient to his public duties, as he should, and never allowed 
poe affairs, however important, to take the time which he had agreed 

y the acceptance of his high office to dedicate to the public. Placed 
on account of his recognized ability on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, the latter years of his life were devoted to the study of those 
economic questions involved in the appropriation of hundreds of mill- 
ions of money in the government of sixty millions of people. How well 
this duty was discharged his vigilant attendance here and the records 
of his country attest. 

But the end came after more than three score and ten years. He 
had found the valley of that great river a wilderness and a canebrake. 
He had helped to clear away its forests, to spread the wings of com- 
merce over its waste of waters, and to people its valleys. 

He had seen the blighting hand of civil war fall upon the blooming 
land and seen it wither. He had seen misgovernment, worse than 
war, hover over the Jand long after the smoke of battle had been lifted. 
But instead of being discouraged by calamity he was nerved by it. 
Disaster after disaster was succeeded by struggle after struggle till the 
land that was in tears smiled again. 

Looking back to the past and remembering what a potent factor he 
had been, not only in building up the country originally, but in reha- 
bilitating it, Mr. Gay could say with gladness what Othello said in 
sadness: ‘*I have done the state some service.” 

Looking to the future and remembering that he had years before pro- 
fessed faith in the blessed Redeemer, he could triumphantly exclaim: 


I have fought a good fight; I have finished my course; I have kept the faith. 


Four States boasted being the place of his residence. More than 
forty States mourn his death. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, Edward J. Gay lived a long, use- 
fal, and honorable life. Could more be said of any man than this? 

His career was one of eminent success in all he undertook, 

‘When he died one of the chief pillars supporting the social, indus- 
trial, and political institutions of Louisiana gave way. His life and 
character afford a most instructive lesson to the youth and manhood of 
the country. 

Those who have preceded me in this discussion have told you that 
he was born of Virginia parentage, on the soil of the Old Dominion, in 
the early part of the present century; how his father, even then recog- 
nizing that “ Westward the course of empire takes its way,” had re- 
moved with his family first to Illinois and then to St. Louis, settling 
permanently at the latter place when it was but a frontier post and a 
town of 3,000 people; and how first his father and then himself became 
successful merchants and laid the foundation of the colossal fortune 
which was his at the time of his death and for many years prior thereto. 

I shall not dwell upon this portion of Mr. Gay’s life, fruitful as it was 
of the results of well directed energies, wise forethought, and sound 
business judgment. I prefer to speak of his lifeafter he came to Lonisi- 
ana. While he acquired large interests in Louisiana as early as in the 
forties, it was not until 1856 that he came to reside permanently there. 
He immediately took position as one of the most sagacious, far-seeing, 
progressive citizens of the State, He made his home upon one of his 
plantations, and settled down to the alluring life of a sugar-planter. 
His possessions were very large, embracing some of the best sugar prop- 
erties in the most fertile portionsof the State. 

He became the largest sugar-planter and perhaps the wealthiest man 
in the State. He gave to his great interests his personal attention and 
supervision. No man in the State was ever more actively or intimately 
identified with sugar-production in Louisiana, and no one had a better 
understanding of its needs or had more thoroughly mastered its de- 
tails. He wasa thorough business man, with an extensive and libetal 
knowledge of industrial and political economy. 

Mr. Gay’s absorption in commercial and agricultural pursuits left 
him but small time for polities, Still, he ized the duty incum- 
bent on all citizens to give thought and attention to the concerns of 
government, and it was his habit throughout life to co-operate in local 
politics for the advancement of the best interests of the country. 

He was opposed to secession and was active in his efforts to check 
the growth of that sentiment in Louisiana. 

His grandfather had been a soldier of the Revolutionary war and the 
grandson’s love for the Union sprung from the early teaching and ex- 
ample of the ancestor. He always showed his confidence in the stabil- 
ity of the National Union by large holdings of landed property in vari- 
ous sections of the country. 

He was a friend to the laboring classes. In hissection and wherever 
he was known, he possessed their confidence and esteem. He always 
gave liberally to enterprises toward the advancement of the colored 
people, and enjoyed great popularity among them, as was evidenced by 
the many thousands of colored votes he received at the several elec- 
tions when he was a candidate for gata, Mogae Indeed, so popular was 
he with this class of citizensthat when he was nominated for Congress 
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the first time by the Democratic convention one branch of the Repub- 
lican party of the district met in convention and indorsed his nomina- 
tion, notwithstanding his Democracy, and most of the leading colored 
Republicans took the stump for him. 

Rut little of Mr. Gay’s long and active life was spent in politics, and 
it was only in his last years that he yielded to the solicitations of his 
own friends and those of the State and of his party, and undertook the 
arduous duties incident to the high station to which he was repeatedly 
called by the suffrages of his countrymen. 

When he was first nominated for Congress, he was an elderly gentle- 
man enjoying the seclusion and ease of private life on the peaceful banks 
of the mighty Mississippi, surrounded by all the comforts that wealth 
affords and all the attractions of a beautiful and refined home. 

He liked not the contention for office, and preferred the quiet of home 
life and the peaceful pursuit of business. 

The pressure, however, upon him was so great in 1884 that he yielded 
and become the nominee of the Democratic party of the Third district 
of Louisiana for Congress. i 

When apprised by telegram of his nomination he wired in response 
that he could not accept, Other telegrams were sent urging his accept- 
ance. Then it was he yielded. He looked upon the acceptance of the 
nomination in the light of a duty, and did not feel at liberty to decline 
it, though its acceptance entailed great personal inconvenience and sae- 
rifice. As he himself said in his letter of final acceptance, ‘* Nothing 
could have been more unexpected ‘or more at variance with my inclina- 
tion than to embark in a political canvass.” 

An index of the character of the man is had in the following extract 
from his letter of acceptance, dated September 15, 1884: 

I regard the present as a period of critical importance to my district as well 
as to the entire State of Louisiana, and I recognize the obligation of every good 
citizen to be ready to sacrifice personal considerations where the public wel- 
fare may be subserved. 

His opponent for Congress at that election was W. P. Kellogg, wily, 

shrewd, and experienced, with a thitherto unbeaten Republican majority 
back of him. Mr, Gay undertook the seemingly hopeless task of his 
overthrow. It was not his custom to gointo anything to lose, and after 
one of the hardest fought political battles ever had in Louisiana he 
was elected by a handsome majority. This was to the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress. : 
In 1886, when the time came around for the nomination of a candi- 
date for the Fiftieth Congress, the delegates to the convention met at 
Franklin, La. Mr. Gay had not sought a renomination. He was not 
even present at the convention. On the day the convention met he 
telegraphed one of the delegates as follows: 


I have thought it proper to abstain from personal influence over the delibera- 
tions of the convention. I approve full and free discussion, and have no desire 
to be made the standard-bearer of the Third district unless so demanded by a 
united and harmonious constituency. 

That day he was unanimously renominated, and the same delegate 
to whom he had sent the dispatch replied as follows: 


The Democratic convention, thoroughly united and harmonious, has renome 
inated you for Congress by acclamation amid great enthusiasm. 

At his second election Mr. Gay increased his majority more than three 
times the majority attained over Kellogg in 1884. 

He declined a third nomination for Congress on account of failing 
health. The parishes, however, instructed their delegates for him any- 
how, and the convention renominated him in spite of his declination, 

He finally consented to accept the nomination—his health had some- 
what improved—and in his letter of acceptance said: 

Taccept your nomination because there is much to be done and Iam willing 
to try to do my part, 

Simple, strong words, a declaration of duty by an old man in feeble 
health, who recognized the obligation upon him as a citizen of the Com- 
monwealth and evinced his determination to essay its performance as 
faras his physical strength would permit. A third time he was elected 
and became the accredited Representative to the present Congress, 
But in the providence of God he was not to be permitted to be sworn 
in as a member. He died on May 30, 1889, at his beautiful home on 
the St. Lonis plantation, in Iberville Parish, Lonisiana, where he had 
spent many happy years of his life. He died quietly and easily, with- 
out a struggle, and was conscious to within an hour of his death, 

His wife, the ideal of his youthful love, survives him, as do his two 
sons and two espe, gon one of whom is the charming wife of Hon. 
ANDREW PRICE, the present accomplished Representative in Congress 
from the district so ably represented by his distinguished father-in-law. 

Mr. Gay lived out a period of more than three score years. His life 
was filled with works of usefulness and duty. He gave to public duty 
the same devotion, zeal, and activity with which he had worked for his 
own and himself. 

His useful career in the National Legislature was a fitting termina- 
tion to a life that had been spent in vigorously stimulating to prosper- 
ous proportions the interests and industries of the two States in which 
all the years of his manhood were spent. 3 

In his death the State lost a public-spirited citizen, the sugar in- 
dustry a progressive leader, and commercial circles a man honorable 
and successful in all his business pursuits. ‘ 

His commercial connections throughout the country and his wide- 
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spread reputation as a business man gave great weight to his opinions 
in legislative matters affecting the business interests of the country, 
and his large ence and accurate and mature judgment were of 
great value to his colleagues. In Co he was, as in every other 
station of life, able, devoted, and conscientious. His life here was full 
of earnest and valuable exertion. 

During his four years of service in the House he was never known to 
shirk any of the arduous duties incident to the position of Congress- 
man. In spite of his age and infirmities, except when confined to his 
house by serious illness, he always was to be found at his post of duty. 
He was neither an orator nora parliamentarian, but he wasa worker and 
a thinker. Systematic, methodical, and painstaking in all he did, his 
whole course as a member of this House was marked with the same 
close application, istent industry, and constant carefulness that 
were the distinguishing features of a long life devoted to varied and 
extensive business relations. 

Added to a Jarge and comprehensive knowledge of men and affairs, 
he possessed a mind remarkably well balanced, calm and just in its 
judgments, with rapid powers of observation, and a capacity to get the 
pan and substance of a proposition. To every subject which came be- 

him he gave sound and practical examination. 

„His mind was analytical, his grasp of a subject rapid and compre- 
hensive, his power of discrimination great. He mastered details and 
was pre-eminently a man of affairs. 

He was earnest and honest in all he did, and kept in his heart always 
a large place for the affections of family and friendship. He was un- 
ostentatious and democratic in all things, singularly devoid of pre- 
tense, simple in character, of gentle disposition, greatly beloved in the 
family circle. While possessed of great energy, he was singularly tem- 

with moderation. He was unpretending and exemplary in all 
habits and intercourse with his neighbors. 
e was a domestic man; enjoyed his home, his family, the society 
of his wife and children and friends. 

He was a man of profound religious conviction and fine religious 
sensibilities. The reverend gentleman who officiated at his obsequies, 
and who knew him well, declared that while he was a man of busy 
life and active affairs he yet held to his course heavenward. On his 
death-bed, speaking of the Savior, he said to his pastor: ** He has done 
so much for me, and I haye done so little in return for Him,” 

Mr. Speaker, the deceased was my friend, and with reverent hand I 
- lay on his tomb the garland of this humble tribute to his memory, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, my acquaintance with the distin- 
guished citizen whose death we now mourn began with the meeting of 
the Forty-ninth Congress. As members of that body we were both 
appointed by the Speaker on the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and, though the disparity in our years was great, the relations 
which had their beginning then, and which subsisted unbroken during 
his entire service in this House, were most kindly and agreeable and 
a source of constant pleasure to me, 

As a member of the committee charged with the consideration of the 
numberless measures affecting for good or ill the Capital of the nation 
and the people of this District, he was wise and prudent, and withal 
just and liberal. 

Mr. Gay was impressed with the belief that as the population of the 
country multiplied and its wealth increased the Capital must neces- 
sarily grow and become more and more the center of culture, wealth, 
and influence; and his great good sense made him realize that in deal- 
ing with the affairs of the District it was wise and just to lay plans 
that would enable the Capital to keep pace with the general growth 
and expansion of the country. The characteristics, it seemed to me, 
that most distinctly marked onr late friend. and colleague were his 
earnestness of purpose and simplicity of life, together with great prac- 
tical wisdom, coupled with independence. 

Every one who came in contact with Mr.-Gay must have been im- 
ressed with that unassumed simplicity of manner which characterized 
is social and official intercourse with others and which made him 

easily approachable both to the old and the young alike. 

I remember well how much I was struck with this most agreeable 
characteristic, when, after becoming more intimately acquainted with 
him, I learned what large enterprises he had inaugurated and controlled, 
what success had been achieved by him and the good he had accom- 
plished both for himself and his country. 

That Mr. Gay was a man of earnest purposes is evidenced by the 
splendid results of his life’s work. 

Few men in all our Southern land have accomplished so much 
through their individual exertions, and surely no one could have done 
so many things and all so well unless controlled by that fixedness of 
purpose that so distinctly marked this distinguished citizen of Louisi- 
ana. 

Those who were associated with him in the consideration and per- 
fecting of measures in the committee-room or in their through 
this House will éasily remember how self-reliant he was.and how te- 
nacious of his opinions when once formed. Such men are valuable in 
any place and at all times, and probably there is no characteristic more 
needed in public than that they have some fixed opinions, some ear- 


nest convictions, and that they have the courage to stand by them and 
contend for them. 

The practical wisdom that had served Mr, Gay in all his private af- 
fairs and had given him such prominence among the successful business 
men of the country found ready and constant application when he left 
his home to assume the responsible functions of a Jaw-maker for the 
American people. As the country grows in wealth and population its 
industries and enterprises become more varied and complex, and the 
duties devolving on the National Legislature naturally increase and 
multiply. The result is that the committees of Congress are charged 
more and more with the responsibility of considering and maturing all 
measures before they come to either House for its judgment. So that 
those men who quietly and unobtrusively consult, suggest, amend, and 
perfect in committee the various measures submitted to them often be- 
come the most useful legislators. 

The new member, after he has fully entered upon the responsible 
duties of his office, early realizes that it is impossible for him to in- 
form himself by personal investigation as to the merits of each of the 
numerous measures upon which he is called to vote, and soon learns 
that as to many of these he must rely upon the faithful research of 
his colleagues who as members of the several committees have been 
charged with the investigation, and it requires not many months of 
service in the House for every new member to learn that certain of his 
colleagues of longer service than himself have acquired the reputation 
as honest and thorough investigators, and that the statements of such 
men and the reports they submit can be safely relied on and acted 
upon. Mr. Gay enjoyed this enviable reputation. He was honest and 
thorough in his examination of facts and sound in his conclusions. 
‘These characteristics largely contributed to make him the valuable legis- 
lator that he was. 

Another characteristic quite marked in the service of Mr. Gay in 
this House was his independence of judgment and action. Not that 
foolish independence that often leads erratic minds to illogical and un- 

conclusions and that makes men cling to the wrong for consist- 
ency’s sake, but that better sort which leads one cha with tre- 
sponsibilities to assume without flinching the full measure of his duties 
and to rely on and act on his own judgment and convictions when they 
have once been honestly formed. 

He was not a politician. He did not ran for office. He was sent to 
this House by his friends and neighbors. They knew him and had 
confidence in him. They selected him as their Representative because 
they had faith in his wisdom and patriotism; and the ever-swelling 
majorities by which he was returned at each recurring election testify 
w the faithfulness with which he performed the duties intrusted to 

im. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while the life and character and worldly achieve- 
ments of our departed friend may be the just source of pride to all 
who knew him and may furnish, as they do, at once an inspiration 
and an example to the honest and aspiring youth of our land, the great 
consolation, now that he is gone, lies in the conviction that he was an 
earnest and honest christian. 
et as 1843 he became a member of the Methodist Episcopal 

ureb. 

He remembered his Creatorin the daysofhis youth. Attheearly age 
of twenty-seven he took his stand on the right side of life and started on 
his journey toa better land. From the day he assumed the grave duties 
of church membership until the end of his long and useful career, he 
was an efficient and earnest worker in the great enterprises and labors 
which have made the Methodist Church soch an immense power for 
good in this country. For, without disparagement of others, it may 
be truthfully asserted that this branch of the christian church has 
wrought wonders in good works and has done its full share in carrying 
to the ends of the earth the everlasting word of the living God. 

As in temporal affairs he was eminently practical, so was he in spir- 
itual. He believed that faith without works is dead, and that true 
christianity consists not only in believing, but alsoin doing. It was 
obedience to this conviction that led him to seek the wayward, to en- 
courage the friendless, to lend a hand to the fallen, and to help the poor 
and unfortunate; and many there are yet living who testify to his 
kindness in all these ways. 

An honest and successful private citizen, a faithful and wise public 
servant, a true and humble christian—all of these was Edward J. 
Gay, of Louisiana. No higher encomium could any man ask. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, it is a pleasure to pay a just 
tribute of praise to the splendid qualities that adorned the character 
of our late associate, Edward J. Gay. First and best of all, it could 
be truthfully said of him that he was a christian. 

His life was useful, while it was quiet and unobtrusive. While he 
did not busy himself in searching ont new friends, he was always 
ready to recognize the obligations the relation of friendship imposes, 
and willing and glad to assume them when the object was worthy. 

I was in no wise intimate with him; but sitting by his side in com- 
mittee during two sessions of Congress I came to know him well and 
note the strong attributes of his character. He wasa thoughtful man. 
He was an utterly sincere man. The faculty of appearing to be what 
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he was not he neveracquired. He never put on amere outward seem- 


ing. Theoutward was the true reflection of theinner man. What he 
was became manifest to every one who was brought in contact with and 
studied to know him. His reserve was not born of coldness. He 
abounded in charity, but that charity was free from ostentation. He 
gave alms without sounding a trumpet. He uttered no prayers upon 
street corners that he might be seen of men: 

With Edward J. Gay the one supreme word in onr language was 
duty. To him it wasa word of imperial command, from w. there 
was no appeal; and he yielded true obedience to its dictates. He did 
not seek to parciais in the gaieties and much less the frivolities of 
fashionable social life. He was one of those of whom it was written: 

Far from the madding crowd's ignoble strife, 
Their sober wishes never learned to stray; 

Along the cool, sequestered vale of life 
They kept the noiseless tenor of their way. 

Such lives are stronger for the preservation of this Republic than are 
the arms of mailed warriors. ‘They impart to the national life a tone 
of harmony, and a sense of security, and a spirit of rest. They give 
to society a moral fiber, an integrity of purpose, which has a consist- 
ency and toughness that wears and endures. 

Edward J. Gay was very wealthy, but he possessed no trace of that 
vain conceit and pretentious arrogance that are in some measure charac- 
teristic of those grown suddenly rich in our day. Hedid not become 
wealthy by virtue of advantage conferred by partial laws, nor by the 
accidental favor of some mere speculative venture, entered upon with- 
out wisdom and prosecuted without judgment. His fortune was the 
reward of a long life of patient, persistent, and honorable endeavor in 
the field of useful and legitimate business enterprise. 

Independent so far as material wealth can confer that condition, he 
yet bore himself with an air of humility that was conclusive evidence 
that he realized in the largest and best sense how dependent upon each 
other all are in this life for that EE friendship and kindly 
sympathy, without which, to noble minds, life would be a barren 
waste. Such was the man whose loss we mourn. Such men as he ful- 
fill the law of compensation. They compensate in some measure for 
that assortment of worthless mortals, flung upon the surface of the sea 
of life, seemingly to furnish us evidence of God’s power, but leaving 
us unable to reconcile such creations toan economy that is beneficent. 

Some time the secrets of this mystery called death we shall know. 
But now it is enough that in faith we trust that whether this be given 
or that withheld, yet are all things done in wisdom and justice, as in 
love, to the sons of men. : 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, it was not my fortune to be intimately 
associated with Mr. Gay in the preparation and consideration of mat- 
ters of legislation while he was 2 member of this House or to enjoy, 
during the time, close personal relations with him, and therefore I can 
not speak of those tender qualities of head and heart which become 
more visible when the watchful business man is absent and the genial, 
warm-hearted friend and associate alone is present. 

Mr, Gay was nota politician, His entrance asa member of Con- 
gress was at the advanced age of sixty-eight years. Had he become a 
member in his younger days he certainly would have enjoyed a suc- 
cessful and marked career; but his training, and no doubt his taste, 
were in a different line and there he won rewards and honors no less 
imperishable. Mr. Gay was not a manof words, but of actions. His 
terms in Congress were marked by an earnest and attentive, but quiet 
effort to secure wise and wholesome legislation. In the Forty-ninth 
Congress he served asa member of the Committee on Manufactures and 
that on the affairs of the District of Columbia, 

In the Fiftieth Congress his eminent qualifications for tne position 
won for him a place upon the Committee on Appropriations. Asa 
member of Congress he was watchful of the interests of his people. 
Every attempt to encroach upon what he believed to be their rights 
met his resistance. He seldom yielded his convictions to the judg- 
ments of others; he thought for himself, made up his mind after care- 
ful investigation and mature reflection, and when he arrived at his 
conclusions he was irrevocably set in his opinions. 

He was not a vacillating character, driven hither and thither by the 
currents of sentiment, that are as changeable as the winds, but what- 
ever plans were formed were carried forward to a successful termina- 
tion. He was not only a man of strong convictions, but was able to 
master the detailsof his various ayocations as well as comprehend them 
in the aggregate, and was therefore successful in all and a failure in 
none. From his life and character valuable instructions may be de- 
rived and valuable lessons be learned. It is said that 90 per cent. of 
those who engage in commercial pursuitsatsome period of their lives fail. 

This is not strange when the manner in which most men engage in 
and carry on various enterprises is considered, We often hear it re- 
marked of some industrious and apparently prosperous person that he 
is possessed of great energy, and yet how often have we seen such men 
in the very zenith of their success fall to ruin. 

We can ey ae a lesser degree, gorig eee of Wall Arae in 
every town. Such men possess energy, bu judgment; they have 
the motive power, but are without head-lights, : 


Mr. Gay was not of this class; he was a perfect type of the successful 
man. Possessing great modesty, there was no dash about his manner. 
With a mind trained for the comprehension of both great and small 
things, he was able to master the particularsof whatever he undertook. 
He could not be lured into hazardous investments and undertakings 
by mere promises of large returns, but looked behind them to see if they 
were well founded. By a careful survey of the past and a clear com- 
prehension of the present, he wasable to calculate results with accuracy 
in the future. 

An old, respected, and successful business man of Vincennes, Ind., a 
few years ago told me that when he first engaged in merchan: 
in that historical town he wholesaled to the merchants of St. Louis, 
who transported their goods across the prairies of Ilinois by wagon. 
Said he, ‘‘I could have gone to St. Louis and become its greatest mer- 
chant, but I thought Vincennes was the point where the great central 
city of the country was to grow up.” 

Not so with the father of Mr. Gay. Starting from Virginia in 1820 
with his youthful son, he passed by Vincennes—where George Rogers 
Clark had won imperishable renown in Revolutionary times, where 
stood the home of General William Henry Harrison, and near which, 
beneath the spreading oak, he held his famous council with Tecumseh— 
andentered the beautiful prairies beyond the Wabash, where they halted 
four years and then settled in St. Louis, on the banks of the Mississip 
the great highway of commerce, as the point where the tcen 
city of the New World wasto be built. And here it was built; and here 
grew up to manhood, to honor, to success, and to fortune Edward J. Gay. 

The great talents and ability possessed by Mr. Gay were no doubt 
some degree natural, but to these were added a rich scholastic educa- 
tion and a careful business training which made him the successful 
man that he was and would have crowned his labors with suecess in 
any calling. He was the first to import coffee by cargo from Cuba, 
which was considered by most merchants as a hazardous venture. By 
his talents and capabilities he soon built up a trade and became one of 
the most extensive wholesale dealers in the West, and was one of the 
prime movers in the enterprise of the erection of the present Merchants’ 
Exchange building in St. Louis, 

In 1855 Mr. Gay changed his residence and Jater his business, en- 
gaging in the production of sugar in the State of Louisiana. In this 
new field his abilities were more conspicuously displayed than in mer- 
chandising. He was not long in mastering every detail of his new 
vocation, and soon became. more proficient than those who had spent 
their lives in the business; his recognized ability caused his selection 
as the first president of the Louisiana Sugar Exchange of New Orleans. 

Mr. Gay’s success, however, was not alone due to his abilities asa 
careful and cautious, but self-reliant business man. 

With these qualifications he possessed sterling integrity and honesty. 
Those who dealt with him soon acquired confidence in him. He was 
not a designing speculator, bent on gain at all hazards, but the hon- 
orable, high-minded, upright dealer who wronged no one, but was 
trusted by all. 

Besides his great capabilities nothing could have contributed more to 
his success in business and his standing among commercial men than 
his unquestioned and unquestionable integrity. 


This monument of character which he builded so symmetrically, . 


adorned as it was with noble traits and successful deeds, would not be 
finished without the crowning virtues of morality and christian charity, 
and it is a pleasing remembrance to his friends and a consolation to his 
family that he not only possessed but practiced these to the close of his 
eventful life. 

The world is better by his having lived, and the example of his life 
may well be taken asa model by those that may follow him. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. There is a propriety in recounting, on occasions 
like this, the virtues and achievements of those of whom we pause to 
speak. This is proper, not alone for the purpose of paying tribute to 
their memories, but of utilizing their good examples of life in render- 
ing better the lives of those who survive them and follow them. 

In a country like this and under a governmené like ours, where it 
is possible for the child of humblest birth to attain the highest posi- 
tion of honor in official station, the aspirations of the young are nat- 
urally, in a great measure, turned towards the political arena. While 
ambition in this direction is not to be condemned, it should not be for- 
gotten that there are other fields of useful labor in which great 
to humanity can he accomplished, and as high and as true honor realized. 

In the life and character of Mr; Gay there is much to becommended 
to the emulation of those engaged in or entering upon the struggle of 
life. It was in the duties of private, domestic, and business life that 
the sterling qualities of head and heart ennobled the career of this good 
and wise man. He was not a politician by profession or choice. He 
did not seek office. The people called him by nomination and elec- 
tion, unsought on his part, into their service. Prompted by a sense 
of duty, he responded. His political and official career is well known. 
He was three times unanimously, and by acclamation, nominated by 
the Democratic convention of his district, and successively elected by 
increasing majorities each time. 

In this House he did his duty ably, fearlessly, and faithfully. When 
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he addressed this body he commanded the hearing of all, and on each 
mind left an indelible impression, He was a memberof the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations in the Fiftieth Congress, and was a faithful, 
painstaking, just, and liberal participant in the arduous work of that 
committee, 

But of his private life I wish to speak further. He was blessed with 
the greatest of all earthly blessings, that of a christian mother, who 
realized her duties and responsibilities and who lived to see her son a 
blessing to mankind. Napoleon has said that “‘ the future good or bad 
conduct of a child depends entirely upon its mother,” and a greater 
‘than he has uttered these words of wisdom: ‘Train up a child in the 
way he should go, and when he is old he will not depart from it.” 
Both his father and mother were devout christians, and their lives 
abounded in deeds of charity. 

Mr. Gay’s early career at school andin college was marked with suc- 
cess, the result of energy and close application in the development of 
a naturally gifted mind. Here, as well as under the benign influences 
of a christian home, was laid the foundation of that success in accom- 
plishments and that true type of manhood developed in his life. 

When he left school and went forth to grapple with the stubborn 
affairs of life he was equipped with a clear and accurate judgment, and 

onward with a courage and energy that made failure impossi- 

le to him. He, without ostentation, soon displayed a degree of ca- 

pacity that caused him to be regarded as almost a ‘‘ business prodigy.” 

One who was many years in his employ and knew him intimately 
says of him: 

He was a just man, always giving full weights and measures. He was a tem- 
perate man, notgiven to excessive indulgence of any kind. He was a christian 
man, as his many acts of charity and christian benevolence show. 

His long and successful business career abounds in instances of the 

observance of honesty, both toward employé and customer. 
is pastor, Rev, Felix R. Hill, has said of him: 


He was a scrupulously honest man. He kept his contracts and his word was 
his bond. 


He was one of whom it could have been said that he ‘‘sweareth to 
his own hurt and changeth not.” 


Bishop Keener has said of him: 


With energy, he was singularly tempered with moderation. He was un- 
preten: and exemplary in all his personal habits and intercourse with his 
neighbors. For b th of view and intelligence upon all subjects he had few 


equals. In an acquaintance of forty years I have known no one more uniform, 
a man uniformly reliable in all departments and conditions of life. He wasa 
bape, a blameless man, a faithful husband, an affectionate father, and a help- 

He died in the christian faith. Duty in all the relations of life was 
the standard to which he endeavored to raise his conduct. He was 
true to himself; he could not be false to others. Subject, as all men 
are, to the imperfections of human nature, it would be too much to say 
that he in all particulars attained this standard to which he aspired, 
but that he did soin a degree to leave a noble example, worthy to be 
followed, no one will question. 


Mr. KINSEY. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that the good people of the 
city of St. Louis, especially those who were the pioneers in her great 
commercial development, would not willingly allow this occasion to 
pass without having uttered, in their behalf, some word of tribute to 
the memory of Edward J. Gay. For more than half a century he was 
identified with our growth. He saw a trading-post on the frontier be- 
come the metropolis of the Mississippi Valley. 

The great arteries of commerce that in later years bore this wealth 
of half a continent to and from our doors derived much of their energy 
from him, and dying he has left an indelible impress of his strong and 
rugged character upon the beautiful city which witnessed the achieve- 
ments of his early and middle life. 

The old-time merchant, who weathered every financial storm; whose 
word was his bond; whose credit was never tarnished or questioned; 
who, by the slow and conservative methods less in vogue now than then, 
built up a colossal fortune and at the same time wisely dispensed 
charity upon every hand, was no ordinary man. Such were the char- 
acteristics of Mr. Gay’s business career. 

It may well be doubted if any pursuit in these days has developed 
greater men in the things that really make men great than the suc- 
cessful management of the vast industrial and commercial enterprises 

~ of this country, In this line our late colleague and friend was pre- 
eminent. 

The great steel bridge that spans the Father of Waters at St. Louis, 
her ps Chamber of Commerce, and a score of other stately and 
noble structures are witnesses of his foresight, energy, and public spirit 
as a citizen, 

He will be long remembered by our people as among the foremost 
citizens of his time. > 

I will not dwell longer upon this phase of his life, nor will I venture 
to speak of his public careeras a member of this House, Others have 
done that more fittingly than I am able to. 

In private life Mr. Gay was a christian gentleman, unostentatious, 
generous, kind, and helpful. His memory will be revered by many a 
weary soul whose burdens were made lighter by his generous hand, 


His associates in all the walks of life will not soon forget him. His 
ashes now sleep in Bellefontaine, our beautiful city of the dead, where 
loving hands have erected a stately monument to mark his last resting 
place, in sight of which the commerce of the mighty West, which he 

elped to create, floats by, unheeded now, to the sea. 5 


Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. Speaker, just recognition of the merits of the 

nae is rape Mio noblest op aur Pad. f 
erishing the virtues of friends who have passed into ‘‘ the t 
beyond," is to be commended. er 

Edward J. Gay, of Louisiana, the subject of our present sorrowful 
and most respectful consideration, surrounded by saddened hearts of 
the loved home circle, watched by the tenderest care of a devoted wife, 
peacefully passed beyond the skies tothat brighter home May 30, 1889. 
That ending of a beautifal spring, which was succeeded by a glorious 
summer, typical of the closing of a successful life and the transforma- 
tion into that life of glorious radiance of our Father’s love. 

Edward J. Gay was born at Liberty, Bedford County, Virginia, Feb- 
ruary 3, 1816. His father, John H. Gay, and family removed in 3890 
to Illinois, and thence to St. Louis, Mo., in 1824, where he settled. He 
spent several years under the tuition of John H. Dennis, an accom- 
plished teacher residing in Belleville, Ill. ; and in 1833-'34 at Augusta 
College, Kentucky. He became familiar with business affairs in early 
life trom being intrusted by his father with trausactions of importance 
and responsibility. He was extensively engaged in commercial affairs 
at St. Louis, Mo., from 1838 to 1860; since 1855 he resided in Louisi- 
ana, and was largely engaged in commercial, manufacturing, and agri- 
cultaral pursuits. He was prominently instrumental in the enterprise 
of the erection of the first and the present Merchants’ Exchange bnild- 
ing in St. Louis, and was the first president of the Louisiana Sugar 
Exchange of New Orleans. He was elected to Congress three consecu- 
tive times, thus proving his popularity with those whom he served so 
faithfully to his death. 

Mr. Speaker, while we miss the companionship of our colleague, 
while we shall never more feel that cordial grasp of his friendly salu- 
tation, while we bow in meek submission to the will of "Him who 
doeth all things well,” let us strive to follow the example set for us by 
our friend, hoping that when we sleep our last sleep we will have made 
as fair a record of good and faithful service as he has done. 

“Love one another” was taught ages ago. How can we better fol- 
low this divine precept than to record the virtues of our dead com- 
panion ? 

’Tis of his virtues I would speak and say that with his head and 
hand and heart he profited my State, my home, and my people. 

Mr, Speaker, monuments are reared commemorating deeds of valor, 
daring, and bravery, to illustrate respect, love, or veneration for the 
heroic dead, but in time these will pass away, while the good deeds of 
the silent worker, imbued with honest, noble purpose, will survive 
long after monuments shall have crumbled into dust. No monument 
of bronze or chiseled stone will rear its prominence aloft to mark the 
battle-deeds or war-famed glory of Edward J. Gay, but fervid smoke 
from towering chimneys of industrial plants established as his*work 
will prove his record asa benefactor. Ican notchant or loudly acclaim 
his victories of *‘broil and battle,” but I can tell you of his love for 
home, where quiet and contentment were; where the loved wife in 
peace and pleasure reigned; where children dwelt, happy and gladdened 
by a father’s presence and a parent’s love; where nature smiled and 
happiness prevailed. 

The tear-filled eyes and hearts so fall, now mute in anguish round 
the hearthstone of that Southern home, are far more eloquent than 
spoken words (howe’er well phrased) to show the grief wrought by 
this ‘‘king of terrors.” 

Grateful hearts remember acts of kindness by our lamented friend, 
and know that penury and want could not prevail where industry and 
application joined with favor from our colleague’s hand. 

I know of those who but for help and aid from Mr. Gay would now be 
weary and disheartened with this world of care; I know of men who, now 
quite prominent in life, admit their obligations to that noble friend. 
Shall P with thisadvantage to relate, letslip thischance totell of my dead 
friend? Shall Ido that which I am called to doand speak of him as he is 
entitled to? Or shall I let some gossips prate of what they think they 
know, and scratch the record he’s entitled to? By industry and use 
of knowledge gained from books and men, he ventured out in enter- 
prises new, that brought him profit, which, reinvested with progressive 
skill, brought more gain and success, until some called him ‘‘stilted;’’ 
but when he saw more plainly than some others could, it was but nat- 
ural that his vision soared above that of his criticisers. 

I knew him as a customer; so versed was he in my industrial line of 
business that I got ideas from his views which served me in my fac- 
tory. And yet he passed not as a mechanic, but, fixed in notions of 
his own, he forced success, and, with success, reward, 

His life was tle, and the elements 

So mix’d in him, that Nature might stand up 

And say to all the world, This was a man! 
Your cause of sorrow 

Must not be measured by his worth, for then 

It hath no end. 


1890. 


We speak what we do feel, 
Not what we ought to say. 


Good angels para thee, 
Sleep, sleep in peace 
And wake in joy, 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, again the business of this House 
is suspended that proper tribute may be paid to the memory of an 
esteemed colleague who has beyond the river of life unto the 
shores of eternal rest. Within less than half a decade the Louisiana 
delegation in Congress has been thrice inyaded by the insatiable band 
of death. Three of Lonisiana’s statesmen, in almost as many years, in 
the midst of useful service, have been called to answer a summons from 
the throne of immortality. They have quietly, all of them, traversed 
the narrow but fearful limits of the abyss which separates the livin 
from the dead, and have reached the mysterious land wherein dw 
the spirits, the statesmen gone before. 

The pendulum of unfolding destiny has described another arc, and 
the implacable decree of fate has terminated the useful career of Ed- 
ward J. Gay. Born of a parentage whose sturdy arms carved out the 
path of civilization in the rugged forests of the West, he inherited the 
traits of unflinching moral courage and indomitable will which, in the 
long career of a successful life, were his prominent characteristics, 
This manifested itself in a greater part of his after-life, when, in the 
vigor of manhood, he met with an accident which paralyzed his armsand 
hands and rendered him almost helpless physically. Notwithstanding 
the excruciating pain to which he was subjected through a long series 
of years, in consequence of his injury, he continued with little inter- 
ruption the pursuits of his great interests in commercial life and sugar- 

lanting. 
£ His hands were fettered, but his will and mental energy seemed to 
increase with his physical weakness, and his wonderful activity over a 
large field of operation in nearly every variety of business marked him 
as a man of extraordinary resources, possessing remarkable persever- 
ance, great foresight, and unbending purpose. As aresult of these at- 
tributes he amassed a great fortune and took rank as an able financier, 
whose peer does not exist in the Southern States. There was nothing 
of austerity in his private life; nothing of ostentation in his social in- 
tercourse. He was plain and hospitable in his home and strong in his 
pera and conjugal affection, His home was a model of domestic 

appiness and tranquillity. 

Asa mei t, he reached the highest plane of success; as a sugar- 

lanter, he developed the industry to its fullest limit; as a statesman, 
ving entered political life in his matarer years, he was careful, cor- 
rect, courageous, carrying his business habits and principles into his 
official labors. As aman, he was upright, just, truthful, sincere, true 
to his convictions and brave in his advocacy of what he considered 
to be right. 

Asa christian, he served his God humbly, with no display of hol- 
lowshow, but with acontrition inspired by ‘‘a heavenly spirit ofall grace 
youchsafed to man through the sacrifice of the Son of God, which stands 
ready to enter the hearts of all men who serve God with a willing mind 
and perfect heart.” In charity he followed the injunction of Christ 
given in the Sermon on the Mount: 
$ oe when thou doest alms, let not thy left hand know what thy right hand 

oeth, 

Thus we have his character; a type worthy of emulation and worthy 
of record in the history of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, it was my good fortune in entering upon the duties as 
a member of the Fiftieth Congress to occupy a seat near Mr. Gay and 
toenjoy the benefit of his kind advice. It was here that I learned his 
true worth asa Representative of his people. I haveoften wondered at 
his activity and strict attention to the smallest detail of his official du- 
ties. In the discussion of the great questions involving seriously the 
interests of his people he took an active part, and with unswerving de- 
termination avowed the purpose of his course with a courage only pos- 
sessed by a man of his strong characteristics. Mr. Gay will long be 
remembered by his constituents for the good work he accomplished 
as their Representative, and his death has caused a void which many 
years of patient waiting and earnest endeavor will find unfilled. 

I need not be missed, if another succeed me 
To reap down those fields which in spring I have sown. 


He who plowed and who sowed is not missed by the reaper, 
He is only remembered by what he has done, 


Needs there be praise of the love-written record, 
The name and the epitaph ved on the stone? 
The things we have lived hoe let them be our story, 
We, ourselves, but remembered by what we have done. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. 8 er, three gentlemen, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PE- 
TERS], and my colleague from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], all desired 
to speak on this occasion. They have been unavoidably detained, 
and I ask unanimous consent that they have leave to print their re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). In the absence of 
sig ata leave will be granted, 

was no objection. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2549 


Mr. WILKINSON, I now move the adoption of the resolutions 
already submitted. 

The question being taken, the resolutions were unanimously adopted; 
and in accordance therewith (at 4 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS OF THE STAFF. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting petitions and rec- 
ommendations submitted by the adjutant-general of the commissary 
sergeants and quartermaster sergeants stationed at Benicia Bar- 
racks and San Diego Barracks, California, for an increase in the pay of 
non-commissioned officers of the staff—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
A bill (S. 826) for the relief of Horatio Phillips Van Cleve—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following resolution was taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Secre 
tary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized to have the reports of the United 
States commissioners to the Centennial International Exhibition at Motoouyasi 
1858, or such of them as may be accepted by him for lepar in, printed an 
bound at the Co: ional Printing Office, and that, in addition to the usual 
number, there shall be 600 extra copies for the use of Senate, 1,200 for the use 
= the House of Representatives, and 1,200 for the use of the Department of 

tate; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees on bills of the 
following titles were delivered to the Clerk, ordered to be printed, and 
referred as follows: 

Mr. GEST, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 7469) for the relief of George Stodd—to the Committee 
of the Whole House, - 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill (S. 1207) granting a pension to Lydia K. White, 
a volunteer army nurse—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1786) for the relief of D. M. Sprague and Will- 
iam Tilton—to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 5496) to 
incorporate the Georgetown and Arlington Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill (H. R. 720) for the erection of a public 
building at Hamilton, Ohio—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. À N 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill (H. R. 7630) to increase the limit of cost of 
the public building at Charleston, S. C.—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill (S. 2349) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Kan- 
sas City, in the State of Missouri—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (S. 233) for the erection of 
a public building at Danbury, Conn.—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 178) to provide for 
enlarging the proposed public building at Savannah, Ga.; the purchase 
of another site, if practicable, and for the sale of the present site—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (S. 1027) for the erection 
of a public building for the use of the custom-house and post-office at 
Newport News, Va., and making anappropriation therefor—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 3279) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Rome, Ga.—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CLUNIE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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rted with amendment the following bills; which were severally 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union: 

A bill (S. 1266) for an extension of appropriation for the erection of 
a public building at Los Angeles, Cal. ; and 

A bill (H. R. 953) for a public building at She Wis. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 467) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Saginaw, Mich.—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (S. 878) for the improve- 
ment and enlargement of the public building at Petersburgh, Va.—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill (H. R. 3827) for the erection of a puois 
building for the use and accommodation of the United States Geological 
Survey upon the Government reservation in the city of Washington, 
D. C.—to the Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union. 

Mr, LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 445) for the erec- 
tion of a shop at the National Armory, Springfield, Mass.—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CARLTON, from the Committee on Claims, rted favorably 
the following bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 7388) for the benefit of John T. Leavell; and 

A bill (H. R. 7086) for the relief of Merril Denham. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on War Claims, submitted re 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowance of certain clai 
for stores and supplies, etc.; which were ordered printed as part 2 of 


Report No. 491. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the follow- 
titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 8521) to regulate, define, establish, 
and secure the civil, political, and property rights of such American 
citizens as have intermarried with the Chickasaw Indians, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8522) defining lager 
beer, also imposing a ial tax upon and regulating the manufacture, 
sale, and importation of adulterated lager beer—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 8523) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Little Tennessee River, at or near Niles Ferry, Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 8524) for the rebuildingof the 
United States revenue steamer Thomas Ewing with an iron hull—to 


the Committee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8525) to reg- 
Saint dae minors enlisted in the Army—to the Committee on 


tary 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8526) to provide for the industrial development of 
the United States, and to uce the revenue—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 8527) for an appropriation for the 
printing of bulletins of information for Agricultural Department—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr, ANDERSON, of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8539) relinquish- 
ing the title of the United States to certain tracts or parcels of the pub- 
lic lands situated in the State of Mississippi to the purchasers thereof 
from said State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were nted, and referred:as indicated below: 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R, 8528) granting a pension to O. C. 

ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 8529) for the relief of Vidal Hernan- 
dez—to the Committee on War Claims. à 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 8530) for the relief of Henry Sibo—to 

` the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 8531) to increase the pension of Eliza- 
My anata Cun casa 

y Mr. ; A bill ( 8532) granting a ion to M 
Webster—to the Co: ttee on Invalid P = eee ac) 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H, R. 8533) for the relief of Miller Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 8534) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James W. McMillan, late brevet major-general volunteers— 
to bens A pagar rn ves ancy in hos ) 

y Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 8535) granting a pension to Cath- 
arine Quigley—to the Committee on Invalid P: 


By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 8536) for the relief of Benjamin 8. 
Fox—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 8537) granting a pension to Peter 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 8538) for the relief 
of James C. Slaght—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: Petition of the Michigan State Board 
of Agriculture, for the transfer of the Signal Service to the Department 
of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition against employment of aliens on public 
works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of the Michigan State Board of Agri- 
culture, to transfer the national weather service to the Department of 
Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition praying that none but citizens of the United 
States be employed in the construction of Government buildings—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Michigan Agricultural College to transfer the na- 
tional weather service to Agricultural Department from the War De- 
partment—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of the 
District of Columbia, for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of Agricultural College of Michigan— 
to the rarer = Agriculture. = ‘cnt 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill gran’ a pen- 
sion to O. C. ter—to the Committee on Invalid Se i = 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany H. R. 1295, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Margaret J. Lovell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Michigan State Board of Agricult- 
ure, praying that the Weather Bureau shall be transferred to the Agri- 
cultural Department—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Union No, 2 of the city of Detroit, Mich., of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ Union of America, against the employment of 
aliens by the Federal Government in the construction of the public 
works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of Robert Henderson post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Bayard, Iowa, in favor of service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of the State Board of Agriculture 
for the reorganization of the Signal Corps and the transfer of the weather 
service from the War De ent to the Department of Agriculture— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, memorial of farmers’ and beek: ? associations of Newaygo 
County, Michigan, in favor of free coinage of silver—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of bricklayers and masons of the Inter- 
national Union of America, No. 46, protesting against aliens being em- 
ployed on Government works, etc.—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of citizens of Green, Hart, and Edmon- 
son Counties, in Kentucky, asking that appropriation of money be made 
to extend slack-water navigation as high up Green Kiver as Greens- 
burgh—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FITCH: Petition of Union No. 37, city of New York, Brick- 
layers and Masons’ International Union of America, protesting against 
employment of alien labor on public buildings and other Government 
works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition and proof upon the bill to pension Elizabeth 
Mulosky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of 30 clerks in second-class post-offices of 
Vermont—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Robert Krounz and 104 others, mem- 
bers of German societies, Davenport, Iowa, protesting against the pas- 
sage of any law materially changing present naturalization and immi- 
gration laws—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of Capt. George P. McKay, of Cleveland, 
Ohio, and 54 others, owners and masters of vessels at Cleveland, Ohio, 
for the early completion of the Toledo, Ohio, harbor improvement—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions passed by E. C. Little 
Post, No. 54, Grand Army of the Republic, Independence, Iowa, De- 
partment of Iowa, urging the passage of the service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Buckeye Alliance, No. 1371, Alden, Iowa; Ver- 
non Township Alliance of Farmers, No. 835, Dows, Iowa, and Union 
Alliance of Farmers, No. 1203, Cedar Falls, Iowa, favoring the Butter- 
worth bill against gambling in farm produce—to the Committee on 


Agriculture. 
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By Mr, LAWLER: Petition of Chicago Leather Association, against 
duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of book publishers, in favor of the passage of the reso- 
Intion in favor of introducing short-hand method of spelling in the 
Government Printing Office—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of Charles A. Day, for pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of J. M. Calhoun and 69 others, against 
Conger bill taxing compound lard—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of the Michigan State Board of Ag- 
riculture, praying that the Weather Bureau be transferred to the control 
of the Department of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of citizens of Ness County, Kansas, for 
aid in developing the sugar industry in Kansas—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of Pierre Breaux, of Terre Bonne Parish, 
Louisiana, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims under the 

yy of the Tucker act and Bowman act—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Ry Mr. QUINN: Petition of the United States Brewers’ Association— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of Subordinate Union No. 11, city of Wash- 
ington, Pa., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Internati: Union of 
America, praying that the laws be so amended that none but citizens 
of the United States shall be employed on Government works—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr, ROGERS: Resolutions of Memphis Cotton Exchange, against 
taxing cotton-seed oil—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Fert Smith, Ark., in re- 
lation to a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, memorial of the International Union of the Masons and Brick- 
layers of America, against the employment of foreign labor—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of Merchants’ Exchange, Memphis, Tenn., against 
taxing cotton-seed oil—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. RUSK: Papers and petition relating to bill fora pension for 
Peter Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of the New Haven (Conn.) Ty- 
pothete, in favor of copyright bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Resolutions of the board of directors 
of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, with regard to the Edmunds 
inspection bill, for hog products intended for export—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Peter R. Johnson, praying that his claim be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolations passed by Alliance No. 1204, Spirit 
Lake, Iowa, urging the passage of H. R. 5353—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions passed by Pleasant Valley Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
778, Iowa, urging passage of same measure—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, 


By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, against employment of alienson public works—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Resolution of Huron Union, Pleasant View, 
Tenn., regarding election of President, Vice-President, and United 
States Senators by direct vote of the people—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives 
in Congress. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Exchange, Memphis, Tenn., regarding 
compound lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan: Petition of Spencer M. Hill and 
11 other vessel-owners and masters of the Great Lakes, praying for 
an appropriation for breakwater at Petoskey, Mich.—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 24, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
beat Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of Subordinate Union 
No. 3 of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, 
of Atlanta, Ga., praying for the passage of laws providing for the em- 
ployment of only citizens of the United States on Government works; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. J. Ellen Foster, Mrs. Mary 8. 
Logan, Clara Barton, Susan B. Anthony, Clara Bewick Colby, Mrs. J. 
H. Spofford, Olivia M. Ford, Mrs. J. F. Macfarland, Mrs. Dr. Reiley, 


A. M. Chamberlain, and many others, prominent ladies of Washington, 
D. C., and Layinia H. Chase and Mrs. Mary H. Hunt, of Massachu- 
setts, and many others, praying for the establishment of an inebriate 

lum in the District of Columbia for the treatment of males or females; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a letter from C. A. Power, secretary of the Indiana 
State Service-Pension Association, transmitting a copy of resolutions 
adopted by that association favoring certain pension legislation; which, 
yita ane accompanying resolutions, was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr, WASHBURN presented a petition of citizens of St. Paul, Minn., 
praying Congress to amend the laws so that none but citizens of the 

nited States shall be permitted to work on any public buildings, etc. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a preamble and resolutions adopted by 
the board of supervisors of York County, Nebraska, favoring an appro- 
priation for a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of subordinate lodges of the Bricklayers 
and Masons’ International Union of America, of Lincoln, Omaha, and 
Kearney, in the State of Nebraska, praying for legislation against the 
employment of aliens on Government works; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a memorial of 205 citizens of Lan- 
caster County, Nebraska, remonstrating against the reduction of the 
duty on sugar, and praying for aid to encourage the production of sugar 
from beets and sorghum. As this isa matter that pertains to the ques- 
tion of the tariff on sugar, I presume the memorial should go to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK. A bill on that subject has been referred by the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR. I present sundry petitions from the Bricklayers’ Union, 
citizens of Worcester, Springfield, Lowell, and Fitchburg, all popu- 
lons cities in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, to the same effect 
as those presented by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], 
in favor of legistation prohibiting the employment of aliens on Govern- 
ment works. I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the memorial of H. J. Skeffington, on behalf 
of the Bootand Shoe Makers’ International Union, remonstrating against 
the ratification of a certain extradition treaty with Russia. I suppose 
the memorial should be presented in executive session, as the question 
of its reference might be debated and might be determined upon con- 
siderations which could not now be made public. = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has already agreed to receiv 
petitions of that character in open session. They have been received 
ane serene previous occasions to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

ons. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the memorial in open session, but it is con- 
trary to my judgment of the proper course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 580 citizens of Pu- 
eblo and Manitou Springs, Colo., praying forthe passage of an act open- 
ing to settlement the abandoned military reservation at Pike’s Peak, 
Colorado; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by McMillan Post, No. 463, 
Grand Army of the Republic. of Baxter, Iowa, in fayor of the passage 
a ome service-pension bill; which were referred to the Committee on 

ens 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present a petition of the Bricklayers and Ma- 
sons’ International Union of America, of Grand Island, Nebr., praying 
for an amendment to the law so that none but citizens of the United 
States shall be employed on Government works. I also present a sim- 
ilar petition from the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of 
America, of Lincoln, Nebr.; also, a similar one from the same organi- 
zation at Kearney, Nebr. I move that the petitions be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. PADDOCK presented resolutions adopted by the board of super- 
visors of York County, Nebraska, praying for an appropriation by Con- 
gress to complete the improvement of the harbor at Galveston, Tex.; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, STEWART presented twenty-nine petitions signed by 1,003 
members of the Farmers’ Alliance, citizens of Nebraska, praying for 
the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented petitions of the Bricklayers and Ma- 
sons’ International Union of America, of Muskegon and Manistee, in 
the State of Michigan, praying for legislation against the employment 
of aliens upon any and all Government works; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of farmers, citizens of Portage, Mich., 
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praying for legislation to prevent speculation in grain; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and ANG 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the Springfield (ont) 
Monthly Meeting of Friends, remonstrating against large expenditures 
for the Navy and coast defenses; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 32 citizens of Ted post-office, Bloom 
Township, Wood County, Ohio, praying for the free coinage of silver; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PIERCE presented a memorial of the Legislature of North Da- 
kota, which was referred to the Select Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Joint memorial, 


Whereas it is desirable to make a thorough test of artesian-well water for ir- 


jon purposes; and 
hereas, owing to the facility for getting a flow of water, the vicinity of 
kota, would be a good location 


the city of Edgely, La Moure County, North 
for making such test: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of North Dakota (the senate 
concurring), That our Senators in Congress instructed and our Representa- 
tives requested to use their best endeavors to secure through Congress the pas- 
sage of an act appropriating $15,000 per annum for sinking artesian wells on an 
experiment farm near the city of Edgely for the purpose of testing the utility 
of the water from such wells for irri, on, and t certified copies of the fore- 

ing memorial, signed by the presiding officers and chief clerks of the Legis- 


ve Assembly, be forwarded to our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


D. B. WELLMAN, Speaker of the House. 


Attest: 
J. G. HAMILTON, Chief Clerk, 
POEN ALFRED DICKEY, President of the Senate, 


O. C. BOWSFIELD, Seerclary. 


Mr. PIERCE presented a tion of 45 farmers of Stutsman County, 
North Dakota, praying for the passage of Senate bill 2607, creating a 
commission to investigate the causes of agricultural depression; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Bricklayers and Masons’ In- 
ternational Union of America, of St. Louis, Mo., and a memorial of the 
Cigar-Makers’ Union No, 444, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed extradition treaty with Russia; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BLACKBURN peni a petition of certain citizens of Cov- 
ington, Ky., praying for legislation in the interest of the Bricklayers 
and Masons’ International Union of America; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAWES presented a memorial of the New England Ship-Own- 

ers’ Association, remonstrating against free ships; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 
- He also presented petitions of subordinate unions of the Bricklayers 
and Masons’ International Union of America, of Lowell, Worcester, 
Lawrence, Springfield, and Fitchburg, in the State of Massachusetts, 
praying for such an amendment of the laws as will prevent the em- 
ployment of aliens on public works; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a memorial of the Boot and Shoe Workers’ 
International Union, remonstrating against the ratification of a treaty. 
I should like to inquire whether these memorials are received in open 
session ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Memorials relating to the ratification of 
7 proposed treaty with Russia have been received in legislative ses- 


n. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to raise the point of order upon that question 
once more. 

Mr. VEST. The question was decided the other day by a vote of 
the Senate. My colleague [Mr. COCKRELL] raised the question. 

Mr. HOAR. I know that; but very few members of the Senate, I 
think, were present. I understand that the members of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations were not present. I think every Senator will 
see that as the matter of the reference of such a petition or memorial is 
open for debate it may involve questions not disclosed, and the mere 
fact that there is such a treaty pending may be assumed in a petition 
and y not have been properly disclosed by the Senate. I think the 
previous decision ought to be reversed at once. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose that until the vote the other day there 
never was any question aboutit that such petitions should be presented 
in executive session. I was aware of the vote the other day, but it 
seemed to me a departure from the custom. I have vo choice myself, 
Iam not so strong a believer in everything being done in secret ses- 
sion as some. 

Mr. VEST. Of course it makes no material difference. I presented 
a large number of these petitions in executive session. I suppose I can 
state that, 

Mr. DAWES. I have one more of these memorials. 

Mr. HOAR. I will withdraw the point of order for the time being, 
because the Senate does not want to = delayed with the matter now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have a full Senate when the 
question is discussed, because I think the Senate did exactly right. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course this a departure—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the memorial 
presented by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes] will be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN ted a petition of 94 voters, citizens of Dallas 
County, Alabama, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 2 of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Mobile, 
Ala., praying that the employment of labor on Government works 
be limited to citizens of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present a petition of the Bricklayers and Ma- 
sons’ International Union of America, in St. Louis, Mo., dated March 
19, 1890, and signed by the president and secretary, calling attention 
to certain laws of the United States in regard to the erection and con- 
struction of public buildings and the employment of aliens to work 
upon such buildings, and protesting that it is not right, and that pref- 
erence should be given to citizens of the United States. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH. I present a petition upon the same subject from the 
same organization in the city of Mobile, Ala., and I move that it be 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Columbus, Miss., and a memorial of the Natchez (Miss. ) Cotton and 
Merchants’ Exchange, remonstrating against legislation having for its 
object the taxation of compound lard, etc.; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BATE presented a memorial embodying a resolution adopted 
by the Chamber of Commerce of Chattanooga, Tenn., favoring an ap- 
propriation for the protection of Chattan and the low lands near the 
Tennessee River in front of Chattanooga, likewise the national cemetery 
at that place, from overflow; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of Subordinate Union, No. 2, of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America of Little Rock, 
Ark., praying for the employment of none but American citizens on the 
papie works; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

bor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Farmers’ Exchange of Memphis, 
Tenn., remonstrating against the bill to tax compound lard; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented memorials, numerously signed by citizens 
of Oregon, remonstrating against the of the bill known as the 
Pacific Railroad refunding bill, or any law by which the time shall be 
extended in which payment shall be made of the amounts due or to 
become due the Government from the Union Pacific and Central Pacific 
Railroads; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a yanu signed by many citizens, letter-carriers, 
and others, of Portland, Oregon, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 3863, fixing the maximum pay of letter-carriers at $1,200 per an- 
num and providing for substitute letter-carriers at $200 per annum; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 600 citizens of Idaho Territory, a 
petition of the governor, secretary of state, attorney-general, and mem- 
bers of the Legislature of Montana, also of citizens and residents of Hel- 
ena, Mont.; a petition of B. F. Waite, ex-governor of Montana, and 86 
other prominent citizens of Dillon, Mont.; a petition of merchants, 
miners, manufacturers, and other prominent citizens of Anaconda, 
Mont.; a petition of 56 citizens of Deer Lodge, Mont., and a petition of 
citizens of Butte, Mont., praying for the passage of the Union Pacific 
funding bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of citizens of Sumner, Marion, 
and Labette Counties, Kansas; a petition of citizens of Montgomery 
County, Kansas, and a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for the 
passage of the service-pension bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Grand Army of the Republic Post 
No. 32, Nebraska, and a petition of Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 
82, Nebraska, in favor of Senate bill No. 496, removing the limitation in 
the arrears-of-pension act; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry owners and tenants of prop- 
erty in Washington, D. C., praying for the improvement of certain streets 
in that city; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial of Mrs. E. E. Faulkner, and 32 
other leading citizens of Keene, N. H,, remonstrating against the re- 
moval of the Southern Utes from their per reservation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of 85 citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia and a petition of citizens of Idaho, praying for the passage of a 
panday ces law; which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the Greeley County (Kansas) 
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Veterans’ Association, praying for the passage of the service-pension 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial 
Union of Atchison County, Kansas, remonstrating against the passage 
of the bill authorizing the issuing of United States bonds as a basis for 
the national-banking system; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He aiso presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Topeka, Kans., 
remonstrating against the imposition of a duty upon ores imported from 
Mexico; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of E. B. Cowgill and other citizens of 
Kansas, praying for certain legislation in regard to the beet and sorghum 
sugar industry; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the board of county commis- 
sioners of Fremont County, Colorado, and a petition of the city council 
of Pueblo, Colo., praying for an appropriation by Congress for a deep- 
water harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
. Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of the Rockford phi- 

cal Union, No. 213, of Rockford, Ill., praying that Senate bill 232, re- 
ae to copyrights, be made a law; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented the memorial of Joseph Scott and 
other citizens of Arkansas, remonstrating against the passage of the 
bills pending relating to compound lard; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the bill (S. 1214) for the relief of Thomas J. Spencer and 
the bill (S. 1215) for the relief of Thomas J. Spencer, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bills were postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2197) to increase the pension of Ziba Yarnell, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 956) to amend section 25 of the act 
of March 3, 1879, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1880, and for other purposes,” reported it without amendment. 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1512) to erect a public build- 
ing at Lima, Ohio, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 407) to authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of real estate 
embraced in square No, 380 of the city of Washington, to provide an 
eligible site for a city post-office, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the bill 
(8. 298) to increase the accommodations at the marine hospital at De- 
poy Mich., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3062) making appropriations for continuing the erection of the public 
building at Worcester, Mass., reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R,'848) to authorize the construction of an addition to the public build- 
ing in Dallas, Tex., reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2109) to insure the purity of elections in the Terri- 
tory of Arizona, reported it without amendment. 

Mr, PLATT, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1590) to ratify an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for a 
wagon-road between Mount Idaho, in Idaho County, and Little Salmon 
Meadows, in Washington County,’ in Idaho Territory; 

A bill (H, R. 6474) to submit the location of the county seat of Sho- 
shone County, Idaho Territory, to a vote of the peopleof said county; and 

A bill (H. R. 7170) to authorize the city of Ogden, Utah, to assume 
an increased indebtedness, 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 326) ceding, upon condition, public lands to the 
State of California and other existing States, and to the eventual States 
to be formed out of the existing Territories, in aid of the irrigation of 
dry and arid lands, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 455) to reimburse settlers and purchasers on even- 
numbered sections of public lands within the limits of Congressional 
grants in cases of forfeiture of odd-numbered sections, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
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He also, from che same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3027) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of certain settlers 
on the public lands, and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, 
Pp money, and commissions paid on void entries of public lands,’ 
reported it with amendments. 


ZOOLOGICAL PARK COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON, Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably a House concurrent resolution to print the 
report of the Zoological Park Commission. I ascertain that the cost 
of printing the report, which is of local importance, will be $38.02. I 
ask that the resolution may be considered at this time. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of esentatives (the Senate concurring therein), That there 
be printed of the report of the Zoological Park Commission, and its accompany- 
ing maps, 1,000 extra copies, of which 250 copies shall be for the use of the 


500 copies for the use ofthe House of Representatives, and 250 copies for the use 
of the Zoological Park Commission. 


SENATORS FROM MONTANA. 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, to whom were referred the papers purporting to be the cre- 
dentials of Messrs. Sanders, Power, Clark, and Maginnis, severally 
claiming seats from the State of Montana, to submit a report and to 
report the accompanying resolutions. 

I wish to state that the minority of the committee desire to submit 
a minority report, and I ask that this report be not printed until to- 
morrow morning, when the views of the minority will be presented. 
I also ask that sundry papers and documents which accompany the re- 
port may be printed as an appendix. I wish to have the resolutions 
read. The resolutions in the cases of Clark and Maginnis should be 
first read and then in the cases of Sanders and Power. That is the 
usual course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions reported by the com- 
mittee will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolyed, That William A. Clark is not entitled to be admitted to a seat in the 
Senate from the State of Montana, 

Resolved, That Martin Maginnis is not entitled to be admitted to a seat in the 
Senate from the State of Montana. 

Resolved, That Wilbur F. Sanders is entitled, upon the merits of the case, to be 
admitted to a seat in the Senate from the State of Montana, 

Resolved, That Thomas O. Power is entitled, upon the merits of the case, to be 
admitted to a seat in the Senate from the State of Montana, 


Mr. GRAY. Iam directed in behalf of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections to submit to the Senate resolutions 
declaring that Messrs. Sanders and Power are not entitled to be ad- 
mitted to seats in the Senate and that Messrs. Clark and Maginnis are 
so entitled. I have in my hand a report in behalf of the minority of 
the committee, expressing their views upon the contested election, but 
inasmuch as one of the members of the minority has been absent from 
the city for some days there has been no opportunity for a conference, 
and I ask leave on behalf of the minority to withhold the minority 
views until to-morrow, in order that such conference may be had. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave will be granted, if there be no ob- 


jection. 
report of 


Mr. GRAY. I ask, as the delay will not be long, that the 
the majority be not printed until to-morrow, when our report will fol- 
low it. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave already made that request. I desire the report 
of the majority to be withheld until to-morrow, and I give notice that > 
on the return of the report from the printer, which aks ged will be 
by Wednesday morning, I shall ask the Senate to p as early as 
may be with the consideration of the case. As Senators may like to 
have an opportunity to read the reports, I shall not call up the matter 
before Thursday, but on Thursday morning, if there be no objection, 
I shall ask the Senate to take up these cases for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be placed on the 
Calendar. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FREMONT, NEBR. 


Mr. SPOONER. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 533) for 
the erection of a public building at Fremont, Nebr., to report it with 
an amendment. 

I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be acted upon at this 
time for the reason which I shall state. The Senate Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds have at this session adopted a new form 
of public-building bills, The other House is using the old form. ~The 
Senate has also in the habit of incorporating an nppropriation 
clause in such bills. The other House sends bills here without such a 
clause. It is important that there should be some conference and 
agreement between the two Honses on both of these questions. A num- 
ber of House bills are being held up to await the result of the confer- 
ence. In order that we may have an immediate conference upon the 
subject between the committees of the two Houses I should like to 
have the amendment put on the House bill that we may insist on the 
amendment and ask for a conference. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Is it a House amendment to a bill of the Senate that 
the Senator asks us to consider? 
sank spina No; it is a Senate committee amendment to a 

ouse bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. INGALLS. Can the Senator from Wisconsin inform us what 
action has been taken in connection with the Senate bills that have al- 
ges y — the other House with an amendment, perhaps six or eight 

num 

Mr. SPOONER. They are in the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds awaiting the result of a conference on the bill now re- 


Mr. INGALLS. Why should not they all be put into conference? 

Mr. SPOONER. They will be reported after a little while. 

Mr. INGALLS. It seems to me that the discrimination against the 
bills that have cepa Saar both Houses is indefensible; that is tosay, 
having been sent to the other House and having been returned with an 
amendment they should be entitled to prior consideration. I speak of 
this because I am interested personally in one of them which happens 
to provide for a public building at the town where I reside. There 

„ought, it seems to me, to besuch disposition of those bills as would put 
them all on the same footing, and not let this one go to a conference and 
let the others remain in committee subject to such action as may be 
taken hereafter. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the committee of conference shall agree to the 
position of the House of Representatives upon the subject, we shall re- 
quire no conference on the other bills, but the Senate will be asked to 
accede to the House amendments. 

Mr. INGALLS. But the Senator is mistaken about that from the 
fact that the bills as they come from the other House are unintelligible 
and insensible. The appropriating clause is stricken out of the bills as 
they passed the Senate, but there are still clauses remaining in the bills 
which provide that certain expenses shall be paid out of the appropri- 
ation therein made. Therefore it is absolutely impossible that the bills 
should be passed as they came from the House of Representatives. 
There must necessarily be an agreement upon the necessary amend- 
ments to make them intelligible. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not looked over the bills to which the Sen- 
ator from Kansas refers, but I will say to him that they will be very 
promptly reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 


rounds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate to the consideration of the bill 
(GL. R. 533) for the erection of a public building at Fremont, Nebr. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

to consider the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not understand the proceeding exactly. 

. Mr. SPOONER. I asked unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the House bill providing for the erection 
of a public building at Fremont, Nebr., in order that we may put to 
it a Senate amendment, so as to get it speedily into conference. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is satisfactory tome. I desired the infor- 
mation; that was all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

‘Thé Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and to secure by condemnation, or otherwise ac- 


quire, a proper site for, and cause to be constructed at Fremont, Nebr., a suita- 
ble building? for use and accommodation of the ce 


avalid title for the site be vested in the United States, nor until the State 
of Nebraska shall cede to the General Government of the United States juris- 
diction over the property and exempt the same from taxation. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds will be read. 

TheCHIEFCLERK. TheCommitteeon Public Buildingsand Grounds 
report to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 

That the 


and tirona 4 
modation of the United States 
city of Fremont and State of Ni 
ing said vaults, heating and ventilating 
_ complete, not Jo poss 
ry 


appropriated. 
rs for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
adve ent in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
‘tion for kopr twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 


the open 

Proposals made in nse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 


dation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
and statements which shall haye come 


Stee eee to the said proposed sites. 
of the deratign of mid investignts a int 
jeem er in ion necessary, he may ap; a 
commission of not more than three Gelman one af whan sball Po AG OAOE 
the which commission shall also 


Treasury, but the sameshall not exceed $5 per 
penses: , however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein eas may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveli irpan of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, and 


other sape incident to the selection of site, and for necessary survey 


the be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the apneo of 
specifications, and detailed estimates forthe building by 
ent shall be available imme- 


States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes Frown the administration 


of the criminal laws of said State and the service of therein, 


process 
After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the , the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion = the neppery including fire-proof 
an 


vaults, heating and ventilating ovanan 
The building shall be unex to from fire by an open space of at 


least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The questionis on agreeing tothe amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘*A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon, at Fre- 
mont, in the State of Nebraska.’’ 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendment, 
and request a conference with the House of Representatives on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SPOONER, Mr. MoR- 
RILL, and Mr. VEST were appointed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3244) granting 
& pension to Jacob Leiber; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3245) for the regu- 
lation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, and for 
the protection of the people from empiricism in relation thereto; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3246) for the examination and sur- 
vey of certain rivers in the State of Washington, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3247) granting a ion to 
Jacob Berg; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, BATE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3248) granting a pen- 
sion to Eli G. Fleming; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3249) to establish a portof delivery at 
Nashville, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3250) to reduce the 
pay proper of minors enlisting in the Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3251) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph C. Fosnot; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papér, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3252) granting a pension to Charles 
A. Sargent; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S.3253) for the relief of Myron 8. 
Piper; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3254) to authorize the purchase 
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of the ts and stereotype plates of Hickey’s Constitution of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 3255) for the erection of a shop at 
the National Armory, Springfield, Mass.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (H. R. 4970) to simplify the laws in relation to the collec- 
tion of the révenues; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the UnitedStates, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of hissecretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8.280) to amend ‘‘An act to incorporate the Georgetown and 
Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia,” which 
became a law August 10, A. D. 1888; 

An act (S. 1083) to amend the ‘‘act giving the approval and sanc- 
tion of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad in the District of Columbia;’’ and 

An act (S. 1272) to increase the limit of cost of the public building 
authorized by act of Congress, approved June 30, 1886, to be erected 
at El Paso, Tex. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. BLATR, it was 


Ordered, That the papers now on file in the Pa ias office in the case of 
Patrick Larkin, late a private in Company K, Fourth Vermont Volunteers, be 
returned to the Adjutant-General of the Army. 


TESTS OF NITRO-GLYCERINE SHELLS. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the followingresolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit 
to the Senate, as soon as may be, a copy of the report to the Chief of Ordnance, 
United States Army, dated on or about November 11, 1837, by the ordnance 
board, of certain tests at Sandy Hook of a new method of firing shells 
with nitro-glycerine from 0 at Mie ie and also a copy of that of the re- 
port, dated September 30, 1889, of Maj. Gen. O. O. Howard, to the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral, United States Army, relating to the same subject. 


Mr. COCKRELL also submitted the following resolution; which was 


considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit to the Senate, as soon as may be, a copy of the reports to the Chief of 
Ordnance, United States Navy, da! on or about November 1, 1887, and July 
6, 1888, by the ordnance board, of the tests made at Newport and Annapolis of 
a new method of firing shells charged with nitro-glycerine from ordinary guns. 


COLUMBIA RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to report 
to the Senate any information in his ion concerning any interruption to 
navigation by reason ofa bar in the Columbia River between the city of Van- 
couver and the mouth of the Willamette River, and of the character thereof, 
and approximate cost of removing said bar, together with such facts and con- 
siderations as he may deem important respecting the same, 


ELMER A. SNOW. 


Mr. BLAIR. OnSaturday, Order of Business No. 393, being the bill 
(S. 2391) granting an increase of pension to Elmer A. Snow, was passed. 
There is in possession of the Senate the same bill passed by the other 
House. I desire to move to reconsider the vote by which tbe Senate 
bill was passed and then to call up the House bill and have it passed. 
The bills are identical in their provision. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill (S. 2391) granting an increase of pension to Elmer 
A. Snow was passed. The bill is still in the possession of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The House bill is not on the Calendar, 
and must be in the hands of the Committee on Pensions, the Chair is 
advised. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senate bill was on the Calendar and was 
on Saturday. It is still in the possession of the Senate, and I move to 
reconsider the vote by which it was passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion to reconsider. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the motion? I did not hear it. 

Mr. BLAIR. We passed a Senate pension bill on Saturday which is 
identical with a House pension bill now in the possession of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator wants to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I now move to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 6099) granting an increase of pension to Elmer A. Snow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The committee will have to be discharged from 
its further consideration, I suppose? 
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Mr. BLAIR. * Just as soon as this bill is disposed of, I shall move the 
indefinite mement of the Senate bill. 

Mr. SHE . I say the committee will have to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the House bill in order to get it on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the House bill been reported to the Senate? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not understand that it has been referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. Is it not in the possession of the Secretary ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has it been referred to the committee? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwill move that the Committee on Pensions be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the House bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. It has not been referred to the committee, I under- 
stand. Ifnot, the Senator from New Hampshire simply desires to ask 
for the consideration of the House bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iunderstand that the bill has been referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. The clerk of the committee informs me that 
it has been referred to the committee. So I now move to discharge the 
Committee on Pensions from the further consideration of the bill. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I now move that the Senate proceed to its considera- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read first. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 6099) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elmer A. Snow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Did that pass the other House at the present ses- 
sion? 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill has passed the other House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from New Hampshire asks 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the bill now? Is it on the Calendar? 

Mr. BLAIR. It was not placed on the Calendar. It comes from the 
other House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Pensions has been dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill and it now is before 
the Senate. It is not on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Whereas a pension of $100 per month is allowed by act of Congress approved 


February 12, 1889, to those who lost both hands, and loss of use of both hands _ 


is justas severe a disability, requiring the same aid and attention, and said Elmer 
A. Snow was then totally disabled in both hands from gunshot wounds received 
in line of duty: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Elmer A. Snow, 
late a trumpeterin M Troop, Third United States Cavairy, and pay hima pension 
of $100 per month in lieu of the pension now received by him, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consider- 


ation of the bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill is before the ~ 


Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, let us hear the report read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no report, the bill never having 
been reported from any committee, the Chair understands. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a House bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There must be a accompanying the bill, 
or a Senate report on the Senate bill. I understand that there was a 
Senate bill. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senate passed a bill on Saturday exactly like this. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We want to hear the Senate report then. 

Mr. BLAIR. It can undoubtedly be sent for. It is the one the 


Senate acted upon on Saturday and is not now in possession of the Sen- - 


ate. It has been sent for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was the report read on Saturday? 

Mr. BLAIR. I was not present; I do not know. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was not present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report has been sent for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall get it in a minute, I suppose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate bill was reported from the 
Committee on Pensions on the 11th of February, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I presume the papers are in the committee-reom, 
and perhaps it may take some little time to find the report. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not apprehend that it will. I should be glad to 
get through with the bill now. A similar bill has been passed by both 
the Senate and the House. This is only an effort to get the man his 
pension without any unnecessary or unusual delay, and it isacommon 
procedure in such cases. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iseeit is. We only want to know what we are 
voting upon. I was about to suggest that we have unanimous consent 
to lay this bill aside informally to be taken up the moment the report 
can be found, to save time; that was all. Ido not wish to postpone it. 

Mr. BLAIR. The report will be here in quicker time than it wouid 
take to lay the bill aside informally, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; I have no objection to waiting. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think we ought to wait. This bill has 
had its day; it has been passed, and no doubt it will pass again at an, 
moment when it is reached. If the morning business is through, 
will submit a motion to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished 
business of Friday. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, the Calendar is in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pending the Calendar, T move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business of Friday. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Ohio if it would not be well 
for us to devote the hour between now and 2 o’clock to the regular 
order, which is the Calendar under Rule VIII, and take up the unfinished 
business promptly at 2 o'clock. We are making very slow progress 
upon the Calendar, and I think it important that we should proceed 
with it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report upon the bill under considera- 
tion is now in the possession of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Letit be read. It is short. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report submitted by Mr. BLAIR February 
11, 1890, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2391)  Franting 
an increase of pension to Elmer A. Snow, have examined the same, and report : 

Elmer A. Snow was discharged as a trumpeter of M pans Third United 
States Covey: March 19, 1877, on su n’s certificate of disability, acopy of 
which, from the files of the Pension Office, says: 

“Gunshot wounds of right elbow and both wrists and all the joints of both 
hands; unable to dress or feed himself. Disability total.” 

And from the Adjutant-General's Office: 
“Gunshot wound left wrist and right arm; fractures of bones of wrist and 


L 

And Examining 8u n T. B. Hood says: 

“Gunshot wound of left wrist. The ball entered near the head of radius and 
passed through, fracturing the bones and injuring the joint, also cutting of the 
radial artery; the motion of the wrist is limited, flexed on the forearm, the 
pam stiff, the fingers extended and im ble of but limited and feeble flex- 

n; can not grasp a fork or knife in this hand, and can certainly not use it in 
any kind of labor. Eaa te the loss of hand and permanent. Gunshot wound 
near the right elbow-joint, apg | the nerves supplying forearm and hand, 
which are yzed and useless; fingers stiff and unmovable by the will; can 

nothing in this hand; equal to e lossofahand. Webelievethis man's 
abiity 8 permanent and he requires, andalways will require, aid and at- 
ten ce. 

James H. O. Gaskins, an attendant, says on oath: 

“I have undressed and dressed him, cut up his food and buttered his bread, 
brushed his clothes, and undressed him in the water-closet sufficient for him to 
obey the calls of nature, and other minor aid.” 

Patrick H. Briscoe, another attendant, on oath ye 

"I have undressed him, cut up his food, buttered his breed p on his over- 
coat, buttoned his ba soon prap saapad much otheraid; said ai: ing necessary, 
as said E, A, Snow has lost the use of both his hands." 

Samuel G, Wooding, on oath, ave 

“I have undressed and dressed him and washed him atthe bath-rooms inthe 
House of Representatives at different times.” 

All the above were sworn to March 20, A. D. 1879. He now receives a pension 
of $72 per month under act of Congress approved June 16, 1880. 

He was before your committee with his supporters off, and it was ap mt 
to us that he was as utterly helpless and as totally disabled as if his hands were 
amputated; and he is constantly obliged to wear a supporter on his left forearm 
and hand to hold his left wrist-joint together, and also one on hisrightarm from 
above his elbow to his hand to support his right elbow-joint, arm, and hand. 

‘The act of Congress approved Fi ry 12, 1889, contained a clause for the loss 
of use of both hands, © House committee, in striking out that clause, said: 

“While it is probable there are some soldiers whose hands were not ampu- 
tated whosufferas great a Engines f as though amputation had been performed, 
most of that class have some use of their hands; to include this class necessarily 
will complicate the matter. There are twenty-one soldiers whose hands have 
been amputated. When they are cared for, other classes, if suffering as great a 
disability, can urge their claims.” 

lt is very clear to your committee that Mr. Snow is suffering from as great a 
disability, and has been since the 12th day of February, 1889, and has been as 
great a sufferer, requiring the same aid and attention, and is one of the cases 
contem: the report, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 
ments: Strike out the word “Treasury,” in third line, and insert the word *“In- 
terior.” Strike out all after the word “month,” in the seventh line, and insert 
the following words: ‘in lieu of the pension he is now receiving.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third wan and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ow, I insist on my motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the bill (S. 2391) granting an increase of 
pension to Elmer A. Snow be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had tosome and disagreed 
to other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7496) to provide 
for certain of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 
and for other purposes; that it had agreed to the fifty-fifth amendment 
of the Senate with an amendment; and that it asked a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, Mr. CANNON, and Mr. BRECKIN- 
amas of Kentucky managers at the conference on the part of the 

ouse, 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE GAY. 

The m also announced that the House had resolutions 
commemorative of the life and services of Hon. Edward J. Gay, late a 
Representative from the State of Louisiana. 

TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I insist now on my motion to proceed to the con- 


sideration of the unfinished business ¥f Friday, being the bill (S. 1) to 
Sonas unlawful trusts and combinations in restraint of trade and pro- 
uction. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations in 
restraint of trade and production, 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I do not believe that the clause of the 
Constitution concerning controversies in which the United States shall 
be a party, controversies between two or more States, between a State 
and citizens of another State, between citizens of different States, has 
any relation except to the named controversies and to suits ip equity 
and at law known and recognized to be such at the time of the adoption 
of the Constitution and now known and recognized to be such, I do 
not think such personal or mutual relations as are named in this clause 
have any connection with that large domain, the jurisdiction conferred 
in the beginning of the section arising ‘‘ under the Constitution and 
laws of the United States.” On the contrary, while the laws of the 
United States have granted special rights, remedies, or recoveries, those 
rights, remedies, and recoveries are to be entertained by the Federal 
courts without reference to the personal condition of the parties who 
may be interested in them. Such, I think, has been the invariablein- 
terpretation and practiee under the first grant of power in this section, 
as far as we have gone into the domain characterized as ‘‘arising under 
the Constitution and laws of the United States.” 

I apprehend there are very few of us of this generation who have the 
slightest conception what this domain, very extensive in its character, 
shall yet include or embrace. Congress has seen fit heretofore to enter 
this domain very partially, only upon one or two or at the most three 
lines, and then to go no very great distance. The progress made in it 
has been always and must be dual, The jurisdiction conferred on the 
United States courts, arising under the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, is not self-operative. It always requires the act of 
Congress in the first place and the judgment of the court in the second 
place to make any progress at all in that domain. Congress must take 
the initiative. We must take action upon the subject-matter, and if 
our own jurisdiction in respect to such subject-matter is sustained by 
the courts the judicial jurisdiction in the courts is then sustained in 
respect to such subject-matter and the methods by which it is to be 
adjudicated. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr, Vest] spoke the other day about the 
difficulty of defining the word ‘‘commerce,”’ especially as contained in 
the phrase ‘‘interstate commerce.’’ I recollect one judicial decision 
upon this subject very daa The Supreme Court has decided that 
insurance is not commerce, and I suppose by following the circle of nega- 
tions long enough and excluding all the things not commerce we should 
come at last to the residuum, which must be commerce or interstate 
commerce, because itcan be nothingelse. A fortiori, judging from this 
principle, I should myself have decided that transportation is not com- 
merce nor interstate commerce either. It can not be. It is only a 
means of conducting commerce, notwithstanding the courts and Con- 
gress have decided and have judicially determined that transportation 
is a matter so nearly related to interstate commerce that both Congress 
and the Federal courts have jurisdiction in relation to it under the clause 
giving us the power to regulate interstate commerce. 

Now, sir, we have created a special tribunal to try cases under the 
interstate-commerce act. We have legislated very fully and very elab- 
orately upon the incident to interstate commerce called transportation 
by railway. We need not have created a special tribunal. We could 
have referred the whole matter to the Federal courts in the first in- 
stance. But whether this matter of interstate transportation by rail- 
way be dealt with by Congress or the courts, by special tribunals or 
by the regular tribunals, the law with re; to it provides for a spe- 
cial class of cases arising under the law of Congress, affording special 
remedies and relief, affording special rights for recovery, and it is not 
therefore necessary that litigants in this subject-matter should occupy 
to each other the personal relations mentioned in the latter clause of 
the section, and no inquiry has been made by the commission upon in- 
terstate commerce, upon transportation,or by a court trying a cause in 
relation to such measure, as to whether litigants were residents of dif- 
ferent States or whether the suit was between a citizen of one State 
and a citizen of another State, or what might be their personal or offi- 
cial relations. It is only required to give jurisdiction in such matter 
that the party shall be interested in the subject-matter which Congress 
has taken under its jurisdiction; that is, railway transportation in in- 
terstate commerce. 

Take anotherinstance. I should myself haye determined, reasoning 
in the same manner as before stated, that if there were any subject 
necessarily committed solely and exclusively to State action, it would 
be the relation between debtor and creditor. Had it not been fora 
long precedent history of determination upon the subject, I should say 
that fe was clear Congress had no ‘power to deal with such relations; 
yet the history of the general bankruptey law in this country has been 
so long settled, so well known, that our authority to deal herein is no 
longer questioned, it is res adjudicata, and the only inquiry now made 
with respect to the passage of a general bankrupt law, with all its 
rights and remedies and its utter indifference to parties, would be 
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whether it is expedient to do so.4 Congress having taken jurisdiction 
of the subject and having created special writs, ts, reme- 
dies, recoveries, and defenses in this matter, it is never inquired in any 
case in a Federal court as to whether the parties in such cases were citi- 
zens of different States, were litigating with their own State or another, 
or whether they were representing any of the peculiar relations named 
and alluded to in the closing clause of the jurisdictional section which 
I first read. 

I have known, and so has every attorney here known, litigants in the 
Federal courts under this special act of Congress, under both the acts 
of Congress in relation to bankruptcy, to be residents of the same State, 
of the same town in the same State, next-door neighbors, so absolute is 
the usage upon that subject-matter and so absolutely does the special 
provision of rights and remedies under an act of Congress confer un- 
questioned jurisdiction without any inquiry in respect to peculiar per- 
sonal relations or official relations between the litigants, 

I feel inclined to make the prediction, as one of the things to come in 
this vast domain, scarcely touched, of cases arising under the Constitu- 
tion and laws of Congress, that the whole mass of merchantable paper 
known as negotiable by the law merchant, made at one place, nego- 
tiable at another, payable at another, transcending in its negotiation 
State lines, will be remitted to Congressional action, and with respect 
toits creation, its formation, itsnegotiation, with respect to all the rights 
and liabilities which may arise under it, the. people, stunned with the 
eternal dissonance of conflicting decisions and judgments of forty-eight 
or fifty tribunals of last resort in the States upon the subject of inter- 
state negotiable paper, will require Congress to act therein, and that, 
unconstitutional as I now deem it or think it, it will asa matter of 
necessity be done, and in any such legislation with respect to that pa- 
per, the whole bulk of it, the personal and peculiar conditions of liti- 
gants will not be inquired about, but simply whether the one party or 
the other is entitled to relief or liable to recovery against him by reason 
of being a party to interstate commercial paper, negotiable and payable 
and suable under the action of Congress which may finally take place 
upon that subject. 

I go now, though, to another department of the domain which has 
been partially entered. I think we have only three times entered it 
since the existence of the Government. : 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question on 
that interesting subject? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In discussing this negotiable paper business—— 

Mr. TURPIE. That was a mere suggestion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand the law is now that where thepar- 
ties to negotiable paper are citizens of different States the Federal courts 
have jurisdiction. 

Mr. TURPIE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator hold that Congress could go 
further and give parties a remedy in the Federal courts irrespective of 
the question as to whether the real parties to the paper were citizens of 
different States at the time? 

Mr. TURPIE. Ihave stated what I have to say on that subject. 
The RECORD will show it, and I do not wish to be asked except as to 
what I have said. 

Congress d a law concerning the creation and existence of na- 
tional banks, one entering upon this same domain of formerly disputed, 
and in fact now disputed, questions, One of the sections of that bill pro- 
vided that the national banks should have the right to sue in the Federal 
courts and conferred jurisdiction upon the Federal courts, and suits 
were brought under that section in the Federal courts. No question 
was ever made as to what the relation of the parties was to each other 
in respect to residence—none whatever. It was simply necessary, Con- 
gress having conferred jurisdiction, that one of the parties should be a 
national bank to avail itself of this special remedy, and that the other 
should be liable or claimed to be liable as a debtor in some way to such 
national bank. 

The legislation respecting transportation, the legislation respecting 
bankruptcy, and the other partial legislation respecting national banks 
are perhaps the only three instances in which we have entered upon 
this great domain of cases arising under the laws of Con 

From the interpretation and practice under all three of these in- 
stances, I should think that when we assume special legislative juris- 
diction and create causes of action by special enactmentand confer the 
judicial jurisdiction upon Federal courts, it is not necessary to define 
further any relations, personal or official, as between the litigants in these 
courts. No inquiry will ever be made, should Congress assume this 
jurisdiction, create the rights and remedies, and give to the courts the 
power to pass upon them, where the parties live, whether they are pri- 
vate citizens or otherwise, what the corporations may be, except that 
they shall be both related as plaintiff and defendant, adversely or favor- 
. ably, to some question connected with this subject-matter, the preven- 
tion of trusts in interstate commerce. 

I do not feel like entering into any strictures upon the phraseology 
of the bill of the honorable tor from Ohio. I am too favorably in- 
clined to the main p of this measure to indulge in any criticism 


of any effort made in good faith to prevent or avert theseeyils. There 


are some of them with which I think it is necessary to deal; but there 
is nothing in the bill which is not amendable. I am very far from 
saying with the Senator from New York [Mr, Hiscock] that the ob- 
jections to the bill of the Senator from Ohio are fandamental and that 
the scope of the measure lies beyond our power. 

On the contrary, I believe that Congress has the same power to regu- 
late interstate commerce that the States have to regulate commerce 
within their own lines, and that, as a matter of public policy, we have 
the same right to make this regulation affording civil remedies for those 
injured by the trusts, denouncing the trusts penally and all the others 
which are contemplated, asa State has under similar circumstances. 
Nor do I think with the Senator from New York that weare discharged 
from duty or released from our obligation to legislate upon the subject 
of trusts because the States have a right to do so. 

They unquestionably have aright to do so, but there comes a time 
when the States have not that right. There comes a time, sometimes 
it may be a few hours, sometimes a few days, it is always a brief time, 
but it is a time of transit, in which the goods are moving from one State 
toanother. Itisacreating, formative, procreative, profit-bearing time. 
If at that time, by reason of the condition imposed by it, we may at 
that very moment strike a blow at these mischiefs, it will be more ef- 
fective and more remedial in its character than any amount of State 
legislation upon the subject; and although with reference to a single 
transaction it is admitted it may be very brief, yet with reference to 


the whole of the transactions of trusts in interstate commerce there is ` 


not an hour of the day or night whose moments are not filled by vio- 
lations of the law here proposed, whose moments are not filled with the 
perpetration of that crime against the people which this bill denounces 
and which these measures aim to punish. 

The purpose of the bill of the Senator from Ohio is to nullify civilly 
the agreements and obligations of the trusts of these fraudulent com- 
binations; I favorit. There is another purpose: to give to parties in- 
apg a civil remedy in damages for injury inflicted; I am in favor of 

t. 

‘Those are the two principal measures embraced in that bill. Iam 
willing to go much further, and I think the Senators generally will also. 
There is a bill introduced by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 
It is a most carefully and elaborately prepared bill as far as the penal 
section is concerned. It has been introduced into the Senate, but Iam 
sorry that the Senator himself speaks of it as a substitute for the bill 
of the Senator from Ohio, It isin no senseasubstitute. Allow me to 
suggest that it be made an additional section in the one bill which is to 
receive our sanction. 

There can be no objection to the proposition to nullify civilly trust- 
contracts, the contracts of fraudulent trusts described here. There can 
be no objection to givinga civil remedy for those injured thereby. And 
there ought to be still less objection to punishing penally those who 
are guilty of these fraudulent combinations. This much will be ac- 
complished by a bill embracing such sections as those proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Texas, not using either as a 
substitute, but all as additional, incidental, and closely connected with 
the main object and purposes of the whole body of legislation upon the 
matter about which and over which we are about to assume jurisdic- 
tion. 

There is another bill here having very great merit. Iallude now to 
the biJl of the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. George] upon the same 
subject. I have not heard that Senator say that it was offered asa 
substitute, but I suggest that it ought to go into the same bill as aux- 
iliary thereto. Iam perfectly willing to authorize the President to 
suspend the collection of duty with respect to commodities which have 
become the subject of fraudulent trusts, so that we shall have the ac- 
tion of Congress, the action of the courts, and the action of the Execu- 
tive all directed to the same purpose. 

Sir, a good deal has been said about the difficulties which are in- 
volved in this kind of legislation and the difficulties of administering 
a Jaw or passing a law ofthisnature. We should have all these sections 
put into the same bill, making an act of only six or seven sections, 
upon the subject of trusts, and I think that would bea very brief en- 
actment upon that subject. I donot think it would be a perfect en- 
actment. No first legislation is ever perfect. I would rather favor 
imperfect legislation upon this subject than tobesilent. It is only by 
commencing and prosecuting these different projects to the form of law, 
entering this domain, and asking the opinions of the Federal tribu- 
nals as to our own jurisdictional power, first, that we shall ever beable 
to lay hands upon these conspiracies which have doneso much to injure 
the commercial credit and prosperity of interstate trade. It is our duty 
to do that first. 

After all, these difficulties may be greatly overrated. It is a very 
diffienlt thing to convict a man under the numerous penal statutes in 
all the States of fraudulent conveyance. I have known a great many 
prosecutions of that kind in my life and not a single conviction; yet I 
would not vote for the repeal of such a statute. It is a valuable law, 
and has prevented much fraud. It is in terrorem over offenders, and 
whether prosecutions have been sustained or not it has exercised a valu- 
able moral influence in the business of the country. 

In the same respect we have it as part of the statute of frauds that 
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such conveyances shall be void; also a very useful enactment. Now, I 
would add as a part of the Congressional statute of frauds exactly the 
vision in the bill of the Senator from Ohio that all agreements, notes, 
nds, securities, and contracts of any nature made by a trust for trust 
ser par or made by one of these fraudulent combinations, shall be 
null and void, The civil nullification of all the paper creatures of these 
combinations is a thing we have certainly in our power. 

Again, sir, there may be some difficulty in defining this offense. To 
describe it is impossible. It is like the penal offense of fraud. The 
courts have never attempted to define it. In the statute the definition 
of it is very brief, ‘‘a conveyance with intent to hinder or delay cred- 
itors.? Notwithstanding, the definition has been made practical, it 


. has been made useful, and it has become a measure of the first impor- 


tance in the conduct of the business of the country; and notwithstand- 
ing this definition may be. imperfect and there may be no description 
and can be none altogether applicable to fraudulent commercial trusts, 
they vary so much and are so multiform in their character, yet the 
definition here attempted will, if it do nothing else; lead us to a bet- 
ter form and a more explicit definition or description of the offense 
here meant to be denounced. 

Notwithstanding the difficulty which courtsand juries have had in 

mnishing men, or in investigating cases brought upon complaints of 
ulentconveyance or of procuring goods upon false pretenses, yet this 
eee has been of extreme worth and isstill of great utility. We 
ow that in the revenue acts there are very great difficulties accom- 
panying sometimes the conviction of a smuggler, at other times of par- 
ties who are charged with making false invoices and false inventories, 
and there are many of the definitions or attempted descriptions of of- 
fenses in the customs acts which are even now, after years of adjudica- 
tion, more vague and more indefinite than anything contained in the 
bill of the Senator from Mississippi, and the Senator from Ohio, or the 
Senator from Texas upon this subject; and yet they have not practi- 
cally failed to prevent those frauds and to punish offenders. ` 

We need not conceive, and I do not think any of us have, that Con- 
gress takes upon itself the entire charge of the administration of justice 

the country. We have only one branch of it. We make the laws 
which are to be civilly and penally administered. The moment we 
denounce these trusts ly, the moment we declare these fraudulent 
trust combinations to be conspiracies, to be felonies or misdemeanors, 
that moment, under their own maxim, the courts are bound to carry 
out the intention and purpose of the legislation, and even to favor that 
purpose and intention, that the will of the people may prevail and not 
perish. This is one of the fundamental maxims. I have no doubt that 
when this law goes into practical operation it will receive a construc- 
tion and a definition very useful to us; it will be aided by courts and 
juries; it will be aided by advocates upon both sides in stating different 
views of constraction, and above all it will be supported and upheld 
by a public opinion expressed in a denunciation of those evils which 
this kind of legislation would avert and avoid. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, it will take me but a short time to give 
my views to the Senate upou the important bili now before us. Ihave 
listened with interest and instruction to the speech of the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], and in the main I fully indorse it, 

Mr. President, the existence of trusts and combinations to limit the 
production of articles of consumption entering into interstate and for- 
eign commerce for the purpose of destroying competition in produc- 
tiou and thereby increasing prices to consumers has become a matter 
of public history, and the magnitude and oppressive and merciless 
character of the evils resulting directly to consumers and to our inter- 
state and foreign commerce from such organizations are known and 
admitted everywhere, and the universal inquiry is, What shall be done 
that can be done by Congress to prevent or mitigate these evils and in- 
tolerable exactions? 

Congress may declare these trusts and combinations to be unlawful, 
if they are against the public policy of the United States, and without 
any act of Congress prohibiting their creation or existence they could 
not now be enforced in any court, because they are manifestly contrary 
to the public policy of the United States, Such trusts and combina- 
tions could not be enforced even ag against the parties to them, for the 
reason that the wrongdoing of any party to them can not be visited upon 
him by the courts on account of his conduct when to do so would be 
detrimental to the public policy of the United States, and in such cases 
the courts relieve the wrongdoer to protect the public policy, which is 
paramount. 

Why are such trusts and combinations contrary to the public policy 
of the United States? For the plain reason that they hinder, interrupt, 
and impair the freedom and fairness of commerce with foreign nations 
and among the States. 

To use the language of the bill before the Senate, are “‘ arrangements, 
contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between two or more 
citizens or corporations, or both, of different States, or between two or 
more citizens or corporations, or both, of the United States and foreign 
states, or citizens or corporations thereof, made with a view or which 
tend to prevent full and free competition in the importation, transpor- 
tation, or sale of articles imported into the United States; or with a view 
or which tend to prevent full and free competition in articles of growth, 


production, or manufacture of any State or Territory of the United 
States, with similar articles of the growth, production, or manufacture 
of any other State or Territory, or in the transportation or sale of like 
articles the production of any other State or Territory of the United 
States; and all arrangements, trusts, orcombinations between such citi- 
ai or moepteations mace we wre or which tend to advance the 
cost to the consumer of any such articles,’’ inst the public policy of 
the United States ? x sgt ait ba 

Can any Senator doubt that the recitals of the first section of the bill 
are true, and that they amount to a violation of the public policy of 
the United States, and, ifso, that Congress can declare such transactions 
to be unlawful and void for that reason? What public policy of the 
United States is violated by the acts recited in the bill? Manifestly 
the public policy founded on and to be encouraged and promoted by the 

om and fairness of our commerce with foreign nations and among 
the States and the unrestricted interchange of their productions. Has 
Congress no power to protect the public policy? If no such power 
exists in Congress, then our public policy is at the mercy of conspirators 
against it, and, although clothed with an express grant of power to reg- 
ulate commerce, no power exists by implication which Congress decides 
to be ‘‘necessary and proper”? to execute the express grant. A 

But it may be conceded that Congress has the power under the com- 
merce clause of the Constitution to define what acts are detrimental to 
our commercial policy and to prohibit. them. What is the value of 
such a power if it is limited to mere declaration and prohibition? If 
the acts denounced in the bill are unlawful or become so by declara- 
tion and prohibition by Congress because they have the effect or tend to 
violate our commercial policy, why should Congress be powerless to enact 
penalties and provide remedies? I have heard no answer to thisinquiry 
except that the Federal courts have no jurisdiction and Congress can 
confer upon them no jurisdiction to enforce any remedies for the evils 
recited in the bill. 

Let us see if this opinion is well founded. In Cohens vs. Virginia, 6 
Wheaton, page 378, many times cited, Chief-Justice Marshall delivered 
the opinion of the court in these words: 

The second section of the third article of the Constitution defines the extent 
of the judicial power of the United States. Jurisdiction is given to the courts 
of the Union in two classes of cases. In the first their ju jetion depends on 
the character of the cause, whoever may be the parties. is class compre- 
hends “all cases in law and equity arising vnder the Constitution, the laws of 
the United States, and treaties,” ete. This clause extends the jurisdiction of the 
court to all the cases described, without making in its terms any exceptions 
whatever and without any regard tothe condition of the party, If there be 
any exception it is to be implied against the express words of the article, 

It is solely from the subject-matter, ‘‘the character of the cause,” 
that I desire the power of Congress to pass the bill under consideration 
and to confer jurisdiction to the Federal courts toexecutethelaw. The 
subject-matter is commerce with foreign nations and among the States, 
and the public policy founded on its encouragement and promotion. 
In my humble judgment it was unnecessary for the bill to make the 
parties to the trust and combination citizens or corporations of different 
States, and it should be amended so as to include citizens of the same 
State or Territory. It matters not where the parties reside if their acts 
or combinations hinder, delay, interrupt, or prejudice the freedom and 
fairness of our commerce or violate our commercial policy in the man- 
ner specified in the bill. I have no doubt Congress has the power to 
make such trusts and combinations criminal and punishable by fine 
and imprisonment. 

Whenever the bill before the Senate becomes a Jaw of the United 
States, the Constitution declares, in the language of Chief-Justice Mar- 
shall, that ‘‘ the judicial power of the United States extends the juris- 
diction of the court to all cases in law and equity arising under the laws 
of the United States, without any exceptions whatever and without any 

tothe condition of the party.’’ Make the bill before the Senate 
a law of the United States. I knowofno law C has the consti- 
tutional power to enact that Congress can not authorize and require the 
courts of its own creation to execute. 

Where did Congress get the power to enact into a law the fifth sec- 
tion of theact ‘‘to regulate commerce,’’ known asthe interstate-com- 
merce law, which declares— 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the provisions of 
this nct to enter into any contract, agreement, or combination with any other 
common carrier or carriers for the pooling of freights of different and competing 
railroads, or to divide between them the aggregate or net proceeds of the carn- 
ings of such railroads or any portion thereof; and in any case of an agreement 
for the pooling of freights as aforesaid, each day of ils continuance shall be 
deemed a separate offense? e 

I know it will be at once claimed that these common carriers are en- 
gaged in interstate transportation on public highways, and that it is 
their pursuit there that subjects them to the jurisdiction of Congress and 
the Federal courts. This is true; but what I wish to show is that the 
crucial test urged by Senators opposed to the proposed legislation for 
want of constitutional power in Congress is the judicial definition of 
commerce with foreign nations and between the States. 

It is claimed that the Supreme Court in the leading case of Brown 
vs. The State of Maryland crystallized the law as to the meaning of 
foreign commerce by saying that it was ‘‘imports in the original pack- 
age remaining in the hands of the importer unbroken; and when and 
so long as the original package was in that condition it was the sub- 
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ject of foreign commerce. When it left his hands and the package 
was broken, and the goods went into the common massof the property 
of the people of the State, then the commercial clause of the Constitu- 
tion as to foreign commerce ceased to o te.?? 

Again, it is correctly stated that the Supreme Court in three leading 
cases has also defined the constitutional meaning of ‘‘commerce among 
the States’? to be in ‘‘articles, commodities, productions that become 
the subject of sale or barter and are in the custody of the carrier and 
in transitu, actually moving from one State to another to purchasers and 
consumers.’’? When these articles, commodities, or productions of one 
State are in the condition of being moved and are labeled for carriage 
and for sale or other disposition in another State, then they become 
subject to the operation of the commerce clause of the Constitution as 
to “commerce among the States,” 

Itis important that Senators should understand that the definitions 
of commerce with foreign nations and among the States relate exclu- 
sively to the corpus of foreign and interstate commerce. The physical 
body, the articles, the productions, the goods, wares, and merchandise, 
the freight—when these become the subject of ‘‘regulations ’’ by Con- 

they can be reached only when in the original unbroken package 
fa the hands of the importer and when in transitu from one State to 
another. But there isa wide difference, in my humble judgment, be- 
tween the power of regulating the corpus of foreign and interstate com- 
merce in its transition state between the producer and the consumer, 
and the power of reaching and regulating individuals, companies, and 
corpora’ who enter into agreements, trusts, and combines to hinder, 
delay, interrupt, or in any way to prevent the full, free, and fair transit 
and in ge of the corpus of commerce with foreign nations and 
among the States. 

The one jurisdiction is over the physical body, the other jurisdiction 
is over persons and corporations who conspire against the freedom, the 
health, and well-being of the physical body. It is the latter power 
that Congress exercised in the passage of the fifth section of the inter- 
state-commerce act. There the power is exercised to reach and punish 
by fine and imprisonment individual carriers who ‘enter into any con- 
tract, ment, or combination with any other carrier for the pooling 
of freights of different and competing railroads, or to divide between 
them the aggregate or net proceeds of the earnings of such railroads 
or any portion thereof. The law of the fifth section of the act ‘‘ to 
regulate commerce’’ is aimed at the persons and their trusts and com- 
bines that interfere with the freedom and fairness of commerce among 
the States. It embraces carriers who never handle the freight and rail- 
roads that haye never had or carried a pound of the freight while ia 
transitu or otherwise, the earnings for carrying which by other and dif- 
ferent railroads are to be equally divided. 

Again, from what source did Congress derive the power of passing the 
“act for the establishment of a Bureau of Animal Industry, to prevent 
the exportation of diseased cattle, and provide means for the suppres- 
sion and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious diseases 
among domestic animals?’’ Here is an act of Congress embracing dis- 
eased cattle that are not in transitu from one State to another, and also 
their owners who are not common carriers, but citizens of the same 
State engaged in raising cattle for shipment and sale in andther State 
or Territory, and the cattle, the corpus of commerce among the States, 
are in the range, not even penned for transportation. 

Read the beginning of the fourth section: 

Fea! in order to promote the exportation of live-stock from the United States, 


Read the fifth section: 

That to prevent the exportation from any port of the United States of live- 
stoi affected with any contagious disease, ete, 

Read the sixth section: 


That no railroad company within the United States, or the owners or masters 
of any steam or sailing or other vessel or boat, shall receive for transportation 
— one State to anot! any live-stock affected with any contagious disease, 


And I call special attention to the following: 


Nor shall aay person, company, or corporation deliver for such transporta- 
tion to any railroad or any vessel or boat any live-stock owing them to be 

; nor shall any person, company, or corporation drive on foot or trans- 
port in private conveyance from one State or Territory to another any live- 
stock knowing them to be diseased. 


Any of the persons or corporations thus prohibited “‘ who shall know- 
ing violate the provisions of section 6 shall be guilty of a misdemeanor” 
and punished by fine and imprisonment, and the district attorneys of 
the United States are required to prosecute, and the district and circuit 
courts are given jurisdiction to execute the law. 

Thus we discover that power was found in the commerce clause of 
the Constitution to protect commerce with foreign nations and among 
the States against diseased cattle, but it is denied by the same Senators 
who voted for the cattle bill that any power exists to protect our com- 
merce against the greater evil of trusts and combines. 

The commerce clause of the Constitution has also furnished power 
to Congress to prevent the spread of cholera and yellow fever and small- 
pox by ag eat and punishing the transportation of goods infected 
or that have been exposed to the infection of these epidemic diseases. 


There is no epidemic disease that is as destructive to human health and 
life as trusts and combines are destructive to the health and happiness 
and well-being of industrial pursuits, and the freedom, growth, and 
prosperity of our foreign and domestic commerce. 

Mr. President, í am thankful that I have no capacity to indulge in 
hair splitting so I can see how many hairs I can make out of one, 
neither have I any ambition toexcel in ciphering toshow into how many 
decimal fractions I can reduce the constitutional grants of power to 
Congress. The framers of the Constitution were practical men witha 
large stock of common sense and not enough uncommon sense to inter- 
fere with the wisdom, safety, and perfection of their great work. The 
grants of power to Congress are defined in plain language, and, although 
specific, the grants are comprehensive in their scope, to be exercised by 
Congress within the common-sense limitations of the Constitution. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask unanimous consent that the present order of 
business be laid aside in order that I may move to take up House joint 
resolution 117, Calendar No. 704, being a resolution reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Kansas asks unanimeus consent of the Senate that the unfin- 
ished business be informally laid aside, in order that the Senate may 
proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution (H, Res. 117) au- 
thorizing the appointment of thirty medical examiners for the Bureau of 
Pensions, fixing theirsalaries, and appropriating money to pay the same 
AA June 30, 1890. Is there objection to the requestof the Senator from - 

nsas ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It issuggested by Senators that I allow the Senate to 
vote on the bill now pending. I supposed other debate would ensue, 
but I do siot care to intrude this into the proceedings if the bill of the 
Senator from Ohio can be disposed of at once. 

Mr. VEST. No; it can not be. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will request the Senate, then, to do as I have here- 
tofore indicated. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Kansas asks unani- , 
mous consent of the Senate that the unfinished business may be in- 
formally laid aside in order that the Senate may proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution indicated by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to hear what it is, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the title of 
the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If this is a mere temporary matter I shall not ob- 
ject to the bill being laid aside informally. 

Mr. PLUMB. I just asked to have it laid aside informally. $ 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the resolution leads to debate, I shall object to 
its being taken up now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is due tosay that there will be some discussion 
of it; I do not know how long it will last. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I must object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection. 

Mr. PLATT. I make the point under Rule V, section 2, that there 
is no quorum of the Senate present, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the second 
section of Rule V. 

The Secretary read Rule V, section 2, as follows: 

If,at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate, a question shall be 
raised by any Senator as to the presence of a quorum, the Presi: Officer shall 


forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll and shallannounce the result, and 
these proceedings shall be without debate. 


‘sires PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll of the 
nate, 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Aldrich, Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Allen, Farwell, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Allison, Frye, Morgan, Spooner, 

te, George, Morrill, Stew: 
Biackburn, Gibson, Paddock, Stockh; 
Blair, Harris, Payne, Teller, 
Coc Hawley, Pierce, Vest, 
Coke, iggins. Piatt, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hoar, Plumb, Washburn. 
Da Ingalis, Pugh, Wilson of lowa, 
Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Dolph, Kenna, Reagan, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There beinga quorum present, forty- 
seven Senators having answered to their names, the Senate will pro- 
ceed with the consideration of the unfinished business.. The pending 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. IN- 
GALLS]. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to so much of this amend- 
ment as seeks to make illegal the class of contracts described in the 
first and second sections of the bill, but the amendment also creates a 
tax and is therefore not within the originating power of the Senate. 
I think we ought not to violate the Constitution by voting for an amend- 
ment which we have no right to pass asa bill, I shall, therefore, con- 
tent myself by simply voting against the amendment. I do not know 
that any question of order can be raised, but it isa question of consti- 
tutional law. We have no powerin the Senate to originate tax bills, 


2560 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARCH 24, 


and I hope, therefore, theamendment will be voted down on this ground, 
although I am in favor of the general proposition of making these con- 
tracts null and void. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, I wish to suggest also in that connec- 
tion—I do not see the Senator from Kansas present—that the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas is not germane to the sub- 
ject-matter of the original bill. It is on an entirely different subject 
and has no reference to the bill. It proposes to deal with the question 
of futures and subjects of that kind, not the subject of trusts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is upon the amendment 

roposed by the Senator from Kansas, Does the Chair understand the 
tor from Texas as presenting a question of order? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no rule in the Senate of 
relevancy or requiring that an amendment shall be germane. The 
Chair overrules the po'nt of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. REAGAN. Isit not proper, under the rule, to perfect the orig- 
inal bill before voting on the question of a substitute for it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senatorfrom 
Kansas is in the nature of perfecting the original bill, as it is offered 
as an addition to the original bill, and not as a substitute. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is that to be voted on before a prior amendment 
offered to the original bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It, being the first amendment in the 
nature of an amendment to the original bill, and not offered as a sub- 
stitute for it, is first in order. The amendment pro by the Sen- 
ator from Texas is in the nature of a substitute for the original bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I tried to ask unanimous consent of the Senate to 
modify that so as to make the measure which I offered an amend- 
ment to the bill, striking out all after the third line of section 1 and 
inserting —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that the Senator from 
‘Texas has a right to modify his amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. And numbering the sections 3, 4, and 5, beginning 
with the third line of the first section. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment of the Senator from Kansas, as 
printed, is to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Chair understands, but the 
original shows it is an addition, and not a substitute. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Kansas changed it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It appears, then, that the print is incorrect; it 
has been changed since, so that the Chair is quite right in holding that 
the pending question is on the addition proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas. 


Mr, REAGAN. I cannot afford to differ with the occupant of the 
chair on a question of rules, but my understanding has always been, 
both of the rules of the Senate and of the rules of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, that when amendments were pending to an original bill it 
leg hag order to perfect the original bill before a substitute was offered 
for it. 
bly rie i pape pit G OFFICER. In that the Senator is unquestiona- 

v t. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I ask for a vote on my amendment to the bill 
of the Senator from Ohio. 3 

` The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the amendment of the Senator in 
the nature ofa substitute or an addition to the original bill? 

Mr. REAGAN. It is an addition to the original bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the Senator’s amendment is 
first in order, having been first introduced; and the question is upon 

_ the amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. Is the 
Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. CULLOM and Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Before the point of order is finally passed upon, al- 
low me to suggest that my impression is that the Chair may have 
been misled. Isee that the print of my amendment is that it is *‘ in- 
tended to be proposed,” to wit: ‘‘ Strikeout all after the enacting clause 
and insert the following.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will say to the Senator 
from Kansas that the original manuscript shows that his amendment 
was intended as an addition, not as a substitute. 

Mr. INGALLS, That is right. Then, that being the case, the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas was to strike out and insert. 

Mr. REAGAN. That I have modified bythe consent of the Senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Texas has modified 
itso as to make it an addition, and, it having been first introduced, the 
Chair holds that it is first in order. i 

Mr. INGALLS. The Chair is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read, 


i The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to insert the 
following—— 
Mr. GEORGE. Before commencing the reading I should like to in- 


quire, Is that the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. IN- 
GALLS]? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. GEORGE. Isit offered as a substitute? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is oftered as an addition to the 
original bill. 

The Secretary. At the end of the bill it is proposed to insert the 
following additional sections: 


Sec. 3. That all persons engaged in the creation of any or as owner or 
part owner, agent, or manager of any trust, employed in any business carried 
on with any foreign country, or between the States, or between any State and 
the District of Columbia, or between any State and any Territory of the United 
States, orany owner or part owner, agent, or manager of we Prose! raaes using 
its powers for either of the purposes specified in the secon n of this 
shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, 
be fined in a sum not exceeding $10,000 or imprisonment at hard labor in the 
penitentiary not exceeding five years, or by both of said penalties, in the dis- 
cretion of the court trying the same. 

Sec. 4. That a trust is a combination of capital, skill, or acts by two or more 
persons, firms, or ions of persons, or of any two or more of them, for 
either, any, or all of the following purposes: 

First. To create or carry out any restrictions in trade, 

Second. To limit or reduce the production or to increase or reduce the price 
of merchandise or commodities. 

Third. To prevent competition in the manufacture, making, purchase, sale, or 
transportation of merchandise, aigan or commodities, 

Fourth. To fix a standard or figure whereby the price to the publio shall be 
in any manner controlled or established of any article, commodity, merchan- 
dise, produce, or commerce intended for sale, use, or consumption, 

Fifth. To create a monopoly in the making, manufacture, purchase, sale, or 
transportation of any merchandise, article, produce, or commodity. 

Sixth. To make, or enter into, or execute, or da out any contract, obliga- 
tion, or agreemeut of any kind or description by which they shall bind, or shall 
have bound themselyes not to manufacture, sell, dispose of, or transport any 
article or commodity or article of trade, use, merchandise, or consumption be- 
low a common standard figure, or by which they shall agree in any manner to 
sp the price of such article, commodity, or transportation at a fixed or gradu- 
ated figure, or by which they shall in any manner establish or settle the price 
of any article, commodity, or transportation between themselves, or between 
themselves and others so as to preclude free and un ted competition among 
themselves and others in the sale and transportation of any such article or com- 
modity, or by which they shall agree to pool, combiné, or unite in any interest 
they may have in connection with the sale or transportation of any such article 
or commodity that its price may in any manner be so affected, 


Sec. 5. That each ney Ard of the paresis, associations, or corporations afore- 
said shall be engaged in violating the provisionsof this act shall be held to bea 
separate offense. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment of the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I regard that amendment as Ido the 
bill, as utterly without warrant in the Constitution, by which Congress 
is bound, but I regard it as more efficient, if an unconstitutional bill can 
be efficient, than the original bill, and at this stage of the proceedings, 
as we are perfecting the bill, and if the bill is at all in my 
opinion the Constitution will be violated, I think it is well, if we are 
to have a violation of the Constitution, that we shall have a bill that 
will do the people some good, if it is to operate at all, and for that rea- 
son I shall at thisstage of the proceedings vote for the proposition of the 
Senator from Texas as an amendment to the bill of the Senator from 
Ohio. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am in full sympathy with the efforts 
on the part of the Senator who introduced this bill and the several 
amendments to it to control the trusts, of which we hear so much com- 
plaint. The only question seems to be just how the trusts can be con- 
trolled. My own judgment on that point is that the States are the 
most competent to control trusts and to control them efficiently. It is 
suggested by a Senator near by, ‘‘Suppose the trusts control the State,” 
I do not know that they are any more likely to control a State than 
they are to control this body or any other legislative body. These com- 
binations have, of course, become very powerful; they have vast sums of 
money at command and generally a vast army of people engaged in con- . 
nection with them whose interests are with them, and of course they 
have become powerful, but still not so powerful, I think, but that the 
States can and ought to control them. 

So far as the General Government can control them, I am in favor of 
the General Government undertaking to control them. Iam inclined 
to vote for this bill because it seems to me that it is possible to do some- 
thing in that direction. I want to say, however, that I am not so san- 
guine of its accomplishing the purpose for which the bill is intended 
as some who have spoken upon the subject. I doubt whether very 
much benefit will be derived from this Dill, and unless the States take 
hold of the question and devise appropriate legislation for suppressing 
these trusts or limiting the amount of capital that can be aggregated 
in one corporation this trouble will continue, in my judgment. 

I understand that some of these trusts have been disturbed by the 
recent decisions of the courts of the country, which, as the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] showed the other day, have been all in one line, 
and I suppose no lawyer needs to have any argument made to him that 
these combinations and trusts are illegal without statute. But fright- 
ened somewhat by the decisions of the courts they have gone to work 
and have united what were many corporations into one with all the 
characteristics of a corporation and none of a trust as we now speak of 
and treat trusts. When that is done, itis beyond the power of this 
body to deal with them unless they impede or impair or hinder or delay 
interstate commerce. When they do that, of course they ae orn 
selves within the jurisdiction of the General Government. t the 
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great evil against which the people are complaining, these corporations 
perpetrate at home in the respective States, untouched by any legisla- 
tion of ours. 

I do not know whether this bill will be used for the benefit of the peo- 
ple or whether it will be used against them, especially the amendment 
which is now pro to be voted on. I realize that the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is an honest enemy to these combinations, and 
that he intends as far as possible to control them by the legislation pro- 
posed. But take the fourth paragraph ofsection 2 of the Senator’samend- 
ment., Among the things that are spokenof and made illegal is this: 


Fourth. To fix a standard or be, be whereby the price to the public shall bein 
any manner controlled or established of any article, commodity, merchandise, 
produce, or commerce intended for sale, use, or consumption. 


The second is: 

Second. To limit or reduce the production or to increase or reduce the price 
of merchandise or commodities, : 

There are legitimate and proper efforts that can be made for the ad- 
vancement of prices. This refers to reduction in price as well as to ad- 
vance in price. If there is a combination to put down the price of an 
article or to put it up, it is equally punishable under this provision by 
a criminal prosecution. There may be a condition of things where it 
is perfectly proper to put down the price of an article and on the other 
hand there may be a condition of affairs where it would be perfectly 
proper and legitimate to put up the price of an article. 

I know it will be said in answer that these things should be left to 
the natural course of affairs, of commerce, and trade. But there has 
been recently organized all over this country what is called the Farm- 
ers’ Alliance. What is the object and what is the purpose of it? The 
very purpose of it is to increase the price of farm products, and that I 
regard as a thing most desirable to be done, and I regard it as abso- 
lutely essential to the prosperity of this country. There has recently 
been organized, in the Northern States more particularly, and I suppose 
it will spread all over the country, what is called a National League 
amongst the farmers for the same identical purpose that the Farmers’ 
Alliance has been organized for. Shall it be said that these organiza- 
tions are forbidden by law? Is it possible that we are putting it in 
the power of some men to coerce and force the farmers to abandon these 
organizations? Does anybody believe that these organizations are in- 
imical and hostile to the public welfare? On the contrary, does not 
everybody know that unless we can by some method increase the price 
of farm products in this country a great many farmers in the United 
States will be in bankruptcy and turned out of their homes? 

Mr. GEORGE, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE, I think that isa very good point that the Senator 
has made against the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas, 
but can not the same point be made against the original bill as intro- 
duced by the Senator from Ohio and amended by the Committee on 
Finance? 

Mr. TELLER. The same point can be made with this difference, 
that one is a civil proceeding and the other is criminal. That is all the 
difference. I was going to say the same of the original bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. But still, if I understand the Senator, he admits 
that under the bill as last reported by the Committee on Finance the 
Farmers’ Alliance, being composed of citizens of different States, is an 
organization which is condemned by the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I think so, by the bill itself. I think it is objec- 
tionable to that criticism, although, of course, it is not so objectionable, 
because the one is a civil and the other is a criminal proceeding. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me further? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Under the original bill as reported by the Committee 
om Finance, every farmer belonging to one of these alliances would be 
ljfble to a civil action and to the recovery of double damages against 

m for being a member of that organization, the tendency of which is 

o increase the price of his farm products. 

Mr, TELLER. That is what I was saying. It seems to me that 
is the fact. While I am extremely anxious to take hold of and control 
these great trusts, these combinations of capital which are disturbing 
the commerce of the country and are disturbing legitimate trade, I do 
not want to go to the extent of interfering with organizations which I 
think are absolutely justifiable by the remarkable condition of things 
now existing in this country. 

I believe this bill will go further than that. I believe it will inter- 
fere with the Knights of Labor asan organization. While I have never 
been very much in love with the Knights of Labor, because of some of 
their methods, yet their right to combine for their mutual protection 
and for their advancement can not be denied. While in many instances 
I think they have gone beyond what they should have done, beyond 
what was legitimate and proper, yet on the whole we can not deny to 
the laborers of the country the opportunity to combine either for the 
purpose of putting up the price of their Jabor or securing to themselves 
a better position in the world, provided always, of course, that they use 
lawful means, I do not believe the mere fact of combining to secure 
to themselves a half-dollar a day more wages or greater influence and 
power in the country can be said to be an unlawful combination, 
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Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him there? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Knights of Labor, as I understand, are an or- 
ganization composed of citizens of the different States of the Union, 


probably of every State of the Union. The object of that organization, . 


as I understand furthermore, is to increase the price of their wages. 
Now, increasing the price of wages has a tendency, in the language of 
this bill, to increase the price of the product of theirlabor. Are they 
not also included, then, in the bill of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TELLER. WhenI said that the Knights of Labor were included 
I meant that they were included both in the civil provisions and in the 
criminal provisions. In my judgment they are in both. I do not be- 
lieve that anybody in the Senate proposes to go to that extent. It is 
suggested to me by a Senator near me that the Typographical Union 
would come in in the same way. 

Mr, HISCOCK. And it would practically include all the trades 
unions. 

Mr. TELLER. It would practically include perhaps all the trades 
unions in this country. Many of these organizations are corporations 
If they are not, at least they will be termed ‘‘combinations’’ under 
this bill. 

Mr. President I admit as a general rule the principle should be 
to let trade and commerce go on in the natural way, and yet we 
can not object to men putting up the price of certain things or under 
some circumstances putting down the price of certain things when the 
great mass of the people are benefited by that movement. I have not 
learned the doctrine that cheapness is the only thing in the world that 
we are to go for. Ido not believe that the great object of life is to 
make everything cheap. I have before me now, in the morning papers, 
a statement of the condition of tailors in London. It is headed: 
PATHETIC PLEA FOR AID—EAST END TAILORS OF LONDON PETITION THE QUEEN 

FOR HELP—A HOPELESS SET OF WORKMEN. 


It is dated yesterday, London, March 23: 
Loxpox, March 23. 


The East End tailors hela an enormous mass meeting to-day, at which their 
wretched condition was mournfully discussed. A more hopeless set of men 
perhaps never ex . All the spirit is crushed outof them by the remorseless 
“sweating system, into the miseries of which they have fallen, Even the 
wild eloquence of the socialist Lions, who has devoted much time to the attempt 
to organize and energize these poor creatures, failed to arouse them to any con- 
fidence in their own powers of selfsalyation or any hope of relief except from 
what seems to them the all-powerful arm of the governing class. Acco: ly 
the outcome of the meeting was the adoption of a resolution to petition the 
Queen for help; and also to send an appeal to the international labor confer- 
ce; Berlin to consider their case and if possible take some action on their 


If a condition of that kind existed in this country and a class of 
laborers should combine to raise the price of their labor, and thus havea 
tendency to increase the price of the product, whether it was in a mill 
or in a shop or on a farm, would it not fall within the inhibition of this 
bill, both the original bill and the amendment of the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to make an explanation 
so that he can reply to it if he will? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Will both the Senators allow me to say a word in 
explanation before they go on? 

Mr. President, the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN] is the substance and for aught I know now literally the 
body of the bill that he introduced, I see by the top of it, on the 4th 
day of December last, I think about the first day of the session, and 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, I think it due 
to the Senator and to the Senate to state that according to our course 
the chairman very soon, almost immediately, referred that bill to a 
subcommittee of three among the most eminent and earnest of the mem- 
bers of that committee, but the committee has not yet been able to act 
upon it, owing, [have no doubt, to other important business in thecom- 
mittee, our time having been almost exclusively and necessarily de- 
yoted to the consideration of executive business. I think it is due to 
the Senator from Texas and to the Senate, he having introduced the bill 
so early, to say that, 

Mr. REAGAN. - Iam notsurprised that there should have been some 
delay, for the subject is certainly one that I have found it very difficult 
to getany remedy for; and Iam not surprised that there should be some 
delay in preparing a bill. 

In reference to the point made by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], I wish to remark that he is doubtless misled as to the effect 
of the fourth clause of the second section of my amendment, to which 
he has referred, by considering it isolated from the provisions of the first 
section. He will see that the first section, as introduced by me, limits 
its operation to matters involved in commerce with foreign nations 
and between the States, in this language: 

That all persons engaged in the creation of any trust,or as owner or part 
owner, agent, or manager of any trust, employed in any business carried on with 
any foreign country, or between the States, or between any State and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, or between any State and any Territory of the United States, 
or any owner or part owner, agent, or manager of any corporation using its 
powers for cither of the pw specified in the second peotion of this act— 

The second section of the bill as I introduced it, but the fourth sec- 
tion of this amendment— 


shall be dcemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, etc, 
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The second section in each of these clauses relates back as to the ques- 


tion ofauthority to the first section, so that whatever view may be taken 
as to the constitutional question presented by the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. TURPIE] and the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. PUGH], that 
point can not arise on this, which relates to the criminal part of the 
proceeding because it is limited to business in international or inter- 
statecommerce, and Isuggest that the Farmers’ Allianceand the Knights 
of Labor would not come under that clause; but, if they did, the way 
to prevent all such organizations is to strike down first the organiza- 
tions which give rise and necessity to this local labor association. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Colorado will permit me, and if 
the Senator from Texas will give me his attention, I desire to say a word. 

I had supposed it to be true that the first part of the section, that is, 
down to line 6, referred to trusts employed in any business carried on 
with foreign country or between the States, or between the States 
and the District of Columbia, or between the States and Territories, but 
from line 6 down I supposed, as the language reads ‘‘ orany owner or part 
owner, agent, or manager of any corporation using its powers for either 
of the purposes specified in the second section of this act,” had no refer- 
ence whatever to a business carried on which might be called foreign 
commerce or interstate commerce, but was intended to punish a stock- 
holder in any corporation who should do any of the things included 
in the several heads of the second section. That is the way I have un- 
derstood it. 

Mr. REAGAN. The object was as I have stated. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Connecticut has explained that 
provision exactly as I understood it. Of course I may be all wrong 
about it and it may be entirely different. It may not be objection- 
able but it would be well to put this in form so that there can be no 
question abont it. 

Mr. President, I had not quite concluded reading the newspaper ex- 
tract which I wanted to ad It continues: 

The petition sets forth in vivid and pathetic terms the condition of the tailors, 
who [which], since the days when Kingsley selected them for portrayal in Alton 
Locke as ty of industrial misery, which led to the Chartist uprising, has 
been, if possible, wing more wretched, until now their life is merely a short 
and bitter struggle with starvation. They pray the Queen to interfere and save 
their lies, who are dying of consumption and inanition in their filthy dens, 

The Queen will hardly be able to do anything for these unfortunate subjects 
of hers, as she has but recently received the report of s royal commission on the 
subject, the gist of which is that nothing can be done but to trust in the opera- 
tion of the Malthusian law of population. 

The boot and shoe makers are also dissatisfied with their condition, and astrike 
in that trade is imminent. The employers are trying to conciliate them, but 
have thus far failed, and a mass meeting of the men will be held to-morrow, at 
which it will be decided whether or not to quit work. 

I know that nobody here proposes to interfere with the class of men 
Ihave mentioned. Nobody here intends that by any of these provis- 
ions, either in the original bill or in any amendment; and I have only 
called attention to it to see if the efforts of those who have undertaken 
to this subject can not in some way confine the bill to dealing 
with trusts which we all admit are offensive to good morals. 

I do not myself desire to interfere with the management of this bill 
which has been reported from the Committee on Finance and is in 
the hands of such able gentlemen as those who proposed it originally, 
or those who have attempted to interfere with it and to aid in its per- 
fection. 

Mr. President, I was greatly struck with the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], and I believe if that can be 
enacted into law it will greatly relieve the agricultural interests of this 
country. Iwas, however, somewhat disturbed in my idea of support- 
ing that proposition by the suggestion made by the Senator from Ohio 
that it was beyond the jurisdiction of this body to pass it. Thatis the 
only objection I can see to it. Itseemsto me that the measure is well 
intended and very desirable; and it strikes me that if it could be car- 
ried out it would go far to relieve the le of this country. I donot 
know what the Senator who introd it would say upon the consti- 
tutional question, but I shall listen when he takes the floor on that 

int. 


apaa to repeat that I am exceedingly anxious myself to join in any- 
thiag that shall break up and destroy these unholy combinations, but 
I want to be careful that in doing that we do not do more damage than 
we do good, I know how these great trusts, these great corporations, 
these large moneyed institutions can escape the provisions of a penal 
statute, and I know how much more likely they are to escape than the 
- men who have less influenceand less money. ‘Therefore, I suggest that 
the Senators who have this subject in charge give it special attention, 
and bya little modification it may be possible to relieve the bill of any 
doubt on that point. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, all I desire is that this bill, the ob- 
ject of which I believe is approved of by more than three-fourths of the 
Senate, should be treated like all other bills that have been carefully 
considered by a committee of this body and reported to the Senate. 
To attempt to defeat this bill by offering various other bills from other 
_ committees or from the other House on different branches of the same 
moget or on entirely different subjects, is not the proper way to deal 
with the work of a committee, 

Now, let us look atit. The bill as reported contains three or four 
simple propositions which relate only to contracts, combinations, agree- 


ments made with a view and designed to carry out a certain purpose, 
which the laws of all the States and of every civilized raa de- 
clare to beunlawful, It does notinterfere in the slightest degree with 
voluntary associations made to affect public opinion to advance the 
interests of a particular trade or occupation. It does not interfere with 
the Farmers’ Alliance at all, because that is an association of farmers 
to advance their interests and to improve the growth and manner ot 
production of their crops and to secure intelligent growth and to intro- 
duce new methods. 0o izations in this country can be more 
beneficial in their character than Farmers’ Alliances and farmers’ as- 


contracts, agreements, etc. They have no connection with them. And 
š a Aisin 


heir wellare, and incfexsé Their pay if you please, to get their air share 
in the division of production, are not affected in the slightest degree, nor 
can they be included in the words or intent of the bill as now reported. 

On the other hand, the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] offers a 
bill which was framed by one of my colleagues in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and the fact that it is pending there is a matter known and 
shown by the record, and it is still being considered by a committee ot 
that body. It proposes to deal with a class of contracts that do not 
have to do with production, that are based upon the idea that there is 
no productionatall. They are options spd mar that does not exist. 
They are what are called mere contracts without regard to production, 
based upon nothing, upon empty air. They are gambling contracts. 
If the Senator from Kansas wishes to introduce a proposition to prevent 
gambling in property which does not exist, to prevent agreements to 
deliver property without any intention to deliver it, that is one ques- 
tion and an entirely different matter from the one covered by the bill. 
That is a question to be considered by itself, and it ought not to be 
attached or annexed to this bill, s 

Bat there is another fatal objection to that measure, it seems to me. 
We can not vote for it without violating our obligations under the Con- 
stitution of the United States. The Senate has no power to originate 
any form of taxation, and yet here is a proposition to tax in various 
ways these illegal contracts, with a view todeter them from being made, 
just as we imposed the tax upon the issue of State bank paper, in order 
to drive it out of existence, but still we levied it in the form of a tax; 
it was part of a tax bill, and the proper place for this proposition, so 
far as it attempts to levy a tax, is upon a tax bill. It would be proper 
upon the tariff bill when it comes to us, but it bas no relation to the 
subject-matter of the pending bill. 

The original bill deals with a combination, agreement, or contract 
to advance the price of productions on hand; it relates to actual com- 
merce in things tangible passing from State to State; while the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Kansas is to deal with things intangible, with 
contracts in the nature of gambling, and it has no relation to this 
matter, and to put it on as an amendment to this bill, it seems to me, 
is not treating the subject fairly unless the Senate wants to defeat the 
original proposition. It seems to me it is a great deal better for us to 
havea fair vote on the original proposition, disconnected with any other 
measure pending at this time. 

Take the proposition of the Senator from Texas. It does contain 
some matter ie to or connected with the ori proposition, but 
it introduces into this debate a criminal Jaw, and that was one of the 
objections made to the original bill as first rted by the Committee 
on Finance. When we undertook to amend it and puton a criminal 
clause, and after full reconsideration of the subject, it was thought best to 
omit the criminal clause and to leave that for future consideration, be- 
cause we were dealing with a new subject-matter and it was deemed a 
great deal better to declare the general principle of law, without any 
criminalsection, leaving Congress to provide hereafter criminal penalties, 
as I have no doubt it will do if they shall be found to be necessary. 

The objection I have to the proposition of the Senator from Texas is, 
first, that itis a proposition pending in another committee of this body, 
and there itis being considered. The Senator from Vermont says it 
has been referred to a subcommittee and they have not reported upon 
it. Now, is it wise to ingraft here that proposition which bas not yet 
been considered by the committee in of it, relating to a differ- 
ent subject-matter? Ithinkitis not fair; itisnotright. In this way, 
by antagonizing friendly propositions, you may defeat any bill. 

Suppose, for instance, the amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
should be ingrafted on the bill; a Senator might say, ‘‘I can not vote 
for that because it undertakes to do what the Constitution plainly de- 
clares the Senate can not do,” and that would result in defeating 
the original proposition. So with the proposition of the Senator form 
Texas. He offers here a criminal statute defining various kinds and 
various forms of combinations; it has not yet been subject to scrutiny, 
and it is now pending before a committee of this body which has not 
yet considered it. Suppose that is ingrafted on this bill. Some mem- 
ber of the Senate might with great propriety say, ‘‘ Why, this isa new 
proposition; it has never been fully considered; it does not come tous 
perfected by the judgment of a committee; it is drawn out, wrested, 
taken from the jurisdiction of the Judiciary Committee, and put upon 
a bill which has already been considered and fully considered by an- 
other committee.” 
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I am actuated by no desire to have this bill and nothing else, because 
I would accept any amendment that met my judgment, and I will vote 
for any proposition that will make it clear and confine it to its proper 
objects; but I do think the Senate of the United States in dealing with 
a question which at this time commands the attention the people of 
the United States as much as any other should deal with itin a fair way. 
In other words, there should be fair play on all these various proposi- 
tions, and we should not combine incongruous elements in order to de- 
feat the original proposition. If you do not like the bill, vote it down. 
If you can propose any amendments to carry out the object of the bill, 
to limit its operation, or in any way to improve it, they are proper and 
ought to be offered; but do not put on different propositions. I might 
with the same propriety take the pension bill which is now pending 
here, giving a pension to dependent relatives of soldiers, and a thousand 
other bills on the Calendar and offer them as amendments. That is 
sometimes a way of trying to defeat an original bill. I think, how- 
ever, it is better for Senators of the United States to defeat it squarely 
by a fair vote, and say that the original bill ought not to pass rather 
than to encumber it with propositions that lead to endless argument. 

I shall vote against all these amendments which do not seem to carry 
out the object defined in the original bill, not because I disapprove of 
them, for i approve of all attempts to destroy and to declare illegal, 
null, and void all those gambling contracts which now pester the busi- 
ness of the country. I shall at the proper time be perfectly willing to 
denounce criminal penalties upon any man who violates the prioripies 
of this bill; but I do not think at this time it is wise for us to introduce 
criminal legislation upon a remedial bill of this character. As I said 
in my argument—and I do not want to repeat it over again—this bill 
issimply an attempt toextendthe jurisdiction of the courts of the United 
States, to declare unlawful contracts which have been held unlawful in 
every State of the Union where the subject has been brought before the 
courts; nothing more, nothing less. 

The only ground of objection to this is that we can not extend the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States thus far. That argu- 
ment has been fully answered by Senators on the other side. I at- 
tempted to answer it myself by showing a great number of anthorities. 
The honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] and the honorable 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] bf&tve shown that this bill as it 
now stands is not only constitutional, but that it is the duty and right 
of the United States to aid the States in declaring null and void these 
combinations and agreements in restraint of trade. I hope, therefore, 
we shall have a fair vote on these different measures as they come n 
and as they are reported by committees, and that when the bill of the 
Senator from Texas is reported from the Judiciary Committee we shall 
have the judgment of that committee upon that bill. When the propo- 
sition which is now made by the Senator from Kansas comes up to us 
it is to go first to the Committee on Finance, because it is a part of a 
scheme for raising revenue and can only be treated as a revenue meas- 
ure. The other provisions of that bill are simply incidental to the 
main point. 

I say it is better and fairer in dealing with this great subject totake 
the bill which has been rted by the Committee on Finance, reject 
it if you will, improve it if you can, and confine the attention and in- 
telligence of the Bonate to the provisious and objects of this bill, and 
go no further until the other bills are reported and have gone through 
the same scrutiny, and then we shall have time enough todo it. So far 
as 1 can see, there are no provisions in the bill offered by the Senator 
from Kansas but what meet my judgment ina general way. I have 
only had time to read itthis morning. The first two sections I am en- 
tirely agreed to, but they have never been matured, never have been re- 
pora by any committee, never have been considered by a committee. 
yoa they are so considered, we shall have time enough to act upon 

em. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ohio to explain 
one or two provisions of this bill or amendment, as it is reported to the 
Senate, before he leaves the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. I should like to reply to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio one or two prac- 
tical questions about the details of the bill, which will take buta mo- 
ment. The bill provides that— 


Tho circuit court of the United States shall have original jurisdiction of all 
suits of a civil nature at common law or in equity. 


I suppose it is the purpose of the Senator from Ohio to give private 
citizens who are injured by these combinations or monopolies for the 
advancement of cost or preventing men from freely competing, a civil 
remedy in the courts, is it not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuppose that is the object, and I suppose any citizen 
of the United States might bring a suit in the courts if he had been 
wronged or claimed that he had been wronged in this way. Now the 
bill goes on and says: 

And the Attorney-General and the several district attorneys are hereby di- 
in rosecute all euch 


the name of the United States, to commence and p: 
cases to final judgment and execution. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That is confined to the first section of the bill. 


Mr. HOAR. I understand that, and my question is confined to the 
first section of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The first section of the bill does not give a civil 
remedy at all; it is the second section that gives a civil remedy. 

Mr. HOAR, The first section says that— 

The circuit court of the United States shall bave original jurisdiction of all 
suits of a civil nature at common law or in equity arising under this section. 

ant the Senator says the first section does not give the civil suit 
at all. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Itdoes give asuit in the name of the United States: 

And the Attorney-General and the several district attorneys are hereby di- 
rected, in the name of the United States, to commence and prosecute all such 
cases to final judgment and execution. 

Mr. HOAR. Then the Senator avoids my first question and does not 
mean to answer it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me put the question again. 
the bill declares: 

The circuit court of tho United States shall have ori 
suits of a civil nature at common law or in equity 
and to issue all remedial 
force its provisions. 

Now, this section has declared that all these arrangements are wrong- 
ful and unlawful, and that is the only declaration which gives any 
private citizen any right to sue under them. ‘That is the declaration 
of the first section. It seems to me that as the Senator has got this 
bill so drawn that any citizen of the United States can invoke the civil 
remedy and the civil jurisdiction provided in the first section under the 
bill—it seems to me there is no doubt of it whatever—and when he 
has done it the bill makes it the duty of a United States officer, the 
Attorney-General or the district attorney, not merely to commence and 
prosecute the suit, but to prosecute it without compromise or abandon- 
ment, because he is expressly commanded to prosecute it ‘‘to final 
judgment and execution.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, Mr. President, the Senator has confounded 
the two sections together. They are absolutely distinct and independ- 
ent, each conveying the proper authority and jurisdiction to the courts 
of the United States, The first deals only with combinations made in 
restraint of trade or to prevent free competition in the importation, 
transportation, ete., of articles. They are in the nature of public of- 
fenses against public policy. In regard to those in the first section it 
is declared that— : 

The Attorney-General and the several district attorneys are hereby directed 
in the name of the United States to commence and prosecute all PKA cases to 
final judgment and execution. 

And before that it is provided— 

The circuit court of the United States shall have original jurisdiction of all 
suits of a civil nature. 

Mr. HOAR. Are they ofa civilnature? The Senator has just said 
that these are public offenses and the statute says that they are suits 
of a civil nature, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Can not the United States commence a suit of a 
civil nature ? 

Mr. HOAR. For a crime? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notforacrime, but for a remedial It 
is a proceeding such as is known in every State of the Union, as in the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts and in other States. There are suits 
by the le of New York against these combinations. We have a 
suit of the people of Ohio and the people of Missouri; I quoted here a 
decision in a suit of the people of lllinois—just such things as are con- 
templated by this bill. If the Senator from Massachusetts will read 
the second section of the bill he will find that that alone deals with 
private suits. i 
Wors SONAN DAOA sak or On ENTAS ASAN peget y section of 
this aet may sue for and recover, in any court of the United States of competent 
jurisdiction, without respect to the amount involved, ofany person orcorporation 
a party toa combination described in the first section of this act, twice the amount 
of damages sustained and the costs of the suit, together with a reasonable at- 
torney’s fee, 

It is the second section that gives the civil suit, and that is not to be 

rosecuted at all by the United States or by the officers of the United 
Btates. The first section deals with the public injury to the people of 
the United States and there the suit is bronght in the name of the United 
States to restrain, limit, and control such arrangements so far as they 
are illegal. The second section gives a private remedy to every person 
injured. Itseems to me the two sections are as distinct from each other 
as possible. 

Mr.HOAR. The Senator from Ohio states, in my very humble judg- 
ment, two entirely different and conflicting and inconsistent proposi- 
tions. Iagree and thoroughly understand that the second section of 
the bill gives individuals the right to private suits. I leave that out 
as settled. Iam looking at the first section alone. The Senator says 
that the first section provides nothing but suits for public offenses, 
which are criminal suits and to be tried in the name of the United 
States, as for an offense against the United States. The language of the 
section is: 

And the cirenit court of the United States shall have original jurisdiction of 
all suits of a civil nature at common law or in equity arising under this section. 


The first section of 


jurisdiction of all 
ng under this section, 
process, orders, or writs proper and necessary to en- 
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I should like to ask the Senator again, does he understand that the 
United States is to enforce this proposed statute by a civil suit, and not 
by a criminal proceeding? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say that in a civil suit brought in the name of 
the United States the United States may sue on a contract; they may 
sue fora neglect; they may sue for a great many things. Those are 
civil suits. The distinction between a civil suit and a criminal suit, I 
need not tell the Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that. What will be the judgment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It may be a judgment of ouster of the corpora- 
tion; it may be a judgment for damages. Civil suits and criminal suits 
are easily distinguished. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no difficulty in that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. This isa civil proceeding commenced 
by the people of the United States against these corporations, and a 
judgment may be, as in ordinary cases, an ouster of the power of a cor- 
poration; it may be for damages; there may be an injunction; there 
may be proceedings in quo warranto, and so of the other ordinary civil 
proceedings which are fixed by the judiciary act of the United States. 

But the second section provides purely a personal remedy, a civil suit 
also by citizens of the United States. ‘The Senator from Texas wishes 
to add to it a criminal remedy. In that I differ from him. I think it 
is better not to puta criminal section in this bill. Still, if itis adopted 
by the Senate, that would not deter me from voting for the measure, 
because that at least is in harmony with the bill and seeks to carry out 
the same object. However, in my judgment, his measure ought to 
undergo the same scrutiny that this bill has undergone. Let it be re- 
ported from the Judiciary Committee, and then we can consider it and 
probably vote for it, if so reported after full scrutiny. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask unanimous consent, if it is necessary, to mod- 
ify my amendment by inserting after the word ‘‘corporation,”’ in line 
9 of section 3 (in the first section of the amendment), the words 
“ company or person employed in any such business.” I make this 
modification because I think there was force in the objection made by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], and I think these words 
cure that difficulty. That puts it all under the interstate and inter- 
national commerce clause. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection that modification will 
be considered as agreed to. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas is so modified. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I confess toa little surprise at the 
suggestions of the Senator from Ohio that the amendment which I have 

‘submitted is different in character from the measure which he has re- 
ported, and that they ought to be separately acted upon by the Senate. 
What is the object of the bill reported by the Senator from Ohio? It 
is to prevent and to punish persons engaged in trusts and combinations 
for unlawful purposes. What is his remedy? It is a civil suit, anda 
civil suit to be brought in the circuit court of the United States. Who 
can avail themselves of thatremedy? Rich corporations and rich men 
may, but the great mass of the people are not able to employ counsel 


and go with witnesses to the circuit court for the vindication of their 


rights. è 

So the remedy as presented (and I intend at the proper time to offer 
an amendment to meet that) is inadequate; it is insufficient. I pro- 
pose to aid the Senator in the prevention and punishment of trusts and 
combinations for unlawful purposes by providing that their formation, 
and the action under them when in connection with the international 
and interstate trade, shall be unlawful and shall be punished as pro- 
vided in my bill. That certainly gives an efficient remedy, anda much 
more efficient remedy than that proposed by him for the very evil which 
he seeks to prevent. 

The Senator suggests that my amendment ought to undergo the re- 
vision of a committee. I may say to the Senator that much of it is 
copied out of a Jaw, nota law of Congress but of one of the States, 
which underwent very thorough and searching discussion. So all I 
had to do in this case (and that is the purpose I had) was to make the 
provisions of the State law applicable to international and interstate 
commerce. That is as far as it has seemed to me our powers go. 

When first discussing this bill I suggested that I thought it proper 
that a clause giving a civil remedy should be inserted, but that the 
most efficient means of preventing the very evil which the Senator from 
Ohio is driving at is to make these offenses penal and provide for their 
 sheepiorisina in the courts of the country. I suggest thatif the purpose 

to prevent these things it is much more efficient than the remedy 
proposed by the Senator and exactly in the same line and for the same 
purpose. 

I ea the attention of the Senator to the fact that his bill gives 
this jurisdiction to the circuit court of the United States, and that only 
the tions and the rich men will be able to go into that court to 
assert the remedy which he proposes; and that the great mass of the 

e who are the sufferers from these combinations and trusts will 
not have the means to employ counsel and to take witnesses to the Fed- 
eral courts, often ata great distance from them, to vindicate and en- 
force their rights. : 

We need a law upon this subject that will punish every man en- 
gaged in this business and that will give an adequate remedy in a con- 
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venient jurisdiction to every person who is damaged by these associa- 
tions. I trust that the Senate will sustain the amendment which I 
have offered to the bill for the purpose of giving it efficiency, for the 
purpose of affording to the people that protection which he desires to 
secure. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, this whole subject is surrounded 
by difficulties of the gravest character. Men must unite their efforts 
to have any civilization at all. An individual by himself can be buta 
savage. Combination, co-operation, is the foundation of all civilized 
society. When you permit that at all, the question is where you are 
to stop and say there shall be no more combinations. 

These combinations seem almost like a necessary evil resulting from 
civilization, Our ancestors have tried to check them in England for 
hundreds of years. They had their common-law rules, they had their 
statutory regulations, and finally they came to the conclusion in that 
country that legislation would not reach the subject, but that it simply 
retards trade and embarrasses those whom they do not desire to embar- 
rass. If we attempt it in this country, we shall have a similar history, 
Besides, the Congress of the United States is laboring under special dif- 
ficulties on account of its limited jurisdiction. 

To show the experience in England in dealing with this particular 
question, I have here a statute passed in 1844 which wiped ont all that 
had preceded it, and left trade and commerce free, and I think it is so 
instructive a lesson that it ought to be ineorporated in the RECORD, I 
send it to the desk and ask that the statute be read. The statuteitself 
is its own commentary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chief Clerk will read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


An act for abolishing the offenses of forestalling, regrating, and engross 
i and for repealing certain statutes passed in restraint of trade, ing, 


Whereas divers statutes have been from time to time made in the Parliaments 
of England, Scotland, Great Britain and Ireland, respectively, prohibiting cer- 
tain dealings in wares, victuals, merchandise, and various commodities by the 
names of badgering, forestalling, regrating,and engrossing, and subjecting to 
divers punishments, penalties, and forfeitures persons so dealing; and 

Whereas it is expedient that such statutes,as well as certain other statutes 
made in hindrance and in restraint of trade, be repealed; and 

Whereas an act of the Parliament of Great Britain was passed in the twelfth 
year of the reign of King George the Third, intituled an act for xepeeting sev- 
eral laws therein mentioned against badgers, engrossers, forestallers, and re- 
graters, and for indemnifying persons against prosecutions for offenses. com- 
mitted against the said acts, whereby, after reciting that it had been found by 
experience that the restraint laid by several statutes upon the dealing in corn, 
meal, flour, cattle, and sundry othersorts of victuals, by preventing a free trade 
in the said commodities, have a tendency to discourage the growth and to en- 
hance the price of the same, which statutes, if put in execution, would bring 
great distress upon the inhabitants of many parts of this kingdom, and in par- 
ticular upon those of the cities of London and Westminster, sundry acts 
therein mentioned, and all the acts made for the better enforcement of the same, 
were repealed, as being detrimental to the supply of the laboring and manu- 
facturing poor of this kingdom; and 

Whereas, notwithstanding the making of the first-recited act, persons are still 
liable to be prosecuted for badgering, engrossing, forestalling, and regrating, 
as being offenses atcommon law, and also forbidden by divers statutes made be- 
fore the earliest of the statutes thereby repealed: For remedy thereof, and for 
the extension of the same remedy to Scotland and to Ireland, 

Be it enacted by the Queen's most Excellent Majesty, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Lords spiritual and temporal, and , in this present Parlia- 
ment assembled, and by the authority of the same, Thatafter the passing of this act 
the several offences of badgering, engrossing, forestalling, and papa be 
utterly taken away and abolished, and that no information, indictment, suit, or 
prosecution shall lie either at common law or by virtue of any statute, or be com- 
menced or prosecuted against any person for or by reason of any of the said of- 
fenses or supposed offenses. 

Il. And be it enacted, That the several acts and parts of acts made in the Par- 
liaments of England and Scotland, Great Britain and Ireland, hereinafter men- 
tioned, shall be repealed, but not so as to revive any act repealed by any of the 
acts hereby repealed; (that is to say,) 3 

The following acts and parts of acts of the Parliament of England, to wit: 

So much of an act passed in the fifty-first year of the reign of King Henry the 
Third, intituled 

A statute of the Pillory and Tumbrel, and ofthe assize of bread and ale, as is 
now in force: 5 

So much of an act passed in the 12th So of the reign of King Edward the 
Second, intituled No officer of a city or borough shall sell wine or victual dur- 
ing his office, as is now in force: 

So much of an act din the reign of King Henry the Third, King Henry 
the First, or King Edward the Second, intituled The punishment of a butcher 
selling unwholesome flesh, as pornoa punishment for a butcher or cook that 
buyeth flesh of Jews and selleth the same unto Christians : A 

The whole of an act p: in one of the three last-mentioned reigns intituled 
No forestaller shall be suffered to dwell in any town: 

The whole of an act passed in the 23d year of the reign of King Edward the 
Third, intituled Victuals shall be sold at reasonable prices: 

The whole of anact passed in the 25th year of the same reign, intituled The 
penalty of him that doth forestall wares, merchandise, or victual; 

So much of an act passed in the 27th of the same reign intituled A statute of 
provisors, as provides that commissions shall be granted to inquire of offenders 
contrary to the statute of 23 Edw., 3 c.,6, and enacts, ** The penalty for forestall- 
ing of merchandises before they come to the staple:” ps 

The whole of two acts passed in the 3ist year of the same reign, respectively 
intituled The statute of Ee H and another Statute of salt fish; 

The whole of an act passed the 35th year of the same reign, intituled An 
ordinance of guesses de 

So much of an act passed in the 37th year of the same reign, intituled Mer- 
chants shall not ingross merchandises to enhance the prices ‘of them, nor use 
but one sort of merchan! as is now in force: 

The whole of an act in the same year, intituled Clothiers shall mako 
cloths sufficient for the foresaid prices, so that this statute for default of such 
cloths be in no wise infringed : 

The whole of an act passed in the second year of the reign of King Richard 
the Second, intituled A confirmation of the statutes of 25 Edw. 3, St. 4, c. 3, against 


forestallers: 
Bo much of an act passed in the 18th year of the same reign, intituled The 
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rates of laborers’ wages shall be asseased and proclaimed by the justices of 
i press and they shall assess the gains of victuallers who make home- 
c bread, and the weight and price therecf, as is now in force: 

So much of an act in the 4th year of the reign of King Henry the 
Fourth, intituled An hostler shall not make horse-bread; how much he may 
take for oats, as in now in force: 

So much of an act passed in the 25th year of the reign of King Henry the 
Senis intituled Proclamations for the prices of r D hen namely, the pricing 
of them and prooi the prices, as is now in force: 

So much of an act passed in the 23th year of the same reign, intituled For 
prices of wines, as is now in force, not relating to 


the gauging and measuring 
of wine, oils, honey, or other liquors or things: 

So much of two acts in the session of Parliament holden in the third 
and fourth years of the reign of King Edward the Sixth, respectively, inti- 
tuled An act for buying and selling of rother beasts and cattle, and An act for the 
buying and selling of butter and cheese, as is now in force: 

he whole of an act passed in the session of Parliament holden in the fifth 

and sixth years of the same reign, intituled An act against regraters and in- 

— of tanned leather, except the prohibition of currying or dressing tanned 
eather within the city of London and the suburbs thereof, as provided by the 

last-mentioned act: - 

Also the following acts of the Parliament of Scotland, to wit: 

An act passed in the year one thousand five hundred and three, intituled Of 
malt Makaris in burrow towns: 

An act passed in the year one thousand five hundred and thirty-five, intituled 
Off Forstallaris: ; 

An act passed in the year one thousand five hundred and forty, intituled For 
eschewing of derth of wittalis, flesche, and fysche: 

Also an act of the same year, intituled For stanching of derth and prices of 
wyne, salt, an tymmer: 

Also an act of the same year, intituled Anentis forstallaris: 

An act passed in the year one thousand five hundred and fifty-five, intituled 
Anent the disposition of wyne, salt, and tymmer brocht into the realme: 

An act in the year one thousand five hundred and seventy-nine, inti- 
tuled For punishment of regrataris and forstallaris: 

An passed in the year one thousand five hundred and ninety-two, inti- 
tuled Aganis foirstallaris and regraittaris: 

An act n the year one thousand six hundred and sixty-one, intituled 
An act for erecting of manufactories: 

Also the following acts and parts of acts of the Parliament of Ireland, to wit: 
The whole of an act passed in the fourth year of the reign of King Edward the 
Fourth, intituled An act against en; and regraters of corn: 

The wholeof an act passed inthe thirty-third yearof the reign of King Henry 
the Eighth, intituled an act for grey merchants, as revived and perpetuated 4 
a subsequent act in the eleventh year of the reign of Queen Elizabeth 
intituled an act for reviving the statute against grey merchants, the statute for 
servants’ wages and the statute of Jeofails: 

So much of an act in the second year of the reign of Queen Anne, in- 
tituled an act to prohibit butchers from being grazers, and to several 
abuses in buying and selling of cattle, which act is perpetuated by another act 

* made in the ninth year of the reign of Queen Anne, as prohibits any butcher 
from being a grazier, or keeping in his  gesprepei or in trust for him, above 

20 acres of land, or from selling any cattle to any other butcher in Dublin, or 

within 5 miles thereof, or from keeping at hay or feed oxen or other cattle for 

above ten days, or from exposing for sale any oxen or other cattle within 20 
miles of the place where bought, and which prohibits any person from selling 
or exposing for sale any cattle or sheep on the same day when bought: 

So much of an act passed in the tenth year of the reign of King George the 
First, intituled an act for regulating abuses committed in bend Pregant iy, ened 
tle and sheep in the several markets of this kingdom, as prohibits cattle 
being bought within six miles of any market: 

The whole of an act in the fifteenth year of the relent of King George 
the Second, intituled an act to explain and amend a clause in an act in 
the second year of the reign of Queen Anne intituled, “An act to prohibit butch- 
ers from being graziers, and to redress several abuses in it or he selling of 
cattle, and in slaughtering, and packing of beef, tallow, an les :"” 

The whole of an act passed in the thirty-first year of the reign of King George 
the Second, intituled an act to prohibitsalesmen from being grazers, and to re- 
dress several abuses in buying and selling cattle or meat: 

So much of an act in the session of Parliament holden in the thirteenth 
and fourteenth years of the reign of King George the Third, intituled an act for 
paving streets within the city and county of the city of Dublin, as authorizes 
a market jury to seize provisions or victuals in the hands of any forestaller, 
regrater, or engrosser: 

So much of an act passed in the twenty-seventh year of the reign of King 
George the Third, intituled an act for establishing market juries in cities as au- 
thorizes and empowers certain market juries to provisions or victuals 
found in the hands of forestallers, regraters, and engrossers, 

Ill. And be it enacted, That the several acts and of acts which were re- 
pealed, as to Great Britain, by the first recited act of the twelfth year of the 
reign of King George the Third, shall be taken, after the passing of this act, to 
be repealed as to the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland. 

IV. Provided, always, and be it enacted, That nothing in this act contained 
shall be construed to apply to the offence of knowing) 7 and fraudulently spread- 
ing or conspiring to spread any false rumor, with intent to enhance or decry 
the price of any goods or merchandise, or to the offence of preventing or en- 
deavoring to prevent by force or threats any goods, wares, or merchandise be- 
ing brought to any fair or market, but that every such offence may be inquired 
of, tried, and punished as if this act had not been made. 

V. And be it enacted, That this act may be amended or repealed by any act 

to be passed in this session of Parliament. 


Mr. STEWART. The difficulty in dealing with this question is well’ 


illustrated by hundreds of years of experience in Great Britain, where 
Parliament was supreme, where they could pass and enforce any law 
they pleased on this subject. They found after all this experience that 
such laws were simply hurtful, and so they passed an act repealing the 
law, changing the common law with regard to it, and leaving trade and 
commerce free. 3 

The difficulty in the whole subject is in reaching any precise evil or 
defining the offense. If you say there shall be no combination the 
tendency of which shall put up prices, how far would that reach? It 
would reach to nearly every transaction in life and would be particu- 
larly oppressive upon the struggling masses who are making combina- 
tions to resist accumulated wealth. Accumulated wealth has the power 
to prosecute, and if the laborers combine in any form to protect them- 
selves there will be means found of prosecuting them. 

If small traders combine together to meet some t trust so as to 
enable them to carry on their business, the power be in the hands 


of the great trust and the conan will be trusts. Thisscheme seems 
to me to put in the hands of accumulated capital the power to haveall 
associations that can possibly be rivals prosecuted, because the associa- 
tions that seek to resist trusts are not organized so artfully. Their 
purpose has to be avowed; they must state what their purpose is in 
order to get the inexperienced masses to go with them. It must be for 
the purpose of protecting themselves, whereas the experienced few who 
handle accumulated capital can do this in such a manner as to preclude 
all the possibility of proof. 

So I believe the practical working of this bill, if it were constitu- 
tional and we had à right to passit, would be to crush out competition 
where the people are trying to protect themselves against oppressive 
monopolies, I think that it is the way it would work practically. 

Besides, I do not find any warrant in the Constitution for this par- 
ticular class of legislation. It is stated in the first section of the bill 
that when combinations between citizens of different States and citi- 
zens of the United States combine with aliens to do certain things they 
shall be amenable to the law and shall be prosecuted in certain ways, 
I suppose that is the jurisdictional provision. 

Mr. GEORGE. Thatis the jurisdictional provision. 

Mr. STEWART. Now, that jurisdictional provision is referred to 
citizenship, and the provision in the Constitution gives the United 
States courts jurisdiction whenand of what? First, it gives them juris- 
diction in casesof equity and actions at law, and nothing else. This 
is given in certain cases on account of citizenship. Where citizens re- 
side in different States they can have their controversies settled in the 
United States courts, But this isnot acontroversy. Onthecontrary, 
it is a combination; it is an agreement. 

There is no dispute between these citizens resident in different 
States, but itis a partnership formed of citizens of different States 
that confers no jurisdiction upon the Federal courts. There isa differ- 
ence between a partnership where all the parties agree and a litigation 
where the two parties disagree. The fact that they reside in different 
States and agree to do something does not add to the jurisdiction one 
particle. That part of it may be eliminated from the bill as having 
nothing to do with it. 

Then the bill provides in a separate clause by itself: 

And all arrangements, trusts,or combinations between such citizens or cor- 
porations— 

Meaning combinations between citizens of different States or be- 
tween citizens of the United States and aliens— 


made with a view or which tends to advance the cost to the consumer of 
as oe , are hereby declared to be against public policy, unlawful, 
and yo 


It might just as well read, and it would be just as constitutional if 
it had said, that ‘‘all combinations having that tendency should be 
unconstitutional and void.” ; 

Now, it is the struggle of every community, it is the struggle of all 
the people who are attempting to better themselves, to geta good price 
for their commodities. Why might not the citizens of Iowa and Kan- 
sas unite and say, ‘‘ We will hold back our corn; we will not sellit at 
these ruinous prices; we will combine and hold it until prices are bet- 
ter; we will put up the prices; they are robbing us, There is an or- 
ganization in Chicago that is bearing this article, that is selling itshort, 
that is putting it down; they are robbing us and we will not sell; we 
will combine??? 

Suppose all the people of the different States should combine to- 
gether and say, ‘‘ We will stand against this Chicago combine that is - 
attempting to get our produce for nothing,’? why would not they be 
liable to prosecution, the whole of them, if it were a constitutional 
law? But have they not a natural right to hold their products back 
until they can get a better price? 

This is only one of a thousand instances in which this measure would 
be abused if it were passed. It is not the intention of anybody here to 
make that construction of it; we are trying to remedy the evil; but it 
is very probable that if this bill were passed the very first prosecution 
would be against combinations of producers and laborers whose combi- 
nationstend to put up the cost of commodities to consumers. It would 
be a weapon in the hands of the rich against the poor, and if you will 
trace the history of such legislation you will find that the experience 
of Great Britain was that such laws have always been turned against 
the people. After several hundred years of experience Parliament 
wiped them all out. 

I believe that the true remedy against such trusts is that of coun- 
ter combinations among the people. I believein co-operation. Take, 
for instance, the most notorious trust in the West that there has been 
so much said about—the beef trust in Chicago. You can not reach 
that by such legislation as this. But suppose that you had a general law 
on your statute-books passed by the United States, that has the power 
to regulate interstate commerce, or suppose there was such a law in 
Illinois allowing the consumers to combine and have a co-operative or- 
ganization, and suppose five thousand consumers in Chicago would form 
an association and supply themselves? 

The troubleis, these combinations monopolize the market. Suppose 
those who are oppressed should do that? They might unite pe 
beef in for enough people, so that under this law they, too, would unite 
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together. They could so co-operate that they can supply themselves 
with beef. It is because they do not take that means that the beef- 
combine has control. This law would prevent them from combining 
against the other combine. If they did co-operate, however, they would 
be certain to get enough inhabitants who consume beef to meet together 
and say “ We will buy of nobody else.” ‘That would break up your 
trust. If you pass this proposed law, however, and such a combination 
were aitempted in Chicago, if would be prosecuted the next day. 

These evils of combination, of course, are great, but the question is, 
do they not grow out of civilization itself, the foundation of which is 
organization, and without organization men would be savages? Should 
we not rather encourage organizations among the people to meet the 
grasping disposition of the favored few? The great trouble from the be- 
ginning of civilization has been that the few have combined against 
the many, being more competent, and that the few in various ways 
secure to themselves special privileges against the masses. I say let 
the masses combine. 

One of the worst combines that have ever been inaugurated on earth 
from the beginning has been the combine on money, which has been 
an organization sanctioned by law to put up prices and put them down 
at the option of the speculator; to make it scarce or dear whenever they 
desired. That is the great trust that is pressing upon the country to- 
day. The labor organizations in this land are beginning to wake up 
to what is hurting them, and they are demanding legislation whereby 
the amount of money in the country shall be kept stationary in pro- 
portion and business, so that they shall not be robbed by low wages 
or half pay. They are getting waked up to that. 

Let the people organize, I say, to get proper legislation for the whole 
country, but do not strike at civilization and say that you will aban- 
don the idea of co-operation, which is absolutely necessary, without 
which we could not exist as a nation or remain in any civilized state. 

I think that this bill is on the wrong basis and it will cut in the 
wrong direction if it passes, inasmuch as I find no warrant in the Con- 
stitution for Congress to pass this kind of a law and no warrant in the 
exigencies of our condition. 

The amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] has a 
good feature init. Itaims ata particular thing. It strikes at these 
options, where men are selling something they do not have, where they 
are selling other people’s property short. That is one of the few things 
in the list that might be selected, and dealing in options, selling other 
people’s rty short, might be remedied or stopped. 

There is some difficulty about that, because there must be limited 
agreements to deliver property in the future which has not yet been 

uced; but the mere dealing inother people’s property without any 
intention of furnishing the property, simply to destroy its market value, 
isa dangerous thing. If that could be properly guarded there might 
besomething gained. Itisdangerousalsotoattemptthat, Ithas been 
attempted and has thus far failed. I would not advise any legislator 
to vote to sanction any dealing of that kind, but when you say thatall 
combinationsof the people to protect themselves against monopoly shall 
be criminally prosecuted in the United States courts, you go too far; 
yon attack the wrong people. 

Then, the bill provides for another thing which will be very vexa- 
tious. It makes it the duty of the district attorney and of the Attor- 
ney-General, all the law portion of the Government, to prosecute these 
actions, and you will have the whole country converted into a most 
vexatious lawsuit. It will be against people who are illy prepared to 
defend themselves. Those who are cunning will work by their secret 
organizations. The power of those who understand this will not be 
touched; but if it is carried out you will fill the whole country with 
litigation and retard business and development. You will do the very 
thing which you would regret the most of all. 

If this question is to be dealt with, I say itis within the jurisdiction 
of the States. What jurisdiction has the United States to go into the 
States? These combinations and organizations are in the States. Bring 
suits in the States to abolish them or to punish them for having formed 
trusts and partnerships inthe States! Whatauthority have you? The 
attempt in the first section to acquire jurisdiction by citizenship in dif- 
ferent States will not reach the point. What is the difference? A 

nership is not a case presented afall. United States courts have 
Picisdiction of controversies, not partnerships. Stripped of that, it au- 
thorizes the law officers of the United States to sue persons for making 
business combinations in the States, making it their duty, of course, to 
bring suits. The law would either be a dead letter or it would be a 
weapon of injury to the people who want redress in some substantial 


way. 

I think the best way to legislate is to legislate upon those subjects 
which Congress has the confessed jurisdiction of, and to relieve the 

nt depression in business as rapidly as possible. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is onthe amendment of the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], as modified, to the bill reported 
by the Committee on ice. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr, President, I am a little troubled by the amend- 
mentof the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], which, to be sure, 
seems to aim at the destruction of the business of gambling, dealing in 


futures and options, by imposing so heavy a tax upon the articles to 
be dealt in as to amount to a prohibition. Nevertheless, the amend- © 
ment does legalize such ms. It expressly legalizes gambling 
in options and in futures. It licenses the practice, fixes the conditions 
and terms under which this gambling, universally denounced to bea 
crime, is to be conducted, under and by authority of the laws of the 
United States. It is not business, like the dealing in oleomargarine, 
which is understood to be useful food, but there being abuses connected 
with it likely to become serious it was thought worth while, by a very 
slight tax, so that there could be a regulation of the subject, to guard 
the public against evils resulting from unrestrained trafic. 

Mr. INGALLS. Did the Senator do me the honor to examine sec- 
tion 10 of my proposed amendment before making that remark? 

Mr. BLAIR. Section 10 of the Senator’s amendment provides— 


That neither the paratos of the taxes required nor the certificate issued by 
the collector under this act shall be held to legalize dealing in options and fut- 
ures, nor to exempt any person, association, copartnership, or corporation, etc. 


Certainly I had read that; but the Senator, I suppose, understands 
very well (at least I understand) that, although there might be a pro- 
vision of that kind, nevertheless the enactment of conditions: under 
which the business may be conducted is a license; and that the ac- 
ceptance of a tax on the part of the United States from the party who 
exercises that business is a practical exemption of the party from all 
penalties and is a legalization of the practiceitself. It is not sufficient 
to insert these nugatory words in the proposed statute and yet say to 
the party, ‘‘ You can do this business if you pay us so much.’’ Itis 
not in the pones of the lawgiver to authorize a thing to be done upon 
condition that a certain amount of money be paid, and then by words 
which are practically nugatory prohibit theexercise of the privilege a 
license to do which is given. 

TheSenator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] said that dealing in options 
and futures, or at least in futures, under certain circumstances, is 
sometimes n . . Very likely that may be true in some conceiv- 
able cases. I do not find fault with the Senator’s statement, but the 
point I wish to make is this: If that be true, a measure like this, which 
does not except those cases wherein the practice isa right one, a meas- 
ure like this, which in general terms by this tremendous imposition of 
taxes upon the exercise of the right renders the exercise of that legiti- 
mate and proper right impossible, certainly should not be adopted by 
the Senate. The amendment contains no exceptions reaching a case 
such as may have been referred to by the Senator from Nevada. It is 
an intended prohibition of just those cases, as well as of the abuse of 
actual gambling, which constitutes the great abuse under which the 
country suffers. 

It is no reply to say that this is an important thing and will prohibit 
generally the hurtful practices which are ruining the farmers of Kansas 
and Nebraska, as they understand, and throughout the West generally. 
It is no remedy for the difficulty under which they are laboring to en- 
act the pro amendment presented into law. First, it legalizes the 
practice, and, in the second place, it proposes to put upon the statute 
book a law which, in the next session—it may be at this very session— 
may be so amended and modified by the reduction of the taxes as to 
become practically inoperative as a prohibition of the practice itself. 
It seems to me that the amendment, if it is to accomplish anything as 
a remedy to the farmers in the West or elsewhere, should be pretty 
thoroughly examined. 

I think if the sharp and critical Senator from Kansas looks his aménd- 
ment over he will find that he can correct it grammatically in quite a 
number of important particulars, I call his attention, for instance, to 
the fifth line of section 2, where it has the words ‘‘ when at the time of 
making such contract or agreement.’? Then in the eighth and ninth 
lines he has a repetition of precisely the same p logy. There are 
a good many other things in the amendment which I have glanced at 
which I think would be worthy the attention of the Senator somewhat 
if he wants to put it upon the statute-book, so far as grammatical con- 
struction is concerned. But that is not of so much importance. I call 
his attention to the possible evil operation of the amendment in the re- 
gards I have pointed out of a more substantial character. 

I suggest to the Senator from Ohio, in order to meet the difficulties 
he seems to be laboring under, and which are inevitably to destroy his 
bill if one may judge from the criticisms of the Senate, thatin the fifth 
line of the first section he strike out the words, ‘‘to prevent full and 
free competition’ and insert instead the words ‘‘to permit a monopoly.” 
Everybody knows what a monopoly is, and nobody will object to pro- 
hibiting a monopoly. In the seventh line I suggest to insert after the 
word ‘‘or’? the words ‘‘a monopoly;’’ and again in the eleventh line, 
where the words ‘‘ intended for and which ™ occur, it would be neces- 
sary, in order to have good grammar, toinsert the word ‘‘ transporta- 
tion” after the word ‘‘for.’? Likewise, if he will look alittle farther 
along, in the fourteenth and fifteenth lines I suggest that it would at 
least make the bill better in the direction which he evidently intends the 
bill to operate, to strike out the words ‘‘intended to advance” before 
tthe cost’’ and to insert the words “ primarily intended to enchance;’’ 
so as to read: ‘‘ primarily intended to enchance the cost to the consumer 
of any such articles; ’’ and after the word ‘‘articles’’ to insert “and 
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for the promotion of a monopoly.” I give notice that I shall move 

these amendments. Letthem be taken down, with the idea that they 
be moved when the proper time comes. 

mhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to call the attention 

of the Senator from New Hampshire to the fact that the original bill 

is not now before the Senate for amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I say I give notice of the amendments and ask that 
they be taken down for examination. If they do not prove to be of any 
co! uence I shall not trouble the Senate with offering them formally. 

Mr. ALLISON. The original bill has been disposed of by a general 
amendment, so that the lines to which the Senator alludes will not ap- 
ply to the amendment reported from the Committee on Finance, which 
is now treated as the original bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. They will not apply, I see. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire has a copy of 
the reported amendment before him, I think. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihavetheamendment. The other phraseology which 
I thought might be worthy of consideration comes in the fourteenth and 
fifteenth lines in section 1, striking out, as I indicated, and inserting the 
words “' primarily intended to enhance;’’ so as to read: “* primarily in- 
tended to enhance the cost to the consumer of any such articles;’’ and 
then to insert after the word ‘‘ articles’’ the words ‘‘and for the promo- 
tion of a monopoly.’’ I shall have these amendments ready to go in 
s ooon arrangement, applying the same phraseology to different 

es. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not understand why the Senator 
from Ohio has inserted in the bill the language of the first few lines, 
confining his penalty to citizens or corporations of different States or 
citizens or corporations of the United States and foreign States. I sup- 
pose it was prepared with some idea on the part of the draughtsman of 
the bill that contracts between citizens of foreign States and our citi- 
zens or between citizens of different States were necessarily commerce 
between those States, and that that was essential to bring the proposed 
statute within the constitutional power of Congress to regulate com- 
merce between the different States or with foreign States. But that, 
as it seems to me, is very clearly a mistake. It is not commerce be- 
tween the States for a citizen of Massachusetts to go into Ohio and buy 
a farm there, or buy a barrel of flour there, or even make an unlawful 
contract there. 

This bill must stand, if at all, upon the fact that it is a bill to pro- 
tect what is described alone, and thatis the importation, transportation, 
or sale of articles imported into the United States or transported from 
one State to another or from a State to a Territory or the District of 
Columbia. 

The Senator, it seems to me, would make his bill much more compre- 
hensive if he struck out, after the word ‘“‘combinations’’ in the fourth 
line, down to the word *‘thereof’’ in the seventh line, and it would stand 
within the Constitution as a measure for the protection of foreign or 
interstate commerce. I suppose we could punish a single person who 
did not combine with anybody else in another State who committed an 
act which was clearly to the injury of foreign commerce or commerce 
between the States, as, for instance, if he should adulterate some article 
which was to be exported or taken from one State to another, and per- 
haps we could punish him even for putting obstructions on the track 
of a railroad engaged in interstate commerce itself. There area great 
many illustrations that could be put. 

8o it seems to me that the Senator has aimed his shot ata very small 
gs of the offenders when he hasa perfect right to include them all. 

at is the first criticism of the bill that I have to make. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the bill asoriginally draughted by myself I did 
not insert the words “between two or more citizens or co tions.” 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not lose the floor by yielding to the Senator. The 
Chair will understand that he is merely making an explanation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have the original bill before me, and it reads 
precisely as the Senator proposes: 

Thatall arrangements, contracts, ments, trusts, or combinations between 
persons or corporations made with the intention to prevent full and free com- 
petition, ete. 

But these very words were inserted with a view to confine the oper- 
ation of. the bill to contracts made between citizens or corporations of 
different States, so as not to invade, by possibility, the jurisdiction of 
the courts of the States. I prefer a great deal the original draught, 
but to avoid somewhat the criticism of the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE] I putin those words so as to describe contracts made 
between citizens and corporations of different States dealing in inter- 
state commerce. As a matter of course I have no objection if the Sen- 
ator should propose to strike out the words ‘‘two or more citizens or 
corporations, or both, of different States,” but then if would only lead 
again to the objection. I do not want to fight both Senators, however. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course, if the Senator does not want to interfere 
with the State jurisdiction and the State does what he would consider 
its duty in the premises, the State can equally punish as far as the bill 
is concerned any act which it has the power to make unlawful, whether 
it is done by two citizens of its own State or a citizen of its own anda 
citizen of another State, an act done within its borders, if the act be 
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unlawful. The only jurisdiction over this subject is the jurisdiction 
to protect foreign and interstate commerce. That we have; that we 
can regulate; that the States can not regulate under the recent railroad 
decisions of the Supreme Court overruling a case from Ilinois and that 
class of decisions where it was held that the jurisdiction was concur- 
rent. 

I suppose that, so far as thisis a regulation of the commerce between 
this conntry and a foreign country or between two different States of 
this country, the jurisdiction of Congress is conclusive over it; the 
States can not touch it. A State can no more touch it when two of its 
own citizens do the act than it can when two citizens, one of its own 
State and another of another State, do the act, becauseit is a regulation 
of foreign or interstate commerce with which a State does not under- 
take to deal. If that be true, it seems to me, with great respect to the 
learned and able Senator, that he was right in his original judgment, 
and that the error of the amendment is in yielding to an untenable at- 
tack which was made on the bill as he originally drew it. I should 
hope that before the bill is voted upon that amendment will be made, 
because otherwise it will be easy to avoid its operation altogether by 
the offenders taking up their residence or citizenship in the same State, 
and this bill does not touch them. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is arguing the jurisdiction in reference to this subject on account 
of residence? 

Mr. HOAR. That is the very thing I am attacking. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is, the Senator thinks that no jurisdiction is 
given on account of residence? : 
Mr. HOAR. Certainly; that is the proposition I am endeavoring to 
maintain, and I hope I have the concurrence of my honorable friend 

from New York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You have. 

Mr. HOAR. In the next place, I want to come to the subject which 
was the matter of a colloquy between the honorable Senator from 
Ohio and myself when he was addressing the Senate in his own right, 
in his own time, and that is, that this bill fails to afford any consider- 
able remedy to anybody, either to the public or to any private citizen, 
except so far as it may give a power to private citizens to bring their 
suits. It provides, in the first place, only for jurisdiction in the courts 
of the United States in suits of a civil nature to enforce the provisions 
ofthe bill. There is no remedy by penal suit; there is no remedy by 
indictment or by any other criminal process, if there be any other 
criminal process known. 

The Senator says the suit ofa civil nature gives, as against these cor- 
porations or partnerships, all the remedy which could exist for individ- 
uals when brought on the part of the United States. But what will it 
amount to? You can not prove in any court that the United States 
will suffer damages, though you can say why, in a civil suit brought 
by the Attorney-General or district attorney, the United States shall 
recover $100,000, or $200,000, or $500,000. It is an injury to the pub- 
lic, but there is no injury to the United States as a Government in re- 
spect of any of its property, or ownership, or function. 

But the honorable Senator says they can get judgment against the 
corporation by ouster or guo warranto. I respectfully submit to the 
Senate and to the careful reflection of my honorable friend from Ohio 
that that is not a sound legal proposition. 

A quo warranto, as I understand it, is a process by which a corpo- 
ration is deprived of its corporate power by a judgment in a proceeding 
instituted in behalf of the authority which created it, because it has 
exceeded its functions or disobeyed the law in a matter which, by the 
law of its being, makes that disobedience a forfeiture of its franchise. 

Mr.SPOONER. Or by non-user. 

Mr. HOAR. Or by non-user, which is another basis of proceeding 
by quo warranto, as the Senator from Wisconsin suggests. But it is 
perfectly clear to my humble judgment as a legal proposition that an 
offense by a corporation created by the State of Ohio or the State of 
Massachusetts against a law of the United States can not, even if it 
were expressly declared by the law of the United States to accomplish 
that result (which this proposed law does not at all declare), consti- 
tutionally operate as a deprivation of a State corporation of its State 
charter and function. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow me to 
interrupt him again, I will make this suggestion: The purpose of that 
epoca, if it has any purpose, is, first, to make these contracts void. 

Yo one, then, has suffered any damages. If the first section has any 
pur it is to reach out and commence actions to set aside contracts 
of that kind that have been made, to institute, so far as you can by 
suit, investigations into all of the business affairs of the people who 
may be engaged in interstate commerce possibly. Before there has 
been any sale of the property, if you please, the contract has been 
made; before any manufacturing has been done you commence then and 
there to start a sort of bureau of protection against this sort of thing. 

Mr. HOAR. I will answer that presently. I am at present dealing 
with the suggestion of my honorable friend from Ohio. I submit to 
the lawyers of the Senate, including my honorable friend from Ohio, 
who is one of the ablest members of this body, as we all know, that it 
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is an utterly untenable proposition to claim that the United States can 
have a forfeiture of the charter of a State corporation for an offense 
against the United States law. The Senator sees that it is not because 
of an offense against the law of its being. Then the sole jurisdiction 
over the right of the corporation to live and go on, to proceed in order, 
as the Chair says when anybody is out of order, is in the State courts. 

The honorable Senator made one suggestion in which I agree with 
him, that in a proper case there might bean injunction in equity which 
would prohibit the future exercise of these unlawful powers by these 
corporations. It seems to me from all the reflection I can give to 
this section that is all there is left of it, a possibility in proper cases 
of an injunction in equity where some future offense against this pro- 
posed law is threatened; butas aremedy by way of a punishment, as a 
penal enactment for the past, which of course will be the great terror 
of these offenders, the injunction will not hurt them much, because 
they will merely have tried to do the thing and failed, and in nine 
eases out of ten they will have had their purpose accomplished before 
the injunction is issued. To that extent I agree that the section has 
virility. 

The} honorable Senator from New York inquires whether the object 
of this section will not be accomplished by treating it asa section which 
provides for an investigation to inquire into the jurisdiction. 

Mr. HISCOCK, I refer to suits brought with reference to declaring 
these arrangements void, and, if you please, coupled with a prayer for 
an injunction against the continuance of them, and I ask whether 

ractically the Government is not to follow them up in that way? 

Wherever they have been effecting a combination of that kind, suit is 
to be commenced by the district attorney in the locality, and he is to 
appear against them and have them indicted. AsI suggested the other 
day, I expected, if that is held to be valid, it will be followed by some 
sort of provision in the future that every concern or every manufact- 
uring industry shall be compelled to take out a license. 

Mr. HOAR. When we have the provision in the future presented 
here, that will be one thing; but who ever heard, either as a matter of 
sound public policy or as a matter of constitutional authority, a pro- 
vision fora mere inquiry into the businessand affairs of citizens, whether 
corporations or individuals, which was conducted by a civil suit brought 
against them on the part of the Government? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I agree with the Senator on that question. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘That would be one of the unreasonable processes 
against which all of our constitutional theories militate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to ask the Senator if he can conceive 
of a possible cause of action on the part of either the Government or a 
private individual up to the time when the goods have been transported 
or entered for transportation from one State to another that could be 
maintained ? 

Mr. HOAR. Iconceive that my honorable friend from Ohio pro- 
poses in this section of the bill that if the Attorney-General or district 
attorney in a proper case is informed that a contract has been made, 
whether between citizens of different States or of the same State, which 
is an offense against the provisions of this bill, he can get in with his 
preliminary injunction. I say again, if he can get in with his injunc- 
tion between the illegal contract and its execution, I do not see at 
present why the bill does not answer that purpose and accomplish so 
much good; and that, it seems to me, respectfully, is all there is in it, 
so far as that first section 

Mr. PLATT. May Iask the Senatorfrom Massachusetts a question? 
Suppose that there was a combination existing in Chicago to put up the 
price of wheat? Wheat is a commodity which may be transported be- 
tween the different States or it may not. Does he think that that com- 
bination could be reached under the power of Congress to deal with 
commerce between the States? 

Mr. HOAR. That is a totally different question from the point I 
was discussing at the moment. It does not relate to it at all. But I 
will say that unless it can be shown that that combination is to put up 
the price of wheat elsewhere than in Chicago, that it is to affect the 
price which is to be paid by the person who is to acquire that wheat of 
the man in Chicago to be delivered to him in another State or abroad, 
you can not constitutionally accomplish that. 

If I understand the question of my honorable friend from Connecti- 
cut, I suppose he means to imply (and certainly I should agree with 
him if he does), for instance, that an elevator full of wheat or any other 
quantity of wheat whict'is bought by one man of another in Chicago 
to be delivered in Chica ,o, so that the only transaction between them 
is the exchange of prop rty in a State, although that property may be 
intended to be resold in the South, may be intended to be resold in the 
East, may be intended to be resold in Liverpool, would not be within 
the constitutional power of Congress, that the States have to deal with 
that themselves if they can. 

Mr. PLATT. So, itseems to me, if the Senator will permit me, that 
the particular contract, or agreement, or combination which might be 
reached under the power to regi ate commerce between the States must 
be exceedingly limited. Indee ‘since he has been making his argu- 
ment here I have been sitting 1. - ening to the argument and trying to 
think what particular things couid be reached under it, and it is very 
difficult to see that anything could be reached. 
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Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I want merely to add one observation, 
and I think it is an observation which is worth thinking of by the 
Senate, especially at the present time. We have great currents of pub- 
lic sentiment in this country, breezes of popular opinion and indigna- 
tion. Something goes wrong, or the people fancy something is going 
wrong, or an influential portion of them think that something is going 
wrong, and they come in here setting forth their grievance or their opin- 
ion that they are aggrieved, and there is very great danger that in the 
haste for the sake of satisfying the present feeling of discontent we shall 
get up some crude, hasty legislation which does not cure the evil, which 
keeps the word of promise to the ear and breaks it to the hope, and 
the people will be contented for a week or two, and then the evil con- 
tinues, and the discontent grows stronger, and it is aggravated by the 
popular feeling that they have been played with and juggled with, and 
that we have given them pretenses of remedies and cures which, if we 
were fit for our place here, we ought to know are no remedies and no 
cures. 

The history of this country for the last thirty years in finance, in pro- 
tection, in our land policies, in our homestead policies, in our dealing 
with the great question which separates thesections, has shown that those 
statesmen and those parties who deal with the people on the theory 
that they have some sense themselves and see the difference between 
sham and reality are those who permanently retain their confidence and 
maintain theirownstrength. Every time the price of wheat goes down, 
or that there is a bad year in agriculture, or that the manufacturers are 
pinched, or that the mines are unprofitable, or that there issuch a good 
year for agriculture abroad that our people do not get the prices which 
they have had the year before, I do not believe that it is good policy 
for me, or for the men who associate with me, or the party to which I 
belong, or the body of which that party is but a component part, to hold 
out to the people false remedies or pretended cures. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts if 
the pending bill and amendments suggest that last remark. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
looks upon this matter a little differently from what he would if the 
duty on cotton cloth or woolen cloth was a little too low to protect the 

ple of Massachusetts. Then not one month or one day would pass 
ore there would be a speedy demand for a remedy. 

Mr. HOAR, And I would have one that would accomplish the ob- 
ject, and not one that would not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. By raising the duty. Now, here is a remedy for 
a greater wrong than can be imposed by a tariff law. We know that 
within twenty years, for the first time in the history of our country, 
combinations have been made involving from eighty to one hundred 
million dollars, combinations so strong that it was impossible for any 
other combinations to compete with them, combinations so powerful 
and extensive as to reach every branch of trade and business in the 
United States. This has been going on during that time. The State 
courts have attempted to wrestle with this difficulty. I produced de- 
cisions of the supreme courts of several of the States. 

Take the State of New York, where the sugar trust was composed of 
seventeen corporations. What remedy had the people of New York in 
the suit that they had against that combination? None whatever, ex- 
cept as against one corporation out of the seventeen. No proceeding 
could be instituted in the State of New York by which all those cor- 
porations could be brought in one suit under the common jurisdiction 
of the United States. No remedy could be extended by the couris, 
although they were eager and earnest in search ofa remedy. All that 
they could do was to declare a forfeiture of the corporate power of one 
single corporation, while all the associated companies still held to- 
gether in their combination, and not only did they hold together, but 
they went on making huge and enormous profits. You may almostsay 
that while we have been sitting here debating this bill, since this bill 
has been pending, they have made a large dividend to all the associ- 
ated corporations, and all have shared in it on the amount of watered 
stock and all other kinds of stock. They could not pay to the defunct 
corporation, which was suspended and inert for the time, until a final 
decision could be made by the court of appeals of New York, and so 
they put the dividend of that corporation in trust, but the other cor- 
porations went on; the combination continued and it continues to- 
day. So it ison many other articles. Ido not care to single out all the 
corporations and point to the history of their transactions as I know it. 

Is there no remedy for this? Is this no evil that we ought to remedy? 
If this remedy proposed is a sham and a quack, where is your genuine 
remedy? It will never come from the men or the class of men who 
are engaged in these monopolies. That there is an evil which must be 
dealt with, which the people of the United States demand shall bedealt 
with, no man can deny. Whereis your remedy’? If this is a quack 
medicine, produce something better. But it will never come from that 
source, never. ¥ 

Mr. President, this thing must not be dealt with toolightly. No 
man can question my object in this matter. I have nointerest to sub- 
serve and no interest to injure, and care nothing for the consequence; 
but I say I have seen the gradual growth of these combinations. I have 
been familiar with them, so far as I could gather from the public prints 
and public investigations. I know that the evil the bill is aimed at 
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is growing greater and greater, and stronger andstronger. If you are 
impotent and unable to deal with the question and can not prescribe 
any remedy but quack medicine, then you are auey unfit to perform 
your duties as the representatives of the people of the United States. 

There are classes of contracts springing up here and being enforced 
day by day which have tended more than all else combined to bring 
these complaints upon us, complaints from the workingmen all over 
our land, from the farmers in their alliances and in their other organ- 
izations. They can not see the cause or source of this evil, but they 
demand a remedy and that demand will be heard. Nor willitbe turned 
aside by any combination here or anywhere else. It must be met 
openly, and if you are unable to do anything with it let it be so and 
announce your inability. 

Look at our dealing with interstate commerce. Some years it 
came up here on the bill of my honorable friend from ininois [Mr. 
CuLLom], and it was hooted and jeered at; and when the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] started out on that road in the other House he 
was met with constitutional objections without number. The railroads 
were then too powerful to be dealt with. They combined together. 
There was one striking case which I introduced in my argument the 
other day where they gave a single other corporation in the combine 
the advantage of $5,400,000 a year in one transportation contract. But 
fortunately my honorable friend from Illinois here and the Senator 
from Texas and others elsewhere took hold of the matter and they pre- 
scribed a remedy, and now do you say that is a quack remedy, that it 
is an ineffective remedy? Yet their proposition was met by the same 
class of arguments that this bill is met with. 

No, sir; the power of Congress is the only power that can deal with 
these corporations. The power of Congress is the only one that can 
regulate the internal commerce of this country, The power of Con- 
gress is the only one that can bring all the parties to combinations be- 
fore a tribunal, and have that tribunal pronounce judgment, not in a 
criminal suit, but in a civil suit. 

These corporations do not care about your criminal statutes aimed at 
their servants. They could give up at once one or two or three of their 
servants to bear this penalty for them. But when you strike at their 
powers, at their franchises, at their corporate existence, when you deal 
with them directly, then they begin to feel the power of the Govern- 
ment. So in regard to interstate commerce by rail, All those corpo- 
rations and organizations opposed that law, but when it went into force 
it produced enormously good effects, and everybody appreciates it, and 
nobody proposes to dispense with the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, which was organized to enforce the interstate-commerce law. 

Sir, I have that confidence in the courts of the United States that I 
believe if you even give them a single grip, if you give them jurisdic- 
tion of this class of cases by law—because this jurisdiction can only be 
conferred by the law—they will administerthelaw. TheSenator from 
Massachusetts says we are providing here only for cases of a civil nat- 
ure, Strike it out, if you please. I would say ‘‘all cases at law or 
in equity arising under this statute; or, better yet, I would use the 
broader terms, ‘‘all controversies between citizens of different States,” 
the language used by the Constitution. Strike out the words “of a 
civil nature.” Those words are properly in the bill, because the reme- 
dies pointed out in this measure are of a civil nature, and therefore 
they are properly defined as cases at law or in equity of a civil nature, 
Strike out the words and then the jurisdiction will be broader. That 
would be an amendment I should favor. 

But the Senator says that I have crippled this measure by inserting 
words of limitation, so that these combinations must be between citi- 
zens and corporations of different States. Only the other day I met 
with a different kind of objection. It wassaid here that we were reach- 
ing out so as to bring citizens of the same State into court as defend- 
ants; that I was reaching out after a jurisdiction that ought to be 
limited to the State itself; and to avoid that objection I propose to pro- 
vide that the combinations must extend beyond the State. 

I think that is a wise provision. I think itis well to do it. Why? 
Because these combinations are always in many States and, as the Sen- 
ator from Missouri says, it will be very easy for them to make a cor- 
poration within a State. Sothey can; but that is only one corporation 
of the combination. The combination is always of two or more, and 
in one case of forty-odd corporations, all bound together by a link 
which holds them under the name of trustees, who are themselves in- 
“ eorporated under the laws of one of the States. You can not make a 
combination such as is described by this bill unless it embraces the 
members of many corporations of many States. 

Gentlemen say you must show when the commerce commenced and 
when it ended; you must distinguish between production and com- 
merce, The agreements point out and mean rtation from place 
to place. What do these great combinations—take for instance the 
Standard OilCompany—do when they transport oil to Ohio, or Chicago, 
or Indiana, east and west? They transfer oil from Pennsylvania to 
every part of the country. It is necessarily a part of their business to 
do so; itis an incident of their business. If youcould confine their busi- 
ness to a single State or if their contracts could only reach commerce 
within a State, their profits would dwindle into the air; but they are 
able to make these combinations embracing corporations without 
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number, extending their operations not only through every State of the 
Union, as the Standard Oil Company does, but throughout the civilized 
world, competing as they do—and I am glad they do compete—with 
all foreign nations and all foreign productions. If they conducted their 
business lawfully, withoutany attempt by these combinations to raise 
the price of an article consumed by the people of the United States, I 
would say let them pursue that business. ' 

Iam not opposed to combinations in and of themselyes; I do not 
care how much men combine for proper objects; but when they com- 
bine with a purpose to prevent competition, so that if a humble man 
starts a business in opposition to them, solitary and alone, in Ohio or 
anywhere else, they will crowd him down and they will sell their 
product at a loss or give it away in order to prevent competition, and 
when that is established by evidence that can not be questioned, then 
it is the duty of the courts to intervene and prevent it by injunction 
and by the ordinary remedial rights afforded by the courts. 

Not only that, but this provision allowing any party to sue is of vital 
importance. Why, sir, I know of one case where a man in good circum- 
stances, a thrifty, strong, healthy American, was engaged in this kind of 
competition. He was metin just the way I have mentioned. If he had 
had the right to sue this company in the courts of the United States under 
this section he would have been able to indemnify himself for the losses 
that hesuffered. Ihave known of other cases of thekind. Sometimes 
the damages would be too slight to give the courts of the United States 
jurisdiction. In the case of a single individual whose bread has been 
advanced in price or whose small expenditures have been somewhat in- 
creased, there is no remedy for him. Theremedy is only for those who 
are largely enough interested to sue in the courts of the United States. 

This bill does only two things. It authorizes the Government offi- 
cers in a proper case where these combinations are plainly made with 
a view that is declared by the law of every civilized country to be un- 
lawful and void and destructive to trade—when such a combination 
does exist the United States may come in and as a suitor in the name 
of the people of the United States may sue for and prevent and, if pos- 
sible, enj restrain, or tie up these combinations. That is author- 
ized to be done by the first section. 

The first section only provides for that wrong a general remedy, and 
if any injustice be done a suit is brought in the name of the people of 
the United States by the Attorney-General, and the courts of the United 
States must decide. Will they be governed by wild and arrogant feel- 
ings, like the Communists or Nihilists? No; the United States, the 
power of the country, sues these corporations, calls upon them for in- 
formation, proves, if possible, the extent of the evil, and then admin- 
isters the remedy. 

It is said that damages are not given. Well, sir, it is ndt so much 
the object of the first section to give damages as it is to provide re- 


straint, limitation, regulation, and the exertion of the power of the. 


Government over these corporations. 

In the other section there is a civil remedy provided. When a man 
is injured by an unlawful combination why should he not have the 
power to sue in the courts of the United States? It would not answer 
to send him to a State court. It would not answer at all to send him 
to a court of limited jurisdiction. Then, besides, it is a court of the 
United States that alone has jurisdiction over all parts of the United 
States. The United States can send its writs into every part of a State 
and make parties in different States submit to its process. The States 
can not do that. s 

Now, sir, under these circumstances it is important to citizens that 
they should have some remedy in a court of general jurisdiction in the 
United States to sue for and recover the da they have suffered, 
I think myself the rule of damagesistoosmall. It provides double the 
damages and reasonable attorneys’ fees. Very few actions will prob- 
ably be brought, but the cases that will be brought will be by men of 
spirit, who will contest against these combinations. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the Senator quite right in saying that without mak- 
ing some change in the law the United States court would have the 
right to send out its writs at large into the States ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. To what extent I do not know, but I think so, I 
suppose myself the writs of the United States courts would go to the 
several States. How far they may go is regulated by the law, and can 
be ascertained by an examination of the statutes. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, I think the statu- 
tory rule is that no man can be sued except in the jurisdiction where 
he resides, with one exception. There is a general exception, as I recol- 
lect the statute, and that is where the suit is to enforce alien upon real 
estate or remove a cloud from title to real estate, in which case leave can 
be obtained from the court to serye process in another district and by pub- 
lication. 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, clearly, here is a matter in which the hon- 
orable gentlemen of the Judiciary Committee can give us some relief. 
Let them frame a provision that will allow the process of the United 
States courts to go all over the United States. Why not, if that is nec- 
essary? I supposed that was provided for in existing law. Itis in 
some cases, 


2570 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Maron 24, 


Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ohio a ques- | dence in, like my friend from Ohio, I should ask him to substitute 


n. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator has alluded to the Standard Oil Com- 
pany an coa or Shea which are to be suppressed by this bill. Ishould 

ike to ask him whether the Standard Oil Company is not a corporation 
created by the laws of the State of Ohio, and is that not all there is in 
it? Asa combination, who else is to combine with it except its own 
tion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Senator is greatly mistaken. I can show him 
by the papers—the Standard Oil Company was no doubt the original 
company—that it was organized in the modest sum, I think, of $200,- 
000 paea (P and it is running now an ordinary refining business, but 
other corporations all over this country —— 

Mr. GEORGE. What other corporation now besides the Standard 
Oil Company, located at Cleveland, Ohio, is in that Standard Oil com- 
bination? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam not prepared to say, but an examination was 
made into this matter by acommittee of the other House, of which Mr. 
Bacon was chairman, and, I think, in the report which was made he 

ve a list of the corporations, and, if I am not mistaken, there are 
forty or fifty, all interlaced with each other, having different interests 
nominally, different incorporators, different charters. I think there are 
forty, or fifty great combinations. Ido not know the exact number, 
but perhaps some gentleman who has gone into the reading of that re- 
port may be able to answer. 

So with the other combinations. Ido not wish to single ont the 
Standard Oil Company, which isa great and powerful corporation, com- 

in great part of citizens of my own State, and some of the very 
men I know of. Still, they are controlling and can control the 
market as absolutely as they choose to do it; it is a question of their 
will. The point for us to consider is whether, on the whole, it is safe 
in this country to leave the production of property, the transportation 
of our whole country, to depend upon the will of a few men sitting at 
their council board in the city of New York, for there the whole ma- 
chine is operated? Ido not say anything against these men. Many 
of them are my personal friends and acquaintances. I only refer to 
them becanse they are the oldest of these combinations founded upon 
contracts which have been copied by the other combinations. 

That is ali I wish to say. If Senators find any difficulty in this bill, 
if they want tostrengthen it in any way, in the name of Heaven let 
them offer their amendments. If they think it goes too far in any 
particular, let them strike out the objectionable clauses. If it does 
not go far enough, do not call it a quack medicine, because it is hon- 
estly gotten up, even if itisnothing but paregoric. If it is not strong 
enough, put some stronger element into it. That is the business of 
the Senate. What I have done is to aid it step by step. I was in fa- 
vor of the broad declaration that certain contracts should be null and 
- void, and invoking the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, 
but I have modified it to meet the fearsand the timidity of others who 
were afraid we were going too far, and now, as I said the other day, 
the objection to the bill is its weakness, but it is weakness drawn into 
the bill because of the objections made in the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I called the attention of the Senator from Ohio to cer- 
tain propositions in his bill showing, in the ce pod paes that it did not 
include a tenth part, and perhaps not a hundredth part, of the cases 
that would arise in the country; second, that it did not contain all the 
remedies which he supposed it did, and that it was defective in sundry 
other particulars; and if I have not misunderstood my honorable friend 
he has agreed with every one of these criticisms. Hesays in regard to 
the first one that he had the bill as I think it ought to have been; but 
changed that to please some one. Then he says in regard to the next 
one he thought there ought to have been a provision declaring unlaw- 
ful contracts criminal and so punishable, but that he did not put it in 
because of somebody else. Then, he meets all the objections by con- 
ceding them, and he says in another place he thinks the bill is very ad- 
mirable because the process will run all over the United States, and 
on asking him if he is sure of that he replies that on the whole he is 
not—— 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will take your word for it, 

Mr. HOAR. And that he thinks some committee will propose a 
law which he does not provide himself. Then he answers, having 
agreed toall the objections, which, so far as I now remember, establish 
the fact that the bill ought to be strengthened, by an impassioned 
statement of the great evil which he wants to reach. We all agree 
with that, and we have trusted to him to give us a vigorous remedy. 
That is what we expectof him. Now, if a member of my family is 
suffering with an incipient cancer and a doctor comes in who proposes 
a piece of court-plaster as a remedy, ard I ask him if he thinks court- 

laster will cure that cancer and save that valuable life, and he says, 

‘No, it will not,” and then turns around on me with an impassioned 
and an eloquent statement of the horrors of the disease called cancer 
and how much it is going to ruin the lives of my family threatened 
with it, Iam obliged to say—I do not know whether the phrase ‘‘ quack 
medicine” would be a proper phrase to use—but I would rather call 
in another doctor, and if he were a doctor that I had thorough confi- 


some other prescription for his court-plaster. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE, Will the Senator yield to me to call up an appropria- 
tion bill and have a conference ordered upon it? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The urgent deficiency bill lies upon the table, and T 
ask that the Senate agree to the conference asked by the House of 
Representatives and appoint conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7496) to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiseal year 
ending Jane 30, 1890, and for other purposes, 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
agree to the conference asked by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was a to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. CocKRELL were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had a concurrent resolu- 
tion for the printing of 500 copies of the Digest of Claims referred by 
Congress to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the pro- 
visions of the act approved March 3, 1883, known as the ‘“‘ Bowman 
act,” now in manuscript, prepared under resolution of the House of 
Representatives of March 7, 1883, the same when printed to be placed 
in the hands of fhe Clerk of the House for use of Senators and Mem- 
bers of th 


TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS, 


The Senate¥as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1) to declare unlawful trasts and combinations in 
restraint of trade and production, the pending question being on the 
amendment of Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I deny the right of the Senator from 
Ohio to assume that there is no other way to reach this great evil of 
combines and trusts in this country except through his intellectual ef- 
fort and through the bill that he has reported to this body. Illustrious 
as has been the career of that Senator, there is nothing in it which 
gives him the right to assume that he has discovered the only remedy 
and the only road to success in a contest against these combinations. 

T object to his bill because, in my judgment, it will effect nothing; 
because, as a lawyer, I believe that the courts will not entertain it for 
one moment when it is brought before them. I object to it because it 
destroys all my ideas of the limitations of the Constitution. I object 
to it because it is against the spirit and letter of the judiciary act of 
1789. Lobject to it because itis ‘‘sound and fury, signifying nothing.” 
IfI believed that the bill of the Senator from Ohio, coming from him 
or any other Senator here, would effect what he claims for it, Ishould 
vote and speak forit until my strength was exhausted in this Chamber. 
I am not here to claim that I have any pre-eminence as an enemy of 
combines and trusts, but I think, although my career has not been as 
long or as illustrions as that of the Senator from Ohio, but limited and 
slight as it has been, I have shown in my legislative labors thatIam 
as much o to these combines as he jad ee be. 

Sir, I object to the bill because I am certain, as a lawyer, that the 
Supreme Conrt of the United States will never declare it to be consti- 
tutional, and for the Senator to assume that he, and he alone, has found 
the remedy in this case, is, to say the least, transcending the limits of 
parliamentary modesty. 

Now, Mr. President, I will ask the Secretary to read a bill that I 
think, although I am not the author of it (and I have been for over six 
months attempting to find some legislation that would meet this evil)— 
I freely accord to another gentleman the merit of having framed a bill 
that, in my judgment, comes nearer to furnishing a remedy than that 
presented by any other person, and I ask the Secretary to read the fifth, 
sixth, and seventh sections of the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. Coke]. That is a bill that has been offered in the 
House of Representatives, and was offered here as an amendment by 
the Senator, and I ask the attention of the Senate to it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Seo, 5. That when any State shall declare, or heretofore has declared by law, 
trusts as defined by the true intent and meaning of this act to be unlawful and 
against public policy, it shall not be lawful thereafter for any person, firm, or 
corporation to cause to be transported any product or article covered or em- 
braced by such trust from such State to or into any other State or Territory or 
the D ict of Columbia. 

See. 6. That any common carrier or agent of any common carrier who shall 
knowingly receive such product or commodity for transportation from such 
State into another State or Territory or the Di ct of Columbiashall be deemed 
guilty ofa misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be fined not less 

five hundred nor more than ten thousand dollars or shall be imprisoned 
for pax priod of time not less than one year and not more than five years, or 
by such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court, And an 
person who shall knowingly deliver to any common carrier, or agent thereof, 
any such product or commodity to be transported into another State or Terri- 
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tory or the District of Columbia shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
upon conviction shall be fined in any sum not less than five hundred 
mor more than ten thousand dollars or by imprisonment for any of time 
not less than one year nor more than five years, or by both such fine and im- 
prisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec.7. That whenever the President of the United States shall be advised that 
a trust has been or is about to be organized for either of the purposes named in 
the first section of this act, and that alike product or Copsey napered. or pro- 

to be covered or handled by such trust, when produced outof the United 

es, is liable to an import duty when imported into the United States, he shall 

be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to suspend the operation of so much 

of the laws as impose a duty upon such product, commodity, or merchandise 
for such time as he may deem proper. 

Mr, VEST. Now, Mr. President, there is a measure much more 
radical than that of the Senator from Ohio, far more effective, and not 
subject to any constitutional objection. Not even the most hair-split- 
ting constitational casuist, such as to-day has been denounced by the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH], can find any objection to that 
measure; and if my friends on the opposite side of the Chamber object 
to the seventh section because it deals with the question of import 
duties, if they do not want to give the President of the United States 
discretion to take off import duties when they protect a trust, let them 
strike it out. 

If my friend from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] or my friend from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN] objects to the sixth section because it interferes in any 
way indirectly with the interstate-commerce law, let him strike it out; 
but in the fifth section is the gist of all legislation upon the subject in 
the line indicated by the Senator from Ohio. We must rely, as I said 
on Friday last, in two jurisdictions: in the States and in the Federal 
Government; and, sir, when the States declare any article to be the 
product of a trust, when they declare any trust itself to be unlawful, 
or any combination or corporation or individuals to be unlawful, then 
let the Congress of the United States supplement that with the decla- 
ration, under the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution, that 
the products of that trust, so put under the ban of State legislation, 
shall not be carried from one State or Territory to another. 

That bill, more than any other bill introduced into Congress or ever 
invented, obviates constitutional objections and scruples and at the 
same time reaches, in my judgment, this great evil, if it ever can be 
reached by one act upon the part of Congress. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I do not believe that by impas- 
sioned eloquence the défects of this bill are to be obscured. We have 
been told that if this bi should be passed into law the Federal courts 
might take jurisdiction of all the parties to one of these combinations 
and that the defect in the State law was that the State courts could 
only take jurisdiction of the subjects of the State, or whoever might be 
domiciled in the State; and before we get through with the discussion 
we are told that the process which is to be issned ina suit of that kind 
can not go out of the district in which the party is found. Where, 
then, is the difference between the jurisdiction and power of the State 
courts and of the Federal courts? The State courts take jurisdiction 
in the State. 

In the State of New York we have three Federal judicial districts. 
Suppose the process can reach a party in the entire circuit; grant 
that it does extend to him; go as far as that; and are we to be asked 
on this bill inconsiderately to put in it a provision that process may 
reach the offending parties in the United States wherever they are, and 
disregard the settled practice in the United States since the foundation 
of the Government? An amendment of that kind would be too far- 
reaching to be adopted in this bill with the consideration that it would 
receive in this debate. So, then, under the bill we can go no further 
and we have no more power, it seems to be conceded, than the State 
courts have. 

Now, then, let us look at the only remedy that the bill affords to an 
oppressed people. 

Src. 2. That any person or corporation injured or damnified by such arrange- 
ment, contract, agreement, trust, or combination defined in the first section of 
this act may sue for and recover, in any court of the United States of compe- 
tent jurisdiction, without respect to the amountinvolved, of any person or cor- 
porationa party ton combination described in the first section of this act, twice 
the amount of damages sustained,and the costs of the suit, together with a 
reasonable attorney's fee. 

A person sues the corporation or the combination or party to the 
combination. The combination is in twine, we will say, but the man 
who is injured is in Minnesota, and he is invited by this bill to travel 
to New York, where the combination, we will say, was created, or to 
St. Louis, where I think the last one was created, and commence his 
action in thé circuit court of the United States and recover twice the 
damages that he has sustained. The middlemen will never commence 
these actions. I mean the parties who in the first instance purchase 
of the combination. That will be guarded against, and the people who 
are to suffer the damages are those who are distributed all over this 
broad land, the consumers of the article, the consumers of the merchan- 
dise, buying perhaps a hundred dollars’ worth and damaged possibly 
$10, and they have the right to follow this combination or a party to 
it wherever he is domiciled and recover twice the amount of damages 
they have sustained ! 

Seriously, Mr. President, it is a fearful attack upon trusts! Iam not 
going over the ment that I have made heretofore against the con- 
stitutionality of the bill. Iam one of those who believe that because 
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we have parties named in this bill that reside in the different States 
that gives us jurisdiction. Itisonly when the property is in commerce 
and in the course of commerce that we can take jurisdiction, and I say 
for myself, if I had made up my mind to vote for an unconstitutional 
measure and one which I believed to be unconstitutional, I should vote 
for the amendment of theSenator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], because, 
unconstitutional as it is, in my judgment it would upon its face afford 
some remedy. 

This bill, however, does not promise any relief, even if it is valid. 
But I shall not follow the example of the Senator who said that possi- 
bly he might vote for the Reagan amendment in some stage of our de- 
liberations, although he believed it was unconstitutional, because I 
most heartily indorse the sentiment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
that it is always safe to predicate your action, here or elsewhere, upon 
the intelligence of your people, and not upon their ignorance. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr, President, I do not propose to allow the Senator 
from Ohio to presume that everybody who doesnot agree with him on 
this bill and what it will do is against the relief that he seeks. My 
real objection to this bill is that itis delusive. I do not know but that 
it may be of some benefit; possibly it may. As I said before, I do not 
know but that I may vote for it; but I want it distinctly understood, 
as far as lam concerned, that I am not very much moved by it, 

Now, how does the bill reach the great evil against which it is aimed? 
The Standard Oil Trust has been spoken of. What is the Standard Oil 
Trust? A corporation in Ohio, a corporation in Pennsylvania,a corpora- 
tion in Colorado, and so on through all the States. Each corporation 
is a creature by itself. Ohio can deal with the corporation in Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But they have combinations in other States. 

Mr. TELLER. And the Ohio Legislature can say that any corpora- 
tion created by that State, which combines with any corporation in an- 
other State for this p shall be dissolved. What can we doabout 
it? If Ohio declines to do that, some «ther State may do that. But 
what can we do about it? We do notdissolve the corporation. What 
do wedo? Anybody who is damaged can sue them. When they in- 
terfere with somebody who has sunk a we'l in Ohio and they run down 
the price of oil until they shut him up, he may have his remedy against 
them. But that is not what we are complaining of. We are com- 
plaining that that Standard Oil Company has a tendency to reduce and 
des'roy competition, and thereby, by destroying competition, to put 
up improperly the price of oil. Who suffers by that? The sixty-five 
millions of people in the United States who use oil; and how do they 


suffer? How much damage have they sustained? It is inconsequen- ~ 


tial individually, but great to the whole mass of the people. 

What remedy does this bill give the people for any such misconduct 
on the part of that corporation? None whatever, because it does not 
destroy the corporation, it does not attempt to destroy the corporation, 
and could not if it did. It will not dissolve it. It will remain, al- 
thougha judgment may be rendered against it. On the contrary, inmy 
judgment, it is a bill that may be seized upon to prevent just what 
everybody admits ought to be done in this country. It may seize, as I 
said before, the organizations of labor, the organizations of farmers; it 
may take hold of them, and while it will not dissolve them they are 
not the class of men that can afford to be brought into court once or 
twice even, while these great corporations do not care how frequently 
they are brought into court where the damages that the parties get 
are just simply twice what the individual who makes the complaint 
has sustained. 

Mr. President, in France, up to 1884, there was no such thing as co- 
operation or association amongst the agriculturists of that country and 
very little among the laborers of that country. In the spring of 1884 
there was a law passed in France that enabled the laborers to form as- 
sociations something like our Knights of Labor, what are called in Great 
Britain the United Workmen, or associations of that character. It went 
further. It authorized and encouraged the agriculturists of that coun- 
try to unite together and form an association for the express purpose of 
taking care of their interests, and I believe it is not disputed by any- 
body that that has been done all over France, and done for the benefit 
of agriculture in that country, and, of course, when it is for the benefit 
of agriculture it is for the benefit of the whole community. 

J do not know—I am not absolutely certain—that under this bill the 
Knights of Labor, the Alliance, the Wheel, the National League, could be 
attacked, but it strikes me there isa great deal more probability of their 
being attacked than there is of these great, strong corporations being. 
They are the men who, if they keep on, will destroy these combina- 
tions in Chicago, these dealers in futures ; they are the people who will 
take hold eventually of the interstate-commerce question in such a way 
as to make the railroads feel their power, because, after all, the farmers 
are the moving and the influential body of this country whenever they 
unite; they have the intelligence and the virtue and the control when 
they say so. 

Mr. President, all other industries are nothing compared with the 
agricultural interests in numbers and in influence when they take hold, 
and if you give those who are opposed to their combination the slight- 
est opportunity to interfere with them they will do it. I have not 
much faith in any national control over these associations. I do not 
believe it is possible, because, as I have said, we can not dissolve the 
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corporation; we can not reach it; but the States can. Every corpora- 
tion that is created is created at the will of a State, and the State can 
put upon it just such conditions as it sees fit, The State can say, ‘‘If 
you combine with anybody in this State, or out of this State, and do 
certain acts which we declare improper and unlawful, then yourcharter 
shall be taken away by a proper proceeding in court.” We can not do 
that, and therefore it is not possible that weshould meet the difficulty 
by any bill that may pass this body. 

It is not to be said to me, because I do not agree with the Senator from 
Ohio that here is the remedy and here only, that I am not in favor of 
taking -hold of this evil with a strong hand where it can be done, The 
Senator says if we can not do this then there is no remedy at all. Not 
so; even if we had the power, the bill, in my judgment, is not well 
drawn, though I might vote for itas the best thing that could be had. 
I was glad to hear from a Senator on this floor that the Judiciary Com- 
mittee was dealing with this subject, and I think it would be well now 
to refer this bill to the Judiciary Committee and wait until we can hear 
what they propose, something that would be within the constitutional 
limits of Congress and at the same time would be vigorous and effect- 
ive; that would take hold with a strong hand and do what I have no 
doubt the Senator from Ohio wants to do, but which he does not want 
to do any more than a majority of this Senate on both sides of this 
Chamber want to do. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate do now proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, cannot we have the vote now? I 
hope we may have a vote on this bill. We might as well have the 
vote now as at any other time. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from Ohio desires to ascertain 
whether the Senate is ready to vote on the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas, I certainly have no objection; otherwise I shall insist on 
the motion. 

Mr. GEORGE. There will be moré debate on this matter. 

. Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator from Mississippi desires to 
address the Senate. ; 

Mr. INGALLS. [insist on my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas moves that the 
Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After six minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5o’clock and 16 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 25, 1890, at 12 
o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 24th day of March, 1890. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

John F. Selby, of North Dakota, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of North Dakota, as provided by section 21, chapter 
180, laws 1889, volume 25, United States Statutes at Large. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 


Pay Department. 

Maj. Thaddeus H. Stanton, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster-gen- 
eral with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, March 15, 1890, vice Smith, 
appointed Paymaster-General. 

POSTMASTER, 


Calvin L. Spaulding, to be postmaster at Brainerd, in the county of 
Crow Wing and State of Minnesota, who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, August 2, 1889, in the place of John H. Koop, 


resigned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 24, 1890. 


The Housemet at12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
WORLD’S FAIR IN 1892. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privil report. 
I report back from the Committee on Rules, with a favorable recom- 
mendation, the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


red on the engrossment, 

nal passage of the day. 

sae SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of this resolu- 
n. 


Mr. BAKER. One word, if you please. It was the understanding 
on the part of the Committee on Territories that the Wyoming bill—— - 

Mr. CANNON. I move the previous question upon this report, 
The Wyoming matter can come afterward. 

Mr. BAKER, In connection with this matter I wish to state it was 
the understanding that the Wyoming bill should be called up to-mor- 
row morning. Itwasdeferred in order to give last week tothe World’s 
Fair Committee. I now desire to give notice that immediately after 
the conclusion of this world’s fair bill I shall ask the House to consider 
the bill for the admission of Wyoming. 

Mr. CANNON. Iaska vote on the adoption of the resolution I have 
reported, 

The resolution way adopted. 

Mr. CANNON mgved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and glso moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


the table. 
The latter m\ptiAn was agreed to. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to make a privileged report 
from the Committee on Appropriations. I report back theamendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7496) to provide for certain of the most 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 
I ask unanimous consent that these amendments be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions recommend non-concurrencein nearly all the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] asks 
unanimous consent that the amendments of the Senate to the bill which 
he has indicated be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask that the report of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.7498) 
to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies in the appro} ions for 
the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other arpones, together with the amendments of the Benais thereto, having 
considered the same, beg leave to report as follows: | 

They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 5, 
6,8,9, 10, 12, 18, 24, 37,28, 29, 99,81, 83, 83, $4, and oa = ; 

igi recommend non-concurrence in the amendments numbered 1, 2,3, 4,7, 
11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 36, 37, 83, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 
51,52, 53, 54, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, and 68, 

They recommend concurrence inthe amendment numbered 55 with an amend- 
ment as follows: 

rer Pe = peg acaba in pepi edipeni ine House side of the Capi- 

Oi 
tol pend as k reatie Y steam heating of said rooms, $7,500.” PA 

The SPEAKER. The question is first upon concurring in those 
amendments of the Senate in which the Committee on Appropriations 
recommend concurrence. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I should like to have some idea of what the amend- 
ments are. 

Mr. ADAMS. So should I. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the amendments made 
by the Senate to this bill aggregate $658,563.77. The Committee on 
Appropriations has unanimous! to recommend concurrence in 
amendments amounting to $37,201.62 and non-concurrence in the re- 
mainder. I will state the items in which we recommend concurrence: 
We ask the House to concur in the amendment for refuge station at 
Point Barrow, $8,000; for repairs to Treasury building, $9,450. I will 
state that the reason why the latter item was not put on the bill by 
the House was because we thought it might wait for the general defi- 
ciency bill; there is really no issue as to the necessity for the appropri- 
ation. We also recommend concurrence in the amendment appropriat- 
ing $7,946.62 for completing public building at Leavenworth; for rent 
of extra room for Bureau of Statistics, $180; salary of Assistant Secre- 
tary of War (the office having been created by this Congress) for bal- 
ance of the fiscal year, $1,125; forsalaries of judicial officers in the new 
States, $500; for House contingent fund, $10,000. The amount origi- 
nally appropriated for this fund was $10,000. 

Subsequent to the passage of the bill in this House we found that at 
least $10,000 more would be made necessary by reason of certain orders 
adopted by the House to be paid out of this fund, and the Committee 
on Appropriations asked the Senate to soamend the bill, making it 
$20,000, and hence this $10,000 is put on at the request of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the House. In addition to this the amend- 
ment of $7,500 to complete certain rooms in the new part of the build- 
ing is recommended to be adopted by the Senate. The Senate amend- 
ment was really a House amendment and will save an expenditure we 
are now paying for rent for committee-rooms outside of this buildin, 
amounting to about $3,900 annually, besides giving to us additional 
committee-rooms without delay. 

; He BLONT “Let me ask the gentleman where these rooms are 
ocated. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In the new part of the building now 


being prepared. 
Mr. ROGERS. Before the gentleman from Iowa leaves this part of 
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the discussion, I desire to ask a question for information, as to what 
judicial officers he refers to for whom provision is sought to be made 
in the Territories and in regard to whom this amendment of the Senate 
has been incorporated in,the bill. In other words, to be more specific, 
I would like to ask the gentleman if the Federal judges have been ap- 
pointed for the new States? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, This be d A riation is for the salaries 
of the judges in the new States provided for by law. 

Mr. ROGERS. Have they been appointed ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They have been. 

Mr. ROGERS. District judges? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir; and this is to provide for 
the salaries they are to receive by the law. 

Mr. ROGERS. That was the information I desired to obtain. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will state, Mr. Speaker, for the in- 
formation of the House, because I think it ought to be known at this 
time, in view of the fact that there has been some criticism on this sub- 
ject outside, that in this bill which carries an aggregate of $24,720,- 
777.49, with all the Senate amendments added, the following amounts 
are given for the benefit of the soldiers of the late war, namely: For 
artificial limbs, $60,000; for the payment of pensions, $21,598,834; for 
soldiers’ homes, $81,609.69; for clerks and new roll-books of pension 
agents, $14,175; for back pay and bounty, commutation of rations, and 
horses, etc., lost in military service, $1,123,629.75, making a total of 
this bill for the soldiers of the late war of $22,878, 248.44, 

Now, if there are no other questions that gentlemen desire to ask in 
regard to this matter, I shall move that the report of the committee be 
adopted and the conference appointed as suggested. 

Mr. ADAMS, Before that is done, I should like to be heard for a 
few minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, How long will the gentleman require ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Not exceeding five minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Tilinois for five minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, during the last Congress there frequently 
came to us reports from the Committee on Appropriations in regard 
to Senate amendments to the appropriation bills, which reports gave no 
information whateyer to the House as to the nature of the Senate amend- 
ments. All we could possibly gather was a rapidly read list of amend- 
ments, in which the Appropriations Committee agreed to recommend 
concurrence or non-concurrence, I do not think that is a proper 
course for the Appropriations Committee to pursue in regard to this mat- 
ter. I have great regard for the chairman and members of that com- 
mittee, but it seems to me that Senate amendments to appropriation 
bills are just as much within the jurisdiction of the House as is the 
appropriation bill itself when it is before the House for consideration. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Illinois, if he 
was not satisfied with the method of dealing with Senate amendments 
to appropriation bills, why he did not ask for information. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam asking for information now. The gentleman 
from Towa has announced that he was about to move the adoption of 
the report. The committee have given no information except as to the 
particular amendments in which they recommend concurrence, The 
explanation of the gentleman from Iowa was entirely satisfactory to 
my mind in regard to the amendments to which he has referred; but, 
as a member of this House, I would like to understand, and think it 
my duty to understand, when I come to vote to non-concurin a Senate 
amendment, what I am doing. - 

Mr. SAYERS. But the gentleman referred to the action of the Ap- 
propriations Committee in the last Congress. 

Mr, ADAMS. I will say that I complained of that in the last Con- 
gress, and the result was, I may say also, that the next report which 
came in was admirable in shape and satisfactory in its explanations. It 
was a little longer than ordinary; it took a little longer for the Clerk to 
read it and it took the House a little longer to listen to it; but when 
the Clerk had read it and the House had listened to it, any member who 
had performed his duty in listening to it might form an intelligent opin- 
ion with the bill before him as to whether he should vote to concur or 
non-concur in the amendments; and I respectfully submit to the Ap- 
propriations Committee that that course ought to be pursued in the 
sutare It takesonly a little time and enables us to perform our duties 

roperly. 

With the greatest respect for the Appropriations Committee, I do 
not believe when a bill passes the House and is amended by the Sen- 
ate that the consideration of such added legislation should be delegated 
by the House to the Committee on Appropriations or to any committee 
of conference from that body. The gentleman will, of course, under- 
stand that, if the House is called to vote on a conference report without 
some such guide before us, it is utterly impossible to get the deliberate 
judgment of the House on such report. The report of the committee 
on the amendments of the Senate ought to be brought inand read, not 
only by the number of the amendments, but by their character also. 
That was done in the last House; it is an orderly practice, and I re- 

tfully submit that it should be always pursued in dealing with 
ese great questions, 

As to the present bill, in regard to the Senate amendmentsin which 


the gentleman from Iowa recommends concurrence, his explanation is 
entirely satisfactory to me; but as to those in which he moves non-con- 
currence, I know nothing, and have simply to vote on the statements 
of the conference committee, without knowing anything whatever about 
the amendments, 

Mr. SAYERS. I would suggest that the gentleman might have re- 
quired this bill to go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
z ine and then he could have had every amendment read and 

e ` 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why not have the amendments read, if the gentle- 
man so desires. That is his right. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to say, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS], than whom no member of this 
House is more faithful in the discharge of his public duties and from 
whom we can always gather good counsel in the performance of our du- 
ties faithfully, that no such report as the gentleman refers to was made 
in the last Congress in advance of the committee of conference making 
their report—not one, 

Mr. ADAMS. I think if was a District of Columbia bill, prepared 
by Mr. Hemphill; for I remember thanking him for making that rè- 


port. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There was none from the Committee 
on Appropriations. When the report of the committee of conference 
comes in these matters are given in detail. 

Now, in order that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] and 
the House may understand that the committee is not seeking to pass 
anything through without the fullest knowledge on the part of the 
House, I would like to call attention to the fact that on the 9th instant, 
when the Senate reported back the urgency deficiency bill with their 
amendments, I asked that the bill be printed with the amendments 
numbered. On the 19th that bill was ordered printed and the amend- 
ments numbered, and it has been within the reach of every member of 
this House who desired to inform himself touching thecharacter of these 
amendments, My only object in taking the course I have done, and it 
is the usual course, was not to unnecessarily encroach upon the time of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, in considering the business 
reported by thatcommittee. Any other information desired I will cheer- 
fully give; and if this House desires to have these amendments sepa- 
may. read, in advance of action, I am perfectly willing that they shall 
be read. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would be content with a statement of the gentle- 
man from Iowa as to the amendments in regard to which he desired non- 
concurrence. How many of them have involved in them a principle in 
regard to which this House would desire to have information before 
action ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will take pleasure in giving all the 
leading ones. 

Mr. ADAMS. The leading ones will be sufficient. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will say, first, that the action of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in respect to all amendments touch- 
ing which we have no executive documents giving full information, to 
non-concur in order that we might ascertain the reasons which ted 
in the minds of the Senate in adopting their amendments. It is no 
indication that our final recommendation will be unfavorable; but the 
fact is that we felt it to be our duty to know the facts and data upon 
pia the Senate acted before we recommended favorable action in the 

ouse. 
oe I will state briefly the leading items in the amendments of the 

nate. 

First, the paragraphs 1 and 2 are for the International Marine Confer- 
ence, $35,000; hs 3 and 4 for the Coast Survey, $9,000; for the 
Fish Commission an increase of $10,000; Manchester, N. H., publie 
building, $5,000; publishing a list of overdue taxes in the District of 
Columbia, $5,000; publishing the Records of the War of the Rebellion, 

50,000. 


Mr. ADAMS. Why not agree to that? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, we did not have sufficient evi- 
dence in regard to it to know whether it should be put upon an urgency 
deficiency bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not hear the gentleman’s statement suf- 
ficiently in to that appropriation asked for the publication of 
the War of the Rebellion matter, in which I feel some interest, and I 
would like to know whether a vote to approve the report now will be 
action of this House in opposition to that? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That does not follow at all. 

Mr. ADAMS. Of course it does. It moves that the House non- 
concur. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes; we move to non-concur for the 
purpose of getting the desired information for the House. We feel it 
to be our duty to do so, that when we make a recommendation to con- 
cur in any of these amendments we can answer any gentleman on this 
floor by giving the reasons why it is so recommended; and our present 
motion is no indication that we may not finally favor these amend- 
ments. 

And I give you the otheritems: For stores, etc., for new cruisers 
San Francisco and Philadelphia and the new gunboats Concord and 


Bennin, $50,000; for the yey service, $44,462.15; for the 
and improvement of Hot Springs, Ark., $3,200; for the De- 
Jaron of Agriculture, several different items aggregating $72,000; 
Senate expenses, $124,200. It is usual to recognize the wishes 
of each House in respect to its own expenditures; but as this seems 
- so great a sum, almost equal to the amount of the original appro- 
peio, we felt it to be our duty to ask the Senate for the reasons for 
increase, for the information of this body. For public printing, 
$211,000. While we are clear that this sum will probably be needed, 
we wanted the data submitted by the Public Printer upon which the 
Senate has inserted that amendment. 

Those are about all the amendmenis. If there isany other question 
which gentlemen desire to ask, I will be glad to answer; if not, I will 
renew my motion on the adoption of the report and the appointment 
of the conferees, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman a 
question as to what the appropriation in relation to the Hot Springs of 
Arkansas is for. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is an item, being amendment 25, 
found on page 15 of the bill as printed, to improve the Hot Springs of 
Arkansas, providing for the building and improvement of a free-bath 
house and bathin g pool, $3,200. Thisisa new item inrespect to which 
this House has not one particle of information, and we move to non- 
concur simply because we had no information in regard to it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I want to make a single observation to my friend 
from Iowa, for I am withont information upon this subject myself, and 
that is that some two or three years ago, probably two years ago, an 
appropriation was made for the construction of a free-bath house at 
Hot , and so far as I am advised no progress has been made in 
the construction of that building. I should be very glad myself if the 
gentleman from Iowa could ascertain in some way from the Secretary 
of the Interior, not only the necessity for the appropriation which is 
now called for in that direction, but the reason for the unusual delay 
ot the construction of that most important building to which I have 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam very much obliged to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas for the suggestion, and I will endeavor to get the 
fullest information for the House in respect to it. 

The SPEAKER. The ametoa is upon agreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate recommended to be concurred in by the committee, 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The question now ison the amendments in which 
the committee ask non-concurrence. 

The numbers of the amendments were again reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House concur in amendments 60, 
61, 62, and 63. 

The SPEAKER. Those can be considered separately. 

Theamendments recommended by the committee to be non-concurred 
in, excepting the amendments 60, 61, 62, and 63, were non-concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on concurring in the amend- 
ments 60, 61, 62, and 63. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Iask that the amendment be reported to the House, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 14, line 8, after the word “ ninety,” insert “the sum of two hundred 
thousand dollars or; "’ so that the section will read: 

“ Beo, 2. That for payment of amounts for arrears of pay of twoand three year 
volunteers certified to be due by the accounting officers of the ry, as set 
forth in House Executive Document numbered 144, Fifty-first Congress, first 
session, beer ETEY and for the payment of such amounts additional thereto as 
may be certified to be due by said accounting officers on this account during 
the fiscal year 1590, the sum of $200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is-hereby appropriated.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word in regard to that 
amendment. It will be remembered that there are in this bill four or 
five of these provisions of indefinite appropriations, involving $400,000 
or $500,000; that the House bill made an indefinite appropriation for all 
the items of this character, and the Senate has fixed the sum at the 
- amount of the estimate of the Treasury Department. That is to say, 
as to the pending item, instead of it being an indefinite appropriation, 
the amount is fixed by the Senate at $200,000 or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. The objections to indefinite appropriations have 
always been well understood, and were well pointed out when the 
subject was discussed when the bill was in the House, and I trust that 
this amendment will be adopted. If $200,000 is not sufficient let it 
be enlarged. All I insist on is that Congress shall make the appropri- 
ation and not turn over this power of appropriation of public money, 
which the Constitution has invested in Congress, to one of the Executive 
Departments. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this matter was fully discussed by the 
Committee of the Whole when this bill was As the House 


passed the bill it did provide for the payment of these claims for bounty 
and back pay that might be allowed during the remainder of this fiscal 
year a sum sufficient. The Senate strikes out ‘‘a sum sufficient” and 
pats in a definite sum, namely, $200,000 or so much thereof as may 

necessary. Now there is just this much difference between the two 
propositions: Up to the sum of $200,000 payments would be made be- 
tween this and the 1st day of July, and if no more than $200,000 of 
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these claims are allowed they would all be paid but if $1, or $50,000, 


or any sum more should be allowed, they would not be paid. 

Now, I believe that the House was right and that the Senate is wrong. 
These claims have been waited for already twenty-five years, and it is 
as little as we can do to provide sufficient money to pay them as ey 
are audited; and, of all men in this House, the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN] is the last one that I would suppose would move 
concurrence upon this point, for the reason that it was his boast the 
other day, when talking about pensions, that the Indiana Democratic 
delegation were always ready to do everything they could for the sol- 
dier. Yet now, in the face of that declaration, when a proposition comes 
which may keep the soldier from getting his bounty and back pay, 
which has been due him for twenty-five years, the gentleman from In- 
diana gets up and moves to concur in that proposition, I wanted to 
say just that, and that is all I wanted to say. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois if the Sen- 
ate amendment to which he objects does not provide all that is esti- 
mated for by the Department, 

Mr. CANNON. The House committee—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam not asking about the House committee. 

Mr. CANNON, I answer the gentleman, yes. As I understand it, 
yes. Butif this appropriation is to be definite the House committee 
wants to inquire whether that estimate is high enough. That is one 
thing we want to go to conference for. Another thing we want to go 
to conference for is to provide a sum sufficient for all these claims that 
shall be allowed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will ask the gentleman another question. If he 
can not get from the Department a proper estimate, how is he going to 
get better information in the conference committee? 

Mr. CANNON. We propose to inquire in the conference commi 
and if I have my way aboutit when this report is made the House 
appropriate a sum sufficient to pay every back-pay and bounty claim 
that will pass between this and the Ist of July. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman if his real object 
is not to avoid specifying any given amount and to put the appropria- 
tion in general terms. 

Mr. CANNON. Not atall, 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Was it not the understanding that this should be a 
formal non-concurrence, in order to go into conference and ascertain 
what definite amount would be required for this purpose? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, that was one understanding. But while the 
members of the committee are unanimous in recommending non-con- 
currence the self-constituted soldiers’ friend, the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN], who sometimes, I think, ‘‘ thunders in the in- 
dex,’’ gets up here and moves non-concurrence, not being content with 
the action of his political brethren upon the committee. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the last gentleman in the House that 
I would expect to go back upon his long-established position of insist- 
ing on definite appropriations is the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON], especially in view of the fact that I do not think he is quite as 
candid in this instanceas usual. I think the gentleman from Ilinois 
is onrad wien to the credit of being open and frank in his deal- 
ings with the House, but I really must question my friend’s earnest- 
ness in this matter, and I think that his criticism of my course is hardly 
consistent with his own record. 

What is the fact? Here is an estimate of $200,000 made by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and the Committee on Appropriations has gen- 
erally assumed that the amount of the estimate for any given purpose 
is proper and sufficient. The gentleman from Illinois Tale Cannon] 
has always resisted every attempt on the part of Congress to create in- 
definite appropriations by which the Departments of the Government 
would be left unrestricted in their expenditure of the public money 
and money expended without the direct sanction of Congress; and he 
has been just as earnest in the matter when the question affected sol- 
diers of the Union Army as with reference to any other branch of the 
service. For the first time in the gentleman’s history in this House he 
is now see to make a series of indefinite appropriations, where the 
amount would not appear, instead of a definite appropriation of a spe- 
cific sum of money in conformity with the views of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury. 

Now, the gentleman may nameany sum he pleases—$200,000, $300,- 
000, $400,000—and I will support the measure. I wish the sppropri 
ation to be ample, but I insist that his own policy and the policy of 
the Committee on RAE AAR in the past shall be adhered to; in 
other words, that there l be a definite appropriation of a given sum 
of money for the service interested. 

Now, this particular Gy a gry is to cover the period from the 
Passage of this bill up to the ist day of July next. Itcovers no other 
period. Theappropriation proposed by the Senate is in conformity with 
the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury. As I have said, 
if the gentleman wants to appropriate a larger sum, let him offer any 
fae ar as to the amount he may think proper and I will cordially 
support him. I want a sufficient sum appropriated, but I want the 
amount to be named; that is all. 


i A 
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Mr. ERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered 
that when this bill was under consideration in the House a motion was 
made to strike out the indefinite appropriation for back pay, bounty, 
lost horses, etc. In the bill as it came from the Committee on Appro- 
priations we recommended a provision in substance that ‘* whatever 
amount is necessary is hereby appropriated for this class of cases.” 
Heretofore claimants have had to wait until their claims have been al- 
lowed by the Department and reported through the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the House, upon which report an appropriation would be 
made. That practice prevailed for a long time, as gentlemen may re- 
member. The Senate has amended this provisionin twoways. Asto 
claims for back pay, bounty, rations, etc., the Senate has inserted a 
special appropriation of the amount estimated for, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, aggregating $412,000, and has struck out entirely 
the appropriation for claims for lost horses. 

We have thought it to be best to non-concur in this action of the Sen- 
ate until we can confer with that body, fortwo reasons: First, we want 
to be sure that if this appropriation is to be made specific it shall be 
amply sufficient to meet these allowances and, secondly, if such a rule 
is applied, we want to avoid this difficulty: a large number of soldiers 
under this specific appropriation will get their pay the moment the 
announcement is made that their claims are allowed; but suppose the 
appropriation should be $200,000 or $300,000 short of the amount of 
the allowances (as according to my theory it will prove to be), then 
gentlemen will find in their districts that A, B, and © will be notified of 
the allowance of their claims and will at the same time receive Treas- 
ury warrants for their payment, while D, E, and F will get notice of 
the allowance of their claims, but with no Treasury warrant. Under 
these circumstances the ‘‘ boys” will say: ‘‘ What in thunder are those 
numskulls in Congres$ about? Why can’t we all get our pay when it 
is allowed?” Why should not D, E, and F be treated the same way as 
A,B, and C? If weare to proceed on this principle of making a definite 
eppropriation; we want to proceed in the right way; we want to know 
that the sum specifically appropriated is amply sufficient. 

The committee had desired to avoid any further discussion on this 

uestion at the present time. It was understood by the members of 
the committee on both sides of the House that no farther discussion 
would be had on this matter, so far as we were concerned (of course we 
could not speak for other gentlemen and did not desire to shut them 
off), until we could investigate these matters and make sure that ifa 
speoite sum is to be named-it shall be sufficient to meet the necessi- 

es of the case. This is all I wish to say; I simply desired that the 
House should understand the question. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I have no disposition whatever to de- 
bate any question as to the amount that should properly be appropri- 
ated for this purpose or to discuss the pension question at all. My 
object is to call attention to another question, to which I desire the at- 
tention of the Committee on Appropriations for a moment—a question 
underlying any question as to the propriety of these claims or the 
amount to be appropriated for them. 

In looking at the Constitution of the United States we find it pro- 
vided that— 

No mone: d } reasw 
EE mane by Inve: ned K sexuine somsrese ADA anopeah ar te cose 
and expenditures of all public money shall be published from time to time. 

Just what provision is made for publication when appropriations, such 
as can be properly called appropriations, technically speaking, are made, 
so that Congressand the country may be advised of what is done by the 
Departmentsin the expenditureof such appropriations, I am notadvised, 
for I am not, and never have been, a member of any committee having 
jurisdiction of the appropriations of the public money. But I want to 

vite the attention of the gentleman from Iowa to the language of this 
provision of our Constitution, that— 

No money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of appropri- 
ations made by law. 

Now, what is an “appropriation made by law?” Is it such an a 
ee when we say that all of a certain classof claims which s 

uudited by one of the Departments shall be paid out of any public 
money in the Treasury? Fairly construing the Constitution, I do not 
think that can be a proper construction of it. When I look at the 
word “‘ appropriation,” as defined by Webster—for he not only defines 
the general term, but gives us also the technical application or use of 
the word—I find this word defined as “ the act of setting apart or as- 
signing to a particular use or m, in exclusion of all others.” 

Now, the Antigua of this bill, as I remember it, is that a saum of 
money sufficient to pay a certain class of claims is hereby appropri- 
ated. Ido not know that I use the exact language; perhaps Il employ 
a stronger expression than is used in the bill. Ifthe gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] has the bill before him, Ishall be glad to have 
him quote the language of this particular clause. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. After describing the nature of the 
claims to be met, the language of the bill is this: 


And for the payment of such amounts additional thereto as may be certified 
to be due by said accounting officers on this account during the fiscal year 1890, 
so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated. 

We 


Mr, ROGERS. So that we do not even use the word ‘‘sum.’’ 


set separate and apart for this given purpose no given sum. It is left 
discretionary, without designation, except when audited these claim- 
ants shall be paid. And the definition of the word ‘‘appropriation,’’ as 
I have shown, is the “‘ act of setting apart or assigning to a particular 
use or person, in exclusion of all others; application to a special use or 
purpose, as of a piece of ground, for a park, ete,” 

I will submit to my friend in all candor if we are to give this qa 
tion the most latitudinarian consideration it is an unwise, impa tic, 
unsafe way to deal with public money. If we desire to conform to 
what I understand to be the uniform practice on that subject we ought 
to designate some sum. How much it may be is a matter on which I 
have no opinion, and upon which I desire to express none, 

The legal definition is also given of ‘‘ appropriation: ” 

The application of the payment of a sum of money, by a debtor to his creditor,» 
to one of the several debts which are due from the former to the latter, 

So we find in the two definitions given one not legal, and the defini- 
tion ordinarily given for ‘‘ appropriation’’ involves the setting apart or 
separation of a certain sum of money from the balance of the money in 
the Treasury for the given purpose for which it is appropriated. And 
if we apply the technical definition it is a sum to be given for whatever 
is to be done. I suggest, if we wish to follow the letter or the spirit ot 
the Constitution or desire to adopt the ordinary practical, business 
method which you apply not only to private but to public funds, equally 
so but perhapsstronger to public than to private funds, weought tospecily 
a sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary to do so; so our con- 
stituents, the country, the House, the Treasury of the United States 
may be advised what sum we have carved out of whatever funds are 
in the Treasury of a specific sum. If it is thought thesum you select 
is too large then let it be considered so much thereof as be neces- 
sary, so appropriation bills shall carry to the country absolute verity 
as to the sum we appropriate. 

Mr. CLEMEN Ishould like to be heard on this question, while 
I ag to delay the House but a moment. This was up before, and 
the House will remember the question involved. This is a class of 
claims coming to Congress from the auditing department at the begin- 
ning of each session, and I will read the existing law on the subject: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall at the commencement of each session 
of Con report the amount due each claimant whose claim has been allowed 
in whole orin part to the Speaker of the House of Representatives and the Pre- 
siding Officer of the Senate, who shall lay the same before their respective 
Houses for consideration, 

The provision of this bill as it left the House is a departure from the 
permanent rule, and provides for the payment of these claims as they 
may be audited by the Treasury De ent, before they are sent to 
Congress for consideration. While Committee on Appropriations 
was not disposed to raise any question, I desire to say now, as I have 
said before, as I said in committee, that I believe these appropriations 
ought to be specific. 

These several items involve altogether $412,000 for the payment of 
such claims as may be audited between this time and the end of the 
fiscal year and paid without further consideration by Congress. I do 
not believe this is a wise measure, but the House has adopted it and 
the Senate has concurred in that idea and placed in the billa spouse 
sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to do this. The 
ury De ent has said this is sufficient. The Senate, too, have given 
assent by saying they believe it is sufficient. r 

If we are to depart from the old plan of considering this matter in 
Congres3 and these claims are to be paid without consideration there 
ought to be a limit, and how can we do better than to take the figures 
of the Treasury Department after they are audited and sent for pay- 
ment before Congress? Inasmuch as the question is up again, I believe 
the better policy would seem to be to close it out, 

a PETERS. You would close out the matter without investiga- 
tion 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I would not. 

Mr. PETERS. How would Congress ever consider the matter at all? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The Committee on Appropriations and the House 
and the Senate have given the entire amount which the Treasury De- 
partment asks and recommends as the sum requisite for the payment 
of these claims for the period specified. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like to close this 
debate if ible. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Ido not wish to consume any further time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before the gentleman from Georgia resumes his 
seat I would like to ask asingle question. For some reason I failed 
this morning to get notice to attend the meeting of the Committee on 
sat pines and hence was not present when this matter was con- 
sidered. The question I desired toask is whether the specific amounts 
named by the Senate here are the amounts estimated by the Treasury 
Department as necessary to meet these payments. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. They are the exact amounts asked for by the 


Treasury Department in the estimates, 
Mr. DOORERY. And the Senate proposes to give the exact esti- 
mates? 


Mr. CLEMENTS. The entire amount. 
Mr, BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker — 
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Maron 24, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not want to take up much more 
time with this matter if we can avoid it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Of course it is in the control of the gentleman from 
Towa. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. How much time does the gentleman 
desire? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Only five or six minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I yield six minutes to the gentleman 


from Georgi 

Mr. BLOU) NT. Mr. Speaker, the tendency of the times in this coun- 
try and in all countries toward the improvement of the public service 
has been in the line of the most minute details of public expenditures 
as far as is practicable. You may recur to the early history of this 
country and these indefinite appropriations were common, But the 
experience of our public men has caused an enlargement in this direc- 
tion in the matter of the specific designation of the items of appropri- 
ation and sums of money required to meet the expenditures of the 
Government. In Great Britain the detail of expenditures of appropri- 
ation is enlarged far beyond anything that obtains in this country. I 
think it need only be said that the specifying of the objects of expend- 
iture and the amounts to be appropriated therefor are helpful to a 
careful scrutiny by legislative bodies in the preparation of necessary 
legislation on such subjects, and that it ought to be maintained in all 
cases wherever it is possible to do so. 

An act of Congress directs a Secretary of the Treasury to send in his 
estimates to Congress—this amongst others—and for what purpose? 
Manifestly for the purpose of review and examination. And now, sir, 
we propose in haste to depart from the salutary policy indicated by 
that legislation of Congress, to depart from the policy indicated by the 
rules of this House in referring the estimates of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the Committee on Appropriations for consideration and re- 
port thereon to the House, and it is p: to let the Committee on 
Appropriations take entire charge of the subject, ignore the statute to 
which I have referred, ignore the estimates of the Secretary of the 
Treasury absolutely, and declare that these are insufficient, and they 
propose to deal with the subject in the committee-room or in confer- 
ence according to their own judgment, Sir, I believe in the necessity 
for conference committees, but I do not believe in transferring the 

ers and duties of this House in the matter of public expenditures 
blindly to a committee of conference or to any other committee. 

The Senate has wisely, I think, taken the correct view of the matter 
by inserting in the appropriation bill the actual amount indicated by the 
Treasury entas necessary. There is no indisposition to provide 
properly for it, but simply the desire to state distinctly and definitely 
what the sum shall be; and it comes back in that shape to the House— 
in the shape of a protest on the part of the Senate against this loose 
method of appropriating the public moneys, And in that shape it de- 
serves the attention of the House. These sumsshould be concurred in 
by the House, if regarded as sufficient; and, if not, then the total should 
be reduced, and we should not refuse to exercise the powers belong- 
ing to the House of examining the matter by transmitting it blindly to 
a committee of conference. 

Mr. McADOO. Will thegentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. inly. 

Mr. McADOO, I to ask the gentleman what, in his opinion, 
would be the effect of the House loosening its hold on the public purse 
by making indefinite appropriations. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Naturally there is no such careful examination of the 
sums and items necessary, and naturally it follows that there would 
be careless consideration and hasty legislation. 

Mr. McADOO, Thetendency would be to take from the House leg- 
islation on these subjects, in their consideration, and give it to the De- 

ent? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That would be the tendency. And the only justifi- 
cation for this is because it relates to matters connected with 
the pay of soldiers, Ifit related to anything else, the impropriety of 
this pne would not be questioned; but when itcomes to an appro- 
priation looking to the compensation of soldiers or the payment of any 
sums due them, a different rule prevails. Hitherto an appropriation 
of specific amount has obtained for this purpose and the n 
amounts have been appropriated to satisfy this expenditure. And the 
soldiers of the country are just as much interested in correct, method- 
ical, and orderly legislation as any other part of the people of the coun- 
try; and I trust that the feeling of gratitude and devotion to them will 
not induce us to depart from our salutary practices of legislation which 
we have hitherto regarded as important to protect the interests of the 


people. 

I trust, therefore, that the House will concur in this Senate amend- 
ment, and not send back to the Senate a message that we are distrust- 
ful of the Secretary of the Treasury, that we are distrustful of your 
judgment in relation to these amounts, or that we intend to part with 
all power of review of these questions, and leave it entirely to the De- 
partment hereafter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I now yield three minutes to my col- 
I on the committee [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky 


BRECKINRIDGE, ofKentucky, Mr. Speaker, it was the under- 


standing in the Committee on Appropriations that we should not have a 
debate now, but as the motion has been made by the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] it is perhaps proper that I should say that the 
view I have is,more extreme than the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana indicates, 

There are three distinct propositions as to the provisions of the bill. 
One is the proposition of the gentleman in charge of the bill, the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ], and the chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. CANNON], that there should be an indefinite and future ap- 
propriation out of which these claims should be paid without any lim- 
itation as to amount and without any power in Con to revise the 
payments. Thesecond is that contained in the Senate amendment, in 
which the gentleman from Indiana moves to concur, that there shall be 
this indefinite appropriation for claims to be hereafter audited, but that 
a limit shall be fixed to the amount tobe thus used. The third is that 
which I approve, and it is indicated in the sixty-eighth amendment of 
the Senate, and that is that there shall be no further future indefinite 
permanent appropriations, where it strikes out the words: 

And for the payment of such amounts additional thereto as may be certified 
to be due by said accounting officers on this account during the fiscal year 1890, 
so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated. 

That is, I am opposed to the proposition of the gentleman from Iowa, 
even as modified by the gentleman from Indiana. I am opposed to 
giving to the accounting officers of the Treasury the power to pay any 
claims prior to their being examined and under the supervision 
and revisory power of Congress. No matter what that claim may be, 
that we ought to hold the final control over the expenditure of the pub- 
lic money. And while I think the proposition that the Senate has put 
in is a better one than the House adopted, I do not think it goes far 
enough. Iam op to the whole principle of giving to the Execu- 
tive Departments of the Government the power to spend money not pre- 
viously appropriated by enumeration and distinct authorization by the 
Congress of the United States. I do not, therefore, want to seem to 
approve the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana except as being 
the lesser of two evils. I think that it is bad policy in the Congress of 
the United States to let go a single inch of the hold that it has over the 
purse-strings of the Treasury. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the general range of dis- 
cussion, outside of what was offered by my friend from Arkansas, 
was fully gone over in the former debate, and I will not recur to those 
points further. My friend from Arkansas raises the question of defi- 
nition of an appropriation, claiming that this kind of appropriation is 
in violation of the Constitution. I only want to say in Hee that we 
have now indefinite appropriations amounting annually to about $106,- 
000,000; that every Congress has interpreted the meaning of the word 
and acted upon it. Indefinite appropriations are made for many 
things. We make indefinite appropriations for paying the interest on 
the public debt and for the sinking fund. We make an indefinite a 
propriation in connection with the customs service, and about. the: 
fees, forfeitures, etc. And not only that, butin the case of paying the 
bonds and the sinking fund and interest there are permanent indefi- 
nite appropriations. So that we have some more offensive than this 
could possibly be. But more than that. The Congress of the United 
Stales has given the definition of the word ‘appropriation *’ in con- 
nection with this class of cases; forin the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh 
Congresses we made indefinite appropriations for this very class of cases. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let us have a separate vote on these, Mr. Speaker. 
I hope we may have a separate vote on these amendments. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iwould say to the gentleman from 
Georgia I do not think we need a separate yote on these amendments. 
We concurred in a number of amendments. These items are among 
the amendments we ask to non-concur in. 

Mr. BLOUNT. On this proposition I ask a separate vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa demands the previous 
question upon the motion to concur in the amendments 60, 61, 62, and 


Mr. BLOUNT. I did not understand the motion was made to con- 


cur. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to concur was made by the gentleman 
from Indiana. The first question is on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, Isimply want to ask that one of these 
paragraphs be read. - 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They are of the same general class. 

Mr, BLOUNT. I ask that the first paragraph of the gentleman’s 
amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER. It has been read. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask that it be read again. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first put the motion for ordering 
the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the Chair decline to entertain the request? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first put the question on ordering 
the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. All right, ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed the wish of the gentleman 
from Georgia was being carried out. 
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The previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will read the first | House of 


amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 14, line 8, after the word “ninety,” insert: “ The sum of $200,000 for;” 
so that the amendment will read as follows: > 

“ For the payment of such amount additionalas may be certified to be due by 
said accounting officer on this account during the fiscal year 1890, the sum of 
$200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated,” 

The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to have it taken alto- 
gether. E 

Mr. HOLMAN. They all involve the same question. 

TheSPEAKER. Thequestion ison concurring in the Senate amend- 
ments numbered 60, 61, 62, and 63. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 83. 

Accordingly the House refused to concur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report an amendment which 
the committee wish to have adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee recommend concurrence in amendment 55 with an amend- 
ment as follows: 

Insert after the amended paragraph the following: “For plastering and finish- 
ing committee-rooms on the House side of the Capitol terrace, including steam 
heating of said rooms, $7,590.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The report of the committee was then agreed to, and the Speaker an- 
nounced as conferees on the part of the House Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, 
Mr, CANNON, and Mr, BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, 


DIGEST OF CLAIMS REFERRED TO THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Printing and ask for its present consider- 
ation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 70) authorizing the printing of the digest of claims re- 
ferred by to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the pro- 
visions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That there be printed copies of the digest of claims 
referred by Congress to the Court of Claims fora finding of facts under the pro- 
visions of the act approved March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act, now 
5 meagsoipt prepared under resolution of the House of Representatives of 


The Committee on Printing report the following concurrent resolu- 
tion in lieu thereof: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
rinted 500 copies of the digest of claims referred by Congress to the Court of 
laims for a pepo, Pad facts under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 
1883, known as the Bowman act, now in manuscript, prepared under resolution 
of the House of Representatives on March 7, 1888, the same when printed to be 


piacon in bands of the Clerk of the House for the use ot the Senate and mem- 
rs of the House, 


The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the joint resolution will be laid 
on the table and the question will be taken on the concurrent resolu- 
tion. 

The concurrent resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report of the com- 
mittee accompanying the resolution be printed in the RECORD. 

The report is as follows: 

The committee have considered the joint resolution (No. 70) authorizing the 
pinne of the digest referred by Congress to the Court of Claims for finding of 

ts under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowma: 

act, and direct me to report the same back with recommendation that it do lie 
on the table, and that a substitute therefor be adopted in the form of a concur- 
rent resolution which is herewith submitted. The concurrent resolution will 
accomplish the object desired, and there is no reason why a joint resolution 
should be passed. The estimated cost of printing 500 copies of this digest of 
claims is the sum of $1,184, 

Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back the following concurrent resolution; which was read, considered, 
and adopted: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Pub- 
lic Printer be, and is hereby, authorized to print 2,500 extra co; ji of the annual 
report of the health officer of the District of Columbia, 109 for the use of the 


Senate, 350 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,050 for the use of 
the said health officer of the District. . a 


Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
KNAPP, on account of sickness in his family. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had concurred in the resolution of the House provid- 
ing for printing the report of the Zoological Park Commission. 
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The message also returned, in accordance with the request of the 
ntatives, the bill (H. R. 2239) for the relief of the 
heirs of John H, Jones and of the heirs of Thomas D. Harris. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 6099) granting an increase of pension to 
Elmer A. Snow. 


The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with an 


.| amendment in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the 


bill (H. R, 525) to establish two additional land offices in the State of 
Montana, 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. 856) to amend 
section 1 and section 9 of an act entitled “An act to authorize the Den- 
ison and Washita Valley Railway Company to construct and operatea 
railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved July 1, 1885, agreed to the conference asked by the House on . 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr, JONES 
of Arkansas, Mr. DAWES, and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE as conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 73) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and wife, of Ore- 


n; 
kii bill (S. 231) for the relief of Robert H. Montgomery; 

A bill (S. 393) for the relief of Aquilla Jones, late postmaster at In- 
dianapolis, Ind. ; 

A bill (S. 462) making an appropriation for the construction of a 
light-house and steam fog-signal on St. Mary’s Island, Alaska; 

A bill (S. 555) for the relief of James W. Harvey, as assignee of Jo- 
seph Parkins; 

A bill (S. 724) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
United States steamer ‘Tallapoosa; 

A bill fe 877) for the relief of Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs; 

A bill (8. 884) to incorporate the King Theological Hall; 

A bill (S. 897) to establish a port of delivery at Sioux City, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1034) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of the 
estate of James L. Day, deceased; 

A bill (8. 1264) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
San Diego, Cal. ; 

A bill (S. 1350) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Charles G. Sawtelle, 
deputy quartermaster-general, United States Army; 

A bill (S. 1548) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Taunton, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts; 

A bill (S. 1616) for the relief of Charlies Adams; 

A bill (8. 2262) for the relief of John S, Neet, jr.; 

A bill (S. 2412) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack; 

A bill (S. 2415) to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing the 
Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company of Natchez, 
Miss., to construct a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Nat- 
chez, Miss.,’’ approved July 19, 1888; ` 

A bill (S. 2447) to extend to Tampa, Fla., the privilege of immedi- 
ate transportation of unappraised merchandise; 

A bill (S. 2481) to improve the marine hospital at Vineyard Haven, 


Mass. ; ; 

A bill 2542) further to provide for the administration of oaths; 

A bill (S. 2618) to confirm to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., certain lands 
occupied for school purposes; 

A bill (S. 2634) for the relief of T. A. Kendig; 

A bill (S. 2835) to amend an act approved March 3, 1888, entitled 
“An act to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of the Revised Statutes, and 
making Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, a port of entry in place 
of Middletown; 

A bill (8. aan granting a pension to Jeremiah White; 

A bill (8. 763) granting a pension to Martha F. Webster; 

A bill (S. 778) granting a pension to James E. Kabler; 

A bill (S. 840) granting an increase of pension to Levi Moser; 

A bill (S. 1047) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; 

A bill (S. 1082) granting a pension to Frederick Kidwiler; 

A bill (S. 1151) granting a pension to Robert Foss; 

A bill (S. 1152) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall; 

A bill (S. 1154) to increase the pension of James Johnston; 

A bill (S. 1247) granting a pension to Michael Shong; 

A bill (S. 1256) granting a pension to James A. Myers; _ 

A bill (S. 1269) granting a pension to James M. McKinney; 

A bill (S. 1502) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald; 

A bill (S. 1665) granting a restoration of pension to Sarah A. Wóod- 


ridge; 
A bill (S. 2068) placing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pension- 
rolls; 
A bill (S. 2076) granting an increase of pension to John E. Walton; 
A bill (8. 2103) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Seyfforth; 
ees bill (S. 2245) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Adelaide H. 


A bill (S. 2285) granting a pension to Hannah Leo; 
A bill (S. 2369) granting an increase of pension to Oscar S. Collins; 


b 
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A bill (S. 2389) granting an increase of pension to Robert H. Milroy, 
major-general, United States Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 2451) granting a pension to Juliet Opie H. Ayers; 

A bill (8. 2531 nting an increase of pension to Benjamin T, Baker; 

A bill (S. 2598) increasing the pension of Walter P. Harrison; and 

A bill (S. 2611) granting a pension to James Anderson. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill S. 4, being an act authorizing the establishing of a pub- 
lic park in the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC PARK IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Burrows in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole for the 

of considering the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 
e Clerk read as follows: 
$ A bill (S. 4) authorizing the establishing of a public park in the District of Co- 


The bill was read, as follows: 
An act (S. 4) authorizing the Sees rs of a public parkin the District of Co- 


OaE Newiniag 25. 
7 Bi 

the course of sald 
the bed of the creek, of 


or pleasure ground for the benefit and enjoyment of the people of the United 
i the whole Lract so to be selected and condemned 
under the provisions of this act shall not exceed 2,000 acres, 


3; 
o Chief of Engineers of the United 


ission. 

Sec. 3. That the said commission, immediately after making the selection of 
said tract, shall make application to the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia, at a general or l term, by petition containing a particular description 
of the property required, with the name of the owner or owners thereof, and 
his, her, or their residence, as far as the same can be ascertained, and said court 
is hereby authorized and required, upon such application and without delay, to 
asceriain and assess the damages occasioned by the taking of said land to each 
owner thereof or to any person having a legal claim to said damages, in the 
manner provided with reference to the taking of land for highways in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Sc, 4. That the fee-simple of all premises so appropriated for publie use, of 
which an appraisement shall have been made under the order and direction of 
said court, shall, upon paymentof the appraised value to the owner or owners, 

vely, or to such persons as shall be authorized to receive the same for 
any such owners, be vested in the United States; and if, in any case, the owner 
or owners of any portion of said land shall refuse or neglect, after the appraise- 
ment of the cash value of said lands and improvements by said court, to de- 
mand thesame from the said commission, upon depositing the a paces value 
in said court to the credit of such owner or owners, ivel e fee-simple 
of all such lands shall be in like manner vested in the United States. And the 
commission is hereby authorized and uired to pay to the several own- 
ers, ‘ely, or to such persons autho asaforesaid, the appraised value 
of the several premises as specified in the fs pepe by said court, or to pay 
into court by it as hereinbefore provided the said appraised value, 

Sec. 5, That said court may direct the time and manner in which possession 
of the property condemned shali be taken or delivered, and may, if necessary, 
enforce any order or issue any process for giving possession. 

Sec, 6, That no delay in making an assessment of compensation, or in tak- 
ing possession, shall be occasioned by any doubt which may arise as to the 
ownership of the property or any part thereof, or as to the interests of the re- 

ive owners, In such cases the court shall require a deposit of the money 
owed as compensation for the whole Popoy or the part in dispute. Inall 
cases as soon as the said commission shall have paid the compensation 


or secured its payment by a deposit of money under the order of the court, 
possession of the property may en. 
Sec. 7. That to defray all expenses of inquiry, survey, assessment, payment 


for lands taken, and all other necessary expenses incidental thereto, the sum of 

,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not rwise appropriated : vi That one- 
half of the sum which shall be annually appropriated and expended for the 
maintenance and improvement of said Jandsasa mpeg Eyi shall be charged 
againstand paid out of the revenues of the Di ct of Columbia, in the man- 
ner now provided by law in respect to other appropriations for the District of 


lumbia. 

EC. 8. That the public k authorized and established by this act shall be 
under the pa control of the commissioners of the District of Columbia and 
the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, whose duty it shall be as soon 
ous iaae ers rt lay out and prepare roadways and bridle paths, tobe used for 

ving and for horseback riding, respectively, and footways for pedestrians; 
and whose duty it shall also be to make and publish such regulations as they 
deem necessary or proper for the care and management of the same. Such 
régulations shall provide for the preservation from injury or spoliation of all 
timber, animals, or curiosities within said park, and their retention in their 
natural condition, as nearly as possible. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, the proposition to form a public park 
out of lands lying along Rock Creek, north of the city, is one with 
which the members of the House are so familiar in a general way that 
it does not seem to me necessary to enter into any extended remarks 
upon the subject at this time, I therefore content myself with sub- 
mitting the bill upon the views of the committee as expressed in their 
report, and I now call for the reading of that report. 

~ 


sE- 
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The report (by Mr. GROUT) was read, as follows: 


cise in the open country. 
a * * + * + = 

“In no place has nature been more bountiful of her charms than in the vicin- 
ity of this city, and all can be found so near and accessible; the valley of the 
Creek and its tributaries, the Broad and eer obe maneo- and the several mi- 

nor rivulets, with the adjoining hills overlooking beautiful streams, present 
tothe Capital of the nation advan not to be lightly snakes een in providing 
a Poe worthya t people. All theelements which constitute a public resort 
of the kind can be found in this wild and romantic tract of country. With its 
charming drives and walks, its hills and dales, its pleasant valleys and deep ra- 
vines, its primeval forests and cultivated fields, its running waters, its rocks 
clothed with rich fernsand mosses, its re and tranquillity, itslightandshade, 
its ever-varyin Subia its beautiful and extensive views, the locality is al- 
ready DOS with all the features necessary for the object in view. There 
you can find nature diversified in almost every hue and form, needing but the 
taste of the artist and the skill of the engineer to enhance its beauty and use- 
fulness ; pae pruning and removing what may be distasteful, my ain! the 
roads and paths and the construction of new ones, and i ing e already 
large growth of trees and shrubs, deciduous and evergreen, by adding to them 

La * * - 


those of other climes and countries, 
. . * 

“The valley of Rock Creek occupies a central tion to both, as it lies be- 
tween the Tennallytown road on the west, one of the most prominent thorough- 
fares leading out of the one city, and the Fourteenth street road and Seventh 
street a on the east, two of the finest communications, running in a 
northerly direction from the other. From these main highways many branches 
cross the yallcys or follow along the banks of the stream, 
roads already form beautiful drives. 

. >. * > * * *. 
“ Rock Creek winds along for more than 4 miles through the center of the 
roposed grounds, receiving at convenient points the waters of the Broad and 
ny branches and several smaller tributaries. Fora short distance it courses 
through a narrow but beautiful valley, then wildly dashes for a mile over a suc- 
cession of falls and rapids with a descent of some 8 feet, the banks on both sides 
being bold, rocky, and picturesque; then passes again through narrow valleys 
or between high, bluff banks. At many points the creek is capable of bein: 
dammed, thus forming a series of lakes and ponds for useful and ornamenta. 
Liat org The many deep ravines setting in towards it can furnish romantic 
walks and quiet retreats for the pedestrian. The larger part of the ground is 
thickly wooded and capable of po adornment,” 

Major Michler, in giving a detailed list of the vegetable growth within the limits 
of the pro; park, names more than one hundred plants, shrubs, and vines, 
and thirty-six varieties of trees. He also estimates the expense of 1,800 acres to 
be at an average of $200 per acre, or $360,000, and closes his report with the fol- 
lowing language: 

“In conciuding this report I would respectfully suggest to your honorable 
committee the necessity of commencing the construction of the national Bie 
as soon as practicable. It is a grand and beautiful undertaking, and should be 
prosecuted with the greatest energy. A sufficient appropriation for inclosin 
the grounds purchased, for improving and keeping in repair the drives an 
walks already constructed,and for the laying out of others should be made, 
For this purpose $100,000 would be sufficient for present expenditures.” 

This report was made in 1866, soon after the close of the war, and ata time 
when the country was just beginning to realize the enormous debt inourred in 
its prosecution, and when all our energies were directed to the work of provid- 
ing for it, and naturally enough Congress hesitated to make the expenditure, 
and this park measure was lost. 

The proposition, however, was renewed in the Forty-ninth Congress by a 
bill which was reported favorably, but was not acted upon in the House. 

The same proposition reappeared in the Fiflieth Congress, anda bill was re- 
ported favorably by Mr. Hemphill, then chairman of the House Committee on 
the District of Columbia: and the reasons for immediate action are so well 
stated in his report (No. 3866, Fiftieth Congress, second session) that we make 
it a part of this report. 

“It seems unfortunate that the earlier endeavors to secure these lands at their 
then trifling value did notresultin their purchase. It appears to be universally 
agreed that such public parks are necessary in or near large cities, and the re- 
sult has been that practically all cities of consequence, both in Europe and in 
this country, and especially all capitals, are in the enjoyment of such pleasure 


unds. 

The foresight indicated by the founders of this Capital city in laying out broad 
avenues and reservations has been already amply justified by the harmonious 
development of these advantages by persons from all sections of the country. 

“The present condition of the District of Columbia and its evident future ad- 
monish us that provision should at once be made for such a park as the popu- 
lation ofa large and prosperous Capital city demands. 

“There are several persuasive reasons why the pending bill should pass, and 
which will be adverted to briefly. 

“The present owners of the bulk of the lands proposed to be taken have held 
them for a generation or more. Several fortunate results follow from this con- 


These transverse 


proposed leg 
pressly secures the protection of the trees and other natural attractions in the 
par! 
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“4. Rock Creek drains a large 
through the city of Washington. Ifresidences should be placed its banks 
the sewerage would be emptied into that stream and necessarily en: r the 
health of this city. The consequence would be either that this continuous risk 
must exist or that this picturesque creek must be covered in and used exclu- 
sively as a sewer. 
jon of the creek along which dwelling-houses have already been 


section of the country practically, and flows 


“ That port 
built is now an open sewer flowing through the city, from w: disagreeable 
and noxious odors constantly rise, greatly to the detriment of the health of the 
people along its banks and to the injury of property in that section; and, in 
the opinion of your committee, the time is near at hand when this portion of 
the creek must be covered over or some other mode of protection adopted, at a 
cost of many thousand dollars. 

“The preservation of both banks of Rock Creek, as proposed in the pending 
bill, will at once avoid this danger and cost, and preserve the existing beauty 
of a large territory. Looking at this measure merely as a practical business mat- 
ter itseemsto be wise. Such a preservation of the natural uties ofa section so 
near the city will conduce greatly to the physical as well as the moral improve- 
ment of the peo 

“>It is certainly 


old and young, rich and poor, with the po of all needs, healthy exercise in 
the open country.’ In the passage of this bill by Congress nothing more will 
be done and in fact notas much as has y been done in many other cities 


of this and other countries. 
Pi tg feiss of the park commissioners of the city of Boston for 1886 it is 


“Twenty years ago there were but two well advanced rural parks in Amer- 
ica; now there are more than twenty. Every city that was then ata lel 
stage in the discussion of a park pi with m now has the pro, ina 
Jarge degree realized, and is enjoying the profits of it. * * * London and 
Paris, Brussels and Liverpool, bave each ina generation twice doubled the area 
of their rural recreation grounds, All the cities of the British Islands thirty 
Agara ago possessed but four parks adapted to rural recreation; they now hold 

y, as large inac as Franklin ‘k in Boston.’ 

“There is an im) on with some that the civilized world has been swept 

by a ruinous rage for parks, but not an 


d t th: regarded: b, gti oh a; ying fi i 
vide for rural recreation that is not ose who are paying fori 
Se eal woaits all it has cost. No city possessed vs ifs rural regrets its pur- 
chase. During the last year New York City, which has largest and cost- 
liest experie park-making of any city in the worid, has been purchasing 
Jand for six additional parks, averaging 600 acres each in area. icago has 
six rural parks, in each of which large works of construction have been com- 
pleted, and are found valuable beyond on. 

“Even smaller cities than Boston, such as New Haven, Bridgeport, Albany, 
Buffalo, and Montreal, have been provided withraral parks. The city of Balti- 
mon paid for Druid Hill Park $538,000, and it has, besides, four other smaller 
parks. 

“ Fairmount Park, Philadelphia, was secured at a cost, in round numbers, of 


300,000, 
i Centtal Park, New York City, was purchased for the sum of $6,253,033.55. 
The city has, in addition, thirty-eight o sre yeaa 

“In Brooklyn, Park was at a cost of $3,919,370.70. St. Louis 
has a number of parks, the largest of which was purchased for the sum of 
$849,058.61. ‘The total acreage of parks in this city is 1,788.59acres; and, though 
tri of the land was donated, the cost of same amounts to $1,309,944.06 actually 


nee of 


paid. 

“The ground for the use of a national park in this city can now be con- 
demned at a reasonable cost, and prompt action will not only save many thou- 
sands of dollars, but prevent the destruction of the natural beauties of the coun- 
try along Rock Creek, which are second to those of no other locality adjacent 
to any city in the world. 

“The pending bill seems to provide an extremely satisfactory mode of acquir- 
ing title to the land. The process by which the condemnation is effected is the 
same as that adopted by Congress in respect to the land recently secured as a 
Library site near the Capitol. Whatever questions may have arisen in pv gree 
to proceedings under the latter bill have been settled by the eral term of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia. It is hoped and believed that the 
same satisfactory result will be reached in the proceedings under the bill now 
under consideration.” 

Your committee have given this bill careful consideration, and in view of the 
public expectation and desire concerning this park, and the belief of your com- 
mittee that it will some time be established, and the Pa Brees itcan never 
be done at less cost than now, and in view of the fact also t while creating 
it we shall be contributing to the comfort and health and happiness of the 
present and Spine peneana, we can at the same ti by giving it the 
name of that great benefactor of the race, whose discoveries have grown intos 
solid hemisphere of republics, show our appreciation of the grandeur of his 
pos and the far-reaching results of his work, and leave this testimonial as a 

ee to future ages, we recommend the passage of the bill when amended 
as follows: 

Amend section 1 by striking out in line 5, after the word “ creek,” the word 
“or” and insert the word “nor.” 

Strike out in the same line the word “for.” 

Insert in line 11, after the words * United States,” the words “ to be known by 
the name of Columbus Memorial Park.” 

Amend section 7 by inserting after the word “the, ” in line 3, the words “ half 
ofthe,” and inserting, after the word “appropriation,” in line 5, the words “and 
=e oer half is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of Co- 

um 
À eee outin lines 5 and 6 the word “ provided” and insert the word 
and, 

Add to section 7 the words ‘‘and the other half shall be appropriated out of 
the Treasury of the United States.” 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no general debate desired, the Clerk 
will proceed to read the bill by paragraphs. 

Mr.SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill whether he proposes to fix any time for 
general debate. This certainly is a bill calling for the expenditure of 
a large amount of money, and it should be freely and liberally dis- 
cussed. I therefore ask that he agree to two hours on each side if so 
much time shall be required. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Grout] tostate that he submitted the bill to the commit- 
tee upon the report, and the Chair inquired if there was a demand for 
general debate, stating that otherwise the bill would be read by para- 


graphs. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I did not understand at the time that general de- 
bate was to be cut off. Iask now that two hours upon each side be 
allowed for general debate. 


Mr. GROUT. If there are gentlemen upon the floor who wish to 
speak to this bill I certainly have no objection. I did suppose, however, 
that sufficient opportunity would be given to gentlemen to free their 
minds as the bill was considered by paragraphs. The paragraphs of the 
bill as read wills various questions upon which remarks may be 
made and I thought that would be suflicient, but if members desire gen- 
eral debate upon this bill I will not object. How much time does the 
gentleman want? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Let us have a couple of hours on each side. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I want to sayin behalf of the commit- 
tee having this bill in charge that they do not require any two hours 
for general discussion. Now, if the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SPINOLA] wants time I am quite willing that he shall take all the time 
he chooses. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iam only one man. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, this bill provides for the condem- 
nation of about 2,000 acress of Jand, at an ex as I understand, 
that will be very heavy, and I think there ought to be a reasonable 
time allowed for general debate, While I am in favor of parks under 
proper circumstances, I am not in favor of a public park in this city 
unless good reasons are shown for the same, and I am not in favor of 
condemning as much as 2,000 acres of land at a heavy cost unless it 
can be fairly shown that it will be a great public advantage. There- 
fore, I think that if this bill is a good one it will be benefited by gen- 
eral debate. - 

Mr. GROUT. How much time do the gentlemen on the other side 
want? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Two hours on this side will satisfy us. 

Mr. McCREARY. I suggest to the gentleman in charge of the bill 
that no limit be fixed at present. Let us go on with the general de- 
bate, and if members desire to speak they can be heard, and,on the other 
hand, if they are satisfied, the debate will soon come to an end. 

Mr. GROUT. The committee do not desire any time for general de- 
bate. Their report upon the bill, which covers the subject, has been 
read and is sufficient to make the matter understood by the House; 
nevertheless, if gentlemen upon the other side will name the time 
which they desire I think we can come to an anderstanding. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr, Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill for some information which may enable us to fix 
upon a limit for the general debate. I observe that this report does 
not give us any information at all about the probable cost of this land. 
The only estimate that is offered is one thirty years old. Eighteen 
hundred acres of this land at that time would probably have cost 
$360,000. The committee have contented themselves with submitting 
an estimate made thirty years ago. Now, the House would like to 
know, or at least I as one member would like to know, what would 
be the cost of that 2,000 acres of land to-day, and then I would 
like to know further what would be the probable cost per annum of 
maintaining the park hereafter. I hope the gentleman will give the 
Committee of the Whole some information upon these points. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman had read the bill he would have 
seen thatit makes an appropriation of a certain sum beyond which the 
commissioners can notgo, That sum is $1,200,000, which is supposed 
to cover the expenses, incidental and otherwise, of purchasing and lay- 
ing ont the park. So mach as to the amount. 

Mr. HERBERT. But we would like to know the reason the gen- 
tleman has for supposing that the estimate is correct. ; 

Mr. GROUT. Well, the commissioners can not go beyond the amount 
appropriated in the bill, whether the estimate be correct or not. 

Mr. HERBERT. But ofcourse the gentleman knows that when we 
once embark in this project, although we may put in only a million or 
so of dollars at the beginning. we must go on with it; and I would 
like to know what his reasons are for making that estimate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the proposition of 
the gentleman from Vermont touching general debate. 

Mr. GROUT. I have asked gentlemen to indicate what time they 
desire for general debate. ; 

Mr. McCREARY. I suggest that we go on with the general debate 
for awhile. It is possible that the mere statement of the case may be 
satisfactory to the House. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well; we will let it go on that way for a time. 
Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire to be heard now? 2 

Mr. McCREARY. No,sir; Idesireto hear you. I was about tosay 
to the gentleman from Vermont that I would like him, as chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, to state what the cost will 
probably be of condemning these two thousand acres of land, who 
makes the estimates, what they are based upon, and also what will 
probably be the cost of maintaining the park after it is laid out. 

Mr. GROUT. That is a matter of conjecture wholly. In reference 
to that last question I will say, so far as my own views are concerned, 
but little money should be appropriated for laying out and developing 
that park. That land is now opened and will not be developed for 
many years. It is a work to be attended to by future generations. By 
buying the land now it is believed it can be purchased at a lower cost 
than it ever can be again. Thelongerthe delay, therefore, the greater 
will be the cost. As stated by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
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BLount] it was estimated twenty-five years ago this land could be pur- 
chased for $360,000; now it will cost much more. 

Mr. Speaker, beyond the inclosure of these grounds when the title 
is in the United States, beyond that and the erection of an arch over 
the entrance to the park, whose corner-stone might be laid on the date 
of Columbus’s sailing from Palos in Andalusia some four hundred years 
ago, I do not think any expenditure should be made there at present. 
I think the United States should possess themselves of this land, which 
I believe they can never get at a less cost than now. Let future gen- 
erations, and as opportunities arise, develop this park into a thing of 
beauty, when there will bea million of souls here, at the end of the next 


century. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Does not the gentleman from Vermont know that 
when you embark in an enterprise of this kind you are never able to 


stop? 

Mr. GROUT, I know there is something in the gentleman’s inter- 
rogatory; I know people will desire to develop this park, but I will 
say, so long as I remain here, I shall vote against any heavy appropria- 
tions for the development of itasa park. Of course drives might be 
laid out through it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it is not to be developed, what then is the use 
of ed oe a million of dollars if you are not going to make a park 
out of it? 

Mr. GROUT. I did not say we are not to make a park ont of it, 
but I said that so far as I am concerned I would not vote an appropri- 
ation for developing it into a park at present. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would the gentleman indicate what he believes 
to be heavy appropriations? He deals in very general terms in refer- 
ence to a matter of this importance. 

Mr. GROUT. I believe twenty or twenty-five thousand dollars for 
the first few years would be all that would be required to open drives 


A 
Mr. GROUT. To make roads in addition to those which are now 


ere. r 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The land is already there, the creek is there, and 
the sky is over it just as it will be after the gentleman’s appropriation. 
If this does not mean the opening up and developing of this land as a 
park, I do not know then what it does mean. 

Mr. GROUT. It does mean the developing of the park, but not the 
development of the park in this day and generation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. After we have spent $1,200,000 it seems we are 
not to get any return from that expenditure. It will not be denied the 
Government has been liberal in laying out parks in this city. Parks 
add to the health of the city, but here we are going out to take in a 
part of the country, and a part to which the city may never go. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask the gentleman to yield to me. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield to the gentleman for five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not want more than three. I have listened to 
the gentleman’s answers and read his bill and report, and I merely 
wish to say this: For some years I have been somewhat familiar with 
that section of country, and you may take it from the Klingle Ford 
bridge on the Klingle road up to the boundary and Rock Creek, and 
for most of the way I know of no country so well adapted for parking 
purposes, by hills, ravines, timber, and other surroundings, as that 
country. And I have got my consent, after reading the report of the 
gentleman and from my familiarity with that section of the country, 
to vote for the bill. 

Mr, PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. The first is that the rules of the House require that 

tlemen addressing the House shall address themselves to the Chair. 

ubtless the dialogue now progressing is the transaction of the public 

business, but as a matter of in order to understand what is going 
on, I would like at least to hear that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will request gentlemen to resume 
their seats and preserve ordér on the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. I say, Mr. Chairman, that I have obtained my con- 
sent to vote for the procurement of this site fora public park. I be- 
lieve that it ought to be secured at once, if practicable, for that p 

Now, I heard the question of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILLIN]. Once obtained I believe the expenditure ought to be very 
inconsiderable for many years to come. In fact, my own belief is that 
so far as I shall be called upon to vote for appropriations for this park, 
if the site is obtained, there never will be many improvements placed 
upon it. Ido not think that you can improve very much upon nature 
as itis along this Rock Creek valley from Klingle’s road to the bound- 
ary, and it seems to me that the site for this park, with a city growing 
as this is growing, ought to be obtained now. When once obtained, I 
repeat, I would be perfectly content to let the future generations take 
care of its development. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question. I was not in when the bill was read, and I would like to 
know if it carries an appropriation ? 

Mr. CANNON. I believe it does. There is an appropriation of a 
certain amount, one-half from the treasury of the District of Colam- 


bia and one-half from the general Treasury, out of which fund payment 
is to be made for this property, which may be obtained by purchase or 
condemnation, 

Mr. SAYERS. Then another question. Is the gentleman satisfied 
that the revenues of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year in which 
weak Sie seat is to apply are sufficient to meet this demand upon 

em 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then, how does the gentleman propose that the Dis-- 
trict of Columbia shall raise the amount necessary to pay its share of 
this indebtedness ? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] 
informs me that there was a surplus of $900,000 at the end of the last 
fiscal year from the District revenues. I have not examined that ques- 
tion as closely as would enable me to give an answer to the gentleman; 
but I am willing to say to him that I believe so much in the desira- 
bility of obtaining now, in the Government, the title to this proposed 
park that Iam content to make provision for its purchase, 

Mr. SAYERS. Even if it shall require the issuance of bonds to 
raise the money ? 

Mr. CANNON. So far as the District is concerned, yes. I believe 
it is of sufficient importance to justify it. 

‘ The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Vermont yield the 
oor? 

Mr. GROUT. Ido not. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before the gentleman gives way, I wish to ask him 
a question so far as the proposed expenditure here is concerned. I un- 
derstand that the estimate for this land amounts to about $360,000. 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, no; that estimate was made twenty-three years 
ago. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, is there any other estimate made? 

Mr. GROUT. You mean at the present time? 

Mr. BLOUNT» Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROUT. I am not aware that there has been any particular 
estimate made. It has been calculated, I will state to the gentleman, 
that the probable value under condemnation proceedings would aggre- 
gate $1,000,000. That is the only estimate that could be made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is it on that basis that the land is assumed to cost 
$1,000,000, and for the purpose of which you propose the issuance of 
$1,200,000 in bonds? 

Mr. GROUT. We do not propose to issue any bonds at all. The 
bill provides for the payment from the revenues of the District of one- 
half of the necessary amount and from the Treasury the other half. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It does not so appear upon the bill. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman has probably the bill which was in- 
troduced in the Senate, and not the bill which passed the Senate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ah, that is correct; I have been furnished with the 
wrong bill, 

Mr. GROUT. I will hand the gentleman a copy of the bill as re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I was mislead by the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman from Vermont yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to inquire whether the Committee on the 
District of Columbia have considered this question: 

This park at the outset is estimated to cost, in round numbers, $1,- 
200,000. Now, why should not the real estate which is adjacent to the 
proposed park in locality, and which will be specially benefited by reason 
of the proposed improvement—why should not this land have a special 
assessment levied upon it to pay substantially the cost of this improve- 
ment, rather than have it pay one-half from the Treasury of the United 
States and one-half by the District of Columbia generally? Has the 
committee considered that proposition, and what has the committee to 
say against it? 

Mr. GROUT. If that can be done constitutionally, as the lawyers 
say, for one I have no objection whatever. I would be very glad to . 
have it done. The committee did consider that question, but felt that 
possibly it would step upon ground of doubtful constitutionality, and 
so they declined to base their report upon that feature. Mark you, I 
do not say the proposition would be unconstitutional, but isone in which 
that question might be raised. 

I will say in reply to the gentleman from Illinois that if he sees fit 
to propose such an amendment it will have no opposition from me, and 
I believe from no other member of the committee, and the question 
can be carefully examined. The committee did not, in the light of 
what decided cases might exist, examine it with a view of recommend- 
ing it to the House. There is a clause in the Constitution which de- 
clares it should not be done; a section, as the gentleman will remem- 
ber, the language of which is to the effect that, ‘‘nor shall private 
property be taken for public use without just compensation.” 

ow, while the committee have reported a bill in such way that no 
portion of the land adjacent to the park and immediately benefited is 
made to bear more than equal portion of the cost, yet in regard to 
land not taken belonging to the same owner, the enhancement of its 
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value may be considered in deciding as to the damages; in other words, 
that the enhancement of the value may be taken into account in esti- 
maeng the da; But they thought it best not to incorporate the 
other feature in the bill. 


But if the gentleman from Illinois and other good lawyers on the 
floor think it can be prudently done, the committee will not stand in 
the way; because, so far as I am concerned, I donot want any job in this 
measure by the land-owners on either side of this park. I amconscious 
it will enhanee the value of the outlying lands, no portion of which 
land will be taken in the condemnation proceedings, There is no 
doubt of that. It is illustrated by the judgment of the land-owners 
outside of the city limits, who desired the committee to amend the 
bill so that the commissioners, laying out the park, would be com- 
pes to go on Rock Creek to the outer line of the District, so as to 

ring the park nearer to their land lying outside. But the committee 
thought best not to put such a proposition in the bill. 

There were also other propositions. There was one to widen the park 
as much as possible, and so leave quantities of land inside the Dis- 
trict of Columbia unoccupied, which would, it was calculated, en- 
hance this land. But the committee did not think well to make these 
amendments. They concluded to report the bill as it was, and leave 
it under the law governing condemnation of lands for highways in the 
District of Columbia, which allowed the benefits to be considered in 
estimating the damages. ; 

Mr, PAYSON. I desire to say to the gentleman from Vermont in 
charge of the bill that at the proper time I shall take pleasure in offer- 
ing an amendment precisely in that line, and having no doubt what- 
ever as to the legality, and in doing so will give good reasons for my 
course in doing so. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question which will not be so long as the question of the gentle- 
man from Illinois ? 

Mr. GROUT. The question may beshort, but the reply required may 
be a long one, and I have promised to yield to my friend from Ilinois. 

Mr. BUCHANAN , of New Jersey. But the length of the reply would 
depend upon the gentleman from Vermont, and not upon myself. 
Has the committee made any investigation as to the present rate of 
taxes imposed upon the citizens of the District of Columbia—the per- 
centage to the valuation of their property? : 

Mr. GROUT. Of what this would cost? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. No, sir. The question I want 
to ask is the percentage of the tax now imposed by present expendi- 
tures upon the tax-payers of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GROUT. Does the gentleman mean to ask if I know? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Precisely so. Has the commit- 
tee any information in that respect? 

Mr. GROUT. Iam not able to give the percentage. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, It is $1.50 per $100. 

Mr. GROUT. Iam told it is a dollar and a half per $100. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In thesame direction I willask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill whether there has been an expression on the part of 
the people of the District of Columbia of a desire to expend for this pur- 
pose from their revenues the amount of money that this bill carries. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir; there has. Many gentlemen have expressed 
themselves to the committee as desirous of having this park opened and 
willing to share in the burdens of it, although they hoped that the 
General Government would assume the whole expense, as the bill passed 
the Senate; but it will be noticed that the House committee in report- 
ing it back have put one-half of the expense of the purchase upon the 
District, and it seems eminently just that it should be. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Have you heard from the citizens since that 
change was made ? - 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, the Committee on the District of Columbia has heard 
frequently from the citizens, and from no one adversely except one 
letter which was received by the chairman of the committee and sub- 
mitted to the committee, and that was before the proposition was made 
to place any burden upon the District of Columbia for this expense, 
and it was apparent to the committee, I may say, that interest of only 
a narrow character prompted the letter. 

Mr. PAYSON. One other question I will ask of the gentleman from 
Vermont. When this project was before the Forty-ninth Congress, as 
well as the Fiftieth, the House was told by gentlemen having it in 
charge at that time that many gentlemen of wealth, having large in- 
vestments in real estate in this locality, were willing and desirous to 
contribute to the expense of the location of this park. I would like 
to ask the chairman of the committee whether any such propositions 
have been made to the committee in this case; and, if so, what infor- 
mation the gentleman can give the House in regard to it. 

Mr. GROUT. Nosuch propositions have been made to the commit- 
tee, and I think these people expect pay for theirland; and they expect 
much more than s jury will award them under the condemnation proc- 
ess. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr, GROUT. I yield ten minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of establishing the park; 


but Iam strongly in favor of two amendments to this bill. In section 
1 an amendment is proposed by the House committee fixing the name 
of the park. Itis tobe the ‘‘Columbus Memorial Park.’ I think the 
word ‘*Memorial’’ should be stricken out. It isa mere question of 
taste. I think it ought to be the ‘Columbus Park.’ It may be a 
“ memorial ’? park; but that may be left to the imagination of the au- 
ditor. In we name our parks after great men. Lincoln Park 
was doubtless a Lincoln memorial park, from the fact that it was es- 
tablished soon after his death; but it is known as Lincoln Park. We 
have a Garfield Park, a Douglas Park, a Jackson Park, a Humboldt 
Park, and a Washington Park; and this ought to be Columbus Park, 
and not Columbus Memorial Park, But, as I said, that is a matter of 
taste. 

Then again, I think the bill ought to be amended, and my colleague 
from Illinois will propose toamend it, providing that a proper proportion 
of the of establishing the park shall fall upon the real estate 
especially benefited by the establishment of the park. In Chicago we 
have established six or seven parks, and we have established them al- 
ways in that way. They have not been paid for out of the general 
taxes; and if they were to have been bought in that way they would 
never have been established at all. The property especially benefited 
was assessed for the benefit according to the proportion of the benefit, 
and every ohe acquiesced in that plan. As I am occupying the time of 
the House by the courtesy of the chairman of the committee—and I do 
not care to take more than is absolutely necessary, as I may discuss the 
matter under the five-minute rule—I will simply say that I believe that 
a certain proportion of this expense ought to be paid out of the national 
Treasury, another proportion from the general revenues of the District, 
and a third proportion, a large proportion, perhaps the whole, should 
be paid by the owners of the real estate which is especially benefited 
by the creation of the park. It is perfectly practicable, and I think 
that plan should be adopted. 

Mr. GROUT, I would like to inquire of the gentlemen who are 
opposed to this bill, and who want time for its discussion generally, to 
intimate what length of time they want. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Suppose we proceed for an hour or so without lim- 
iting debate, because there are a number of gentlemen on this side who 
may wish to speak. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that in the deter- 
mination of the amount of time that shall be consumed in this discus- 
sion I think it is hardly fair — x 

Mr. GROUT. Ican not yield to the gentleman unless he will make 
some proposition as to time. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, How does the gentleman know that I will not 
make some proposition ? 

Mr. GROUT. Very well, if the gentleman has any proposition let 
him make it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I propose four hours, 

Mr. GROUT. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
limiting debate, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Burrows, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they had had under consideration a bill (S.4) authorizing the 
establishing of a public park in the District of Columbia, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of gentlemen 
who are opposed to this bill what length of time they desire now for 
general debate, 

Mr. SPINOLA. Twohoursoneachside. That will beshort enough, 
and if we can not close the debate by the usual hour of adjournment 
we can take a recess and finish the bill to-night. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the time proposed 
is unnecessarily long. If gentlemen will suggest a reasonable time for 
general debate I shall not object, but the debate so far as it has pro- 
gressed has related to the substance of the bill and has been of a char- 
acter which might very well have taken place upon the consideration 
of the bill by paragraphs. I can not accede to the gentleman’s propo- 
sition, and I now move that general debate be limited to one hour on 
each side. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say a word upon 
this, 

The SPEAKER. This question is not debatable. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested that my proposi- 
tion is too liberal, so I withdraw it and move that debate be limited to 
thirty minutes. 

Mr. SPINOLA., I move to amend that by making the time two hours 
on each side. 

Mr. GROUT. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the purpose of considering the bill (S. 4) authorizing 
the establishing ofa public park in the District of Columbia, and pend- 
ing that, I move that general debate be limited to thirty minutes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to amend that by making the time 
two hours on each side. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. KERR, of Iowa, 
and it was rejected—ayes 55, noes 65, 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I move to amend the proposition of the gentleman 
from Vermont so as to make the time three hours. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to amend the amendment so as to make 
the time one hour on each side, two hours in all, 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. McCreary. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 60 and the noes are 
60. The Chair votes in the affirmative, and the amendment is adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 80, noes 58. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. GROUT as amended was then adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering Senate bill No. 4. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. Burrows in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the bill 
ta 4) authorizing and establishing a public park in the District of 

bia. 


The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, all debate on this bill is 
limited to two hours. 

Mr, GROUT. ‘The friends of the bill are ready to hear from those in 
opposition to it. ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I am not particularly opposed to 
ornamenting and beautifying the Capital of our country; but I wish to 
admonish the House of one fact: that the surplus in the Treasury is 
beautifully passing away, and by the time this Congress expires by lim- 
itation of law there be from present appearances no surplus left. 

The bill under consideration provides for taking out of the Treasury 
one-half of $1,250,000. It provides for the appropriation of that much 
money now in the Treasury nototherwiseappropriated. The otherhalfof 
the $1,250,000 is to be taken from the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia. Now, my experience in regard to public parks in cities where 
I have resided during all my life has taught me this lesson: that the 
first appropriation asked for such a purpose is only the entering wedge 
of what will come afterward. The expenditure of $1,250,000 provided 
for in this bill is only the beginning of an expenditure of $10,000,000 
which will be called for before we get through with it. That, sir, is 
not an overestimate, taking the experience of the past as our guide. 

The great Central Park in New York City has cost us about $14,000,000 
or $15,000, 000, though the original proposition was to expend $1,000,000, 
The great park in Brooklyn, Prospect Park, was, according to the orig- 
inal contemplation, to cost about $400,000 or $500,000; yet up to to-day 
the expenditure has been over $5,000,000. 

The bill as prepared by the committee of the House made an appro- 
priation for the issuing of bonds for a million and a quarter of dollars, 
to pay for these lands when they shall be condemned, and provided for 
an annual appropriation of $50,000 as a sinking fund. That provision 
the Senate has wiped out; and in the bill before us there is no provis- 
ion for the issuing of bonds and the carrying along of the expense of 
creating this park so that those who may come after us may bear a por- 
tion of the burden. The bill as now under consideration calls for an 
appropriation of $650,000 or $675,000 in one gross sum of the unappro- 
priated money now in the Z 

Why, sir, do you not suppose that the people of the country are look- 
ing at us? Do you not suppose that they have a ledger account against 
us, and are making estimates and calculations of the amount of money 
we are appropriating? Sir, it is thirty years in round numbers since 
this project was conceived. Since gentlemen in this city began to look 
forward to the time when Congress should be induced to purchase this 
Jand almost a decade has come and gone. Thenit was estimated that 
the whole cost of these 2,000 acres would be about $300,000. That in 
those days was an enormous price for property worth practically nothing 
lying along the line of this creek, this beautiful stream, as the report 
describes it, bubbling and gurgling along, while a little further on in 
the same report we are told of the vile odors and foul airs that come 
up from it. 

There is a beautiful consistency in this report! One portion speaks 
of flowers and ornamentation, of the odor of beautiful flowers which 
we are to inhale, while a little further on we are told of the vile smells 
which are to be encountered along the line of thiscreek. [Laugbter. 
Now, I do not know which side my friend from Vermont [ Mr. GROUT 
will be on in reference to this question; that will depend entirely upon 
his own taste. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Ihave onlya little time andI can not yield; though 
I am disposed to do anything in the world to accommodate my friend. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Just one question. 

Mr.SPINOLA. Notnow. If we had beenallowed a couple of hours 

$ be par side I would have been glad to answer all questions that might 
pu 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] 
is entitled to proceed without interruption. 

' Mr SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I have heard no gentleman yet explain 
upon what basis the conclusion has been arrived at that this land can 


be purchased for $1;250,000. There is no evidence on that question be- 
fore us; no statement has been made in reference to that matter by the 
gentleman who has this bill in charge. This is simply guess-work; it 
is a jumped-at conclusion. 

The gentlemen who own this land are shrewd, cunning real-estate 
operators, the greater portion of them; and I do not blame them for 
their activity in this matter. If they can get the United States to pur- 
chase and ornament this park for their benefit, they are simply doing 
what I, perhaps, if I were in the same position, might do. But I am 
not here for any such purpose as that. I am here to protect the Treas- 
ury of the country against just such invasions as this bill proposes. I 
am here to try to save, if possible, to posterity some portion of 
the surplus which has been in the Treasury during the last few years. 

Our friends who favor this bill should bear in mind another thing. 
We had here a day or two ago a debate in which it was stated that 
twenty thousand of the comrades of my friend from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] and myself are now in the poor-houses of the land. Assuming 
that to be the fact, then, instead of taking $625,000 out of the Treasury 
and applying it to the purchase and ornamentation of a great park, let 
us appropriate it for the erection of soldiers’ homes, so that we may take 
those veterans that saved our Government out of the poor-honses and 

lace them in comfortable homes for the rest of theirlives. That would 
a laudable thing. Such an appropriation would be oneupon which 
we could meet our people at home and say, ‘‘ Yes; we did appropriate 
$625,000, but it was to take care of the men who took care tyes dur- 
ing the struggles of the war.’’ Yes, sir; one-half of a million and a 
quarter of dollars—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. One million two hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I believe the gentleman is correct; the Senate in 
their generosity have cut the amount down $50,000. 

Now, sir, there are a many peculiar rumors afloat in regard to 
our Senators. They are all honorable men, I admit; nevertheless they 
are human, if rumors can be believed; and their humanity is like that 
which we find in most other men. Theyare fond of finding the tender 
spots upon the surface of the earth where they can invest their surplus 
capital; and the amount invested in this city, if rumor can be relied 
on, will run up into millions. 

Now, I know of no reason myself why one-half of the expense of this 
park, ifit is to be created at all, should not be borne by the property im- 
mediately surrounding it, and which will derive the great benefit to 
accrue from the establishment of this park. 

When Central Park was laid out in New York City you could buy 
lots for from $500 to$1,000, but since then some lots have beensold at 
from $50,000 to $100,000apiece. Is there any reason why these Jands, 
if they are all they claim them to be, should not stand part of the 
burden of the taxation to pay for this purchase? Why should not the 
citizens of the State of my friend from Vermont, why should not the 
thrifty and industrious farming people he represents, be called upon to 
pay for a park in the city of Washington—I will not say for the bene- 
fit of those who own the land in it, but for the benefit of the specula- 
tors whoown the land adjoining the park. For, sir, those are the men 
who are to derive all the benefit and who bought all the land they 
wanted for speculation at a few cents a foot and which to-day is held 
at a very high price. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman has referred to speculators who 
are interested. Let me ask him this question: Are any members of 
Congress included amongst these speculators, so far as he knows? 

Mr, SPINOLA. I do not mean to give myself away. [Laughter.] 
If there were I would not tell you. [Renewed laughter.] I do not 
tell secrets out of school. I do not know; but there are ramors, and 
rumors sometimes tell the truth. (Laughter. ] 

A MEMBER. And sometimes they do not. 

Mr. SPINOLA. And sometimes they do not, as my friend from Vir- 
ginia says. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend says the Senate reduced the amount of 
the House bill. Is it not true, while the sum of money is appropri- 
ated—is it notalso provided it is for the purchase of land not exceeding 
2,000 acres, which may cost a much larger sum than is here appropri- 
ated? 

Mr. SPINOLA, If it costs more to carry out the idea we will have 
to pay for it, for it is provided we are to purchase not exceeding 2,000 


acres. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And when it purchases 2,000 Congress may find it 
is bound to appropriate $1,000,000 more. 

Mr. SPINOLA. When they condemn not exceeding 2,000 acres, 
and the commissioners appraise it and they say it is worth $3,000,000, 
the Government is committed and we can not get outof it. When 
they come here with the appraisement we will be compelled to make 
an appropriation to meet it, and we will find it will be absolutely nec- 
essary to carry out what Congress has done in this regard. 

As I said at the commencement, Mr. Chairman, my actions are based 
on the experience of the past, and it is just this, that the amount pro- 
vided will only be the corner-stone of what will be the future 

The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GROUT] says they will make 
drives through this park for $20,000. You can not commence to do it 
for that. Why, it would take that much to makesurveys. Ifyoulay 
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out a park along that stream the surveyor’s fees would be more than 
\that. It will be nearly $100,000 or $125,000. 

It is all a sham to say that this will be eno 
thing with. Next year you will have to pay a million of dollars 
to carry it on. 

I have no objection to making Washington the handsomest city on 
the earth. I do not know but I would vote to-day to take every inch of 
land on the south side of the avenueand put public buildings on it. But 
this scheme, and that is the only thing I can call it, is for the benefit 
of the men who own the land around it. It will not be made availa- 
ple for park purposes during my life, and I expect to live a long time 
flanche: j do not purpose to turn in my chips for a long time. 

ughter. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask the gentleman from New York, what 
is this park to cost? 

Mr. SPINOLA. The first provision is $1,200,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman in charge of the bill says there has 
been no estimate made at all. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from New York 
says this is for the benefit of the adjoining owners. Does the gentle- 
man not know every newspaper to-day of this city favors the taking of 
this land for this park; that the popular sentiment favors the establish- 
ment of this park? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Undoubtedly the newspapers are in favor of it; cer- 
tainly they are; they expect to get ‘‘some of the pork?’ themselves. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Are they adjoining owners? 

Mr. SPINOLA. The hog has got to be cut up, and the two or three 
newspapers here expect to get a piece. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, Have you any authority for that 
statement? 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, sir; only my own opinion. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. And is that based upon any 
knowledge of the facts? 

Mr. SPINOLA. It is based upon common sense. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. That isa poor kind of common 
sense. 

Mr, SPINOLA. That is my common sense. It has never failed up 
to this time, anyhow. 

«Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield for another question ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How far is it from the center of this city to this 

posed park? How far from here? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I can not tell you. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, was recognized. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I simply wanted to know how far the children 
would have to go in order to get out there and play. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from New York a question. 

Mr, SPINOLA. IfI can be permitted to answer I will. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would like to find out whether 
I misunderstood the gentleman or not, Did I understand him to say 
that he opposed the creation of the Central Park in New York? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, no, sir; you didnot understand me to say any- 
thing of the kind. I simply said this— 

Mr. STOCKDALE, Lrise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. - 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Perhaps I should put my point more in the 
shape of a question. As I understand the rule, after a gentleman has 
spoken and yielded the floor, he can not resume it to answer a question. 
Now, can other members, by exercising a privilege of asking questions, 
also exercise the right of calling him to the floor again? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the gentleman 
from New York had yielded the floor. 

Mr.SPINOLA. I wasonly answering the gentleman through courte- 
sy, I supposed. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman had not yielded 
the floor when I interrogated him. I wanted him to explain to the 
House this point: Suppose even that the men in New York had made 
hundreds of thousands of dollars on account of the location of Central 
Park where it was established, does the gentleman think that would 
be any reason for refusing to establish a public park in this city? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, no; but we paid for our park ourselves. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. What objection have you to the 
people here having a park? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have no objection to them having a park if they 
do as we did in New York, pay for it themselves. But you want to 
take the public money to pay for it. New York has paid for her own 
park, and now you want us to help to pay for yours. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. But that does not answer the 
question. The proposition here is to create a park in this great city. 
Now, it can only be done by Congress. The people here have no voice 
of their own in the matter, and the city can not do it for itself. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I know it can not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Irise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it, 


h to commence this 


Mr. CUTCHEON. It is impossible in this confusion to heara word 
that is going on in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). The Chair will state 
that when gentlemen refuse to obey the Chair when they are called to 
order, the Chair is not to blame for the noise. He hopes hereafter that 
when the committee is called to order there will be at least quietness 
on the floor until the decision on the point of order is made. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. One of the reasons why I have 
favored this park project, or scheme as my friend from New York [Mr. 
SPINOLA] characterizes it, is because of one of the things he pointed 
out as an inconsistency in the report of the committee. He says that 
the committee’s report declares that pure water flows down Rock Creek; 
and it also states that because of the ‘‘ vile smells ™ of that creek ithas 
become a common nuisance. The explanation of this seeming incon- 
sistency is my principal reason for supporting this park project. 

Wherever Rock Creek flows through the built-up portions of the 
city, there its waters are polluted; there it becomes a source of disease 
and danger to the people who reside in its neighborhood in the cities 
of Washington and Georgetown. But when you approach Rock Creek 
at that portion where there are no buildings, you there find a pure and 
beantiful stream, which should be preserved in all of its beauty. The 
only way to secure the preservation of the purity and beauty of that 
stream is to take it and this valley as a public park, and keep build- 
ings away from it so that it may not be polluted by the sewage of a 
dense population. 

It is true as this creek passes through Georgetown it gives forth noi- 
some smells, and only last year a proposition was before this House to 
arch the creek over in order to preserve the health of the cities of 
Washington and Georgetown, through which it passes. Ifthis pro- 
ject of arching the stream had been adopted, theamount of money neces- 
sarily expended for that purpose would have almost equaled the pro- 
posed cost of this park. For the benefit of those who are to come after 
us, for the benefit even of the present citizens of these two cities, it is 
necessary that no more buildings shall be erected upon that creek. 

How solicitous gentlemen appear to be about the surplus in the Treas- 
ury! They are apprehending that if weexpend $600,000 of the money 
belonging to the United States to buy this park, then some dire calam- 
ity shall occur or it will be an evidence of gross extravagance on the 
part of this Congress. Why, this rapidly disappearing surplus that 
you speak of has been, during this session, almost untouched; only a 
single appropriation bill, I believe, has yet become a law; and I sug- 
gest that apprehensions of gentlemen on this point are entirely with- 
outfoundation. Theirsolicitude is unn ° 

This city is not well supplied with parks com with the other 
great cities of this continent; and its park facilities should be increased. 

The city of Paris, it is said, has 170,000 acres of parks. 

Mr. PAYSON. One hundred and seventy thousand acres! Oh, no. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. One hundred and seventy thou- 
sand acres of parks within its environs and in easy reach of the city; 
and I refer you to the American Encyclopædia as my authority for the 
statement. 

All the other great cities of this continent have great parks. The 
city of Philadelphia has the great Fairmount Park, containing 2,740 
acres. The city of St. Lonis has 2,100 acres of parks; the city of Chi- 
cago has 1,900 acres; the city of San Francisco has 1,100 acres; the 
cities of New York and Brooklyn have 1,600 acres, and the parks of 
London, d, including the commons, are said to contain 13,000 
acres of Jan 

Now, in comparison with the park facilities of these other cities, I 
hold, sir, that Washington is but illy supplied with parks, and for that 
reason, if for no other, we should now make this appropriation in order 
to secure Rock Creek Park. I shall not enlarge upon its beauties; 
other gentlemen may do that if they choose, but that it is the most 
desirable location fora park to be found anywhere is conceded alike 
by the friends and enemies of this bill. 

My friend from New York [Mr. SPINOLA ] draws a touching picture 
of the 20,000 soldiers in the almshouses and suggests an appropriation 
of $600,000 for them instead of for this park. I surely do not under- 
stand him as saying that if we make this appropriation for the park 
therefore these soldiers can not be relieved. We know that if this park 
bill passes, as I hope and believe it will, none will be quicker to vote 
for and support an appropriation for these old soldiers than my friend 
from New York. It may be more meritorious to relieve them than to 
establish a park here, but both measures are meritorious, and both can 
be adopted, and still there will be a surplus, as the gentleman seems so 
much to desire, in the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If my friend would allow me a question, I do 
not know whether he has stated the fact, as I did not catch the first 
of his remarks; but I would like him to state how many acres of parks 
there are in the city of Washington. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I cannot state that accurately. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But the gentleman has stated what they are in 
other cities. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, Ishould think that perhaps the 
best source to which I can apply for information would be to call upon 
my friend from Maine, thechairman of the Committee on Public Build- 


ings and Grounds, I beliey 
of hundred acres of land in the original reservation that is open to the 
public, Then we have the groundsof the Soldiers’ Home, which have 
not cost the Government of the United States anything out of the 
Treasury. I call the attention of my friend from Maine to the fact that 
while there are reasonably fair park facilities for the old part of the city 
of Vanino; yet Tes are almost no parks at all in the great and 
growing northwest of the city. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to state—— 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania state what 
the urgent necessity for it is? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Yes; I will. I have tried to 
impress that on the mind of my friend from Illinois, 

Mr. PAYSON. I should like to hear you state what the necessity is. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Itis to prevent men from build- 
ing in the valley of Rock Creek. If buildings are put there for men 
and for animals the water coming through that creek will be polluted 
by the sewage and the result will be that the health of the District will 
suffer. In recent years more attention has been given to the rules of 
sanitary science than ever before; and I desire to bring to the attention 
of the House a brief extract which I clipped from a newspaper a day 
or two ago in relation to what has been done in that direction in the 
State of Michigan. Public health is the most profitable of all invest- 
ments for public money. 

Dr. Henry B. Baker, secretary of the Michigan health board, recently 
showed in an address that the sanitary regulations of the State had 
shown a decrease in the mortality from preventable diseases; that the 
saving now amounted to 100 lives per year from small-pox; 400 from 
scarlet fever; and 600 from diphtheria; in all, 1,100 lives from the im- 
proved sanitary condition in the State of Michigan. It will not do for 
us here, empowered as we are to legislatefor the District of Columbia 
and having under the Constitution the exclusive power of legislation, to 
neglect the health of this District. Weare its legal guardians, uninfiu- 
enced almost by publicsentiment, because, no matter what the sentiment 
of the District of Columbia is, it can not reach the ears of members of 
Congress, whose time is absorbed in attending to the affairs of their 
own districts and of the nation; and with this trust imposed upon us, 
Mr. Chairman, I conceive it to be our duty to legislate as carefully for 
this District as we would for our own State or for the nation at large. 

We can not disregard the sanitary condition of this District. Con- 
gress has not disregarded it, If you will look to the Potomac River 
you will see the dredgers at work engaged in filling up the Potomac 
flats. More than half a million dollars has been expended in that work 
already, and it is not yet completed. What is the purpose of it but 
to preserve the health of this District? For the same reason, I insist, 
that we should take possession of this part of Rock Creek and reclaim 
it; so that its pnre waters may flow unpolluted to the Potomac, Ire- 
linquish the balance of my time to the chairman of the committee. 


Mr. STOCK DALE addressed the Committee of the Whole, and with- 
holds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. GROUT. Iyield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from New 
Hamsphire [ Mr, Moore]. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Mr, Chairman, when this bill was 
first brought before the Committee on the District of Columbia it struck 
me very unfavorably. The proposition, as it came from the Senate, was 
that the entire expense of this public park should be imposed upon the 
United States, and the declaration was made specifically in the first 
section of the bill that it was wholly for the people of the United States. 
Now, here were two propositions that seemed to me quite untenable. 
The first was that a public park in the city of Washington could pos- 
sibly be paid for out of the Treasury of the United States on the as- 
sumption that it was not to be for the special benefit of the people of 
the city of Washington. 

It struck me as a very extraordinary, not to say absurd, proposition; 
and when the matter came up I had the honor of proposing that one- 
half of the cost of this park should be imposed on the real estate and 
personal property of the District of Columbia. A little discussion 
con’ the committee unanimously that if this proposition was to 
be carried through one-half of the cost should be imposed on the real 
estate and personalty of the city of Washington, which was to receive 
the greatest benefit from it. 

Now, is this park wholly for the people of the United States, as set 
out in this popost I admit that it will be in a degree for the 
benefit of the people of the United States and I agree that the people 
of this country, as they come to this national park in future years, after 
the park shall have been developed, will find there one of the attract- 
ive points of interest, To them, then, it isa matter of value and a 
matter of attraction. But, gentlemen, it will be of more attraction 
and more value to the people of the city of Washington. It is to be 
their breathing place; a place for their summer recreation; they are 
to receive, in the first place, the greatest and most direct benefit from it. 

We now have the bill in a shape that we can reasonably consider, 
and the question meets us, Has the time come when the Congress of the 
United States should provide a great public park for the national Capi- 
tal? The question whether public parks are a desirable accessory for 
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national capitals is a question of the past in this country and in the 
world. There is no mistake on that point. There is not acapital city 
in the United States, not a capital city in Europe to-day, but has spent 
its hundreds of thousands or its millions for the development of great 
parks for the benefit of the people. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] warned us against 
the expense that will attend the establishment of a great public park 
at the national Capital. He said he had had experience in New York 
City in observing the development of the great Central Park, and he 
warned us that this park, if established, would be a perpetual expense 
to Congress and the people of the United States. 

The inference that the gentleman would have us draw is that in the 
purchase and development of the Central Park the great city of New 
York has made a mistake, has taken ‘‘an elephant” upon itself. Why, 
sir, does not that gentleman know that within two years the Legislature 
of his State has permitted the city of New York to purchasein addition to 
the Central Park 3,600 acres of land for six central parks, at an expense 
of $12,000,000? New York City, the great commercial metropolis of 
this country, has found Central Park so advantageous to its prestige, so 
profitable to its material interests, that it proposes to go inte the Sait. 
ness by the wholesale. 

Yet the gentleman would have us believe that New York has not 
found Central Park a profitable institution. Why, sir, there is no 
place in New York City which for attractiveness, for value to the city, 
can be mentioned in comparison with the great Central Park. There 
is no gentleman on this floor who has visited New York who has not 
sought, as the first point of interest, that great park, the beauty and 
attractiveness of which are now conceded by all. The question before 
us simply is whether here this afternoon in providing for the future of 
this great Capital city we shall make timely provision for a similar 
institution at the Capital of the country. 

A gentleman on my left has told us that this will be the first time 
when this Government will have gone into partnership with the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the purchase of a park. Ido not know whether 
that gentleman is as green as I am as a memberof this House; but 
Iam not green enough to be ignorant of the fact that at the very 
last session of Congress a park of 160 acres was purchased in this city, 
and the United States Government went into partnership with the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in its purchase. This is no new proposition; it is a 
just and proper proposition that this Government, which has this city 
of Washington, this District of Columbia, under paternal care, shall, 
in the great improvements that are made here, when it decides they 
are proper and necessary and wise, = its hand in its pocket like a 
generous guardian and say thatit will pay one-half theexpense. That 
is a wise and a just policy; we have ingrafted it upon this bill and ask 
the other branch of Congress to meet us on that proposition. 

Mr. Chairman, I have only one word further tosay. The gentleman 
from New York has characterized this as a scheme, a private scheme, 
aspeculator’s scheme. Who owns this Rock Creek property out here? 
Is there any speculator in the city of Washington that owns one foot 
of it? Ifso, what is hisname? The property in question is owned 
exclusively and absolutely by families that have resided here for a hun- 
dred years; and they can be counted on my fingers’ ends. There is not 
a real-estate speculator in the whole number. The gentlemen who are 
specially interesting themselves in this project are gentlemen who sim- 
ply represent the best interests of the city of Washington and have no 
other motive than to provide this city, the Capital of the nation, with 
a great breathing-place for the thousands who are to reside here. Not 
one of these gentlemen, I am satisfied, has a dollar’s worth of interest 
in this real estate, and not one of them will receive a dollar’s worth of 
pecuniary benefit fom this project. 

Our friend from Mississippi a ean alluded to the ‘‘ances- 
tral homes ” that will be desecrated by the purchase of this park and 
its condemnation by the Government. Sir, I took pains the other day 
to go out and look over the ground contemplated for this park and to 
view the ‘ancestral homes?’ there. I found just one. It wasa logy 
cabin, or the next thing to it, and its residents were two old colored 
people. So far as I know, they are the only residents in that portion 
of Rock Creek that will be incorporated in this park if it is purchased 
by the United States, That is the ‘‘ancestral home’ that you and I 
are asked here this afternoon to preserve and shield from the desecrat- 
ing hands of the United States. I am not afraid of that ‘ ancestral 
home.” But I look to see in coming years a home for the people of 
this city in this Columbus park—a place like Fairmount Park in 
Philadelphia, Lincoln Parkin pa that glorious old ‘‘ Common ” in 
Boston, Mass., and that Central Park in New York—where the people 
of this entire country will find comfort and joy in this umbrageous 
retreat. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I yield now for ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether it should be 
a matter of any concern to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union as to what amount of money this bill will require 
from the Treasury of the United States, Certainly there is nothing in 
the report of the committee, there is nothing in this bill which reckons 
that as a matter of any consequence. ‘The only reference to the prob< 
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able cost of these grounds with which we are furnished by the com- 
mittee is an old estimate made in 1866, nearly a quarter of a century 
ago, but there is not an intimation in the report of the value of that 
property to-day. The city of forty or fifty thousand population has 
run up to a population of 300,000. The value of that period can not 
be contrasted with that of to-day. 

Now, is there anything in the bill to help the House in this matter? 
Not in the least, as will be seen by reference to the language of the bill. 
What is the limit of the expenditure? Iask yourattention to the first 
section of the bill. 

It is provided, Mr. Chairman, as follows: 

That a tract of land lying on both sides of Rock Creek, beginning at Klingle 
Ford Bridge, and running northwardly, following the course of said creek, of 
a width not less at any point than 400 keet, including the bed of the creek, of 
which not less than 50 feet shall be on either side of said creek nor more than 
500 feet on either side ofsaid creek south of Broad Branch road and Bl en Mill 

, and of such greater width north of said roads as the commissioners 
designated in this act may select, shall be secured, as hereinafter set out, and 
is perpetually dedicated and set apart as a public park or pleasure ground for 
the benefit and enjoyment of the pore of the United States, to be known by 
the name of Columbus Memorial Park: Provided, however, That the whole tract 
80 to be selected and condemned under the provisions of this act shall not ex- 
ceed 2,000 acres, 


If it is competent, therefore, for these commissioners, without refer- 
ence to cost, to go out and select 2,000 acres at this point when they 
are selected, what follows? 

It is then provided— 

That the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, the president of the 
board of commissioners of the District of Columbia, and the engineer commis- 
sioner of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, appointed a com- 
mission to select the Ignd for said park, of the quantity and within the limits 
aforesaid, and to have the same surveyed by the assistant to the said engineer 
commissioners in charge of public highways,which said assistant shall act 
as executive oiticer to the said commission. 

Again— 

The commission, immediately after making the selection of said tract— 

There is nothing said about the cost— 


shall make application to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, at a 
general or special term, by petition containing a particular description of the 
property required, with the name of the owner or owners thereof, and his, her, 
or ir residence, as far as the same can be ascertained, and said court ishereby 
authorized and required, upon such application and without delay, to ascertain 
and assess the damages occasioned by the taking of said land to each owner 
thereof or to any person having a legal claim to said damages, in the manner 
pono with reference to the taking of land for highways inthe District of Co- 
um 


Instead of reading this bill, as I would like to do, I am compelled, in 
the brief time allotted to me, to confine myself to merely reading ex- 
tracts, 


It is then provided: 

Sec, 4. That the fee-simple of all premises so appropriated for public use, of 
which an appraisement shall have been made under the order and direction of 
said court, shall, upon payment of the appraised value to the owner or owners, 
respectively, or to such persons as shall be appointed to receive the same for 
any such owners, be vested in the United States. 

There is not a word here about the cost. Not exceeding 2,000 acres 
are to be selected. When condemned by the commission and the fee- 
simple vested in the United States, are you to be led into the belief 
that, because a million of dollars is after this to be appropriated for pay- 
ment of lands taken and other incidental expenses, one-half to come 
out of the District of Columbia and one-half out of the United States, 
that means any limitation? Not so. 

The first and second paragraphs are conclusive as to damages. The 
property is to be condemned and their rights vested at once. The ap- 
propriation of $1,000,000 has nothing to do with the size of the park 
or the cost of it. When you have your bill what is your guaranty ? 
At the next session of Congress it will be alleged the property has been 
condemned and the amount of money appropriated does not appear to 
be sufficient to pay for the property which has been condemned. 

I say, sir, I would like to know whether in the face of this bill this 
House, reckless of the cost of this park, is going to shut its eyes to the 
possibility of the enormous expenditure which may flow from it. 

A good deal has been said about the necessity of a park for this Capi- 
tal and of parks for all the great cities throughout the world, and hence 
this bill must pass, Is that a fair inference as to the necessities of 
Washington? From this Capitol down to the river lie over 200 acres 
of land, a beautiful drive along the banks of the river, and adjoining 
that the flats are being reclaimed, the estimates of the engineers being 
that we will have 700 additional acres there, making 900 acres of land 
in one body constituting this park. Few other cities in the land have 
such parks as that. 

In addition to that we have little parks all over the city in every di- 
rection you may turn. So far as the northwest portion of the city is 
concerned what more beautiful ground can there be than that out to- 
wards the Soldiers’ Home? What a resort it is to-day, not only for 
Washingtonians, but for the people of the United States from all parts 
of this country who visit the Capital. Does it render it the less at- 
tractive or beautiful or any less inviting because, forsooth, it does not 
take any money out of the Treasury of the United States? Isthatthe 
beautiful part of the park, the money part of it, the large portion of 
money for the purchase of ground in the northwest portion of thecity ? 


Mr. GROUT. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Hooxer]. 

Mr, HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, the proj 
public park in the immediate vicinity of 
the first time submitted to the attention of the Co: 
States. On the contrary, this proposition was 


tion for the creation of a 
ashington is not now for 
of the United 

e many years ago. 


The earliest date this matter refers to what was known as 
Senate bill No. 549, introduced in the Thirty-ninth Co Upon 
this bill Major Michler, of the United States Army, e a full and 


elaborate report to the Senate on the 29th day of January, 1867. 

on the 12th day of February following, Senator B. Gratz Brown call 
up the Senate bill, as will be seen by reference to the Congressional 
Globe, part 3, second session of the Thirty-ninth Congress, 1866-67, page 
1577, and made an elaborate speech upon it. 

At various times afterwards the same proposition was submitted for 
the consideration of the Congress of the United States, and in 1883 a 
memorial signed by three prominent citizens of Washington, Messrs. 
W.W. Corcoran, W. Strong, and Josiah Dent, was presented to Con 
praying for the establishment of such a park, andin the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the 23d day of July, 1886, a bill was introduced, ‘read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
on January 31, 1887, this bill was reported from the committee, was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with its accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

At a subsequent time, in the Senate of the United States, namely, on 
the 23d day of April, 1888, Mr. BECK, of Kentucky, introduced a bill 
for the purpose of establishing what was considered a part of this park 
at that time; and at a subsequent period, in the House of Representa- 
tives, on January 9, 1888, a similar bill was introduced and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed; 
and on July 20, 1888, the bill was reported with amendments, referred 
to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. A similar bill was 
presented in the Senate on the 21st day of December, 1888, and again 
in the House of Representatives on January 24, 1889; which bill was 
read three separate times, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. On January 26, 1889, the bill 
was reported with amendments, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

In the last Congress of the United States, the Fiftieth Congress, a 
similar bill was introduced providing for the purchase of similar 
for the establishment of the park near Washi n; and in the able 
report which was made by the chairman of the committee in the last 
Congress, the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], he 
gives some data as to what had been the cost of parks in various other 
cities of the United States, and I will only read a small portion of that 
very able report, where he says: 

Eyen smaller cities than Boston,such as New Haven, Bridgeport, Albany, 
Buffalo, Montreal, and others, have been provided with rural parks. 

I call the attention of the committee especially to the cost of = 
curing and laying out these parks as set forth in the able report of the 
learned gentleman from South Carolina, who was chairman of the com- 
mittee at that time. From this report it will be gathered that the city 
of Baltimore paid for Druid Hill Park $693,000, and it has besides sey- 
eral smaller parks. Fairmount Park, in the city of Philadelphia, was 
secured at a cost, in round numbers, of $6,300,000. Central Park, in 
New York City; was purchased for the sum of $6,323,033.55; and the 
city from which my eloquent friend, General SPINOLA, comes has, in 
addition to that, other parks costing large sums of money. Prospect 
Park, in Brooklyn, was secured at a cost of $3,919,370. St. Louis has 
several large parks, the largest of which cost $849,058.61, and the total 
acreage of the parks in that city is 1,788.59. Although much of the 
land was donated, the cest of the same amounted to $1,309,944.06. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, at present ground suitable for a national park 
here in this city can be obtained by condemnation or otherwise ata rea- 
sonable cost. We can see by the instances cited by the chairman of the 
committee for how small a sum, comparatively, this ground could have 
been purchased twenty yearsago. It is to-day, of course, much higher; 
but every day grounds are growing more and more valuable; and if a 
park is to be established in the vicinity of Washington similar to those 
which are established in every other great city of the country, it seems 
to me that every day and every hourand every Congress it is delayed 
and postponed enhances the value of the ground and makes the pur- 
chase of that which could be had comparatively cheap now a subject 
of considerable enhanced expenditure in the future. 

Besides that, the proposed park does not lie at a distance of 6 miles 
from the city of Washington, but only 3, and perhaps less. The 
ground may be purchased at a small sum, comparatively speaking, 
while it is increasing every year in value. It is also stipulated in the 
bill that the District of Columbia shall pay its one-half proportion for 
the purchase of the ground to be condemned. And in answer to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] with refer- 
ence to taxing, for the purpose of this bill, the lands adjacent to the 
park, I believe that measure would be in a degree impracticable, but 
the ground adjacent to the park, when it is created, will be greatly in- 
creased in value, and in proportion to that increase they all bear their 
burden of taxation imposed for the creation of the park. 
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oy ty cca E irae arene cities of this country, 
New York, Philadelphia, Boston, St. Louis, Chicago, and even in the 
great National Yellowstone Park, on which the Government has spent 
so large an amount of money for its creation and preservation, we have 
samples of what has been done by the Government and what has been 
done by the greatcities of the country. Is it, therefore, ota ni that 
this yn raa have a park when it isthe seat of the National Govern- 
ment, place of all others where the citizens of the United States do 

te to enjoy the objects of national interest? Shall it be said 
that city alone ought not to have a park? Why, sir, what is the 
great object of interest to the visitor who goes to the + commercial 
m is of this country—New York? His first drive is to the great 
Central Park of New York, which cost, as I have said, over $6,000,000. 

It has been said that this expenditure was designed and intended to 
benefit the wealthy and the rich, and not the poor. Why, sir, it has 
been the design of every city of this country in establishing parks that 
they should be for the poor as well as the rich. They are to all. 
The air and sunshine are breathed there alike by the poorest 
as alias the wealthiest. Ishallnever forgetthat a few years ago when 
I visited the mrs city of New York and went, like other strangers, 
to its great Central Park, in taking my seat in one of the boats on 
one of the magnificent artificial lakes which adorn that park I saw a 

y dressed woman take her seat in the same boat with me, and 
the expression of gratification: “Thank God! Here the air and 
the sunshine are free alike to the poor as well as the rich,” 

This is one instance where all are benefited alike and proved that 
there is a place of recreation in the city of New York where the poor, 
as well as the rich, can go, ‘‘ without money and without price,” when 
they go to the t Central Park. Soin Fairmount Park, Philadel- 
phia; so with the two great parks I have driven through in St. Louis, 
and so in the magnificent parks of that great city that sits upon the 
banks of the glittering lake—Chicago, where you have determined to 
hold the centennial of 1892. They arethe lungsofthecity. They are 
the avenues where all classes of people mingle; they belong to nobody, 
but are especially designed for the benefit of those who can not makea 

of recreation for themselves, 

I submit, therefore, sir, that it is a proper time now to adopt a suit- 
able bill, if this is a suitable bill—and I have not had time to examine 
it in its details—but I say that its purpose and object ought to com- 
mend it to the Committee of the Whole and to the Congress of the 
United States, 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose at this time to dis- 
cuss the matter that I specially haye in mind in connection with this 
bill. I rise now more for the purpose of calling attention to the amend- 
ment which I shall offer when the bill shall be under consideration by 
sections for the purpose of amendment, rather than to discuss the gen- 
eral features of this bill. 

Ihave heretofore opposed the passage of this bill and in its present 
form shalloppose it now. I shall endeavor tobe briefin what I have to 
say here. Inthe main, as to many things that are desirable, which we 
abs ag in legislation, they are not always a necessity; and for the public 
park in this locality, as to the necessity for it, Mr. Chairman, I insist 
that the burdens that it imposes ought to be borne by others than those 
contemplated by this bill. The gentleman from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
Moore}, a member of the committee, is pleased to say that he had the 
honor of proposing, in the bill which is now under consideration, that 
one-half of the expense should be borne by the people of this District. 
That is not a discovery. That has always been upon the proposition 
since it first came before Congress, so far as I am advised. 

I have in my hand, Mr. Chairman, a bill reported to the Fiftieth 
Congress by the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. HEMPHILL], whom 
I now see before me, The proposition was the same then as now: 
that one-half of this expenditure should be paid by the people of this 
District and the other half out of the general Treasury. One phase of 
this question has not been presented here in argument by the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. Grout], the chairman of thecommittee. He says 
that the proportion of cost which the District of Columbia will be ex- 
goes to pay under this bill can be paid out of the funds that are now 

the treasury of the District. From that it would appear that there 
isa pohot of money in the treasury of the District in the hands of 
the District authorities now. Will the gentleman remember that the 
fanded debt of this District to-day is $20,000,000 and that the annual 
taxation of the District is $1.50 on each $100 of assessment? And I 
bear in mind another point. It is proposed that the District be liable 
for one-half of the public expenditure. 

I remember an observation that I made in the Forty-ninth Congress 
from the seat now occupied by the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Banks] adjoining me, when it was proposed in that bill, asit is in this, 
to spend $1,500,000 for this park, which is so far in the country that 
it can not be seen from this Capitol, that in the great northeastern por- 
tion of this city there was not a paved street connecting it with the 
southeast portion of the District. There was not a paved street there 
then, and I believe thereis only one there now. ‘Then, sir, one of the 
public schools in this District was in such a condition that its farni- 
ture and appliances would be a disgrace to a country district in the 


State of Illinois, One door in a school-house in the northeast quarter 
of this city was only held closed by being propped by a’ fire-shovel. 
[Laughter.] Yet we have money enough to enter upon this expendi- 
ture for this breathing-place, as it is called. : 

Let me say in this connection to the gentleman from P. lyania, 
[Mr. ATKINSON], whom I do not see in his seat, but whom I see be- 
yond the rail, when he undertakes to say that this city is more defi- 
cient in breathing-places for the poor than any other city in this coun- 
try or in the known world, I meet that statement with this assertion: 
that no city is better provided in that regard than Washington is to- 
day. Those gentlemen who are in favor of this bill point to us the 
great cities of this country and institute a com n between the city 
of Washington and the great cities of New York, Philadelphia, Boston, 
and Chicago on this continent, and to London, Liverpool, and Paris. 
Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that there is not what is known in a met- 
ropolitan sense in the city of Washington a single tenement house, such 
as there is in the city of New York for tenement purposes, of four, five, 
and six stories high. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Nor is there in Philadelphia. 

Mr. PAYSON. Possibly they are notin Philadelphia, but in these 
other cities I know they are from personal observation. 

I say there may be a necessity for breathing spaces in such cities, but 
will the gentleman bear in mind that there is not one such house in 
the whole city of Washington, and never willbe? Mark the prediction: 
This city will never be a manufacturing city, There will never be that 
crowded population here, block upon block of poor laboring people, 
who from necessity are compelled to herd in such localities. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman deem it 
desirable that there should be tenement houses here? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir, Ido not; but I am talking about the actual 
fact. And now, Mr. Chairman, coming to what I rose to say, if this 
park is deemed to be desirable that phase of the question I do not pro- 
pose to debate further, provided those whom in the first instance it spe- 
cially and specifically benefits shall pay their proportion of the cost of 
it. I propose, at the proper time in the consideration of this bill, to 
offer as an amendment a proposition which finds itself in the statute 
laws of the State of Illinois and which, I am advised, is to be found in 
the statutes of nearly every State in this Union, a provision that where 
public improvements of this kind are projected and consummated a 
special assessment shall be laid first upon the property which is to be 
specifically and directly benefited by reason of the improvement, and 
pro tanto that that shall be paid first, and if, after that,.the cost of the 
improvément shall exceed the direct benefit conferred upon the ad- 
jacent property, then it may be paid for, one-half by the District of 
Columbia and the other half from the general Treasury. That propo- 
sition not only commends itself to the good sense and the good judg- 
ment of the pare) everywhere, as I think, but itis the result of the 
experience of legislators in all localities this Union over. 

The great South Park that we have in Chicago was paid for substan- 
tially in that way; the extension of Lincoln Park, on the North Side, , 
was made substantially in that way; the great string of parks on the 
West Side was made substantially in thesame way; and I am told by 
gentlemen from the city of New York thatone-half the cost of Central 

ark was paid in the same way. Now, knowing, as we all do know, 
that this park has for its promoters and instigators gentlemen who have 
made large investments in country property for speculative purposes— 
and I do not criticise them for that—it seems to me that this propo- 
sition should commend itself with special force to our acceptance in 
this case. That property in the northwest is held for speculative pur- 
poses and this great improvement, which will run ultimately into an 
expenditure of four, five, or six millions of dollars, will greatly benefit 
that property. This bill innocently says that ‘‘ $1,200,000 is hereby 
appropriated,” but that is only a starter, 

This scheme began a few years ago with $500,000 as a “rider” upon 
the District appropriation bill. Then alittle more was added, and more 
specific terms were used in the bill, until here we have a proposition 
for a park to which there is no limit on the north, for there is nolimit 
in this bill as to the distance these commissioners may go in that direc- 
tion. They are restricted, it is true, to 2,000 acres of land, but the 
width is narrow, and nobody can tell or can predict what will be the 
northern limit of the park. There certainly is no limitation of it in 
the bill, nor is there any limit to the cost. 

The report which comes with this bill from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia is more remarkable for what it does not contain 
than for what it does contain. No estimate is given as to the cost of 
this project, no statement of the basis upon which it shall be made—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYSON. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman owes the committee about a 
minute. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROUT. Inow yield one minute to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr, Chairman, I haveasked the gentleman to yield 
me one minute more to add a word which I had not time to say while 
I was on the floor before. The amount of land proposed to be taken 
for this park is only 2,000acres. In comparison with the acreage allotted 
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to parks in our great cities or even in some of the smaller cities of our 
own country, this is quite small, but when you come to contrast it with 
the amount of acreage embraced in the parks of the great cities of the 
Old World it sinks into insignificance. In London alone the acreage in 

‘ks is 22,000 acres, In Paris the acreage in parks is 58,000 acres. 

Vienna the acreage is 8,000; in Berlin it is 5,000 acres, and in Dub- 
lin it is 1,900 acres. This is a proposition to create a park of only 2,000 
acres, with a provision that fall compensation shall be paid to the own- 
ers of the property under the processes by which property is usually 
taken for public purposes. 

As to the question of the power of the District to bear its portion of 
these taxes, if it be true, as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Payson], that there will be an increase in the value of the lands 
adjacent to this park, then they will have to bear their ratable portion 
of the District’s share of the cost of this enterprise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, following what bas been said 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson], I will state that in the 
last Congress.a good deal of complaint was justly made that the money 
which we were appropriating here for the District was used for the pur- 
pose of advancing the interests of men living or owning property in the 
suburbs, while at the same time the public streets of the city were 
neglected. And I remember it was said very generally that this came 
to pass on account of the large social influence of the men who were 
projecting these enterprises and favoring these projects because they had 
so much money invested in the suburbs. Now, within the last few 
days we have had an illustration of that. We have been told, and I 
have no doubt that it is correct, that the late President of the United 
States has sold a tract of land, which was aided in the improvement of 
its value by the appropriations of Congress, for $100,000 more than it 
cost him two or three years ago. 

Now, this kind of improvement is in the same direction, Common 
justice would have required, if the principle could have been applied, 
that this large increase of value in property adjacent to the Zoological 
Park should be paid for by the men who have reaped such large sums 
of money from the advance in price; and such a measure is very prop- 
erly suggested by the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. Chairman, I undertake to say that the city of Washington is to- 
day better provided with parks than any city of its size in the country. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania has mentioned the fact that Chicago 
has 2,100 acres devoted to public parks. What has Washington? 
There is the reservation down here southof the Avenue, embracing 200 
acres or more. There is Soldiers’ Home, with 640 acres. There is 
Arlington, with 300 or 400 acres. There is the Rock Creek Zoological 
Park, with 200acres. The land appropriated in this city to public parks 
root asain the amount appropriated for such purposes in St. Louis or 

icago. 

We have been told what space is appropriated for public parks by 
European cities. One gentleman tells us that Paris has 58,000 acres 
appropriated to such purposes; another gentleman makes the amount 
170,000 acres. I rather think the gentlemen do not know how many 
acres that city has, Butat any rate I believe there is no necessity in 
this city at the present time for any additional ground for parks. 

The city of St. Louis found, as it grew, a necessity arising for parks; 
and public-spirited citizens gave the necessary ground for that purpose. 
One St. Louis gentleman, Mr. Shaw, has made his name immortal by 
giving to St. Louis that large park which is now talked of as having 
been paid for by the city. I say that as this city enlarges, if it does as 
much as is claimed—— 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow a correction? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. . Yes, sir. 

Mr, HEARD. The park to which allusion was made as having been 
f aaraa by the city of St. Louis was not the Shaw Park, but the 
ring Park, a very large body of land in the northwestern part of 

t city. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I knew that the Tower Grove Park had been 
iven to the city by Mr. Shaw. But as I was saying, this city will no 
ubt be provided with additional parks by public-spirited citizens 
when the time calls for such gifts. ‘To-day large sums of money are 
being expended to improve the flats down here by the river; and we 
all know that, as they are rescued from overflow, they will be beauti- 
fied and made places of resort for the people, who will be able to go 
there without expense, as they frequent now the various reservations 

of the city. 

Mr. HOOKER, Willit not take two hundred years to make a park 
upon the reclaimed ground of the flats, at the rate at which the work 
has been proceeding? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand that in a few years the bed of 
that river will be lowered some 15 or 16 feet; and then all that ground 
will be reclaimed, affording a breathing-place for the people. 

Mr. Chairman, this city of Washington is growing to be a very ex- 
pensive necessity to the people of the United States. We are beginning 
to think, out West, that if the people here want breathing-places 
they should provide them by taxing themselves, just as Chicago, St. 
Louis, and other places have done. We are ‘chia ais sums of money 


for expenditures in this Capital. At the last session we voted $6,000,- 
000 for a public building here; and other necessary public buildings 
are being provided for at this session, People from other parts of the 
country who come here are thinking it is about time that the people 
of Washington, if they want these expensive luxuries—matters w. 

are not necessary for the support of the Government—should pay for 
them themselves. 

Mr. HEARD. Does not the gentleman understand the fact that the 
people of this District, if they were willing to pay the entire 
of this or any similar project which they might think desirable for the 
interests of their city, are nevertheless utterly powerless to do so un- 
less express authority be given by Congress? In other words, while 
Congress has the power to spend all the money which may be gathered 
by taxation from the people of the District and placed in the Teaenary 
of the United States, the people themselves without the authority of 
Congress can not spend one cent of the money so collected, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. In answer to the gentleman, I will say that 
if he will introduce a bill to authorize the people of this District b 
popular vote to tax themselves for public parks the proposition 
have my earnest support. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] s 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont has twenty-four 
minutes remaining; the time of the other side is exhausted, 

Mr. GROUT. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. HEARD]. 

Mr. HEARD, Mr. Chairman, without committing myself to thesup- 
port of this bill in its present form or in any other form which it may 
probably assume, I want to impress on the House this fact: I believe 
it is the conviction of the majority of this body that the property which 
it is contemplated by this bill shall be purchased for park purposes 
ought to be so secured and reserved. I believe that is the common 
opinion of this House. Now, I want to suggest further that the pro- 
portion of taxation for the expense ad piblo improvements in this Pis- 
trict which by existing law is apportioned to the Federal Government 
is one half; in other words, the District pays one half of such expenses 
and the General Government the other half. If that basis is wrong as 
applicable to this measure, it is perfectly competent for Congress to 
modify the rule and require this District to pay more or less than one 
half, as may be deemed proper. 

But if this House believes that the District should pay more than half, 
oreven the whole, of this expense, while it also believes that this ground 
should be reserved, that the power should be vested somewhere to pur- 
chase it for the purpose of reserving it, let us at least enact such a law 
as may authorize the securing of the ground, though the District may 
have to pay the entire expense. We do not want to lose sight of the 
fact that it is necessary to have express authority from Congress for this 

urpose, since the District can not spend one dollar of its own money 
‘or any purpose until authorized by Congress, although Congress can 
the money of those people without their consent. 

It is competent for the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] to offeran 
amendment of that character to this bill, as it is for the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson] to propose that the expense to be incurred in 
the purc of this ground shall fall largely upon the property in the 
immediate neighborhood, or property which, in the judgment of the 
commissioners, will be largely increased in value. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Would it be proper to compel the citizens to 
bear this expense without submitting the question to a vote? 

Mr. HEARD, I had not considered that Congress would pounn 
compel this District to pay the whole of this expense, though it may 
so decide, As tọ the suggestion of suffrage in this District to settle 
any question, the gentleman from Iowa is as competent to decide such 
a matter as I am, 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HEARD. I do not understand how my time is curtailed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GROUT] 
yielded to the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, I have said about all I care to say. I simply 
wanted to impress on the House the fact that the District is powerless - 
to buy this ground or do anything else with the money collected by 
taxation of its people without the authority of Congress; and if this 
House believes that ground ought to be purchased and set a asa 
park, even though it wants to make the District pay the whole ex- 
pense, we ought to pass a law which will authorize the acquisition of 
the property by the District; otherwise the District can not take any 
step in the matter. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
HEMPHILL] the remainder of the time. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, itis not my purpose to detain the 
House with any very lengthy discussion of this measure. Some points 
which have been made against it by gentlemen who I have no doubt 
are earnest in their opposition seem to me to be rather unfair, and 
therefore I desire in defense of the committee to make a statement 
which will set us right before the House and the country. 

It is stated there is no limit either to the amount of land to be ac- 
quired or the amount of money to be paid for it. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] read the first section of the bill, but failed to 
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read a part of the fourth section, which I think puts a limit on the 
amount of money. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I referred to it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, But you did not read that which I think putsa 
limit on the amount of land to be acquired and the amount of money 
to be paid. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not have time to read the whole of it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. After limiting the acreage to 2,000 acres, the 
bill provides that the land— 

Piren derama f y rper en maip 60 coceive ie mane Der Any woe 
owners, be vested in the United States. 

So that when these commissioners condemn this land and go to court 
and the value of the property is assessed and the money paid for it, 
then it becomes the property of the United States, but until that time 
it is the property of the individual. 

So before the United States can acquire the p: the commis- 
sioners must condemn it, and they can not condemn it unless they pay 
fer it. ‘They can not pay for it, of course, unless the money is appro- 
priated, and this bill appropriates only $1,200,000. So there is an ab- 
solute limit as to the amount of land to be taken and the amount of 


money to be paid for it. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Has the gentleman time to allow me to submita 
question ? 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is it not true the commissioners are authorized to 
goon and lay off as much as 2,000 acres of land, no valuation being 
made at the time? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Yes, sir. 

Mr, BLOUNT. Are they not authorized to go into court and have 
it condemned ? : 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Without reference to valuation up to that point? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Suppose the valuation of 2,000 acres shall exceed by 
double the amount of bonds authorized to be issued in this bill in 
money, what will be the probable action of the commission? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The proposed action has not—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is proper for us to understand that when we are 
legisla’ They would go into court, and if they have money enough 
they would pay forit. Is it not inevitable we would be compelled to 
pey for the balance of the tract? 

. HEMPHILL. Oh, no. There is but one way to limit this 
amount, and that is to say there shall not be more than 2,000 acres of 
land taken, and to say it shall not cost more than $1,200,000. You can 
not say what it is to cost unless you go into court and the jury pass 
uponit. If the commissioners have laid their hands on more than they 
can pay for, the owner does not cease to be the owner and the property 
does not vest in the United States until the money is paid. If the money 
is not paid, the land does not come to us. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is there such a limit in the bill? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes; in section 4, page 3. 

Mr. PAYSON. Read it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have read it to the House. 

Sec. 4. That the fee-simple of all premises so sppropriaisg for public use, 
of which an appraisement shall have been made under the order and direction 
of said court, shall, upon payment of the sppraeet value to the owner or 
owners, respectively, or to such persons as shall be authorized to receive the 
same for any such owners, be vested in the United States. 

And until the money is paid the title does not vest. 

Mr. PAYSON. Where is the gentleman reading ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. From the fourth section, third page. I suppose 
the gentleman has the wrong bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. T have the Senate bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Is it the Senate bill reported by the commit- 
tee? 

Mr. PAYSON. Does not that refer to the specifie tract? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It refers to the condemnation of the land the 
commissioners may select. 

And another thing, Mr. Chairman; this $1,200,000 is not the only 
money to be used for this purpose, though it is the limit fixed for the 
expenditure; because it is expressly provided that when a portion of a 
tract of land is taken for the purpose of this park the benefits whichare 
to arise from the laying out of the park by the enhancement of property 
values shall be assessed against the remainder of such property. So 
if aman has a hundred acres of land adjacent to the park and it is 
decided by the commissioners that they will take one-half of the land, 
and the remaining half is enhanced in value so as to become equal to 
the value of the whole before the establishment of the park, in that 
event we do not pay the holder of the land a cent. That, however, we 
can not compute for ourselves, 

It isa subject to be ascertained by the jury. The jury must first pass 
upon that question. And now the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAY- 
SON] proposes to further amend the bill by inserting an additional pro- 


viso that if lands adjacent to the park are enhanced in value by the 
laying out of the park, although no part of such tracts are taken, buf 
if there be a substantial enhancement in value, such lands shall also 
pay a portion of the assessment. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. But who is to determine the question of 
enhanced value? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is tobe determined by the jury drawn under 
the regular forms of law prescribed in the District, the law that is in 
operation for the settlement of all such questions relating to the con- 
demnation and appraisement of lands rh eng purposes. It is further 
provided that if eitherside is not satisfied with the decision of the jury, 
express provision is made for an appeal to a second jury, so that justice 
can be done to all. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. But I mean in reference to the increased 
value? : 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The jury decides as to the increase in values. 

Now, in addition to that, so far as the Committee on the District of 
Columbia has been enabled to ascertain by a most thorough, diligent, 
and honest investigation of the question, this proposition is as free 
from the taint of speculation as any scheme or project, as gentlemen 
have called it, that has ever been proposed to this or to any other legis- 
lative assembly. Further, I will say that the property proposed to be 
taken for the purpose of this park is owned, as has been said by the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, by a set of people who have not pe- 
titioned Congress to take it for any purpose. Nota single owner of 
land has appeared before the committee in this Congress, with one ex- 
ception. One owner appeared and stated his position in regard to the 
mater, Bat we refused to amend the bill as he asked that it should be 
amended. 

There can be no objection to the expenditure of this money, therefore, 
for the establishment of this park and the taking of this land, upon 
the mere assumption that somebody or other is to be benefited by it, 
In the consideration of a proposition of this character, where the trans- 
action is plain and open, it is not a question whether somebody is go 
to be benefited by it or whether somebody’s property is to be inju: 
by it. The true question and the only question, if the propriety of 
the work commends itself, is whether it is a reasonable and proper ex- 
penditure for the benefit of the people and all the people. That is the 
question, and if somebody makes money or if somebody loses mone 
by it that is a matter which should not influence a single vote in this 
House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is hardly worth while to take up a great deal 
of the time of the committee in discussing the question as to whether or 
not this park is needed. I have listened with a great deal of interest to 
the objections of various gentlemen, who have founded their arguments 
upon different phases of the question; but I have not found one which 
addresses itself to my mind as likely to influenceany man who wants to 
do justice to the people of the District. Some gentlemen say that we 
ought not to vote money from the public Treasury to lay out a public 
park in this city. But gentlemen must remember that the Congress of 
the United States has taken upon itself the decision of all questions re- 
lating to this District. It has deprived the people of the District of 
the right to determine what shall be done with their money or whether 
they might appropriate that money for a public park or for any other 
purpose. Practically they have no control of the matter. They are 
not permitted to say whether they will vote their own money to pur- 
chase this park or not. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And they are not very anxious to do it, I understand. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That may be, andif I were a property-owner in 
this District, which I am not, I would be in favor of the present system 
of Government as opposed tothe old system. But when Congress takes 
upon itself the power and authority to appropriate the money of thiy 
people without their say-so, it does not lie in the mouth of Congress 
to say that that which is done in every other city in the land, where 
the people are permitted to control their own affairs, shall not be done 
for the people of this city and this District. Congress has taken to it- 
self the right to decide how the money shall be spent. Shall we refuse 
to spend it according to the wishes of the people or in that manner 
which seems to be dictated by common sense? The experience of the 
world is that what is proposed here is done in all other cities which 
control their own affairs. 

Now, what is the park for? Whatis the useofit? The gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. SrockKDALE] consumed much time in talking 
of ‘“pleasure drives.” Iam a poor man myself and I represent a poor 
people; but I never have yet, and I hope I never will in the future, be 
moved by that spirit which objects toa man riding in a park or on 
good streets, provided he is able to pay for the privilege. IfI cannot 
ride I can walk; and I am as much entitled to the free air of heaven 
and the benefits of a public park as the man is who is able to drive in 
his carriage. But the principal object of the park is to meet the needs 
of this rapidly growing city; and unless gentlemen are going to pass a 
statute to prevent the increase of the population of the city of Wash- 
ington some provision must be made for a public park when this city 
becomes much larger than it is to-day. 

Mr, STOCKDALE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 
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- Mr. HEMPHILL, Certainly. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. In that view of the case, and to which I as- 
sent—that the gentleman has a right to ride in a park if he is able to 
pay—do you believe that the Government of the United States has the 
constitutional power to take from a man, or from the people, their 
property for the purpose of establishing a pleasure park, and not for 
necessary public purposes ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, it has been decided over and over again, and 
every city in the Union takes private property for such purposes. If 
that is what troubles the gentleman, it need not concern him in the 
least. 

Mr, STOCKDALE. That is the gentleman’s answer? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir; that is the answer. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That is hardly a fair answer. 
secms to evade the question. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, And further, Mr. Chairman, the poor people are 
as much interested in this as the rich people. There can be no better 
investment of public money to a reasonable and just extent than to 
provide some place where the poor people shall have an opportunity to 
go and where they may reap the benefits which come from communing 
with nature. 

We know that the rich people of this city, as well as any other place, 
can go to the seashore in the summer or they can go to the mountains 
when diphtheria or any other complaint of that kind appears in the 
city; but the poor people of the city are not able to get away from it. 
I say that there is not a poor man or a rich man of this city who has 
come to the District Committee and protested against the appropria- 
tion of this money for the purposes for which it has been asked. This 
measure, as has been suggested, has been before Congress in various 
ways for a number of years, and not a single man, woman, or child has 
protested against it so far as I know. 

In addition to that, I want to ask any gentleman if he knows of the 
citizens of any city of this Union who have ever petitioned that a park 
once laid out should be taken and devoted to private use? The city 
of New York, that has spent $15,000,000 on the great Central Park, 
does not ask that that park shall be reappropriated to private uses and 
that the people shall give up their claim to it. The city of Philadel- 
phia does not ask, sir, as far as Fairmount Park is concerned, that it 
should be again devoted to private use. 

There is not a gentleman on this floor who does not realize that it was 
a wise thing in the original design of this city that provision was made 
for public parks, circles, and squares; and as the city is spreading out 
to-day we are doing exactly the same thing. If weare going to be gov- 
erned by the utilitarian sense of this, let us sell these magnificent 
grounds around the building where we are now. They are utterly use- 
less so far as any practical purpose is concerned. No crops are produced 
on them, But no man here would stand up and go in the face of civ- 
ilization by asking that the ground which surrounds this Capitol of the 
nation should be sold ont and private buildings put upon it; and if this 
bill is passed and this park appropriated to a public use I will guar- 
anty that no man will come to this House in any future year who will 
be willing to introduce a bill here to ask that this property shall be- 
come private property and be devoted to private uses. 

But in addition to that, Mr. Chairman, I believe that the land on 
this creek must either be made a public park or the creek will become 
a common sewer for all that partof thecity. These two things I know, 
that the Jand on Rock Creek can be either made a beautiful, health- 
giving park or the creek will be a sewer which would stinkin the nos- 
trils of this District and breed disease among the people who live in 
proximity to it. 

I do not know, Mr. Chairman, that there is anything more that need 
be said in advocacy of thismeasure. I think itisone that ought to pass, 
and I think that this measure is as free from private gain as any that 
will ever be introduced on this floor. a, 

The CHAIRMAN, The time fixed for general debate has expired. 
The Clerk will now report the amendments recommended by the com- 
mittee, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 8, after the word " creek,” strike out the word“ or” and insert “nor,” 


The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

In the same line strike out “for,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: . 

In line 15, after the word " States,” insert the following: ‘To be known by the 
name of ‘Columbus Memorial Park.’ ” 

Mr. ADAMS. Imoyeto amend the committee amendment by strik- 
ing out the word ‘* Memorial,” so as to leave it ‘‘Columbns Park.” 

Mr. GROUT. The committee makes no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the committee as amended. 

Mr. BLOUNT, I move to strike ont the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the committee. Does the gentleman desire to be heard? 


The gentleman 


Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, no. 

The amendment was to, 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the first section of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That a tract of land lying on both sides of Rook Creek, be- 
ginning at ape 2g Ford bridge and runnin: yada A following the course 
of said creek, of a width not less at any point than 400 feet, inclu the bed 
of the creek, of which not less than 50 feet shall be on either side of sa Sy 
nor more than 500 feet on either side of said creek south of Broad Branch 
and B} en Mill road, and of such greater width north of said roads as the 
ek Gah hil E AED AAAS BOAON A and cov LOATA mee DADIS pee te Pee 
set out, an tual cal and set a asa public orp 

und for the benefit mart joyment of the poopie of the United States, to be 
Sows by the name of Columbus Park: Provided, however, That the whole tract 
so to be selected and condemned under the provisions of this act shall not ex- 
ceed 2,000 acres, 

Mr. PAYSON. I offer an amendment to come in at the end of the 
section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the first section the following: 

“ Northe total cost thereof exceed the amount of money herein appropriated.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, I offer the following amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section 1 the following: 
“ Provided further, Thatafter the survey shall have been made and the bounda- 


ted ape 3 
gress s. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, is not that amendment subject to a 
point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not, 

Mr. GROUT. It is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think it subject to the point 
of order. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I desire to say-—— 

Mr. GROUT. I withdraw the point of order. I will waste no time 
on that. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I desire to say of this amendment, if the Gov- 
ernment has power to condemn people’s property for a pleasure park, 
it has the same power to condemn 2,600 acres that it has to condemn 
2,000 acres. It will be no greater hardship upon the owners who shall 
be deprived of the 600 acres than it will upon those who will be de- 

rived of the 2,000 acres; and if the Government is to adopt this high- 
handed measure I can not see why it may not avail itself of the same 
power and create a tund that will perpetually support and keep up the 
park without expense to the Government. The greater the city be- 
comes and the greater the expense of the park the greater will become 
the income, 

Therefore, if this additional 600 acres shall be condemned the prop- 
erty outside of that again will be enhanced in value and these 600 acres 
can be so utilized by tite Government as to defray the expense of this 
park and refand the purchase-money, while the other 300 acres can be 
so used as to yield a perpetual income to defray the current expenses of 
the park. So that, according to the argument of the gentlemen who 
favor this bill, particularly the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
HEMPHILL], who says that it is not a question as to whether anybody 
will lose by it or will make by it, but is a simple question of benefiting the 
people of this District—in that view, I say, it is entirely proper to take 
this additional land and make a perpetual pleasure ground without 
costing the Government acent. Doubtless gentlemen who favor this 
bill will well say that the Government has no right to forcibly take 
people’s property to maintain a pleasure park. So I think; butif no 
power exists to take property to maintain it no power exists to take 
property to make it. I will oppose the bill even if amended, because I 
think it wrong in principle and a usurpation of power, and one object 
of offering this amendmentis to emphasize that feature of the bill; but 
if the House is determined to fasten this everlasting expense on the 
people I say this relief measure ought to go with it. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. SrocKDALE, and 
it was rejected. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike ont the last word. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] has re- 
moved, in a measure, the objectionable character of this bill, but not 
entirely. Under the provisions of the bill it is the absolute duty of 
these commissioners, not limited by this appropriation, to go on ‘‘ to lay 
out and prepare roadways and bridle-paths, to be used for driving and 
for horseback riding, respectively, and footways for pedestrians,” etc. 
I do not know what amount that will add to the appropriation. It is 
not, however, that which concerns me. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. HEMPHILL] has attempted 
to classify the friends of this bill as the men who appreciate what is 
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just to this District and the opponents of it as utilitarians who by their 
position would be logically compelled to go on and propose to sell the 
ublic ds now owned by the Government in the District of Co- 
Tanba. Sir, I do not belong to either class, but as a portion of the 
money proposed to be expended by this bill is to be taken, not from the 
District of Columbia, but from the people of the United States, I must 
bear in mind that my constituents and the constituents of other gentle- 
men upon this floor are interested in determining the question as to how 
far the public treasure shall be expended in this city.’ 

Mr. i this is a beautiful city. Its elegant homes, its beau- 
tiful streets, its parks, its drives, its wealthy population, its many at- 
tractions, are all very fascinating. Butthere arecommunitieselsewhere, 
sir, in my own State, in the Northwest, and in various parts of this 
country, which are less beautiful, where the property of the people is 
mortgaged for millions upon millions of dollax, and where they are 
interested not entirely in the question of beautifying this city, but 
rather in the question of relieving their own situation and improving 

* their own conditions, so that they may be relieved from the oppression 
of the creditor and be animated again with hope for the comfort of 
their homes and of the little ones about them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 

estion is on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia to strike out 

e last word. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw that, and I now move to strike out the 
last two words. 

Mr. GROUT. I hope the gentleman will let us come to a vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, this is a good large sum which is 
proposed to be appropriated by this bill, and I do notsee why my friend 
wants to rush it through in this way. I suppose it will not bear in- 
vestigation and therefore debate had better be omitted. The commit- 
tee has not given us any information about the probable cost of this 

. Perhaps they did not think it necessary. 

Gentlemen may think that there is no trouble about making these 
expenditures, There are always those upon this floor who animadvert 
upon gentlemen who seek to retrench public expenditures. I do not 
mind being designated as in favor of economy in public expenditures. 
I know that that is the only road by which taxation is to be reduced. 
I know also that those who are interested in these expenditures are 
always quite ready to criticise the lack of a liberal spirit and of broad- 
mindedness on the part of those who interfere with their schemes. 

I care not, sir, for criticisms like that. Only a few days ago there 

here without objection a bill appropriating $1,000,000 taken 

m the farmers all over this land to obtain information as to the mort- 
gage indebtedness of the country for the purpose of disclosing to the 
American people that expenditures are too high, that taxation is too 
high. Gentlemen may ridicule retrenchment now, but the time is 
coming when the yoice of the people will be heard. You may think 
it humble now, but then it will be dignified, potent, and terrible. 
The spirit which is abroad in this land may be laughed down here 
now in the interest of parks and drives and such things, but the hour 
is coming sooner or later when it will execute its will in this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The amendment of Mr. BLOUNT was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc.2. That the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, the president 
of the board of commissioners of the District of golumbia, and the engineer 
commissioner of the District of Columbia be, and y are hereby, appointed a 
commission to select the Jand for said park, of the quantity and within the limits 
aforesaid, and to have the same surveyed by the assistant to the said engineer 
commissioner in charge of public highways, which said assistant shall also act 
as executive officer to the said commission. 


During the reading of section 2 the following took place: 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move that the committee rise, 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman is not in order. 
Won ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to be heard a moment upon 
t. 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please wait until the Clerk 
has completed the reading of the section? and then he will be recog- 


Mr. SPINOLA. I move to strike out the last word of the section 
ust read. 
; The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDER- 
sox] withdraw his motion that the committee rise? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I made such a motion. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas made a motion in 
the midst of the reading of a paragraph, which the Chair will now rec- 
ognize if he insists upon it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 100, noes not counted. 

The committee accordingly arose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BURROWS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (S. 4) to establish a public park in the District of Columbia, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. GROUT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, the following business was trans- 
acted by unanimous consent: 


z ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: i 

A bill (S. 1296) for the relief of the owners, officers, and crew of the 
British bark Chance; and 

A bill (H. R. 6099) granting an increase of pension to Elmer A. Snow. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing was received from the President, by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President had 
approyed and signed acts of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 5682) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to constitute 
Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the 
act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act toamend the statutes in relation 
to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other pur- 

to said port of Columbus, Ohio,’ approved February 9, 1889;’’ 

An act (H. R. 5825) prescribing the times for sales and notices of 
sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes; 

An act (H. R. 4130) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between the city of Pierre, in Hughes County, and 
Stanley County, in the State of South Dakota; and 

An act (H. R. 7617) to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bri 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River 
between the State of Oregon and the State of Washington and to es- 
tablish it as a post-road. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


On motion of Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
it was ordered that the Committee on Appropriations be 
from further consideration of the following executive documents, and 
that they be referred to the Committee on Commerce, namely: 

House Executive Document No, 267, letter from the Sec of the 
Treasury, recommending establishment of proper lights at Doller’s Point 
and on Hog Island Wharf, James River, Virgini 

House Executive Document No. 270, letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, recommending establishment of light station at or near mouth 
of the new cut-off channel, Baltimore Harbor, Maryland. 

House Executive Document No. 272, letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, recommending establishment of a fog-signal at or near the 
Cuckold’s Island, in Townsend Harbor, Booth Bay, Maine. 


WORLD’s FAIR OF 1892. 


On motion of Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, by unanimous con- 
sent, it was ordered that House bill 8393, in reference to the world’s fair 
of 1892, be reprinted with the report and appendix. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PENINGTON, for Tuesday, the 25th instant, on account of 
important business. 

To Mr. COTHRAN, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Perry, indefinitely, on account of important business, 


ALIENS IN GOVERNMENT EMPLOY, 


Mr. SMYSER. I ask unanimous consent that the petition which I 
send to the desk be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, 

The petition is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Uniled Statcs of America in Congress assembled : 

We, the undersigned, citizens and residents of the city of Akron, county of 
Summit, and State of Ohio, respectfully represent that certain laws of the United 
Si to wit, those which have reference to the erection and construction of 
Un States public buildings, navy-yards, fortifications, or other structures 
or works which require the services of skilled or unskilled labor in their erec- 
tion, are, in their opinion, inadequate for their protection as citizens and tax- 
payers, inasmuch as it ppo there is no provision in said laws which secures 
to citizens of the United States the right to labor on such Government works 
in preference to aliens, and especially so when such works or structures are let 
by contract from the Government to firms or individuals. 

Cases of this nature have come before the notice and observation of your peti- 
tioners in various sections of the country, who, as the representatives of a skilled 
craft, feel aggrieved that such Government work would be performed by aliens 
who render nothing in return for the opportunities and benefits so given them, 
to the detriment of citizens and tax-payers who support and uphold the Govern- 
ment by their means and ballots. 

This is particularly the case wherein the works in question require the serv- 
foes of skilled labor in the construction of brick and stone masonry, of which 
craft we, your petitioners, are representatives, and we therefore respectfully 
pray that your honorable body will amend the laws so in all Government 
works, whether let by contract or otherwise, none but citizens of the United 
States shall be employed thereon, and that proper penalties for the enforcement 
of the same be imposed upon such contracting firm or individual for each and 
every violation of the law. 

Witness our hands and seal, and in behalf of the members of Subordinate 
Union No. 7, city of Akron and State of Ohio, of the Bricklayers and Masons’ 
International Union of America; this 18th day of March, 1890. 

[SEA] "rau H. N. JASPER, President. 

3 A. G, WILSON, Recording Secretary. 


The motion of Mr. GROUT that the House adjourn was agreed to; 
and accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

SURVEY OF WATER WAY FROM LAKE MICHIGAN TO ILLINOIS RIVER. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter of the Chief 
of Engineers, accompanied by twenty-six sheets of maps, which he 
recommends be printed to accompany the published report of Captain 
Marshall, as contained in House Executive Document No. 264, present 
Congress, on the survey of a water way from Lake Michigan to the Ili- 
nois River at La Salle, Iil.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

TRANSFER OF BUREAU OF PENSIONS. 

" Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, replying to the resolution 
of the House of Representatives requesting the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the Interior to inform the House what saving, if any, 
of public expenditure can be made by transferring the Bureau of Pen- 
sions from the Interior Department to the War Department—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

EXPENSES OF MILITARY COURTS. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communication of 
the Acting Judge-Advocate General of the Army, relative to the item 
in the Army appropriation bill making provision for expenses of courts- 
martial and courts of inquiry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorials were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: Memorial from the Legislature of the State 
of North Dakota, asking that an appropriation be granted for the pur- 
pose of testing the utility of sinking artesian wells for irrigation —to 
the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Memorial from the Legislature of 
the State of Washington, asking that subsidies be granted for the pur- 
pose of establishing lines of steamers to foreign ports of the Pacific 
Ocean—to the Committee on Commerce. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BAKER: 


Resolved: That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and re- 
quested to report to the House whether in his opinion pro: to open a 
channel between Lake Ontario and Irondequoit Bay may be inaugurated, as de- 
manded in justice to the commerce of the lakes, and whether the increased and 
growing commerce now centered at the port of Genesee will not, such im- 
provement and new project, be afforded necessary additional facilities, and 
whether the facilities now afforded to shipping and commerce in the present 
harbor at Charlotte are not now restricted and rapidly becoming insufficient 
for the purpose of a harbor of refuge. And, further, that the Secretary of War 
report whether said Irondequoit Bay will, if utilized forthe pu of aharbor, 
better subserve the uses of commerce and afford largely increased facilities for 
shipping, as well as for purposes of refuge in case of storms and during the 
winter, and whethersuch additional project will afford desirable gg ear 
facilities to those now existing at the present harbor in the river at lotte; 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. , 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reporis of committees were delivered to 
the Clerk and di of as follows: 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (S. 654) for the erection of 
a public building at St. Paul, Minn.—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (S. 874) for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Roanoke, Roanoke County, Virginia— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 498) to appropriate 
money for a court-house, custom-house, and post-office at Duluth, 
Minn., reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 8544) to increase 
limit of cost of site and public building at Duluth, Minn.; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. . 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill (H. R. 7965) for the relief of George W. Wayson, jr.—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 4081) for the relief of Francis M. Nisbet; 

A bill (H. R. 6006) for the + efit of A. W. Harper; 

A bill (H. R. 4082) for the relief of the Christian Church of Hender- 


ton, Ky.; 
A bill (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Miss Jane Linn; 


A bill (H. R. 1693) for the relief of Thomas T. Owen; 

A bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of A. W. Pollard; and 

A bill (H. R. 8336) for the relief of J. H. Bugg and others. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 7655) for the relief of Hugh 
McNairy, executor of A. C. Thomson,deceased—to the Committee of 
the Whole Honse. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported favor- 
ably the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 2,500 extra copies 
of the report of the health officer of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 373) authorizing the use of the Louis- 
ville and Portland Canal Basin on certain conditions, reported, as a sub- 
stitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 8549) authorizing the use of the Louis- 
ville and Portland Canal Basin on certain conditions; which was read 
twice and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Railways and Canal 
ported with amendment the bill (H. R. 463) to provide for the p 
of the two canals known as the Portage Lake and River Improvement 
Company Canal and the Lake Superior Ship Canal Railway and Iron 
Company Canal, being the water communication across Keweenaw 
Point, Lake Superior, from Keweenaw Bay to Lake Superior, by way 
of Portage River and Lake, in the State of Michigan—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the following bills; which were severally referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 2385) granting a pension to Barney McArdle; 

A bill (H. R, 7369) to restore the pension of Jane M. McCrabb; and 

A bill (S. 1372) for the relief of Mary Hook. 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the following bills; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill R. 4895) to increase the pension of Everhard Welter; 

A bill (H. R. 6992) to pension Susan E. Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. 2139) for the relief of Valeria B. Elliott; 

A bill (H. R. 4415) for the relief of John S. Dill; and 

A bill (H. R. 4185) to increase the pension of Mrs. Antonia B. Lynch, 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported favor- 
ably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 8363) to relieve Enoch Venter from the charge of deser- 


tion; 

A bill (H. R. 6143) for the relief of Albert McConnell, late of Com- 
pany G, Fourteenth Illinois Cavalry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 4745) directing the Secretary of War to issue an honor- 
able discharge to John Reilly; and 

A bill (H. R. 4909) for the reliefof Henry East. 

Mr. CAREY also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 1883) directing the Secretary of War 


Te- 


to amend the record of William DeFreest—to the Committee of the. - 


Whole House. 

Mr. HALL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4646) to authorize the President of the United 
States to cause certain lands heretofore withdrawn from market for res- 
ervoir purposes to be restored to the public domain, subject to entry 
under the homestead law, with certain restrictions, reported, asa substi- 
tute therefor, a bill (H. R. 8555) to authorize the President of the 
United States to cause certain lands heretofore withdrawn from market 
for reservoir purposes to be restored to the public domain, subject to 
entry under the homestead law with certain restrictions; which was 
read twice, and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PARRETT, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the following bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: 

A bill f H. R. 7675) for the relief of Stephen A. Kennedy; and 

A bill (H. R. 5111) for the relief of William Allen. 

Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. 2418) granting a pension to Jonathan Dean, sr.— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8540) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection thereon of a public building at Henderson, in 
xe cs of Kentucky—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun: 


By Mr. FRANK (by request): A bill (H. R. 8541) to remove the 


limitation in the payment of the arrears of pensions—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8542) making an ap- 


t 
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porren for establishing a first-order light-house and fog-signal at 
ray’s Harbor, Washington—to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 8543) to incorporate the National 


American Woman Suffrage Association—to the Committee on the Ju- 


ve 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R, 8545) to incorporate the Columbia 
Electric Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 8546) to amend section 22 of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, A. D. 
1887—to the Committee on Commerce. f 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 8547) to repealanact entitled, ‘‘An act 

_making a grant of land to the State of Minnesota to aid in the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Mississippi River,” approved July 23, 
1868—to the Committee on the Pablic Lands, 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8548) concerning 
the rank and pay of certain officers of the Navy having served a full 
term as chief of a bureau in the Navy Department—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
` By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 8550) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon in the 
city of Elizabeth, N. J.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. i 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8551) for the regulation 
of the practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, and for the pro- 
tection of the people from empiricism in relation thereto—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8552) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Mount Olivet Methodist Protestant Church, Alexandria 
County, Virginia, near Ball’s Cross-Roads—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8553) to amend 
and re-enact section 1974, Revised Statutes, relating to the unorganized 
Territory of Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. SWENEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8554) to provide for 
the f hey of employés of the Sixth Auditor's Office for extra services 
rendered from July 1, 1877, to September 30, 1888—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, 


——— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ADAMS; A bill (H. R. 8556) for the relief of Louisa Kear- 
ney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 8557) granting a pension to John 
MeGregor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8558) for the 
relief of John Glore—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8559) for the relief of Maj. G. C. Goodloe, pay- 
master, of the United States Marine Corps—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8560) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sallie H. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, CHEADLE; A bill (H. R. 8561) granting a pension to Mar- 
tha Torrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 8562) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs, 8. J. Rayner—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. EDMUNDS: A bill (H. R. 8563) for the relief of J. Henry 
Rives—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8564) for the relief of T. L. Lackey 
and G. W. Lackey, surviving partners of the late firm of Lackey & 
Sons—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 8565) granting an additional pen- 
sion to Hugh Donnelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORMAN: A bill (H. R. 8566) for an act to give Charles W. 
Thomas two James rifled cannon—to the Committee on Military Af- 


By Mr. FRANK: A bill (H. R. 8567) granting a pension to Mrs. 
A, Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R, 8568) granting a pension to Nancy 
Altizer, of Ripley County, Indiana—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 8569) for the relief of Horace Bradley, 
Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 8570) for relief of Maj. John M. 
Laing—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 8571) for the relief of L. A. Boyn- 
ton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H, R. 8572) for the relief of Ellen Boswell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8573) granting a pension to Ellen 
Connor, widow of Patrick Connor, deceased—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNIDER: A bill (H. R. 8574) granting a pension to John 
Houston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8575) for the relief of A. A. Kelly—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


By Ms. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8576) for the relief of 
Henry L. Mitchell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8577) for the relief of 
a Teachout—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 

ms. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8578) for the re- 
lief of Ella E. Gibson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8579) forthe relief of 
Jackson Fleetwood—to the Committee on War Claims. ) 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8580) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Mima Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8531) for the relief of Mrs, M. 8. Logan—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8582) for the relief of 
the heirs of James Deford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: A bill (H. R. 8583) granting a pension to Albert 
A. Heston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 8584) to increase the pension of Ed- 
ward Healy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (S. 1545) for the relief of Edwin De Leon—Committee on War 
Ciaims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

A bill (H. R. 7682) granting an increase of pension to Caroline D. 
Morris—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDERSON: Petition of Subordinate Union No 3 of Brick- 
layers.and Masons’ International Union of America, of Charleston, W. 
Va., praying that the laws be so amended that none but citizens of the 
United States be employed upon Government works, whether let by 
contract or otherwise, such amendments to be enforced by suitable 
penalties—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi: Petition of W. D. Phillips and 450 
others, against the bills to tax compound lard—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Natchez Cotton and Merchants’ Exchange, against 
bills to tax compound lard—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Resolution of General Richardson Command, 
Union Veterans’ Union, St, Clair, Mich., against the dependent pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of Subordinate Union No. 3 of Bricklay- 
ers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Indianapolis, Ind. ; 
against employment of alien laborers on public works—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension to 
Mrs. Sallie H. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of 500 persons of Richmond, Ind., 
against Sunday labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also petition of Henry C. Harris, John Speis, and others, ex-Union 
soldiers, against the dependent pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Memorial of the Galveston Cotton Exchange, re- 
questing an appropriation of $6,200,000 for the improvement of the 
harbor of Galveston—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of New EnglandShip-Owners’ Association, asking Con- 
gress to appropriate $6, 200, 000 for the improvementof Galveston Harbor, 
in the State of Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FLICK: Joint resolution of the Ohio Legislature, urging the 
repeal of limitation contained in the arrears act of 1879—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of same body, urging legislation to prevent lard adul- 
teration—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of same body, praying for early construction of Henne- 
pin Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Petition of the Subordinate Union No, 6, Brick- 
layers and Masons’ International Union, against employment of aliens 
on public works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition for reciprocal relations with Mexico— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEAR: Resolution of John L. Jordan Post, No. 246, Hills- 
borough, Iowa, for service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition to restrict use of foreign labor 
on public works and buildings—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition asking for the recommended appropriation to complete 
improvements to the channel of Matawan Creek, in Monmouth County, 
New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GREENHALGE: Petition of Subordinate Union No. 7, city 
of Lowell, Mass., of Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of 
America, for legislation prohibiting the employment of any but citizens 
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“fe Ay United States upon Government works—to the Committee on 
r. 
Also, petition from`Subordinate Union No. 10, Lawrence, Mass., for 


same purpose—to the Committee on Labor. 
By Mr. HALL: Petition for the passage of H. R. 3863, relating to 
letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Roads. 


Also, petition from teachers of Renville, Minn. , favoring international 
copyright—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of William R. Baxter Post, Minnesota, for the service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of 43 citizens of Schuyler County, Mis- 
souri, praying Congress to enact a law remonetizing silver—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Remonstrance of citizens of Superior, Wis., against 
sida canal across Minnesota Point—to the Committee on Rivers and 

rbors, 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Henry Vollmer, jr., and 43 others, 
miners at Davenport, Iowa, protesting against the passage of any law 
materially changing present naturalization and im: tion laws—to 
the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolution of Typographical Union 213, Rockford, 
Ill., in favor of Senate bill 232, amending copyright law—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of Professor John W. Short and 18 
others, su tendents and teachers of public schools in Union County, 
Indiana, for the passage of the international copyright bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, 

Also, petition for granting of a pension to Mrs. Nancy Altizer, of 
Ripley County, Indiana—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of the Republican Club of New York 
City, asking for the enactment of a Federal election law regula’ the 
election of Representatives so that the will of the voters may be fairly 
expressed and honestly counted—to the Committee on Elections. 

Aino, petition of Neosho Rapids Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial 
Union, asking for certain 1 tion in reference to payment of farm 
mortgages, and asking for an increase of legal-tender currency to the 
extent of $50 per capita—to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 

Also, petition of 400 old soldiers in mass meeting at Olathe, Kans., 
for passage of Ingalls pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, : 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Delta (Iowa) Farmers’ Alliance, 
favoring the Butterworth bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of citizens of Illinois, for the suppression 
of obscene literature—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Petition of professors in college, in favor of short 
method of spelling to be applied to Government Printing Office—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LAWS: Resolution of board of supervisors, York County, 
Nebraska, Savoring an appropriation of $6,200,000 for a deep-water har- 
bor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Stark County, Ohio, fa- 
bags beagle Aaa of home labor as against aliens—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of citizens of Hempstead County, Arkan- 
sas, for free silyer—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights,and Measures. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Memorial of the Cotton Merchants’ Ex of 
Natchez, Miss., asking that compound lardand lard, if taxed at all, be 
taxed alike—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition forthe relief of William 
Wray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of Jesse T. Battle, for a pension (see 
H. R. 5335), signed by the officers and other citizens of Pike County, In- 
diana—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Benjamin A. Bertram for pension under H. R. 6543, 
signed by the officers and other citizens of Pike County, Indiana—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James C. Babbitt, president, and Andrew Wing, 
secretary, of Union No, 1 of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International 
Union of America, of Evansville, Ind., praying the amendment of the 
law so that citizens of the United States shall be preferred as laborers 
E SA public work controlled by the Government—to the Committee on 


Also, petition of S. C. Stirling and others, to accompany H. R. 4229— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Resolution of Grand Army of the Republic Post 
No. 609, Department of New York, March 19, 1890, and of Kuslor 
a Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, petition of farmers of Fleming, N. Y., for increase of duties on 
farm products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr, PEEL: Joint resolution requiring the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to report on distribution of tribal funds of Citizens’ band of Potta- 
watomie Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Citizens’ band of Pottawatomie Indians to have 
the Secretary of the Interior to report on distribution of certain tribal 
funds—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


XXI——163 


By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of a mass convention of citizens of 
Sumner County, Kansas, asking for the passage of a service-pension 
Alay petition of T. O. Nasman, H. W. Sandusky, and 65 others, citi 

AS . W. San , an others, citi- 
zens o! Gherokee County, Kansas, asking for the passage of legislation 
that will restore silver to its constitutional place as a money metal the 
same as now accorded to gold—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petitions of ex-soldiers of Pratt County, Kansas, 
favoring a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of ex-soldiers of Gray County, Kansas, for the same 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, protest of citizens of Ness County, Kansas, against any reduc- 
tion of the tariff on to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Memorial of 250 Friends, of Clinton County, 
Ohio, against warlike expenditures—to the Committee on Naval Afffairs, 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of Subordinate Union, No. —, of 
Springfield, Mass., against alien labor on public buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of citizens of Connecticut, in favor of 
short method of ling—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of Ellen Connor, widow of Patrick Connor, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SANFORD: Petition of Emery Rinehart, president, and W. 
O’ Brien, recording secretary, of Subordinate Union No. 13 of the Brick- 
layers and Masons’ International Union of America, Johnstown, Ful- 
ton County, New York, for enactment of laws securing tocitizens of the 
United States the preference over aliens for employment on Govern- 
ment works, whether let by contract or otherwise, and providing pen- 
alties for enforcement of the same—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: Remonstrance of the Seng. of Arizona 
Pioneers against the removal of Geronimo and his band of Indians to ` 
Fort Silli—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Petition of theS. C. Cady Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Anoka, Minn., favoring a service pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the subordinate union of the Bricklayers and Ma- 
sons’ International Union, of St. Paul, Minn., against the employ- 
ssi of aliens on United States public works—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the Society of Friends, against 
expenditures of money for warlike preparations—to the Committee on 


Naval 
By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of He L. Mitchell, pray- 
to the Commit- 


ing that his claim be referred to the Court of Cla 
tee on War Claims, 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of Meadow Alliance, Spencer, Towa, 
urging the passage of H. R. 5353, defining ‘‘ options”? and ‘futures’ 
and imposing penalties to prevent gambling in farm products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Resolution of Tom Howard Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Iowa, asking for enactment of law granting service pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, petition of Henry Howard Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Towa, for same legislation—to the Committee on Tavalid Pen- 
sions, 


Also, resolutions adopted by Farmers’ Alliance, 1335, of Elgin, Iowa, 
in favor of passage of House bill 5353, relating to options on gambling 
contracts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Memorial of the North American Turnerbund 
(Gymnastic Union) of Kansas City, Mo., protesting against the passage 
of pending measures designed to change the present laws relating to 
immigration and naturalization—to the Select Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of citizens of Ohio, against em- 
ployment of aliens on public works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Resolutionsof the Denyer Cham- 
ber of Commerce and Board of Trade of Denver, board of commissioners 
of Fremont County, Colorado, and city council of Pueblo, Gplo., in fa- 
vor of appropriation for deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of Subordinate Union No. 6, Albany, N. 
Y., Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: Petition of Subordinate Union 
No. 6, city of Worcester, Mass., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Inter- 
national Union of America, praying for such an amendment to the laws 
as will secure to citizens of the United States preference of work on the 
construction of public buildings and other Government structures—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, pa in the case of Owen Smith, to accompany H. R. 8488—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: Petition of Jackson Fleetwood, ask- 
ing 4 ey his claim be transferred to Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Resolution of Memphis Cotton Exchange, 


asking increase in salaries of United States district judges—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of citizens of Alabama, 

-praying that Congress will not enact a bill taxing lard which contains 

cotton-seed oil—to the Committee on ture, 

Also, petition of Mobile Chamber of Commerce, for same purpose— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Hiram N. Roberts, for reference of his claim to Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of W: : Petition from residents of the 
State of Washington, relative to industrial lands—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 


SENATE, 
TUESDAY, March 25, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


DIGEST OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a concurrent resolu- 
tion from the House of Representatives; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
nted 500 copies of the digest of claims referred by Congress to the Court of 
aims for a finding of facts under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 
1883, known as the Bowman act, now in manuscript, prepared under resolution 
of the House of Representatives on March 7, 1858, the same when printed to be 
placed in hands of the Clerk of the House for the use of Senators and members 

of the House. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a resolution of the Rockford (III.) 
graphical Union, No, 213, in favor of tae proses of Senate bill 232, in 
relation to copyrights; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Alfred B. Collister, of Patterson, 
Ill., praying for an honorabledischarge from ny ead E, Twenty-eighth 
oe Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Macoupin County, Illinois, 
praying that the law of the State of Illinois and the national law in 
relation to the transmission through the mails of obscene literature be 
harmonized; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 3 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of Wisner Post, No. 187, 
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Montezuma, 
Iowa, praying for the passage of the service-pension bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 29 citizens of Ogden, Iowa, praying 
-for the passage of an act prohibiting speculation in raw and manufact- 
ured farm produce; which was referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of the Bricklayers and Masons’ 
International Union, No.4,of Wellsburgh, W. Va., signed by J. W. Jacobs, 
president, and W. H. Chuks, recording secretary, praying Congress to 
enact such laws as will secure to skilled and unskilled laborers who 
are citizens of the United States preference over aliens in the erection 
and construction by the Government or by contract of public build- 
ings, navy-yards, fortifications, and other structures and works; which 
‘was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 11 of 
the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Mid- 
dletown, Conn., praying that on publie works employment be given to 
citizens of the United States in preference to aliens; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS presented amemorial of the Board of Trade of Mankato, 
Minn. ; resolutions of the bar of Polk County, Minnesota; resolutions of 
the bar of Becker County, Minnesota; resolutions of the bar of Clay 
County, Minnesota; resolutions of the bar of Norman County, Minne- 
sota, and*resolutions of the bar of Marshall County, Minnesota, in fa- 
yor of the passage of House bill aH TERR J for the terms and 
places of holding the courts of the United States in the district of Min- 
nesota; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 51 citizens of La Crescent, Houston 
County, Minnesota, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was 

. teferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Winona, Minn., 
praying for the of the bill to establish an Indian industrial 
school at Pipestone, Minn.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr, ALLEN penen a memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Washington; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Unrrep STATES or AMERICA, STATE OF WASHINGTON 
Office of the of State. 


I, Alien Weir, secretary of state of the State of Washington and custodian ofthe 
compared the attached 


seal of said State, do hereby certify that I ha 


ive 


t of writing, å e., House memorial No. 17, for removing obstructions to 
navigation in the Upper Columbia River, with the original now on file in my 
office, and that the same is a correct transcript therefrom and of the whole of 


In testimony whereof I haye hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
said State at Olympia, this 17th day of Fi , A. D. 1890, 
[seax.] AL WEIR, Secretary of State, 
[House memorial No. 17.| 


To the honorable the Senate and House of of the 
Un: States in Congress assembled ; 

Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Washington, re- 
apana represent that the Columbia River, one of the great water ways of 

e world, can, with slight expense, be made navigable from Kettle Falls, in 
Stevens County, State of Washington, toa point in British Columbia more than 
230 miles distant; that said river above said falls traverses a country of unex- 
celled fertility, rich in the precious minerals, in coal, iron, marble, and lime- 
stone, and in vast forests of pine, fir, and cedar trees; that Northeastern Wash- 
ington, in the center of which lies the tand thriving city of Spokane Falls, 
needs to be brought into connection with said country by means of said river 
in order that there may be amutualinterchange of products; that the said Co- 
lumbia River is navigable in British Columbia to and above the crossing of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, and the said country will be greatly benefited by the 
competition for its freights of that great transcontinental line; that Kettle 
Falls, on said Columbia River is the natural and only point at which it is prac- 
ticable for lines of railway and other highways to approach said Columbia River 
from Northeastern Washington, and that a line of railway from Spokane Falls 
to said point is now compicted to within a few miles of said Kettle Falls, 
namely, the Spokane and Northern road; that theonly obstructions in said 
river above said Kettle Falls for more than 280 miles are ata place called the Littie 
Dalles, in said Stevens County; that said obstructions are inconsiderable and 
can be removed and the river rendered navigable at all stages of water at an 
expenditure of not to exceed $50,000, as is shown by the report of Lieut. Thomas 
W. Symonds, Engineer Corps, United States Army, made in the year 1881, Senate 
Executive Document 196; t considerable traffic between Northeastern Wash- 
ington and said British Columbia has existed and been carried on by means of 
a line of steam-boats above said Little Dalles, but all freights to and from said 
boats has been required to be freighted by teams for a long distance over difi- 
cult and rous and for that reason the said traftic has languished and 
nearly died away, but that the said traffic will be revived and immeasurably 
increased with the completion of the line of the said Spokane and Northern 
Railway Company to said Kettle Falls, and with th bstructio: 
in the said river at the Little Dalles. 

Wherefore your memorialists respectfally pray that an appropriation of a 
sum not to exceed $50,000 be made by aor honorable bodies for the removal of 
the obstructions in said river at the Little Dalles, said appropriation to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the General Government as in other similar 
cases, And asin duty ison? (Pepe erator will ever pray. 

, 


Passed the house January 
J. W. FEIGHAN, Speaker. 


Passed the senate January 31, 1890. 

CHAS. E. LAUGHTON, President. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Bricklayers and Masons’ 
International Union, of La Crosse, Wis., praying for an amendment of 
the laws so that none but citizens of the United States shall be em- 
ployed upon Government works; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Grand Army of the 
Republic, ent of Wisconsin, urging the of Senate bill 
1020, to authorize the President to restore Edwin R. Parks to his former 
place in the Army; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of John E. Perkins Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, of Augusta, Wis., pray- 
ing for the passage of the dependent pension bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. HISCOCK peng a petition of the Soldiers and Sailors’ As- 
sociation of Courtland County, New York, praying for the of 
the per diem rated service-pension bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Michael Collins and others, 
members of thé Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of Amer- 
ica, praying for the amendment of certain laws of the United States 
relating to the erection of public buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Boot and Shoe Workers’ Inter- 
national Union, remonstrating sgainst any treaty being made with Rus- 
sia of a certain character; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of ex-soldiers of Ingalls, Gray 
County, Kansas, praying for the passage of the bill to remove the lim- 
itations in the act granting arrears of pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (8. 843) granting a pension to Thomas Todd, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, towhom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 5488) to increase the pension of Mary M. Gibson, widow of Com- 
mander William Gibson, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2555) to increase the pension of Mary M. Gibson, widow of Com- 
mander William Gibson, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, submitted adverse npa thereon, which were agreed to; 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S, 766) granting 2 pension to William Leslie and wife; 


e removal of the o ns 


A bill (S. 574) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth M. Newman; and 


A bill (S. 851) granting a pension to James H. Preston. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1365) granting a pension to Annie E. Dixon, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely. 

A bill (S. 1672) granting a pension to Joseph Inboden; and 

A bill (S. 1680) granting a pension to Catherine K , widow 
of Brian Kennedy, late private Company D, Tenth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteers, 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and on (S 31 ne fies thereon: 5 ” 

A bi 3177) granting a pension to Ursula Lucretia Haight; 

A bill (S. 1546) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sallie M. 
Michler, widow of the late Brt. Brig. Gen. Nathaniel Michler, United 
States Army; and 

A bill (H. R. 3636) granting a pension to William H. Brimmer. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, te whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2320) granting a pension to William H. Haight, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2861) for the relief of Helen E. Dewey, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
oe bill ee mane collected weap cy vrs Schaus at 
the port of New York on an oil painting not subject to duty, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S, 1303) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda L, Wisner, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1302) granting a pension to John Bechen, sr., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(E. 995) to increase the pension of Zachariah T. Crawford, reported it 
withont amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK. From the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
I report back sundry petitions signed by numerous citizens of Nebraska 
and Kansas, praying for legislation to encourage the sugar industry. 
These petitions were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, and from that committee recently I reported to the Senate a 
bill on this subject, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Iask that the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be discharged 
from the further consideration of these petitions, and that they be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, to accompany the bill, 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. MOODY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2976) granting a pension to Mary L. Bradley, formerly Mary 
L. Smith, who served asa nurse in the war of the rebellion, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2508) to reclassify and fix the 
salaries of persons in the railway mail service, known as railway postal 
clerks, reported it withountamendment, and submitted a report ` 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 3256) to establish an educa- 
tional fund, and apply the proceeds of the public lands and a portion 
of the receipts of certain land-grant railroad companies to public educa- 
tion and the more complete endowment and support of for the 
advancement of scientific and industrial education; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3257) granting & pension to 
Mary Crook, widow of George Crook, late a major-general United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3258) grantinga pension to Adaline L. 
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3259) granting a pension to 
Joseph Depoy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying pepe, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RPIE (by request) introduced a bill (S, 3260) for the relief 
of the heirs of Dr. John H. Long; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3261) for the relief of Maj. 
G. C. Goodloe, pa rof the United States Marine Corps; which 
ma fot twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3262) to amend an act ved 
February 28, 1887, entitled ‘‘An actrelating to the importing be gos 
ing of mackerel, etc. ;’? which was read twice by its title. 


Mr. HOAR, ‘I will state that this is a substitute for the bill which 
I introduced a day or two ago, containing a little better description of 
the territory to which it relates. I move that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Fisheries. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3263) for the relief of Lewis G. 
La Tour; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. i 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3264) granting a pension to Sarah Ann 
Noe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3265) to authorize 
the extension of the Columbia Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3266) for the relief of Eliza 
J. Bell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 3267) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas H. Hart; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3268) to amend sections 4783 and 
5486 of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3269) for the relief of the adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of W. Lawrence; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 


on 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3270) for the relief of the administra- 
trix of the estate of George W. Lawrence; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. ; 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 66) authorizing 
Commander Dennis W. Mullan, United States NNI to accepta medal 
presented to him by the Chilian Government; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GORMAN, In this connection I present the correspondence in 
relation to this affair, as well as a copy of a joint resolution passed by 
the General Assembly of Maryland, in which they have taken action 
for the purpose of getting this man a testimonial of their appreciation; 
and I move that the papers may be printed in the usual form as a docu- 
ment for the use of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 67) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask that the joint resolution be read at length and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Lea O oE Ar 

of concurring ‘hat the 
a States which, when ratiGed by 
shall be valid as a part of said Constitu- 


ARTICLE XVI. 
The ongien shall have power concurrent with the seyeral States to make 
all laws w. shall be and 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
On motion of Mr. SPOONER, it was 


Ordered, That Nicholas T, Lawrence have leaye to withdraw his papers from 
the files of the Senate. 


DISTRICT SCHOOL BUILDINGS. 
Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are requested to 
inform the Senate whether the new eight-room school buildi which have been 
constructed, or now in process of construction, under the rintion 
for that purpose, have been or are being so constructed as to re r m as 
nearly fire-proof as possible, and, if not, what additional appropriation would 
be ul to render said buildings already constructed or in process of con- 
struction fire-proof. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MOPHERSON, 


Am 
its Clerk, announced that the House had to the amendment of 
fices 


a 

the Senate to the bill (H. R. 525) to establish two additional land of- 
in the State of Montana. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


a A STO mga TE Shay e Doako ct Ve Lionas bat sige 
e following enro! ills; an ey were thereupon signed by the 
Vice-President: si 


A bill (S. 1296) for the relief of the owners, officers, and crew of the 
British bark Chance; and 
A bill (H. R. 6099) granting an increase of pension to Elmer A, Snow. 
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Maron 25, 


J 
ALASKA SEAL FISHERIES, 


Mr. MORRILL. Iask unanimous consent to call up Order of Busi- 
ness 709, being Senate bill 3025, as it is rather important that the bill 
should be passed at once. I will send to the desk to have read a com- 
munication from the Secre of the Treasury showing the necessity 
for immediate action on the bill. : 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill (S. 3025) to enable the Secretary of the 
eae to er full and authentic information as to the present 
condition and preservation of the fur-seal interests of the Government 
in the region of Alaska, as compared with its condition in 1870; also, 
full information as to the impending extinction of the sea-otter indus- 
try, and kindred lines of inquiry, ete. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with an amend- 
ment, in line 18, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘twelve’’ 
and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to read: 


Such agent to receive as compensation the sum of $10 per day while actually 
thus employed. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
directed to the Committee on Ways and Means, and as this letter is 
quite full I ask to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 13, 1890. 
Sir: 1 have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the lth instant, in- 
closing House bill 7903, “to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to gather full 
and authentic information as to the present condition of the fur-seal and sea- 
otter interests of the Governmentin Alaska,” etc., for such suggestions as I deem 


appropriate. 

Gnder the provisions of a similar act (approved April 22, 1874) the Secretary of 
the Treasury was enabled to procure a detailed and authoritative statementand 
survey of the real condition of those valuable fur-seal preserves of our Govern- 
ment as they then existed. This monograph, prepared and published by the 
Treasury Department under these auspices, has been the unquestioned au- 
thority and basis for all estimates and comparisons touching the conduct of af- 
fairs in the seal islands eyer since, and has been extensively republished by the 
United States Fish Commission and the Tenth Census, United States of America, 

But since then, and especially during the last four years, an unlooked-for and 

itive danger to these interests has arisen and ee ae their well- 

‘ing and perpetuation, I refer to the injury which the illegal killing of 
fur-seals in the open waters of Behring has inflicted upon the “breeding ” 
and “hauling” herds of fur-seals that annually repair to Pribyloy Islan 
I deem it of utmost importance that the Treasury Department shall have at 
the earliest hour an authoritative survey and statement, pre from field ob- 
servations by one who is fully qualified, of the exact condition and number of 
rds as th | appear next summer on their accustomed breed- 
ing grounds in Behring Such a survey, con with the survey made 
under the act of 1874, will show clearly the full extent of that damage done to 
these interests by pe c poachers, and throw more light on the very impor- 
tant question as to the number of fur-seals that can be safely killed on the seal 
islands next year and thereafter; also, an investigation made personally in 
these waters into the methods of the poachers will furnish additional data upon 
which the Secretary of the epen f can devise an efficient and economical 
means of sup ng this illegal and destructive business of pelagic sealing. 

Also, in this connection arises the query as to what can be done to prevent 
the impending swift extinction of the sea-otter; for, upon the successful chase 
of this ani some 5,000 civilized Aleuts and creoles of Alaska are wholly 
dependent for their means of vert in astate above abject poverty and barba- 
rism. I desire very much the fullest information touching this important ques- 
tion at the earliest moment, so that if any remedy can appia it may be 
Eara n ener ep and thus save an interesting people from untold hardship and 
probably the publie Treasury from humane demand in the way of feeding and 
clothing an impoverished 
ing if proneriy asteca: 

To secure information a fully qualified expert can be employed under 
the terms of the inclosed bill; he can, by its provisions, travel so as to cover 
the whole field of inquiry. The Treasury nts now stationed on the seal isl- 
ands are confined by law to a daily supervision of the operations of the lessees 
and a personal attendance on the killing grounds during the anog season ; 
they can not be spared from this duty, nor should they S even if they were 
competent to make this special investigation. For these reasons I am in favor 
of the pestes of this bill. 

lly, yours, 


community that would haye continued self-support- 


GEO. S. Nb ips Sees 
ng Secretar Y 
Hon. N. DINGLEY =f 


Chairman Subcommittee Ways and Means, House of Representatives, 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the bill pass? 5 

Mr. GORMAN. I only desire to say, sir, that I take it there is no 
use in making any opposition to this bill, but it does seem to me that 
it is simply creating more useless offices with the officers of the rev- 
enue marine, who are directly under the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
with the special agents who have been sent to Alaska for the purpose 
of making examination and reporting all the facts to the Secretary. 
Such reports have been made and a new lease has just been made; and 
I had hoped that we should pass along without further expenditure for 
additional officials. I simply want to say that I shall content myself 
by voting against the bill. 

Mr, DAWES. Mr. President, I wish to say in reply to the Senator 
from Maryland that when the first lease was made precisely this bill 
passed Congress for the very purpose of ascertaining the condition of 
things on those islands, so as to enable the Secretary of the Treasury 
to regulate the lessees themselves and control them. It seems highly 


proper that when a new lease is made the condition in which the old 
essees leave the islands should be clearly, and that the 
needs of the people there should be made known in such a way as to 
enable the Secretary of the Treasury to regulate the conduct of the 
lessees, That can not be done by those particular agents who are sent 
ont there to watch the operations of the lessees, because they are re- 
guired to be on the ground and see every seal skin that is taken off and 
take account of them, and they can do nothing about locating these 
islands. It is said that they have changed their position and changed 
their character and changed their boundaries, Under the former act, 
twenty years ago, those boundaries were all marked out and the survey 
which was made under the act of which this is a copy has been the guide 
for the last twenty years. It is impossible for the agent to do this who 
is sent out there to keep account of the work of the lessees. 

The idea that when we are about to receive a million dollars a year 
from these seals we can not expend, say, $1,200 for the payment ofa man 
who will go out there and have nothing else to do in the next six or 
eight months but to bring back here reliable information as to the to- 
pography, as to the climate, as to the condition the late lessees have 
left the people and the islands and the seals in, it seems to me could 


hardly an argument. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, this is a very small appropriation 
considering the vast amount of revenue that is to be derived by the 
Government. We have recently leased the seal islands at a greatly en- 
larged rental from that paid heretofore under the lease, and it is sup- 
posed by many that the number of seals annually frequenting those 

ands is less now by at least two million a year. Itis very important 
that the Secretary of the Treasury should know how to limit the 
amount, and the survey which is to be made by this agènt will give 
that information to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I understand a contract has been 
recently made with a company which proposes to give a much larger 
poe for the privilege of the seal fisheries than the former company. 

ey propose to give $10 apiece for the seals caught, and the former 
company gave only $3 heretofore. Is that correct? 

Mr. MORRILL. Not quite. It was a little over $3. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, a contract was made, but somehow 
or other, notwithstanding the discussion we have had here, I do not 
understand that it was ever questioned how it was kept after the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury relieved the contractors from what are considered 
the burdens of their contract. Now, a more onerous contract is made. 
Will the result of the passage of this bill and the investigation there- 
under be a recommendation to the Secretary of the Treasury that on 
account of the reduction of profits in the seal fishery the contract must 
be modified, its terms reduced as to the lessees? The contract fixes the 
terms by which they are to be governed. The agents, as suggested by 
the Senator from Maryland, who are on the ground there are looking 
out for theseal fisheries. The Government furnishes its revenue-cutters 
for the purpose of general inspection and general observation, as I un- 
derstand, at these fisheries, and it seems to me a matter of very ques- 
tionable propriety to provide for the appointment of a new commissioner 
or agent for the purpose of making these investigations. 

I have further to say that I do not know how far I ought to go in 
suggesting that possibly this new commissioner or agent ht be sub- 
ject to temptation. I doubt the propriety of leaving such a report to 
the discretion of an individual man, If a commission is necessary to 
be appointed at all let it consist of more than one person. We know 
that where great corporations are concerned, where their interests are 
involved, they not infrequently manage to use influences over the minds 
of persons with whom they deal. Ishould rather risk the chances with 
two commissioners, where so much responsibility exists, than with 
one, if there is to be a conimission at all. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, I objected to this bill for the reason 
that I supposed that under the general law the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had at his command, not only the officers of the revenue marine, 
capable men who have been stationed there and have been examining 
and looking into this question, but he has unquestionably in the Treas- 
ury Department a corps of men whom he can increase at his will and 
pleasure, known as the special agents, whom he can detail for this very 
duty. It is well known to everybody that during past years the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has detailed gentlemen from the special service 
to make this examination, and it is as well known as we know anything 
that possibly the best, the most astute, the most intelligent man who has 
been sent to that region to examine it made a report to the Secretary of 
the Treasury ; since when anew contract has been made with another firm 
or company at more favorable rates to the Government. We are in- 
formed by the newspapers that one of the Treasury agents has since be- 
come an officer or an agent of the new company. I know personally 
nothing of this affair, nothing except what I gather from the public 
prints. I do not intend to reflect on the conduct of any such officer. 
I do suggest that if there is to be an inquiry made under special legis- 
lation, it ought to be, in view of what has just occurred, e by acom- 
mission higher than the one that is pro here, one whose report will 
meet withapproval by the country. Tosimply send out another agent, 
creating an office specially for this purpose, when the Secretary has 

wer tosend such an officer already in the service, is, I think, unwise. 
This constant multiplication of officers is objectionable, and it does seem 
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to me (I make the suggestion with all deference) that if the question 
is to be again looked into it ought to be by a commission. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know what the intention of the Secretary of 
the Treasury may be under this bill. I do not know exactly whether 
the Senator from Maryland intends by his remarks to reflect upon the 

t who went out under the old bill twenty years ago, nor do I know 
i this particular agent is who has gone into the employ of this new 
company. If any agent of the Treasury has done that g, of course 
it unfits him for this service. The agent who went out under the other 
law, which was a bill introduced by myself twenty years ago, made a 
report which has been the guide for twenty years of the whole Treas- 
ury De ent, His report has gone into the census as a monograph 
upon the subject of the seal fishery. Ihave never heard until this 
moment—and I do not know that theSenator intended to reflect upon 
that report or upon that gentleman; I agree with the Senator—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The person alluded to by the Senator from Mary- 
land is not the one the Senator from Massachusetts refers to. The one 
is Mr. Elliott and the other is Mr. McIntyre. 

Mr, GORMAN. I had no reference to the gentleman who made the 
original report. What I stated was what I have seen in the news- 
papers, for I have no access to the Departments, that an agent of the 
Treasury Department who has been there within the last four or five 
years, perhaps sent there by the last Administration, or, at all events, 
who has been there within the last three or four years watching the in- 
terests of the Government and making reports upon the conduct of the 
old company, immediately after the new contract was made became 
an officer of the new company. 

Now, as I understand it, he was simply one of the special agents of 
the Treasury Department. I suggest that, if we are to legislate atall, 
we ought to appoint a commission with higher authority than a mere 
agent such as is provided for by this bill. 

Mr. DAWES. That shows the improprieky:of relegating this serv- 
ice to the agents sent out under the existing law, which was the Sen- 
ator’s first suggestion when he took the floor the first time. I agree 
with the Senator that it is the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to employ the best possible talent for this service. The importance of 
the revenue justifies it, the importance of the whole work justifies it, 
but, more than all that, I failed to make theslightest impression upon 
anybody else in respect to it the other day when we discussed the seal 
matter; but what impresses me all the time is the effect upon the future 
of Alaska. For forty years, taking the twenty years that are 
and the twenty years that are to come, the whole fate and develop- 
ment of all Alaska is put under the control of private enterprise. 
‘That control has been exercised in the past as well as it could possibly 
be, for aught I know, and I have no reason to suspect that it will not 
be in the future. But it is a serious question with reference to what 
seem to me to be the possibilities of Alaska in the future, whether it 
should be entirely under the control of a private enterprise, however 
well conducted that “neigh sine may be. Now, here is possibly some 
means of alleviating that which seems at present to be a necessary evil, 
some means of bringing to the knowledge of the administrator of this 
great work information on the subject-matter, if he can get it in no 
other way. Are we to presume that he will not employ the best: possi- 
ble talent for theend? Ifso, he will not have done his duty. I have 
no doubt he will do that. If he does notdo it, he does not do his duty. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In reference to the allusion made by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to the gentleman to whom I under- 
stand he has referred, Mr. George Tingle, I desire to state that he was 
formerly a citizen of my State and subsequently a citizen of Montana. 
I know him well. The Senatoris laboring under a misapprehension as 
to the facts when he connects Mr. Tingle, while in the Government 
service, with a subsequent employment by the company which has the 
lease of these islands. He was employed in the Government service 
for some time. He subsequently left that service and became a citizen 
of Montana, and during the present winter, after his entire connection 
with the Government service had ceased, he was employed by gentle- 
men who compose the company and who had leased these islands as one 
of their employés. Iam satisfied from my knowledge of that gentle- 
man’s character that nothing could have occurred by reason of his con- 
duct in connection with this subject to justify any criticism as to his 
employment. I think itis but just to him that this should be stated 
to the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL. Idesire to state that I happen to know the person 
who will probably be selected. He is an employéof the Smithsonian 
Institution, and there is no man in this country who is better qualified 
to discharge the duties that will be imposed upon him than the selec- 
tion which will be made by the Secretary of the Treasury, and he is 
as much above being bought off by any company as any member of the 
Senate on this floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was passed; there being on a division—ayes 25, noes 17. 

LA ABRA SILVER MINING COMPANY. 
. Mr. VEST submitted the following resolution, and asked for its 
present consideration: 


Resolved, That the President be 
Soa his opinion incompatible wi 


requested to communicate to the Senate, if 
th the interests of the public service, copies 
correspondence between the La Abra Silver Mining Company orits officers, 


attorneys, or counsel, or any of them, and the De: mentof State or President 
of the United States, and also between the said rtment and the Mexican 
Government since the publication of the last executive document touching the 
award rendered in favor of the said company by the United States and Mexi- 
can Claims Commission or the distribution of the moneys paid on account of 
the said award by the Mexican Government. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is ọn the passage of the 
resolution. 

Mr. DOLPH. Who offered the resolution ? : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was offered by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest]. S 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like to have it read ognin. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to the resolution now. As I un- 
derstand, it calls for all documents since the last publication. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


LAND IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS, 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to communicate tothe 
Senate the number of patents issued up to date to Indians under the severalty 
act, and on what reservations, in detail, and what number of allotments, if any, 
now await patent. À 


read again. 


SENATORS FROM MONTANA, 


Mr. HOAR, Idesire to give a notice which it may be convenient 
to the Senate to have given now. I gave notice yesterday that I should 
call up the Montana election case for action on Thursday, the day after 
to-morrow; but I have been informed by the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Puea], who is a member of the committee, that it will be more 
convenient to him and some other members of the minority to have a 
short postponement of the case. Therefore I shall defer calling it up 
until next Monday, 

TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be nofurther morning business, 
the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe it is necessary to submit a motion in 
order to take up the unfinished business now, it being before 2 o'clock, 
and I arene move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
trust bill. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1) to declare unlawful 
trusts and combinations in restraint of trade and production. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr, STEWART. Let the amendment be read. 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as additional sections the 
following: 


Sec. 3. That all persons engaged in the creation of any trust, or as owner or, 
part owner, agent, or manager of any trust, employed in any business carried 
on with any foreign country, or between the States, or between any State and 
the District of Columbia, or between any State and any Territory of the United 
States, or any owner or part owner, agen’ or manager of any corporation, com- 
pany, or person employed in any such business, using its powers for either of 
the purposes openen in the second section of this act, shall be deemed guilty 
of a high misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be fined in asum not 
exceeding $10,000 or imprisonment at hard labor in the penitentiary not exceed- 
ing five years, or by both of said penalties, in the discretion of the court trying 
the same. 

Sec, 4. That a trust is a combination of capital, skill, or acts by two or more 
persons, firms, or associations of persons, or of any two or more of them, for 
either, any, or all of the following purposes: 

First. To create or carry out any restrictions in trade. 

Second. To limit or reduce the prodaction or to increase or reduce the price 
of merchandise or commodities, 

Third. To prevent competition in the manufacture, making, purchase, sale, 
or transportation of merchandise, produce, or commodities. 

Fourth. To fix a standard or figure whereby the price to the public shall be 
in any manner controlled or established of any article, commodity, merchan- 
dise, produce, or commerce intended for sale, use, or consumption, 

Fifth. To create a monopoly in the making, manufacture, purchase, sale, or 
transportation of any merchandise, article, produce, or commodity. 

Sixth. To make, or enter into, or execute, or carry out any contract, obliga- 
tion, or agreement of any kind or description by which they shall bind, or shall 
have bound themselves not to manufacture, sell, dispose of, or transport any 
article or commodity or article of trade, use, merchandise, or consumption be- 
low a common standard figure, or by which they shall! a; in any manner to 
ESR the price of such article, commodity, or transportation ata fixed or gradu- 
al figure, or by which they shall in any manner establish or settle the price 
of any article, commodity, or transportation between themselves, or between 
themselves and others so as to preclude free and unrestricted competition among 
themselves and othersin the sale and transportation of any such article or com- 
modity, or by which they shall agree to pool, combine, or unite in any interest 
they may have in connection with the sale or transportation of any such article 
or commodity that its price may in any manner be so affected, . 

Sec.5. That each day any of the persons, associations, or corporations afore- 
said shall be engaged in violating the provisions of this act shall be held to be 
a separate offense, 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the wish has been expressed in my 
hearing by several Senators that this bill and the various amendments 
which have been offered to it and which are proposed to be offered 
shall be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. I concur in the 
eo of that course. I shall make that motion and do now make 

t, and on that I ask the indulgence of the Senate to state some reasons 
why that course should be pursued. 
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Certainly there is no subject likely to engage the attention of the 
t Congress in which the people of this country are more deeply 
terested than in the subject of trusts and combinations, These evils 
have grown within the last few years to an enormous magnitude; enor- 
mous also in their numbers. They cover nearly all the great branches 
of trade and of production in which our country is interested. They 
grow out of the present tendency of economic affairs throughout the 
world. It is asad thought to the philanthropist that the present sys- 
tem of production and of exchange is having that tendency which is 
sure at some not very distant day to crush out all small men, all small 
capitalists, all small enterprises. This is being done now. We find 
everywhere over our Jand the wrecks of small, independent enterprises 
throwninourpathway. Sonow the American Congress and the Ameri- 
can people are brought face to face with this sad, this great problem: 
Is production, is trade, to be taken away from the great mass of the 
people and concentrated in the hands of a few men who, I am obliged 
to add, by the policies pursued by our Government, have been enabled 
to te to themselves large, enormons fortunes? 

This is the evil before us. Any time within the last nine years 
since I have had the honor to be a member of this body I would have 
introduced a bill to prevent these evils, to suppress these combinations 
and these trusts if I could have found the constitutional power to en- 
act the bill. I find myself to-day, with every wish to exercise every 
power conferred by the Constitution upon Congress to suppress these 
trusts, unable to find in that instrument a power under which the 
Senate can originate a measure that in my opinion will be efficient. 

The people complain; the people suffer; the people in many parts of 
our country, especially the agricultural people, are in greater distress 
than ood ve ever been before. They look with longing eyes, they 
turn their faces to us with pleading hands asking us to do something 
to relieve them from theirtrouble. I believe the sentiment that some- 
thing ought to be done pervades this body almost universally. The 
aperin for us and the problem for us is how, consistently with the 

ited poren which the Constitution has conferred upon us, we cau 
deal with these great evils. 

There is a power, a power which the learned and distinguished Sena- 
ı tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] on the 14th day of September, 1888, 
declared in this body was the only power which could be efficiently 
used. Thatis the taxing power. But by the forms of our Constitu- 
tion no tax law, no bill to raise revenue can originate in this body. 
But for that the amendment offered to this bill by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] would receive and ought to receive the vote ot 
every member of this body. We can go further. In that amendment 
the tora. poua is applied to options and to futures. There is no rea- 
son why this same power could not be applied as it was applied for the 
purpose of supp: the circulation of State bank notes, to the sup- 
pression of these trusts, the suppression of these combinations which 
are eating up the substance of our people. But, sir, we can not origi- 
nate that in this body; a revenue bill must be first sent to us from the 
other House before we can enter into that business. The Senate, how- 
ever, seems determined, leaving out the taxing power, to pass some 
measure on this very intricate and very difficult subject. 

I say it is difficult and intricate, and if the Senate will bear with me 
while I call attention to the several bilis which have been introduced 
by the Senator from Ohio partly on his own account and partly as the 
organ of the Committee on Finance, the Senate will seo what difficul- 
ties that Senator and the great committee of which he is the organ have 
encountered in the pursuit of this subject. 

On the 14th day of August, 1888, the Senator from Ohio introduced 
a bill. I desire all these bills to be printed as a part of my remarks. 
I do not wish to read them all, and I shall ask that the Reporter will 
note at this point the bill to be inserted. 

The bill referred to is as follows: 


A bill to declare unlawful trusts so PINAS in restraint of trade and pro- 
uction. 


agreements, 
rations made with a yiew or 


ried ments, 
or which 
ereby de- 
licy, unlawful, and void; and any person or cor- 
ured or n by such arrangement, contract, agreement, trust, 
on may sue for and recover in any court of the United States of com- 
petent jurisdiction double the amount of damages suffered by such peron or 
m., And any corporation doing business within the United States that 
acts or takes in any such arrangement, contract, ment, trust, or cor- 
porini nna forfeit its rate franchise; and it shall be the duty of the dis- 
ot attorney of the United es of the in which such corporation exists 
or does business to institute the proper proceedings to enforce such forfeiture. 


Mr. GEORGE. This was the first bill that was introduced in the 
Senate on this subject, In that the Senator from Ohio assumed, as the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr, PuGu] did yesterday, that Congress had 
fall, complete jurisdiction over the subject of trusts and combinations, 
whether they affect interstate or foreign commerce or not. It will be 
seen by reading the bill that it denounced all arrangements, contracts, 
agreements, and trusts made by anybody about anything which is an 
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article of commerce, whether in domestic, interstate, or foreign com- 
merce, 

Mr. REAGAN, Is the Senator from Mississippi sure that is the first 
bill introduced on that subject ? ~ 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the first one introduced here that I know of. 

Mr. REAGAN. [introduced one the same day, or previously to that 
time, on the same subject. 

Mr. GEORGE. I stand corrected upon that. Ihave been pirning 
in most of my investigations the action of the Senator from Ohio an 
the committee of which he is the organ. 

That bill had no reference to transactions in interstate or foreign 
commerce, but that the Congress of the United States had 
throughout the Union,as a separate State has within its own borders, full 
and complete jurisdiction oversthe subject of trusts it legislated in 
that way. It applied to contracts made by anybody; it applied to all 
subjects of commerce, interstate, foreign, and domestic; and it con- 
tained the remarkable provision that Congress could enact a law de- 
clearing the ground of forfeiture for a State corporation of its char- 
ter and directing proceedings in a Federal court by a Federal officer 
against a State corporation for the popon of declaring the forfeiture 
of its charter. That was the first bill introduced by the Senator. That 
was introduced August 14, 1888. 

The Committee on Finance kept the bill under consideration until 
September 11, nearly one month, and then we have bill No. 2, which 
the Reporter will note, 

The bill reported September 11, 1888, is as follows: 

Thatall arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between 
rsons or corporations made with a view, or which tend, to prevent full and 
competition in the POROTA transportation, or sale of articles imported 
into the United States, or in the production, manufacture, or sale of articles of 
domestic growth or production, or domestic raw material that competes with 
any similar article upon which a duty is levied by the United States, or which 
shall be transported from one State or Territory to another, and all arrange- 
ments, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between persons or cor- 
porations designed, or which tend, to advance the cost to the consumer of an 
such articles, are hereby declared to be against public policy, unlawful, and voi 

Seo.2. That any person or corporation injured or dain fled by such arrange- 
ment, contract, agreem 
court of the United States of competent jurisdiction, of any person eat Sipe 
a party to a combination descri in the first section ot this act, the full con- 
sideration or sum paid by him for any goods, wares, and merchandise included 
ae rare sd eae 

EO. 3, th n 1 any su TTA nt, con 

ME GIOR SODRON described in rka lof this act, ker on his own 
accountor as agent or attorney for another, or as an officer, agent, or stockholder 
of any corporation, oras a trustee, committee, or in any capacity whatever, shall 
be guilty of a high misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof in any district or 
circuit court of the United States shall be subject toa fine of not more than 
$10,000 or to imprisonment in the penitentiary for a term of not more than five 
years, or to both such fine and ra pei arg in the discretion of the court. 
And it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the United States of the dis- 
trict in which such persons reside to institute the proper proceedings to enforce 
the provisions of this act. 

Mr. GEORGE. By that bill all of the first bill was stricken out and 
the committee sought to get jurisdiction upon a ground which I will 
now proceed to state. The committee to discover that this sub- 
ject of trusts and combinations in restraint of trade was nota matter of 
Federal jurisdiction in its full extent. They began to discover that 
they must look to some particular power ted by the Constitution 
to Congress under which they could pass bill. So they undertook 
and so they provided that these arrangements and contracts should be 
in reference to preventing ‘‘ full and free competition in the vy nope 
transportation, or sale of articles imported into the United States, or 
in the production, manufacture, or sale of articles of domestic growth 
or production, or domestic raw material that competes with any similar 
article’’ introduced into the United States ‘‘or which shall be trans- 
ported from one State or Territory to another,” 

The committee sought jurisdiction upon the ground that these trusts 
were interfering with full and free competition with articles imported 
which were dutiable articles. The idea of the committee seemed to be 
this: If Congress can impose a duty upon a foreign article, Congress may 
prevent an arrangement or a trust which interferes with the saleof that 
imported article. That was the first ground. The second ground was 
that if these arrangements were made about articles which were after- 
wards t rted in interstate commerce that would bring them within 
Federal jurisdiction. 

At this stage there was some discussion in this body, in which cases 
were cited and principles of constitutional law well known were intro- 
duced and brought to the attention of the Senate, which showed the 
utter fallacy of the grounds upon which the committee had the 
jurisdiction of Congress to enact the bill, Some discussion followed 
and some amendments were made, so that on the 25th of January, 1£89, 
there was another bill reported from the committee. That is bill No, 3. 

The bill referred to is as follows: 

A bill to declare unlawful trusts and combinations in restraint of trade and 
production, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of 
America in That all arrangements, contracts, agreements, 
trusts, or combinations between persons or corporations made with a view or 
which tend to prevent full and free competition in the importation, ere Ane 
tation, or sale of articles imported into the United States, or in the production, 
man , or sale of articles of domestic wth or production, or domestic 
raw material that in due course of trade be transported from one State or 
Territory to another, or to the District of Columbia, or from the District of Co- 


ent, trust, or combination may sue forand recover inany ' 


eed or combinations between ae or which 
pof any of paeh articles are hereby 


i tract, 
any ae of the nited & States of a ne teres of any — — — 


first section ol 


Src. 3. That if one of the purposes of any Such arrangement, conten contract, agree- 

ment, trust, or combination shall be to compel any pe ampar a j Sa or cor- 
poration to become a party thereto, orto cease from Ey any lawful business, 
or to sell and dispose of lene lawful business, or if acts shall be done under any 
such arrangement, con! agreement, trust, or combination, which have for 
their purpose, or which Si tend to compel the giving up or sale of any law- 
ful business, the person, partnership, or corporation injured thereby may sue 
for and recover in any court of the nited States of ration a pa cee 


sustained thereby of any person or mablnation, or ofa cll rset to any such 
arrangement, con! agreement, trust, or combination — “ptt num- 
ber less than all of s parties. And if any purchaser of fied in 


the preceding section shall be put to additional cost by the gee poten ma of the 
of such articles by means or of any such arrangement, contract, 
peccomens, trast, or combination, he may, in like manner, sue for and recover 
e damages sustained, which shall in such case be estimated at the full consid- 
oral ie Carga paa by him Pialta erbaa 80 LAAR in prias adena sgae E 
EC, persons enter: n bane 5 m: con: 
ment, trust, or combination denatbod in section Lof this act, either on piba own 
account or as agent or attorney for another, or as an officer, agent, or stook- 
holder of any ir ge ey <8 or as a trustee, committee, or in any what- 
ever, shall be guilty of a hi misdemeanor, and, on conviction in any 
district or circuit court of the United States, shall be subject to a fine of not 
more than $10,000 or to imprisonment a tne penitentiary foraterm of not more 
five youn or to both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the 
court, And i tail bo the duty of the dis attorney of the United States of 
the district in which such reside to institute the proper proceedings to 
enforce the provisions of this act. 
PE aps 5. That any pwno ninety TOTAN the passage of gatas shall 
as & manager, tec, or agent of any arrangement, con! 
ment, trust, or combination as described in the first section, to 
the penalties prescribed in the fourth section. 


Mr. GEORGE. In that bill, either by the acceptance of the Senator 
from Ohio or by the vote of the Senate—and Ido not remember which— 
section 3 and section 5 were introduced for the first time in this legis- 
lation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What bill is that? 

Mr. GEORGE. This is Senate bill 3445, ordered to be printed Jan- 
uary 25, 1889. I will read section 3 so that the Senator can catch my 
idea more perfectly. I believe this section was offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. At all events it a to be 
ordered reprinted as amended. In section 3 of this bill it was pro- 
posed— 


That if one of the purposes of any such arrangement, contract, agreement, 
trust, or ADIn AEDE IDAT be to compel any person, partnership, or corpora- 
tion to become a party thereto, or to cease from doing. any lawful business, or to 
solland dispose of any lawful business, or if acts shall be done under any such 
arrangement, contract, agreement, trust, or combination, which have for their 
purpose or which shall tend to compel the giving up or sale of any lawful busi- 
ness, the person, partnership, or corporation injured thereby may sue for and 
recover in any court of the United States of competent jurisdiction the damages 

sustained thereby of any person or corporation a party toany such arrangement, 
contract, agreement, trust, or combination, or of all or any number less than 
all of such parties. 
And then there was a provision in that same section for recovering 
furtherdamages. The fifth section was intended to have operation upon 
trusts and combinations already formed, and is in the following Saas 


That any 7 pemon who, ninety days after the passage of this law, shall = = 


p rin seph the Arai sectlo gerne, Peel fable to the} to the oor 


trust, or jirani mt Peren as 
alties prescribed in the fourth section. 

In that connection there was also some discussion. It was shown in 
that debate very fully that under the power to regulate foreign and 
interstate commerce the provisions of the bill couldnotstand. It was 
also shown that the bill covered very innocent combinations and trans- 
actions, such as the alliances among farmers and grangers and com- 
binations among laborers to advance their wages, ete. That bill sub- 
mitted on the 25th day of January, 1889, after that debate was closed, 
was never called up for action during the last Sonta 

That disposes, Mr. President, of the history of this legislation or at- 
tempted legislation in the Fiftieth Congress. But the Senator from 
Ohio was not disposed, as he understood his duty, to let the matter 
rest there; so that on the first day or the next day after we met at 
this session, at least on December 4—I believe we met on the 2d—the 
Senator from Ohio introduced this bill: 

Be it enacted, eto., That all arrangements, contracts, 
binations between persons or corporations made with a view or which tend 

ps pach yy u and Eee competition in the importation, tran: „Or sale 
of articles into the United States, or in the production, manufactu 
or sale of aries of domestic growth or production, or domestic raw mate: 
that competes with any similar article upon which a duty is levied by the Ynited 
States, or which shall be transported rted from one State or Territory to another, 
and all arrangements, contracts, ments, trusts, or combinations between 
persons or corporations designed or which tend Maples advance the cost to the con- 
ora = beng articles, are hereby declared to be against public policy, un- 


Sec. 2. That any person or corporation injured or damnified by such arrange- 
ment, contract, ig Arer nt, or combination may sue ae apo recover, in 
any court of the United States o competent jurisdiction, of n or cor- 
Faraon a pars ton combination ibed in the perp hata this act, the 

ratioa or sum paid by him for any goods, wares, and merchandise 


ents, trusts, or com- 


ka ig oe paveowa in pries Farat combination. 
SEO, persons entering into any such tract, agree- 
ment, trust, or combination d fescribed in action: 1 of this ack, Shee on bis own 
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account or as agent or attorney for another, or as an officer, agent, or stock- 
holder of any Sow! yaar gay or as a trustee, committee, or in any capacity what- 
ever, shall be gui ay ot of a high misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof in any 
district or circuit court of the United States shall be subject toa fine of notmore 
than $10,000 or to imprisonment in the pasian deri for a term of not more than 
five years, or to both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 
And it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the United States of the dis- 
trict in which rr eee reside to institute the proper proceedings to enforce 
the provisions of 


In this the effort was made to evade—I suppose I ought not to uso - 


the word ‘‘evade,”’ as that is sometimes used in a sinister sense, and I 
do not use it in that sense—but an effort was made to get rid of the 
constitutional objections which had ‘been urged in the last Con è 
so that we have here some provisions which had been left out of No, 
3. Thecommitteeséem to have been uncertain about the d upon 
which they had placed it. In No. 2, the second bill introduced, one of 
the grounds of jurisdiction was stated in these words: The article must 
“compete with any similar article upon which a duty is levied by the 
United States.” That was left out of the next bill. The committee 
thought they could get along with the jurisdiction without this com- 
peting clause, and so with that omission the Senator from Ohio, in the 
original bill introduced at this session, presented the bill in other re- 
spects substantially like the last bill that had been reported in the last 
Congres, except that section 3 and section 5 which I have read were 
omit 

That went to the committee, and onthe 14th of January, 1890, it was 
reported back to the Senate with some changes with the view of get- 
ting at jurisdiction. It had been shown in the debate, and conclusively 
shown by citations from the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, that articles which might become subjects of interstate 


commerce did not so become until they were actually delivered at the’ 


depot of the common carrier for transportation. Several cases were 
cited which settled that doctrine beyond dispute. So when the Com- 
mittee on Finance, able and learned as it, came to consider the bill in- 
troduced by the Senator from Ohio on the second day of the session, 
they discovered that the bill would not stand the constitutional test, 
and so they changed the bill in the particulars to which I will now call 
the attention of the Senate. 
The bill reported January 14, 1890, is as A 

Be it enacted, cic., That all arrangements, contracts, ents, trusts, or 
ae Between persons or corporations made with the the fi intention to pre- 

nt full and free competition in the importation, transportation, or sale of ar- 
Seles imported into the United States, or in the production, man ure, or sale 
of articles of domestic fice article, or production, or domestic raw material that 
competes with any similar article = m which a duty is levied by the United 
States, intended for and which transport 
to another for sale, and all ese predir By contracts, agreements, trusts, or 
combinations between persons or corporations intended to advance the cost to 
the consumer of any such articles are hereby declared to be against public 
policy, unlawful, and void. 

EC, 2, Sigi person or corporation injured or damniñed by such arrange- 
Stas i contract, ansni t, trust, or combination ma: Briggs for and recover, in 
any court of the United States of competent jurisdiction, of any person or cor- 
poration a to a combination described in the first section of this act, twice 
the amount of the damages sustained, and the costs of suit. 

Sec. 3. That all persons enterin. into any such arrangement, contract, agree- 
ment, trust, or combination d ‘bed in section 1 of this act, either on his own 
account or as agent or attorney for another, or as an officer, agent, or stook- 
holder of any ration, or as a trustee, committee, or in any capacity what- 
ever, shall be ty of a high misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof in any 
district or circuit court of the United States shall be subject to a fine of notmore 
than $10,000 or to imprisonment in the penitentiary fora term of not more than 
five years, or to both such fineand im: mment, in the discretion of the court. 
And it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the United States of the 
district in which moans passae reside to institute the proper proceedings to en- 
force the provisions 

As the bill originally read it stood as follows: 


Thatall arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between 
| Sapat s oes made with a view or which tend to prevent full and 

The committee struck out the words ‘‘a view or which tend” and 
inserted the words “‘ the intention;’’ so that the bill read in this way: 

That all such arrangements, etc., made with the intention to prevent full and 
free competition. 

And then in order to meet the objection which has been made, based 
upon the decision in Coo vs. Errol, in 116 United States Reports, the 
committee inserted in that part of the bill which referred to the trans- 
portation of these goods the words ‘‘ intended for;’’ so that that part of 
the bill read in this way: That these arrangements and contracts made 
‘tto prevent full and free competition in the” goods above described, 
which goods are ‘‘ intended for and which shall be transported from one 
State or Territory to another for sale,” and then in the general clause 
which condemns all sorts of arrangements and trusts between persons 
or corporations to advance the cost to the consumer, the committee 
again struck out the words ‘‘designed, or which tend’’ and inserted 
the word ‘‘intended.’’ So the effort of the committee in this bill was 
to get jurisdiction under the commercial clause upon the ground that 
the articles about which the arrangement was made, about which the 
trust was formed, were intended for and afterwards transported in in- 
terstate commerce. 

In that condition the bill stood on the 17th day of last month when 
it was called up for discussion in this Chamber, and was discussed by 
myself. I claim that the debate showed, not by force of the argument 
of the speaker, but by the citation of cases decided by the Supreme 
Court, that the words ‘‘ intended for transportation in interstate com- 


rted from one State or Territory 
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merce” gave no additional power to Con That argument has 


gress, 
never been answered. I believe I might say it has never been attempted. 


to be answered, I feel authorized to say that it can not be answered 
because every tion taken was based upon a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, z 

With that array of authority it was supposed by some that this con- 
troversy was at an end, and yetin that we were mistaken, for on the 18th 
day of 1890, we the bill in its present shape, as thus re- 
ported by the Senator from Ohio: 

That all ments, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations be- 
tween two or more citizens or corporations, or both, of different States, or be- 
tween two or more citizens or corporations, or both, of the United States and 
foreign states, or citizens or corporations thereof, made with a view or which 
tend to prevent full and free competition in the importation, transportation 
or sale of articles imported into the United States; or with a view or which tend 
to prevent full and competition in articles of wth, production, or manu- 
facture of any State or Territory of the United States with similar articles of 
the growth, production, or manufacture of any other State or Territory, or in 
the transportation or sale of like articles the production of any State or Terri- 
tory ofthe United States into or within any other State or Territory of the 
United States; and all arrangements, trusts, or combinations between such 
citizens or corporations, made with a view or which tend to advance the cost 
to the consumer of any such articles, are hereby declared to be against public 
policy, unlawful, and void. And the circuit court of the United States shall 

ve original jurisdiction of all suits of a civil nature at common law or in 
equity arising under this section, and to issue all remedial process, orders, or 
writs proper and necessary to enforce its provisions. And the Attorney-Gen- 
eral and the several district attorneys are hereby directed, in the name of the 
peony ogc to commence and prosecute all such cases to final judgment and 
execution, 

Sec, 2. That any person or corporation injured or damnified by such arrange- 
ment, contract, ment, trust, or combination defined in the first section of 
this act may sue for and recover, in any court of the United States of competent 
jurisdiction, without respect to the amount involved, of any person or corpora- 
tion a party to a combination described in the first section of this act, twice the 
amount of damages sustained and the costs of the suit, together with a reason- 
able attorney's fee, 


In the first bill the jurisdiction was claimed to be absolute, plenary, 
and original, not dependent upon the commerce clause of the Constitu- 
tion, In the four subsequent ones the committee undertook to get 
jurisdiction from the commerce clause of the Constitution. In all these 
efforts the committee ner been Coenen a and now n me eat bill 
based upon the extraordinary proposition, the unparalleled proposition 
that, because the Constitution has granted to the courts of the United 
States jurisdiction in controversies between citizens of different States 
and between citizens of the United States and of foreign countries, there- 
fore the Constitution has granted to Co; legislative power to reg- 
ulate the transactions between citizens of different States and between 
citizens of the United States and of foreign countries. 

A judicial power, it is unnecessary for me to state, I hope, in this 
body, is a power jus dicere, a power to say what the lawis. A legisla- 
tive power is a power jus dare, a power to say what the law shall be. 
The jndicial power the existing law and applies it to trans- 
actions occurring, the legislative power makes new rules, new regula- 
tions for transactions thereafter to occur, Yet strange as it may seem, 
because the Constitution gave a judicial power to settle controversies 
between citizens of different States and between citizens of the United 
States and of foreign countries, the bill is formulated to legislate to 
make rules and regulations concerning these transactions. 

I am not going into that argument any further at present. I shall 
do it, though, unless my motion prevails. I have only gone thus far 
to show to the Senate the difficulty which the Committee on Finance 
have encountered in framing this bill. I have pointed out the differ- 
ences between the various bills to show that all along for now more 
than a year the committee have not been able to find a single solid stone 
in the Constitution upon which it could place this bill, but as often as 
it has been discussed, as often as the fallacies upon which one of these 
bills rests have been exposed, the committee, uncertain, doubtful, have 
sought refuge in another pretense. Thatis the meaning of the history 
which I have given this morning. The committee in no purt of all 
these siz bills which they have presented for the consideration of the 
Senate have ever been able to place the jurisdiction of Congress to en- 
act them twice upon the same proposition. When beaten from one 
rampart behind which they have fortified themselves, they have fallen 
back and made another. Beaten out of that they have retreated toa 
third; beaten out of that they have retreated to a fourth, and so again 
to a fifth, and so again to this last ditch in which they place the juris- 
diction of Congress on the extraordinary proposition to which I have 
called the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. President, under these circumstances of doubt and difficulty, this 
changing attitude of the Committee on Finance, the immense impor- 
tance of this question to the people of the United States, our grave and 
solemn duty which we owe to the people of the United States to do 
something, and something effectual, it becomes us to stop, to think, to 
deliberate. Are Senators willing, in face of this great demand of the 
people of the United States for redress against these enormous evils, to 
give to these crying and supplicating sufferers a mere sham? ‘The peo- 
ple call to us for redress. hey ask us for security against wrong and 
evil, Shall we, upon any idea that we will do something, that we will 
throw some sop to the dog Cerberus, a bill which will accomplish 
nothing, unless it be to demonstrate the inability or the unwillingness 
of the American Congress to pass an efficient measure? 


In view of these things, Mr. President, I think I do a duty, I think I 
discharge a proper duty to the people of the United States when I ask 
the Senate to refer all these various propositions to that committee 
which by the rules of the Senate has charge of these great questions. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Before the Senator from Texas proceeds, ‘if he will 
allow me just a moment, I wish to ask the Senator from Mississippi 
whether he does not also desire to put some limitations upon the time 
within which the Committee on the Judiciary shall report a bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Idonot know. That is usual, but this is a grave 
matter and I should be willing, so far as Lam concerned, that the com- 
mittee be required to report in any reasonable time, say in two or three 
weeks. . 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, twenty days, say ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, twenty days, if that is proper. 
make a proposition of that sort in the motion to commit. 

Mr. MORGAN. In viewof the pressure of business here, I will move 
an amendment to that effect, that the committee be required to report 
a bill within twenty days. 

Mr. GEORGE. aod well; I do not object to that, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moopy in the chair), The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Mississippi to refer the 
bill and amendments to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS. What was the motion of the Senator from Alabama? 
To amend? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the amend- 
ment to the motion has been accepted by the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. No; the Senator from Alabama moves the aménd- 
ment himself. Ido not accept it, because I doubt the propriety of it. 

Mr. INGALLS. . What is the amendment to the motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi moves 
that the bill and pending amendments be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. TheSenator from Alabama movesto amend by instruct- 
ing the committee to report within twenty days. The question is upon 
the amendment of the Senator from Alabama, to limit the time within 
which the committee shall report. The Senator from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN] has the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the honorable Senator who makes 
the motion to refer these bills to the Judiciary Committee is a member 
of that committee. He told us in his opening remarks this mornin 
that forseveral years he had been endeayoring to formulate in his stint 
some bill that would give relief against the great evil to which he has 
referred growing out of unlawful trusts and combinations, He favored 
us a few weeks ago with a very learned and able argument to demon- 
strate that the bill reported by the Committee on Finance was not war- 
ranted by the Constitution. Heis a member of a committee which has 
had a bill before it from the first day of this session of the Senate until 
now and has never acted uponit. I confess that it seems to me not 
very encouraging to refer bills of this description to that committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow me, I will state (I am not 
sure I am right about it, but I think I am) that one reason of the delay 
in the action of the Judiciary Committee upon the matter was that the 
subject was before the Committee on Finance. 1 

Mr. REAGAN. But the honorable Senator has just told us that the 
Judiciary Committee is the right committee for this subject to be be- 
fore, and it had a bill ra toit, Ithink that is an answer to his 
suggestion. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me? I do not know that it is 
a matter which is very material, but the reason why the Judiciary 
Committee did not act upon this matter was on account of the sickness 
of the chairman of that committee. Iam nota very experienced parlia- 
mentarian and never took much interest in that sort of business, but if 
it is within the rules for me to state what happened in committee, I 
wish to say that more than six weeks ago, two months ago, I moved 
myself, as a member of the Judiciary Committee, for the appointment 
of a subcommittee to take under consideration the subject of trasts, 
there being then pending before us the bill of the Senator from Texas 
and one other measure. I collated all the bills that had been offered 
in Congress, together with a large number that had been before the State 
Legislatures; but the sickness of the chairman of the committee de- 
layed the matter until a few days ago. That subcommittee has now 
been appointed, and abont the time that we commenced the consid- 
eration of this matter the bill coming from the Committee on Fi- 
nance of which the Senator from Ohio has charge was called up in the 
Senate. Those are the facts, and it is but justice to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to state them. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to make a little 
additional statement? I suppose it is not a breach of any rule of this 
body to say that a very largenumberofnominations for important offices 
have been before that committee during the few months of the present 
session, marshals, district attorneys, judges for various States and Ter- 
ritories; and also, I suppose, it is matter of public notoriety that in 
regard to nearly all of those officials, from the importance of the offices 
and in some cases from questions of fact which were raised by Senators 
or by the public elsewhere, inquiries have had to be made into facts 
transpiring at a distance from the seat of Government, and the time at 


I dislike to 
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the command of that committee has been very much occupied and en- 
grossed by that class of its duties. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave no doubt that the Judiciary Committee has 
had a great deal of such labor before it, as is suggested by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. In connection with these explanations, I desire 
to read what the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], the chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee, said on that very point yesterday: 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas . REAGAN] is the 
substance and for aught I know now literally the body of the bill that he intro- 
duced, I see by the top of it, on the 4th day of December last, I think about the 
first day of the session, and which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. I think it due to the Senator and to the Senate to state that according to 
our course the chairman very soon, almost immediately, referred that bill toa 
subcommittee of three among the most eminent and earnest of the members of 
that committee, but the committee has not yet been able to act upon it, owing, 
I have no doubt, to other important business in the committee, our time havy- 
ing been almost exclusively and necessarily devoted to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. I think it is due tothe Senator from Texas and to the Senate, 
he having introduced the bill so early, to say that. 


I can understand very well, with the multiplied duties of the Judi- 
ciary Committee and with the difficulties which attend the formulation 
of a bill on this subject, that there may have been delay; and I do not 
rompin of the delay, because the members of that committee were 
the better judges of what they were able to do than I can be, who was 
less informed as to what was before them. The point I made was this: 
‘The motion to refer comes from a member of the committee who con- 
fesses his inability to formulate a bill upon the subject and who com- 
bats, as far as I know, all the bills presented. 

I can not state in as strong terms as the Senator from Mississippi has 
done the great need for legislation upon this subject, the demand of 
the public for legislation upon this subject, the importance and ne- 

ty of legislation upon this subject; and is it ible that the 
Senate of the United States, having this subject before it in the last 
Congress and the present, has not been able to reach a conclusion that 
it could act or that it could not act, and to state the reasons why it 
could act or why it could not act? I think the country has a right to 
expect the Senate of the United States, if it can, to say thatit has the 
power to act and the extent and character of that power, or to say 
that it has not power to act and that the people must rely exclusively 
upon the action of the State governments. 

Mr. visas S have stated from the beginning that the power of 
Congress over this subject comes from the commerce clause of the 
Constitution, If there is any other power for legislation by us upon 
this subject I do not know where it comes from. I know when I say 
this that the oleomargarine bill, which became a law a few years ago, 
was passed under the revenue power. I have no disposition to discuss 
that. Atthe time, it was almost a confessed fact in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, of which I was then a member, that the revenue pro- 
vision was simply inserted to give jurisdiction, because there was a 
surplus of money and no cause for increased revenue. However that 
may be, my judgment is that where taxes are involved, whether a ne- 
cessity or as an expedient, the courts would be likely to sustain as con- 
stitutional a law based upon that idea. 

I have examined with a good deal of care, and certainly with no dis- 
position to be hypercritical, the bill reported by the Finance Commit- 
tee, to which I shall refer for one moment, I think, as I stated on a 
former occasion, that the country owes to the distin ed Senator 
from Ohio a debt of gratitude for his efforts to bring this subject before 
the Senate and tosecure action, whether he has been successful in bring- 
ing it before the Senate in a proper form or not. The bill, as I under- 
stand it, which is reported by the committee, is not wholly unconsti- 
tutional. The first clause of the first section, it seems to me, is clearly 
within the Constitution. 


That all arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between 
two or more citizens or corporations, or both, of different States, or between two 
or more citizens or corporations, or both, of the United States and foreign states, 
or citizens or corporations thereof, made with aview or which tend toprevent 
full and free competition in the importation, transportation, or sale of articles 
imported into the United States, 


What is here described is made unlawful. -The words “or sale of 
articles’? ought to have added to them, ‘‘ while the original packages 
remain unbroken,’’ to have brought it within the constitutional clause. 
Then, it does not seem to me to have been necessary to say that these 
individuals or corporations should be citizens of different States, when 
it refers to the importation of articles under the Constitution. That 
brings it under the commerce clause. The other part of the paragraph 
was unnecessary to give Congress jurisdiction, in my judgment. So, 
while I would not employ the words used in this bill, because it assigns 
for jurisdiction some things not necessary to give jurisdiction, it is, 
within the purview of the Constitution, a regulation of foreign com- 
merce. 

Then the second provision pointing out the ground of jurisdiction, 
which I shall not go over, beginning on line 10, and the third provis- 
ion giving jurisdiction, which I shall not read, beginning on line 3, on 
the second page, and ending at line 21, while well intended, it seems 
to me can not be sustained by the courts of the country, for they do 
not lay any known predicate for jurisdiction; that is, any predicate 
that I have learned from the Constitution or from the reading of the 
commentaries upon it. 


The Senator from Mississippi spoke of the various bills introduced 
Dyab Senator from Ohio and reported from the Finance Committee in 
argument in favor of a reference of all these bills to the Judiciary 
Committee. Ilistened to see whether he would not take up the billnow 
under consideration as an amendment, and give his reasons why that 
ought to be referred to the Judiciary Committee. I allude to the bill 
which I have offered as an amendment to the Finance Committee’s bill. 
My amendment has been read two or three times, but I will venture 
to tax the Senate to read it again, prefacing what I have to say by the 
statement that it is based alone upon the commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and that in my judgment, though we 
may seek as many sources of power as we choose, we shall find none 
outside of that and outside of the taxing power, which can not be ap- 
plied to bills originating in the Senate. 

Besides what Congress can do under the commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution, the rest, as I took occasion to say a few days ago, must be 
done by the State Legislatures. One of the great mistakes that seem 
to me to be made by the people of the country—and it appears to some 
extent to permeate the Halls of Congress—is that all grievances must be 
dealt with by Congress, without reference to the question of the source 
of power enabling us to deal with the subject. When we have exhausted 
our power under the commerce clause of the Constitution, which must 
be a confessed power for this purpose, then the people must rely upon 
the Legislatures of the several States for the rest of the legislation on 
the subject. Ido not mean by this to be understood that no legislation 
ought to be adopted by Congress, I believe that itis the duty of Con- 
gress to pass such legislation as is within its constitutional power in 
order that it may be supplemented by appropriate legislation of a much 
larger scope in the several States. 

With these preliminary remarks I desire again to call attention (and 
I am sorry the Senator from see ee is not in his seat) to the pro- 
visions of the amendment pending before the Senate: 

That all creat: 3 
taae again, oe AEST aay UAE ORIPA ia Gat TONDO ATA 
with any foreign country, or between the States, or between any State and the 
District of Columbia, or between any State and any Territory of the United 
States, or any owner or part owner, agoni or manager of pagan ag ape oom 
pany, or person, employed in any such business, using its powers for ei of 
the specified in the second section of this act, shall be deemed guilty 
ofa igh misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be fined in a sum not 
ex ng $10,000 or imprisonment at hard labor in the penitentiary not ex- 
oe jay rg or by both of said penalties, in the discretion of the court try- 

It has been suggested to me that the penalty is pretty high. It will 
be observed that simply the maximum penalties are given, and they 
are given the same as in the committee’s bill. The courts have all the 
way from nothing up to the maximum given here in their discretion in 
trying these cases, so that the judgment of the court will determine 
how much of this penalty shall be applied in each according to 
the special circumstances of the case. I would have no objection if it 
was thought necessary to reduce the maximum; but when we remem- 
ber that these penalties have relation to great and powerful corporations 
as well as to less important combinations, it will be seen that strong 
measures will be necessary to control and repress the mischievous ac- 
tion. 

The second section of my amendment, which would be the fourth 
section of the bill, if adopted, is: 

That a trust is a combination of i pase skill, or acts by two ormore 
firms, corporations, or associations of persons, or of any two or more of: 
either, any, or all of the following purposes— 

‘These are trusts under the power of the first section, resting upon the 
commerce clause of the Constitution— 

First, To create or carry out any restrictions in trade. 

Second. To limit or reduce the production or to increase or reduce the price 
of merchandise or commodities. 

That is for the purpose and under the authority mentioned in the 
first section. 

Third. To prevent com 


em, for 


tition in the manufacture, making, purchase, sale, 


or tra rtation of merchandise, produce, or commodities. 
Fourth. To fix a standard or fi whereby the price to the public shall be 
in any manner controlled or established of any cle, commodity, merchan- 


ais, Sea or commerce ae eee for — use, saarea aj 4 

. To create a monopoly in the making, man ure, purchase, or 
transportation of any merchandise, article, produce, or commodity. re 

Sixth. Tomake, or enter into, or execute, or carry outany contract, obligation, 
or agreement of any kind or description by which they shall bind or shall have 
bound themselves not to manufacture, sell, dispose of, or transport any article 
or commodity, or article of trade, use, merchandise, or consumption below a 
common stan: figure, or by which they shall agree, in any manner, to keep 
the price of such article, commodity, or transportation at a fixed or graduated 
figure, or by which they shall, in any manner, establish or settle the price of any 
article, commodity, or transportation between themselves or between themselves 
and others, so ns to preclude free and unrestricted competition among themselves 
and others in the sale and transportation of any such article or commodity, or 
by which they shall agree to pool, combine, or unite in any interest thoy may 
have in connection with the sale or transportation of any such article or com- 
modity that its price may, in any manner, be so affected. 


The third section, which will be the fifth of the bill if it shall be 
adopted, provides that each day’s violation of the law shall be a sepa- 
rate offense, 

Iapprehend that those who have looked at my amendment and taken 
up the clauses in the second section have considered them as independ- 


ent, and assumed that they were questions to be dealt with by the 
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State authority, and so they would be if the first section was out of the 
amendment, but that limits them, as I will read again for emphasis: 
That all persons engaged in the creation of any trust, or as owner Lo pars 
owner, agent, or manager of any trust, employed in any business carried on 
with any foreign country, or between the Sta or between any State and the 
District of Columbia, or between any State and any Territory of the United 


States, or any owner or partowner tor r of any corporation, com- 
pany, or person employed in any ka business, po or its powers for either of 
purposes specified in the second section of this act— : 


That is, all those things that I have just enumerated— 
shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor. 

So I beg of those who come to criticise this amendment that they 
will look to see that it is all brought distinctly and clearly under the 
commerce clause of the Constitution, and I should like to see some of 
the constitutional lawyers who are discussing this subject place them- 
selves in opposition to that—if they choose to risk their reputations 
there as lawyers, I mean. 

It was said yesterday by the distinguished Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] that a clause of a bill which he read, which made the 

„power to act rest upon the idea that the subject was declared to be con- 
trary to the policy of a State, was the foundation for Federal jurisdic- 
tion to enact a law, For safety I will read the clause: 

That when any State shall declare, or heretofore has declared by law, trusts 
as defined by the true intent and meaning of this act to be unlawful and against 
ublic policy, it shall not be lawful thereafter for any person, firm, or corpora- 

m to cause to be transported any product or article cove or embraced by 
gaoh ge from such State to or into any State or Territory or tho District of Co- 

That section is the one the Senator from Missouri alluded to as the 
only oasis in this great desert of unconstitutionality, and he made it to 
rest upon the fact that the State has passed a law declaring certain 
things to be against public polilog: I am inclined to think my friend, 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WrıLsoxN] who sits farthest from me, would 
accept that for a very different reason from the one which the Senator 
from Missouri asserts it for. The State of Iowa thinks that the manu- 
facture or sale of intoxicating liquors and wines and beer is against 
panio policy. The State of Missouri and the Senator from Missouri 

not so think, but his constitutional argument would enable Con- 


gress to determine, not as a constitutional question, but as a question | po: 


of ex ency and morality and policy, that if that State chooses to 
forbid those things the United States may forbid them also, If the 
United States can forbid a thing, it must be upon another authority, 
and not because the State of Iowa has adopted such a provision of law. 
At least I suggest that; and I suggest further that, if this be a source 
of constitutional power, it is a new source of power just discovered, not 
heretofore invoked, 

Mr, President, I am inclined to think, in view of the fact that but 
one member of the Committee on the Judiciary has given any expres- 
sion that indicates a purpose to mature a law to repress the evil effects 
of trusts and to punish those engaged in them, that it is not best to 
refer these measures to that committee. I would rather trust them to 
the action of the Senate, unless we can have some assurance that that 
committee will take the subject up and act upon it. If we can have 
the judgment of that committee, with its reputation for legal and con- 
stitutional ability, put to the test, I should be willing to acceptit. I 
do feel that in the multiplied number of bills before us there is danger 
that we may get provisions adopted which will not be constitutional. 

I confess that in offering the measure which I offered as an amend- 
ment to the bill reported by the Senator from Ohio, I presented it with 
the full belief that two of the sources of power invoked by the bill re- 
ported by that Senator are not within the Constitution, but I believed 
if this one is it covers the whole case so far as the criminal part of the 
law is concerned, and if the other of it failed the country would not 
be much ata loss, So I was willing to accept, because I did not well 
see how to avoid it, that which I did not think strictly conformable to 
the Constitution, in order to get enough in the law to give it vigor 
and efficiency, and to protect the people of this country against longer 
being plundered by the corporations and trusts that are driving the 
people of the country to despair while other billsare now being acted 
upon here; and what is the use of sending them to a wet nurse that 
does not seem to favor them much? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, obtained the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Iowa yields to me to ask a question 
of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I only yield for a question. 

Mr. PLATT. Thatisall. I wish to know from the Senator from 
Texas how far these words in his amendment reach in his construc- 
tion: “Any business carriedon * * * between the States.” Let 
me direct the Senator’s attention to what is in my mind—— 

Mr. REAGAN. In what line are those words found? 

Mr. PLATT. In the third and fourth lines of the first section of 
the Senator’s amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Iowa yield for 
an answer? 

Aag WILSON, of Iowa. Provided it does not consume too much 
e 
Mr. PLATT. It will only take a moment. The Senator’s amend- 
- ment contemplates — 


Mr, REAGAN. In the first place it would punish persons engaged 
in the transportation of things by virtue of trusts, and it is possible 
that it would go beyond that to some extent, but I am not prepared to 
say exactly the extent to which it would go. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘Then the particular purpose in the use of those words, 
which are the important words, is to reach the transportation which is 
carried on between the States? 

Mr. REAGAN. That is one of the reasons. I need not repeat to 
the Senator, as I have stated over and over, that I have given the form- 
ulation of what seems to me to meet the question under the commerce 
clause of the Constitution, and I trust that to the Senate and to the 
country. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] referred to the State of Iowa in connection with the subject 
now before this body, and stated that he presumed I might be willing 
to compromise upon the basis of the doctrine stated by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] in his remarks made to the Senate yester- 
day. I suppose theparticular subject to which the Senator from Texas 
referred was that which was embodied ina bill introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. Frye] originally in the Fiftieth Congress and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and which related to the 
subjection of imported spirituous liquors to the operation of the laws 
of the several States. That bill was considered by the Committee on 
the Judiciary and an adverse report was made, there being five mem- 
bers of the committee opposed to the bill and four in favor of it. The 
minority submitted in connection with their report an amendment to 
the bill in the form of a substitute, which Iwill read. Itis as follows: 
or in ot 


or any other person, or any such property from an; malty, fo: 
papa fn Annt oowk is or h i fisat ar Fe by thee. Ie 
app 


of any such tax, duty, impost, or excise be held to prohibit or ude any State 
trom ua ' ang making regu- 


liquids or liquors not imported, or from enforcing its laws, operating equal in 
o 


That wassimply an effort to induce Congress to enable the States to 
give full force and effect to their efforts to enforce their police power. 
The Supreme Court of the United States, by a decision refe to in 
the report which I hold in my hand, seems to have interposed some 
obstacle in the way of the enforcement of the police powerof the State 
and this bill was intended to aid the State to get around that judicial 
obstacle which never should have been interposed. The Senator from 
Missouri was a member of the committee and signed the majority re- 
port, or the report, properly speaking, of the committee, and in that 
report it is stated: 

It should not be overlooked that the province of State control over what con- 
cerns the police re ion of domestic health, and general good order 
and well-being within each State is, under the Co tution, as secure st 
intrusion from Federal authority as the regulation of foreign commerce by the 
General Government is from encroachment upon that province by State au- 
thority. Itis not desirable that Federal legislation should seem, by inference 
even, necessary to impart or maintain aid or protection to the State's exercise 
of its authority within the province of State domestic control. The State and 
the Federal control in the premises are divided by the Constitution, and neither 
for its vigor depends u; the other. The of ay pore of the wise administra- 
tion hitherto of this judicial question, in defining these respective provinces, in 
the opinion of the committee, makes it best to leave this, as it now is, a judicial 
question, in the highest interest of both the Federal regulation of commerce 
and the State control of its police authority. 

In other words, the Senator and those who concurred with him did 
not deem it proper to say anything about the constitutional question 
involved, to even recognize by legislation of that kind the propriety of 
enabling the States to give full force to those powers which by all have 
been admitted from the foundation to the present time never to have 
been surrendered tothe General Government.. Inasmuch as persons in 
the State of Iowa were hiding behind these special revenue taxes, pro- 
tecting themselves against the operation and movements of the State 
officers and violating the law of the State by the importation of liquors, 
an appeal was made by the State for that aid, but it was met with such 
statements as I have just read, and was denied. 

_ Mr. President, Iam glad that as time goes. on opinions change. It 
took ten years of agitation to bring about the enactment of the law for 
the regulation of interstate commerce, but it came at last. Through 
the processes inducing its final enactment changes of opinion were fre- 
quent, and I am glad to see in the RECORD of this morning, as I heard“ 
yesterday when the Senator from Missouri was speaking, that a change 
has come over the spirit of his dream since that report was made in the 
last Congress. I find that in his remarks upon this bill, referring to 
an amendment introduced by the Senator from Texas [ Mr. Cokr], he 
said as follows: 

Sir, I object to the bill— 


That is, the one reported from the Committee on Finance— 


I object to the bill because I am certain, as a lawyer, that the Supreme Court 
of the United States will never declare it to be constitutional, and for the Sen- 
ator to assume that he, and he alone, has found the remed: this case, is, to 


say the least, transcending the limits of parliamentary 


a Oe ee E pereon karj 


lation that would meet this evil—I freely accord to another 


penenie of having framed a bill that, in my judgment, comes nearer 
furn. a remedy than that presented by any other person, and I ask the 


in the House of Representatives, and was offered here as an amendment 
by the Senator, and I ask the attention of the Senate to it, 

e Secretary read as follows: 

“Src. 5. That when any State shall deciare, or heretofore has declared by law, 
trusts as defined by the true intent and meaning of this act to be unlawful and 
against public policy, it shall not be lawful thereafter for any Se Sanar 
corpora! to cause to be tran: d any product or article cov or em- 
by such trust from such State to or into any other State or Territory or 

District of Columbia, 

“So. 6, Thatany common carrier, or agent of any common carrier, who shall 
knowingly receive such product or commodity for transportation from such 
State into another State or Territory or the District of Columbia shall be deemed 

ilty of a misdemeanor,and upon conviction thereof shall be fined not less 
a five hundred or more than ten thousand dollars or shall be imprisoned 
for any period of time not less than one year and not more than five years, or 
such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. And my 

perso# who shall knowingly deliver to any common carrier, or agent thereof, 
any such product or commodity to be transported into another State or Terri- 
tory or the District of Columbia shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum not less than five hundred 


riod of time 

not less than one year nor more than five years, or by both such fine and im- 
prisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

“Sec. 7, That whenever the President of the United States shall be advised pas 

n 


nor more than ten thousand doliars, or by imprisonment for any 


After the ing of these sections by the Secretary the Senator from 
Missouri ag follows: 

Mr, Vesr. Now, Mr. President, there is a measure much more radical than 
that of the Senator from Ohio, far more effective, and not to any consfi- 
tutional objection. Not even the most hair-splitting constitutional such 
as to-day has been denounced by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH), can 
find any objection to that measure; and if my friends on Sue opoe eof 
the Chamber object to the seventh section because it deals with Roary ee 
import duties, if they do not want to give the President of the Un States 
ree wun to take off import duties when they protect a trust, let them strike 

But the broad ground is assumed and occupied by the Senator that 
the provisions embraced in the three sections of the bill offered as an 
amendment by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] are wholly beyond 
constitutional objection. If that be so, I should like to know why 
that bill of the Fiftieth Congress relating to the importation of foreign 
intoxicating liquors was obnoxious to constitutional objection. And 
is it possible that we are to be driven tothe extreme of saying that the 
State is entitled to that remedy provided first (leaving its police power 
wholly out of the case) it shall declare that a trust exists within its 
borders in respect of the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors; 
and yet if that should be done what protection would that give to the 
State of Iowa, or any other State which in the exercise of its police 
powers should enact legislation similar to that now in force in Iowa? 

This only provides that in case the States declare a trust in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the first section of the bill, then itshall be 
operative. But suppose there were no trust for the manufacture and 
sale of liquor in the State of Iowa, still this flood can be poured on; 
and yetif in the State of Illinois or the State of Missouri, or any other 
of thesurronnding States, there should be a statutory declaration against 
a trust or alleging the existence of a trust for the manufacture of these 
liquors within that State, then the provision of this bill would be ef- 
fective and remedy might be had under its provisions, 

Mr. President, you may debate the question as to where the-line of 
constitutional power to enact legislation of this kind will go, and sup- 
pos it, because itis seemingly anew field where by your Congressional 

egisiation you first ask the State to define the object upon which your 
national legislation may act, overlooking that more substantial field 
witch has been recognized from the foundation of the Government 
down to the present time, in which it is affirmed that the police powers 
of the States were retained by them at the formation of the Govern- 
ment, and not surrendered to the United States, but that in regard to 
those things not surrendered no Congressional action can be had toaid 
the States in the enforcement of their laws or in protecting them 
ae infractions which are practiced under color of the United States 

ws. 

What then? States that do not care to exercise their police powers 
for the protection of the health and morals of their people may be pro- 
tected by Congressional legislation against a combination to reduce the 
price of anything as well as to raise it, and yet I think that Senators who 
engage in this discussion would find it difficult to induce all the people 
who have been asking for legislation of this character to approve of a 
measure which should put up a stone wall against the reduction of 
price. People are generally willing to accept the advantages of reduc- 
ae while they may be crying out against the disadvantages of a sud- 

rise. 

So, Mr. President, it is well enough, in the discussion of these great 
pobre questions, to be certain, at least reasonably so, that in our en- 

eavor to answer a widespread public demand such as has induced the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. . 


= “ - - 


.- 
` 


introduction of these trust bills, we do not overlook and trample into 
the dust the recognized powers of the States in other fields. 

I do noteare to prolong this discussion, for I know the Senate is weary 
of it and desires to vote, but I can not resist the temptation to call the 
attention of the Senate to the strange contrast existing between the 
position assumed in connection with the bill in the last Congress upon 
the subject of imported liquors and that assumed in the present with 
respect to trusts. , 

Now, Mr. President, I am in favor of 1 tion upon this subject. 
I desire to reach it at the earliest practicable moment. I remember 
well, and I have already stated, that through the long lines of ten ` 
years the agitation moved before it brought the result of the enactment 
of the law for the regulation of interstate commerce. I do not want 
this agitation to run through ten years of time, and yet I do not ex- 
pect a ect remedy from any act which this Congress may pass. 
These things are of gradual growth, and itis well for us and all the peo- 
ple who are looking for a remedy to keep in mind one prominent fact, 
and that is that no act of Congress, no act of any legislative body will. 
enforce itself, so that not only officers of the United States intrusted 
with the administration of the law and the officers of the States in- 
trusted with the administration of the laws must take care to see that 
itis enforced, but the citizen who may be injured by infractions also 
must give his attention and aid in order to make the remedy effective 
and perfect. > 

Now, in order that we may reach action as early as practicable, Iam 
inclined to, and at present believe I shall, vote against the reference of 
this bill to the Committee on the Judiciary; not that I fear that it 
would not have conservative and forceful consideration and reasonably 
early action there, but for the very different reason that I want some 
bill passed by this body that may go to the other House for action, and 
where doubtless there may be disagreement; and if that disagreement 
should bring us to the position of a conference between the two bodies, 
from it may be evolved a start at least towards legislation in this very 
ia fpr field. For that reason I shall so vote as to bring us to as 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not know that, if it were, the fact 
that I occupied a position inconsistent with that which I occupy in re- 
gard to the bills now before the Senate during the last Congress, as to 
the bill referred to by the Senator from Iowa, would practically affect 
the question now pending at all. Iam unable, however, to see that 
there is anything inconsistent in the position or the vote which I gave 
in the Judiciary Committee in regard to the bill to which the Senator 
has referred with that occupied by me to-day. Baut whether the incon- 
sistency exists or not is really an immaterial question. 

The report to which the Senator from Iowa has referred was con- 
curred in by me, but without a concurrence in the argument then used 
in its support. I gave my vote against the bill which he introduced 
in to the transportation of liquors from one State to another, 
but I did not give that vote on the argument which was used in that 
report and which I did not write. I stated in the committee, if I did 
not state in the Senate, that my opposition to that legislation was based 
upon the single fact that the Government of the United States recog- 
nized the traffic in liquor as legitimate, that it was an article of mer- 
chandise both as to foreign and internal commerce, that we collected 
a large amount of money as excise duties upon the manufacture of 
ardent spirits in the United States, and that the legislation proposed 
by the Senator from Iowa was absolutely inconsistent with the position 
assumed by the General Government upon that subject. 

Now, Mr. President, it is absolutely within the power of the Con- 
pamo the United States, under the interstate-commerce clause of the 

itution, in its power to regulate commerce, to prohibit the carry- 
ing of any article from one State to another. That is absolutely and 
exclusively within the power of the General Government and of Con- 
gressional action. ‘The police ponet of the State is an entirely difer- 
ent jurisdiction, as distinct and separate from the interstate-commerce 
clause in the Federal Constitution as any two subjects can possibly be. 
What analogy can be drawn between the traffic in ardent spirits and 
the subject of trusts in regard to which we are legislating now? Is 
there any State in this Union that can ever be expected to legislate in 
favor of these unlawful combines and trusts as defined in the first 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Texas[Mr. Coke]? That 
section reads as follows: ? j 
Thata inati ital or skil wo or 
ot coxperations fox Soe purpose of oveation ox DEUO ie TAOGE On tenia 
or limiting the production, increasing or reducing the price of merchandise or 
commodities, or venting competition in the making, manufacture, sale, or 
— of AAA ahdin or commodities, or creating a monopoly in the manu- 
re, mal , sale, or purchase of any merchandise or commodity with in- 
tent to fi the market value of any merchandise or commodity. 


There is a trust unlawful under the common law. There is nocom- 
mon law of the United States, but the common law prevails in all the 
States of the Union. They have in the State of Louisiana a mixed 
jurisdiction or a mixed system of laws composed of the common law of 
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England and the Code Napoléon, or the civil law of France, but in all the 
other States the common law prevails, and that law without statutory 
enactment makes all such combinations as are prescribed or defined in 
the States of the Union and this amendment to beunlawful. Thesec- 
tion which I condemned reads as follows: 

Src.5. That when any State shall declare, or heretofore has declared by law, 
trusts as defined by the true intent and meaning of this act to be unlawful an: 
against public policy, 

That is usage, because by the common law, which obtains in 
all the States, the combination, as defined in the first section, which 
I have read, is unlawful and void; and is it pretended that there is 
anything in the Constitution of the United States that militates against 
the idea that under the interstate-commerce clause of the Federal Con- 
stitution Congress can treat as unlawful and void and prohibit the 
transportation of the products of any such combinations as are here 
defined from one State to another? 

The Senator from Iowa speaksof a police law which is enacted against 
a commodity that is unlawful under the common law, an article of mer- 
chandise. Alcoholic stimulants are as much an article of merchandise 
under the common law and under the laws of a majority of the States 
of this Union as corn or wheat or pork; and because the Senator from 
Iowa or the Senator from Texas believes that traffic to be unlawful, the 
law is not changed as it is in the common law or asit is upon the stat- 
ute-books of the respective States. Whatanalogy is there between the 
two? In the one case there is an unlawful combination by the laws 
of all the States, andif there were a common law of the United States 
it would be unlawful under that, In the other case there is simply a 
police regulation as to an article of drink which many intelligent and 
worthy men believe to be absolutely necessary to human life and hu- 
man comfort. 

J must confess, sir, that I am unable to see even in the exigencies of 
debate a justification for the assumption made by the Senator from 
Iowa that the two cases are parallel, and that my inconsistency is there- 
fore apparent. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, I do not see the inconsist- 
ency on this side of the line that the Senator from Missouri has referred 
to. Now,the remedy that he proposes by giving his indorsement and sup- 

to the amendment presented by the Senator from Texas [ Mr. COKE] 
amounts to this, so far as the question that he addressed his attention 
to is concerned, that if the State of Iowa or the State of Missouri should 
find within its borders a combination to put down or put up the price 
of intoxicating liquors it might pass an act declaring that to be an un- 
lawful combination, and then if this amendment should become a law 
the State would get the help of the United States and its power to pre- 
vent the exportation from that State of the products of that trust, but it 
would not get the aid of the United States to protect the State that 
had thus declared a trust existing within its borders from the intrusion 
of the same article from other States where that trust had not been de- 
clared. So then, instead of aiding the Statesin the enforcement of their 
police powers, it would simply be an additional means for overriding 
those powers, notwithstanding the desire of the State. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me—— 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. He makes his argument from one standpoint and I make 
mine from another. He is now going-upon the assumption that the 
General Government exercises this power under the interstate-com- 
merce clause of the Constitution to aid the police powers of the State. 
That is not my idea. I hold and claim that the General Government, 
under the interstate-commerce clause, has a right to prohibit an article 
from going from one State into another, without regard to any police 
regulation by any State in the Union. It is a very broad, comprehen- 
sive, general power that is vested in Congress alone. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is to say, Congress may enact a law 
which shall declare that certain articles recognized as belonging to the 
field of interstate commerce may be taken into Missouri from Iowa and 
taken into Illinois from Minnesota, but they shall not be returned from 
those States into the States from which they were shipped, nor shall 
they go there from any other State. That is, there shall be a kind of 
checker-board enacted by Congress, so that the States may jump from 
one to another and pick up one another as you do in playing a game of 
checkers. That is not constitutional law, Mr. President. You must 
recognize a principle which will apply to all alike, and when you have 
applied it to one it will allow the application to others. So that, as 
has always been recognized in regard to the police powers of the State, 
belonging as they do wholly to the State, recognized as they were in 
all the early decisions of the Supreme Court as belonging there, you have 
got to give your aid so that the States will possess them all, and not 
obtrude obstacles in the way of their enforcement. 

Mr. President, as I said when I was on the floor first to-day, the 
conditions existing in the country seem to change the opinions of men 
with regard to the same character of question, and I have no doubt that 
there are supporters of this amendment of the Senator from Texas and 
other amendments which have been offered here, that if they had been 
prepared with equal vigor in some other line of action as clearly con- 
stitutional as this would have expressed quite a different judgment in 
respect to them, just as we see in the case of the bill of the last Con- 


gress to which I have referred and the bill we are now discussing. But 
there must be that consistency which will give each State the same 
rights in the enforcement of its powers and the enjoyment of its priv- 
ileges under the Constitution and which shall impose the same kind 
of conditions upon others, The State which I in part represent asks 
no departure from that line. Her Senators and Representatives are 
ready to aid in the enactment of proper legislation for the protection 
and for the indorsement of the rights of the other States as well as hers, 
and in regard to the illustration which I used in connection with the 
bill of the last Congress, all that we ask is that there shall be that 
proper recognition of the doctrine of State rights that will protect the 
State of Iowa or any other State and recognize her police powers within 
her own borders without asking any other State to follow her example 
except by her own voluntary election. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Chair to state the pending question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is the amendment 
moved by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN ] tothe motion made 
by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] to commit the bill to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What was the amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To commit with instructions that the 
Committee on the Judiciary should report within twenty days. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, it is a very unusual proceeding in 
the Senate of the United States, very rarely resorted to, to refer the ac- 
tion of one committee to another. It is not a wise proceeding to take. 
at any time. Although there have been cases of the kind, they are 
very rare. Such a course would create controversies and contention 
and rivalry between committees, each of which is supposed to under- 
stand the duty that is enjoined npon it. As a general rule, such a 
proposition ought not to be made; but in this particular case I appeal 
to every Benator to say whether it would be wise todo it. One ofthese 
propositions is now pending before the Judiciary Committee, and it has 
been there for two, three, or four months—I do not know how long. 
When did the Senator from Texas introduce his proposition? 

Mr. REAGAN. I introduced it on the first day of the session, I 
think, as a bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the first day of the session. It has been in 
that committee almost four months, and nothing has been done. Now, 
the Committee on Finance was charged with somewhat the same sub- 
ject-matter, It has been deliberated upon carefully; the committee 
revised its decision once or twice. Perhaps the criticism of the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] in that respectis correct. It made 
changes and withdrew from them, But we have considered the sub- 
ject and very carefully considered it, and opinions have been expressed 
to the Senate and they are here. Now tosend that work to a com- 
mittee which has already had charge of the subject-matter for four 
months and has not acted upon it, is rather a ing proposition. 
If it is proposed to kill this measure, let it be done in a fair and legiti- 
mate way. 

The fact that the two members of the Judiciary Committee, both emi- 
nent and distinguished lawyers, have given their opinion in favor of 
the idea that Co: has no constitutional power to such a bill, 
or any of these bills, it seems to me should show us that we ought to 
have a better nursing mother than that to send the bill to. Under all 
the circumstances is it right todo that? Is there any probability if this 
bill is referred now to the Judiciary Committee that they will be able to 
come to any satisfactory conclusion in two or three weeks and report 
a bill back to us? Shall we be one bit advanced in regard to it? Not 
atall. It will only create new debates and long contention. I think 
that Senators have had every phase of this question presented to them. 

As to the pending amendment, I have no sensibility aboutit, Iam 
perfectly willing to accept any amendment that may be adopted by 
the Senate. If the Senate by a vote should adopt the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Texas, well and good. As I stated, Pdo 
not believe in it; that is, I think it is better not now to put upon this 
pro law a criminal proceeding, although I originally voted for 
such a proposition. Still, if the Senate chooses to put it on, well and 
good. It will probably, in the opinion ofsome, strengthen the bill, and 
in the opinion of others it will probably weaken it. Let the judgment 
of the Senate be carried out when z 

Then as to the proposition made by the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SPooNER] that some distinct proposition of law should be inserted in 
this bill giving the court in proper cases the power to send its process, 
its summons, or notice to parties in other States, there is no objection 
to such a provision. Indeed, as I lost the suit of my first client some 
thirty-five years ago, when I entered public life, I am not very familiar 
with the practice of the courts; but I find, on examination, that the law 
already provides, in certain cases, that just that thing may be done. 
Such a statute has existed for many years, and here is a decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States upon the subject regulating and 
pointing out the necessity of having parties from other States and from 
all over the jurisdiction of the United States in certain cases. The case 
decided was a case where the suit was to quiet title to land, a suit in 
equity, and notice was sent under the law of 1875, I think it was, to 
different parties in different States, So there is no trouble in meeting 
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that difficulty. The court may, in the exercise of its discretion, serve 
notice of the pendency of this proceeding upon all the parties wherever 
they may live, and it goes broadcast wherever they may live, and even 
from foreign countries it may summon them to take their part in the 
trial of the case. The Senator from Wisconsin, who is a practicing 
lawyer and engaged now in cases in the United States courts, is thor- 
oughly familiar with that matter, and he has prepared a section that 
will cover it entirely. I have not only no objection to it, but I shall 
be very glad indeed to have it provided for. 

The language which was inserted by the Committee on Finance re- 
quired these combinations to be made between persons or corporations 
in different States in order to come within the jurisdiction thereby cre- 
ated. That language was inserted by the Committee on Finance. I 
did not thinkit was necessary on the first draughting of the bill, but that 
was deemed necessary, and now the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
HoAR] thinks those words ought to be stricken out. I do not care 
whether they are in or ont. It does not make any difference in my 
judgment as to the effect of this bill. I shall be glad to have it either 
way in order to satisfy Senators, but I can not satisfy them all. 

The Senator from Massachusetts objects to the words ‘‘in a civil 
suit.” [haveno objection to theirbeingstrickenout. I would say, using 
the language of the Constitution of the United States, ‘‘ all cases in law 
or equity,” or, which is better, ‘‘ all eontroversies between persons liv- 
ing in different States,” 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would have it either way. The second section 
refers to controversies between es. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator will allow me to call his attention to one 
thing. That first section being criticised yesterday, he stated that it 
was intended to apply to suits brought by the United States. Now, as 
I understand him,he is willing to substitute the phrase in the first 
section, “ controversies between citizens of different States.” That 
clearly would exclude the United States altogether. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator does not correctly state my case, 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator would make that amendment he would 
have a section which provided that controversies between citizens of 
different States should be taken possession of by the district attorney 
or the Attorney-General and conducted to final judgment and execu- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will explain to the Senator from Massachusetts 
in regard to the bill. It is strange he can not distinguish between the 
first and second sections. He dislikes the billso much that he can not 
state the case fairly. I refer to all actions at law or in equity in the 
first section of the bill. I use the language of the Constitution of the 
United States in defining the cases that arise under the Constitution 
and laws of the United States, and so ‘‘all cases at law or in equity 
of a civil nature.’? These words. he objects to, and I am willing to 
strike them out. These words are there because they are used in the 
Constitution of the United States. 

When I come to describe these things in the second section, there 
the words ‘‘ controversies between citizens of different States ” are used, 
so that there can be no misunderstanding. 

The first section deals with suits brought by the United States in the 
name of the United States to check, and control, and enjoin, and regu- 
late these corporations. The second section provides for suits between 

es, and there, I think, they ought to be classed as controversies 
tween parties of different States; and that is the distinction laid down. 

Now, Mr. President, all I desire is that this bill shall be voted upon. 
I believe that in a half-hour we can take the vote on the proposition of 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. If that is adopted, well and 

. We can vote then upon the proposition of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] and then adopt the amendments that are sug- 
ee on either side. Correct this bill as you will, and we can havea 

ill which, while it may not be perfect, while it may not go far enough 
to suit me or may in some respects go further than I think is wise, yet 
we shall have a tangible proposition that we can send to the House of 
Representatives for their consideration, and in that way we can dismiss 
from the Senate of the United States, for this session at least, this ques- 
tion and controversy about trusts and combinations. If we send this 
bill to the Judiciary Committee and await their report to come back 
to us, we shall have to go over all this ground again and we shall be 
simply wasting time that is valuable to the people of the United States, 

It must be remembered that we have been in session for nearly four 
months and we have not dealt with any of the great questions which we 
have to deal with within the next three or four months; and if we now 

ter with the question, send it to another committee and gooveranother 
ong debate of three or four days on another report, what is to become 
of other questions which are pending, the tariff question, the silver 
question—involving grave consequences and upon which honest men 
may d the dependent pension bill, and many other like bills? 
We had better dispose of this bill, and I hope we shall dispose of it 
before we go to dinner to-day, and end it. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I wish only to say a word. I have a strange incapac- 
ity to understand my honorable friend from Ohio, It is entirely owing 
to my dullness, of course. 

Mr. SHERMAN, And mine, 


Mr. HOAR. But I think if the Senator from Ohio will look at the 
ees notes of his speech he will find that he said just now that 
he put into this bill the words ‘‘ all suits of a civil nature at com- 
mon law or in equity,’’ and that he put them in because they were the 
words of the Constitution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Substantially. 

Mr. HOAR. But he said he thought he would like to substitute for 
them, as onthe whole better, ‘controversies between citizens of dif- 
ferent States,’? That is exactly what he said. I think that will be 
found in the Senator’s remarks, and I think it will be found in the 
memory of every Senator who listened to him. Then I called his at- 
tention to the fact that he said yesterday the first section was intended 


to provide for suits by the United States, and that the substitution ofthe ` 


words ‘‘ between citizens of different States” cut off suits by the United 
States altogether. He says in reply to that that I misunderstood him, 


and that he was talking about the second section; but if he will look - 


at the second section he will find that there is no place in that section 
where those words belong; that there is nothing appropriate to them; 
that there is nothing to be stricken out for which they are to be sub- 
stituted. The second section provides— 

That any person or corporation injured or damnified by such arrangement, 


| contract, agreement, trust, or combination * < * may sue for and recover, 


Hy we Sead of the United States, * * * twice the amount of damages sus- 
n 


Does the Senator mean to limit the second section to cases of contro- 
versies between citizens of different States? Of course not. If the 
combination against which the bill is leveled has injured me thro 
foreign or interstate commerce, does he mean to say that his purpose 
the bill is to provide that I can only have a remedy when lam dam- 
aged by citizens of different States from my own? The second section 
has nothing at all to do with residence in different States, 

My honorablefriend says that I dislike his bill. Idonot. I like 
his bill very much; and I like it as he had it; but he has proposed 
this amendment. He has answered to every single criticism I have 
made upon it, if I recollect aright—there may he possibly one excep- 
tion—that he was of that way of thinking himself in the first 
but that he poaa his judgment to the opinion of others in order to 
make the bill go through. What I want is to have the great authority 
of the Senator in his original judgment, not in his yielding to other 
people, in favor of a bill which I should like to vote for. 

That is the difference between the Senator and me. I want him to 
strike out these words which make the bill apply to only one-one-hun- 
dredth part of the cases that it ought to apply to, and to have it as the 
Senator first reported it. Then I want a penal provision put in and 
have it as the Senator originally designed it, and with one or two other 
little amendments in which I shall have the Senator’s entire concur- 
rence, if I understand him, I propose heartily to support his bill. 

My honorable friend seems to me, owing to Bre paps dullness of ex- 
pression and failure of clearness, to have unde: a concurrence with 
his opinion somehow or other as a criticism upon his bill. I say again 
that in making those amendments I do not see where he can put in the 
words ‘“‘controversies between citizens of different States” in the sec- 
ond section. There is nothing to be stricken out for which they can 
be properly a substitute. The second section is not drawn on the 
theory that makes it proper, and if he does he will do in the second 
section what, contrary to his judgment, if put in the first, will make 
the bill apply to but a very small proportion or fraction of the cases it 
ought to reach. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The whole idea is that the Senator differs as to 
my statement of the case; but when he comes to offer the amendments 
he will find them not very important and probably those I shall cheer- 


fully accede to, I hope we shall have a vote on the question of refer- 


ence. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to make a 
personal explanation? It will not take a minute. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Ohio in speaking of the Judiciary 
Committee as being rather an unfriendly body to send this bill to re- 
ferred to two Senators upon that committee, by which, I suppose, he 
alluded to myself and the Senator from Missouri, as having already 
prejudged the case and having decided in our own minds that there is 
no constitutional power on thesubject. I desire to say that, whilst that 
is my opinion with regard to the Senator’s bill, I think the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] is a valid and constitu- 
tional bill, and I certainly think that the one which I prepared and 
which I shall offer is a valid and constitutional bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, while this debate has been proceed- 
ing I have been thinking about the practical operation of the bill re- 
ported from the Committee on Finance if it should be and could 
be enforced as a constitutional law. I call particular attention to the 
clause commencing in the seventeenth line: 


And all arrangements, trusts, or combinations between such citizens or cor- 
porations, made with a view or which tend to advance the cost to the consumer 
ofany zon articles, are hereby declared to be against public policy, unlawful, 

void. 


Now, it is a well known fact that since the money power abandoned 
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the old automatic system of allowing the quantity of money to be gov- 
erned by the product of the mines or by the quantity of gold and 
silver obtainable, and provided that only onemetal should be manufact- 
ured and both should enter into production, there has been a decline 
in prices and that it has now reached a point where there is great dis- 
tress in the country. There is now great distress on account of falling 
which necessarily follow contraction. There are many manu- 
uring establishments that find they can not make any money; they 
are losing money and see that they will have to go into bankruptcy if 
something is not done. Men agree, for instance, that they will manu- 
facture only a certain amount, no more than the market will take, in 
order to keep up the prices, so as to avoid bankruptcy, Thosearrange- 
ments are common; they are of every-day occurrence. But under this 
bill would they not be subject to the pains and penalties prescribed? 
If producers did not have the power to make suchan agreementin times 
like these, when prices are declinin g, when they are putting their money 
in one year and can not get it ont the next year use prices have 
declined—if they could not make an agreement to check uction and 
wait for better times to bridge over the trouble, they would be ruined; 
and this bill would probably, if carried out literally, in times of de- 
pression, break up half the manufacturing establishments in the coun- 
try. That is one of the ordinary effects, one of the o: arrange- 
ments which are necessary in times like these, that would be in violation 
of the bill. 

Then again we will take, for example, the beef trust in Chicago. 
There is a trust which has put up the price of beef, a trust that we 
have been investigating and want to remedy. There isa plain remedy 
for that trust, not in legislation perhaps, but in the action of the parties 
interested. Farmers who are producing beef have to sell it at an enor- 
mous sacrifice, at starvation aire Cattle are cheap all through the 

. Still beef is high in Chicago. Suppose the farmers in the 
West should unite and say, ‘‘ We will not sell our beef except at a cer- 


tain price.” Su they should unite to beat this combination; they 
would all be jeri aec under this bill; they could not combine to beat 
itat all. 


Suppose, again, a combination is formed in Chicago by citizens ot 
Chicago, not citizens of different States, but all citizens of Chicago, to 
bear the prices. The farmers of different States would have no right 
to combine and say, ‘‘ We will not sell any wheat; we will help each 
other; we willadvance money to each other; we will notsell any wheat 
until this combination is broken up; we will not allow them to sell our 
avheat short, to sell something they have not got and bear the market, 
and we will not take our wheat to market to be robbed.”’ That they 
could not do under this proposed law. They would be liable to all the 
pains and penalties of the law if they did. 

Again, sup; that the employers, railroad com 
facturing establishments should say that labor shall be put down 
two bits a day. Suppose that capital should combine labor, 

inclined to do, and there should be a combination am 


ies, and manuf 


the laborers to 
lies; they would all be als for doing it. 

This measure strikes at the very root of competition. 
the very root of self- tion, It strikes at the very root of organi ` 
gation. It strikes at the very root of co-operation. i 

The time was in England when everything was parceled out to som 
particular favorite. Men who sold beef were not allowed to raise it; 
they were not allowed to bring it into market in certain ways. It had) 
to pass through certain chaunels. All were trammeled; there was no 
liberty, no competition; but after ha’ tried that thing for a hundred 
years, England wiped it all out and said, ‘‘ We will have competition,” 

Co-operation is necessary; but co-operation has its evils. When cap- 
ital is combined and strong, it will for a time produce evils, but if you 
take away the right of co-operation you take away the power to re- 
dress those evils; it gives rise to monopolies that are protected by Jaw, 
against which the people can not combine. They can not have other 
monopolies equal to . It is that which depresses the people. 

For instance, the patent laws of the United States create monopolies, 
and there is more money made by speculators under the patent laws, 
because they have monopolies. ‘There is no way for the people to com- 
bine and form co-operation against the patent laws. Whilein England 
every privilege was parceled out to corporations and to private indi- 
viduals, favorites of the Crown, there was no way for the people to com- 

te with them; but now, in the march of progress, we find everything 

been changed and there is frecdom of action, freedom of combina- 
tion, and when one combination is formed, if it is not beneficent, if it 
puts up the price, others will be formed that will put the price down, 
and there be competition. But if you deny the right to combine 
in order to compete with the capitalists, in order to compete with strong 
establishments, you go back hundreds of years. 
on bag isa sort in 2 Wrong T It isa Sep veer towards 

e ages. It isa declaration against the freedom of man, inst 
freedom of action. If one ration is making too much eine 
there will be other corporations, and that is the remedy which modern 

_ civilization hasinvented. Thatis the remedy which has brought about 


the present development of the civilized world. All the States, instead 
of having corporations dealt out to private individuals by private stat- 
utes, have passed general incorporation laws, and there is as much free- 
Sri of competition between corporations now as there is between in- 

The harmfulness of corporations was that they were monopolies; 
that others could not form them. It required special acts or special 
favors to create them; the people could not form them. If you take 
away the right to form combinations to meet combination, you will 
have monopoly in this country to your heart’s content. It would be 
the accumulated capital that would prosecute the new concerns that 
are starting. This bill would be an engine of oppression to break down 
all competition, because as soon as one was forming those in existence 
would bring suit immediately. They would have the power and the 
money, and the poor people struggling to meet the combinations in ex- 
istence would not have the power to resist them. What could a labor 
organization do when its individual members were sued by the Govern- 
ment for belonging to a labor organization, a combination which has a 
tendency to put up the price of labor or its producis? It would be 
helpless against the power of these great corporations, which have abun- 
dance of money to prosecute these suits. 

Why take away the right of the laborers of America to compete in 
production with these great corporations? Why take away from the 
people the power to resist corporations, the power to organize for the 
purpose of bettering themselves? Organization is everything; indi- 
viduals literally nothing. > No great enterprises are conducted now 
without organization. As I said yesterday, the individual man by 
himself can be but little above a savage. He cannot supply himself 
with the wants, let alone the luxuries of life. He must be asa savage 
if he is alone. He must avail himself of the labor of others. Inter- 
association (and in my judgment this bill strikes at the principle of 
association) is necessary to afford competition; it is necessary to pro- 
vide means for the development of the country; it is necessary for the 
laboring men and the hs ucers of the country. If they will develop 
its resources they will benefit themselves, and if they will resist oppres- 
sion they must have this right. The bill takes away the sacred right 
of co-operation, and it ought not to be passed into a law. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr, President, as a member of the Committee on the 
Judiciary I simply desire to say that in my opinion a reference of this 
bill to that committee will be the last of it for this session. I think I 
have knowledge enough to enable me to say that the enemies of the 
bill can not adopt more efficient action to destroy it than to send it to 
that committee. 

Iam a friend of this bill and of many of the amendments that have 
been offered to it. The Senate is in just as condition, is just as 
well informed and pre; to upon the amendments now as it 
will be hereafter, or as the Judiciary Committee are, I have no idea 
that the Judiciary Committee can formulate a bill, that will meet with 
the concurrence of a majority of that committee, that has any life in it, 


A and I insist that we should dispose of the bill and the amendments, 


and vote down the se ee to referto the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator 
before he takes his seat. Do I understand from him that hethinks a 
majority of the very able lawyers constitu the Judiciary Com- 
mittee would come to the conelusion that the bill is unconstitutional 
Mr. PUGH. On that subject I am not prepared to ; Tam not 
sufficiently familiar with the constitutional opinions of the members 
3 Sere committee, except as to those who have expressed them in this 

ebate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose if the bill and the amendments should 
be referred to the Judiciary Committee, it would be for thè purposeof 
having the opinion of that committee upon the constitutional objec- 
tions that have been urged against the bill, and my inquiry pointed to 
the fact whether the Senator knows that a majority of the eminent 
gentlemen who constitnte that committee believe that this scheme of 
legislation would be unconstitutional and void. 

Mr. PUGH. We have had the opinion of two very able members 
of that committee, learned and able lawyers, that there is no power 
under the Constitution to pass the bill or any amendment now pending 
or proposed except the one offered by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CoKE]. While I am ready to vote for that amendment, I have no idea 
that a majority of the Judiciary Committee will favor it. - The difi- 
culty in that committee is with the variety of opinion that it has both 
as to constitutional power and as to the provisions of a bill to reach 
this evil. My opinion is that the variety of that opinion will prevent 
any concurrence in favor of a bill that has any vitality in it, and we 
are more apt to give it by voting in the Senate on the amendments as 
they are presented and will be in order than by letting that committee 
deal with this question and make a report to the Senate. I have no 
idea but what any report that it may make of any bill would be sub- 
jected to the same number of amendments, if not more, than the bill 
now pending before the Senate, 

Mr. HISCOCK, I will say to the Senator upon the same question 
and upon the same line that if the bill with the amendments is to be 
referred to the'Committee on the Judiciary I would like the motion to 


i| and void ? 


be modified so as to call for a report from that committee upon the con- 
stitutional and legal questions involved, not upon the framework of a 
bill especially, for that we could take care of here, I could have my 
opinion as to what the provisions ought to be, as wellas any one else. 
I hope that the Senator who made the motion to refer the bill to the 
Committee on the Judiciary will amend his motion in that they shall 
be.called upon to express themselves as to the constitutional power of 
enacting this legislation. 

Mr. PLATT obtained the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. Iwill yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE, The remark made by the Senator from Alabama calls 
for some nse from me, The Senator said if the bill should be re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee, he had no idea it would be heard 
from during the remainder of this session. The Senator from Alabama 
has no warrant for making any such statements, I think. 

Mr. PUGH. It is merely my opinion, of course. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Judiciary Committee, I believe, have been as, 
| diligent in performing the duties which the Senate have imposed upon 
them as any other committee of this body. There is the motion now 
, pending, made by the Senator’s colleague [Mr. MORGAN], requiring 
that committee to report within twenty days, and then there is the par- 
liamentary power in this body, which the Senator seems to have over- 
looked, that when a matter is referred to a committee and that com- 
mittee fails and neglects for an unreasonable time to report, to discharge 
the committee and bring the matter before the Senate directly, 

Taking these things into consideration, I think the Senator’s remark 
is wholly unwarranted. It is not the intention of the Senator, that is, 
myself, who made the motion to refer, to dispose of the bill in that way. 
My object in making the motion is to give us a bill, if one be possible— 
and I believe one is possible—which will be a real remedy for the ills 
and the evils which afilict the people of the United States, instead of 
the sham which the pending bill will turn out to be. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I shall, notwithstanding the embar- 
rassment which a motion of this sort. creates, vote to refer the bill and 
the various amendments to the Judiciary Committee, and I do it not 
as an enemy of some bill which may be properly framed to meet the 
evil complained of, but I do it because I believe there isin the bill noth- 
ing at all which will meet the evil complained of. The who 
are suffering from the unlawful acts of associated corporationsare ask- 
ing relief, and when they ask for bread the Senator from Ohio proposes 
to give them a stone; when they ask for fish he proposes to give them 
aserpent. As the author of this bill he has been, first and last, some- 
thing over a year in bringing forward his experiments to meet the evil, 
and constantly revising his own impressions as to the method in which 
it could be done, until I venture to say the last proposition is the least 
effective of any one that he has made. 

I allude to this, as I do to the fact that five amendments have been 
presented, and I believe presented in good faith, to this bill, to show 
the very great difficulty which surrounds the subject. There is not a 
single member of the Senate who has thonght upon this subject who 
does not recognize that it is one full of difficulty, of legal difficulty, of 
constitutional difficulty. The very fact that these amendments have 
been offered proves the difficulty of the situation, and proves, not that 
Senators are opposed to granting relief from the ills which are com- 
plaized of, but that they desire to grant efficient relief if they attempt 
to grant relief at all. 

It is no answer to the criticisms which are made on this bill to de- 
claim against the enormities of trusts and combinations. It is no an- 
swer to the objection which is made to this bill, that it will not touch 
any single trust or combination in this country, to denounce the oper- 
ations of trusts, It will not do to say that a person who is not ready 
to vote for this bill wants to perpetuate the illegal and injurious acts 
of combinations and associations and trusts. We are very often as leg- 
islators placed in this dilemma; An evil exists, an evil which ought to 
be remedied, which ought to be remedied in an efficient, legal, and con- 
stitutional way, and some measure is proposed which either does not 
remedy it at all or runs against every constitutional method of reach- 
ing it; and then the persons who are not ready to take that measure 
are held up as being opposed to rendering any relief whatever. 

My objection to this bill, which I have already stated, is that it will 
not touch or reach the unlawful or injurious acts of any trust, associa- 
tion, or combination, whether of individuals or corporations, in this 
country. The fact that it isconfined to arrangements between ms 
or corporations residing in different States of the Union or in 
this country and in foreign countries, is an admission on the face of it 
that the author of the bill or the amendment admits his inability to 
do anything else in this direction. It is an admission on the part of 
the author of the bill that all trusts, all combinations, all agreements, 
all associations existing between people of the same State, between cor- 
porations of the same State, for the unlawful purposes which we all 
understand, are beyond the reach of Congressional action. 

That is the admission in this bill. It is an admission which I do not 
make, but it is an admission of this bill, because it is confined si 
to those arrangements, associations, combinations, and trusts 
between persons of different States or corporations of different States 


or persons of this country and another country or corporations of this 
country and another country. So having eliminated from the effect 
of the all the t combinations which have been formed and may 
be formed within States it proposes to deal with them where the par- 
tics com: them reside in different States; that, and that only. 

If we could do that we should simply transfer the parties who com- 
pose these corporations from different States to a single State. The 
great sugar trust, if it is now a combination existing between corpora- 
tions in different States, would organize as a single ration of a 
single State, and then would be beyond the reach of this bill. 

But that is not the real difficulty. The real difficulty is that under 
the Constitution of the United States you can not reach an agreement 
made between parties residing in different States, no matter for what 

It is the controversies arising between persons residing in 
different States, between corporations residing in different States, which 
can be reached in the courts of the United States. 

The Senator from Ohio seems entirely unable to comprehend this dis- 
tinction—butit is a distinction which, as it seems to me, every lawyer 
ought to comprehend—that he is not providing for controversies be- 
tween persons residing in different States and corporations of different 
States, but he is trying to stop agreements between persons of different 
States and corporations of different States, under that clause of the 
Constitution whigh gives the courts of the United States jurisdiction 
of controversies arising between persons so residing. I believe that I 
can understand the difference betweena controversy and an agreement. 
Tt is not claimed (at least I have not heard it claimed by the honora- 
ble and able Senator from Ohio) that he reaches these combinations 
under any provision of the Constitution except that which confers 
jurisdiction upon the United States courts in controversies arising be- 
tween citizens of different States. If that be true, then every cle 
of meat, every particle of efficiency, every particle of force in this bill 
disappears, 

I am not to be told that because I am not willing to stand here and 

vote for a bill which is a snare and a delusion I am not therefore will- 
ing to doall in my power to put down these unlawfal acts which are 
ruining the business and injuring the people of the country. 
I think it highly appropriate that the bill should be referred to the 
Judiciary Committee, and it is no answer to that proposition to sug- 
gest, as the Senator from Alabama has done, that it is to be referred to 
a committee several of whose members are enemies of the bill. Any 
lawyer ought to be, not an enemy of the bill, but opposed to the bill, 
ae Toae to do anything to remedy the evils which have been com- 
p of, ; 

How far the bill may represent the matured judgment of the Finance 
Committee we are not informed. Certainly one Senator upon the Fi- 
nance Committee, and an able lawyer, has expressed his dissent from the 
bill. The othermembers of the Finance Committee, with the exception 
of the Senator from Ohio, have not spoken; but I apprehend that when 
they come to speak by their vote on the bill it will be seen that the 
bill represents, not a majority, buta decided minority of the Finance 
Committee. 


I do not vote to refer the bill in any spirit of criticism of the Finance 
Committee, but I vote to refer it by reason of the difficulty of the subject, 
by reason of the honest doubts of Senators as to the method of relief 
proposed in the bill and the power of Congress to exercise such relief, 
because of the earnest desire on the part of members of the Senate to - 
enact some legislation which shall be effectual. I think it ought to be 
referred to that committee which by common consent embraces the 
largest amount of judicial ability in the Senate; and to say that it is 
to besmothered there is to attack and impugn the motives of the honor- 
able gentlemen who compose that committee. I have every confidence 
that that committee will deal with the subject; that if there is a con- 
stitutional way of reaching this difficulty, of remedying these evils, of 
punishing the men and the corporations who are engaged in these un- 
lawful conspiracies and acts, it will be found out by that committee, 
and a bill framed along that line; and if there is none that they will 
say in their opinion there is none; and if that be true we had better 
face that proposition now than to deal in what in my judgment will be 
found, if this bill shall pass, to be nothing more nor less than a hum- 
bugging of the people of the United States, 

I do not use that language imputing to the author of the bill or to 
any one who may vote forit a desire to humbug the people of the United 
States, but in my judgment, after having given this matter careful at- 
tention and careful thought for two or three years’ time, if we pass this 
bill we shall show the people of the United States who desire to have 
these evils remedied that we have passed a bill which is utterly power- 
less and inefficient to reach the evils, and then they will say that they 
have been humbugged, and they will say more than that, which will 
not be true, however, that they have been intentionally humbugged 
by the Co of the United States. 

Mr. W. URN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Connecti- 
cut if he thinks it is possible for him or anybody else to draw a bill 
that will be efficient in this respect. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘That is precisely the question which I desire to refer 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask what the Senator’s opinion is. 


Mr. PLATT. I believe that a bill can be framed along certain lines 
which may partially reach this evil, but I am not prepared to indicate 


precisely the extent and the scope of the bill. There may be in some 
of these amendments valuable ms in that line, 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to ask the Senator also if any 
special harm would come to the country or anybody else by the pas- 
sage of the bill if it should be afterwards held to be unconstitutional 
by the Supreme Court of the United States. Would any damage be 
done to anybody ? 

Mr. PLATT. I pointed ont one da: Whenever Congress passes 
a bill which the concurrent sentiment of Congress believes to be un- 
constitutional it does a ter damage to the people of this country 
than is well to be calculated. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ido not see how we are ever going to know 
whether this bill is constitutional or not until it has been referred to 
the Supreme Court. The most eminent lawyersin this Chamber differ 
in opinion, and it seems to me that we shall never reach any definite 

t until some law goes to the Supreme Court. 

So far as I am concerned I know the sentiment of the country with 
regard to the question of monopolies and trusts, and I believe the 
people expect the Congress of the United States to make an attempt to 
secure some valid and satisfactory legislation.’ While the bill of the 
Senator from Ohio may not be perfect, while it mag not reach every 
point and may finally be declared unconstitutional, yet it is a move 
n the right direction, and for one I should dislike very much to have 
it sent to the Committee on the Judiciary, which would be sending it 
to ‘the tomb of the Capulets,’’ I believe. I believe it would be sent 
there for that purpose, and I believe, furthermore, that when all other 
means fail to defeat a bill the constitutionality of it is usually invoked 
for that p I hope that will not be done in this case. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. DOLPH. We are not ready for a vote. There is no prospect of 
reaching a vote for a week. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Oregon withdraw that motion 
for a moment while I submit a report? 

Mr, DOLPH. I will. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I shall ask for the yeas and nays upon the ques- 
tion whenever it is put. 


SENATORS FROM MONTANA. 


Mr. GRAY. ‘The Senator from cE yields to me while I submit 
a report, of which I gave notice yes , on behalf of the minority of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections in the Montana case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The views of the minority will be printed 
with the report of the committee. 


PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. DOLPH. I renew my motion to proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. x 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion of the 
Senator from Oregon. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN, On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator.from Ilinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In his absence I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired on all sub- 
jects with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. As he is not in 
the Chamber, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called), 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. ALLISON (after haying voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] and therefore with- 


I am paired with the 
Iam paired with the 


draw my vote. 
Mr. PLATT. I desire to add to the announcement of my pair that 

if tted to vote I should vote ‘‘yea.’”’ 

he result was announced—yeas 20, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—20. ` 

Bate, ye, Higgi Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gikeon, I "ty Vase. 
Blair, Gray, Jonesof Arkansas, Vest, 
Coke, Hampton, Mitchell, s 
Dolph, Harria Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 


NAYS—29, 
Aldri Geo: Moody, 8 er, 
ch, el mear f > pisomengg 
Berry Hale, Paddock, Washburn 
Chandler, Hawley, Siere, we Ay Ma. 
Cullom, ' 
Davis, * Hoar, * S 
Dawes, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Dixon, Manderson, Sherman, 
ABSENT—33. 
aes eer? Jones of Nevada, me m, 
ur, enna, re, 
Beck, ' Daniel, McMillan, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Edmun Morgan, Stockbri 
Butler, Beart, Pettigre Footissa 
utier, Y, oor! . 
Call, Farwell, Platt, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Plumb, 
Y, Hearst, Quay, 


So thąmotion was not agreed to. 
TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations in 
restraint of trade and production. p 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when I offered the amendment to 
the motion of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], limiting 
the time within which the Judiciary Committee should report back 
some measure, I had no idea of imputing in the slightest degree to 
that committee any want of activity or energy or purpose in the dis- 
charge of their public duties. I have heard it said by some Senators 
here that it would be impossible to get a report from that committee 
on this bill simply because they were not in a condition to agree about 
it, on account of the great diversity of opinion among them as to the 
proper means to accomplish the end the Senator from Ohio and the 
rest of us desire to accomplish. So I thought if that committee could 
be required to report back in twenty days it would meet the demand 
for urgent action, which has been postponed now for about a hundred 
years in the United States, as well as I understand it, on this question 
of monopolies and engrossing and all the other offenses against free and 
proper markets in our country. 

The Senator from Ohio says he wants to put at rest this question. 
He wants to get a bill through here that will put at rest the debate and 
the discussion about monopolies and about trusts and the like. Well, 
Mr. President, if we are to have a debate here, as I suppose we are 
likely to have, upon the protective tariff, which is the b nursery 
and breeding-ground of monopolies and trusts and combinations and 
conspiracies, it is not likely that there will be much bating of breath 
upon this question, even though the Senator may get the shell of a bill 
through here. 

This bill, offered by the Senator from Ohio and reported by the Fi- 
nance Committee, is nothing but a brutum fulmen. Itisashell. Itis 
a tub tothe whale, It is not expected, I hope and believe, too, that 
it will ever yield any fruit in the way of checking conspiracies or com- 
binations or forestallings or regrating or any other of the crimes against 
the market which the old common law furnished us with rules for de- 
fining and punishing also. 

Sir, we have now a bill reported by the Committee on Finance, a sub- 
stitute for a bill that the Committee on Finance had previously re- 
ported, which came within range of the batteries of the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], and the bill went to pieces. Its friends had 
to take it back into the Committee on Finance and bring out another 
one; and I think from what I hear around on the different sides of the 
Chamber, without reference to any political divisions at all, but in 
reference to the opinions of men who profess to understand the Consti- 
tution and laws of the country, that the bill of the committee, as re- 
ported now, is just as likely to go down as the one that was vores 
in before. Including that second effort, here are six bills now before 
the Senate, each of them drawn by gentlemen of experience, and an ac- 
count of the laborious efforts they have been making here for months, 
and some of them for years, in the maturing and bringing forth of these 
bills, is enough to startle one with the intricacy of the question. 

It is an intricate question. It taxed the powers of the British Parlia- 
ment with all of its omnipotence about two centuries to meet these com- 
binations and conspiracies in trade and about trade, relating chiefly, 
however, to the material subsistence of the people, articles of grain and 
provisions and the like; and every once in awhile we find the brush 
of oblivion drawn by the English Parliament across all these enactments; 
they are all swept from thestatute-books. Why? Because ofthe vain, 
futile effort on the part of legislators after all to do very much in con- 
trolling men, as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] said, in 
making their agreements. The common law of England has been re- 
sorted to time and again, at the end of different long periods of ex- 
periment, for the porone of furnishing remedies for all the complaints 
we are now hearing about, which complaints were identical in their 
nature and substance with those that now come forward in vast array 
to tax the ingenuity of legislators to repress them. It is very certain 
that no Senator here, no matter what his wisdom or ability may be, can: 
assure himself absolutely that he has a remedy which is in all respects’ 
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or in many general respects a solyent and a cure for the difficulties we 
are now encountering. 


We hear the argument made here, and I thinkit is a perfectly sound 
one, that the way to get rid of troubles in trade in the nature of con- 
spiracies and combinations is to remove the temptation. We probably 
could not reach the Standard Oil conspiracy or combination, and several 
other various important trusts, as they are called, in the United States 
by a modification of our protective tariff, but it is very certain that we 
should reach 90 per cent. of them. We would take the underpinning 
entirely away from 90 per cent. of the trusts and combinations and con- 
spiracies that are forming all over the land if we should so modify the 
tariffas to remove the temptation to make them; but as long as we 
enact these temptations in the statute-book we can hardly denounce 
that as immoral or criminal which men do under our invitation. 

There is a great deal of danger. I think I can see it in almost every 
direction in legislating upon questions of this kind. The Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART] has called attention to a very important topic 
in this connection. I do not know of anything that has a greater or a 
more direct impression upon our foreign commerce and our interstate 
commerce than the price of labor, There are combinations among our 
laboring men of various different fraternities continually being made 
for the purpose of raising the price of labor. The price of labor when 
raised by combination—or, if you please so to call it, by a conspiracy, 
or in the nature of a trust confided to the hands of some managing com- 
mittee, some steering arrangement—combinations of that kind to raise 
the price of labor must necessarily increase the price of commodities 
in interstate commerce and international commerce, at least to the ex- 
tent of the exports that we send abroad, 

Now, while we are legislating against all such combinations and con- 
maae that affect the price of commodities interchanged between 

e States of this Union, what are we to say to the men who, in their 
Knights of Labor and in their Wheels and in all of their various organi- 
gations, meet together for the very purpose of raising the price of labor 
in the particular industry in whieh they are-coneerned or the price of 
labor generally?, Labor is a commodity bought and sold every hour 
in the day. It id so much a commodity as that we forbid its importa- 
tion here when it comes. under contract; we treat it just as we would 
spurious medicines, or base coin, or something of that sort; we tax it 
as we do oleomargarine, We treat labor precisely as if it were a com- 
modity, and it is a commodity that is imported into this country. 
we pass a law here to punish men for entering into combination 
and conspiracy to raise the price of labor, what is the reason why we are 
not within the purview of the powers of Congress in respect to interna- 
tional commerce? Who can answer the proposition asa matter of law? 

There is great danger in any direction you look in respect of such a 
measure as this, and I am afraid to take ground on it until that com- 
mittee of this body which ischarged with the consideration of judicial 
questions have had an opportunity to report a bill, or, if it can not agree 
upon a bill, to report thatitcan notagree. Butit can agree upon certain 
penema that ought to control our legislation, and let us agree upon 
the bill, and in that way we shall be apt to come to some sedate and 
profitable conclusion about this great controversy, for it is a great con- 
troversy. 

I think there has been as much ingenious argumentation upon this 
question as I have ever heard in the same length of time in the Senate 
of the United States, and it has taxed the abilities of almost every 

tleman on this floor to find out exactly what is the extent and 
undary of our power and what are the lawful methods by which we 
can put it into exercise in the Federal courts. It is a very intricate 
subject, and, in my judgment, we are going entirely too fast if we do 
not get the opinion of our Judiciary Committee upon it, 

There is a feature in this case that nobody has ever suggested, so far 
as I have heard, that has always struck me with a good deal of force. 
I think a proceeding in rem can be had under a libel for condemnation 
of goods, wares, and merchandise carried between the States, to seize, 
condemn, and confiscate goods that may have been manufactured under 
a conspiracy or bought and collected: together under a conspiracy to 
control the markets. That subject seems not to have had any atten- 
tion from Senators here. I never have proposed to myself to interfere 
in any way to try to make the legislation one thing or the other except 
so far as my mere vote would go, but it seems to me there is a field here 
for the enterprise of Senators. 

Here is a sugar trust in New York. They say it consists of a num- 
ber of corporations that are banded together, who have their local habi- 
tation in various different States; but they refine sugar under a combi- 
nation that puts the price up toa certain figure and does not allow it to 
go any lower than that. Now, when their sugar is in transit from New 
York to Chicago, what is the reason why some person may not sieze it 
under a proceeding in rem, and in that way touch the very chord that 
would run to the heart of the whole establishment? Why could not 
that be done? It seems to me that is as easy a way to get at it as any 
you could mention, certainly far better than the declaration of nullity 
of the contract or referring some poor fellow who bought ten pounds to 
a Federal court somewhere to recover double da: acco to the 
percentage of loss he sustained in the amount taxed upon him ugh 
the conspiracy. 


XXI——164 


The subject is not exhausted by any means. There is a great deal to 
it yet. Senators need not be ina hurry to get something on the statute- 
book to see if some court will not reverse what we are doing here. I 
trust the Senate of the United States on great questions of constitu- 
tional law affecting the jurisprudence of the United States will always 
be able to confine itself at least to that period of time when it has a 
sound and sedate judgment upon the proposition that it puts forward, 
especially when it isa new and a great one like this one. Unbecom- 
ing haste in a matter ofthis kind will recoil upon us, not merely in the 
laws set aside by the judgments of our tribunals, but it will recoil 
upon us, I am fearful, in the contempt that public opinion will have 
for this body. We ought to be able to interpret the Constitution of the 
United States or else give place'to men who can doit. It is our busi- 
ness to do it; and I am opposed to seeing any measure go out of this 
body as an enactment merely as a tentative proposition or one that is 
experimental upon a question of constitutional Jaw. 

Here are gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber, some called State- 
rights men and others called Federalists; whether rightfully so denomi- 
nated makes no difference. Here are gentlemen who have very strict 
opinions upon constitutional construction and others who are more 
liberal in their views. But gentlemen of both classes are objecting to 
this bill. They find difficulty init. It strikes those who, like my col- 
league, say they are not hair-splitters, end foremost sometimes, and 
knocks them entirely out of position. Others it disturbs with techni- 
calities and refinements and the like so as to disturb the pleasure of 
their dreams at night. There is difficulty in every direction. The un- 
settled opinion of Senators as expressed in this debate shows that there 
is difficulty in every direction; and we ought to appeal to the best or- 
ganization which we have in this body to try to compose those difficul- 
ties, and get a bill back before us upon which we can agree at least on 
the principles of legislation, and after due effort conform our conduct 
to those principles. 

Mr. President, I belong to what is called the State-rights school of 

oliticians, and in season and out of season, I suppose, year after year, 
Fatina here for the purposeof trying to protect the States of this Union 
against encroachment on the part of the Federal Government, because 
I believe that is one of the greatest duties of a Senator, and especially 
of a Democrat. I think it is a life-long task a man takes upon him- 
self when he joins the Democratic party to try to protect the States in 
their autonomy and in their rights secnred under the Constitution 
against Congressional encroachment. Baut, sir, in respect of this matter 
concerning trusts and combinations and conspiracies, I must say that 
I think the States are utterly derelict. They have the unquestioned 
power to handle and to punish every one of these conspiracies and com- 
binations. 

Why they do not do it is more than I can understand, unless I am 
prepared to accept the unpleasant allusion frequently made here that 
the Legislatures and the authorities of the State governments have not 
the virtue to withstand the power of the great corporations. My judg- 
ment is that to average them they are just as honest as Congress is, and 
as little likely to be corrupted as Congress is, and I think it is the mere 
lethargy of the different State governments, inspired by a too confident 
reliance upon the powers of Congress to remedy public evils, thatis lead- 
ing us to-day into this effort to do what the States themselves ought 
to do. 

Take the cotton-seed-oil trust and take the action of the State authori- 
ties of Alabama upon that, the State in which cotton-seed oil was first 
produced and madean articleof commerce. Iremembera casein Mont- 
gomery where the great New York cotton-seed-oil trust, chartered under 
a New York law, I suppose, with $30,000,000 capital or alleged capital, 
came there and offered a certain price toa young gentleman who had 
himself, much by his own labor, certainly out of his own resources, 
built a cotton-seed-oil factory. They could not agree about the price 
of it. He said he did not want to sell it; that it was a business he 
wanted to bring his children up to; that it was a nice business; he had 
gotten it together and completed it himself. He had already made 
10,009 barrels of oil and he shipped it down to Savannah, and thence 
to New York, and thence to Italy, for the purpose of having it made 
into a first-class article of olive oil. 

When this New York combine found that his ship had arrived in 
New York and found the ship upon which he had freighted his 10,000 
barrels of oil, they bought 10,000 barrels and put it upon the same 
ship and consigned it to the same city. What was the result? When 
they got there they sold their oil at a dollar a barrel less than he could 
afford to take for his. They took the market away from him and con- 
vinced him that he had no market in the business of trying to make 
cotton-seed oil in Alabama; that he must surrender his possessions into 
the hands of these men; and they bought him out and turned him 
adrift. Now, the State of Alabama ought to have punished that. It 
should have made a condign example of the men who did that thing, 
who came there and threatened that they would destroy his business 
unless he would sell to them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How could the authorities of Alabama punish the 
combination in New York? 

Mr. MORGAN. When they came to Alabama and made a proposi- 
tion to him that unless he sold out they would establish their business 
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and break him up they committed an offense against the laws of Ala- 


Mr. SHERMAN. They probably sent some poor clerk down there 
to make that declaration. 

Mr. MORGAN. oe they did. Probably he would have better 
sense the next time if he served a short term in the penitentiary for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; all that Alabama could do would be to take 
the clerk and send him to the penitentiary. 

Mr. MORGAN. It may be so, and we shall not get anybody but 


clerks ically out of this measure that the Senator from Ohio has 
put in All the big fish will escape. The little fish are the men 
who will have the trouble. There will not bea suit brought in twen- 


ty-five years to come under the bill of the Senator from Ohio, if it be- 
comes alaw., What doesa man get? Double damages. For what? 
The enhanced price that he has to pay for a commodity in the market. 
You would never trace it back to them in the world. You have got to 
identify the sugar, or the molasses, or whatever it is, and run it back to 
the manufacturer or to the refiner and prove the conspiracy. There 
would not be a recovery in twenty-five years, and it is not expected 
that there would be. This bill does not contemplate such a thing. 
This bill isa good preface to an argument upon the protective tariff 
when that comes up: ‘‘ We have sunk the trust question out of sight 
by a bill that has smothered it for the nt.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why could not the Senator’s friend in Alabama 
sue the combination in the courts of the United States and make them 
pay for all the damages he suffered? 

Mr. MORGAN. In the courts of the United States? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, why not? Why could not your citi- 
Paon R you describe so pathetically, sue in the Federal court under 

Mr. MORGAN. He would find, as everybody else would find under 
the bill of the Senator, that it ischeaper not to sue. It is nota pleasant 
thing to have a lawsuit. 

The Legislature of Alabama ought to have a law upon her statute- 
book now punishing that particular sort of conspiracy with imprison- 
ment in the penitentiary. Whenever they reform their laws and put 
their machinery in operation to do justice to their own people, their 
a will not be here clamoring for Congress to stretch its powers in- 

nately to give them relief. That is what I am talking about, and 
as a State-rights man I say that the States are not doing their duty in 
this particular, and we ought tosoinform them. Let them strike out 
on that line and protect their people, as they have a perfect right to 
do, and we shall hear no more about trusts and combinations and 
conspiracies. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I never have a bill in which I feel any 
interest referred to this grand mausoleum of Senatorial literature, the 
Judiciary Committee, without feeling that I have attended a funeral. 
This occasion is no exception to that feeling. The grand air of magis- 
terial dominion which surrounds those gentlemen who constitute that 
committee, the awful profundity and gravity with which they are en- 
velo naturally tend to produce a funereal impression upon a serious 

ind, and the whole atmosphere seems to me resonant with the strains 
of that familiar old hymn: 


Hark! from the tombs a doleful sound; 
Mine ears attend the cry. 

Come, living men, and view the ground 
Where your bills must shortly lie. 

(Laughter. ] 

I recollect very well when a bill was passed through this body for- 
bidding the employment of any Senator or Representative as counsel 
for any railroad which had been subsidized by the Government. We 
all thought it was a mighty good bill and a mighty proper one, and so 
thought the Senate; but a motion to reconsider was made. The ques- 
tion was discussed, and it was finally proposed to refer it to the Ju- 
diciary Committee. On that occasion I bade my friend farewell. I was 
promised, however, that it should come back. It did come back, but, 

it did not come back in the same body in which it went. It was 
Greece, but living Greece no more. It came back led and muti- 
tel until its parent knew it not-and disclaimed its paternity. [Laugh- 
Mr. President, I feel an interest in this bill. I feel that one class 
of the community in this American country of ours has not partaken 
of the general prosperity which the country has enjoyed for the last 
twenty years. A step has been taken to remove some of the obstruc- 
tions to this prosperity which a portion of our fellow-citizens fail to 
enjoy. It may not bethe proper step; there may be a better step, but 
itis a beginning, at all events. 

Mr. President, I think if it were not so late in the evening and the 
Senate would give me its patient attention that I could demonstrate 
the fact that if a man desired to go to any given point he must start, 
and that he neyer would get there until after he did start, and my opinion 
is that we never shall get a bill for the suppression of the trusts and 
combinations which oppress a laige portion of the American people so 
long as we consign all of our bantlings to the fostering care of the Ju- 
diciary Committee. I say it with all due respect to that great commit- 


tee, of course. Iam a man too cautious of my personal safety to desire 
to do anything that would bring upon me the enmity or the disregard of 
that au body. [Laughter. 

So, if it is the determination of the Senate to send this bill to the Ju- 
diciary Committee, to deliver the child for nurture to the persons hav- 
ing most interest in its death, I shall have sorrowfully to submit myself 
to that state of things, but I hope I may be pardoned for saying that I 
feel a good deal as we are given to understand the Apostle Paul felt 
when he took leave of the elders at Ephesus. Having told them that 
he should depart from them never more to return, the record says: 


They all wept sore and fell on Panl’s neck, sorrowing most of all for the 
words which he spake, that they should see his face no more, 


Iam satisfied, sir, that when this bill does come back it will be so mu- 
tilated, that it will have everything that can possibly be of any benefit 
to the people of this country so entirely eliminated and eradicated, that 
it will for practical purposes not be worth the paper that it is written 
upon, and the country will so accept it. The country knows the re- 
ceptacles where we deposit our d by this time. We can no longer 
hope to conceal them. 

I heard of a Senator who once occupied a seatin this body who 
boasted that he was no milk-and-cider man, that he was a man of de- 
cision on all subjects. Said he, ‘‘ Whena question comes up before me 
I either vote for it orI voteagainstit, or Isquatlikea man.’ [Laugh- 
ter.] Mr. President, the country has found out that when we desire 
the death of a bill and are not particularly anxious to put ourselves on 
record as having directly struck the blow which caused the demise, we 
refer it to the Judiciary Committee [laughter], where it sleeps thelast 
sleep known to the literature of this Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the question? 
The question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGan] to the motion made by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] to commit the bill to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will accepttheamendmentif Ihave aright to do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr, SHERMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN. What is the question ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion made by the Senator from 
Mississippi to commit the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary with 
instructions. 

Mr. REAGAN. I believe the Senator from Mississippi accepted the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He did. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the pending question be now stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair omitted to state that the 
amendment was instructing the committee to report within twenty 
days. The roll will be called, 

' The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired generally with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ], who was unavoid- 
aly called from the Chamber this afternoon. He said he would vote 
in favor of referring this bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. Iam 
of the same opinion, and therefore I shall vote “yea.” 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. Ido not know 
how he would vote on this subject, and I withhold my vote. Ishould 
vote against the motion to refer if I was at liberty to vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name wascalled). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If agreeable to the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FACLKNER] I suggest that he and I 
transfer our pairs, so as to pair the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eus- 
TIS] with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], and then the 
Senator from West Virginia and I can both vote. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. If he were present; I should 
vote a yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. I do not know how he 
would yote on this question. I should vote ‘yea,’ if he were pres- 
ent. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], who is not here. 
I should yote ‘‘nay,’’ if he were present. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to say that if the Senator from Lonisiana 
Mr. FOSHAN WR whom I am paired, were present, I should vote 
“nay ” upon the ition. 

Me KENNA. van paired on all questions, except the Blair bill, 

with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CASEY]. 


The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Bate, Gray Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Blackburn, Hawley, Payne, Walthall 
Dixon, Higgins, Stewart, Wilson of Md. 
George, Hiscock, - Teller, 
NAYS—23. 
Allen, Davis, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Allison, Dawes, McPherson, Pugh, 
Berry, e, Manderson, , 
Blair, Gorman, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Cockrell, Hale, Moody, ie, 
Coke, Harris, Morrill, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pierce, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—39, 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Hearst, Ransom, 
ur, Daniel, Jones of Neyada, Sawyer, 

k, Dolph, Kenna, Spooner, 
Blodgett, Edmunds, McMillan, Squire, 
Brown, Eustis, Morgan, Som ce 
Butler, Evarts, Paddock, ý 
pe Yaullens Pett : y hees, 

eron. er, w ‘oor! 
Casey, ` Gibson, ` mae oleott. 
Chandler, Hampton, Quay, 


So the motion to refer was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR, What is now the pending question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on g to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. HOAR. Iinquire if that be an amendment to the entire bill, 
a substitute, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not care about haying it read at length, but I 
wished to know whether it was a substitute or not, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is an amendment ad new sections 

Is the 


to the original bill or to the substitute for the origi 
e had better have the yeas and nays. 


Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. REAGAN. Task for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the state of the question. Is the 
eran of the Senator from Texas offered as a substitute for the 

1? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment offered by the Senator 
from Texas, as the Chair understands, is an amendment to the so-called 
substitute of the Committee on Finance for the original bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. And nota substitute for it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Not a substitute for the bill. 


Mr, SHERMAN. It is an addition to the bili. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Chair correct in that understand- 
ing? 


Mr. FRYE. Yes, that was so stated. 

Mr. SPOONER, Irise toa liamentary inquiry which I rather 
wish to address to the Senator from Texas. Is it not the intention of 
his amendment to take the place of the substitute reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance? 

Mr. REAGAN, It is an amendment in addition to the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to hear the question stated. There is 
so much confusion that I do not know what the question is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again state his under- 
standing of the question before the Senate. It is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to the substitute 
agreed upon for the original bill, adding new sections to the substi- 
tute accepted for the original bill. 

It is not in any sensea substitute for the original bill, but an amend- 
ment to the substitute which was accepted in place of the original bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmpron], who is una- 
voidably absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called), I again announce my 

ir with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. AsI do not 

ow how he would vote if present, I withhold my vote. Ifat liberty to 
vote, Lshould vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called), I transfer the pair 
I have with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. QUAY] to the 
senior Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] and vote ‘' yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote 

yea. ”? 

Mr. PASCO (when his name wascalled). I again announce my pair 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr, PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. If he were present, I should 
vote “nay.” 
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I am paired with the 
I withhold my vote in 


Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Co.qurtt]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). 
consequence of the pair which I have already announced. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 


STOCKBRIDGE]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. VAN! I transfer the pair which I have with the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN ] to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis], and I desire to vote. vote ‘‘yea.’? 

Mr. PADDOCK. In accordance with the arrangement for the trans- 
fer of the pair of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] announced 
by the Senator from North Carolina (Mr. VANCE], I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 12; as follows: 


YEaS—3s. 
Allen, Faulkner, Manderson, Turpie, 
Allison, George, Moody, Vance, 
Bate, Gorman, Paddock, Vest, 
S, Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
B burn, is, Pierce, Washburn 
ell, Hawley, Pugh, Wilson of Towa, 
os Figgin Wilson of Md, 
om, $ Spooner, 
Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Teller, 
NAYS—12. yn 
Aldrich Frye, McPherso! Plum 
Blair, ` Hok; Mitchell,” Ehernin, 
Dawes, Hoar, Morrill, Stewart. 
ABSENT—36. 

Barbour, Colquitt, Hale, 
Beck, 5 Hampton, Quay, 
Blodgett, Dixon, Hearst, 
Brown, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Butler, unds, Kenna, Squire, 

l, is Mi Stanfi 
Cameron, Evarts, Morgan, Stockbri 

y. Farwell, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Chandler, n, Pettigrew, Wolcott, 
So the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I offera proviso at the end of the 

first section of the bill reported by the Committee on Finance. take 


this proviso from the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE]. Ido not think it necessary, but, at the same 
time to avoid any confusion, I submit it to come in at the end of the 
first section. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add the following proviso to 
section 1; 

Provided, That this act shall not be construed to apply to any lei; wees mie 
agreements, or ions between laborers made with the view of lessening 
the number of hours of labor or of increasing their wages; nor to any arrange- 
ments, agreements, or combinations among persons en, in horticulture or 
agriculture made with the view of enhancing the price of agricultural or horti- 
cultural products. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me suggest to the Senator from Ohio that the 
word ‘‘ their” should come in there, so that the limitation should be 
upon the exercise of the combination concerning their own products 
and nobody else’s. The pointis, if that is carried out, the provisions of 
the bill would not apply to a person who happened to own a ten-acre 
tract of land who is engaged in horticulture or agriculture. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the Senator look at the amendment and see 
where he will insert his modification. I took the proposition from the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

TheChief Clerk read Mr. SHERMAN’sS amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Insert the word ‘‘their’’ before ‘‘agricultural.”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. The word ‘their’? ought to be inserted before 
“Jabor” and also before ‘‘agricultural.’’ 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Ohio 
that he add there something about associations as well as combina- 


tions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think those words describe the arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. TURPIE. I think the amendment would be still clearer by in- 
serting the word ‘‘own”’ after ‘‘ their;’’ so as to read ‘‘their own.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, and inserting ‘‘associations,’’ because that 
is what they are. 

Mr. BLAIR. Would the Senator have any objection, also, to insert- 
ing words which would include those engaged in the cod-fisheries and 
the manufacture of boots andshoes? ‘There is a good deal of that done 
up in New England. We do not raise a great deal of wheat and corn, 
but we do catch cod-fsh; and there is a good deal done in my State in 
the boot and shoe business, and I am afraid, if we except those engaged 
in production ont West, and I vote for that and do not include in the 
exception those manufacturing boots and shoes in New Hampshire, I 
shall get beaten next fall and never come back to the Senate again. 
[Laughter]. Down in Massachusetts they are in the cod-fish business, 
and I think the Senator from Massachusetts ought to look after that. 
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Mr. COKE. Ifin order, I will now offer the amendment I had pro- 
posed, which has been printed. 

mien Sens . Beforemy Gas eterna his amendmentlet us par 

amendments to perfect the text. my colleague’s amendmen 
offered as an addition to the bill? 

Mr. COKE. I offer mine as a substitute. 

Mr. REAGAN. Before thatis offered I desire to move an amend- 
ment to the second section of the original bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, -There isa pending amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], which will be read again 
as modified: 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That this act shall not be construed AO sey to any arrangements, 
agreements, or combinations between laborers, © with the view of lessen- 
ing the number of hours of their labor or of increasing their wages; nor to any 
gamed th nosslonleare oe ogi umizare eons ett a viow ax fonan EAT eiee 
of their own agricultural or horticultural products, 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ohio 
whether he understands by this language agricultural products would 
include wool. They have, I believe, a wool-growing association—— 

Mr. BLAIR. There are not many sheep in Connecticut. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it would include their own wool. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. PLATT. They have a wool-growers’ association in Ohio which 
we have heard at times a great deal of, and IT would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that when we are excepting certain classes of people 
from the effect of this bill it may be that when the bill comes to been- 
forced the wool-growers’ association of Ohio will inquire why they were 
not included within the exception. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the question on 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio? [‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘Vote!?’?] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN, I desire to offer an amendment in line 4 of section2 
of the committee’s bill. After ‘‘ United States ” I wish to add the words 
“or any State,” and then in the next line to strike out the words 
*t without respect to the amount involved;”’ so as to make the section 
read: 


Sec. 2. That any person or corporation injured or damnified by such arrange- 
ment, contraet, ment, trust, or combination defined in the first section ot 
this act may sue for and recover, in any court of the United States or any State 
of competent jurisdiction, of any person or corporation a party to a combina- 
tion described in the first section of this act, twice the amount of damages sus- 
tained and the costs of the suit, together with a reasonable attorney's fee. 

The object is, in the first pare to give concurrent jurisdiction to the 
State courts in civil suits; of course in criminal prosecutions that could 
not be done; and to that end it would be proper to strike out the words 
‘without respect to the amount involved,” because the law of the 
United States and of the States would fix the jurisdictional amount, 
and those words would not be necessary. 5 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be read from the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment of the Senator from Texas 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 4, after “United States,” it 
is proposed to insert the words ‘‘ or any State,” and, in line 5, tostrike 
out the words ‘‘ without respect to the amount involved;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 


SEC. 2. That any person or corporation injured or damnified by such arrange- 
ment, contract, ment, trust,or combination defined in the first section of 
this act may sue for and recover, in any court of the United States or any State 
of competent A pamper of any person or corporation a party to a combination 
described in the first section of this act, twice the amount of sustained 
and the costs of the suit, together with a reasonable attorney's fee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Those words were inserted with a view to giving 
a remedy to persons who had suffered in a minor degree. The juris- 
dictional amount in the courts of the United States is a pretty large 
sum; I understand $2,000 is the minimum, and it seemed to the Com- 
mittee on Finance when this was inserted that to limit the jurisdic- 
tion to cases of $2,000 or over that amount would be to close the courts 
to most suitors. However, it is for the Senate to decide. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment? 

Mr. REAGAN. I could not hear what the Senator from Ohio said. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate agree to the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] ? 

Mr. SAWYER. What is the amendment? 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be again reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment of the Senator from Texas 
will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. TELLER, It strikes me that the words to be stricken 
out are most desirable to be retained. We want to give the United 
States courts jurisdiction without reference to the amount involved. 
It is the subject-matter simply that we want the court to have juris- 
diction of, and not the amount, and if we limit the amount there is not 
one man out of a hundred who are damaged who will ever have an op- 
portunity of get redress. It may be that there will not be a case 

ted where there is a large amount of damage. It is to be pre- 
sumed that there may be cases gotten up for the purpose of trying to 


abate what appears to be a sort of public nuisance, I think we had 
better let the parties go into court on any amount. If they are dam- 
aged by apd ataryreap which we are about to declare illegal, they 


ought to be wed to sue, no matter what the amount of damage may 
be. Iam opposed to the amendment. . 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, this is the old question which has been 
so frequently before Congress and before the Senate, where it is at- 
tempted to give State courts of all descriptions concurrent jurisdiction 
with the United States courts over remedies provided by United States 
statutes. It has, I think, never been done in Congress, though it has 
been often attempted. The result of it is to give every court in the 
United States, certainly every court that is a court of record, and jus- 
tices of the if they are courts of record, jurisdiction over rem- 
edies prescribed by United States statutes. Tam opposed to it, as I 
have been in every case in which it has been attempted before Con- 


gress. 

Mr. DAVIS. Isupposethe amendment would amount to this: That 
the statute creates a cause of action under certain circumstances, and, 
that being the case, it gives the right to assert that cause of action in 
any court of competent jurisdiction. Itis not a question of whether 
the amount involved or the person suing is the jurisdictional test, but 
the creation by statute of the universal right of action under certain 
circumstances, which can be enforced in any court of competent juris- 
diction, State or national, ally if the jurisdiction of the national 
court is not made exclusive by the terms of the bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. There are a number of statutes which I can not re- 
fer to now, but I have referred to them heretofore, saying, in effect, 
that there are a number of subjects in which civil suits under United 
States authority may be maintained in the State courts. 

Mr. HOAR. Cases of suits against national banks, for example, 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir, and a number of other subjects; so that I 
do not think there is any question about that. My reason for present- 
ing this amendment is that under the original bill persons of moderate 
means would not be able to go into the Federal courts and employ law- 
y and take witnesses there and prosecute suits, so that, while the 

ill would nominally afford a remedy for the evils, it would really be 
no remedy at all for the great class of persons who might be in- 
jured by the sort of things we are legislating against. 

If the law is to be efficient to give a remedy, it seems to ma it ought 
to be pnt in courts that will be accessible to litigants and as cheaply 
accessible to the litigants as we can make them. If, as suggested by 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], there is objection to striking 
out the words in the fifth line, I have no particular choice about that. 
I thought, perhaps, it would be safest to let the laws of the United 
States and of the States fix the jurisdictional amount, butifitis thought 
better that that part should stand as it is in the commitiee’s bill, I 
have no objection. If any one objects, I will limit the amendment to 
the first part which I have proposed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4 of section 2, after ‘‘ United States,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ or any State;’’ soas to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That any person or corporation injured or damnified by such arrange- 
ment, contract, ment, trust, or combination defined in the first section of 
this act may sue for and recover in any court of the United States or any State 
of competent jurisdiction without respect to the amount involved. 

Mr. TELLER, I have no objection to the attempt to confer upon the 
State courts authority tohear thesecases. Of course, that will depend 
upon what the State says about it. What I objected to was the pro- 
vision striking out the words ‘‘ without respect to the amount in- 
volved,” in line 5, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That part of the amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr, TELLER. Iwas under the impression that the present stat- 
utes which require that there shall be a certain amount involved to 
give jurisdiction might be invoked against these claimants, and I think 
it would; but, if that is withdrawn, I have no objection to the rest of 
the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move now to strike out, beginning in line 4 of sec- 
tion 1 of the committee’s substitute, from the word ‘‘ corporations,’’ 
at the end of that line, down to the word ‘‘thereof,’”’ in line 7, so 
that the bill will then punish these illegal combinations whether they 
are in the same State or in different States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4 of section 1, after the word ‘‘cor- 
porations,’’ it is pro so strike out all down to and including the 
word ‘‘thereof,’’ in line 7, as follows: 


Or both, of different States, or between two or more citizens or corporations, 
a kow; of the United States and foreign states, or citizens or corporations 
ereof, 


So as to read—- 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Secre proceeds to read, I wish tosay that 
the words ‘‘or both” should not included in the language to be 
stricken out. The amendment should begin with the words “of dif- 
ferent States,’’ in the fifth line, r t 


1890. 


The CHIEF CLERK. So as to read: 

That all arrangements, contracts, ents, trusts, or combinations be- 
tween two or more citizens or paiere obey or both, made with a view or which 
tend to prevent full and free com: tion in the importation, transportation, or 
sale of articles imported into the United States, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. INGALLS. What became of the amendment I offered some 
time since? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment next in order is the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], which will be 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill as new sections 
the following: 


That for the pi of this act the word “ options” shall be understood to 

mean any con or agreement whereby a party thereto, or any person, cor- 

poration, partnership, or association, for whom or in whose behalf such contract 

or agreement is conde: acquires the right or privilege, but is not thereby obli- 

aro to deliver to another at a future time or period any of the articles men- 
oned in section 3 of this act. 

Src, —. That for the purposes of this act the word “futures” shall be under- 
stood to mean any contract or agreement whereby a party agrees to sell and 
deliver at a future time to another any of the articles mentioned in section 3 of 
this act, when at the time of making such contract or agreement the party so 
agreeing to make such delivery, or the party for whom he acts as agent, broker, 
or employé in making such contract or agreement, is not at the time of making 
the same the owner of the article so contracted and agreed to be delivered. 

Sec, —. That the articles to which the foregoing sections relate are wheat, 
corn, oats, rye, barley, cotton, and all other farm products; also, beef, pork, lard, 
and all other hog and cattle products. 


Mr. INGALLS. In section 4, after the first word “That,” I ask 
leave to modify the amendment by inserting the following words: 


For the pu of preventing and suppressing, as far as may be, the dealing 
in options and futures as herein defined. f 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). The sec- 
tion will be read as modified by the Senator from Kansas. 
The Chief Clerk read section 4 as modified, as follows: 


uired under aax “ options ” contract or 
of this act, or whi 


“options,’”’ or make any “options” contract or Sexson, as hereinbefore 
defined, shall be deemed a dealer in “options,” and e person, association, 
copartnership, or corporation who shall, in their own behalf or as broker, agent, 
or employé of another, deal in “futures” or make any “futures” contract or 
agreement, as hereinbefore defined, shall be deemed a dealer in “ futures.” 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire whether any Senator asked for the 
reading of this amendment in full. As it has been read more than 
once, I do not believe that it is necessary to read it through again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chairis 
not aware whether it has been heretofore read. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It has been read at length before. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the Chair ask for unanimous consent 
that its further reading may be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no further reading of the amend- 
ment be called for it will be dispensed with. 

The remaining sections of the amendment are as follows: 


Src.—. That every person, association, copartnership, or corporation e: ed 
in, or proposing to engage in, the business of dealer in “options” or of dealer 
in “futures,” as hereinbefore defined, shall, before commencing such business 
or making any such * options” or “futures” contract or agreement, make ap- 

lication in writing to the collector of internal revenue forthe districtin which 

© proposes to engage in such business or make such contract or agreement, 
setting forththe name of the person, association, partnership, or corporation, 
pee of residence of the applicant, the business en, in, and where such 

usiness is to be carried on, and, in case of ership, association, or corpo- 
ration, the names and places or residence of the several persons constituting the 
same, and shall vrigete ge pay to such collector the sum aforesaid of $1,000, and 
shall also execute and deliver to such collector a bond in the l sum of 
$50,000 with two or more sureties satisfactory to the collector, conditioned upon 
the full and faithful compliance by the obligor therein with all the requirements 
of this act. And thereupon the collector shall issue to such applicant a certifi- 
cate in such form as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue prescribe, that 
such applicant is authorized for the period of one year from the date of such cer- 
tificate to be a dealer in ‘‘ options” or “futures” and to make “options” or " fu- 
tures” contracts or agreements as hereinbefore defined; and for period speci- 
fied in such certificate the party to whom it is issued may conduct the business 
of dealer as aforesaid. Such certificate may be renewed annually upon the 
compliance with the provisions of this act, and any “ options” or “ futures” 
contract or ment as defined by this act shall be absolutely void as between 
the parties thereto and their respective assigns unless the party making such 
contract or a ment shall have at the time of making the same a certificate as 
aforesaid authorizing the making thereof. 

Src. —, That it shall be the duty of the collector to keep in his office a regis- 
ter containing a copy of each and every application made to him under the fore- 
going section and a statement in connection therewith as to whether a certifi- 
cate been issued thereon and for what period, which book or register shall 
be a public record and be subject to inspection of any and all persons desiring 
to examine the same. 

Sec. —. That ears option” or “futures” contract or agreement as herein- 
before defined shall be in writing and signed in duplicate by the parties making 
the same; and any such contract or agreement not so and signed shall, as 
between the parties thereto and their assigns, be absolutely void. 

Src. —. That it shall be the duty of every person, co; ip, associa- 


Riese 
vious week, ther a statement of the article or articles embraced in or 


pound on each and every pound of cot- 

ton and of beef, pork, lard, or other and cattle products, and of 20 cents per 

bushel on each and every bushel of any of the other articles mentioned in sec- 

tion 3 of this act, which are the subject of or covered Sanyo contracts or agree- 

ments, or any of them, for which sums such collector shall give his receipt to the 

rty so paying, and the sums so collected shall be accounted for by the col- 
or as provided by law in respect to other taxes collected by him. 

Src.—. That every person who shall in his own behalf, or in behalf of any other 
person, association, partnership, or corporation, enter into any “options” or 
*“ futures” contract or ent as defined re gus act without havinga sortifi- 
cate of authority from the collector as hereinbefore provided, and covering the 
time at which such contract or agreement shall be made, shall, besides being 
liable for the amounts prescribed in section 4 of this act, be fined not less than 
$5,000 and not more than $10,000 for each and every such offense. And every 
person who shall make to the collector a false or fraudulent return or report 
required by section 8 of this act shall be subject to a fine of not less than $6,000 
nor more than $10,000, or to imprisonment for not less than six months or more 
than two years, or to both such fine and imprisonment. 

Sec —. neither the payment ofthe taxes required nor the certificate issued 
by the collector under this act shall be heid to legalize dealing in options and 
futures, nor to exempt any person, association, copartnership, or corporation 
from any penalty or punishment now or hereafter provided by the laws of any 
State for opens auni or agreements such as are hereinbefore defined as 
“options” or “futures” contracts or agreements, or in any manner to authorize 
the making of such contracts or agreements within any State or locality con- 
trary to the laws of such State or locality; nor shall the payment of the taxes 
imposed by this act be held to prohibit any State or municipality from placing 
a tax or duty on the same trade, transaction, or business for , municipal, or 
other purposes, 

Sec, —. That section 3209 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is, so far 
as applicable, made to extend and apply to the taxes imposed by this act and to 
the persons upon whom they are imposed. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas whether 
it would not be best to insert in the second section: 

Provided, That this shall not apply to contracts or agreements for articles less 
than $50 in value to be delive: at one time. 

Literally construed, this section would prohibit a man’s grocer from 
engaging to deliver any farm product or articles in common family use, 
It seems to me there should be some limit in amount. I will suggest 
an amendment in these words: 

Provided, That this act shall not apply to contracts for the delivery at any one 
time of articles less than $50 in value. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. > 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add to section 2 the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That this act shall not apply to contracts for the delivery at any 
one time of articles less than $50 in value. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amendment to the amendment 
will be considered adopted unless objectionis made. The Chair hears 
no objection. The question now is on the adoption of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Kansas as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am inclined to ask that the bill as 
amended may be printed and that the Senate either go into executive 


session or adjourn, and let us see in the morning exactly what form the © 


billisin. lI ask that it be printed in bill form with the amendments. 

Mr. FRYE. If we do that the debate will last three days longer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator make any motion? 

Mr. HAKRIS, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN, LItrust not, Ihope we shall remain and pass the 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessse. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further amendments to the 
bill as in Committee on the Whole? 

Mr. GEORGE. What became of the amendmentof the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]? 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. COKE. I desire, if I can get it in the proper shape, to offer 
what I send to the desk as additional sections to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. COKE] will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill the following : 


That a trust is a combination of capital or skill by two or more persons, firms, 
or corporations for the purpose of creating or employing restrictions on trades 
or limiting the production, increasing or reducing the price of merchandise or 
commodities, or venting competition in the making, manufacture, sale, òr 
paronan ofm dise or commodities, or creating a monopoly in the manu- 

facture, making, sale, or purchase of any merchan: or commodity with in- 
tent to forestall the market value of any merchandise or commodity. 

Sec. — That the formation or organization of a trust within the Territories 
of the United States or the District of Columbia is hereby declared to be against 
public pokes ond unlawful, = 

SEC. —. T! any person acting in hisown behalf or as the agent, attorney, or 
representative of any firm, copartnership, corporation, or any on 
soever, who shall in any ‘Territory or the District of Columbia aid in the organ- 
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person, or corporation 
such trust, or in respect of the 
controlled or handied 


SEC, —. 
trusts as defined 
against publie po 


corpo: to cause to be 
braced by such trust from such 
the umbia. 


of Col 


hen eclare, A 
the true intent and meaning of this act to be unlawful and 
, it shall not be lawful thereafter for any person, firm, or 
rted any product or article co or em- 
to or into any other State or Territory or 


knowingly receive such product or commodity for transportation from such 
State into an 


a : Jo r ahal anprisonel for 
any period of time not less than one year or not more than five years, or by both 
such fine and im ent, in discretion iw come A d any person 
whoshall knowingly deliver to any common carrier, or agent thereof, any such 
uct or comm: pe dade vane pes into another State or Territory or the 
ot Columbia 1l be deemed guilty ofa misdemeanor, and upon convic- 
tion thereofshall be fined in any sum not less than five hundred nor more than ten 
thousand ee anemone for any od or ee not org kan ope 
year nor more than five years,or by both suck» ani prisonmen' e 
cretion of the court, 


popes to bo covered or handled by such trust, when produced out of the 


ni 
he shall an hereby, suspen perat 
so Epea ine al Scopes r agence such pieter mas ol a pono 
chandise for such time as he may deem proper. 

Sze. —. That all laws and pen of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the amendment lie u the table. 
This amendment is entirely inconsistent with the billas it has already 
been acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the amendment be laid on the table. 

Mr. COKE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, it was my purpose—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not wish to cut off the Senator from Texas 
from speaking on his own amendment. I will withdraw the motion 
for the present, but after he gets through I will renew the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC By unanimous consent, the Senator 
from Texas will proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Ohio withdraws the motion until 
the Senator from Texas can be h 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Texas will proceed. 

Mr. COKE. My proposed substitute was printed several days ago 
and Jaid upon the table, I desire to say a word or two in explanation 
of my reasons for offering it, It was my purpose to introduce it, if I 
could have done so, prior to the introduction of the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], because I did not wish to 
antagonize that amendment. This was intended as a substitute for the 
original bill and for any amendment which might be made to it, and I 
propose, if I ean do so in accordance with parliamentary law, to so shape 
my action with reference to it as to seek to have this amendment, which 
I now propose, put in the place of the original bill and its amendments, 
except the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. As I said, I favor 
the amendment of the Senatorfrom Kansas. I desire toputthis measure 
in the place of the original bill as amended by the amendment of my 
colleague from Texas, How I shall do that, I am not now fully ad- 
vised, but I will attempt to do it in proper parliamentary form. 

This amendment contains in its first clause a definition of trusts and 
combinations. It contains in its second clause a declaration that such 
trusts and combinations are contrary to public policy and unlawful. 
‘The third clause denounces the action of persons in their own 
behalf or as agents, attorneys, or representatives of any copartner- 
ship, corporation, or any association whatsoever, who shall in any Ter- 
ritory or the District of Columbia aid in the organization of a trust, etc., 
and declares that such persons shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
+ conviction thereof shall be fined not less than $500 nor more than 

10,000. 

In theory the amendment is operative only in the Territories and the 
District of Columbia until it gets to the fifth section, and that section 
declares: 

Sec. 5. That when any State shall declare, or heretofore has declared by law, 
trusts as gonira by De fruna tiani Looe: meening of nuaa to be bnonyg ae and 
ee enter: i aes ice be ne Senataerteny ple product oe paer ni pokana or aa 
braced by such trust from such State to or into any other State or Territory or 
the District of Columbia, . 

Section 6 provides penalties for the breach of the other sections, 
making it a misdemeanor punishable by fine and by imprisonment in 
the penitentiary. 

Section 7 is the section which requires the President of the United 
States, when advised that a trust has been or is about to be organized 


, 


for either of the p named in the first to suspend the 
collection of import duties on articles the subject-matter of such trust. 

There is no bill, there has been none before theSenate—and the bill 
which has already been adopted in the amended form now before the 
Senate is like all the others—that is not seriously doubted as to its 
constitutionality by the legal talent of this body. 

It is demonstrable that the bill of my colleague, as well as that of 
the Senator from Ohio, being the original bill amended by that of my 
colleague, is as liable to all of the objections made by the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] in his argument on this subject a few days 

as was the bill then before the Senate. A brief reference to the 
bill of my colleague will show this. Bearing in mind that interstate 
commerce commences only when the product getsinto the hands of the 
common carrier for transportation to another State and ends as soon as 
it reaches its destination there, I call attention to some of the provis- 
ions of the amendment submitted by my colleague. The first thing 
denounced is: 

First. To create or carry out any restrictions in trade. 

Restrictions in trade is a very general proposition. There may possi- 
bly be found some restrictions in commerce after the product has got- 
ten into the interstate channel, but it will be extremely rare that such 
will be the case. Restrictions, if any, will occur almost universally be- 
fore the product goes into commerce at all and when under State juris- 
diction, out of the reach of Congressional legislation. 


Second. To limit or reduce the production or to increase or reduce the price 
of merchandise or commodities. 


These things must result from the production of the commodities or 
the suppression of their production in the States. They must occur 
before interstate commerce commences in the commodities, and there- 
fore outside of and beyond the jurisdiction of Congress, and wholly 
under State jurisdiction. 

making, purchase, sale, 


Third. To prevent competition in the manufacture, 
or transportation of dise, produce, or commodities, 


How is competition to be prevented? Every combination mast have 
a local habitation and a name, Itmust bein a State, and of course un- 
der the local jurisdiction. All the conditions denounced in that clause 
are things that must necessarily occur before the product gets into the 
channel of interstate commerce where the jurisdiction of Congress can 
take hold of it. 

Fourth. To fix a standard or figure whereby 
in any manner controlled or established of any article, comm: 
dise, produce, or commerce intended for sale, use, or consum; 

All the things forbidden in this bill are acts. They are acts which 
are done in a State, under State, not Congressional, jurisdiction, and 
are acts which are done before the products get into interstate com- 
merce, and therefore before they come under the jurisdiction of Con- 
gress. The intention to do these things contravenes no law. The in- 
tention amounts to nothing, Although there may be goods manu- 
factured on one bank of the Mississippi River, in St. Louis, intended to 
be transported for consumption across into Illinois, that intention cuts 
no figure whatever in the consideration of the transaction until the 
goods are actually put into the hands of the common carrier to be 
taken over the Mississippi River, and as soon as they land in the State 
of Illinois are again outside of Congressional jurisdiction, and under 
the State jurisdiction of Minois. 

You may take the bill of my colleague, you may take the bill of the 
Senator from Ohio, examine them and test them under the rulings of 
the Supreme Court which we have heard cited here, and they are clearly 
and, as it seems to me, grossly unconstitutional. I want a bill that 
will stand. I want a bill that shall not be a promise to be broken, that 
shall not be a delusion and a sham. 

Mr. President, the bill of my colleague is infinitely better and 
stronger than that of the Senator from Ohio. There is greatly more 
force and vitality in it, and yet I challenge any man to answer the argu- 
ments which can be made against its constitutionality. If you read the 
different propositions contained in the first, second, third, fourth, and 
fifth clauses they are plausible, but will not bear analysis or close in- 

tion. 
Pe aie ali warkiig toe itm sane wad. We are all desiring the same 
purpose, We all wanta bill that will accomplish some good, that will 
relieve the people of the robbery being perpetrated on them, one that 
the Supreme Court will sustain; and hence we have been offering 
amendments and suggestions with reference to the subject. 

The measure which I have offered I believe to be clear of any con- 
stitutional objection. I believe it would be sustained by the Supreme 
Court. It co-operates with the States, it invokes the power and author- 
ity of the States in their own behalf, and does not act upon a State ex- 
cept in aid of her own action. 

If there is a State that has not acted, the le of that State will 
see that they should act in order to get the benefit of the protection of 
this law if it shall be by Congress. If they want the protec- 
tion they will enact statutes on this subject. 

We have all seen that Congress has not the power to deal fully with 
this subject. My amendment exhausts the power of Congress, and 
then uses all the aid the States can give in order to carry outits purpose. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question ? 


the price to the public shall be 
odity, merchan- 


d 
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Mr. COKE. Certainly. 
Mr. BLAIR. The Senator claims that his bill, or amendment, is 
stronger than that of his colleague. I understood him to say so. 

Mr. COKE. Ithink so. 

Mr. BLAIR. The suggestion I make is that, if the Senator says his 
colleague’s bill is infinitely stronger than that of the Senator from Ohio, 
I should like to know how his can be any stronger than his colleague’s. 

There is another question. I should like to know whether in strik- 
ing out it strikes out all but the amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
sas. If so, what, then, will become of the proviso of the Senator from 
Ohio, exempting the farmers from prosecution for combinations and 
trusts and the like? 

Phony COKE. Wewill notstrike thatout. Idid not propose to strike 
t ont. 

Mr. BLAIR. I thought the line was very strictly drawn. 

Mr. COKE. I say my colleague’s bill is stronger than that of the 
Senator from Ohio. I regard the bill of the Senator from Ohio as being 
almost without a clause for its enforcement. 

The last section of his bill reads thus: 

Src. person rporat damnified arran 
ment, beli arrea tt ri y or Ta e an in hed Emory Seclioe of 
this act may sue for and recover, in any court of the United States of competent 
jurisdiction, without respect to the amount involved, of any Pea or corpora- 
tion a party to a combination described in the first section of this act, twice the 
amount of damages sustained and the costs of the suit, together with a reason- 
able attorney's fee, 

How would acitizen who has been plundered in his family consump- 
tion of sugar by the sugar trust, or in his consumption of cotton-bagging 
under the trust covering that indispensable article, or in his consump- 
tion of iron or steel by the iron and steel trust recover his damages 
under that clause? It is simply an impossible remedy offered him. 
The bill is as vague as the world. 

Mr. BLAIR. Without form and void? 

Mr. COKE. Ido not believe that a recovery can be had under it, 
It is a wasp without a sting; it is alaw without a clause for its enforce- 
ment. If the party damnified, as has been said heretofore in this de- 
bate, were a great corporation, a wealthy association, it could employ 
lawyers and perhaps be able to show some direct damage, but how 
could the consumers of the articles produced by these trusts, the great 
mass of our people—the individuals—go about showing the damages 
they had suffered? i 

How would they establish the damage which they had sustained so 
as to get a judgment under this bill? I do not believe they could do 
it. Ido not believe itis possible to doit. I think the constituents of 
all of us, the consumers of products which are raised and manufactured 
in this country, would be absolutely without a remedy under the bill 
of the Senator from Ohio. The bill of my colleague is more specific 
and contains clauses under which it can be strictly and fully enforced 
if the courts should hold it constitutional. But, asI remarked before, 
Ido not think that either of these bills is constitutional and I have 
offered this amendment hoping that it may be adopted. If it shall be 
adopted, I shall move to strike out—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the Senator 
that if he desires to move to strike out all of the bill after the enact- 
ing clause down to a particular line of a particular clause, and in lieu 
thereof to insert his amendment, the Chair thinks that would be in 
order, 

Mr. COKE. Then I make the motion to strike out as indicated in 
the beginning of my remarks. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coxe] to strike out all of the original 
bill after the enacting clause and the amendments heretofore adopted, 
except that offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], and 
insert the amendment last read in lieu thereof. 

Mr. COKE. I do not mean to strike out the proviso adopted on the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the amendment lie on the table. =, 

Mr. REAGAN. I should be glad if the Senator from Ohio would 
allow me to say a few words. I do not want to tax the Senate, but I 
should like a minute or two, and then I will yield to the Senator to 
renew his motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like a minute or two myself to say some- 
thing on the amendment, but if I yield to the Senator from Texas I 
shall be compelled to yield to others. So I must insist on the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio declines to 
yield. The question is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio to la 
on the table the amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE], 
which is to strike out all of the original bill and the amendments here- 
tofore adopted, except that offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
INGALLS] and the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
SHERMAN], and insert the amendment of the Senator from Texas, 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. COKE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest that it is 
impossible to take a vote including the amendment in reference to ar- ° 
rangements, combinations, etc., because it comes in the middle of the 
original bill in such a way that it can not be touched. 

Mr. HARRIS. The suggestion of the Chair is quite right, but I de- 
sire to suggest that the Senator from Texas can not exclude if he moves 
to strike out all of the original bill, but he may afterwards amend, if 
his amendment is agreed to, in the Senate, so as to insert that lan- 


guage. 

Mr. COKE. Very well, then; I accept the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, and if my motion prevails I shall move in the 
Senate to restore the proviso offered by the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is to strike out all of the f 
bill down tothe amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] 
and insert the following— 

Mr. FRYE. That has been read. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The motion isto lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is correct. The motion 
is to lay the amendment on the table. The Secretary will call the roll 
on that motion. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired generally SA 
with the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name wascalled). I again announce my pair 
with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. I should vote 
in favor of the motion if he were present. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] to the senior - 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the , 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonxs], or I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, was called), 

As stated by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hrscock], my colleague 
[ Mr. JoNES] is paired with that Senator. My colleague would vote i 
‘nay’? if present. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce my pair 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, 
I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. If he were present, I should vote 
‘ yea. 32 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLQUITT]. If he were present, I should 
vote oe yea. ” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN] is 
ree with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evst1s] by the transfer 
of pairs. 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE] is necessarily detained from 
the oe and is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK]. 

Mr. SAWYER. I reserved the right to vote to make a quorum. I 
understand a quorum has not yet voted, and I therefore vote “yea.” 

Mr. K. Isuggest to theSenator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] 
that the pair between his colleague and myself be transferred, if there 
is no objection. 

Mr, BERRY. I have no objection to the transfer. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Arkansas 
Secon ONES] to—with whom is the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] 
paired ? 

ns aa I am paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FAR- 
WELL]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. J ONES] to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] and vote 
ti yea 

Mr. PASCO. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to vote. I 
vote ** nay.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Mr. CuLLOM (after having voted in 
the affirmative). The present occupant of the chair was paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] whom he does not see presènt, 
and he will therefore withdraw his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas.26, nays 16; as follows: 


Mr. COKE. Task the Senator from Ohio to give us a square vote | Allison, Paddock, Teller, 
on my proposition. Blair, : Hoar, Pierce, Washburn, 
Chandler, McPherson, Reagan, Wilson of Iowa, 2 


Mr. SHERMAN, Asquare vote can be had on the motion to lay 
on the table, 


` 


has 


Maro 25, 


NAYS—16. 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Vance, 
Black ieme Pugh’ N 
burn, Wali 
Cockrell, Gorman, Turpi Wilson of Md. 
ABSENT—4, 

Barbour, Daniel, Hale, Pettigrew, 

Beck, Dawes, Hampton, Piatt, 

Blodgett, Dixon, H Plumb, 

Brown, lph, Ingalls, Quay, 

Butler, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 

Call, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 

z Evarts, Kenna, Stanford, 

Casey, Farwell, McMillan, Stockbridge, 
i Colquitt, Gibson, Morgan, Voorhees, 

Cullom, Gray, Payne, Wolcott. 


So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further amendments in 
Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I gave notice of an amendment and 
had it printed, which I intended to offer, but substantially the propo- 
sition of that amendment is contained in the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. CoKE], and as that has been voted down I donot 
wish to detain the Senate by offering the amendmentof which I gave 
notice. 

Mr. STEWART. Ioffer anamendment to come in in section 1, line 
20, after the word “‘articles,’’ by inserting ‘‘or of the value of money 
by which such cost may be advanced or reduced.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 20, after the word ‘‘articles,’’ 
it is proposed to insert: 


Or of the value of money by which such cost may be advanced or reduced. 


Mr. HOAR. Imovetoamend, and give notice of a motion to amend, 
after the word ‘‘money,’’ by serene tt or of gold or silver.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. The 
Secretary will again report the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT, An amendment has been offered to that amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Chair stated the question on my amendment 
to the amendment of the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make a remark in regard to my amend- 
ment. It is offered in as good faith as anything in this bill. Every 
time there is a scheme to affect the price of products, the first thing that 
is done is for the operators to form a combination to borrow the money 
from the banks, lock it up, and so make money tight, and they make 
it a regular business in every gambling center in the United States by 
forming combinations of that character, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In the proposed amendment, after the word 
‘* money,” it is moved to insert ‘‘ or of gold or silver.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the whole amendment be read, as it will be if 
amended as pro by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as proposed to be 

` amended will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the proposed amendment, after the word 
“ money,” it is proposed to insert the words *‘or of gold or silver;’’ so 
that the amendment as amended will read: 

Or of the value of money or of gold or silver by which such cost may be ad- 
vanced or ced, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. I think that confusesit. My amendment is sim- 
ply directed against combinations in money for the purpose of affecting 
prices as part of aanpas scheme. 

Mr, HOAR. ill the Senator from Nevada inform the Senate why 
an unlawful combination of this kind to raise the price of gold or sil- 
ver is not as reprehensible as anything in this bill? 

Mr. PLATT. ‘That is already in the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. But it appears that the Government by law is en- 

in raising the price of gold and depressing the price of silver. 
ou will have to make it unlawful for the United States to do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ALLISON, I donot think there is any serious objection to ad- 
vancing the price of silver, if we can. I should like to see both gold 
and silver at par with each other. I think, perhaps, that the Senator 
from Massachusetts would strike out silver and let it stand upon the 
advance of gold. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A combination to decrease the price of silver, it 
may be. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not the amendment as proposed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I understand the proposition—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us hear it read again. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts is again called for. 


The Cuter CLERK. In the proposed amendment, after the word 
“t money, ” it is proposed to insert “ or of gold or silver,” soas to read : 

Of the value of money orof gold or silver by which such cost may be advanced 
or reduced, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it is quite evident that we can not 
finish this bill to-night, and I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPOONER, I ask the Senator to yield to me to have an order 
made that this bill and the amendments may be printed. 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield for anything of that kind. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the motion to adjourn is put, I ask unan- 
imous consent to fix an hour to-morrow when the final vote shall be 
taken on this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio, who has the 
bill in charge, asks that an hour may be fixed to-morrow when the vote 
shall be taken. 

Mr, INGALLS and others. Say 3 o’clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think it probable that the Senate is going 
to agree to take the final vote at any particular hour, but I was - 
ing of appealing to the Senator from Ohio to consent that this bill may 
be printed as amended, so that on to-morrow we can see exactly what 
we have done and how the bill stands as amended. 

Mr, SHERMAN. The order to print has already been made, as I 
understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] has asked that the bill may be printed with the amendments. 
That order will be made, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to having the bill and amend- 
ments printed, but I hope the Senate will be ready to say that at a cer- 
tain hour to-morrow the debate shall close and the vote be taken. 

Mr. HARRIS. So far as I am personally concerned, I shall be ready 
to vote at any hour to-morrow or any other day, but there are various 
Senators who may perhaps desire to make su ons, and the sugges- 
tions I have heard made I have found profitable, and I am not unwill- 
ing to listen to them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice, then, as I can not do anything more 
now, that after the morning business to-morrow I shall appeal to the 
Senate to finish this bill as soon as possible. 

Mr. TELLER. I insist on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Colorado that the Senate adjourn. - 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 4 minutes p. m.) 
re cae adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 26, 1490, at 

20 m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 25, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

PURSUIT OF HOSTILE INDIANS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message of the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying documents, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

In answer to the resolution of the House of Representatives of the &th in- 
stant, in relation to the employment by the regular Army of the United States 
of Indian scouts for the purpose of pursuing hostile Indians in their raids in the 
territory of the United States and Mexico, and in to the proposed trans- 
fer of the Apache Chiricahua Indians from Mount Vernon Barracks, Alabama, 
to Eo ane Gite tn tk cule Peien aal oe pei icone arpa from the 

n u m nyin he 
ee oe BENS, HARRISON, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 24, 1890, 

ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICES IN MONTANA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 525) to establish two additional land 
offices in the Stat» of Montana: 

On page 2, line 18, after “the,” insert “town,” 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the House concur in this amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

A LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. WADE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for ten 
days, on account of sickness in his family. 

HEIRS OF JOHN JONES AND OTHERS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the House a bill 
which was sent for by resolution of the House, having been erroneously 
sent to the Senate without having been passed by the House. The Clerk 
will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: f 


A bill (H. R. 2239) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Jones and of the heirs 
of Thomas D, Harris, 


1890. 


2617 


The SPEAKER. The engrossed bill will now be destroyed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with amendments in which concurrence 
was requested, the bill (H. R. 533) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Fremont, Nebr., asked a conference with the House thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. SPOONER, Mr. MORRILL, and Mr. VEST as conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 
agreed to by the House, to the bill (HE. 7400) to provide for certain 

to by the House, to the bill (H. R, 7 to e 
of the most urgent deficiencies of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, di to the amend- 
ment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and 
asked a conference with the House on said bill, and had appointed 
Messrs. HALE, ALLISON, and COCKRELL managers at such conferen 
on the part of the Senate. 


PROPOSED WORLD’S EXPOSITION. 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I call up the spe- 
cial order fixed for this day. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, March 25, immediately after the beg eg ofthe Jour- 
part for the consideration in the House of the bill (H.R. 8393) to 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. As will be seen, Mr. Speaker, 
the resolution that the previous question shall be considered 
as ordered at 4 o’clock, unless the House shall take action at an earlier 
hour thereon, and the committee have concluded that they would sug- 
gest a division of the time—about three and a half hours that remain 
of the discussion to-day—to be divided equally, one half under the con- 
trol of the chairman of the committee and the other under the control 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER], there being about an 
hour and three-quarters on either side. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman from-Mas- 
sachusetts if the bill which is now presented for consideration has yet 
been read in the House. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I call for the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill should be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas it is fit and appropriate that the four hundredth anniversary of the 
discovery of America be commemorated by an exhibition of the resources of 
the United States of America, their development, and of the progress of civili- 
zation in the New World; and 

Whereas such an exhibition should be of a national and international charac- 


Sec. 3. That said commissioners, two from each State and Territory, shall be 
Spona within thirty days from the Y regret of this act by the President of 
the United States, on the nomination of the governors of the States and Terri- 
tories, respectively, and by the President eight commissioners at largeand two 
from the District of Columbia; and in the same manner and within the same 
time there shall be appointed two alternate commissioners from each State and 
Territory of the United States and the Disirict of Columbia and eight alternate 
commissioners at large, who shall assume and perform the duties of such com- 
missioner or commissioners as may be unable toattend the meetings of the said 
commission; and in such nominations and appointments each of the two lead- 
ing political parties shall be equally represented. Vacanciesin the commission 
notninated by the governors of the several States and Territories, vely, 
and also vacancies in the commission at large and from the District of Columb’ 
may be filled in the same manner and under the same conditions as provided 
herein for their original appointment. 

Seo. 4, That the Secretary of State of the United States shall, immediately 
after the passage of this act, notify the governors of the several States and"Ter- 
ritories, respectively, thereof and request such nominations to be made. The 
commissioners so appointed shall be called together by the Secretary of State 
of the United States in the city of Chicago, by notice to the commissioners, as 
soon as convenient after the appointment of said commissioners, and within 
thirty days thereafter. The said commissioners, at said first meeting, shall 
organize by the election of such officers and the appointment of such commit- 
tees as they may deem expedient, and for this purpose the commissioners pres- 
ent atsaid meeting shall constitute a quoram., 

Sxc. 5. That said commission be empowered in its discretion to accept for the 
purposes of thé World's Columbian Exposition such site as may be selected and 
offered and such plans and specifications of buildings to be erected for such pur- 
pose at the expense of and tendered by the corporation organized under the laws 
of the State of Illinois, known as “The World's Exposition of 1892:"' Provided, 
That said site so tendered and the buildings proposed to be erected thereon shall 
be deemed by said commission adequate to the purposes of said exposition: And 

rovided, That said commission shall be eat: that the said corporation 

as an actual bona fide and valid subscription to its capital stock of at least 
$5,000,000, of which not less than $500,000 s have been in, and that the 
further sum of $5,090,000, making in all $10,000,000, will provided 
corporation in ample time for its needfal use during the 
for the complete preparation for aged eres 

Sece,6. That the said commission allot anere for exhibitors, a 
classification of exhibits, determine the plan and scope of the exposition, and 


represen: 


shall appoint all judges and examiners for the exposition, award all 


premiums, 
y have charge of all intercourse with the exhibitors and the 
ves of foreign nations. 
A TUA ANOE HiS piia Torcal EONO wats PESDA by said cor- 
poration and approved by said commission, the rules and regulations of said 
corporation governing rates for entrance and admission fi or otherwise affect- 
ing the righ vileges, or interests of the exhibitors or of the 
ifan ie tnspeend bY E ANOLE eC cont DOED 
any, as may a o: o co joners. 
SEC. 8. panded Hara, shall provide for the dedication of the build- 
ings of the World’s Columbian tion in said city of Chicago on the 30th 
day of A: 1892, the one hun and third anniversary of the inauguration 
of Geo ashington as first President of the United States, with be feat wes 
cereménies, and that the said exposition shall close on the 20th day of October, 


ifany, and 


omatic resentatives of foreign 
uch regulations as may be ado 


the said poea int represen! es the: 
Sec. 10. That all articles which chall be imported from foreign ene for 
shall be a 


a ions as the Secretary of the shall pre- 
egy ut it shall be lawful at any time during the exhibition to sell for delivery 


subject to the duty, ifany, imposed upon such articles by the revenue laws in 

of: importation, and all penalties prescribed by law shall be ap- 
plied and enforced against such articles, and aga 
guilty of any illegal sale or withdrawal. 

Sec, 11. Thatthe sum of $20,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for the remainder of the present fiscal year and for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary Treasury for purposes connected with the admission of foreign 
goods to said exhibition. . 

Src. 12. That it shall be the duty of the commission tomake report, from time 
to time, to the President of the United States of the pro; of the work, and, 
rt, presenta full exhibit of the results of exposition. 

Src. the commission hereby authorized shall exist no longer than 
until the Ist day of January, 1898. 

Sec, 14. That the United States shall not in any manner, nor under any cir- 
or re} ntations 
linois, its of- 

salaries, 


t the persons who may be 


tion or accruing by reason of the same. 
Sec. 15. That there shall be exhibited at said exposition 


tution, the United States Fish Commission, and the National Museum, such 
rticles materials as illustrate the function and administrative faculty of 
peace and its resources as a war power, tending to 


ent of such a 
to be charged with the selection, 

preparation, arrangement, opte man a (irs exhibition of such articles and 
erials th rs of 


additional articles for exhibition. Such board shall be com: of one person 
to be named by the head of each Executive Department and one by the di- 
rectors of the Smithsonian Institution and National Museum, such selections to 
be approved by the President of the United States. The President shall name 
the chairman of said board, and the board itself shall select such other officers 
as it may deem necessa 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to place 
on exhibition, upon such Sere! as shall be allotted for the purpose, one of the 
life-saving stations authorized to be constructed on the coast of the United States 
by existing law, and to cause the same tobe fully equipped with all appara 
furnit and appliances now in use in all life-saving stations in the Uni 
States, building and apparatus to be removed at the close of the exhibition 
and re-erected at the place now authorized by law. 

Sec, 16. That the Secretary of the Treas shall cause a suitable building 
or buildings to be erected on the site sel: for the World's Columbian Ex- 
position for the Government exhibits, as provided in this act,and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to contract therefor, in the same manner and under 
the same regulations as for other ae buildings of the United States; butthe 
contracts for said building or buildings shall not exceed the sum of $400,000. 
And for the remainder of the fiscal year and for the fiscal year ending June 13, 
1891, there is hereby appropriated for said building or buildings, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100,000. 

Sec. 17. That for the purpose of paying the expenses of transportation, care, 
and pace? Aas exhibits by the Government, and the maintenance of the build- 
ing or buildings hereinbefore provided for, and the safe return of articles be- 
longing to the said Government exhibit, and for the expenses of the commis- 
sion created by this act, and other contingent expenses, to be cere by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, upon itemized accounts and vouchers, there is hereby 
appropriated for the remainder of this fiscal year and for the fiseal year ending 
June 30, 1891, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That the 
United States shall not be liable, on account of the erection of buildings, ex- 
penses of the commission or any of its officers or employés, or on account of 
rag Phage panned my to or growing out of said exposition, fora sum 


SEC. 18. tthe commissioners and alternate commissioners appointed under 
this act shall not be entitled to any compensation for their services out of the 
Treasury of the United States, except their expenses for transportation 
and the sum of $ö per day for subsistence for each day they are necessarily ab- 
sent from their homes on the business of said commission. The officers of said 
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è 
d out of the sums appropriated by Congress in aid of such 
a l be so any, Apop ph tug prav if 


easieianee Tous or the Treas: 
of the United States in support or liquidation of any eee obligations itd 
appropriations made by Congress there- 


20, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to override or inter- 
with the laws of any State, and all contracts made in any State for the pur- 
poses of the exhibition shall be subject to the laws thereof. 

Sro, 21, That no member of said commission, whether an officer or otherwise, 
shall be nally liable for any debt or obligation which may be created or 
incurred by the said commission. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I have two amend- 
ments to submit, amendments which have unanimously recom- 
mended by the committee, and to which I think there will be no ob- 
jection in the House. The first amendment is to add to section 6 of 
the bill what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


mittees authorized popes; prizes for exhibits which may be produced in whole 
or in part by female labor, 
The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Inow move to amend section 15 
inserting, after the word ‘‘Museum,’’ in line 20, the words ‘‘and 


"one by the Fish Commission.” 


The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, when the Commit- 
tee on the World’s Fair opened the debate upon this impor- 
tant subject, in the discussion of the original resolution that the House 
should select a site to hold the great exposition of 1892, I said substan- 
tially that it seemed to the committee that the rivalry between the 

“three competing cities was an honor to the country. 
I did not regard it as a rivalry between these cities for the privileges 
* that et accrue to them in the local or material advancements of pro 

erty or the increase of their material interests which would follow, al- 
though I believed that was a matter of great consequence tothem. I 
believed that underlying their rivalry there was a spirit of patriotism, a 
public spirit, which implied a determination, not only to celebrate this 
commemoration of the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America, not only to celebrate that, but to win honor and distinction 
for their city and the country in giving to us and to the world at large 
a celebration that would be worthy of the great discovery and of that 


great discoverer and his name, Christopher Columbus, and also worthy 


_ of the continent which he gave to us and to all future time, 


And, Mr. Speaker, I was not influenced in the judgment and state- 
ment, believing that I had the giftofprophecy. My opinion was founded 
upon their record in the past when Istated that I believed either one of 
the cities competing for this distinction that should be selected would 
prove equal to the great undertaking and would feel bound in honor 
ee STET ee had been made or implied in the de- 
bate on the general discussion of the question, 

Now, as this committee comes before the House to-day to ask a final 
vote upon this important measure, it is a great satisfaction to open the 
debate by the statement that the city of Chicago, which was selected 
by the House as the place in which the fair should be held, has proved be- 
fore the committee equal toall that was implied or expected of them or 
any other city thatshould beselected for this purpose. Wehave foundin 
the hearing that we have had in the investigation before the commit- 
tee that Chicago not only comprehended the importance and magni- 
tude of the enterprise, but that she entered into it with a determined 
spirit, and impressed this committee that she would be successful in 

out the undertaking. ; i 

Mr. Speaker, the bill which we submit to-day is the bill (H. R. 
8393) presented as a substitute for House bill No. 6883. The bill is 
somewhat changed by consultations which we have had with the gen- 
tlemen from the city that was selected. The original bill was intended 
to cover the requirements of either one of the three cities; butit wasstated 
at that time that we believed it would be necessary to insert some details 
after consultation with the re tatives of the city that should be 
finally chosen, In this bill No. 8393 we do present some changes for 
your consideration. And, Mr, Speaker, we believe that the changes thus 
made are in the line of good legislation, and that we present a better 
bill for the consideration of the House, meeting some of the objections 
which have been presented before the House, and which objections 
have been covered by the provisions of the bill. 

This bill which we now present increases the commissioners to be ap- 
nabs from the different States from one to.two from each State and 
Drink and eight at large. This is embodied in the second section 

e bill. 

In the third section we dispense with the proposed United States cor- 
poration, which it was sn; should be created and given power 
under the law; and it is stipulated also that the commissioners that 
are appointed shall be chosen equally from the two leading political 
parties of the country. 

As we proceed, in the fourth section there is no essential change, ex- 


cept as to the question of a quorum after the first meeting, it being 


limited to the number present at that time. Provision is here made 
for the notification of the governors of the passage of the bill. 

In the fifth section the commission, in place of acting as a corpora- 
tion under the United States law, as in the previous bill, is authorized 
to accept for the World’s Columbian Exposition the site, plans, and 
specifications of the buildings to be erected and tendered by the cor- 
poration created under the laws of the State of Illinois, known as the 
** World’s Exposition of 1892,’’ 

The committee, in presenting this section, recognize the objections 
which have been made upon the floor of the House to a corporation 
under the United States laws. It is due to the city of Chicago to say 
at this time that the spirit of the Representatives from that city was to 
meet every objection from all sections of the country in the most lib- 
eral spirit that they could possibly meet by any action of theirs. 

This suggestion to utilize a corporation of the State of Illinois, in 
place of calling upoh this House to enact a law for a national corpora- 
tion, came from the city of Chicago and was accepted by this commit- 
tee as a wise suggestion. I will state to the House that this city has 
offered not only a generous contribution, but that it has desired to meet 
the views of the most conservative Representatives of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, 

Mr, Speaker, I believe that we have inaugurated possibly a plan of op- 
eration that in the future will be of advantage to this country, for I 
consider that great national and international exhibitions will be one 
of the eventful featares of the development of the future of different 
nations, It is not a new thing; itis notan experiment with us, to give 
the indorsement of this House to national expositions. For a hundred 
years these expositions have been held in the old country and in this 
at different times, In 1798 France held her first exposition in Paris. 
And to show how the indorsement of it has been e year after year, 
or decade after decade, by different countries, to show how the spirit 
and the development of great expositions are exemplifying the fact 
that they must have been of public benefit, I will state there were 110 
exhibitors in the first exposition in 1798 and there were 60,000 in the 
exposition in Philadelphia in1876. From the earliest time in the differ- 
ent States and countries, they have called their people together to meet 
at their fairs and expositions, that they might show each their wares 
and become better acquainted with each other. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERBERT. When did this Government first make an appro- 
priation for a world’s fair? 
` Mr, CANDLER. I think the first appropriation was made in 1876; 
but I will answer the gentleman’s question, and I will call attention to 
the fact that it has been the policy of the Government in the North and 
the South to make appropriations for national and international ex- 
positions. 

In 1876 they made a contribution to the city of Philadelphia to cele- 
bratea great national event. Later they madeacontribution for the city 
of New Orleans and the city of Atlanta; and, Mr. Speaker, I am glad 
the gentleman asks me the question. It has been suggested outside 
ənd on the floor of this House that we had the right to call upon our 
friends from the other side of the House and from the Southern section 
of the country to the generosity of the other sections of the 
nation in contributing $1,650,000 to the fair held in the State of Lou- 
isiana, 

Mr. Speaker, I shall not make any appeal to the gentlemen who rep- 
resent the Southern States of this country to support this bill because 
this House and this nation has at a preceding time generously contrib- 
uted to them. . 

I shall advocate the passage of this bill on its merits, because it is a 
wise and patriotic thing to do. I will say further that had I been in 
this House then I should have voted to give to the State of Lonisi- 
ana and the city of New Orleans for the fair the contribution which 
was made. I believed then, and I believe now, that it was constitu- 
tional, and in the bill which we originally presented we believed we 

resented a constitutional bill. I shall not make an argument on that. 

will say I believe for one that was a wise and patriotic contribution. 
Though I differ with the gentlemen from the South on questions of pub- 
lic policy and politics, I admire the spirit that prompted them to en- 
deavor to have a great national fair to attract attention in this country 
and the world to their struggles for prosperity and for the development 
of the resources of their section. 

I go further than that, Mr. Speaker. I am not oneof those who be- 
lieve that the brightest pages in the history of the past thirty years 
will be found recorded in their battle-roll or in their records of the war, 
with all itsstrifeand cruelty. However brave, however glorious, how- 
ever much to be admired may have been their bravery on the battle- 
field, there will be brighter pages in the history of this past thirty years 
than those that tell of victories in the war of the rebellion. It will be 
illustrated by tbe struggles you have made and the indomitable spirit 
which the Southern people have shown when they in their sorrow and 
desolation turned their faces to the coming day from the darkness of the 
night and entered in the struggle for the prosperity which was due to 
them. I believe that will be the brightest period in that history, and 
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will show the fortitude and courage that they developed, Itisa credit 
to them and it is an honor to us asa part of the common history of the 
country. I shall not, I say, appeal to the gentlemen from that section 
of this country in the House to vote for this bill because they have had 
a generous contribution. I shall ask them to vote for it upon its 
merits. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts a question. He talks about a contribution having been made to 
Philadelphia for the celebration in 1876. Now, is not the fact that that 
was a loan to Philadelphia and that it has been paid back? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetis. Part of it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was it not all paid back ? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did they not haye the use of it and were they not 
then required to returnit? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. A loan of $2,250,000 was made 
to Philadelphia, and $1,600,000 was paid back. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, now, is it not the fact that it was not in- 
tended to be a contribution to New Orleans? Was it not intended to 
be nothing but a loan, but by reason of the loose manner in which the 
loan was contracted New Orleans beat the Government of the United 
States out of the money? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetis. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to 
enter into a discussion as to whether New Orleans beat the United 
States out of money or not. Iam calling attention to the fact that a 
contribution was made, I admire the enterprise of the South for ask- 
ing for it and trying, when her people had been so heavily burdened, 
to have an exposition made before the country of what her resources 
were. 

Mr, KILGORE. It wasa loan. That is what I am getting at. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I do not care whether it was a 
loan or not. I believe that if it was a loan and if they had come suc- 
cessfully out of the struggles which they have had to undergo and were 
as rich as Chicago is, they would have paid the loan. Atall events, it 
was money well invested for the benefit of the whole country. Notonly 
is this bill conservatively drawn; not only are the committee satisfied 
that there is a bona fide subscription, a subscription of $5,000,000 that 
will be paid, but they are satisfied that the city of Chicago has done 
more than we expected, when we brought in our original bill, from 
either of the cities, in agreeing that her contribution shall be $10,000,- 
000. And, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman from Texas I wish 
to accent that statement. I wish to call the attention of the House to 
the fact that no fair has ever been proposed in this country or any other 
for which was provided so large a sum to insure success and to insure 
the meeting of every obligation as this fair which we now propose. 

We have learned something from the experience of the pan Ihonor 
the city of Philadelphia for the effort which she made to have the great 
fair of 1876, but there was not enough money provided for that great 
undertaking. Only $3,000,000 was originally in sight as a fund with 
which to pay the expenses of that great fair. In New Orleans they 
subscribed less than $1,000,000, and we have learned the lesson, and 
the city of Chicago, comprehending the magnitude of this t under- 
taking, has realized that to make it a success, not only re the peo- 
peor the United States, but before the people of the world, she should 

ve $10,000,000, a sum more than a million and a half larger than the 
fund for the French fair. And once more I repeat, the difficulty with 
the fairs that have preceded this has been that their promoters did not 
originally supply a sufficient amount of money to place the enterprise 
beyond question as to financial results. 

In to the fifth section, I will call attention to another con- 
servative element in this bill. We have examined on the part of the 
committee everything bearing upon the subscription of $5,000,000 and 
the guaranty of $5,000,000 more, and we feel thatevery reasonable assur- 
ayce has been given that the money will beraised. We would call at- 
tention also to the fact that, asa business proposition, $5,000,000 is suf- 
ficient to guaranty the success of the fair, and that the receipts will 
almost certainly be sufficient to discharge every obligation without 
calling upon the Government or any one else. The assurance has been 
given to us by citizens of Chicago who are entitled to the confidence of 
this House and of the country that they will raise $10,000,000. The 
case can be clearly comprehended from the report which we have sub- 
mitted, and it does not seem to me to be my duty at this time to antic- 
ipate the discussion of that report which will he made in this debate. 

In this bill we have not only endeavored to meet the objection of 
gentlemen who are opposed to a national corporation, we have not only 
examined and assured ourselves that this contribution is a bona fide 
one, but we have provided that this commission shall review the action 
of the committee, and shall go to Chicago to satisfy themselves that 
the contribution is bona fide and will be paid. And, Mr. Speaker, we 
go further than that, so as to meet the most conservative element in 
this House, and we provide that the President of the United States 
shall not issue his proclamation to invite other nations to take part in 
the fair, thus involving our national dignity and self- in this 
great undertaking, until he is satisfied that this contribution is a bona 
fide one and will be paid. 

Under these circumstances it seems to me that itis due to the people 


‘of the committee not only to feel an assurance on their own 


of the great city which has been chosen that we should not delay the 
indorsement which the Government of the United States is bound to 

ive them, and that we should give them that assurance without de- 

y, 80 sek, Sere Ser ANI. os wee basis to lay their plans for the 
future. Ido not feel that it is my duty to enter into longer or wider 
discussion of the sentiment which underlies the question of holding the 
fair at all. I think this House can not forget the debate which we 


and upon the country. 

I believe that the gentlemen who made speeches here in favor of 
holding the fair, when we were selecting a site, were sincere and hon- 
est in what they said, and if that is the fact this bill must be passed 
not only by the votes of those who favored the selection of the city of 
Chicago, but by the votes of Representatives from every section of the 
country, including those from the different States which sought to have 
the fair located within their own borders. The committee feel that 
there is no r any question about holding the fair, and that the 
only subject which we are bound to devote much time to in the dis- 
cussion of this bill is the question of the proper conservative enact- 
ments and safeguards to be embodied in it. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer another amendment, to be 
acted upon when the vote on the main question is taken. I will read 
the amendment. now, because later I may not have an opportunity to 
explain it as I should like todo. The amendment is to strike out sec- 
tion 8 of the bill and to substitute therefor the following: 


That said commission shall provide for the dedication of the buildings of the 
World’s Columbian Exposition in said city of Chicago on the 12th day of April, 
1892, with pro: ceremonies, and that said e: ition shall be opened to visit- 
ors not later than the 1st day of May, 1893, and shall be closed at such time as 
Sapo may determine, bat not later than the 30th day of October 

e A 


Ido not offer this amendment from the committee; I offer it as a 
member of the committee. But, Mr. S er, I may say that it was dis- 
cussed before we presented our original resolution. I believe that the 
duty of the committee is not only to present to the House a conserva- 
tive bill which will command the confidence of the House, is not only 
to meet the wishes of the city of Chicago, but also to incorporate into 
this bill everything that it is believed will prove to the advantage of 
this great enterprise. 

I believe that this amendment is an important one, not for the city 
of Chicago—she does not ask it—but for the exhibitors who may wish 
to take part in the exposition. I believed originally that it would be - 
wiser to hold the opening ceremonies on the 12th day of October, 1892, 
so that we might fitly recognize the great commemorative event, but 
not to open the exhibition until the spring of 1893, and I believe that 
when gentlemen consider this amendment they will see the wisdom of ~ 
it and will adoptit in the bill. I will send the amendment to the desk, 
to be acted upon at the proper time. 

We have made, Mr. Speaker, some other changes in this bill—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In connection with the remark of the 
gentleman in regard to amendments, I wish to say that I have an 
amendment to section 7; and I wish to inquire whether we are to be 
allowed to offer amendments. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir; but I prefer the gen- 
tleman should offer the amendment in the time allotted for that pur- 


pose, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Certainly. Isimply wished to in- 
quire whether opportunity will be afforded to offer amendments before 
the previous question o 

r. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir; that is the intention 
of the committee. 

Mr. Speaker, I will call attention again to the desire of this commit- 
tee not only to present a bill that shall satisfy the most conservative 
judgment of the House in regard to a national corporation, the desire 
part of the 
genuineness of the contributions which are offered, but that there shall 
be checks upon their opinion by the action of the commissioners, I 
would like also to call attention to the fact that we limit the entire 
appropriation of the Government to the original sum of $1,500,000, 
which is to pay the expenses of the Government exhibit, of the com- 
mission, of the part the Government takes in this great celebration in 
giving it recognition. As we studied the bill to put it in practical 
operation, we found it was not necessary that the whole amount of 
$1,500,000 should be appropriated at this time. 

After careful calculation we found that $320,000 was,in our judg- 
ment, all that would be required until the close of the fiscal year of 
1891. The appropriation that will be called for from this House will 
only amount until July, 1891, to $320,000; and we continue to advo- 
cate as the limit of our appropriation the original sum, $1,500,000. 

Referring again, Mr. Speaker, to the contributions which have been 
made, referring again to the generosity and the magnitude of what 
Chicago has undertaken to present, it seems to me that $1,500,000 on 
the part of the Government is not an extravagant appropriation. I 
believe the return of this expenditure will be in greater fold than that 

by President Walker as the return from the exposition of 
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1876. He claimed that in thirteen years the Philađelphia exposition 
had returned a hundred-fold to the people of this country. = 

And, Mr. er, I believe to-day, with the great advance in popu- 
lation, with the wonderful growth of the inventive genius of the coun- 
try, with the enormous deyelopment of the resources of the United 
States, with your Birminghams and your Chattanoogas to send up their 
contribution as an indication of what there is hidden beneath the rich 
soil of that as yet undeveloped section of our country—I believe that 
the return, as compared with the return from the Exposition of 1876, 
will be more than a hundred-fold. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, I would like to interrupt the gen- 
tleman Dhar one moment to ask a question. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Very well. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, the chairman of this committee, to inform the House how 
much the Governmentappropriated for its own purposes to the Centen- 
nial of 1876. Itseems to me that a million and a half of dollars is a 
very large sum; but perhaps after the lapse of sixteen years itis not too 

a sum to make this ition at Chicago a t success, a result 
which I want to see accom ed. But I would like the gentleman to 
state to the House how meager the appropriation of the Government 
was to the Centennial at Philadelphia. 

I think a million and a half of dollars is not a very lucky amount, be- 
cause some gentlemen from Illinois—Mr. SPRINGER, for instance—may 
perhaps after awhile endeavor to get this gift to the Chicago exposition 
aa tpg to the Government, just as Philadelphia was required to pay 

the million and a half of dollars contributed at that time by the 
Government. The amount proposed for this appropriation, I repeat, is 
not a very lucky sum [laughter]; but I would like the gentleman to 
give to the House the information I have indicated. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I have already re- 
ferred to Philadelphia, giving her, I think, sufficient credit for her pa- 
triotism. I do believe that the contribution to Philadelphia was less 
than it should have been. At the same time, desiring to meet the con- 
servative element in this House, we took the basis of population, not the 
increase of wealth, and doubled it in arriving at the sum to be contrib- 
uted toward this great fair, which in my judgment will exceed any 
fair that has ever been held in the world. A contribution of a million 
and a half of dollars from the Government of the United States to-day 
is not in proportion to the development which the United States Gov- 
ernment has toshow in her National Museum, in her Fish Commission, 
and in the display of the mineral wealth of the country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker—and I thank the gentleman from Philadelphia 
for his suggestion—I wish to-call attention to the Government’s treas- 
ures in Washington. I know of no way to educate the people of these 
United States to a higher standard of enlightenment than by giving the 
millions of our population an opportunity to see the treasures of the 
Government. I do not believe in hiding those treasures even in the 
museum here, when this vast country has so many millions of people 
who can not come tothecity of Washington. Ibelievein sending these 
treasures to the different sections of the country, and not only giving 
the pee an opportunity to see them, but giving the intelligent press 
of the United States an opportunity to record a description of them; 
for even when the people do not see these treasures the impetus which 
this fair will give to the literature and the newspapers of the country 
will tg means of education to the people which can scarcely be es- 

I will not enter into any further comparison between this fair and 
those that have been held in other countries. It is enough to repeat 
that the city of Chicago and the United States propose to devote more 
money to this fair than any country has heretofore devoted to such an 
enterprise. It is enough tosay that no city has ever proftered honestly, 
or in any way, the amount which the city of Chicago offers to-day as 
its contribution to the fair. And, Mr. Speaker, I can not but believe 
that the American people will sustain the action of this House. We 
all believe in fair play; and when we see a city that commences as 
wisely and with as much enterprise as did the city of Chicago—be- 
giniting in September, 1889, the study of what was required and fol- 
lowing it up by an intelligent commission, so that to-day she knows 
well what are the requirements of this great exposition—when we see 
a city bginning early and investigating the matter patiently and in- 
telligently, and when she comes forward with this generosity to meet 
all the requirements of the fair, I can not but believe that this patriotic 
and intelligent House, the Representatives of the people, will indorse 
those efforts, and will, without delay, give the people of Chicago an 
opportunity to go on with this great work. 

Mr. Speaker, one thing more, I do believe in this fair as a great ad- 
vantage to every section of the country. I do not think that one sec- 
tion will be more benefited than another. I believe that it will bea 
means of education tothe people. I believe it will be the means of de- 
veloping and encouraging the inventive and industrial interests of the 
country, I believe it is in the right direction. I believe, as some one 
has well said, that in this country the ‘‘price of liberty ” is not only 
“ eternal vigilance, ” but constant progress; and this enterprise is in the 
line of progress, 

I ve while we encourage the prosperity and elevate and instruct 


and educate the e, every decade brings us nearer to a wise settle- 
ecrwrg’ sar ys are before us and which we have to meet. I 
believe will give an impetus to the business prosperity of the coun- 


I believe that the millions that will be brought in here to be ex- 
pended in this country will be of advantage to the people. I believe 
these contributions of the rich to pay the expenses of this great national 
exposition in the city of Chicago will not only prove of advantage to 
all the business and industrial interests of the country, but it will give 
employment to the toiling masses, and it will prove a blessing to the 
men who give from their abundant means for the purpose. 

Mr, Speaker, I do believe each decade we can legislate for the pros- 
perity of the country, every wise measure that this House that 
improves the condition of commerce and trade, that promotes prosperity, 
that fosters the varied interests of the country, is leading to higher and 
more enlightened position, is instructing us and improving the minds 
of the people to be qualified better to legislate on the great problems 
that confront us, of race and the struggle between capital and labor. 
Andif we can succeed in keeping our country always marching onward 
to higher and better things we shall find the problems that look so diffi- 
cult to-day will be settled for the country wisely and peacefully. [Ap- 
plause. 

The aPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I yield to my colleague [Mr. 
BELDEN ] whatever time he desires. 

Mr. BELDEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say New York accepted the 
decision of this House in regard to the location of the world’s fair in 
good faith. She has since said not a word or performed an act to re- 
verse that decision. Butthat does not prevent her Representatives upon 
this floor from insisting that there be incorporated in this bill such 
safeguards as will secure the success they expected to secure had the 
fair been located at New York instead of Chicago. 

The vote of February 24 located the fairin Chicago; the next day the 
committee met and assigned the bill referred to them that day toa sub- 
committee consisting of the chairman, who has just spoken, and two 
members of the committee representing the city of Chicago, with instruc- 
tions to make such amendments to the bill as the Chicago people de- 
sired and report it back to the full committee, with the proviso that 
they should offer such guaranties before reporting the bill as New York 
had offered when a candidate for the fair. 

After nearly three weeks of herculean efforts on the part of Chicago, 
after telegraphing backwards and forwards, they called us together to 
read the bill to us. When it was presented we said, ‘‘Wecare not for 
particulars if they satisfy Chicago. What we want is the guaranty 
they promised us.” Then we called upon them toshow what they were 
to do; how they were to guaranty there should be no default of sub- 
scription; to produce the guaranty. 

Lo and behold ! they produce a paper marked Exhibit A, with some 
names on it, with no heading, with no subscription, with no statement 
in regard to it, but they said that represented the money that had been 
subscribed. 

That purported subscription paper was in the hands of the genileman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. We could have the privilege of seeing 
it. The committee was called together to look at it, but it was not for 
the public. There was no subscription for the public. There was a 
copy there. There was some one who brought it. I looked at that 
subscription, and the first name was E. St. John, $395,000. I called 
upon the chairman to know what that meant, as I had heard only 
$100,000 had been giyeninone subscription. Hedid not know, although 
he had prepared this wonderful report. He said that Chicago had done 
everything, but he did not know how the first subscription was there. 

When I called upon Mr. SPRINGER for information in respect to the 
matter, he tells me that some railroad men had a meeting, at which 
meeting they resolved or said that they would raise $395,000. They 
had not subscribed it and have not yet as far as I know; that is, there 
is no evidence of it, and I take it that it has not been done, because as 
a matter of fact I believe there was a dispute aboutit when they broke 
up. That is the way the subscription starts out. 

But the next paper is Exhibit B, with another subscription, in which 
the number of subscribers is put at 1,778 and the amount subscribed 
$614,770, in sums ranging from $200 to $1,000. On the back of this 
subscription is a memorandum that some one else has subscribed 
$864,000, but who is not stated. We inquired who it was or what it 
was or how it was subscribed, and were informed that it was a sub- 
scription containing some 27,000 names, and it was too large and bulky 
to bring here to Washington. Nota name given, nota place of busi- 
ness mentioned, not a place where the subscriber lives, what he is worth, 
or anything whatever about it. 

Now, that is a wonderful subscription and a remarkable evidence of 
the liberality on the part of Chicago, of which the chairman of the com- 
mittee tells us so much—not a dollar of money subscribed or shown to 
the committee in any manner orshape. We have asked them toshow 
it, and now I challenge them to show it. - 

It is easy enough, Mr. Speaker, to talk and say ‘‘We expect to be 
able to raise that sum,” and tel are shown as to what they are 
doing out there, that “Chicago never fails,” that she will be always 
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found up ‘‘ square to the mark,” that ‘‘we are with you,” and so on. 
But is that what the House wants to frame a bill upon or make an a 

ropriation upon? That is all you are presented with, however, noth- 
ae more nor less, and upon thatyou are asked totake action. To-day 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has in his possession that 
list of names, which, he says, is not for the public. Now, how are we 
to frame our bill or base our action unless we know the facts? How 
are we to know that they have made asubscription atall? Upon what 
basis are we to act? 

But when New York was a candidate for this business she selected 
from her midst one hundred and three of the best names to be found in 
that State, men of wealth, men of distinction, men that all of you 
know. They subscribed over $5,000,000 and gave their places of busi- 
ness, their residences, and brought their subscriptions before the Sen- 
ate, and at that time the chairman asked Mr. Jefferys, who appeared 
for Chicago, if he would file their subscription? He says, ‘‘Oh, yes; 
if required.” But he forgot, and three, no, four weeks ago yesterday 
the vote was taken on the bill, and yet not a dollar has been subscribed 
or a single dollar presented before the committee. Mr. HATCH and 
myself, as members of the committee, urged them to produce their sub- 
scription. We did not want to stand in the way of the fair, but to do 
all that Chicago wanted, But we must havesomething to goon. We 
wanted something to go back to the House with and show that we had 
protected the interests of the Government. 

We asked them to have some proof exhibited of what they were do- 
ing, to give us the names of some of their prominent men; and we 
named some of their prominent men ourselves, men that we knew, be- 
ing satisfied that if they would pledge their indorsements they could 
succeed in doing what we required and expected, and asked them to 
get these parties to telegraph to us if it was all right. But no, the 
charmen says, ‘‘We have got everything we want;’’ and they have 
nothing. 

When New York came and asked the establishment of this fair in 
that city she brought a list of names; she came with the site selected; 
with the plans prepared. She came with fifty or sixty of the most re- 
spectabile and reputable men, men of means, who pledged themselves 
before you to make this a success; told what their plans were; showed 
you their list of subscriptions; showed you their means; showed you 
their maps of the buildings and their subscription lists, and you con- 
sidered it in thé committee. 

New York said that she did not want the fair unless it was to be the 
best and most complete that was ever held. She was determined that 
it should beso; and when she had over $5,000,00 subscription guaran- 
tied and brought here, we gave notice to the committee and to the 
House and to the world that unless we could have $10,000,000 more 
we would not want the fair or ask it. And yet Chicago only brings 
this paper and nothing more, They telegraph you—— 

Mr. LAWLER. Would the gentleman allow an interruption at this 
point? 

Mr. BELDEN. I will. 

Mr. LAWLER. There are several gentlemen here now listening in 
complimentto Mr. BELDEN, and it is perfectly right and proper that they 
should, who will not be present perhaps when the various assertions he 
makes might be corrected. I wish to ask the gentleman if it is not a 
fact that some gentlemen of standing, financially and otherwise, came 
before that committee and satisfied a majority of the committee, at least, 
of the financial standing of the proposition to take and do what was 
right by the fair in Chicago? Secondly, I would like to ask—— 

Mr. BELDEN. Let me answer one question at a time. I say in 
answer to the gentleman that but three members of the committee, the 
chairman and the two Illinois members, had these people before them, 
and the other gentleman on the committee knew nothing about what they 
said. Iam telling what was produced to the committee and nothing 
more. 

Mr. LAWLER. Did you happen to be present and meet a gentle- 
man named Lyman J. Gage and others from Chicago? 

Mr. BELDEN. No, sir; I did not have that pleasure nor did the 
committee. It was only the members of the subcommittee. 

Mr. ADAMS. But you might have had the opportunity if you had 
been here. Were you in the city at the time that these gentlemen 
were here? 

Mr. BELDEN. They did not call the committee together at all. 

Mr. ADAMS. But the gentleman from New York was in fact ab- 
sent for ten days in New York when these gentlemen were here, 

Mr. BELDEN. Was the committee called together at all, I ask the 
gentleman? 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam not finding fault with the gentleman, of course; 
but what I do say is that the gentleman was in fact absent from the 
city for ten days while Mr. Gage was here, and was ready to answer 
any questions that might have been propounded to him, 

Mr. BELDEN. - Was it my business as a committeeman to goto Mr. 
Gage to find out what he had to say? I say that he did not go to any 
member of this committee except these three, and that the committee 
was not called together. 

Mr. ADAMS. But still the gentleman being absent could not have 
had an opportunity of meeting Mr. Gage. 


Mr. BELDEN. It was not my place to hunt him u 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Who were the three members 
the gentleman refers to? 

Mr. BELDEN. Mr. Hrrr, Mr. SPRINGER, and the chairman. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Were they the subcommittee? b 

Mr. BELDEN. They were the subcommittee. - 3 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I riseto a onoforder. This 
is an important subject, and members would like very well to know 
what is going on. The House is not able to hear whether this a base- 
ball club arguing with the umpire or what is going on, as nobody cam 
hear anything. Being able to see is one thing and able to hear is an- 
other. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it understands the point of or- 
der. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, This looks more like a club than a 
base-ball club. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will please take their seats. 

Mr. BELDEN. I think there would be no trouble about the gen- 
tleman from Illinois asking a question. 


the committee 


Mr. LAWLER. I think it is right that a mark of courtesy might be 


shown Mr. BELDEN. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois will speak from his 
seat it would be better. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I am nota very loud orator myself, 
like Mr. BELDEN, [Laughter.] 

Mr. BELDEN. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. LAWLER. I merely wanted to ask Mr, BELDEN—— 

Mr. MASON. I can not hear either gentleman. 

Mr. BELDEN. You will hear me. 

Mr. LAWLER. I wanted to ask Mr. BELDEN this question—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois must not call mem- 
bers by name. 

Mr. LAWLER. There are so many from New York. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BELDEN. ‘The gentleman has his eye on me. ughter. ] 

Mr. LAWLER. I will now ask the gentleman from New York this 
question, if he has any doubt in his mind —— 

Mr. McCREARY. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.McCREARY. Itis impossible to hearon thisside of the Chamber 
what gentlemen are saying. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois and my friend from New York that they go to the center aisle, 
This is a very interesting subject. 

Mr. LAWLER. There is a very evident intention not to allow me 
to ask the gentleman from New York a question. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. FLOWER. I want to know whether this is to be taken out of 
the time of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELDEN]. 


Mr. BELDEN. I yield to Mr. LAWLER, of Illinois, for a question. - 


Mr. LAWLER. I simply want to ask Mr. BELDEN this question, 
and I will not trouble him with any further interruptions: in his 
knowledge of the business men of Chicago has he any question or doubt 
in his mind that they will carry out what they say in regard to mak- 
ing this world’s fair a grand success, financially and otherwise? 

Mr. BELDEN. I will answer that by saying that if talk will do it 
they will. [Laughter and soplan] But if it requires money they 
do not put it up, or at least they have not. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. LAWLER, Mr. BELDEN—I mean the gentleman from New 
York—I would like to ask you thisquestion: If you want to announce 
to this House that New York was able to take hold of so large a fair as 
this world’s fair is intended to be and make it a success in the face of 
the fact that the Grant monument to-day has not been completed? 
[Renewed laughter and applause.] Chicago has carried out everything 
to the present time contemplated by it. 

Mr. BELDEN. In talk. [Laughter-] 

Mr. LAWLER. I make this statement, and I will verify it again, 
that if $5,000,000 or $10,000,000 or $25,000,000 are necessary to make 


the world’s fair a success in Chicago, it will be raised within the next_ 


six months. [Applanse.] 

Mr. BELDEN, I did not yield to the gentleman to make a speech. 

Mr. LAWLER. One word more and I am done. 

Mr. BELDEN. I did not yield to the gentleman for a speech. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York declines to yield. 

Mr. LAWLER. Just this, and I am done. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. BELDEN, I yield fora question. 

Mr. LAWLER, As to the railroad men. Mr. St. John is the gen- 
eral agent of the Chicago, Rock Island and—— 

Mr. BELDEN. I decline to yield further. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York declines to yield, 
and he is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LAWLER. I understood that he would allow that question to 
be made as a correction. Well, I will get at it later. 

Mr. BELDEN. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, when New York 
came to this House she came with a subscription of over $5,000,000, 
with the names of the different gentlemen, with their places of business 
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and residence and the amount subseribed opposite toeach. Webrought 
to the city of Washington fifty-eight of our most distinguished and 
wealthy men to see you in person and assure you that every dollar of 
itshould be paid. Webroughtto you plansof a building. We brought 
to you a site selected. We brought to you authority for a promise of 
$10,000,000 more. We had secured asite and we had secured what was 
asked for the fair. I say that we showed her position and herinterest in 
this matter; that we should secure a fair, and sucha fair as we intended 
to give you had the fair been heldin New York. Isay that our Repre- 
sentatives here will join with Chicago, and use as much zeal and work 
as hard, and even talk as much as the chairman about Chicago’s having 
done well as any other person. But they want, before making this ap- 
propriation, before passing this bill and authorizing the appointment 
of two commissioners from each State and Territory and eight alter- 
nate commissioners at large, that Chicago, before that, shall give us 
some assurance of $10,000,000 or show her ability to doit, I desire to 
goote from the speech of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER]. 
page 1561 of the RECORD I find he said: 


Chi does not ask a dollar to bear the 
mses; but our business men will su be, if necessary, $25,000,000 to make 
exhibition what it ought to be in this country. 


Mr. LAWLER. I know they will do it; I know them so well, 
Liavghien 1 à 
Mr. BELDEN. Mr. SPRINGER said in the same day: 

But Chicago’s gil an is ample tosecure success. It is this: $10,000,000 in 
money and asite; while New York's proposition, when reduced to the real pur- 
poses of the fair, means only $5,000,000 and the site. 

Mr. LAWLER. Now you want us to put up ten millions. 
Mr. BELDEN. No, sir; but you should put up something that is 
satisfactory. l 

Now, I would like the House to look at that paper. I looked for it, 
I understand it isin Mr. SPRINGER’s desk. I would like you to see 
what the chairman of the committee calls now the nobility of this en- 


rise. 
tome atit for yourselves. After the general committee got together, 
and when pressed to state what evidence there was that this subscrip- 
tion would be paid, or that Chicago proposed to furnish anything, the 
Chicago men said: ‘‘ We will telegraph to Chicago and find out.” They 
then produced this answer, which they received at that time, or which 
` perhaps they had before: 

We wish you continued success in Washington. We will stand by you and 
the committee in every way. Chicago will now,as in the past, prove equal to 
every emergency, You can count on our support, 

_ There it is—words again. . 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BELDEN. Iwill. 

Mr. CANNON. Section 9 of this bill provides that the fair shall not 
be recognized by the President nor placed on its feet until the Presi- 
dent is satisfied that $10,000,000 is secured. 

Mr. BELDEN, Iam coming to that very soon. 

Mr. CANNON, It seems to me that provision is an answer to the 

tleman’s ent. 

Mr. BELDEN. In reply to what the gentleman from Tlinois [Mr. 
CANNON] has suggested, I have this to say: If this House is ready to 

this bill, to provide for a commission consisting of two members 
os each State and Territory and eight members at large, if they are 
prepared to pass the bill providing for this commission and to appro- 
priate money, and to do all the other things that ard to be done by way 
of preparation, and to have this commission assemble at Chicago and 
come to a decision, and then to have the President decide whether Chi- 

has furnished or will furnish the $10,000,000 or not, that is all 


If that is satisfactory to the House, the bill is all right. Of course 
u have got the promise of the representatives of Chicago that they will 
ish the $10,000,000, and, after you have gone through all these 
poeeiingy passed this bill and appointed your commission, and they 
ve met in Chicago, and the President has decided, if, after all that is 
done, the $10,000,000 is not furnished, you will have the blessed privi- 
lege of declaring the project a failure and throwing it up. Butis that 
the way todo? Why didn’t they raise this money in the thirty days 
they have had since the House located the fair? Why didn’t they do 
it before? Why don’t they do it now? Why don’t they get some 
new subscriptions? Why don’t they show us something that is satis- 
factory? The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] in his speech 
when the bill was under consideration said this: 


We have thus an available fund of $10,000,000, Nota dollar of this will have 
to be paid to buy or to condemn lands; not a dollar will be used for the per- 
manent improvement of Chicago or the park system of Chicago, 

Now, where is the money? That is what I am inquiring abont. 
That is what I am looking for. I repeat, the whole question may be 
summed up in the question whether this House, after it has selected 
the site and has given Chicago nearly a month and during which she 
has not raised a dollar or presented a dollar of guaranty fund of any 
kind, is willing to go on and pass this bill, appoint this commission, 
prepare for the fair, and take as collateral the privilege of declaring the 


fair a failure if Chicago does not keep her promises. Why appropriate 
the money until you know whether you are going to have the fair? 
Why make all these preparations in advance? Why does not Chicago 
do as New York has done? 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. BELDEN.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is it the understanding of the gentleman that no sub- 
scriptions have been made in Chicago ? 

Mr. BELDEN. I do not know whether any have been made or not. 
There have been none produced, I make that statement, We have 
Ronn iae that subscriptions haye been made, but none have been pro- 

uced. 
Mr. ADAMS. Has the gentleman any belief or any suspicion that 
no subscriptions have been made in Chicago? 

Mr. BELDEN. Ihave seen a paper which I have been told is a copy 
of the subscription paper, but I have found errors in it to the amount of 
$395,000 which they admit never was subscribed. There is another 
error of $864,000, and the subscription paper is not to be made pnblic, 
and I have a right to assume that there is something wrong abont it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the gentleman in fact assume that no subscrip- 
tions have been made? 

Mr, BELDEN. I donot. But I assume the right of this House to 
know whether subscriptions have been made and what subscriptions 
have been made, and to know in such a manner that there can be no 
mistake about it, so that the House may be secure and may know what 
they are doing when they pass this bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman will allow me I will state that I, 
of course, know personally nothing about these subscriptions except 
my own, but I will say that the original subscriptions are in Chicago, 
where they have to be in order to the organization of the tion 
under the laws of the State of Illinois. I received notice the day be- 
fore yesterday to send forward a proxy in order that my share might be 
voted upon, and I forwarded the proxy and I have no doubt whatever 
that the corporation will be organized under the Jaws of Illinois. 

Mr. BELDEN. Well, I do not think that is essential one way or the 
other. 

Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman will pardon me, I have made this 
statement only because the gentleman intimated that he had seen no 
evidence and that there was no reason to believe that one dollar had 


been subscribed. 
Mr. BELDEN. I did not mean to say that I did not believe thatone 
dollar had been subscribed. I say is that I know nothing about 


it, nor does any one else here. I venture to say that there is no man 
in this House or in the city of Washington who has ever seen subserip- 
tions amounting to the sum they claim. 

Mr. ADAMS. -Ihave seen mine, 

Mr. BELDEN. Oh yes, you have seen yours, but that does not go 
far towards carrying out this enterprise. I haveno doubt you will see 
itagain. Somebody had to pay the 2 per cent., and you were probably 
called upon to pay that amount of yours. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentlemanallow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. BELDEN. I will. 

Mr. CANNON. As this fair has been located by a formal vote at 
Chicago and as the present bill is well drawn, I suggest that we now 
compromise by conceding that New York shall have the fair one hun- 
dred years from now. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BELDEN. I will answer that by saying that New York has 
all she wants. Had she secured the fair it would not bea ‘‘ white 
elephant;’’ she would not back and fill, cut and shufile the cards as 
Chicago is doing in regard to this fair. 

. MASON. Did you say you want Chicago to have the fair? 
Mr. BELDEN. I did, sir. 
. MASON. Is this the way to help us? 
Mr. BELDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. Thank you, [Laughter.] 

Mr. BELDEN. Iam abetter friend of a successful fair by standing 
here and insisting that provision shall be made to make it successful 
than a man who stands here and says, *‘Oh, never mind; we will fix 
that by and by; after you have appropriated the money, after you have 
appointed the commissioners from every State and Territory and asked 
them to meet at Chicago, then we will fix the matter up, or if we do not 
you may declare the thing to be a failure.” I am a better friend to 
the fair than to take any such position, I am speaking now because I 
want this fair to be a success, and I want it to be at Chicago. I do 
not want it in New York; New York does not ask for it; but she will 
not submit to be misrepresented and humiliated in regard to this mat- 
ter. She came here manfully, boldly, and squarely presenting her sub- 
scription, her plan, her site, her $15,000,000. She brought the evidence 
here toshow that the money was secured. Chicago claims to have raised 
$5,000,000, but she does not present evidence that this amount has been 
raised. Sheasks usto agree toaccept $5,000, 000and get along with that, 
and if she does not produce the other $5,000,000 she agrees that we may 
declare the matter a failure. Iam sorry for the position that Chicago 


has taken in this matter. It isa pity that there can not be some money 
Mr. MASON. Do not waste your pity on us. 
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Mr. TAYLOR, of Ilinois (to Mr. BELDEN). 
go to Chicago, where you would have had opportunity to inform your- 
self on all these questions? 

Mr. BELDEN. I was. Now let me answer that question a little 
more fully. I was invited to go with a party on a special train, to be 


Were you notinvited to 


dined and wined, and to be shown what the le would do. It was 
the same old story. But when I touched on the subject of the sub- 
scription, when I asked, “ Will they show us one if we go there ?” the 
answer was silence. 

Mr, TAYLOR, of Illinois. Why did you not go and give yourself 
the opportunity to get information? N 

Mr. BELDEN. I have no doubt that if I had gone to Chi I 
would have been treated handsomely. But I did not want to go there 
simply to hear this matter talked about. Idid-not want to hear any 
more talk. The fair has been located at Chicago, and I wanted to hear 
about her contribution in money. That is what I want now. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. If the $10,000,000 were brought here 
now, would you not want to take it to the Treasury to see whether it 
was counterfeit? 

Mr. BELDEN. Let the gentleman go over and get that subscrip- 
tion and show it to the House, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Mr. Gage’s name is signed to that sub- 
scription—— 

Mr. BELDEN, I desire to offer the motion which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on the World’s Fair, with in- 
structions to report the same back with a favorable recommendation when a 
guaranty fund of $10,000,000 shall be secured by citizens of Chicago, the suffi- 
ciency and legality of which shall be satisfactory to said committee, 

Mr, FLOWER, I yield twominutes to the gentleman from Tennes- 

„see [Mr. MOMILLIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to offer an amendment and have it pend- 
ing for action at the proper time, or it may be acted on now, if that be 
preferred. I ask the Clerk to read my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 16. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Section 16 is in this language: 


Sec, 16. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause a suitable building or 
buildings to be erected on the site selected for the World's Columbian on 
for the Soronen exhibits, as provided in this act, and he is hereby author- 
ized an 
regulations as for other pubtic buildings of the United States; but the contracts 
for said building or buildings shall not exceed the sum of $400,000, and for the 
remainder of the fiscal year, and for the fiscal year ending June $0, 1891, there 
is hereby appropriated for said building or buildings, out ofany money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100,000, 


Mr. Speaker, in the bill providing for the Centennial Exhibition of 
1876 there was no provision for the erection of a building by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States; in the bill providing for the exposition 
at New Orleans there wasnosuch provision. After this fair at Chicago 
is ended the Government will have no use whatever for the building 
which this bill proposes to erect at a cost of $400,000, In the interest, 
therefore, of good government and looking to that which I deem to be 
correct legislation, I have offered this amendment to strike out the sec- 
tion I have read, which provides for the construction of a building by 
the Government of the United States for its exhibits. The world’s 
fair commission will be called upon to provide space, free, for the 
other nations of the world; at least I suppose that will be the case 
with many of the nations; and I see no reason why the Government of 
the United States should, at an expense of nearly half a million dollars, 
erect a building which it does not need. 

If I bave any further time I yield it to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN ], who desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to offer the following amendment, to be 

nding— 

Phe SPEAKER. Is the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; it is an amendment to the next section. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks it can not be pending now. 

Mr, MCMILLIN. Then I reserve the residue of my five minutes—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see how two amendments can 
be pending at the same time, unless one is an amendment to an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to the reading; theyShould be taken up 
in their regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The first is theamendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN], 

Mr. FLOWER, I do not hear what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. Theamendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN] can now be voted on. 

Mr. MILLS. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Will there be any 
opportunity given to members to offer amendments and vote on their 
adoption ? 

The SPEAKER. There is one amendment now pending, offered by 


the gentleman from Tennessee; and when that is voted on another 
amendment will be in order. 


directed to contract therefor, in the same manner and under the same |. 


Mr. SPRINGER. One amendment was offered by the chairman be- 
fore that. 

The SPEAKER. If there is an amendment offered by the chairman, 
then that is the pending amendment, and the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee is not. 

Mr. MILLS. After the debate has closed will there be opportunity 
to offer amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see how there can be. 

Mr. FLOWER. Thats the reason I yielded to gentlemen in order 
to get their amendments in. 

The SPEAKER. The first amendment is that offered by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER], chairman of the committee. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘Vote!’’] The Clerk will read that amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 8 and insert the following: 

“Sec. 8, That said commission shall provide for the dedication of the buildings 
in the World’s Columbian Exposition in said city of Chicago on the 12th day of 
October, 1892, with appropriate ceremonies, and said e tion shall be open 
to visitors not later than the Ist day of May, 1893, and be closed at such 


time as the commission may determine, but not later than the 30th day of Oo- 
tober thereafter.” 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the section to be stricken 


out. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Sec. 8. That the said commission shall provide for the dedication of the build- 
ings of the World's Columbian ition in said city of Chicago on the 30th 


day of April, 1892, the one hund and third anniversary of the inauguration 
of George Washington as first President of the United States, with appropriate 
Ci re and that the said exposition shall close on the 20th day of October, 
The SPEAKER. The question is on striking out and inserting. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Is it the desire to take the vote on this immedi- 
ately ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; let us havea vote, 
The amendment of Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, was agreed to. 
Mr. McoMILLIN. Now my amendment comes in. 
The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. MCMILLIN] is now pending, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out section 16, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the section to be stricken out. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 16. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause a suitable building or 
buildings to be erected on the site selected for the World’s Columbian Exposi- 
tion for the Government exhibits,as provided in this act,and he is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to contract therefor, in the same manner and under the 
same regulations as for other public buildings of the United States; but the con- 
tracts for said building or buildings shall not exceed the sum of $400,000, and 
for the remainder of the fiscal year and for the fiscal at ending June 30, 1891, 
there is hereby appropriated for said building or bui dinge, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100,000. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on striking out the section just 
read. [Cries of “Vote!” 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I hope the amendment will not 
be adopted. One reason I haye is that the Government appropriates 
only one million and a half of dollars for this purpose. The gentleman 
stated the Government did not erect buildings at Philadelphia for 
their own exhibits. I think he is mistaken in that statement. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania can correct me if I am wrong. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I desire to have a few minutes to 
explain. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I will yield for five minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to make his explanation. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The Government of the United 
States expended, all told, on the exposition of 1876, $535,000, and in 
my opinion that was a meager sum. That sum will not be sufficient 
for the expenses of the Government exposition at Chicago in view of 
the advance in years and increase in population and industrial affairs 
generally throughout the country. I think the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts who has reported the bill this morning is right when he says 
the Government should appropriate one million and a half of dollars, 

Again, I will state here, because I wish it to go into the RECORD, 
that the Government of the United States expended only, at the Phila- 
delphia exposition, the amount I have mentioned. The Government 
had no expense to meet for entertaining the commissioners appointed 
by governors of States and Territories, which, in my opinion, was a 
great neglect in the legislation for the Centennial, but that expense, 
amounting to many, many thousands of dollars, was paid out of the 
money which should have gone to the stockholders, 

I see in this bill a provision that the expenses of the commissioners 
are to be paid by the Government, and that I believe to be right. I 
was placed in a very remarkable position here as between New York 
and Chi on the question of the location of this world’s fair. The 
Philadelphia exposition owed neither the State of New York nor the 
State of Illinois anything in the necessary legislation required, for both 
of those States, as far as Congress was concerned, were against the 
proposition. But to-day I stand here hoping that at this session of 
Congress the United States, so far as she is concerned, will make ample, 
liberal, adequate appropriations so that at Chicago there will be a great 
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success commensurate with the importance of the occasion and the 
greatness of our country. [Applause.] 

Mr. BELDEN, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Iwant to say this, that there were 
not—— 

Mr. BELDEN. Mr. Speaker, in whose time is the gentleman speak- 


? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. CANDLER] has yielded to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania from his time. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, That is correct. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I want to state this, that I do not 
know what kind of friendship may exist in the minds of members from 
New York towards the Chicago exposition, but I know how the mem- 
bers from Pennsylvania feel, especially those from the districts embraced 
in the city of Philadelphia. We that our people expect us to aid 
this great enterprise as much as we can to a su consummation. 
Lappian on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

The SPEAKER. Applause in the galleries can not be permitted. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I feel very sincerely on this ques- 
tion, and for good reasons. I am glad thatat the expiration of sixteen 
years we have risen to a greater eminence, that our country is larger in 

ulation and resources, our views more comprehensive; that we are 

abler financially and otherwise, and that the Congress of the United 

States can help an enterprise toa greater degree than it did in the years 

. past and gone, At the same time I want to say that Pennsylvania did 

much for the success of that Centennial Exposition. She contrihuted 
$1,000,000 towards the exposition, - 

The city of Philadelphia contributed a million and a half more, and 
thestock subscriptions amounted to two and a half millions of dollars, 
while the Government allowed us to use one and a half millions in ad- 
dition.. And let me say here to the Chicago gentlemen and to the Illi- 
nois Representatives, in order that they may not be laboring under a 
wrong impression as to the difficulty of procuring the necessary means, 
that it was not until four years after the Centennial was decreed to be 
held in Philadelphia that the board of finance, which was created also 
by Congress, came here and asked the help of the Government to the 
extent of a million anda half of dollars. I beg them to be earnestand 
constant in subscriptions. 

For four years the board of finance had made all efforts; the best 
men in Philadelphia and in the State of Pennsylvania were in its mem- 
bership, and yet they found at last how difficult it was to get together 
the large amount of money necessary to meet the vast expenses staring 
them in the face, the whole cost being nearly $9,000,000; and after all, 
when Congress saw fit to require that the board of finance should pay 
back the million and a half of dollars advanced by the Government, 
the stockholders who subscribed for one share, for ten shares, or fifty 
shares or more, in all sincerity, for the success of the Centennial, only 
received a dividend of about 22 per cent, on their subscription. If the 
Government had allowed the one and a half million of dollars to re- 
main, the stockholders would have been paid in full, probably, ont of 
the receipts of the exposition, the largest receipts, sir, ever derived 
from any of these great expositions in any country up to 1876. The 
people of Chicago are undertaking a great work and they must be un- 
tiring in their efforts, for the cost will be many millions, 

I mention this, Mr. Speaker, because I have said I want success for 
the sake of my country, and I must say that I was rather pleased that 
my vote did not, though against it, prevent the selection of the city of 
Chicago for this exposition. [Applause.] I believe in these people; I 
believe they are and will be in earnest; I believe they are ready and 
willing and that they are alive to the situation, and I am sure that if 
$10,000,000 or more are required it will be forthcoming in proper time. 
[Applause.] Thatis my idea and I think the times are such that there 
can be no doubt of Chicago giving, if necessary, every dollar over and 
above what is given by the United States Government at the outset 
to make it a success. 

Now, the board of finance of the Philadelphia exposition did present 
some Co: o àa memorial to Congress for the repayment to them 
of this million and one-half of dollars, less the 22 per cent. paid to the 
stockholders. Perhaps some day justice may be done that board, for 
we must recollect that New Orleans for her exposition received one 
million of dollars. When I voted for it I knew they would never be 
called upon to pay back that million-dollar loan made to them; still I 
voted for that appropriation, and I repeat the hope that some day jus- 
tice may be done to the men who made a great success in the city of 
Philadelphia of the Centennial in 1876. 

Mr. Speaker, I should not have voted for the extension of time at 
Chicago unless I had understood that that was satisfactory to the peo- 
ple there. But Iam glad they have extended the time; we learn by 
experience. There were over two hundred buildings erected in the 
Centennial grounds at Philadelphia for the purpose of that exposition, 
magnificent buildings, some of them immense in size, 1,876 feet long, 
1,400 feet, 800, 600, and so on; many, many Duadinga; some erected 
by the States who sent their commissioners there, and some by foreign 
Governments. But, sir, this rnare Sed a gost one, and however 
vere a it may cost, Chicago, I believe, is good for the amount. 

Applause. 


Mr, HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, the scramble we have had over this 
bill shows very clearly that so far as the eompeting cities are concerned 
it is a simple effort to get and to keep trade—a mere business transac- 
tion. look at it as we may, in any aspect whatever, it resolves 
itself into a business ition, 

A great industrial exposition is to be held. Government is expected 
to appropriate for it at least $1,500,000. Three cities enter the lists 
for the prize, subscribe their millions of dollars, send their lobbyists 
not only throughout America, but even into foreign countries. They 
bring to bear upon Congress the influence of literary bureaus and boards 
of trade. What for? Why, sir, of course with the expectation of 
pecuniary profit to themselves. 

Sir, this exposition is as purely business as is the bargain counter of an 
enterprising dry-goods firm who advertised recently in this city a great 
sale of dry goods, cheap for cash, on the tenth anniversary of the part- 
nership. If it were proposed to celebrate this anniversary in a differ- 
ent manner, though I confess it would be going a long way back into 
history in search of something to stirour hearts, but still, if the scheme 
were purely patriotic and did not mean taxation, I, for one, would not 
object; but, sir, it does look like assuming the garb of patriotism to 
cover up the fact that we are spending money that belongs to all the peo- 
ple in a manner that can benefit only a portion of them. 

We are still in the threshold of the second century of our existence. 
Let us pause and reflect a moment before taking another step in the new 
career upon which we have started. The Government has only in re- 
cent years begun making such appropriations as this. Possibly itis not 
too late even now to retrace the steps we have taken. Our achieve- 
ments in the century that is gone were without parallel in human his- 
tory. During the first eighty-seven years after the adoption of our 
Constitution not a dollar was expended by our Government for an ex- 
position of this kind. No combination was ever powerful enough in 
all that time to filch from the Treasury an appropriation to aid an ex- 
hibition intended for private benefit. 

We had our celebrations: the landing of the Pilgrims, the birthday 
of Washington, the battle of New Orleans, and, above all, the Declara- 
tion of Independence, We celebrated all these—not by elaborate prep- 
arations to add to our wealth, for in those days wealth was not the 
first and last and only consideration—but by music, and fireworks, and 
poems, andorations. Our anniversary celebrations during these seventy 
years were, as they professed to be, patriotic. 

The farmer left his plow, the blacksmith laid aside his hammer, the 
merchant shut up his shop, all gave over for a time the pursuit of gain 
and devoted themselves to the memories of the past, to recalling the 
valor, the wisdom, the self-denying spirit of those who had sacrificed 
for the right in the brave old days of the past. If there was a feast at 
one of these anniversaries no one thought of asking the Government to 
pay for it. It was furnished by the rich and the well-to-do, The 
poor came and were welcome. 

It was during that period, sir, that we laid the foundations of the 
greatness ofourcountry. Music, poetry, and oratory were the educa- 
tors, the vehicles that carried to mind and heart the noblest thoughts 
that can animate the breast of man. Thus was nursed the patriotism, 
thus was developed the splendid courage thatinspired both the North- 
ern and the Southern armies during the late war, when the soldiers on 
both sides, all conceiving they were fighting for the Constitution and 
laws of the fathers, poured out their blood like water and made the 
great civil war in America a revelation, not only to the world abroad, 
but to ourselves. 

During the first three-quarters of a century of our existence the pet 
theories of to-day were not in control of the Government, those theo- 
ries under which monopolies now rule the land. Extrayagance in the 
expenditure of public moneys was not then called liberality; economy 
was not then denominated imony. 

The prevailing theory then was that the Government should extend 
to every citizen the benefit of just and equal laws and that no man 
should have a bounty at the expense of his brother. Inthe men reared 
under such a system the world saw that sturdy independence and that 
bold and enterprising spirit that have made the American freeman the 
admiration of mankind. 

Tt was an unfortunate day, sir, when we began to pass away from 
those old-fashioned celebrations. It was in 1876, the hundredth year 
from the Declaration of Independence. We had begun to grow rich, 
and then it occurred to us to take advantage of Independence Day to 
make to the world a great display of our wealth. It is true that at the 
Philadelphia Exposition we had an oration and apoem. But these did 
not constitute the celebration. They were simply opening ceremonies, 
We devoted three hours to poet and orator and six months to contem- 
plating our present riches and planning schemes for the future. 

Instead of worshiping at the shrine of Liberty, the exposition meant 
worshiping at the shrine of Mammon. Instead of shutting up shop 
the whole country opened up shop, displayed the wares we had for 
sale, established a great national bargain counter. The money loaned 
by the Government to the city of Philadelphia was afterwards repaid, 
but we expended there in making an exhibit of the costly collections 
of the Government $535,803.25. All this e ture was defended 
in at the time on the plea that the centennial year was an 
epoch in our history. We could afford to make an exception, it was 
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said, on the happening of such an event as the hundredth anniversary 
of American Independence. 

Now mark the sequel. Eight years after the centennial a world’s in- 
dustrial exposition was to be held in New Orleans. Money had been ap- 
propriated to show the people of the North what costly collections the 
Government had, and now, on the plea that the turn of the South had 
come, $299,756.35 were expended to exhibit to the Southern people the 
grandeur of our Government. 

Mr. CARLISLE. One million six hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. HERBERT, The gentleman from Kentucky says $1,600,000. 
The figures I have given were those furnished to me by the Treasury 
Department, and if the Treasury officials have overlooked the fact that 
the real expense to which the Government was put amounted to $1,- 
600,000-—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. One million six hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. HERBERT, ‘Then that was a serious mistake, They probably 
overlooked the surety debt the Government was compelled to pay. 
That makes my argument all the stronger. As we had a surety debt 
to pay for New Orleans, we are the more apt to have such a debt to 
pay for Chicago when we stand sponsor for her by this bill. And then, 
after this New Orleans experience in 1888, to give the people of the 
West, who were to visit the centennial exposition of the Ohio Valley 
at Cincinnati a due and proper conception of the riches of the Govern- 
ment by exhibiting to their astonished eyes the wonderful things it 
has accumulated, we expended the further sum of $147,750. 

Now comes this proposition to celebrate the anniversary of the dis- 
covery of America by Columbus, As the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts who reported the bill said a few moments ago, this is to be upon 
a much larger and upon a much more liberal scale than any of those 
exhibitions which have preceded it. The Government contemplates 
spending much more money than it did on either of these former occa- 
sions, 

Gentlemen in control here are getting more and more lavish year by 
year in expending the money of the people. In spite of the experience 
of the past the committee report a bill that contemplates a Government 
expenditure of one million and a half, and no one can tell how much 
more may result. But the report of the committee this time is not 
unanimous. Three of the committee, gentlemen of as much business 
standing as any in this House, gentlemen who are entitled to as much 
credit as any upon this floor, tell us that this guaranty that. the city of 
Chicago has raised a bona fide subscription of $10,000,000, which seems 
to >e satisfactory to the remainder of the committee, is not satisfactory 
to them, 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman if he has read the appendix to the report of the 
committee? ; 

Mr. HERBERT. Ihave not. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I think that, if he would read 
it and wonld read the report, and if the House would read it, they 
would realize how good is the authority the chairman and the commit- 
tee have for making the statement they do make. I would like—— 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman can explain that in his own time, 
as he has the closing of the debate. 

We appointed a committee on this matter, and we look to them for 
advice and information as to details. Here they come in with a di- 
vided opinion as to whether or not the guaranty of ten millions is suffi- 
cient. On a plain business proposition like that it ought to be an easy 
matter to satisfy reasonable business men. Where are there two bet- 
ter business men in the United States than the two gentlemen from 
New York [Mr. BELDEN and Mr. FLOWER]? Where is there any 
more reliable gentleman than the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Harca]? Will the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] 
tell me that it was impossible for Chicago, if the subscription had been 


good, if the paper had been gilt-edged, to satisfy these gentlemen? And | beco 


yetit has not been done. How, then, shall gentlemen expect this House 
to be satisfied ? 

What a revelation all this, Mr. Speaker, would have been to the 
simple-minded men who framed our Constitution, Their dream wasa 
free government and a great people. But that theory is now turned 
upsidedown. Everything tends now towards a great and splendid Gov- 
ernment andadependent people. Year by year the Government grows 
in splendor, while the people, many of them, who support the Govern- 
ment are growing poorer and poorer. The Government is to be sponsor 
for thisexposition. If Chicago does not properly sustain it, gentlemen 
on this floor who have advocated the scheme will feel bound to uphold 
it with the public moneys, Weare being committed to a show that 
may cost the people many millions of dollars over and even above the 
direct, unconditional expenditure of a million and a half. 

Mr. § er, gentlemen can not longer justify a vote for such a meas- 
ure as this on the ground that it presents an exceptional case. - When 
once you pass this bill you may put it down as the settled policy of this 
Government, so faras gentemen here may have power to settle a policy, 
that it will aid with direct appropriations every pcre by or exposition 
held in this country and claiming to be interna 

At no time in the future will there be any less reason for a Govern- 


ment contribution than now. Even at this moment the disappointed | 
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aspirants for this appropriation are looking far into the future for some 
excuse upon which they can found a claim to a similar appropriation 
of Government money, An enterprisingSt. Louis editor has fixed u 
1903 the centennial of the purchase of the Louisiana territory by Jeffer- 
son. That is to be St. Louis’s opportunity. Then she is to have her 
international show and her Government appropriation. God help the 
surplus, and God help the people, if we are to give away their substance 
in this manner! 

Mr. Speaker, pomp and show are natural to aristocratic and monarch- 
ical governments, The French people forgot that they had lost their 
liberty in the splendors of the empire of Napoleon I. They forgot 
freedom again when they saw Napoleon III and Eugénie ride with 
their retinue of nobles along the Champs Elysées in their magnificent 
capital. Whereare we going? A republican government is popularly 
supposed to be noted for its simplicity. Why should we be imitating 
the splendors of royalty? There was a time when under the Roman 
republice the people cried out to their rulers for bread and the circus as 
loudly as they cry out now for Government here to give or help on a 
show, but that was in its degenerate days, when that great republic 
was already tottering to its fall. 

The remarkable feature is that in Rome it was the mob that cried 
out Panem et circenses—Bread and the circus. In America it is the 
rich who cry loudest for Government to appropriate for a celebration 
that shall eclipse in its magnificence even the Paris Exposition. “Gen- 
tlemen may say that France is a Republic, but she furnishes no exam- 
ple that we can imitate. France has never yet been able to throw off 
the trappings ofroyalty. Shehasstopped atthe half-way station. She 
still has her nobility, her Orleanists, and her Imperialists; she still has 
her state-church establishment; she still supports with the people’s 
money the theater and the opera. 

Mr. Speaker, I rejoice in whatever adds to the prosperity of the 
American peopleor any portion of them, but I have never yet given my 
consent to the proposition that it is either right or expedient to tax 
one man for the benefit of another. 

What part or lot in this exposition have the farmers of this country, 
East or West, North or South? They will be expected to make their 
exhibits, but for what pu ? Why invite the people of foreign 
countries to see the wondt] products of our soil if the Governments 
of those foreign countries forbid their people to buy of these prod- 
ucts? 

France, taught by the exampleof your Government, interdicts your 
pork. Germany, following in your footsteps, excludes your food prod- 
ucts, and other countries are tending in the same direction, Repub- 
lican leaders never tire of proclaiming on this floor that American mar-_ 
kets must be reserved for Americans. Germany retaliates with, ‘‘ Ger- 
man markets for Germans.’ France echoes, ‘‘ French markets for 
Frenchmen.”’ 

We have been holding here at great expense for months a Pan-Amer- 
ican Congress. We invited all these other American Governments to 
send to Washington delegates empowered to confer with delegates from 
our Government. The purpose is to see how we can extend our trade, 
It may result in a proposition for a Government subsidy to steam-ship 
lines, in a scheme to take more of the people’s money to give to some 
monopoly, but it will all come to nothing else. If you lock up our 
markets against the foreigner you must expect him to lock up his mar- 
ketsagainst you. These South American countries have already caught 
the inspiration of North American statesmanship and are beginning to 
impose higher duties on imports. 

America, under the rule of the Republican party, is leading in the 
policy that is shutting up the markets that once were open to whatever 
products of our farms other countries can produce within their borders, 
and so it comes to pass that the American farmer is impoverished by 
the very superabundance of his crops. In the midst of plenty he is 
ming poorer every day. He must still sell his surplus abroad— 
sell for low prices in the restricted markets of the world, sell in com- 
petition with all the pauper labor of the world—and yet he is not al- 
lowed to buy where he sells. He must buy at home at higher rates, 
No wonder the prices of agricultural lands are tending downwards. 

In New Hampshire recently the commissioner of immigration adver- 
tised that 1,422 farms had been abandoned by their owners, ‘The prom- 
ise that the system of exclusion was to give our farmers a better and 
still better home market year by year has proven a delusion and a 
sham. Take cotton as an example. In the cotton year eading with 
August, 1869, we exported after supplying the home market 1,465,880 
bales of cotton. 

In 1879, ten years afterwards, we exported 3,481,004 bales. At the 
end of another decade we sold abroad 4,742,347 bales. This cotton in 
the markets of the world must compete with the labor of the world. 
Year by year we are sending more and more of it abroad, and yet gen- 
tlemen seek to delude the men who produce it with the idea that the 
Government of the Uñited States can give them relief by furnishing 
them with a home market. That home market, as the figures show, 
is more insufficient now than it was twenty years ago. 

There never was so much complaint among the farmers of the coun- 
try as there is to-day. And they have cause tocomplain. They are 
now feeling in its full force the effect of the unjust and partial, the un- 
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fair and extravagant legislation for which the Republican 
sponsible. Stop this extravagance. Reduce custom-house taxations. 
Allow him who is obliged to sell in the markets of the world some of 
the benefits to be derived from buying in those same markets. This 
way is open and plain if we can only unite the farmers of the country 
to rise np as one man and the bonds in which the Republican 
has bound and delivered them into the hands of the monopolists. 
ut instead of giving him this poor privilege the great Ways and Means 
Committee of this House is now busy devising new schemes to increase 
taxation. That committee is expected to report a bill that will raise 
taxes on article after article of common necessity. 

Not even the tin cup of the laborer is to escape; at least, that is the 
presentprogramme. A monopoly hasbeen formed beforehand, although 
not a pound of tin-plate is now manufactured in America. A combina- 
tion has already been made; thelobbyists who compose it call themselves 
the American Tin-Plate Association. They have associated themselves 
together first to get the tax imposed, and secondly to manufacture and 
control the product afterwards. Thus the tin that goesinto every cup 
and bucket and pan in the United States, every pound of it, is to pay 
tribute to this monopoly by anticipation that is here at our doors de- 
manding this increased tax; and this is only a sample. 

This same expected tariff bill, the newspapers say, is to lay a tax on 
hides. That is undoubtedly the programme now. Whether the com- 
mittee will be able to stand by such a monstrous provision nobody can 
tell. There is a protest going up against it all over the land. I add 
my protest now. Look at the facts. No industry in this country has 
poet more in the last fourteen years than the leather industry. 

t is finding its way south, Under the provision for free hides there is 
a flourishing shoe factory in the district I have the honor to represent. 
Other factories are contemplated. Shall these be crushed by high- 
priced leather? Weare now making in the United States more than 
we consume of leather goods, exporting more than we import. Leather 
goods are the one mannfactured article to be bought as cheaply in 
America as in Europe; but it is proposed to tax hides, and that will 
raise the price of boots and shoes, a necessity to everybody. 

No wonder there is a spirit of unrest among the farmers. No wonder 
they are coming ther to find out the causes of their distress. I do 

sir, they will look at this legislation. They are taxed for the 
benefit of everybody else. This is legislation for the classes and against 
the masses; so is your legislation for a world’s fair, and for a grand na- 
tional park in Wyoming, and for a great zoological garden in the city 
of Washington, and for the great Memorial Columbus park, up here 
yesterday. 

These things, sir, and all kindred schemes, though they may gratify 
national vanity, though they may seem to add to the splendor of your 
Government, are heaping taxation on the people and teaching the citi- 
zen to look to the Government instead of himself. The doctrines that 
are being taught by the American capitalist to-day and by the Repub- 
licans in this are tendingdirectly, assurely as cause leads to 
effect, towards socialism and its twin brother, communism. 

If the Government can help the people by giving or aiding great 
expositions; if it can help science by taking geology and paleontology 
under its wing, or by researches into electricity and magnetism, as it is 
doing; or if it can add to the price of the labor of one class of people 
by enacting that other people shall pay higher prices for their goods, 
all of which I deny; if beneficial results follow all these laws, as is 
contended, why not, as Edward Bellamy and his socialist friends con- 
tend, go further? Why not have Government take full control—reg- 
ulate your farming, your mining, your manufacturing, your cooking, 
and your washing? 

How shall you stop, sir, when once you have started in that direc- 
tion? Socialism, the telegraph tells us, is rapidly spreading in Ger- 
many. It may be that this is the cause of the downfall of Bismarck; 
that the Emperor was dissatisfied with his great chancellor because he 
has failed to check the socialist party.. The successes of that party in 
the recent elections for the Reichstag have startled the world. 

But they are perfectly natural, sir. German statesmen have taught 
the doctrine that, instead of relying on individual enterprise and en- 
ergy, the government, to secure the happiness of Germany, must 
control and build up the industries of the country. Its hand must be 
everywhere felt. In Bavaria government even brews the beer. The 
sovialists are simply carrying out the teachings of German statesmen 
to their logical conclusion. So in France. 

From the days of Louis XIV down to the present government there 
has controlled everything, sustaining by taxation the church and the 
theater, regulating in the minutest details the butcher and the baker. 
If the Government can do everything the few may wish, why shall it 
not do everything a ides mob in a city can demand? And France 
has furnished the most frightful examples of communism, anarchy, and 
bloodshed that history has recorded; and, sir, socialism is manifesting 
itself in many of our own country, £ 

If we would check this tendency, if we would maintain and preserve 
inviolate the homes that are at once the pride and the blessing of a free 
people, let us turn our faces towards the waysin which our fathers 

; let us give to every man the benefit of just and equal laws; let 
us teach the citizen the true spirit of independence, and that thô pre- 
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tended benefactions of the Government are simply robbing him of the 
ight to do as he may please with that which is his own. 

would not, sir, strike down any interest in this country. I would 
favor no radical or revolutionary measures; but, sir, I would turn the 
face of this Government in a different direction. I would have legis- 
lation hereafter look towards lower taxes, towards the lightening of 
the onerous customs duties that now weigh down our people, not to the 
adding of new burdens. Let us have justice for all, exclusive privi- 
leges for none. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. What became of the cattle industry when 
they took off the tariff? 

Mr. HERBERT. Itwasjust whereitisnow. It gotinto the hands 
of the big operators in Chicago. Are you doing anything to get it out 
of their hands? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Yes, 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. 8 er, is it the world’s fair bill that we are 
discussing or the tariff? [ Laughter. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I believe that the question is on the 
amendment which I offered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MOMTILLIN J. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of Mr. MCMILLIN was 
rejected. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I ask the gentleman [Mr. FLOWER] to yield to me 
to offer an amendment to the sixteenth section, which the gentleman 
from Tennessee proposed to strike out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have sent up an amendment which I suppose is 
entitled to priority. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] will be first in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have modified the amendment so as to limit the 
amount for which the Government shall be liable to $1,000,000, in- 
stead of $1,500,000, as proposed by the bill. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike ovtall of section 17 after the word “ aggregate” in line 17 and insertin 
lieu thereof the words “one million dollars.” 

The amendment was not agreed to, there being—ayes 36, noes 56. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


. Add to section 16 the.following: 

“The Secretary of the Treasury shall cause the said building or buildings to be 
constructed as far as possible of iron, steel, and glass, or of such other material 
as may be taken out and sold to the best advantage; and he is authorized and 
required to dispose of such building and buildings or the material composing 
the same, at the close of the mer pepe ving preference to the city of Chicage 
or to the said World's Exposition of 1592 to purchase the same at an appraised 
valne, to be ascertained in such a manner as he may determine.” 

Several MEMBERS. All right. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to say but a single word—— 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. We are willing to accept that 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Ioffer an amendment which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 17 add the following: 

“And provided further, That if in the conduct of said World's Fair a dividend 
should be declared, the amount contributed by the United States Government 
shall receive its pro rata share thereof." 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEWART] 
mistakes the provisions of this bill. It does not contemplate any part- 
nership of the Government in the financial operations of the exposition. 
This appropriation by Congress is entirely for the Government’s own 
building; and there is nothing out of which a dividend could be paid 
to the Government. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. STEWART, of 
Georgia, it was rejected. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, as I have computed the time, I be- 
lieve I have used sixty-nine minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is very nearly right. 

Mr. FLOWER. I reserve the rest of my time. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cuannxas). 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr, Speaker, some weeks ago I appealed upon 
this floor for fair play for New York. To-day I appeal to this House 
for fair play to Chicago. [Applause.] New York fair play on this 
floor. She lost this fight through treachery in her own ranks. There 
was a Benedict Arnold in her army. No ‘Jockey of Norfolk” re- 
ceived a warning before her natural geographical allies in New England 
and Pennsylvania were led into the ranksoftheenemy. But she had 
fair play upon this floor. 

When I was a school-boy I saw two boys fighting. It was a stiff 
quarrel and a good fight. One boy whipped the other. The boy that 
was whipped picked up a stone and hit his opponent in the neck, after 
his back was turned. Now, I do not know what kindof boysyou have 
in this House; but I am not that kind ofa boy. [Applause. 
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I say there was a fair fight on this floor. We met the enemy, and 
we are theirs. We were handsomely whipped. 

Now, what are we going to do about it? Why, sir, we ought toact 
a manly part. What isa manly part? Letussee. After i 
Chicago as a site for the fair, we referred this matter toa committee for 
adjustment. The subcommittee of that committee have voted unan- 
imously in favor of this bill. They are satisfied with the pledges given 
iby Chicago. The large majority of the committee are satisfied with 
thosepledges. If thatcommitteearesatisfied with the pledges they have 
received, we ought to be satisfied. They know more about it than I 
do. Iam satisfied. 

I stand by that committee. Istand by them because I believe itis 
manly to do so. I stand by them because I believe it is my duty asa 
member of Congress from the city of New York to do so. I stand by 
them because I believe I am right in doing so. And I may add, Mr. 
Speaker, that I stand by that committee because I believe it is politic 
to do so. 

We are not the only branch of the National Legislature to consider 
this project. The Senate is to haveits ‘‘innings.’’? The Senate must 
express its opinion and pass upon this measure, The action of the 
Senate may be unfavorable to Chicago. Ifso, then New York can again 
enter thelists with honor. Ifthat time ever comes the battle may again 
be fought. Then we may say with Dessaix at , ‘The battle 
is completely lost; but there is time and opportunity to win another,” 

(Here the hammer fell. ] : 
ae. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I yield the gentleman a minute 

nger, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ifthat time does not come I consider that I honor 
myself, honor my city, honor my State, and honor my country by stand- 
ing by Chicago and doing all that can be done to aid her in making 
this fair a success. [Applause.] Ishall vote against the amendment 
because I think it unjust to Chicago to postpone the measure longer. 
She needs every minute for preparation. Even the seconds are golden. 
Give the fair fair play. 

Mr. LAWLER. That is the spirit that will make it a grand success. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I think it would have been well 
if the gentleman who has just taken his seat had withheld somewhat 
at least of his animadversion in respect to the struggles of New York 
for gaining this fair. Whatever the troubles were in New York or in 
Albany, there is one thing to be said in vindication of the honor of the 
Representatives of that State: that on the floor of Congress New York’s 
Representatives stood solidly together and fought till the last; and 
when we are conquercd we are generous enough to walk into the en- 
emy’s camp and share their rations. [Laughter and applause. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I yield five minutes to gen- 
tleman from St. Louis [Mr, FRANK]. 

Mr. FRANK. Nothing, in my judgment, Mr. Speaker, should be 
done to retard the progress or imperil the success of the commemora- 
tion of this great historic event in the city of Chicago. The pride of 
the State of Illinois, the integrity of the city of Chicago and her people, 
as well as the honor of this entire country, are involved in this affair. 

I did notstop to inquire what consideration prompted this House in 
declaring in favor of Chicago as the proper site for the holding of this 
fair. It was sufficient for me this House had declared in favor of that 
city as against all other competitors. I then said, as a member of this 
committee and as 4 member of this House, I should doall in my power 
to aid Chicago in making this fair a complete success; that all my ef- 
forts would be zealously exerted in that direction. 

And I intend, gentlemen, to stand by that promise. All I asked of 
Chicago or demanded of her people was that she should accept the pro- 
visions of the bill and carry out its requirements in good faith, as I 
pledged the peopleofSt. Louis would do if she had been the successful 
competitor for its location. 

It is quite trne it would not have strained my people as it seems to 
strain the people of Chicago, because my people are accustomed to ob- 
serve the terms of an agreement by a standard of honor than which 
there is none higher anywhere the sun shines. 

Chicago has recorded her promises. To violate them would be her 
everlasting disgrace, and in this matter would be humiliating to the 
whole country. She does not intend to doit. She is now prompted by 
what she has heard on this floor, by patriotic impulse, to make this fair 
a grand and colossal success. [Applause.] All the provisions of the 
bill are surrounded by proper safeguards. 

I trust this measure will now pass, so we can say to Chicago: ‘‘On 


with the work”? [Renewed applause. ] 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I yield for five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, after the eloquent of my 
friend from New York [Mr. Cuxmrxas] and the appro remarks 


of my friend from St. Louis [Mr. FRANK] there is not much for me to 
say, and I wish 4 o’clock, the time fixed for closing the debate, had 
come, so that we might vote on the bill. [Applause. ] 

I am one of those who advocated Chicago at the beginning as a proper 
place to locate the world’s fair. I have had no cause since I first cast 
my vote for Chicago to lessen my ardor or to lose confidence in the 
Queen City of the Lakes. 


For nearly three months we have considered in committee and in the 
House of Representatives the holding of a world’s fair to commemorate 
the greatest event of modern times, and we must not now halt or hesi- 
tate, but go forward with the good work. In a fair contest and in an 
honorable struggle Chicago was victorious. Friends of New York or 
St. Louis or Washington are now estopped in interposing unnecessary 
and improper o 

I believe all who are in favor of a world’s fair are now honorably 
bound to stand by Chicago and do all that is proper to have the most 
attractive, the most conspicuous, and the grandest international ex- 
hibition of arts, industries, products, minerals, and manufactures ever 
held in the world. 

The people of Chicago, with an unanimity unparalleled and an en- 
thusiasm unequaled, are ready to do their duty. They offered a larger 
and more generous contribution to the world’s fair than was ever prof- 
fered before by private citizens or by any foreign government for the 
great international exhibitions previously held. In the financial plan 
for the great Paris exposition, which was perhaps the most successful 
world’s fair ever held, the contributions aggregated $8,600,000. 

The city of Chicago has now $5,000,000 available for present use, 
and guaranties to satisfy the commission that it will provide, without 
the aid of the United States Government, $5,000,000 more, making 
$10,000,000, which is in every respect abundant, for I believe that our 
world’s fair will pay its own expenses and be a good investment, 

No person who knows the enterprising, Recerca and earnest peo- 
ple of Chicago can doubt that the fair, if held at that city, will be a 
grand and when we are assured by the dis i Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] that he has examined the subscriptions 
to the world’s fair fand for Chicago and that they are bona fide and will 
be paid, and when such men as Lyman J. Gage, president of the First 
National Bank of Chicago; John B. Drake, proprietor Grand Pacific 
Hotel; G. B. Shaw, president Merchant Loan and Trust Company; C. 
L. Hutchinson, president Corn Exchange National Bank; John C. 
Black, president Continental National Bank; W. E. Hale, dent 
Hale Elevator Company; Potter Palmer, proprietor Palmer House; E. 
G. Keith, president Metropolitan National Bank; H. F. Eames, presi- 
dent Commercial National Bank; A. L. Patterson, Chicago Globe; W. 
J. Huiskamp, Chicago Times; William T. Baker, president Chicago 
Board of Trade; William Penn Nixon, Chicago Inter-Ocean; John N. 
Clark, collector of customs; O. W. Potter, president Illinois Steel Com- 
pany; James W. Scott, Chicago Herald; Joseph Medill, Chicago Tri- 
bune; Stuyvesant Fish, president Illinois Central Railroad Company; 
J. W. Doane, president Merchants’ Loan and Trust Company, and 
others pledge their hearty support and declare that Chicago will be 
equal to every demand, I feel satisfied that there isno longer any ground 
for cavil or complaint and that Chicago can be fally trusted in the 
grand commemoration of the four hundredth anniversary of the dis- 
covery of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the passage of the bill reported by 
the committee with the amendment offered by the tleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. I was opposed to a United States cor- 
poration to manage the world’s fair, but an Illinois corporation, with a 
commission consisting of two persons appointed by the governors of 
the respective States, is the best. I am heartily in favor of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER]. 

The pluck and promptness of Chicago in preparing to hold the fair 
in 1892 is very commendable, but we should ook as this question from 
a business as well as from a patriotic standpoint. 

Columbus discovered America on the 12th of October, 1492. If we 
are to celebrate the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of 
America we should not commence before that time, and that will be 
too late for an international exposition to be held in the year 1892, 
Therefore, I am in favor of inaugurating the world’s fair on the 12th 
of October, 1892, and at that time we should dedicate the buildings 
with proper ceremonies, but the great exposition of our arts, industries, 
manufactures, and the products of the mine, the soil, and sea should 
commence in the spring of 1893. 

Thus will our world’s fair become a greater success, thus it will be 
of greater national and international advantage, thus it will stimulate 
the patriotism and promote the material prosperity of our people, and 
thus, too, our country will be crowned with the wreath which repre- 
sents progress and pre-eminence, individual achievements, and national 
success. [Appluuse. ] 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I reserve the balance of my time 
and yield the floor to the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has occupied 
one hour and seventeen minutes on that side. 

Mr. FLOWER. How much belongs to the opposition to the bill? 

` The SPEAKER. About forty minutes. 

Mr. FLOWER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HATCH. ] 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I will use even as 
much as the five minutes accorded to me by the gentleman from New 
York. I was not present at the committee meeting this morning and 
was not aware of this division of time. 

I simply desire to state to the House now that when the contest was 


presented for the location of this fair I was an earnest supporter of the 
claims of the city of St. Louis. I gave then at length my reasons for 
supporting St. Louis to the House and to the country. When the bill 
was sent back to the committee to be perfected and reported to the 
House under the resolution the contest, as far as the site was concerned, 
was settled. The question was then as to the best means of protecting 
the country and to see that Chicago, having secured the location of the 
fair, would comply in good faith with every proposition made by its 
advocates on this floor pending the discussion of that measure, 

I took the position before the committee that Chicago had not com- 

lied in good faith with the promises made by its advocates in this 
House in regard to the subscription and guaranty fund. I insisted 
that Chicago should present to that committee unquestioned evidence 
of the soundness and legality of thatsubscription. I was ina minority. 
The majority of the committee decided that upon the evidence pre- 
sented to the committee they were satisfied with the ty fund, 
and especially when they had adopted an amendment offered by the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILsoN], which is now a part of 
the bill, that before the fair should be inaugurated or notice thereof 
given to foreign countries by the President of the United States, by his 
proclamation, he should be satisfied of the good faith and absolute 
soundness of the guaranty fund of $10,000,000. With that I am to- 
day content and satisfied. 

While it was not the plan I proposed, I accepted gracefully and in 
good faith the action of the majority of the committee; and there is 
nothing left for us or for Congress to do at this time but to extend to 
the city of Chicago every fair and reasonable legislative facility for 
making the fair what it should be, a grand national success. [Ap- 
pisate. And to that end I will go as far as any gentleman on the 

r of this House, 


Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I am oneof that unfortunate minority 
of the Committee on the World’s Fair who believe that Chicagodid not 
pat up the necessary subscription before our committee; and I agree 

ly in everything that my colleague from New York, Mr. BELDEN, 
has said in regard to the subscription list from that city. I will say 
further that there is no heading to thatsubscription list; and I will go 
still further and say that the mayor of Chicago did not know how to 
head it in a telegram to a member of the committee or to make it fit 
the lists we have in the committee. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Oh, well, heisa Democrat. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. But I will not say that they can not raise $5,000,000, 
because I believe that Chicago can raise $5,000,000 or $10,000,000, But 
I do not believe that on that subscription list they furnished to the com- 
mittee they have raised it. I believe that on the subscription list there 
is more than one and one-half million dollars subscribed by corpo- 
rations; and the gentlemen ought to know, if they do not, that under 
the decisions of the supreme court of the State of Illinois the corpora- 
tions who subscribed are likely to forfeit their charters by subscribing 
for stock in any corporation. 

Now, I do not say but that Chicago can get around that, because she 
is a smart city. But Ido say, suppose thatshe does not get around it, 
what are we to do when the President finds ont that Chicago can not 
raise the necessary funds ? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Then we will send it to New York. 

Mr. FLOWER. We donot wantitthen. We believe in playing fair. 
We made a fair and square fight with you and you wonit, As my col- 
league from New York stated, the committee generally was not called 
to meet these Chicago people; butI say that outside of the committee- 
room they were asked to get that subscription list and show that they 
had the $5,000,000 fund. They were asked to get a certified copy of 
it, because we told them that if they should get their bill through the 
House they might have trouble in the Senate. I said that to them in 
all kindness myself—in kindness to the city of Chicago—and I say to 
you now that that is essential. 

I shall vote for the amendment of my colleague [Mr. BELDEN], there- 
fore, to recommit this bill with instructions to the committee to show 
a re list; and, ing in that motion, I shall vote for the fair, 
because I believe in it, and I believe that Chicago can raise the $10,- 
000,000 and satisfy the country. 

There has never been a time since the debate began that I have had 
a doubt that Chicago, when she leveled herself right down to the work, 
could get the money and make the fair a success, and I believe so now. 
But I think she has got a hard road to travel; and I would like to have 
her show first that she isable to do what she undertakes. That is what 
Iam after, and that isall. Iam fearful—yet I may be mistaken— 
I am fearful that at the other end of the Capitol when they call upon 
Chicago to furnish the erp ergs list they may take the same view of 
it; and therefore I wanted that subscription list left with our com- 
mittee. That would have been conclusive of their ability to do what 
they undertook, But it was not left. 

I ea three minutes now to the gentleman from Texas [Mr, KIL- 
GORE]. 

Mr; KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, Ihave very little to say on the pend- 
ing bill and very little time in which to say it. The proviso at theend 
of the seventeenth section should be stricken out entirely. It recites 
that the Government shall not be liable for more than a million five 


hundred thousand dollars, to be used to pay the world’s fair com- 
missioners, to erect buildings for the Government exhibits, and to pay 
the of rting and caring for such exhibits. 

The gentleman:from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] undertook to amend 
the section by reducing the amount to $1,000,000, but the amendment 
was rejected. 

This proviso is a delusion and a snare. It isan imposition on the 
House and the country and ought to be eliminated from the bill. If 
the friends of the measure, the patriotic advocates of a world’s fair to 
be held under the direction of the United States Government, were dis- 
posed to deal fairly and candidly with the people, they would amend 
the proviso by striking out $1,500,000 and insert $5,000,000; because 
it will cost the Government every cent of five millions of the people’s 
money to discharge the obligations which the Government will incur 
if this bill becomes a law. I will not offer such an amendment for 
the reason that I am unwilling that Congress should appropriate a single 
dollar of public money to pay for this Chicago show, this picnic. 

But the House seems determined to bind the Government to partic- 
ipate in this exposition, a scheme to promote the business interests of 

e people of a great city at the expense of the tax-payers of the coun- 
try, and it ought to be honest enough and courageous enough to let the 
country know the amount of money likely to be used in that scheme. 
There is a pretense in this bill to limit the amount to a million and a 
half dollars. - At the same time every member of this House knows 
that no such limitation can be imposed by Congress. The next Con- 
gress, or this Congress at its next session, or during this session, can 
disregard this pretended limitation and appropriate five millions or 
any other sum of money to carry out the purposes of the bill if it should 
become a law. : 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. KILGORE. I can not yield to the gentleman from Tlinois. I 
have very little time. ? 

Mr. MASON. Iwant to ask the gentleman from Texas one question. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, sir, I will yield for just one question. 

"Mr. MASON. Do you want to fix this bill or any other bill so that 
any future Congress shall not extend the limit of the appropriation ? 

Mr. KILGORE. You propose in this bill to fix a limit on Congress. 
You say the Government shall not be liable for more than a million and 
a half dollars, and that is what Iam now objecting to. You are not 
acting in good faith with the people. You know that no such limita- 
tion can be imposed on future Congresses by the proviso which I have 
recited. It is 30 much waste paper, and ought to be stricken ont. 

The bill prima facie affords conclusive reasons why such limit does 
not fix the maximum amount of the money necessary to gy the ex- 
penses incurred by the Government. The bill authorizes the appoint- 
ment of 106 commissioners and 106 alternate commissioners to be 
named in thirty days after the law is passed, and to continue in office 
till the 1st of January, 1898, a period of seven years and six months 
about. Their pay is $6 per day and epora Their per diem 
amounts to $636. Then there are other, and indeed necessary, expenses 
of that august commission. It will be compelled to have stationery, 
fuel, rooms, clerks innumerable, and type-writers, and I am actually 
informed that a type-writer is a very expensive luxury. I have never 
been able to afford one myself. [Great laughter. ] 

I hope the House will not consume too much of my limited time 
with laughter and applause. [Renewed laughter.] Taking every- 
thing into consideration, the of this commission will not be 
less than $700 or $800 per day, and this to continue in existence about 
seven and one-half years; and they will always be on hand to draw pay. 
If one dies, or resigns, or fails to act, an alternate is provided for in the 
bill; hence there will never be a vacancy in the commission when it 
comes to drawing pay. We may reasonably conclude that this com- 
mission alone will cost the Government two million and a half of dol- 
lars. Then the bill appropriates besides $400,000 for buildings in 
which the Government is to place its exhibits and $200,000 
for the transportation and care of the Government exhibits—all osten- 
sibly for a patriotic purpose, really in fact in the interest of private 
speculation. 

I want, in conclusion, to repeat and emphasize the declaration that 
if this bill becomes a law and the exposition is held at Chicago, as con- 
templated by the bill, the people of the United States will be out $5,- 
000,000 before it is done with, possibly much more. But, indeed, this 
is not the worst feature of the measure. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to have just one minute more—— 

Mr. FLOWER. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SPINOLA]. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. 8 er, I wish I could agree with all that 
my friends from New Yerk have stated on this question to-day. This 
is a peculiar position we find ourselvesin. The leading gentleman from 
Illinois, when this question was before the House to fix the location 
where the fair should be held, told the House that under no circum- 
stances would ask for more than $650,000. They now ask to 
put the limit in the bill ata millionandahalf. Gentlemen forget that 
thesurplusismeltingaway. Iam going to keep calling your attention 


to it from day to day. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Why did you not do so when the Frémont bill 
was under consideration ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Why, will you cast one single slur at the character 
of the old soldier and great American explorer, General Frémont, in 
this way? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, sir. 

Mr. SPINOLA. You have done so by your question, and I hurl it 
back with contempt. [Laughter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. From the foot of the throne. ; 
Mr. SPINOLA. Now, sir, when before this House asking to loca 
this fair at the city of New York, I will repeat briefly what I stated 

then: 

New York will erect all the buildings for the fair, including the Government 
buildings provided for in the bill as reported by the committee. The imperial 
city of New York will do all that may be necessary without any Government 
aid of any kind, either in money or Government guaranties. Therefore, no 
Government help is necessary for the organization or management of the fair 
in the city of New York. 

That was the position New York occupied. We asked you to accept 
it. The majority vote of this House decided otherwise. And how did 
they decide it? ‘Based upon the assertions of the gentlemen from Illi- 
nois that they had already secured a bona fide and absolute subscrip- 
tion of $5,000,000. Now it turns out, when asked to produce their 
subscription list, that they failed to do it. There is a doubt about 
your list, and it leaves it without any certainty that the $5,000,000 
even will be subscribed by the city of Chicago. Five million dollars 
will not be sufficient to hold the fair. You will have to have at least 
$15,000,000 before it is sure and certain. 

Suppose the subscription is bona fide and every man were to pay up 
his subscription, where does the other $10,000,000 come from? You 
are asking us now to give you an entering-wedge in getting the million 
anda half. In my judgment, if it goes on and we give authority to 
establish this fair at Chicago as it stands in this bill, if it passes, then 
you will come back to us and say in the most bland and fascinating 
way, ‘‘ Gentlemen, you must give us a few millions more, just to grease 
the thing along with.’’ That will be the application made to this 
House. If this subscription is a genuine one why have they failed to 
show it? New York had one and made it up of her very best citizens 
and her wealthiest people, engaged in the test industries within 
her limits, and then again the city itself said, ‘‘ We will furnish you 
ten millions additional in hard money.” 

What we want from Chicago nowis hard cash. Unlock your strong 
box and let us look at the money; if you have got it, then I will say 
amen to you, and will not put my vote in the way of the passage of 
this bill. But I want to see some proof of the fact, and upto this time 
you have failed to furnish us any proof that you have got the spelter. 
Now, I agree with all that has been said in a complimentary way about 
Chicago. I know they are a nimble people out there, active and p 
ing. They have almost all of them got rich, and, from what I learn, 
a great many of them who have got their wealth in their pockets in- 
tend to keep it there and do not propose to waste any of it on this fair, 
[Laughter.] That is the information that comes to us. To be sure a 
few distinguished gentlemen have been mentioned by my friend from 
Kentucky, but that does not represent one-tenth of Chicago. One bank 
there, we are informed, has got $20,000,000 on deposit. That bank is 
not going to open its doors for the benefit of this fair. Notmuch. That 
bank and its twenty millions belong to the people who have put the 
money there, and they will not consent to have it taken out to be wasted 
upon this enterprise, 
gentleman has got a list of a few bankers. I do not deny that; 
but those bankers have not subscribed $5,000,000, or if they have the 
Representatives of Chicago have failed to produce the subscription list. 
It is like going to buy a bill of goods. You go to the largest merchant 
in America and represent you are worth $10,000,000, and he sells you 
goods to the amount of $5,000,000, and finally it turns out that you 
are not worth $1,000,000; that is a case of getting goods under false 
pretenses, and this looks to me very much like that. 

Mr. LAWLER. We will accept this bill and live up to it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. My friend says they will accept this bill and live 
up toit. I know he will, so far as he is concerned, because he is sin- 
cere; he is a friend of Chicago; he lives there, and the people have been 
kind to him, and he has been kind and true to them, and I hope they 
will both continue their relations for many long years. [Laughter and 
applause.) Mr, Speaker, I have no fault to find with any of the gen- 
tlemen from Illinois. They are doing what I would probably try todo 
if I lived there. Ido not find fault with what they say about Chicago, 
but I dofind fault with their coming here and making statements which 
they can not verify. Up to this time they have failed to prove that 
they have got even $2,000,000 of actual subscriptions, There is no 
written proof of it, no written evidence of it, and I am waiting for my 
smiling friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to produce the proof. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When my time comes I will produce it. 

Mr, SPINOLA. Will you go back to your original proposition of 
$650,000? 

Mr.SPRINGER. I have nothing to do with the Government ex- 
hibit. You can do what you like about that. : 

Mr. SPINOLA, My dear friend, that was not yourstatement. Your 


statement, standing here in this aisle, was that the Government would 
not be asked to appropriate more than $650,000 for Government ex- 
hibits and erarik connected therewith, 

Mr, LAWLER. He was looking for votes then. [Laughter. ] 

Mr.SPINOLA. I know he was looking for votes, and that comes 
under the principle which I illustrated awhile ago of buying goods 
under false pretenses. That is another argument in the same line and 
I am sorry it comes from so honest a gentleman as my friend in front 
ofme[Mr. LAWLER]. They must notmakesuchstatements, [Laugh- 
ter.] Let us have the proofs and let us stand by the proofs and the 
facts. My friend says further that if Chicago fails to get the money 
they will give the fair to New York. Sir, New York does not want 
it. Now we have had our day in court and now quit. 

Mr. MASON (laughing). My friend must excuse me for smiling. 

Mr. SPINOLA. rtainly; and I may some day smile with you. 
[Laughter. ] 

I say that under the circumstances New York does not wantit. We 
gave you a gallant battle for it, and if you had not represented that 
you had $5,000,000 when you did not have over one million in reality, 
we would have beaten you. 

Mr. MASON. We have got the five million. 

Mr. RAINES, Will my friend yield for a question? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAINES. Does not my friend consider it fortunate that we 
were beaten, from the fact that if things go on in New York as they 
are going now, by the time we were ready to go to work we should 
have lost a good part of the Tammany managers of the fair, as they 
would have been inside of Ludlow street jail or some other such place ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. My dear sir, try to keep yourself out of jail if you 
can. You will be lucky if you succeed. [Laughter and applause. ] 
The gentleman’s question is another feeble attempt to inject politics 
into this matter. [Laughter.] I thought the gentleman from New 
York knew me better. He seems to have lost sight of me since other 
da . 


ys. 

Mr. RAINES. Oh, no; I remember you very well. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir; and I think after to-day your memory will 
be refreshed, and many others of your kind remember me, too. i 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FLOWER. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Iyield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
has insisted that Chicago has not given any proof of the fact that a bona 
fide subscription has been made to the corporation to erect buildings 
for the world’s fair. If the gentleman will look on 9 of the re- 

rt of the committee on this bill he will find that that subscription 
fist was verified to the satisfaction of the committee by the signatures 
of Mr. Lyman J. Gage, who is vice-president and general manager of 
the First National Bank, the largest banking-house west of the Alle- 
ghany Mountains, and of Mr. Otto Young, one of the most promi- 
nent business men and merchants in the city of Chicago, and also by 
Senator FARWELL, of that State, who addressed the following note to 
the chairman of this committee: 

Untrep STATES SENATE, Washington, DÐ. C., March 19, 1890, 

Drar Sie: I have examined the list of the subscriptions to the world’s fair- 
—_ for Chicago, and desire to say to you that they are bona fide and will bo 
-gi Yours, very truly, 


Hon. J. W. CANDLER, 
Chairman Worid's Fair Committee, 

Mr. BELDEN. Did Mr. FARWELL ever see the subscription ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. He did. 

Mr. BELDEN. Did he ever see the twenty-seven hundred names ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir, he did not; and itis not mecessary that 
he should have seen them, 

Mr. BELDEN. How much did they represent ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will tell you how much they represent by refer- 
ence to this report; you will find it in these two exhibits which I now 
holdin my hand—Exhibits Aand B. Hereare thenames of gentlemen 
who have subscribed $4,361,000 to this corporation, and if members 
desire to look at these names they will find among them those of the 
most prominent gentlemen in Chicago, including such names as Mar- 
shall Field & Co., John V. Farwell & Co., and George M. Pullman, 
of the Pullman Palace Car Company. These subscriptions show how 
much these gentlemen have pledged themselves for in money, and Mr. 
Gage has certified that the original papers of the subscription are in 
the vaults of the committee in Chicago. 

How much more proof do you want? If we were dealing with men 
whom we suspected of ‘‘salting ’’ mines or selling bogus silver bricks, 
if we were dealing with persons whom we regarded as confidence men, 
not to be trusted, we would have asked them to bring in some affidavit, 
some sworn statement, with the seal of a court. But that is not the 
kind of gentlemen we were dealing with. These are gentlemen who 
stand in the very foremost rank among the financiers and capitalists of 
this country, gentlemen whose word is good for millions, and whose 
checks would be honored for any amount for which they might be given. 


C. B. FARWELL. 
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These honorable, responsible gentlemen have said—and they know 
what this subscription is—that itis ample for the amount each man 
has subscribed. 

Mr, BELDEN. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; I can not yield now. 

In addition to that these gentlemen state that they will furnish 
$5,000,000 more than the capital stock of this company, making in all 
$10,000,000; and the bill provides that this fair shall not be announced 
to be held until this commission to be appointed by the President, two 
members from each State and Territory, two from the District of Co- 
lumbia, and eight from the country at large (only two commissioners 
ae from the State of Dlinois) shall be satisfied of the sufficiency of 

is fund. 

Not only that, but the President of the United States himself is to 
pass upon the same question before inviting the nations of the earth to 
participate in this fair, before giving it any recognition whatever. 

What more do you want? Do you suppose that the city of Chicago, 
which desires this fair so much, which has made so honorable and stu- 

ndous an effort to secure it, is going to allow the enterprise to lapse 

to desuetude? Notatall. Itwill beasuccess; the gentlemen whose 
names are subscribed to this paper will make it the grandest fair that 
ever was held in this country or in anyother. Their honoris pledged, 
their money is pledged; they are able to carry out their promises. 
Does any gentleman on this floor believe that these honorable and re- 
sponsible gentlemen have been playing with Congress; that they have 
come here as confidence men to deceive us; that they came before our 
committee and submitted these papers for the purpose of committing a 
fraud upon a committee of this House and upon members here? To 
doubt the genuineness of this subscription is to impute dishonesty to 
this committee and to the honorable gentlemen of Chicago who came 
here and gave us their personal assurances and their written statements 
that these subscriptions are bona fide and will be paid. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BELDEN. I desire to make an inquiry of the gentleman from 
Tilinois. ` 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BELDEN. I see that the first name on Exhibit A is “E. St. 
John, $395,000. Will the gentleman tell us whether Mr. St, John 
subscribed that amount ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. He subscribed that amount in behalf of those 
whom he represents. 

Mr. BELDEN. Did he sign any subscription for $395,000? 

Mr. SPRINGER. He is responsible; he put his name there for that 


sum, 

Mr. BELDEN. Is his name signed to any subscription for that 
amount? 

Mr. SPRINGER. His name has been signed for that much of the 


sum. 

Mr. BELDEN. Did he sign that subscription for $395,000? 

Mr. SPRINGER. You see it there. 

Mr. BELDEN. Idonot; I see a copy or what purports to bea copy. 
You have seen the subscription, and I ask you if he signed it. 

Mr. MASON (to Mr. BELDEN). Let me ask you a question. Do 
you think the people of Chicago are confidence men? You speak of a 
paper which you say ‘‘purports to be a copy.” Do you pretend to 
stand before the people of the country and doubt the honor and re- 
sponsibility of these gentlemen from Chicago? Do you mean to inti- 
mate that we are furnishing you a ‘‘copy ’’ the original of which does 
not exist? Do you pretend—— 

Mr. BELDEN. I say a representative of Chicago in the person of 
Mr. SPRINGER told me he had not subscribed it. 

Mr. MASON. Who had not? 

Mr. BELDEN. E. St. John. 

Mr. SPRINGER, The fact is that Mr. St. John is president of the 
Chicago and Rock Island Railroad Company, and was chairman of a 
committee to call upon certain railroad companies to ascertain how 
much they would give. He reported to the finance committee that he 
had raised this sum of money, and he put his name down as responsi- 
ble for it. He will be responsible; do not be at all concerned about 
that. 

Mr. MASON. I want just one minute, if I can have it. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman, and only two minutes. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to say one word in reply 
to the general tone of debate this afternoon on the part of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BELDEN]. We did expect you were sorry 
and sore when you were defeated, but when you said you would try 
to help to make this world’s fair a success at Chicago, we thought 

‘ou meantit. [Laughter.] But we do not think it this afternoon. 

Laughter and applause. 

“ Fair play is a jewel,” and the gentleman is very hard pushed when 
he attempts to throw discredit and dishonor upon the people of Chicago 
by holding up before the House a paper saying, “‘ It is not the original; 
it isa mere copy,’’ as though we were sending a forged or fraudulent 


paper, as though we were tramps. . [Laughter and applause. ] 
The honor of Chicago, the na hanek Sa RT Eie 


If this fair is not a success by reason of this proceeding, New York 
will be as much disgracedas we are. [Applause.] Wehave as much 
as we can do to make it asuccess; but we will doit. [Applause.] All 
we ask is that this House will give us the bill which the committee 
have reported. We will comply with the terms on the part of Con- 
gress and endeavor to make it a success: When it is a success it will 
redound to the honor, not only of Chicago, not only to the honor of the 
Northwest, but to the honor of every man who voted to give us the 
opportunity and reposed trust and confidence in the city of Chicago. 
[Applause]  - : 

Do what the committee has reported in favor of Chicago. You have 
no right to hold up papers here and say they are ‘‘mere copies,’’ as 
though there was some foul play intended. If you are going to help 
us, show it by your acts, but do not rise up here before the people and 
attempt to throw odium upon this whole matter by alleging this is 
merely a copy of a paper, as though the original did not exist. 

For myself, Mr. Speaker, standing before the country, if Chicago is 
to get that fair, I want it to get it in a way that would be satisfactory 
and honorable. There is something more valuable than a world’s fair, 
and that is the honor of that city. If we have the world’s fair at 
Chicago under the provisions of the bill reported by the committee, it 
will be a success. We intend to make it a success. [Applause.] If, 
however, the business men of Chicago, in order to secure this fair, are 
to be placed on a level with tramps and mendicants, we do not want 
the fair at that price, and you can place itsomewhere else, If youare 
men, be fair; if school-boys, continue as you now are going. 

Mr. BELDEN. I desire to say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
what New York promised to do, she did. 

Mr. MASON. Still sticking about New York, I see. [Laughter 
and applause. 

Mr. BELDEN. In the list of subscriptions on the part of New York 
the names were given and the amounts subscri 

Mr. MASON.- You have it in your hands, I suppose. 

Mr. BELDEN. No. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has not the right to 
interrupt the gentleman from New York, 

Mr. BELDEN. On the list of the city of New York there were twenty- 
seven thousand names given, with the amounts, but on this paper, pre- 
sented in behalf of Chicago, you do not give a name, IfI had my way 
I should not give you any of it. 

Mr, MASON rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will not interrupt. 
Gentlemen will take their seats. 

Mr. MASON. I will take.my seat. 

Mr. FLOWER. I will yield now for three minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SPINOLA]. 

Mr, SPINOLA rose. 

Mr. FLOWER. How much time has the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts left ? 

The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I will take the floor, and yield 
aad ct Mr. Speaker, to the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr, 

OOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, it has been said by some gentlemen, 
discussing this measure this morning, that this bill proposes to pledge 
the Government of the United States to the extent of at least $1,500, - 
000 towards the success of this exposition. When the House took a 
vote on this some weeks ago, for the purpose of determining where the 
fair should be held, the bill then reported by the committee contained 
precisely the same provision and embraced the same amount of appro- 
priation, Ifthe vote of the House had indicated the great metropoli- 
tan city of New York as the proper place to hold the world’s fair, I 
take it for granted that New York would not have declined the mill- 
ion and a half of dollars embraced in the original bill. If the choice 
had fallen upon St. Louis, it is fair to assume that she would have 
availed herself of the same appropriation, and had it come to the city 
of Washington, which was my own preference, because I thought, as 
the seat of the Government, it was the proper place, I presame Wash- 
ington City would not have declined the money feature of the bill. 

I should have preferred that the bill had some of the amendments 
which have been offered embodied in it; for instance, the amendment 
ef my friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] I should have been 
glad to see incorporated in the bill. I am glad that the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] has been adopted. 
But, sir, when we recall the fact that the committee’s bill as originally 
presented contained the appropriation of the same amount carried by 
this bill, and on a fair contest on the floor of the House for the site 
Chicago was selected as the proper place, and having been selected by a 
vote of the House, the subsequent bill of the committee, the one now 
under consideration, proposing a plenee the Government to the same 
extent, namely, one and a half ions of dollars precisely—the same 
as the original bill—I can not conceive that to be a reason for declin- 
ing to accept the committee’s present proposition. And ‘what city, I 
ask, would have declined it? There was strong competition for it. It 
is not fair, therefore—it is not fair play, which is a jewel, and a jewel 
of the first water, to attack the bill now on the ground of the sum ap- 
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propriated, when we voted on the original bill containing the same | fail, I shall vote for the bill; but before doing so I shall be compelled, 


appropriation. 7 

Mr. COBB. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mississippi this 
gasan, whether he regards voting to fix the place as committing the 

mse to the proposition. 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, I think it did; itcertainly did to a certain ex- 
tent. You voted to fix the place, and in the very bill fixing the place 
was embodied an appropriation of a million and a half of dollars for 
the Government exhibits, and the Government was pledged for that 
amount so far as the success of the exposition was concerned, whether 
the vote of the House decided in favor of one place or another. Now, 
as Chicago is fixed upon, I repeat that fair play requires that we should 
give to Chicago what we would have given had the site been chosen 
elsewhere; and, while it is not the place that I originally favored my- 
self, it is the place where a great nl aes who live in the valley of 
the Mississippi favor, people who are linked together with bands of iron 
with Chicago, the great Illinois Central Railroad, as wer as by the great 
streams which flow through that region bearing upon their bosoms the 
manufactures and the products of that whole region of country down 
to the golden bowl of the West Indies, the Gulf of Mexico; and many 
of my people prefer Chicago, and as she has been selected as the site 
I say that even-handed justice demands that we should do precisely in 
her case what we would have done or what many of us would have 
favored had New York been preferred or St. Louis or Washington. 

If proper safeguards are thrown around the bill, as I believe they 
are, we should not interpose factious objections simply because it has 
gone to Chicago rather than another place. The bill does not propose 
to appropriate any more than the other bill, and I hope it will pass. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I now yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. MCADOO]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that since the gentleman 
from Massachusetts inquired what time was remaining a few moments 
ago the Chair has examined and found that the gentleman was enti- 
tled to fifteen minutes instead of ten. ; 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, my colleagues and myself, from the 
State of New Jersey, believe that we voiced the unanimous opinion of 
the people we represent when we voted for New York as the proper 
place for this exposition. But Chicago, after a splendid fight and a 
fair and a manly one on her part, secured the majority of the House 
in favor of that city as the selected site. The people of my State, who 
have never exhibited sectionalism on any question and who never will, 
who know no geographical distinction of North, South, East, or West 
among the people of this country, will heartily second the people of 
Chicago in making this fair a splendid success. [Applause.] Chicago 
is an American city, and the honor of all our people is bound up in 
showing to the world such an exposition as will even surpass that lately 
held in the Republic of France. 

Now, as to the question of finances. The people of Chicago have 
induced the American Congress, on certain statements, to give them 
the world’s fair. Chicago can not afford to make this fair anything 
but a grand succees. She has everything at stake and all to lose. If 
she has obtained this fair upon false pretenses, upon fraudulent lists, 
upon bogus subscriptions, then it would have been better for Chicago 
that she had never secured the site; her temporary victory would then 
end in disastrous defeat. She has, therefore, more at stake than New 
York or any other portion of the country. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I know that the people of Chicago will redeem 
their promises, They are bustling, active, manly, energetic, typical 
American people. They know what they have at stake, and I believe 
that this great Western metropolis will prove itself equal to the emer- 
gency, and that her public-spirited people will produce all the money 
necessary to make it a success. Honor, self-interest, and the future of 
their great city will be imperiled by anything short of unquestioned 


. Success. 

While the debate was in progress as to the site or what city should 
be selected for that purpose, it was said somewhat facetiously, I must 
believe, that we of the East are complacently provincial in the sense 
in which an average Englishman is spoken of as insularly bigoted; and 
it was claimed that it would do foreigners good to have them land on 
our Eastern shores and go through this splendid country to see the 
progress and improvements which had been developed in the West. 

But it is not true that we are provincial. Weare not provincial. We 
are beyond that. Why, my friend from the Trenton district [Mr, Bu- 
pipial here has been all over the country. [Laughter.] Ifitwere 
trueatall it would do our Eastern peòple good to go up and rub against 
our Western brethren and catch the contagion of this tremendous en- 
terprise, this muscular development, as it were, which has been devel- 
oped so plentifully in that region, and whether true or not I, as a 
humble citizen of this country, will do my best to make the great fair 
at Chicago successful and one of which we all can be proud in all sec- 
tious of the country. [Applause.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, a few minutes have been assigned me 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER], or what time I re- 
quire, My first ten minutes expired before I had concluded whatI de- 
sired to say. Ishall first make this statement: I shall vote for the 
amendment which is before the House; nevertheless, if that amendment 


owing to the extreme modesty of my friend from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
XON], whom I as highly as any man can respect another—I 
ask whether this bill for an appropriation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Three hundred and twenty thousand dollars only. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Then, if it calls for an appropriation, I shall ask 
that it take the same course that all bills calling for appropriations for 
public buildings during this session have taken; that is, that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COLEMAN. With one exception, on your side of the House, 

Mr. SPINOLA. What was that exception? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. San José. 

Mr. COLEMAN. The bill called up by Mr. CLUNIE, on your side. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I shall be compelled to ask for that reference in 
deference to my friend from Illinois, who I know is too modest to 
call for it, as it calls for an appropriation; and, as it does, I think that 
it ought to go to the Committee on Appropriations. I ask that it may 
be referred to that committee under the general rule of the House; and 
if necessary I will make the point of order, 

Mr. FLOWER. I ask—— 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
a question before he takes his seat? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Undoubtedly; any man who had nine relatives in 
the Army can ask me a question. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Iunderstand that thegentlemansaid 
that he intended to vote for this bill? 

iy SPINOLA. I certainly say I shali if that is the best thing we 
can do. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. Then all you could state in your ten 
minutes was just for home consumption ? 

Mr. SPINOLA, That is, as looked at through your distorted, inno- 
cent vision. [ hter. ] 

Mr. BELDEN. I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that New York’s delegation have not said a word against any ap- 
propriation. On the contrary, they have held themselves in abeyance, 
expecting that we would eventually have to make an appropriation 
from the United States Treasury, and we believe we will. “We expect to 
vote for this bill, and we expect to vote to make the fair a success; but 
we have aright, and we propose to exercise it, as we have done, to show 
that Chicago has not fulfilled promises made, and express our belief 
that large appropriations will have to be made by the Government in 
order to secure the success that New York offered to secure and pay 
for. We do not come here with a sore thumb to show, and are not 
jealous or envious of Chicago’s securing the fair. We do not want the 
fair, nor will we take it, but we expect to vote the Government’s money 
because of our failure to make Chicago fulfill promises made while 
soliciting votes locating the fair. [Cries of *‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. FLOWER. I have two minutes remaining, and, while I do not 
wish to seem to oppose Chicago in any way, yet thereis a ludicrous side of 
this matter which is amusing tome. In the first place, the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER ] the last time we had a bont here in regard 
to the fair made his farewell statement to this audience by saying that. 
Chicago would certainly put up $10,000,000. He showed in his re- 
port, or in his minutes, a dispatch from three men saying Chicago had 
a subscription for $5,000,000 and they were sure of getting $5,000,000 
more. In answer to my speech, in which I claimed that New York 
was the only city that could hold this fair in 1892, he said that Chicago 
could do so. So I suppose that inadvertently ’93 has slipped into this 
bill. Ido not object to it; I hope you will have a splendid fair; and I 
know you will. I have not voted against a single part of the bill, and 
I shall not vote against the million and a half, or the three millions 
that you will want to make this fair a success on the part of the Gov- 
ernment exhibit. But he spoke of this subscription list. I know the 
parties that he spoke of well. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do you know Mr. Gage? 

Mr. FLOWER. I know Mr. Gage. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do you believe he would state falsely what he 
would give? 

Mr, FLOWER. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is not his statement in writing opposite his sub- 
scription? 

Mr. FLOWER. Tasted him to send a certified copy, as that would 
avoid all talk about it; but it has not come. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You did not ask him to do it? 

Mr. FLOWER. I did ask him to do it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. ? 

Mr. FLOWER. Idid; and Mr. Young, too; the one and only time 
I saw them in the room of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I was not present? 

Mr. FLOWER. You were not. The two men there talked about 
it with me and I told them just what I have said here. I said that 
the absence of this subscription list would cause talk at the other end 
of the Capitol, and told them to get a certified copy of it and file with 
our committee. 

Mr. HATCH. I would just like to make one suggestion to the gen- 
tlemen from New York. My colleague on the committee has changed 
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front on this matter so often that I would just like him now to desist 
and let him alone. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FLOWER. If the gentleman from West Virginia will ask me 
to doso I will. [Laughter.] I will now yield the balance of my time 
to the chairman of the committee. ~ 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, as I have spoken 
so many times and as it is not required of me to speak again, I will 

ield st minutes of my time to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

ANSUR]. 

Mr. FLOWER. I do not yield my time to the chairman of the com- 
mittee so that he may yield to another. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I will yield it out of the time I 
have remaining. 

Mr, MANSUR, When the voice of the people of America decreed 
that there was to be a celebration of the four hundredth anniversary 
of the discovery of this country and when Congress in obedience to 
that voice opened its doors for competitors, four trained athletes en- 
tered. It was buta little while until I, in common with many others, 
discovered that the great athlete of the Northwest, Chicago, stood alone 
against the other three; and while it is known that I stood by St. Louis 
and went down with her colors, as I did with many another, it was with 
pride and admiration at the strength of Chicago and of the great North- 
west as developed in her victory. I felt that when she had thus won 
by common consent the location it was the duty of every member to aid 
in all reasonable ways to make her success the success of the nation. 
I believe that the people of that great city are enlisted in this matter. 
I believe that the development of the next three years will prove to 
the larger part of our country as well as to the whole world that the 

shen and strength of the great American people lies west of the Al- 
eghanies, 

Chicago has a stake in the success of this exposition that will not let 
her fail. For her to fail now would bea tenfold disgrace on her part. 
Better tenfold for that she had never risen, Phonix-like, from 
the great conflagration of 1873 than that she should trail the honor of 
the American nation, to be exemplified in this exhibition, in the dust, 
I know she will not do it. The energy and the spirit, the capital, the 
enterprise, and the pluck which characterize that great city of the West 
will make this exposition what it is predestined to-day to become, in 
my apap not only the grandest exhibition this country has ever seen, 
but the grandest the world has ever seen. 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, Mr. Speaker, I trust that the 
members of the House who have not read the committee’s report will 
read it, even after the vote is taken. They will find that the same 
fairness and justice which have been exercised throughout by this com- 
mittee in the committee-room and in the House were extended to every 
member of the committee, and the facts upon which the report is based 
are therein set forth, and will be found, I think, so substantial that 
every man will indorse the wisdom of the committee and the fairness 
>t the committee in accepting the statements of the gentlemen from 
I shall not explain the reference of the gentlemen from New York to 
the fact that they were not present at some of the meetings further than 
to say that they were invited to be present; but the tleman who 
makes the complaint [Mr. BELDEN] was absent from the city, and an- 
other member of the committee, from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON], 
was absent at Atlanta. And Mr. Bowden, of Virginia, a member of the 
committee, but not of thesubeommittee, was present. The gentleman 
from New York [ Mr. FLOWER] was invited to be t with the com- 
mittee, and I think that in the earnestness of the debate—— 

Mr. FLOWER. When was I invited? 

The CHAIRMAN. I invited you to be present at the meeting with 
the Chicago Plog goes and you declined. 

Mr. FLO Whereabouts ? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. When they were here. 

Mr. FLOWER. You invited me to meet Mr. Gage when he came 
in on the train, 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I wish to claim 
for the committee that they investigated this matter with all the fair- 
ness which was ible for them to command, with the desire to give 
every one a fair hearing, both upon this floor and in the committee- 
room, and I say that the indorsements which they had from the city 
of Chicago ought to have satisfied the Representatives of this House and 
the Representatives of other cities, because the honor of the city of Chi- 
ae was at stake and is at stake, and the statements made to the com- 

ttee deserved to be accepted as they were accepted. But whatis more 
important they will find in the appendix the proposed plans and sug- 
gestions of the departments and bureaus of the United States Govern- 
ment that indicate the scope of the exposition, and I think will increase 
the interest of this Houseand the people and impress them with the high 
standard which it is expected to attain. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. ; 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr, BEL- 
DEN] desire to insist upon the motion to recommit? 


Mr. BELDEN. I do. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the motion of the gentleman 
from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BELDEN moved that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on the 


World’s Fair with instructions to report the same back witha favorable recom- 
mendation when a ranty fund of $10,000,000 shall be secured by the citizens 


of Chicago, the jency and legality of which shall be y to 
committee. 
The amendment was rejected. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the of the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Upon the passage of the bill I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 202, nays 48, not voting 79; as follows: 


YEAS—202, 
Adams, Connell, Kinsey, Robertson, 
Alderson, Cooper, Ind, Lacey, Rockwell, 
Allen, Mich. Cooper, Ohio La Follette, Rowell, 
Anderson, Kans, Craig, Laidlaw, Russell 
rew, Crain, Lane, Sanford, 
Arnold, Cummings, Lawler, ee bd) 
Atkinson, Pa. Cutcheon, Laws, u, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Davidson, Lee, Seney, 
er, Lan Lew Sherman, 
Banks, Dibble, Lind, Shively, 
Bartine, Dingley, Lodge, Simon: 
Barwig, Dolliver, Mı $ Smith, W. Va, 
Bayne, Dorsey, Mansur, 
Belden, Dunnell, Mason, Snider, 
Belknap, Ellis, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Bergen, Ewar McClellan, Spooner, 
Bingham, Farq A cComas, S 
Blanchard, Finley, McCord, Stewart, Vt. 
Boatner, Fithian, M A Stivers, 
Boothman, Flick, McKenna, Stockbridge, 
Boutelle, Flower, McKinley, Stock 
Bowden, orman, Miles, Stone, Ky. 
Brewer, Fowler, Milliken, Stra 
Brickner, Frank, Moffitt, Sweney, 
Bookshire, Funston, Moore, N. H. ey, 
Browne, Va. Gear, Morey, ‘Taylor, È. B. 
Brunner, Geissenhainer, Morgan, Taylor, I, 
Buchanan, N, J. Gest, Morrill, Thomas, 
Buckalew, Gibson, Morrow, Tillman, 
Bullock, Greenhalge, Mutchler, Townsend, Colo, 
Bunn, Grosvenor, Niedringha Townsend, Pa. 
Burrows, Grout, O'Donnell, J 
Burton, Hall, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, Kans, 
Bynum, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa, Vandever, 
Candler, Mass, Harmer, Osborne, Van Schaick, 
Cannon, Hateh, Outhwaite Walker, Mass. 
Carlisle, Haugen, Owens, Ohio Wallace, Mass, 
oles ieee ea ae 
aynes, ayne, ng, 
Caswell, Henderson, Il. Wike, 
Catchings, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Wilkinson, 
Cheadle, Hermann, Peters, Willcox, 
Chipman, Hill, Pickler, Williams, Il. 
Clancy, Hitt, Post, Wiliams, Obio 
Clarke, Ala, Hooker, Price, Wilson, Wash, 
Clark, Wis. ouk, Pugaley, Wilson, W. Va. 
unie, Kelley. uinn, Wise, 
well, Kennedy, Yardley, 
Comstock Kerra Heed, 1 ipri 
. err, owa 
Conger, Ketcham, Rife, 
NAYS—48. 
Abl Crisp, Lanham, O'Ferrall, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex, Lester, Ga. Peel, 
nderson, Miss, kery, Lester, Va. Pierce, 
Bankhead, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Richardson, 
Bland, Elliott, Martin, Tex. Rogers, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Forney, MeMillin, Rowland, 
Scheer ca Ky. Grimes, McRae, Sayers, 
Brown, J. B. Hare, Mills, Stewart, Ga. 
Buchanan, Va. Heard, Montgomery, Stewart, Tex, 
Carlton, Herbert, orse, Stone, Mo, 
Clements, Holman, Norton, Walker, Mo, 
Cobb, Kilgore, Oates, Wheeler, Ala, 
NOT VOTING—79, 
es, De Haven, Mudd, Taylor, Tenn, 
Beckwith, Dunphy, ute, Taylor, J. D. 
Biggs, Enk O’Neall, Ind. Thompson, 
Bliss, Evans, Owen, Ind, Tucker, 
Blount, Featherston, Paynter, Turner, Ga. 
Brosius, Fitch, ‘enington, ‘Turner, N. Y, 
Brower, Flood, Perry, Turpin, 
Browne, T. M. Gifford, Phelan, Venable, 
Butterworth, SEBER b Quackenbush, ad 
Caldwell Hemphill, dall, ara DATINA 
Campbell, Henderson,N.C. Randall, Pa. tson, 
Candler, Ga, opkins, Reilly, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cheat Knapp, Reyburn, itthorne, 
Cothran, Lansing, Rusk, Wickham, 
Covert, Lehlbach, Scranto: Wilber, 
Cowles, M: er, Skinner, Wiley, 
Culbertson, Pa. M yY, Smith, Il. Wilson, Ky. 
Dean McCormick, Stepbe cay Wa = ia 
n, mson, g 
Darlington, Moore, Tex. Stump, 
So the bill was passed. 
The following-named members were announced as paired on all polit. 
ical questions until further notice: 


Mr. WADE with Mr. Norton. 
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Mr. BLISS with Mr. CHIPMAN. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. MUDD with Mr, RUSK. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. Bunn. 

Mr. THompson with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. Perry. 

Mr, Brostus with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. CoTHRAN. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. COVERT. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. MCCLAMMY. 

Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. OATEs. 

Mr. FLooD with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. , 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr, RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. TURPIN. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 

Mr. CowLES with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, until April 1. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, until 
April 13, 

For this day: 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. CRAIG with Mr. BARNES. 

Mr. WriGut with Mr. DARGAN. 

For the restof this day: 

Mr. Josera D. TAYLOR with Mr, ENLOE. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. MOORE, of Texas. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. WASHINGTON, on this bill. If present, Mr. 
WATSON would vote for and Mr. WASHINGTON against it. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. PENINGTON, on this bill. Mr. DAR- 
LINGTON would vote for it. 

Mr. BLISS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman inhis seat and listening at the 
time his name was called ? 

Mr. BLISS. Having just returned to the city, Idid not get into the 
Hall until a moment or two after my name was called. Iask unani- 
mous consent that my vote may be recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not allowed under the rules to enter- 


tain the request. 
Mr. BLISS. If permitted to vote, I should vote ‘‘ ay.” 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can have the benefit of that state- 


ment in the RECORD. 

Mr. ROGERS. During the first roll-call I was temporarily absent 
from the Hall and did not answer to my name, though I understand 
the Clerk, by mistake, recorded meas voting. On the second roll-call 
I was in my seat, but my name was notcalled. I desire to be recorded 
as voting ‘‘no.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote is so recorded. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I was announced as paired with my colleague, 
Mr. Biss; but that pair applies only to political questions. On this 
question we both vote the same way. 

Mr. OATES. Iam paired on political questions with the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH], but not on this bill. erefore I 
have yoted. 

Mr. HOUK. My colleague, Mr. EVANS, is absent on account of sick- 
ness. If present, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. BREWER. It has been announced from the Clerk’s desk that 
I am paired with the gentleman from New York [Mr. Covert]. We 
were paired until last evening upon all political questions. I presume 
that on this question the gentleman from New York would vote ‘‘ay,’’ 
as I have voted. Therefore I allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. MASON. I ask unanimous consent that the recapitulation of 
the names be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pose; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ADMISSION OF WYOMING. 


Mr. BAKER. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
for the admission of Wyoming; and pending that motion I ask unani- 
— consent for the adoption of the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That Wednesday, March 26. immiediately after fhe: approval Lot tho 


Journal, be set apart for the consideration in the 
mission of Wyoming, and tbat unless previously ordered by the House the 
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previous question d ordered on proa eaae third reading, 
and final passage of the bill Poes p.m. of that day. » 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to this resolution. 

Mr. BAKER. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill in relation to the admission of Wyoming. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question was put, 

Several MEMBERS. The ayes seem to have it. 

The SPEAKER, The Chairisindoubt. [Langhter.] 

The House was counted; and there were—ayes 91, noes 94. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand tellers, 

thers were ordered; and Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. BAKER were ap- 

in 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 96, noes 101, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
94, nays 113, not voting 122; as follows: 


YEAS—4. 
Abbott, Crain, Lane, Peel, 
Alderson, Crisp, Lanham, Pierce, 
Andrew, Culberson, Tex. Lee, Price, 
Bank! A Cummings, Lester, Ga, Richardson, 
Barnes, Dockery, Lester, Va. 
Barwig, Edmunds, wis, Rowland, 
Bland Elliott, Maish, Sayers, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, Mansur, Ey, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fi Martin, Ind, Spinola, 
Brickner, Flower, Martin, Tex. 2 
Brooks! Forney, | McAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
Brunner, eissenhainer, McClellan, Stone, Mo, 
Buchanan, Va. Gibson, ‘eMillin, rsney, 
Buckalew, Grimes, ‘cRae, Tillman, 
Bullock, Hare Mills, Y, 
Bynum, Hatch, Montgomery, Walker, Mo, 
Carlisle, Hayes, organ, Wheeler, 
Catchings, Haynes, Mutchler, Wi 
Chipman, eard, Norton, Wik 
Clarke, Herbert, O'Fe A Wi 
Clements, Holman, O'Neil, Mass. Wi 
Clunie, Hooker, Outhwai Wilson, W. Va. 
Cobb, err, Pa. Owens, Ohio 
Cooper, Ind, Kilgore, Parrett, 
NAYS—113. 
Ada Co: Kennedy, Raines, 
Allen, Mich. Conger, Kerr, Iowa Ray, 
Anderson, Kans. Connell, Ke Reed, Iowa 
Arnold, Cooper, Ohio Kinsey, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Craig, Lacey, 
Atkinson, W.Va. C n, La Follette, Sanfo 
Baker, De Haven, Laws, Scull, 
Banks, Lind, Sherman, 
Bayne, Dolliver, Lodge, Simonds. 
Belden, Dorsey, Mason, Smith, W. Va, 
Belknap, Dunnell, McComas, Snider, 
n, Ewart, McCord, Spooner, 
Bingham, Farquhar, McKenna, Stewart, vt. 
iss, Finley, eKi A Stivers, 
thman, ick, iles, Stockbridge, 
Boutelle, k, Milliken, ble, 
wden, Gear, Moffitt, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, Moore, N. H. ‘ownsend, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, Morey, Townsend, Pa, 
naer, N.J. a m il, —— Kans, 
urrow:; ansbrough, orrow, andever, 
Barban.. Harmer, Morse, k Van Schaick, 
Cannon, Haugen, O'Donnell, Wallace, Mass, 
4 Henderson, Nl. Osborne, Williams, Ohio 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Wilson, Wash, 
Cheadle, Hermann, Peters, Yardley. 
Clark, Wis. Hitt, Pickler, 
well, Houk, Post, 
Coleman, Kelley, Pugsley, 
NOT VOTING—12. 
Allen, Miss. Dingley, Nute, Stone, Ky. 
Anderson, Miss. Dunphy, tes, Stump, 
Bartine, Enloe, O'Neall, Ind, Sweney, 
Beckwith, Evans, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, Ill. 
Biggs, Featherston, Owen, Ind, Taylor, J. D. 
Blan Fitch Paynter, Taylor, Tenn, 
Blount, Flood, Payson, Thomas, 
Boatner, Forman, Penington, Thompson, 
Brosius, Fowler, Perkins, Tucker, 
Brower, Funston, rry, ‘Turner, 
Brown, J. Gifford, Phelan, ‘Turner, N. Y. 
Browne, T. M. Goodnight, Quackenbush, Turpin, 
Bunn, G ige, uinn, Venable, 
Butterworth, Grou Randall, Mass, Wade, 
Caldwell, SOSE ill, Randall, Pa. Walker, Mass. 
Cam enderson, N, ©. Reilly, Wallace, N. Y, 
Candler, Reyburn, Washington, 
Candler, Hopkins, fe, Watson, 
Carlton, ` ny ler, Mich, 
Caruth, Laidlaw, Rockwell, Whitthorne, 
Cheatham, ng, Rusk, Wickham, 
Clancy, Lawler, Sawyer, Wilber, 
Cothran, Scranton, Wiley, 
Covert, 4 Shively, Willco: 
Cowles, McCarthy, Skinner, Wilson, Ky, 
Culbertson, Pa. McClammy, Smith, iL ilson, 
zell, McCormick, Sm X% ise, 

s is Stahinecker, Wright, 
Darlington, Moore, Tex. Stephenson, oder, 
Davidson, udd, Stewart, Tex. 

Dibble, Niedring e, 
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So the House refused to adjourn. 
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The SPEAKER. question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 


The 
During the roll-call the following additional pairs were announced | man from New York that the House resolve itself into Committee of 


until further notice: 

Mr THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr, BRIGGS. 

On this vote; 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 

Mr, ROCKWELL with Mr. McCreary. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. PENINGTON. 

Mr. CRAIG with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. Wa'rson with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr, DORSEY. I move, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 
names be di with, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lobject. 

Mr. HILL. Iwithdraw my vote, being paired with Mr. TUCKER 
on all political questions. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BAKER] that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering the bill for the admission of Wyoming. 

The question was put to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The ayesseem to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 76. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand tellers, 

PESE were ordered; and Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. BAKER were ap- 
po 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 74, noes 45. 

ur SPRINGER. I make the point of order that no quorum has 
voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair oyerrules the point of order. 

Mr. BAKER, I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The only point is that no quorum has voted. . 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point that there is no quorum present, as 
shown by the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I make the point of order that there is 
no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. That point the Chair will investigate. 

TheSP having counted the House, announced the presence of 
121 members, less than a quorum. 

Mr. BAKER, I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 78, 


noes 55. 
So a call of the House was ordered. 
. _ The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Darlington, Magner, Skinner, 
Alen iiss Davidson, Mason, Smith, 
Anderson, Miss. De Haven, McCarthy, Smyser, 
Bartine, Dibble, McClammy, Spinola, 
with, Dunphy, eComas, Si ecker, 
Belknap, Edmun McCormick, Stephenson, 
Biggs, Ellis, McRae, Stewart, Ga. 
sri re Enloe, Hues, mawak oon 
Janchard, vans, en, wart, Vt. 
ae nd peers Morio Stockdale, 
en, ea s ontgomery, Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fitch, Moore, Tex. ' Taylor, Il. 
Brewer, jood, Mudd, Taylor, Joseph D, 
Brosius, Forman, Ni haus, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brower, Fowler, Norton, Thomas, 
Brown, J.B. k, Nute, Thompson, 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, O’Neall, Ind, $ 
Bunn, Gifford, Owen, Ind. Y, 
Butterworth, Goodnight, yson, Tucker, 
Caldwell, Greenhalge, Penington, Turner, Ga. 
Carpha Grout, erkins, Turner, N, Y. 
Candler, Ga. all, Perry, Turpin 
Candler, Harmer, Phelan, Venable, 
Carlisle, Hatch, Quackenbush, ‘ade, 
Carlton, Hayn: uinn, Wallace, Mass, 
Caruth, Hem es, Wallace, N, Y, 
Catchings, Henderson, Iowa, Randali, Mass. Washirigton, 
Cheatham, Henderson, N.C. Randall, Pa. Watson, 
Clancy, Herbert, Y, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clark, Wis. Reilly, Whitthorne, 
Conger, H ns, Reyburn, Wi 
TE a aE oa 
per, O, napp, e, ey, 
Laida 3 Robertson, Wil š 
Covert, Lane, Rockwell, ae 
Cowles, Lanham, Rowell, Wilson, W. Va. 
n Rusk, ise, 
Culberson, Tex. Lawler, Sawyer, Wright, 
ene pany ¥ n, Yoder. 
zell Ww! ey, 
Lodge, Shively, 


The SPEAKER. The roll-call discloses the presence of 167 mem- 
bers, being more than a quorum. 
Propagat a iis I move to dispense with further proceedings under 
e 
The motion was agreed to. 


the Whole House on the state of the Union for a seat of consid- 
ering the bill for the admission of the Territory of Wyoming; and the 
tellers will resume their 

Mr. BAKER. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. < 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 93, nays 64, not vot- 
ing 172; as follows: 


YEAS—93, 
Adams. Craig, Kerr, Iowa Russell, 
Allen, Mich. Cutcheon, vy Sanford, 
Anderson, Kans, De Haven Ya Seull, 
Arnold, De Lano, La Follette, Sherman, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dingley, Ws, Simonds, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dolliver, Lind, Smith, W. Va. 
Baker, Dorsey, McComas, Snider, 
Banks, Dunnell, McCord Spooner, 
Bayne, Farquhar, McKenna, Stockbridge, 
Belden, Finley, McKinley, Struble, 
Bergen, Flick Moffitt, Sweney, 
Bliss, Funston, Moore, N. H, Taylor, E. B. 
Boothman, ear, Morey, Townsend, Colo, 
Boutelle, Gest, Morrill, Townsend, Pa, 
Buchanan, N, J, Grosvenor, Morrow, Turner, Kans, 
Burrows, Hall, Morse, Vandever, 
Burton, Hansbrough, Osborne, ‘an Schaick, 
Cannon, Haugen, Payne, Walker, Mass, 
Carter, Hayes, Peters, Williams, Ohio 
Caswell, Henderson, lll. Pickler, Wilson, Wash. 
Sesan Mo po. : Yardley. 
well, ouk, ey, 
Ses: Kelley, Reed, lowa 
Comstock, Kennedy, Rockwell, 
NAYS—i. 
Alderson, Cobb, Lester, Va. Peel, 
Andrew, Cooper, Ind. Lewis, Pierce, 
Barnes, Cummings, Maish, Price, 
Bland, Dockery, Martin, Ind. Rowland, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, Martin, Tex. Sayers, 
reckinridge, Ky. Fithian, McAdoo, Springer, 
Brickner, wer, MoCiellan, Stone, Ky. 
Brookshire, Forney, N Stone, Mo. 
Brunner, Geisse A McMillin, Tarsney, 
uchanan, Va. Grimes, Morgan, Walker, Mo. 
Buckalew, ý Mutchler, Washington, 
Bullock, Heard, O’Ferrall, Wheeler, Ala. 
Chipman, Holman, O'Neil, Mass. Whiting, 
Clarke, Ala, Hooker, Outhwaite, Wike, 
Clements, Kerr, Pa. Owens, Ohio Williams, Ill, 
Clunie, er, Ga. Parrett, Wilson, Mo. 
NOT VOTING—172. 
Abbott Culbertson, Pa. Lodge, Scranton, 
Allen, Miss. b Magner, Seney, 
Anderson, Miss, š Mansur, Shively, 
Bankhead, Darlington, Mason, Skinn 
Bartine, v McCarthy, Smith, UI. 
Barwig, Dibble, McClammy, Smsyer, 
Beckwith, Dunphy. McCormick, Spinola, 
Belknap, Edmunds, McRae, Stahinecker, 
Betta,  Eie niet R 
ing! ott, iken, wart, 
Blanchard, Evans, Mills, Stewart, Tex 
lount, wart, ontgomery, tewart, Vt. 
ner, Featherston, Moore, Tex. Stivers, 
Bowden, itch Mudd, Stockdale, 
Brewer, Flood, Niedringhaus, Stump, 
Brosius, Forman, Norton, Taylor, I. 
wer, Fowler, Nute, Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, J. B. nk, Oates, Taylor, Tenn. 
Browne, T, M. Gibson, O’ Donnell, Thomas, 
Browne, Va. Gifford, O' Neall, Ind Thompson, 
Bunn, ht, O'Neill, Pa, Tillman, 
Butterworth, Greeshalge, Owen, Ind. Tracey, 
Bynum, Grout, Paynter, Tucker, 
Caldwell, Harmer, Payson, Turner, Ga. 
ip Penington, Turner, N. Y. 
Candier, Ga. Haynes, Perkins, Turpin, 
Candler, Mass. Hemphill, Perry, Venable, 
Carlisle, Henderson, Iowa Phelan, Wade, 
Carlton, Henderson, N. ©, Quackenbush, Wallace, M 
Caruth, Herbert, Quinn, Wallace, N. Y. 
Catchings, Hermann, Raines, Watson, 
Cheatham, Hill, Randall, Mass, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clancy, Hopkins, Randal, Pa, Whitthorne, 
Clark, Wis. etcham, Ray, Wickham, 
Conger, Kilgore, Reilly, Wilber, 
Connell, Knapp, Reyburn, ley, 
Cooper, Ohio Laidlaw, 4 Wilkinson, 
ran, Lane, Rife, Willcox, 
Covert, Lanham, Robertson, Wilson, Ky, 
Cowles, Lansing, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crain, Lawler, Rowell, 
Crisp, Lee, usk, Wright, 
Culberson, Tex. Lehibach, Sawyer, Yoder. 


No quorum voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of the 
as BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. COGSWELL with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. LANHAM. 

Mr. LODGE with Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. Mason with Mr. MCRAE. À 

The following were announced as bein on this vote: 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. ROBERTSON. 
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Mr. CARUTH with Mr, BLANCHARD. 

Mr. CARLTON with Mr. YODER. 

On motion of Mr. BAKER, by unanimous consent, the recapitula- 
tion of the vote was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the'point that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. BAKER. I move that the House adjourn. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 525) to es- 
tablish two additional land offices in the State of Montana; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

And then the motion of Mr. BAKER was agreed to; and accordingly (at 
5 o'clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


TRANSFER OF PENSION BUREAU TO WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Letter from the Secretary of War, replying to the resolution of the 
House of Representatives requesting that the Secretary of War and the 
Secretary of the Interior inform the House what saving of public ex- 
penditure, if any, can be made by transferring the Bureau of Pensions 
to the War Department—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN INDIAN AGENTS. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs setting forth the claims 
of certain Indian agents for pay for a part of their terms of service, 
heretofore suspended by the accounting officers of the De- 
partment in the settlement of their accounts, together with a draught of 
a bill for their relief—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 73) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and wife, of Ore- 
gon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 231) for the relief of Robert H. Montgomery—to the Com- 
mittee Leah Claims. ; fe 

A bill (8. 393) for the relief of Aquilla Jones, late postmaster at In- 
dianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 462) making an appropriation for the construction ofa light- 
house and steam fog-signal on St. Mary’s Island, Alaska—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 555) for the relief of James W. Harvey as assignee of 
Joseph Parkins—to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (5. 724) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United 
States steamer Tallapoosa—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 762) granting a pension to Jeremiah White—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 763) granting a pension to Martha F. Webster—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 773) granting a pension to James E. Kabler—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (5. 840) granting an increase of pension to Levi Moser—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

A bill (S. 877) for the relief of Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs—to the Commit- 

» tee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 884) to incorporate the King Theological Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 897) to establish a port of delivery at Sioux City, Iowa— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1034) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of the 
estate of James L. Day, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1047) granting a pension to Mary Murphy—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, : 

A bill (S. 1082) granting a pension to Frederick Kidwiler—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1151) granting a pension to Robert Foss—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8.1152) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1154) to increase the pension of James Johnson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1247) granting a pension to Michael Shong—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1256) granting a pension to James A. Myers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1264) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
San Diego, Cal.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


' A bill (S. 1269) granting a pension to James M. McKinney—to the 
Aommittee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (8. 1350) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Charles G. Sawtelle, dep- 
uty quartermaster-general United States Army—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


A bill (8. 1502) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1548) to provide for the purchase of asite and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Taunton, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


A bill (S. 1616) for the relief of Charles Adams—to the Committee 


on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1685) granting restoration of pension to Sarah A. Wood- 
bridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2068) placing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pen- 
sion-roils—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2076) granting an increase of pension to John E. Walton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 2103) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Seyfforth— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2245) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Adelaide H. 
Woodall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. l 

A bill (8. 2262) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 2285) granting a pension to Hannah Leo—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 2369) granting an increase of pension to OsearS. Collins—to ` 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2389) granting an increase of pension to Robert H. Milroy, 
major-general, United States Volunteers—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (S. 2412) for the relief of Joseph W.Carmack—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 2415) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the 
Mississippi and Louisiana Bridge and Railroad Company, of Natchez, 
Miss. , to construct a bridge over the Mississippi Riverat ornear Natchez, 
Miss.,’’ approved July 19, 1888—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2451) granting a pension to Juliet Opie H. Ayers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2481) to improve the marine hospital at Vineyard Haven, 
Mass.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


A bill (S. 2531) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin T. 


Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2598) increasing the pension of Walter P, Harrison—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2611) granting a pension to James Anderson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2618) to confirm to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., certain lands 
occupied for school purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
hee bill (S. 2634) for the relief of T. A. Kendig—to the Committee on 

ms. 

A bill (S. 2835) to amend an act approved March 3, 1887, entitled 
“An act to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of the Revised Statutes, and 
making Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, a port of entry, in place 
of Middletown—to the Committee on Commerce, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXI, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 


By Mr. RUSSELL: - 
Resolved by the House of Rep: (the Senate concu: ), That the Report of 
the Commissioner of 


h and Fisheries for oe er, 1888 poms; and that 
there be printed 12,500 extra gs pore of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 2,500 for the use of the 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, and 1,000 for sale by the Public Printer, 
the illustrations to be obtained by the Public Printer under the direction of the 
Joint Committee on Printing; 


to the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. BAKER: 

Resolved, That Wednesday, March 26, immediately after the of the 
Journal, be set apart for the consideration in the House of the for the ad- 
mission of bide oa aa that unless previously ordered by the House the pre- 
vious question shall be deemed ordered on the engrossment, third reading, and 
final passage of the billat4o’clock p. m. of that day; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, from the Committee on Agriculture, re- 
ported with amendment the bill (H. R. 282) transferring the weather 
service of the United States Signal Service Bureau to the Department 
of Agriculture—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, favora- 
bly the bill (S. 1738) to authorize the construction of a railroad b: 
across the Missouri River, in the county of Monona, in the State of 
eit aa in the county of Burt, in theState of Nebraska—to the House 
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Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 5966) to provide for 
an additional associate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of 
Sond Mexico—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

D. 

Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3936) to amend section 9 of *‘ An act mak- 
ing appropriations for expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with yarious Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,’? approved March 3, 1885—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to 
the House Calendar: 

A bill (S. 2323) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Arkansas River at or near Pendleton, Desha County, Arkansas; and 

A bill (S. 2324) to authorize the building of a bridge across the White 
River, Arkansas, by the Mississippi and Little Rock Railway Company. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Pensions,reported 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 823) granting pensions to the survivors 
of the Indian wars—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 7989) to promote the administration 
of justice in the Army—to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 
8201) to amend the Articles of War relative to the punishment on con- 
yiction by courts-martial—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 6421) to extend to Tampa, Fla., the privilege of 
Ps ne iy transportation of unappraised merchandise—to the House 

endar. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 128) construing 
ep) act of March 2, 1889, making appropriations for the office of 

Assistant Postmaster-General—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 1335) for the relief of Robert H. Montgomery— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, reported favorably the bill (S. 2501) to provide for an American 
register for a steamer to be San Benito, owned by a corporation 
of the State of California—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Vi from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported favorably the bill (S. 2483) increasing the salary of the Super- 
vising eral of the Marine-Hospital Service—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8194) to amend section 1 of an act granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, reported, asa sub- 
stitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 8593) to amend section 1 of an act grant- 
ing pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Jonathan Hayes—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 1324) to clear the military record of 
J. George Ruckstuhl—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8394) to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the 
Statutes at Large of the United States—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. R LL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8235) to prevent desertions from the Army, 
and for other purposes—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
- reported with amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 14) authorizing 
the use and improvement of Castle Island, in Boston Harbor—to the 
House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
bill (H. R. 644) for the construction of a macadam road from the city 
of Salisbury, N. C., to the national cemetery near that place—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. FRANK (by request): A bill (H. R. 8585) for the relief of 
soldiers and sailors of the late war who have so far received no bounty— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request): A bill (H. R. 8586) for the relief of soldiers and 
sailors of the late war dependent for their support upon others—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PAYSON: A bill = R. 8587) to regulate the granting of 
leases and the distribution of hot water and collection of rents for the 
same at Hot EIEN ae the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FARQU. : A bill (H. R. 8588) to amend section 4178, 
Revised Statutes, providing for the marking of vessels’ names at bow 
and stern—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 8589) to amend sections 4783 and 5486 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (by request of Mr. REED, of Maine): A bill 
(H. R. 8590) to authorize the Secretary of War to convey to school dis- 
trict No. 12, of Kittery, Me., a certain portion of the military reserva- 
tion of Fort McClary, Me., for school purposes, in exchange for other 
lands within the limits of said reservation—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: A bill (H. R. 8591) to extend the jurisdiction 
of the Court of Claims to all claims for the use by the Government of 
patents granted by the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 8592) to equalize taxation and 
impose a graduated income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
8594) to authorize the extension of the Columbia Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: > 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8595) for the relief of William 
Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 8596) granting a pension to Charles 
L. Crick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8597) for the relief of 
Squire West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 8598) to inerease the pension of 
Louisa A. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 8599) for the relief of William F. 
Hunter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8600) increasing the pension of William T, 
Rhodes, late of Company K, Twelfth Regiment United States Infantry, 
in war with Mexico—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8601) for the relief of R. M. Sanderson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8602) granting a pension to John M. Sims—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 8603) granting a pension to Cath- 
erine Sattle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 8604) granting a pension to Maria 
Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANSING: A bill (H. R. 8605) toamend the military record 
of James P. Kirby, Company D, Ninety-fourth Regiment New York 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Mili Affairs, 

By Mr. LEE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8606) making appropriation 
for payment of a claim found by the Court of Claims to be due to the 
estate of Anthony R. Fraser, deceased, late of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 8607) forthe relief of Annie E. Bird— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8608) granting a 
pension to Edwin T. Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 8609) for the relief of Eli Bailey— 
By Me. PICKER: A bill (E. R. 8610) granting a pension to M 

y Mr. * i 2 R; gran a ion to Mattie 
M. Johnson—to the Committee on erat Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8611) for the relief of Hugh S. McCormack—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 8612) for the relief of Christian 
Mornhinveg, sr., of Opelousas, St. Landry Parish, State of Louisiana— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 8613) for the relief of the Reformed 
Church, of Sharpsburgh, Washington County, and State of Maryland— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 8614) for the relief of John Thomp- 
son alias Dennis Stockwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNIDER: A bill (H. R. 8615) for the relief of John Schurch— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8616) for the relief of Eli Small, late assistant 
surgeon One hundred and fifty-second New York Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: A bill (H. R. 8617) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jonas Carlson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8618) granting an increase of pension to Nehemiah 
Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8619) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
A. Rhobottom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8620) granting a pension to Thaddeus H. Wil- 
cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STIVERS: A bill (H. R. 8621) to reimburse John Waller, 
former ter at Monticello, N. Y., for moneys expended in carry- 
ing the mail—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8622) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Tabitha Hankins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8623) for the relief of James Henry Mastin and 
Mrs. Mary E. Mastin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8624) for the re- 
lief of the estate of George Phoenix, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8625) granting a pension to Mary 
G. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCORD: A bill (H. R. 8626) granting a pension to R. H. 
Ackerman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8627) granting a pension to Frank Sherrin, jr.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (H. R. 4174) for the relief of D. W. Boutwell—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
A bill (H. R. 5587) for the relief of James A. Rice—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 


rs. 
Abill (H. R.'7784) for the relief of Agnes and Maria De Leon—Com- 
zine on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
ms, 
A bill (H. R. 8091) for the relief of A. J. Sampson—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of*Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr, ATKINSON, of West Virginia: Petition of citizens of Wells- 
burgh, W. Va., relating to employment only of American citizens on 
Government works—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of the Bricklayers’ Union of Cleveland, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of William 
Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAREY: Memorial of the Eleventh Legislative Assembly 
of Wyoming Territory, praying that certain lands in Wyoming Ter- 
vay po sold to the settlers thereon—to the Committee on Publie 


By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union No. 
9, Detroit, Mich., against alien labor or. public works—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: Petition of John C. Londreau, on claim—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. k 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union of Des 
Moines, Iowa, in favor of the employment of citizens in preference to 
aliens in the construction of public works—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, joint resolution of Iowa islature, asking for pension legis- 
lation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petitions of Muskegon, Mich., No. 5, and 
Manistee, Mich., No. 8, subordinate unions, Bricklayers and Masons’ 
International Union, with reference to the employment of aliens upon 
Government works—to the Committee on Labor, 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of the farmers of Broome County, State 
of New York, asking protection to barley, potatoes, and numerous other 
farm products—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition from citizens of Kearney, Nebr., 
that only citizens of the United States be employed on public works— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition from citizensof Nebraska, against Windom bill, against 
issuing bonds as a basis for banking, for free coinage of silver supple- 
mented by United States notes, for Government supervision of banks— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of citizens of Nebraska, protesting against passage of 
Union Pacific Railway funding bill—to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 

Also, remonstrance of citizens of Nebraska, against passage of Win- 
dom silver bill—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FLOWER: Petition of board of aldermen of New York, in 
regard to Bedloe’s Island and Harlem River improvement—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition for improvement of South 
Shrewsbury River, Monmouth County, New Jersey—to the Committee 
on Rivers and bors. 


Also, petition asking a survey of Shark River, New Jersey—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of J. N. Deal and 104 others, farmers of Collin 
County, Texas, against taxing compound lard, as proposed in Conger 
bill, H. R. No. 283—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of the Sixth district of Mis- 
souri, in favor of the passage of bill H. R. 3863, proposing an increase 
in pay of letter-carriers—to the Committee onthe Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions of Widewake Alliance 
of Farmers, Butler County, Iowa, favoring the Butterworth bill against 
gambling in farm produce—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. A. Jones and others, of Black Hawk County, 
Towa, and vicinity, praying for the reduction of duties on certain arti- 
cles therein named—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Oregon, for passage of 
the bill increasing the maximum pay of letter-carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-loads. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Colona Lodge, F. M. B. A., of Wood- 
son County, Kansas, asking for the of a service- on bill 
and for free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Saline County Farmers’ Alliance, State of Kansas, 
asking for abolition of national banks, issuing of more paper currency, 
free coinage of silver, for the issuing of fractional currency, for a law 
preventing the dealing in futures of agricultural products—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of 114 soldiers and citizens of Woodson County, Kan- 
sas, asking for the passage of the Ingalls-Cheadle service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Montezuma Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, favoring a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Graham and 33 others, of Davis County, 
Iowa, asking that twine binding and the material therefor be put on 
the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LANSING: Petition of citizens of Ogdensburgh, in relation 
to foreigners working upon public works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Resolutions of the city council of Little Rock, Ark,, 
relative to the deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. MORRILL: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance, Atchison 
County, Kansas—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of George W. Chase and 142 others, asking for service 
pension —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of citizens of San Diego County, Cali- 
fornia, praying for the repayment to entrymen of the excess of $1.25 
per acre on cash entries and 3 per cent. commission on a like amount 

aie them on homestead entries—to the Committee on the Public 

n 

Also, resolution from the Board of Trade of San Francisco, in oppo- 
sition to the passage of the Torry bankrupt bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the California Fruit Union, praying for an increased 
duty on prunes and protesting against a reduction of the duties on 
raisins, nuts, and oliye NEn the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry postal clerks employed on railroad lines'cen- 
tering in San Francisco, Cal., favoring the passage of H. R. 6459, rela- 
tive to the reclassification and fixing of their salaries, and protesting 
against what is known as the Bingham bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution from the North American Turnerbund of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., protesting against Pio paseo of any bill designed to mate- 
rially change the present national lawson immigration and naturaliza- 
tion—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DONNELL: Petition from 89 farmers of Branch County, 
Michigan, asking the passage of a law directing the Secretary of 
Treasury to pay a bounty for the export of flour by the barrel in Amer- 
ican yessels—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of Mary Lewis, formerly widow of J. 
H. Meadows, Company E, Fortieth Kentucky Volunteers, for pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Preamble and resolutions from the Cigar-Makers’ 
Union No. 134, of La Porte, Ind., in favor of legislation extending 
the eight-hour system to all forms of Government contracts, as well as 
per diem work—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SMYSER; Petition of citizens of Ohio, against alien labor on 
public works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions passed by Maple Grove Alliance, 
Monona County, Iowa, urging the passage of the bill H. R. No. 5383, 
defining options and futures, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of West Silver Alliance, Cherokee County, Iowa, for 
same measure—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions by Meadow Alliance, 833, Spencer, Iowa, for same 
measure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also (by ere memorial of William C. Hazeldine and others, cit- 
izens of the tory of New Mexico, praying the admission of said 
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Territory, and constitution submitted with the memorial—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. ` 

By Mr. SWENEY: Resolutions of Charles J. Pixley Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Rockford, Iowa, favoring a service pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, resolutions of Reynolds Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
HAR, Towa, in fayor of a service pension—to the Committee on In- 

Pensio 

Also, resolution of Brush Creek Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 

Iowa, in favor of a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petitions of Subordinate Union 
No. 4, of Colorado Springs, Colo,, of the Bricklayersand Masons’ Inter- 
national Union of America, and of Subordinate Union No. 3, Pueblo, 
Colo., same international union, for the eraploymentof citizens of the 
United States on Government works whether let by contract or other- 
wise—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania (by request): Petition of cit- 
izens of Pennsylvania, against alien labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of the Subordinate Union No. 8, Cohoes, 
N. Y., Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of Mobile Cotton Exchange, 
praying that Congress will not enact a bill taxing lard which contains 
cotton-seed oil—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Memphis Cotton Exchange, for same purpose—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. - 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Papers in case of T. J. Rice, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Memorial from Legislature of State 
of Washington, in relation to Puyallup Indian reservation—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 26, 1890, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the provisions of existing law, the 
Chair appoints the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ] and the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] as members of the Board of Visit- 
ors to attend the annual examination of cadets at West Point. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the Monthly Meeting of 


Fri of Dover, Ohio, numbering 352 adult persons, remonstrating 
against expenditures for the Navy and coast defenses; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Afairs. 


, Mr. MoMILLAN presented a petition of the Farmers and Bee-Keep- 
ers’ Association of Hesperia, Newaygo County, Michigan, praying for 
the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

He also presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 5 of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Muske- 
gon, Mich.; a petition of Subordinate Union No. 9 of the Bricklayers 
and Masons’ International Union of America, of Detroit, Mich.; a pe- 
tition of Subordinate Union No. 8 of the Bricklayers and Masons’ In- 
ternational Union of America, of Manistee, Mich. ; a petition of Subor- 
dinate Union No. 2 of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International 
Union of America, of Detroit, Mich.; and a petition of Subordinate 
Union No. 6 of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of 
America, of w, Mich., praying for the employment of none but 
citizens of the United States on Government buildings, etc.; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 474 citizens of the State of Michigan, 
praying for a national Sunday-rest law, etc.; which was referred to the 

mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. VANCE presented a memorial of the Holly Spring Monthly 
Meeting of Friends, in Randolph County, North Carolina, remonstrat- 
ing against appropriations of money for the Navy and coast defenses; 

which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of George Elston, of Elston, Mo., 

se for the repeal of the tax on sugar of all grades above and below 

o. 13, Dutch standard; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance, 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of 36 citizens of Wheeler County, 
Texas, praying for the free co of silver, like gold; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. STEWART presented a petition of 30 members of the Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union No, 714, of Shelby County, Missouri, praying for 
the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

He also presented 34 petitions signed by 1,038 members of the Farm- 


ers’ Alliance, citizens of Nebraska, praying for the free coinage of sil- 
ver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S, 1258) for the relief of Charles Murphy, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr, WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1028) for the relief of William Bushby, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 405) for the relief of James A. Terrell, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2017) to increase the pension of Henry H. Penrod, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5965) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treas- 
ury Department, to report it without amendment. ‘This is the bill 
commonly known as the Fourth of July claims bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1618) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of Frederick A. Schmidt, administrator of Thomas H. Yeat- 
man, late of Cincinnati, Ohio, deceased, praying payment of claim for 
war supplies, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 
to; and the committee were discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition. 

Mr. DAVIS, from th: Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 4865) granting a pension to Carrie B. Wirtz, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2832) granting a pension to Sarah McTavey, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Infflian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2695) in relation to a farm for the Indian train- 
ing school at Pierre, 8. Dak., reported it without amendment, 


MEAT EXPORTATION AND INSPECTION, ETC. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report an amendment to an amendment of what is commonly 
called the meat-inspection bill, being the bill (S. 2594) providing for 
the inspection of meats, etc. Iask that the amendment to the amend- 
ment be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment to the amendment may 
be read, so that it will go into the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The proposed amendment will be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a substitute for the first section and is made 
to conform to the desires and requests of a committee that appeared 
before the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to substitute for section 1 of the 
amended bill: 

Be it enacted by the Sonate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of Agriculture may cause to 
be made a careful inspection of salted pork and bacon intended for expor- 
tation with a view to determining whether the same is wholesome, sound, and 
fit for human food whenever the laws, regulations, or orders of the government of 
any foreign country to which such pork or bacon is to be expo shall require 
inspection thereof relating tothe importation thereof into such country; and 
also whenever any buyer, seller, or exporterof such meats intended for exporta- 
tion shall request the inspection thereof, 

Such ins ion shall be made at the place where such meats are ked or 
boxed, and each package of such meats so inspected shall bear the marks, 
stamps, or other device for identification provided for in the last clause of this 
section: Provided, That an inspection of such meats may also be made at the 
place of exportation if an ins ion has not been made at the place of ing, 
orif,in the opinion of the ry of Agriculture, a reinspection mes 
necessary. One copy of any certificate issued by any such inspector shall bo 
filed in the Department of Agriculture; another copy shall be attached to the 
invoice of each separate shipment of such meat, and a third copy shall be de- 
livered to the consignor or shipper of such meat as evidence that pack: of 
salted pork and bacon have been inspected in accordance with the provisions 
of this act and found to be wholesome, sound, and fit for human fi ; and for 
the identification of the same such marks, stamps, or other devices as the Seo- 
retary of Agriculture may by regulation prescribe shall be affixed to each of 
such packages, 

Aue person who shall forge, counterfeit, or knowingly and wrongfully alter, 
deface, or destroy any of the marks, stamps, or other devices provided for in this 
section on any package of any such meats, or who shall forge, counterfeit, or 
knowingly and wrongfully alter,deface, or destroy any certificate in reference to 
meats provided for in this section shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or 
imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments, in the dis- 
cretion of the court. 


Mr, SHERMAN. This amendment is intended to meet the objec- 
tions made by the kers and dealers in ae and I believe covers 
ce aad the objections they made. At least, so the committee in- 
tend 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be printed and placed 
upon the Calendar to accompany the bill. 
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PRINTING OF 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to ask for an order to print certain documents from the Depart- 
ment of State in relation to certain Mexican territory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

ELLIS ISLAND, NEW YORK HARBOR. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 46) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to remove the naval magazine from El- 
lis Island, in New York Harbor, and to purchase a site and erect a na- 
val magazine at some other point, to report it with amendments. I 
am directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs to ask for the immedi- 
ate consideration of the joint resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment reported by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 1, the committee report to 
fill the blank by inserting the words ‘‘ seventy-five thousand;’’ so as 
to make the section read: 

That the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be found necessary, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to purchase, or to obtain by condemnation, a siig, for, 
and for the erection of, à naval magazine; and that the Secretary of the N: avy 
shall select a site at a safe distance from populous cities and from the shipping 
of the harbor of New York. 

The amendment was ngreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee also report an amendment 
to strike out the preamble, which will be considered ata laterstage, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to add to section 2 the following: 

And the further sum of $75,000, or so much thereof ss may be necessary, is 

Serer approp to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to improve said 
d for immigration purposes. 

ate McPHERSON., I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engressedl fora third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended soas to read: ‘‘A joint resolution authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to remove the naval magazine from Ellis 
Island, in New York Harbor, and to purchase a site and erect a naval 
magazine at some other poiat, and for other purposes,” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Naval Affairs report 
as an amendment to strike out the preamble. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer a resolution as a matter of privilege, and 
ask for its present consideration if there is no objection. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Ordered, That on and after Monday next, March 31, the daily sessions of the 
Senate shall commence at 11 o'clock a. m. until otherwise ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Let it go over, Mr. President. 

x The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution will 
ie over. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 3271) to enable the Secretary of 
the Interior to carry out in part the provisions of ‘‘An act to divide a 
portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota 
into separate reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of the In- 
dian title to the remainder, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 
2, 1889, and making appropriations for the same, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3272) for removal 
of e of desertion from Alfred Lane; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 3273) for the relief of Frank M. 
Allen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3274) for the relief of James Ballard; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3275) for the relief of John William 
Cable; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3276) for the relief of Thomas W. Thomp- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Com. 
mittee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. CHANDLER fotodneed a bill (S. 3277) to define the route of 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

ttee on the District of Columbia, 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3278) to amend section 416 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relative to the establishment of the 
Department of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Afigirs. 


REPRINT OF SUNDAY-REST BILL. 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 
pi leges 
E Krai ne eerd oy iy Aden) vid egret Papel as piriy ia day tobe eee 
be reprinted for the use of the Senate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate for the printing of the annual report of the health 
officer of the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
8393) to provide for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of the 
discovery of America by Christopher Columbus by holding an interna- 
tional exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the products of 
the soil, mine, and sea in the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois; 
jn which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R.525) to establish two additional land offices in 
the State of Montana; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Presi- 
dent. 

TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, the Calendar will be taken up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the unfinished business, being the bill (S, 1) to declare un- 
lawful trusts and combinations in restraint of trade and production. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. HARRIS. Before proceeding with the unfinished business, I 
should be glad, if it suits the convenience of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, that we could fix some hour of such day as may be con- 
venient to him to dispose of his motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the educational bill failed of a third reading. .Would it suit the con- 
venience of the Senator to name a day ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not now able to indicate a time to the Senator, 
but I shall conveniently call up that motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senate ought to know in advance the 
time at which it will come up. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator that it will not be called up 
without ample notice to the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I call the attention of the Senator from Tennessee 
to the fact that the pending question is on the motion that I made to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. So I understand. 

Mr. INGALLS. Therefore, I suppose that properly gpeaklog the 
interrogatory should be addressed to me and I should be inquired of 
when it would suit my convenience tocall up the motion to lay on the 
table. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itaffords me a great deal of pleasure, then, to ask 
the Senator from Kansas what hour of what early day will suit his 
convenience. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ishould be very glad to have the motion taken up 
now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be very glad to have it taken up now or at 
the earliest day possible. 

TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations in 
restraint of trade and production. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are one or two verbal amendments that I 
should like to have made. They are made necessary by the amend- 
ments toyesterday. In line 4 of the first section of the reprinted 
bill I move to Tirike out the word ‘‘citizens™ and insert the word 
a persons, n” 

The amendment was agrecd to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In line 15 of the first section I move to strike 
out the word ‘‘citizens’’ and insert the word ‘‘persons.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is an amendment prepared by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] to come in on line 26. If he is ready 
to offer it now, I should be very glad to have it presented. 

Mr. SPOONER. | I offer the erences which I send to the desk to 
come in after the word ‘‘ execution ” in line 26 of section 1. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is that an amendment of substance? 

Mr. SPOONER, I think it is. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator will allow mea few moments, I wish 
to offer certain amendments which are rendered n by the 


change in the enumeration of the sections, On pags fer tharopriatod 


‘ 
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bill, in line 7 of section 6, I move to strike out the word “‘three’’ and 
insert the word ‘‘ eight;’’ so as to read: 

In section 8 of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. In section 7, line 4, I move to strike out the word 
“three” and insert the word ‘‘eight;’’ so as to read: 

In section $ of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, INGALLS. Insection 9, line 9, I move to strike out the word 
“three” and insert the word ‘‘eight;’’ so as to read: 

In section 8 of this act. 

‘The amendment was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. In section 9, line 12, I move to strike out the word 
tone” and insert the word ‘‘six;’’ so as to read: 

As defined by section 6 of this act, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. INGALLS. In section 9, line 14, I move to strike out the word 
“two” and insert the word ‘‘seven;’’ so as to read: 

As defined in section 7 of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. In section 13, line 19, I move to strike out the word 
“three” and to insert the word ‘‘eight;’’ so as to read: 

Any of the other articles mentioned in section 8 of this act. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. In section 14, line 8, I move to strike ont the word 
* four,” after ‘‘section,’’ and insert the word ‘‘nine;’’ so as to read: 

Being liable for the amounts prescribed in section 9 of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. INGALLS. In section 14, line 12, after the word ‘‘section,’’ 
Imove to strike out the word ‘‘eight’’ and insert the word ‘‘thirteen;’’ 
so as to read: 

A false or fraudulent return or report required by section 13 of this act, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Idesire to have two verbal amendments made. In 
section 3, line 3, I move to change the word ‘‘employed’’ to the word 
“en » J think that is a more appropriate word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 3, itis proposed to strike ont 
the word ‘‘employed ’’ and to insert the word ‘‘ engaged;”’ soas to read: 

a i of any trast engaged in any business carried on with any foreign 
coun! . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. In section 3, line 7, I move to strike out the word 
* employed ” and to insert the word ‘‘ engaged; so as to read: 

Corporation, company, or person engaged in any such business, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Does that conclude the amendments? 

Mr. SHERMAN, No; there is another amendment to be offered by 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is an amendment, and there is also 
an amendment to an amendment pending now. Yesterday the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] offered an amendment, to which the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] proposed an amendment, 
The amendment and the amendment to the amendment will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. I will withdraw the amendment to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetis to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Nevada is withdrawn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Nevada be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment, offered by the 
Senator from Nevada, will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, section 1, line 17, of the reprinted 
bill, after the word ‘‘articles,’’ insert the words ‘‘or of the value of 
money by which such cost may be advanced or reduced;’’ so as to read: 

And all arrangements, trusts, or combinations between such persons or cor- 
porations made with a view or which tend to advance the cost to the consumer 
of any such articles, or of the value of money by which such cost may be ad- 
ce pana a reduced, are hereby declared to be against public policy, unlawful, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now the Senator from Wisconsin can offer his 
amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER, I offer now the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in after the word ‘‘ execution,” in the twenty-sixth line 
of section one of the reprint. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK, In section one, line 26, of the reprinted bill, 
after the word ‘‘execution,’’ insert: 

And whenever in any 
the name of the Uni 
declared 


be served anywhere within the jurisdiction of the United States, prohibiting 
and restraining the defendants or any thereof, or their or any of servants, 
et or attorneys, from proceeding further in the business of said arrange- 
ment, trust, or 
disobedience of any such writ of injunction or other proper process, mandatory 
or otherwise, issued in any such cause, it shall be lawful for said court to issue 
writs of attachment, running and to be served anywhere within the United 


States, against the defendants or any thereof, and against their or any of their 
agents, attorneys, or servants, of whatever name or office, disobe said in- 
junction or other process; and the court may, if it shall think fit, in addition to 


fine or imprisonment for contempt, make an order directing any such defend- 
ants disobeying such writ of injunction or other process to pay such sum of 
money, not exceeding $1,000, for every day after a date to be named in such 
order that such defendant or defendants or their or any of their agents, attor- 
neys, or servants as aforesaid shall refuse or neglect to obey such injunction or 
other process; and such money shall be paid into court, and may be paid in 
whole or in part to the party or parties upon whose complaint said action was 
stituted, or into the Treasury of the United States, as the court shall direct, 
ndin any action brought by the United States under the provisions of this 
act the Attorney-General may bring the action in any district in which any one 
of the parties defendant des or transacts business, and any other parties, 
corporate or otherwise, may, less of residence or location of business, be 
brought into court in said action, in the manner provided by section 738 of the 
Revised Statutes, and the court shall thereupon have jurisdiction of the de- 
fendant or defendants so brought in, as fully to all intents and purposes as if 
they had appeared in said action, __ 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I offer this amendment to cure wha 
seems to me to bea very great defect in the bill. Most if not all of the 
combinations, however they may be called, aimed at by the bill, are 
detrimental to the publicinterest, I think of them all it will be 
that two of them, whose ramifications extend throughout the whole 
country and who directly affect the people generally in the country, 
the sugar trust and what is called the beef combine, are infamous in 
their oppression, the sugar trust dealing with an article which goes 
into the daily consumption of the people, which goes into every house, 
to every family. believe 52 pounds = year per capita are used by 
the people of the United States. The object of this trust is to keep up 
to consumers the price of sugar. The beef combine, with which the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has been endeavoring to deal, has 
been so successful as to maintain at the war rate the price of beef to 
consumers throughont the United States, and to depress it among those, 
the farmers and others, who raise cattle, so as to render that industry 
no longer a profitable on f 

The sugar trustis made up, as I understand it, of seventeen different 
corporations, some of them citizens of different States. Manifestly to 
deal efficiently with a trust or combination of that character if must be 
possible to bring into one action, into one court, the essential parti 
defendant.] One of the a: 
favor of this bill was that there might be under its provisions such a 
concentration of defendants; but as the law stands to-day there could 
be none, and I desire to call the attention of the Senate for a moment 


tion 737 provides: 

Sec. 737. When there are several defendants in any suit at law or in equity, 
and one or more of them are neither inhabitants of nor found within the dis- | 
trict in which the suit is brought, and do not voluntarily appear, the court may | 
entertain jurisdiction, and proceed to the trial and adjudication of the suit be- 
tween the parties who are properly before it; but the judgment or decree ren- 
dered therein shall not conclude or prejudice other parties not regularly served 


to the sections of the Revised Statutes bearing upon the subject. ee 


with process nor voluntarily appearing to answer; and non-joinder of parties | 


who are not inhabitants of nor found within the district, as 
constitute matter of abatement or objection to the suit, 

Whoever may be parties defendant in the action, under that section 
the court might 
judgment could have no effect whatever upon those not served or not 
voluntarily appearing. 

Section 738 provides: 

Src, 738. When any defendant in a suit in equity to enforce any legal or equi- 


table lien or claim against real or personal property within the district where 
the suit is brought— 


foresaid, shall not 


combination, except to wind up its affairs; and in case of any 


proceed as to those within the jurisdiction; but its | 


And it was amended so as to include suits brought to remove a cloud | 


upon title to land in a district— 
is notan inhabitant of nor found within the said district, and does not volun- 
tarily appear thereto, it shall be lawful for the court to make an order directing 
such absent defendant to appear, plead, answer, or demur to the complainant's 
bill at s certain day, therein to be designated. 

Then follows a provision for obtaining jurisdiction in a mode to be 
pointed out by the order of publication or otherwise: 

But the said adjudication shall, as regards such absent defendant without ap- 
pearance, affect his property within such district only, 

Then comes this section, to which I call the attention of the Senator 
from Ohio: 

Sec, 739. Exce 
shall be arrested in one district for trial in another, in any civil action before a 
cioni or district court; and except in 

e 
any other 
at the time 


Sapi 


nst an i itant of the United States, by an nal process, in 
district than that of which heis an luhabitent or ee he is found 
of serving the writ. 


One object of the amendment is to provide that the court may brin 
these parties wherever they reside or wherever they are doing busi- 
ess and have as full and complete jurisdiction over them upon publi- 


as absolutely essential to the efficiency of the bill. 
Another matter which is covered by the amendment is this, Formy- 
self, I think the efficacious remedy will be found to be, not the crim- 


in the cases provided in the next three sections, no person | 


the said cases and the cases provided by | 
roong herrea no civil suit shall be brought before either of said courts | 
n 


D 


a 
© 


oe 


es 
rguments made by the Senator from Ohio in > 


y) 
cation as if they TORT Sporer in the action. This provision I © 


ae, 
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jinal prosecution provided for by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN], but the vigorous and drastic use of the writ of injunction. 
Under the Jaw as it stands to-day that writ can only be served and 
punishment for its disobedience enforced within the district over which 
the court has jurisdiction. By the amendment which I have sent to 
the desk, this writ of injunction may be served anywhere within the 
United States, and if it is disobeyed the attachment jor contempt may 
be served anywhere within the United States. I think theamendment 
ought to be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask that it be read once more. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment pro by Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I did not have the pleasure of hearing 
the remarks of the Senator from Wisconsin, explanatory, I suppose, of 
this amendment, owing to the confusion in the Chamber; but so far as 
I can understand the amendment proposed by him as just read at the 
desk, it is that when jurisdiction once is obtained by a court there shall 
be attached also those additional remedies, a general power to issue 
remedial process by injunction and otherwise, which are recited in the 
- amendment of the Senator, process and remedies which I agree with 
him in thinking would be exceedingly important to effect any proper 
object under this bill. But I should like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin, who has no doubt studied carefully the provisions to which he 
has offered the amendment, as to the clause he seeks to amend, com- 
mencing at line 18 of the first section of the bill and reading as follows: 

And the circuit court of the United States shall have original jurisdiction of 
all suits of a civil nature at common law or in equity arising under this section, 
and to issue all remedial process, orders, or writs proper and necessary to en- 
force its provisions. And the Attorney-General and the several district attor- 
neys are hereby directed, in the name of the United States, to commence and 
prosecute all such cases to final judgment and execution. 

I should like to ask him how under that lan taken in connec- 
tion with what precedes it in the prior part of the first section, the court 
is in the first place to obtain any jurisdiction of any matter or thing or 
parties with reference to the subject of this first section. The Senator 
will remember the previous part of the first section declares: 


That all arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between 
two or more citizens or corporations, or both, made with a view or which tend 
to prevent full and free competition in the importation, transportation, or sale 
of articles imported into the United States, 


And so on; Ido notread further. These arrangements, ete., are de- 
clared to be against public policy, unlawful, and void; and then the 
section goes on to declare in the language that I havejust read that the 
circuit courts of the United States shall have original jurisdiction ofall 
suits of a civil nature at common Jaw and in equity. I ask the Sena- 
tor how that jurisdiction is to be invoked? What is to be the lis mota 
in any circuit court of the United States whereby the provisions of this 
firstsection shall be broughtinto activity? Igrant you that when juris- 
diction has attached the amendment offered by the Senator from Wis- 
consin would be exceedingly important in rendering thorough and ef- 
fectual that jurisdiction; but I do not understand how or under what 
circumstances the circuit court of the United States is to obtain the 
jurisdiction spoken of in the language which the Senator seeks toamend. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the observations submitted by the 
Senator from Delaware are aimed really not at the amendment which 
I have offered, as it seems to me—— 

Mr. GRAY. Notatall. I was asking for information. 

Mr. SPOONER. But at the bill. I have some doubts about the 
efficacy of the section. I should have been glad, for I want the best 
‘bill that can be drawn, if this bill had been in the first instance—and 
I gay that with all due respect to the Senator from Ohio and the Com- 
mittee on Finance—referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, in 
order that it might receive from that committee careful examination 
and study. I think it will be agreed that no subject has been brought 
before the Senate involving questions of law of a more complicated 
character and more difficult of solution than the propositions involved 
in this bill. 

The Senate saw fit yesterday to reject the proposition to refer the bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and in view of the protest made by 
the Senator from Ohio on behalf of the Committee on Finance I voted 
against the reference. I am assuming that the bill will be a constitu- 
tional enactment and that it will give tothecircuitcourtsof the United 
States jurisdiction at the suit of the United States to dissolve, suppress, 
and enjoin these combinations which are declared by this bill to be 
void, as against public policy. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow me to inter- 
rupt him with a question at this point —— 

Mr. SPOONER. Always. 

Mr. GRAY. The remarks that I made in regard to the amendment 
and the clause that was sought to be amended were not directed to any 
question of the constitationality of the bill, but were merely an inquiry 
as to how under the mechanism of this first section the court was to 
obtain in the first instance the jurisdiction which the Senator from 
Wisconsin seeks to enlarge by his amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. The bill attempts to give it; but that is not a ques- 
tion which I care to discuss at any length now. 
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Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to ask him 
a question? - 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. Would not the court under the general jurisdiction 
already conferred by the bill have the power to issue any remedial 
process ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course, in any case in which the court would 
have jurisdiction, the suit being in equity, the court would have the 
power to issue remedial writs within its territorial jurisdiction. 

Mr. PUGH. Then what is the necessity for the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will explain again to the Senator from Alabama, 
How far this bill will give jurisdiction in any casein which the United 
States courts are not now possessed of it, I do not undertake now to say. 

The bill declares certain trusts, combinations, and agreements void. 
It gives the circuit courts of the United States original jurisdiction of 
all suits of a civil nature at common law or in equity arising under 
this section. That would include, of course, controversies between cit- 
izens of different States. 

Mr. GRAY. That is just the point if the Senator will allow me: 
How shall a suit at common law or in equity, arising under this sec- 
tion, be brought? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not my province to attempt now to satisfy the 
Senator on that question, for Iam only discussing my amendment. I 
am only, on the assumption that there is something of substance in 
this bill, endeavoring to incorporate in it a provision without which, to 
my mind, it will be in any event utterly without strength or efficiency. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator a question if he has 
got through his answer to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr, SPOONER. Certainly, I yield. 

Mr, HOAR. I rise to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a question in 
reference to his amendment, I understand that the amendment as- 
sumes that somehow or other the court has obtained jurisdiction, and 
thatit has found thatsomewherein the United States this offense or injury 
has beencommitted. Thenitissuesaninjunction. Thecourt may be held 
in Maine and the party against whom the injunction is to issue, or the 
transaction which it strikes at, the business which it strikes at, may 
have been carried on or performed in California in whole or in part. 
Now, the amendment of the Senator, as I heard it read and as I read 
it, provides that the court shall have jurisdiction and shall have power 
to punish by fine and imprisonment for contempt for the disobedience 
of its orders. For the purposes of my question we may concede legal- 
ity, constitutionality, and the wisdom of the section up to that point, 
without going into any such question. Now, the Senator, in addition 
to that, if I understand his amendment, says that the court shall have 
power to order a penalty for the carrying on of the business of $1,000 a 
day. 

Now, that is a clear penalty and nothing buta penalty for an offense. 
It is a part of the civil remedy of the individual who suffers; it is not 
the sum which is to be recovered by the United States if it has suf- 
fered in any of its properties or functions which would make it a suitor 
for it to assert its own rights, butit is a clear, sheer penalty. The con- 
tempt of court has been satisfied previously by the assumption of the 
amendment. The injury to the United States or to anybody else in 
the way of property or business or any other material necessity is satis- 
fied in another way. Then is this anything more than asserting the 
principle that you may enforce the penal orcriminal laws of the United 
States by getting an injunction against a man in advance against of- 
fending against those criminal or penal laws and having judgment 
without a jury and punish bim by a fine of $1,000 for every day? You 
are not trying that offense; or rather I put that question to the Senate at 
this point. You are not trying that offense in the vicinity where it 
happened, in the district where it was committed previously ascertained 
by law. You are not trying it by a jury; you are not trying it in the 
presence of the party accused, where he has met the witnesses against 
him face to face. Now, is it the constitutional right of the law-mak- 
ing power to say that, in addition to all civil remedies, ineluding the 
remedy for contempt of court, you may suppress offenses against pub- 
lic order by getting an injunction in advance against permitting the 
act, and then having so acted the judge in his discretion may fine the 


rty? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the bill as it now stands, if I may 
continue what I was saying, declares that certain trusts, combinations, 
and agreements are void. I repeat it gives to the circuit courts— 
jurisdiction of all suits of a civil nature at common law or in equity niig 
under this section, and to issue all remedial process, orders, or writs proper an 
necessary to enforce its provisions. And the Attorney-General and the several 
district attorneys are hereby directed, in the name of the United States, to com- 
mence and prosecute all such cases to final judgment and execution, 

The amendment which I have sent to the desk does not apply to any 
suit which is a controversy between citizens of different States to re- 
cover damages because of such unlawful arrangement. 
in its operation to suits commenced by the Attorney-General and the 
several district attorneys in the name of the United States, and to be 
prosecnted to final judgment, to suppress, dissolve, and destroy the 
combinations found to exist detrimental to the public interests and de- 
clared void by this act. 


Tt is limited > 


2642 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 26, 


As I said in explaining this amendment at the outset, all of these 
trusts, or nearly all of them, are made up of different firms, of corpora- 
tions, and of citizens of differentStates. 'TheSenator from Ohio argued 
that in the suits brought by the United States under the provisions of 
this act all of the parties to the trust might be made defendants, and 
the court having acquired jurisdiction of the subject-matter and of the 
defendants could deal with them. I brought to the attention of the 
Senate the fact that that assumption by the Senator from Ohio is a mis- 
taken oneas the law now stands, and that the statutory rule is that no 
man shall, with a single exception or so, be sued in the United States 
courts except in the district. where he happens to reside or where he 
happens to be found. So, then, in prosecuting the sugar trust under 
the provisions of this act, made up of seventeen distinct corporations, 
as I understand it, only one of which, if you please, is a citizen of the 
State of New York, there would be no power to obtain jurisdiction in 
a single suit except over one. Seventeen different suits would be nec- 
` omg possibly. That, it seemed to me, was a weakness in this bill 

< which ought to be remedied. 
y _Itseems to me that in dealing with it we ought to deal with it, al- 
| though a civil suit brought in the name of the United States, just as 
we would deal with it if it were a criminal case involving as defendants 
é half a dozen citizens of different States, because the combination aimed 
: | atis criminal, is a crime against the people, and it requires strong 
£ measures to afford any remedy for it. 
< To remedy this defect I provide in the pending amendment that the 
action may be brought in any district where any one of the defendants 
resides or is doing business, and thatif there be other defendants, other 
<= members of the combine or trust, located in other districts in the same 
State or in other States, they may be brought into courtand made de- 
fendants in that action, in order that the parties to the trust may be 
consolidated and dealt with at the suit of the United States by one of 
jz its courts in one under the provisions of section 738 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, wi hich I suppose every Senator is familiar. That 
is a section which provides— 
gr aisgen airen any breve ge in asuit Pes equity to en rp ts Si ae oa 
or Wi n èe ct where 
the sult Ta are aaa ea ae San 

There has been since added to it, as I stated, asuit brought in equity 

| to remove a cloud from title— 
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is not an inhabitant of nor found within the said district, and does not volun- 
tarily appear thereto, it shall be lawful for the court to make an order directing 
such absent defendant to appear, j scores answer, or demur to the complainant's 
} bill ata certain day. therein to be designated ; and the said order shall be served 
i on such absent defendant, if practicable, wherever found, or, where such per- 
’ sonal service is not practicable, shall be published in such manner as the court 
shall direct. If such absent defendant does not appear, plead, answer, or de- 
mur within the time so limited or within some further lime to be allowed by 
| the court in its discretion, it shall be lawful for the court, upon proof of the serv- 
ice or publication of the said order, and of the performance of the directions 
contained therein, to entertain jurisdiction and proceed to the hearing and ad- 
Í udication of such suit, in the same manner as if such absent defendant had 
i served with process within the said district. But the said adjudication 
shall, as rds such absent defendant without appearance, affect his property 
within s district only. 
The next section I again read, as some Senators who now are present 
V; did not hear it read before: 
Sec.739, Except in the cases 
shall be in one district for trial in another, in any civil action before a 
circuit or district court; and, except in the said cases and the cases provided by 
the preceding section, no civil suit shall be brought before either of said courts 
an inbabitantof the United States, by any original as in any other 
í ct than that of which he is an inhabitant or in which he is found at the 
< ~ time of serving the writ. 
\ Now, the object of one branch of the amendment is to enable the 
United States court, when the suit is bronght in the name of the United 
States to suppress one of these combinations or trusts made up of citi- 
a ‘zens or corporations of different States, to bring them all into that suit, 
dni } wherever they may happen to reside, I have no doubt itis within the 
iss | constitutional power of Congress to do this, because I think the entire 


rovided in the next three sections, no person 


power to regulate the procedureis under the Constitution in Congress. 
So much for that. I stated, although I did not get the attention of 
some, that I thought the only efficient remedy in this bill, if it shall 
become a law, is not in the clause introdaced by the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas, but is in the merit of injunction. 
As the law stands to-day that writ can not be made effective except 
r where it is served within the jurisdiction of the court; it can have no 
effect whatever beyond the jurisdiction of the court; andso I have pro- 
vided (which I think is also clearly within the constitutional power of 
Congress) that in addition to other remedial process the court shall 
have the power to issue its writ of injunction running anywhere and 
to be served anywhere within the United States. I would not agree 
to that in any ordinary case; I would not agree to it in controversies 
between citizens of different States; but it has seemed to me, as it was 
necessary to make this an efficient bill in view of the fact that we were 
dealing with a set of combinations of great power whose oppressions are 
criminal, that we ought to make these writs of injunction run through- 
out the country and to be served anywhere 
Now, Mr. President, I come to the suggestion made by the Senator 
- from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. The amendment provides—and of 
course the proposition to make the writ of injunction servable any- 


where must carry with it, to make it forceful, the proposition to make 
the writ of attachment ron anywhere—that the writ of attachment 
also for disobedience to the writ of injunction, it having been so served, 
may go anywhere within the United States, And it provides—I am 
not particular abont this provision—that the court may, in addition to 
the imprisonment for contempt, direct the payment of a thousand dol- 
lars a day for every day after a date to be fixed in the order that the 
defendants or any one of the defendants shall neglect or refuse to obey 
the injunction. 

I took that from the interstate-commerce Jaw. ` I had doubt when 
that bill was under discussion, and the same doubt, I think, which the 
Senator from Massachusetts indicates now, not perhaps as to the legality 
of the provision, but as to its expediency. I never was absolutely cer- 
tain that it was valid. It was drawn, I think, by the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. It provides, after giving power to restrain 
common carriers from continuing such violation or disobedience— 
to restrain such common carrier from further continuing such violation or dis- 
obedience of such order or requirement of said commission, and aajotning 
obedience to the same; and in case of any disobedience of any such writ of in- 
junction or other proper process, mandatory or otherwise, itshal! be lawful for 
such court to issue writs of attachment, or any other process of said court inci- 
dent or applicable to writs of injunction or other proper process, mandatory 
or dihar ries, against such common carrier, and, ifa corporation, against one or 
more of the directors, officers, or agents of the same, or against any owner, ' 
lessee, trustee, receiver, or other person failing to obey such writ of injunction 
or other proper process, mandatory or otherwise; and said court may, if it shall 
think fit, make an order directing such common carrier or other person so 
disobeying such writ of injunction or other proper spenen, mandatory or other- 
wise, to pay such sum of money not exceeding for each carrier or person in 
default the sum of $500 for every day after a day to be named in the order that 


such carrier or other person shall fail to obey such injunction or other proper 


mandatory or otherwise ; and such moneys shall be ble as the court 


process, 

Shaji direct, eith t ning, or int 

dean ofthe aourt, oF tte the Retnury had paysoon there, ViOn 
prejudice, eto. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. My attention was not 
called to that when that law passed as a particular item of the bill; but 
without going into any discussion as to whether thatis valid or not, my 
question to the Senator was whether it would be valid, in hisjudgment, 
having fully exhausted the punishment by fine for contempt, then to 
make an additional penalty which should be in the nature of the case 
only something in the nature of a penalty, not for contempt, but for 
the offense against public order. If that be true, if that be the differ- 
ence between that and the Senator’s amendment, is it within the con- 
stitutional power of Congress, in authorizing the courts to punish 
for contempt, to provide that any offense against the law shall be reached 
by a judge imposing a fine, by way of penalty, trying him in a different 
district from the one in which he lives? In other words, what is the 
thousand dollars’ fine for which the Senator provides? It is not a fine 
for contempt. You have got that in addition, Is it anything else than 
a penal punishment? 

Mr. SPOONER. I thinkit can not fairly be regarded otherwise than 
an additional penalty. Iam not strenuous about that feature of the 
amendment at all. It might be so amended as to make it in the dis- 
junctive, so that the court might punish by fine or imprisonment, or 
by requiring payment of a sum of money for each day’s disobedience. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator can remove my objection, which is a very 
narrow one in one sense, butat the same time it is a constitutional one: 

Mr. SPOONER. I think there is force in the objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the Senator say ‘‘in addition to fine or 
imprisonment for contempt make an order punishing for contempt.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Lam quite willing to accept that amendmen», It 
seemed to me that there ought to be something more than an ordinary 
fine for contempt. These corporations and trusts, which make tremen- 
dous profits, can very well afford to pay such a fine; but I think that 
in such cases, just as in the operation of the interstate-commerce law, 
it would have an excellent deterrent effect if every day’s.indulgence in 
the luxury of disobeying the injunction of the court is made to be a 
costly one. Iam quite willing to accept the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator what is the amend- 
ment he accepts? 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin where he says 
‘tin addition to the fine or imprisonment for contempt” to say ‘‘ in ad- 
dition to other lawful punishment for contempt make an order '’ di- 
recting so and so, 

Mr. SPOONER. LI accept the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be read from the desk so that it 
may be understood by the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 8 of the amendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], on the second page, after the word *‘to,” it 
is proposed to strike out the words “‘ fine or imprisonment ” and insert 
the words “‘ lawful punishment;’’ so as to read: 

And the court may,if it shall think fit,in addition to other lawful punishment 
for contempt, make an order directing any such defendant disobeying such 
order of injunction, ete. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 


1890. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin as amended. 

Mr. GRAY. Before the amendment is adopted, I want to ask the 
Senator from Wisconsin another question, because, if there is to be a 
jurisdiction provided for in the courts that is to be effectual, it might as 
well be in the line indicated by the Senator. 

Thejurisdiction given in the first section,in the clause which the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin seeks to amend, is in ‘‘all suits of a civil nature at 
common law or in equity.” That embraces the whole judicial power 
of the United States. Now, in all suits at common law, Article VII 
of the smendments to the Constitution of the United States provides: 

Tn suits at common law, where the value incontroversy shall exceed $20, the 

ri of trial by jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be 

rwise re-examined in any court of the United States than according to the 
rules of the common law. 

I ask the Senator from Wisconsin if his amendment goes to the ex- 
tent of providing by way of execution of a judgment at common law 
that the court may issue this writ of injunction for which he provides, 

Mr. SPOONER. My intention was that in any action in which it 
would be appropriate to issue the writ of injunction it might be issued. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, I will make my question 
a little broader. He knows very well that the Supreme Court of the 
United States has decided that in the conferring of jurisdiction by the 
Constitution of suits at common law and in equity where equity 
jurisdiction is obtained it must be according to the interpretation of 
that word in the law of England at the time of the adoption of the 
Constitution; that is, it must be the general equitable or chancery 
jurisdiction as known then by lawyers to exist in English jurisprudence, 
and in suits in equity in which juries are not required the process by 
injunction is appropriate and ancillary to the main process, and I know 
no reason why itshould not be to the minor process; thatis, the amend- 
ment would be appropriate. But does the Senator from Wisconsin un- 
dertake by his amendment to make the remedy by injunction as by way 
of execution appropriate to a common-law suit? 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not intend to change the cases in which the 
writ of injunction is within the jurisdiction of the Federal court as a 
proper writ. Ithink the Federal courts sometimes in actions at law 

e a writ of injunction. It isin those cases where the proceedings 
in the cause conform to the laws of the State in actions at law, and in 
many of the States it is provided as one of the remedies that the writ 
of injunction may issue. In an action of ejectment sometimes a writ 
of injunction is issued pending the determination of the cause. I did 
not intend by the amendment to work any revolution in the law on 
that subject as it now stands. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course the Senator from Wisconsin did not intend 
to work any revolution, but in order that his amendment might ac- 
complish what he really intends I wanted to bring his attention to the 
point I have su R 

Mr. SPOONER. It was intended to have reference to what preceded: 


And the circuit court of the United States shall have original jurisdiction of 
all suits of a civil nature at common law or in equity arising under this section, 
and to issue all remedial process, orders, or writs proper and necessary to en- 


force its provisions, 

I thought that left it where it is now, and my amendment was in- 
tended to have reference to that general language which preceded it; 
and I think, taking the*section together, there can be no doubt as to 
that construction. In other words, I have not intended by the amend- 
ment, nor will it have that effect, to impart to or to ingraft upon an 
ordinary action at law commenced in a Federal court the remedy by 
injunction where, under the general jurisdiction of the country, it does 
not now exist. 

Mr. GRAY. Inasmuch as the remedy by injunction and the power 
to issue injunction isa peculiar feature and power of an equitable court 
exercising equitable jurisdiction, I suggest to the Senator from Wis- 
consin that it might be well to confine the scope of his amendment toa 
suit so arising. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave no objection to that, although I think it 
quite plain, taking the section as it will read, that the writ of injunc- 
tion would under this amendment be only authorized to issue where 
under the law now it would be authorized to issue. This bill does 
confer upon the court the right in any action to issue a writ which it 
would not be at liberty in an action of the same nature to issue now, 
as I understand it, and the amendment, I think, would have no larger 
scope or effect. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the original bill has been very much 
improved, and one of the great objections has been removed from it by 
theamendment offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], which 
relieves the class of persons who would have been the first prosecuted 
under the original bill without the amendment. Iam very much grat- 
ified that the Senator offered the amendment, and that the Senate 
adopted it, which reads as follows: 


Providéd, That this act. shall notbe construed to apply to any arrangements, 
agreements, or combinations between laborers made with the view of lessening 
the number of hours of ettor or of a now their wages; nor to any ar- 
rangements, agreements, tions, or com jons among persons en: il 
in horticulture or agriculture, made with a view of enhancing the brice of their 
own agricultural or horticultural products, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2643 


Those were the points to which I called the attention of the Senate 
yesterday. I am glad that much is granted, and I am glad of other 
additions which have been made. The bill ought now in some respects 
to be satisfactory to every person who is opposed to the oppression of 
labor and desires to see it properly rewarded. 

I beg leave of the Senate, however, to call attention to the way, if 
thisshould become a law, in which everybody might be put in the peni- 
tentiary who attempted to carry on any kind of business, provided the 
bill becomes a Jaw and can be enforced. The third section of the bill 
as amended provides that certain things which are enumerated in that 
section shall be high crimes and misdemeanors and punished by a fine— 
not exceeding $10,000 or imprisonment at hard labor in the penitentiary notex- 
ceeding five years, or by both of said penalties, in the discretion of the court 
trying the same. 

It then, in order to warn people so that they may not fall into the 
penitentiary inadvertently, defines whata trustis. The fourth section 
commences with the definition of a trust, as follows: 

That a trust is a combination of capital, skill, or acts by two or more 
firms, corporations, or associations of persons, or of any two or more of 
either, any, or ail of the following purposes: 

First, To create or carry out any restrictions in trade. : 

Well, just what would be a restriction in trade it would be difficult 
to define, but we will not comment upon that particular provision now. 
It is vague, and a man might be liable under it without knowing ex- 
actly what he had done. The second provision reads: 

Second. To limit or reduce the production or to increase or reduce the price 
of merchandise or commodities. 

That would make pretty nearly everybody criminal. Itsays ‘‘to 
limit or reduce the production.” That would apply to a case where, 
if in one line of industry there was overproduction and the volume of 
money was being rapidly contracted and those engaged in that in- 
dustry were on the eve of bankruptcy and they should attempt to make 
an agreement to limit their production until they could bridge over 
the particular difficulties, they would all have to go to the peniten- 
tiary. The alternative would be the penitentiary or bankruptcy. 

Then, ‘‘to increase or reduce the price of merchandise or commod- 
ities.” If a person should make an invention which would have a 
temdency to reduce the price of any article he would, if he formed 
a combination to carry that invention into execution—if two or more 
persons united to push that invention (and that is the usual means by 
which inventions have been brought into use), all who united them- 
selves together would certainly be engaged in an effort to reduce the 
price of a commodity or of the merchandise which the improved method 
would prodace. So the inventors would all pretty much have to go to 
the penitentiary, because all useful inventions have a tendency to re- 
duce the price of articles to the consumer; and if two or more of them 
unite together they are criminals. That, I think, would puta very 
great damper upon all enterprise if it were carried out according to the 
terms of this bill. 

The third clause of the same section reads: 

To vent competition in the manufact ing, X 
Pret ptation of pests S67 R produce, or reread i panahe 

I suppose that trade-marks are a legitimate thing, and we have many 
laws on our statute-book protecting trade-marks so that one man shall 
not have the advantage of another in the use of his credit or standing 
asa business man or as an inventor. I thought a trade-mark was a 
right which parties could be protected in, so that they might have their 
goods distinguished from other people's goods. I know most of the 
States have criminal laws to protect trade-marks, so that each indi- 
vidual may have the benefit of his own enterprise and industry in the 
conduct of his business. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senatorfrom Nevada allow me tomake an 
explanation? I think his reasoning upon the subject is utterly wrong, 
The Senator will see that what gives the court jurisdiction is the third 
section. That fixes what is the offense. The fourth section simply 
enumerates certain things which being done are made, in pursuance 
of the first section, unlawful. If the Senator supposes that the para- 
graphs to which he refers are meant to give power to Congress to 
regulate and do these things independent of the first section, he will 
see that is not my purpose, for it would be confessedly what 
can not do. But I will put itso that he will understand it by a trans- 

ition of the sentence: 

“That all persons engaged in the creation of any trust, or as owner 
or part owner, agent, or manager of any trust engaged in any business 
carried on, first, with a foreign country; second, between the States; 
third, or between any State and the District of Columbia; fourth, or 
between any State or any Territory of the United States.” > 

That is, as between foreign countries and States and Territories, using 
its powers for either of the purposes specified in the fourth section of 
this act. That is what the provision is. Now, look at the first para- 
graph: “‘Using its powers to create or carry out any restrictions in 
trade.” That is, in dealing with the commerce between this country 


rsons, 
em, for 


and others, or between the States and Territories, or the States and the 
District of Columbia; those who create restrictions in trade become 
subject to the penal clause. Then that clause operates, You have to 
read each one of these separate paragraphs, not that Congress may under- 
take to do these things independently of the first section, but it is one 
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of the definitions of the class of things that would come within the 
province and purview of the first section. 

Mr. STEWART. I think I comprehend it, The business made un- 
lawful, as I understand it, is business that is carried on with any for- 
eign country, or between any of the States, or between a State and a 
Territory, or between a State and the District of Columbia, Any busi- 
ness of that kind that extends throughout the States is the business 
referred to, The trust definedin the fourth section is to be composed of 
“t two or more persons, firms, corporations, or associations of persons.”’ 
Any two or more personsengaged in the businessof manufacturing any 
article vended in different States or in any foreign country who attempt 
to have an exclusive trade-mark would have to go to the penitentiary, 
as I understand the bill. 

We ought to know who is to go to the penitentiary, and whether a 
man ti be liable to goto the penitentiary if he confines the products 
of his manufactures to his own State. I admit this bill would not 
apply if he did not send his goods out of the State; and some of the 

States are so small that they would have a very small custom 
if they were compelled to keep their goods within their own State. 
When the goods are sent into other States, of course they are liable to 
go to the penitentiary under this bill. 

The next clause is: 

Fourth, To fix a standard or figure whereby the price to the public shall be in 


any manner controlled or established of any article, commodity, merchandise, 
produce, or commerce intended for sale, use, or consumption. 


If two or more persons fix the price at which they will sell any article 
they have got to go to the penitentiary. Well, I think they ought to. 
[Laughter] 

The next clause is: 


Fifth. To create a monopoly in the making, manufacture, purchase, sale, or 
transportation of any merchandise, article, produce, or commodity. 


If two or more persons combine to create a monopoly they are to go to 
the penitentiary, ‘‘Monopoly’’ is a very difficult word to define. It 
has several significations. Its legal signification is something created 
by law which gives a special privilege. Of course it can not apply 
when all the world can go into the manufacture. It is not then,-le- 
gally speaking, a monopoly. Popularly speaking, where a man has ac- 
cumulated a 1 amount of money and carries on a large business, 
he is called a monopolist. Whether this is to abolish all the laws of 
all the States which have organized corporations, and the patent laws 
of the United States, which create the greatest monopolies of the coun- 
try, will be left for the courts to construe, and they will have some 
difficulty, I think, in doing it, Next: 

Sixth. To make, or enter into, or execute, or ca out any contract, obliga- 
tion, or agreement of any kind or description by which they shall bind or shall 
have bound themselyes not to manufacture, sell, d of, or transport any 
article or commodity, or article of trade, use, merchandise, or consumption 
below a common stan figure, or by which they shall agree, in any manner, 
to keep the price of such article, commodity, or transportation at a fixed or 
graduated figure or by which they shall in any manner establish or settle the 

of any article, commodity, or transportation between themselves, or be- 
‘ween themselves and others, so as to preclude free and unrestricted competition 
among themselves and others in thesale and transportation of any such article 
or commodity, or by which they shall agree to pool, combine, or unite in any 
interest they may have in connection with the sale or transportation of any 
such article or commodity that its price may in any manner be so affected. 


That would absolutely preclude the possibility of those engaged in 
any kind of business fixing any price upon their goods which they are 
going to sell in other States, If two or more persons or firms should 
agree not to dispose of their goods unless a certain price should be ob- 
tained, which goods were to be transported to another State, that 
would be criminal under this clause; and the multiplicity of crimes 
that business men would be likely to commit every day would be be- 
yond conception if that were the Jaw. . 

I think that as the bill now stands it will answer every purpose that 
anybody may desire in the embarrassment of trade and business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HArrisin the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment pro by the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner]. The Chair would suggest that the Senator from Wis- 
a = desires to modify his amendment. The modification will be 
stai 
_ The SECRETARY. In line 12 of the amendment, after the word 

‘within, ” strike out the words ‘‘ the jurisdiction of;”’ so as to read: 
Running and to be served anywhere within the United States, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
as modified. 

Mr. VEST, Mr. President, it is not my purpose to offer the slight- 
est obstacle to the passage of this measure. I have expressed my 
doubts in regard to this bill, and have said all I propose to say as to 
its provisions, but I find in the RECORD of this morning a statement 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] that I feel called upon to 
' notice, I find this statement made by him which I did not hear, or I 
should have answered it at the time: 

Mr. President, I am inclined to think, in view of the fact that but one member 
of the Committee on the Judiciary has given any expression that indicates a 


purpose to mature a law to repress the evil effects of trusts and to punish those 
engaged in them, that it is not best to refer these measures to that committee. 


Now, there are but three members of the Judiciary Committee who 


have spoken at all upon this question—the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. GEORGE], the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puc ]—and heis en- 
tirely in accord with every portion of the bill—and myself; but, as only 
two of us criticised the bill, it is fair to assume, and I take it for 
granted, that the remarks of the Senator from Texas were intended for 
the Senator from Mississippi and myself. 

Mr. President, the statement is unjust and it is not based upon the 
facts. I stated emphatically, and as distinctly as my power of lan- 
guage would permit, that for six months I had been endeavoring to find 
a measure which I thought would be effective as against this great evil of 
trusts, and which would at the same time stand the legal criticism to 
which it must eventually be subjected; and, if I were disposed to speak 
of my personal history in connection with this matter of trusts I could 
refer to the fact alluded to to-day by the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SPOONER], that for eighteen months I have been engaged in a conflict 
with one of the greatest of the trusts, the most destructive in the en- 
tire country, and have received more abuse on account of my attack- 
ing it than from any other act of my public life. 

The Senator from Mississippi in the early part of the session intro- 
duced a bill looking to the destruction of these trusts, and in the 
Judiciary Committee more than two months ago I asked for the ap- 
pointment of a subcommittee in order, if possible, to have my doubts 
solved as a lawyer in regard to the measures on this subject pending 
before the Senate and House of Representatives. I undertook to say 
the other day, as plainly as I could, that I was willing to go just as far 
as I considered my oath as a Senator to ae go the Constitution would 
permit me to go in the direction indicated by the Senator from Ohio. 

Iam nothere as thespecial advocate of, nordo I feel myself called upon 
to defend, the Judiciary Committee from the assaults made by the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. Iam, unfortunately, in the 
minority in that committee, and there are many measures reported by 
it which I do not approve of, but so far as this general question is con- 
cerned I can stand here with a clear conscience in regard to all I have 
done or said upon the subject. 

Mr. President, we have had a remarkable winter. The warm breezes 
of summer have kissed the flowers during all the winter months, and 
we have now in public affairs a phenomenon equally as startling: a 
combination in loving embrace between the Senator from North Caro- 
lina | Mr. VANCE] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], while 
my venerable friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], in a pa al and 
benedictory mood, stands by and blesses the alliance, and says, ‘‘ Love 
each other, my children, and be happy.” Why, I remember a very 
few years ago, when the oleomargarine bill was before the Senate, the 
columbian eloquence of every Senator on this side of the Chamber—if 
I mistake not, including the Senator from North Carolina—was heard 
denouncing the use of the revenue power of the Government as a police 
power. Theoleomargarine bill pretended to be a revenue bill, although 
it was an open secret that the Government needed no revenue, and it 
was simply intended as a police regulation. 

But what have we here to-day? Here is a bill that upon its very 
face says, as it stands now before the Senate, that it proposed to use the 
revenue power for the undisguised purpose of effecting police purposes, 
in language so distinct and pan that a wayfaring man, although he 
could not read, would be able to understand it. 

Thatfor the p of preventing as far as may be the dealing in options and 
futures as herein defined special taxes are imposed, 

No pretense that it is to collect revenue, no pretense that it is any- 
thing else but the bald, naked use of the revenue power of the Govern- 
ment for police regulation; and yet, sir, it will be supported with a 
unanimity utterly unparalleled in this Chamber. 

For myself I shall say nothing more about the Constitution. I am 
prepared to join the procession. I heard once of a hunting party who 
went into camp and made an agreement that the first man who com- 
plained of any dish set before him at the camp table should cook for a 
week. One happened to kill an old and very tough crow, and, as he 
was acting as cook for the mess, he prepared it for the table, and every 
man swore it was the most delicious morsel that ever went into his 
mouth. The Farmers’ Alliance are cooking now, and there is no dish 
that can be put on this Senatorial table which will not go down witha 
gusto that will astonish any gourmand fronr the restaurants of Paris. 

Mr. President, I simply rise, not to make an argument, but to sug- 
gest that I should like before the debate closes to hear from the Senator 
from Ohio whether he believes the clauses now incorporated in this 
bill which propose to originate in the Senate of the United States a 
revenue measure are constitutional or not. This bill does not come from 
the House of Representatives. It has not even the poor excuse that 
it was originated in the House, and that we havestruck out the whole 
and put in a substitute by way of amendment. This is an original 
bill to raise revenue, providing revenue, putting on a tax, and it per- 
forms the most sete Ata act of legislative legerdemain ever known 
since the foundation of the world. It licenses an illegal combination 
which it denounces as opposed tothe laws of the United States and all 
the States. In other words, we say to the option dealers, ‘‘You are a lot 
of criminals, thieves, and robbers, but if you will give us a thousand 
dollars we will let you goon robbing.’’ I shall be obliged to the Sena- 
tor from Ohio if he will explain what is his opinion of those clauses of 
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this bill, to say nothing about the feature which we have discussed be- 
fore, that propose to levy taxes under the revenue power of the Govern- 
ment exercised by the Renate of the United States without any orig- 
inating act upon the part of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, it was certainly the furthest from my 
desire to do any wrong to any Senator by any statement I may have 
made. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] was in his place when 
I made the remark to which he has called attention this morning. I 
knew when I made that remark what the Senator had stated here upon 
the floor. I knew when I made that remark what the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] had said and done on that subject. 

‘The idea which I intended to convey—perhaps I may not have been 
happy in the choice of the words I employed—was that but one mem- 
ber of the Judiciary Committee had expressed himself favorable to leg- 
islation on this subject, and that in the discussion the Senator from Mis- 
souri and the Senator from Mississippi had furnished us with many 
criticisms upon the propositions before the Senate. No doubt there was 
ground for a good deal of the criticism which they made; butit occurred 
to me that the criticisms were so general, so sweeping, as tocover every- 

-thing which had been presented or could be presented to theSenate on 
this subject. 

I called attention to the fact that the Senator from Mississippi said 
that he had been five years trying to formulate something on this sub- 
ject and the Senator from Missouri has just told us that he has been 
five months trying to formulate something on this subject. 

Now, Mr. President, is it true that the Constitution of the United 
States gives Congress no power over this subject? Will either of the 
distinguished Senators affirm that that is true? Are they not com- 

lled to concede that we have certainly some power over the subject. 

f we have some power over the subject, has it taken that long for these 
Senators to discover that they can not find where that power exists 
nor how it is to be exercised? 

Mr. President, I have made my share of criticism on the provisions 
of the bill, and I have had anample amount of criticism on the portion 
which I have participated in making. However, I have not been 
hunting for criticisms and speculations that would defeat this bill or 
any bill with this object in view; but I have been trying to see if it 
were not possible for this Senate to mature a measure which would 
arrest and punish combinations and trusts that are robbing and plun- 
dering the people of this country. Thatis what I am hunting for. 

I stated, when giving my consent to place my bill as an amendment 
to the bill of the Senator from Ohio, that while I doubted whether the 
provisions of that bill were sufficient, except so far as the general pur- 
pose of the first part of the first section was declared, I believed that 
the part which I added to it had actual virtue in it and would do good, 
and I felt under the circumstances that it was better to put it there, if 
possible, and get all we could of good in order to meet the great evils 
which the Senator from Missouri concedes, and which all other Sena- 
tors here concede, and which are notorious to the country. 

The Senator has alluded to the great cattle trust which he has been 
combating; he has seen and known of evils growing out of that; and 
the great sugar trust has been referred to, which the whole country 
feels the effects of; and so of the cotton-seed-oil trust, by which a com- 
bination has crushed the cotton-seed-oil manufacturers throughout the 
South and stopped the mills wherever it was to their interest to do so 
by paying interest upon the investment rather than let the establish- 
ments run in competition, and thus they fix the price of oil and cotton- 
seed as they please and by their monopoly they put down the price of 
cotton seed about one-third and put up the price of oil to whatever they 
please by a monopoly. 

The people that I in part represent feel the effects of these trusts 
both in cattle and cotton-seed oil. They feel their effects in many 
other things, So I have felt and so I have tried, during this and the 
last Congress, by the best efforts I was able to make, to see if we could 
not devise a law that would arrest and prevent these trusts as far as 
the jurisdiction of Congress would go. Ihave said from the beginning, 
and I repeat again, that the power which we have over this question 
comes from the commerce clause of the Constitution. If it comes from 
any other source, I do not know where to trace it. I have limited the 
bill which I presented to an execution of the commerce power of the 
Constitution and to preventing the evils complained of as faras itseemed 
to me they might be prevented by Congress. It would be assuming a 
Bees deal for me to say that I know I have succeeded in doing it, but 

say I believe I have presented a proposition to the Senate under which 
the owners and managers of trusts and persons connected with them 
may be indicted and convicted. 

Mr. President, itis very easy for gentlemen to asgume that every- 
body is wrong but themselves, I heard the Senator from Missouri up- 


braid the Senator from Ohio yesterday for his broad assumption of 


knowledge that others had not. I shall not retort upon the Senator 
from Missouri, but he should remember that there are others who have 
tried to read the Constitution as well as himself, who have tried to un- 
derstand the Constitution as well as himself, who stand responsible 
upon their oaths of office to their God and to the people who sent them 
here to discharge their duties, and who, it is to be presumed, intend to 
conscientiously perform their duty, I intend todoso, whether it hap- 
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pens that I agree with the Senator from Missouri or not. I shall do 
what I can do in my view of the Constitution to arrest and punish these 
trusts, and if 1 err on either side I mean to err on the side of 

to do something rather than to err on theside of hypercritical criticisms 
which look, it seems to me, to the defeat of any possible proposition 
which may come before the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have introduced no bill here upon this 
subject, although I have prepared one and propose to submit it for 
what it is worth at the time when the committee of which I am chair- 
man makes its report. I have not stood here in this Senate and, be- 
cause a pet measure of my own was not supported by other Senators, 
taunted them with a disposition to do nothing. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator ought not to make thatstatement. I 
have done no such thing. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Texas says that it looks to him very 
much as if those of us who are throwing obstacles in the way of this 
legislation are indulging in hypercriticism and attempting to do noth- 
ing. If his language did not mean that, then I can not hear and I can 
not interpret when I do hear. 

I do not propose to interfere between the Senator from Texas and his 
Creator. at is a delicate relation. I have nothing whatever to do 
with his conscience. It is all I can do to keep my own quiet. Ihave 
nothing todo with his construction of the Constitution. I know that 
the Constitution has been the source of a great deal of contention, crit- 
icism, and debate. Iam trying in my own feeble way to preserve my 
oath to support the Constitution as I can best do it. 

The Senator speaks of the interstate-commerce clause of the Consti- 
tution. Iagree with him as to that, but I confess at the beginning 
under the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States the 
remedy that was in us to exercise under that clause of the Constitu- 
tion was not at all commensurate with the enormous evils which we 
propose to remedy. That is the trouble. Because I am not able to 
say honestly that I believe these bills presented here are full and com- 
plete and in accordance with the Constitution, I am to be told that I 
am trying to do nothing, and we have here par excellence the friends of 
the people, who are struggling and worrying to preserve them, while 
some of us are sitting here s tors and worse than spectators, at- 
tempting to throw obstacles in the way of this gigantic reform ! 

Now, sir, I only claim that I am endeavoring to do my duty as I see 
it, and I do not interfere with anybody else’s conscientious convictions 
upon that subject. IfIam not able to see that these bills are in ac- 
cordance with the Constitution, if I am not able to see that they will 
not stand the crucible of the criticism through which they must go in 
the Supreme Court of the United States, I do not propose to have it said 
to me that Iam in the way of the judicial or legal ability of my col- 
leagues. That is all, sir. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I was not present yesterday when the 
amendments to this bill were adopted. In looking over the RECORD 
of the last sitting, and considering the amendments which have been 
adopted, I ask myself whether the Senate of the United States is seri- 
pa engaged in the attempt to impair or destroy what are known as 
trusts, or whether itis simply engaged in a sham battle, playing the 
rôle of Don Quixotes, 

When this bill came up at the last session, I rose and asked the Sen- 
ator from Ohio whether it was his intention by this bill to deal with 
existing trusts or future trusts; that is to say, we know that all the 
great trusts have been already formed, they could be easily enumerated, 
and their enumeration would include all the great products and in- 
dustries known to our country. Strange to say, the Senator could not 
then state distinctly whether the bill referred to actually existing trusts— 
that is, trusts in esse, such as the sugar trust, the Tead trust, and other 
trusts—or whether it applied to the shadowy and non-existent trusts to 
be formed in the future, Underthe law which was then proposed and 
under this bill—for; of course, when the Congress of the United States 
enacts a penal statute it can only operate in the future—I take it that 
there will be very few trusts created in defiance of the law. Therefore, 
if the bill did not apply to the existing trusts, you would have astatute 
which did not reach any existing evil, and you would have a statute 
which would operate in the future, which would be entirely inoperative 
and nugatory. 

I have the colloquy which took place between the Senator from Ohio 
and myself at that time, and I will read it: 


Mr. Eustis. I would ask the Senator from Ohio whether this proposed law is 
to apply, as I understand it, only to future trusts, or whether he desires that it 
shall be applied to existing trusts? The reason I ask the question is this: A 

t many of trusts are already in existence. That is the evil which, as 
understand, is to be reached by this new legislation. 


The Senator from Ohio replied to my question as follows: 


Mr. SHERMAN. As far as I can perceive I think that the continuing agree- 
ment, arrangement, combination, ete., such as described in the first section will 
become illegal on the passage of this act, and not before. Our laws can not be 
made retroactive, 


Then I offered the following amendment in order to reach existing 
trusts: 
Sec, —. That any peon who, ninety days after the passage of this law, shall 
cer, 


act as a Manager, o! trustee, or agent of any arrangement, contract, agree- 
ment, trust, or combination as described in the first section, shall be liable to the 
penalties prescribed in the fourth section, 
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The language of the bill which we are di is the same as the 
language which is used in the bill that I criticise; that is to say: 

That all arrangements and contracts made with a view or which tend to pre- 
vent full and free competition, etc. 

So thatif the Senate of the United States had adopted my amendment, 
which provided a penalty and which struck at existing trusts, the effect 
of the legislation under my amendment would have been to destroy the 
existing trusts. Yet, in the face of that, we have a bill reported by the 
Senator from Ohio, which, under his own interpretation at the last ses- 
sion, does not in the remotest degree affect any existing trust, 

Mr.GRAY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Louisiana on this 
pe what construction he puts upon section 3 of the bill in regard to 

ci 


ency. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Louisiana be kind enough 
to read again the words he quotes as to my declaration? I do not 
remember to have made a declaration as broad as that. If I did it 
could not have any weight. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Senator from Ohio, in answer to the question 
which I propounded whether this proposed law was to apply to future 
trusts or whether he desires that it should be applied to existing trusts, 


Mr. SHERMAN. As far as I can perceive, I think that the continuing agreement, 

ment, combination, etc., such as described in the first section will become 

illegal on the passage of this act, and not before. Our laws cannot be made re- 

troactive. But I do not see myself any objection to making the continuance or 

a combination like this after properdays’ notice an offense. I think, however. 

thirty days’ notice is too short, because a law of this kind ought to havea broad 
circulation before it becomes operative. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think itdoes apply to existing trusts where they 
continue to do the acts complained of after the passage of the law. 

Mr. EUSTIS. They are simply declared null and void. Now, the 
proposition of the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is that all per- 
sons engaged in the creation of any trust commit a misdemeanor. Of 

that only applies to the future. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the Senator will not stop reading there. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iwill read the whole of it: 

Thatall persons engaged in the creation of any trust—— 


Mr. REAGAN. It goes on: 
or as owner or part owner, agent, or manager of any trust. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Yes, “employed.” Does not that refer to the crea- 
tion, I ask the Senator from Texas? 
| That all persons engaged in the creation of any trust, or as owner or part 
owner, agent, or manager of any trust employed in any business carried on 
with any foreign country. 

Does the Senator construe that to apply immediately after the pas- 

of this act? 
r. REAGAN. That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Immediately after the passage of this act? 

Mr. REAGAN, It commences to take trusts as they are and make 
them unlawful. - 

Mr. EUSTIS. But immediately after the passage of this act? 

Mr. REAGAN. It can not operate until after its passage. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Of course; I understand that. 

Mr, REAGAN. And at common law they are unlawful already. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Then do I understand the Senator’s amendment to 
mean that the manager or agent of any trust company existing at the 
time of the passage of this act commits a misdemeanor the day after 


its ? 
Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. EUSTIS. Iask the Senator whether he does not think that is 


too harsh, and whether it wonld not be better to provide that the act 
shall not take effect for ninety days? 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no objection, if it is thought best, to give 
them reasonablenotice. I would accept an amendment, if itis thought 
ndvisable to do so, which would give notice and give time for people 
to abandon these combinations, though they are not entitled to much 
mercy. 

Mr. BUTLER (to Mr. REAGAN). The Reporter can not hear you. 

Mr. REAGAN. These combinations have robbed the people with- 
out mercy themselves, and they are doing about what is unlawful at 
common law. I donot know; I think probably I shall not accept the 
amendment su, ted. 

I was notified that I could not be heard by the Reporters. I want to 
say in their presence and to the Senate that I shall not hereafter hold 
myself responsible, and I hope nobody else will hold me responsible, 
for the reports of py remarks in ourdebates here. I find that in what 
I said yesterday what I thought was very emphatic and very clear, 
and in close hearing of the Reporters, some of it was so reported that I 
do not know how to revise it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. If the provisions of the bill, beginning at the first 
section, apply to existing trusts, and if the penal provision applies to 
the aoe a yR or agents of an existing trust immediately after the pas- 

of the law—— 

Mr. HOAR. It also, I will suggest to the Senator from Louisiana, 
includes the owner of stock in a corporation so employed. 


Mr. EUSTIS. Itis to cover the case of existing trusts; and I am 
oo willing to strain a point to vote for such a bill as that. I 

ve had some very serious difficulty in reaching that conclusion, but 
very able lawyers think that it is constitutional, and Iam willing to 
acquiesce in their judgment so far; butI can not vote for this measure 
for the reason that upon many propositions I have no sort of doubt 
whatever as toits unconstitutionality. Irefer to contracts in whatare 
known as ‘‘futures.”? I should like to know what the Congress of the 
United States has to do with the Cotton Exchange, for instance, in 
New Orleans dealing in futures. I notice that nearly all the articles 
which are referred to with regard to future contracts are things that 
people consume: wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley; but the authors of the 
measure have included cotton. If we are going to include cotton why 
do we not include steel rails? People are as liable to eat steel rails as 
they are to eat cotton, 

Why do we not include lead orsalt? Why do we not include every- 
thing? Why do we not include manufactured cotton goods, a subject 
with reference to which there are very large operations in futures in 
Boston and in New York, Philadelphia, and elsewhere? If the broad 
proposition be that Congress should declare its policy upon the ques- 
tion of gambling, of which I confess I know very little; if the States 
have become so debilitated and emasculated and if the people of the 
States have become so demoralized that we are to surrender the whole 
question of police, of policy, and of public morality to the Congress of 
the United States, for one it will not be done by my vote. 

Where are we going to stop? If the State of Louisiana, for its own 
interest and from itsown motives, owing no apology to any other State 
or to the Government of the United States, chooses to legalize con- 
tracts in futures with reference to cotton, by which a large and most 
respectable portion of our population make a living, which many and 
many a time have enabled the planter to get a much higher price for 
his product than he would get in the absence of a cotton exchange, 
when the planter many and many a time has been able to protect him- 
self against flood and unfavorable seasons by making a future contract 
in cotton—if the State of Louisiana chooses to consider thata perfectly 
proper and legitimate business, a business that should exist and should 
be sustained by the State, from which the State derives a revenue, and 
legalizes that business, where is the authority of Congress to step in 
and tell the State of Lonisiana or any other State that those contracts 
are illegal and immoral and shall be suppressed by the power of Con- 
gressional legislation? 

Mr. President, I am not surprised that a Republican Senator should 
have introduced such an amendment as this. Iam notsurprised that 
it shonld receive votes from Republican Senators, who believe that what 
they call nationality has been substituted for the Constitution of the 
United States, who believe that we have nothing in fact but a parlia- 
mentary government whose powers are supreme and indisputable, a 
government of the majority which can control the minority, that there 
are no balances, no adjustments, no limitations in our system of gov- 
ernment; but it would be amazing to me to find that a Democratic 
Senator should vote for it, who believes that the police powers, ever 
since the foundation of this Government, belong exclusively to the 
State; that each State government is reponsible to the people inhab- 
iting that State for the exercise of that police power; and that when- 
ever the Congress of the United States undertakes to regulate that 
State power, that police power, in defiance of the sovereign will of the 
State, then you attempt the grossest usurpation that has ever been at- 
tempted in the history of our Government. Then it will be that the 
people will be ready to lay down their liberties and their rights on the 
footstool that you create by your legislation, and surrender every prin- 
ciple of local and self government. It will then be that our Federal 
Government will become not only central, butovershadowing. It will 
be the only voice that can speak to the people of the United States, 
To this source alone will they look for their rights and for their liber- 
ties, if any they have left. Strike down once the police power of the 
State, which is the supremest attribute of its sovereignty, invade that 
sacred domain by this bill, declare what is immoral, what is illegal, 
what is proper, what is reprehensible with reference to a purely do- 
mestic, local, and State question, and then you will have statehood 
stand as nothing but a mockery and a sham, an emblem of what was 
great in the past, but has disappeared for the future. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I simply rise to say that in charging 
an alliance between myself and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] 
I think the Senator from Missouri [Mr, Vest] did not act in a christian 
spirit. Weare told, sir, that there should be more rejoicing over one 
sinner that repenteth than over ninety and nine just persons, like the 
Senator from Missouri and myself, who need no repentance. [Laugh- 
ter.] As the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Ohio had 
just dissolved a very successful alliance for defeating the proposition 
to extend aid to educate the poor, illiterate children of the South, it 
seemed to me that the Senator from Missouri ought to have congratu- 
lated the Senator and myself that we had come together at last on a 
platform attempting to do something for the of the people. 

Ido not suppose that there is a stump in the United States of America 
which ever contained an orator on either side, of any shade of political 
opinion, even including that neuter gender called a Mugwump, but has 
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made the circumambient atmosphere 
‘trusts and combinations. We putit inour platforms; weputiton the 
headlines of our campaign papers and circulating campaign documents; 
we talk at the fire-side and everywhere in denunciation of trusts and 
combinations. 

We are all the friends of the people. Weare all enemies to these 


resound with denunciations of 


illegal combinationsof capital which devour the substance of the people 
and grind the faces of the poor. But when it comes to putting that 
friendship to the test we find that every Harem yor which human Sen- 
atorial ingenuity can suggest bristles with legal and constitutional ob- 
jections. ‘‘ We are your friend, farmer; we are your friend, little fish 
who are being swallowed up by the big ones; would to God we could 
help you, but we can not.’’ 

Now, Mr. President, my profession of for the people and their 
interests, as contradistinguished from those of the combinations of cap- 
ital in this country, is a sincere one, and those ceprenionn have char- 
acterized me ever since I was in political life. Sofar as my recollection 
extends, there is not a single vote that I have ever given in this or 
other legislative bodies which was not as I believed in the interests of 
the people. 

It may be, sir, that these constitutional objections are valid, but at 
all events there is certainly ingenuity and legal learning enough in 
this body to devise some measure to correct these evils of which every 
one complains, these trusts that have eyen extended to the ing that 
envelops the cotton of the planter in the South, to the plow with which 
the Western and Southern farmers stir the soil. There is scarcely any 
article of prime necessity in this country as towhich the people do not 
complain that its price has been enhanced by these combinations, 

Now, we ought either to do something or we ought to say to the peo- 
ple “‘ It is not worth while to talk about the subject; the Constitution 
of the United States gives no power whatsoever to to redress 
these evils, and you must look to the States alone.” As honest men 
we must tell them that, if it be the trath, and let them endeavor to 
find redress in their State Legislatures. 

For one, sir, I am willing to make an effort to do something. So far 
as the amendment which was proposed by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. INGALLS], which has been adopted and has now become a part of 
the bill, is concerned, I did not vote for it. I was not in the Chamber 
when it was adopted. It was to without a yea-and-nay vote, 
in the confusion which was in the Senate yesterday in to the 
various amendments and propositions submitted upon the bill. I ac- 
knowledge that is an unconstitutional amendment. I helieve it to be 
so, so far as a Jayman has any right to express a constitutional view. 

Mr. GEORGE. Which amendment is that? 

Mr. VANCE. The amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
INGALLS], which is undoubtedly a revenue bill, and such a bill can 
not under the Constitution originate in this body. Iadmit that. I 
expect to vote to strike it ont of the bill, but should it be adopted I 

ieve that I shall still continue in support of the bill, believing that 
the courts can decide that portion of the law as it will then be, uncon- 
stitutional, without interfering with or disturbing the remainder, for 
it is not at all dependent upon the remainder of the bill, nor is the re- 
mainder of the bill dependent upon it. 

I am determined, so far as it is in my power, to do something to re- 
press the operation of these trusts and combinations, and having done 
my endeavor so far as I am able to doit, then the results rest not with 
me. I makenoimputations upon other Senators. If I ever have done 
it, I have not been correct in doing so, because it is not the thing to do 
here. Weare all responsible to our own consciences for our actions 
and for our views of the Constitution. But I say that it is our duty 
either to do something to repress these trusts and combinations or stop 
talking to the people about them. So far as the imputation is made 
that my action orthat of any other Senator is influenced by the Farm- 
ers’ Alliance, I say that the demagogy of the whole proposition consists 
in continuing to talk to the people as though we could do something 
when we know that we can not do anything. 

Mr. GEORGE, Will the Senator allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator know any gentleman on this side 
of the Chamber who denies that Congress has the constitutional power 
to do something ? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. Who is it? 

Mr. VANCE. I am one of the Senators myself who believe that 
Congress ean do something to remedy these evils. 

Mr. GEORGE. Who denies that Congress can do something, I ask? 

Mr. VANCE. Oh, I did not understand the question. .I do not 
deny it, but it so happens that every proposition ever made so far meets 
with a constitutional objection. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, I will ask the Senator another question, if he 
will allow me. 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does he not believe that the great mother of these 
trusts lies in a protective tariff ? 

Mr. VANCE. I do. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then if the duty were taken off the articles which 


par excellence ® Democrat and a friend of the peop’ 


are ea by the trusts, would not that be a ‘constitutional 
remedy 

Mr. VANCE. It would, so far as those performances are concerned 
which are enacted behind the wall of the protective tariff; but there 
are others which are not behind that wall, and I want to strike at them 
all, every one of them. Asa matter of course, the great bulk of the 
articles the purchase price of which is enhanced by combinations are 
protected by the tariff law which excludes the competition of foreign 
articles, and it would break down their combination if those articles 
were admitted freely into this country or upon the payment of a rea- 
sonable duty. There is no doubt about that; but there are many 
other articles which would be unaffected by any action we might take 
in regard to the tariff, and for that reason I am in favor of doing what 
is before us to be done, rather than waiting for the trusts to be broken 
down by a reduction of tariff duties. 

The Senator from Mississippi knows as well as I do and as well as 
any other Senator that there is no earthly prospect of reducing tariff 
duties for the purpose of suppressing trusts. Yesterday, upon the vote 
on the amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cokr], which au- 
thorized the Presidentof the United States to suspend the tariffduties 
whenever he may be satisfied that trusts are formed under their pro- 
tection, the Senator saw at once how promptly every Senator on the 
other side rallied to the rescue of the tariff. 

Mr. GEORGE. Including the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], 
who voted against the amendment offered by his colleague. 

Mr. REAGAN. What is that? 

Mr. GEOKGE. TheSenatorfrom North Carolina, inalluding to the 
vote yesterday upon the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Coke], which struck down tariff duties when they were fostering 
these trusts, said that every Senator on the other side of the Chamber 
very promptly voted against it. I called his attention to the fact—{I 
thought it was a fact, and, if it is not, the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] cancorrect me)—that the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
voted with the other side on that proposition. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ivotedagainsttheadoption of my colleague’samend- 
ment as a substitute for the entire bill. I understand that the provis- 
ion which the Senator from Mississippi and the Senator from North 
Carolina refer to is in that substitute, but it had not been mentioned 
in the debate, and I doubt if many members knew it wasthere. Idid 
not vote against it on that ground, but for the reason that I had abet- 
ter provision to substitute for it, in my judgment, than that was, be- 
cause I relied on the commerce clause of the Constitution for my au- 
thority and because that relied for its constitutional authority upon an 
act of a State Legislature to create Federal jurisdiction, and I did not 
choose to vote for a substitute which I did not believe derived its power 
from the right source to supplant another which I did believe was de- 
rived from the right source. I hope the Senator from Mississippi will 
not set me down as a high-tariff man because of that vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no. I only made that suggestion to relieve my 
friends on the other side of the Chamber from the charge made against 
them by the Senator from North Carolina. If the excuse given by the 
Senator from Texas is good for him, it is good for the Senators on the 
other side; that is all. i 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator from Mississippi thinks he can deter 
me from the discharge of my duty according to my convictions by tell- 
ing me that I am voting with the wrong side, he misapprehends the 
man. When I believe I am right, if I stood alone in front of all the 
world I would do it. If I believe I am right, I care not what party it 
takes me to, I will go with it. So the Senator need not think that he 
can twit me by saying that I have been voting with the Republican 
side of the Chamber. Let him assume to champion a measure which 
I have said in my judgment had no authority under the Constitution 
to defeat one which rested upon the commerce clause of the Constitu- 
tion. That is where I stood. 

It is immateria] to me what side I stand on in standing for what I 
believe to be my duty, and the Senator will not intimidate me from ` 
the discharge of duty by any statement that I vote with the opposite side, 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
VANCE] has the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE, I beg leave to say a word. 

Mr. VANCE. I yield once more. 

Mr. GEORGE, Ithink Ioughttoanswer the charge of attempted in- 
timidation. I can assure my distinguished friend from Texas that I 
meantno harm; that I did notintend to intimidate him or to deter him. 
The Senator from North Carolina in his speech assailed my friends on the 
other side (whom I asail sometimes, but I do not like to see them as- 
sailed unjustly) upon the ground that they had voted against proposition 
to suspend the operations of the tariff as a means of suppressing trusts, 
His condemnation was directed entirely to our friends upon the other 
side, and I merely called his attention to the fact that he was unjust 
in confining his denunciation to the other side; that in that vote was 
included the distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], who is 
le. 


Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator from North Carolina allow me a 
moment? : 
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Mr. VANCE. IfI can get permission I will take my seat, for I am 
about through, anyhow. 

Mr. REAGAN, I want to say just one word. 

Mr. VANCE. I now yield the floor for all intents and purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas will proceed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not want to take the Senator off the floor. 

Mr. VANCE. I was about done. Go ahead. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would not do injustice to the motives of the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi, but the Senator took occasion a few days ago, 
when I had no opportunity to reply, to call attention to my inconsist- 
ency about something. If I had hac occasion to reply then, I should 
have said that a Senator who could make as able a constitutional ar- 
gument as he could make for a strict construction of the Constitution 
and then vote for the Blair bill ought to understand the full force of 
the word ‘‘inconsistency.”’ 

Mr. GEORGE, Well, Mr. President, I do not care to quarrel with 
my friend because he could not see in the Constitution of the United 
States the power to give money from an overflowing Treasury to edu- 
cate the poor people of this country who had lost their property by the 
results of the war. I acquit him of anything wrong on that subject. 
My constitutional views have been expressed here, and if the Senator 
does not like them, either upon this subject or upon any other, he has 
the liberty which every American citizen has to try to show that I am 


wrong. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], which 
has been read. 

Mr, PUGH. Mr. President, I desire to say that there seems to be a 
very great misconception of the character of the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. I tnink myself that that amendment 
is not to the subject of the billintroduced by the Senator from 
Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN], and I believe it is totally out of place and ought 
never to have been connected atall with the bill for the suppression of 
trusts and combinations. Theamendmentof the Senator from Kansas, 
it seems to be understood by my friend from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], 
operates against dealing in futures by cotton exchanges in the Soutk. 
There is nothing whatever in the bill that prevents a cotton exchange, 
or any farmer, any cotton-owner, in the South or anywhere else, from 
selling his cotton to be delivered at any time in the futare. It only 
aims at dealing in these commodities when they are not owned, and 
when itis‘a part of the contract of sale that they are not to be delivered. 
I understand that to be the express provision of the bill. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Doesnot the amendmentaim to prevent whatis known 
as dealing in fatures? 

Mr. PUGH. In the way specified in the bill—that is, by making 
contracts to deliver commodities not owned by the parties to the con- 
tract at the time and never intended to be delivered. 

I will state further that, as a lawyer engaged in the trial of a case 
involving the character of this business, I examined the best-informed 
men in the city of New York upon that subject, and every one of the 
witnesses testified that in that system established in New York by 
which they dealt in futures there was not a single transaction in which 
any party to it would say it was no part of the agreement that there 
was not to be an actual delivery of the commodity. Every one of 
them will testify to-day, I have no doubt, as they have done in the past 


within my knowledge, every member of these cotton exchanges, every 


man who is engaged in this business of selling for future delivery, will 
swear that it is no part of the contract between the parties that there 
is not to be a delivery of the article sold for future delivery. 

I say that under this bill there will be no license issued to any man 
who wants to engage in the business as it is going on to-day in the 
country, and I look upon the amendment as being utterly useless and 
harmless in its operation. I state these facts from personal knowledge 
and from the express provisions of the bill. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I desire to correct my friend from Ala- 
bama. What is known as a contract in futures is this: A person buys 
orsellsa thousand bales of cotton deliverable ata fixed date. There is 
nothing whatsoever in the contract to show whether he intends to de- 
liver the thousand bales or not. When the contract matures he cau do 
one of two things, at his option: He can either deliver actually the 
thousand bales of cotton according to the grade called for by the con- 
tract, and the seller is bound to receive the thousand bales of cotton, 
or he can pay the difference in the market between the time that the 
contract was made and the time of the delivery. That is the way the 
business is conducted in New Orleans; that is the way the business is 
conducted in Liverpool. Not quite a year ago there was a man by the 
name of Steiner, who made a corner in cotton at Liverpool, and every 
ship that he could get all over the world was loaded with cotton by 
those people who had made contracts in order to tender him the actual 
cotton, which they did, and that prevented him from reaping the enor- 
mous profit which he otherwise would have secured. 

There is no question whatever that in New Orleans and in Liverpool, 
and I take itin New York, and Mobile, and Memphis, and every other 
city they have only onesystem of business, and that regulated by what 
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is known as the National Exchange, composed of all these cotton ex- 
changes in the various cities, and that is one of their rules, I know 
that is the way they conduct their business; there is nothing in the 
contract to show what the intention of the parties is except that it is 
understood generally that they will settle the difference when the con- 
tract matures; but if a man chooses to go and sell one hundred thou- 
sand bales of cotton and tender them to the purchaser he has the right 
to do that, and the purchaser is obliged to take them under what is 
known as a future contract. That is the business that is conducted in 
New Orleans, 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I understood the Senator to state that 
this bill prevented cotton-growers in the South from selling their cot- 
ton for future delivery. I deny that that can be the effect of the bill. 
In the next place, I would ask that Senator what there is in the bill 
which would prevent the Cotton Exchange in New Orleans from sell- 
ing to a manufacturer at Lowell a thousand bales of cotton for detivery, 
selling them in the spring or summer for delivery toa manufacturer in 
Lowell? What is there in the bill to prevent that transaction ? 

Then again, if it isno partof the contract, as he admits, that this com- 
modity, whatever it may be, provisions, food, or cotton, is not to be de- 
livered at the time when the contract is to be performed by delivery, 
what is there in the bill to prevent the parties from arranging to settle 
upon the actual value of the cotton in the market at the time of the de- 
livery and accepting the money in the place of cotton? Whatis there 
in the bill to prevent a man from selling 10,000 bushels of wheat for fu- 
ture delivery, and at the time when the contract requires the actual 
delivery, can not the ies under that contract agree upon the value 
of the wheat and settle the difference? I do not see anything what- 
E in the bill to prevent that transaction, to prevent dealings of that 

aracter. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have no desire whatever to enter 
into this debate at this stage of it, but I think my friend from Alabama 
has clearly overlooked the whole object and purport of the bill. If I 
understand the text, the first thing that a man must do before he can 
carry out the agreement to which the Senator refers, he must pay atax 
under the internal-revenue system. . 

Mr. PUGH. There is no tax necessary to enable parties, any num- 
ber of them, members of the Cotton Exchange or producers, to deal in 
these commodities when they are to be actually delivered. There is the 
bill to speak for itself. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I have misunderstood the entire purport of it; 
that is very certain, 

Mr. PUGH. I call on the author of the bill, the Senator from Kan- 
sas [ Mr. INGALLS], to know if I am not correct in my construction. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the statement of the Senator from 
Alabama who sits farthest from me [Mr. PuGH] correctly indicates the 
purpose of the amendment which I had the honor to submit and which 
has been adopted by a practically unanimous vote of the Senate. Itis 
not intended in any manner whatever to interfere with the bargain, 
purchase, sale, or exchange of any product of which the parties may 
be , or of which they may be the producers, or which they 
intend actually to deliver, provided they are the owners of it. It is 
directed against that gigantic modern invention known as dealing in 
futures, conspiracies artificially to raise the prices of products, to change 
the value of products, to create artificial scarcity of products, to juggle 
with values irrespective of ownership by that are just as 
nefarious and just as reprehensible as those of the poker-table or the 
faro-bank, in which there is no pretense of ownership, in which there 
is often an agreement to sell ten or fifty times more than the annual 
product of what is offered in the market, the sole purpose being to en- 
able those ‘‘ who neither toil nor spin,” but who are clad in purple and 
fare sumptuously every day, to settle up on the Ist day of October, or 
the Ist day of November, if it may be, the difference between the 
price that they had bet a certain product would bear on that date and 
the price at which the producer is compelled to sell it on that day. 

If my amendmentis susceptible ofany other interpretation than that, 
if it can be tortured by any ingenuity into any other effect and opera- 
tion than that, it is not what I intended; it is not what the Senate be- 
lieved it to be when they voted for it; and all the ingenuity, all the 
casuistry, all the hair-splitting of those who for one reason or another 
are opposed to it, can not deceive anybody who does not desire to be de- 
luded. There is not in this country, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, 
a man so humble or so obscure outside of this Chamber who does not 
know exactly against what practice this amendment is directed. It is 
reserved for these great doctors of finance, these learned pundits who 
stand here, by one means and another to interfere between the law- 
making power and the rights of the people, to declare that there is 
something mysterious, something that is vague and undetermined about 
this amendment of mine. 

I must complain, Mr. President, among other things, that the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], like Mrs. Malaprop in the cele- 
brated comedy of Sheridan, cast aspersions upon my parts of speech, 
and declared that the orthography, or the orthoepy, or the syntax, or 
the prosody of the amendment might possibly be improved. In ex- 
culpation I have to say that it was drawn and prepared by an eminent 
member of the House of Representatives. It seemed to me to carry 
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out more clearly and more accurately and more thoroughly than any- 
thing I had seen the p T had in view, and I offered it as an 
amendment to the pending bill. At every stage of the proceeding it 
has been met by the interposition of some question of order; some ques- 
tion of etiquette, that it ought to have proceeded from some other com- 
mittee; some question of the Constitution, that it infringed the great 
reserved rights of the States; some question of locality, that it ought 
to have appeared in some other place in the bill. * ` 

Like those who were bidden in the Scriptures to attend the wedding 
feast, those who are invited to vote for this amendment, which they all 
admit is directed against a pernicious, nefarious, and most reprehensi- 
ble practice, with one consent begin to make excuses. The Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] and others question the sincerity, ques- 
tion the good faith, question the intelligence of those who offer and 
adhere to this amendment. The Senator from Louisiana desires to 
know if this is a sham battle. Another Senator rises and inquires if 
those who support this amendment are not playing the part of Don 
Quixote and fighting a windmill. Still another rises and intimates 
that this is being done at the dictation of the Farmers’ Alliance, as if 
“the isle” had been frighted ‘from her propriety,” and that we were 
trembling in a state of trepidation in this endeavor to do a great act of 


ce. 

Mr. President, the people of the United States have a reasonable de- 
gree of respect for the Constitution, but they are not afraid of it. A 
constitution is a growth, and not a manufacture, and the Constitution 
of 1890, by reason of the operation of the will of the people who made 
it, is a vastly different instrament from the Constitution of 1789. Its 
authors would not know it. They made it for specific purposes, not 
for the object of enabling country lawyers to devise definitions, not for 
the seca of interposing obstacles and barriers to the will of the 

e. 

Let us refresh our recollection for an instant to see what the Consti- 

tution was made for—not by the States, either. 
We the people of the United States— 


And for what ?— 
in order to form a more perfect union, establish justice, insure domestic tran- 
quillity, eo for the common defense, promote the eral welfare, and se- 
cure the blessings of liberty to oucselvesand our ty, do ordain and estab- 
lish this Constitution for the United States of America. 

Therefore, Mr. President, we are instructed what the purpose. and 
object of ‘‘the people of the United States’? was in the formation of 
the Constitution under which we live and which is perpetually invoked 
by the narrow and rigid and illiberal constructionists to in an 
insuperable barrier against every effort to better the condition of the 
people. Sir, the people of the United States do not regard the Consti- 
tution with superstition or awe. They know that there are some things 
more venerable than charters, more sacred than constitutions, and those 
are the rights and the privileges which charters and constitutions were 
ordained to establish and to maintain. At every stage of national 
growth and progress we have been met by the interposition of these 
minute and insectivorous propositions that the Constitution was a bar- 
rier against the determined and resolute will of the people, and we are 
taunted with bad faith, with false chivalry, with fighting sham battles 
when we attempt here to carry into effect a provision which I shall 
show before I get through with my statement is entirely within the 
limits and purview of the Constitution itself. 

Mr. President, I can not conceive of anything that is more humorous, 
more grotesque, more qualified and competent to make the sides of the 
nation shake with derisive laughter, than for the Senator from Louisi- 
ana, and the Senator from Mississippi, and the Senator from Missouri, 
and their associates, to rise with terror upon every occasion and plead 
the Constitution with a simulation of terror as if the minutest abrasion 
of that sacred instrument would, as we are told at the death of Kosci- 
usko, make ‘‘freedom shriek.’ IfI recollect aright, those gentlemen 
spent a considerable portion of time in endeavoring to destroy the Con- 
stitution. What is the secret of this new-found reverence for the Con- 
stitution? Did they bear it away in the ark of the covenant for four 
years and then bring it back to us as its chosen guardians, and be per- 
mitted in that same instant to taunt those who endeavor to carry ont 
the ideas of national growth and progress with being the violators of 
the Constitution? There is a constant pleading of the oath that was 
taken to support the Constitution, as if those who differed with them 
in their interpretation of the Constitution were perjured and oblivious 
of their moral obligations. 

It seems to me it will be a little more becoming for those men who 
are scourging us, who hold us up to public castigation, if they possess 
the modesty of opinion to recollect that their views of the Constitution 
have not been maintained by the people of this country. There has 
been no step in the national progress in the last thirty-five years against 
which the Senator from Louisiana and the Senator from Mississippi 
and the Senator from Missouri have not arisen and declared that it was 
against the Constitution. I recollect there was a great demonstration 
that there was no power in the Constitution to coerce a State which 
saw fit to go out of the Union. But we found it, Mr. President; we 
found it somewhere in its latent ‘t public welfare,” ‘* bless- 
ings of liberty,” wherever it might be, we found it. We were told that 


the abolition of slavery was without warrant in the Constitution, but 
wefound it, and when it could not be found in the letter it was amended 
by thesword. It is a fair warning to those who attempt to insist uga 
verbal and lingual interpretations against the will of the people, 
whenever the elasticity, the capacity to carry out the wishes and the 
will of the people is not sufficient there will always be found a way to 
amend it. 

So we were told when reconstruction came that there was no consti- 
tutional power to reconstruct the rebellious States, We were told 
there was no power in the Constitution to make a paper a legal tender. 
We were told, by the same men who are now declaiming nst this 
bill and against those who support it as being pretenders and insincere 
and uncandid, that there was no power under the Constitution tomake 
legal tender out of paper; and later on that there was no constitutional 
power to resume specie payments. 

The other day, when there was a little resolution offered here to in- 
quire into some violation of law in Mississippi, the whole organization 
rose up and said, ‘It is a violation of the Constitution. You havea 
right to go to England, to Germany, to Austria, to Spain, wherever the 


rights of an American citizen have been assailed, but there is no power 
in the Constitution to take care of the rights of an American 
that have been assailed and overthrown in Mississippi.” And later 


than that, upon a little petty question of convenience here in the Sen- 
ate, when there was an order proposed for the election of a President 
pro tempore who should hold during the pleasure of the Senate, up rose 
the guardians of the Constitution and said there was no power to elect a 
President of this body except in the absence of the Vice-President. 

I commend, Mr. President, to these construers of the Constitution 
the contemplation of the results of their criticisms for the last thirty 
years, and suggest whether it is not paray poine that they may be 
mistaken in invoking against this effort to relieve the people, for whom 
the Constitution was made, of one of the great, monstrous, crying evils 
of any century. 

The Senator from North Carolina, prematurely, I think, the Senator 
from Alabama, improvidently, I think, said that the amendment pro- 
posed by me was outside the limits and purview of the Constitution in 
this, that it was a violation of the privilege and prerogative of the 
House of Representatives. To the two operating clauses of the Con- 
stitution I will call the attention of the Senate. Article I, section 7, 
says: 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives. 

That is plain; thatis explicit; thatisunmistakable. If this isa bill 
for raising revenue, I admit that itis improperly inttoduced into this 
bod 


The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises— 


For what? 
the debts 1 

to pe Srey and provide for the common defense and general welfare of 

I go further and I admit that if this measure which proposes to lay 
a tax is a bill for raising revenue then it is not properly in this body. 
I accept logically all the consequences of those declarations. - There is 
the major premise; there is the minor premise; there is the conclu- 
sion. Itisasyllogism. Bills for raising revenne must originate in 
the House of Representatives; this is a bill for raising revenue; there- 
fore it can not properly originate in the Senate. But are the power to 
tax and the raising of revenue the same thing? Are they identical 
under the Constitution? Under section 8 is the exercise of the power 
to tax for the purpose of paying debts, providing for the common de- 
fense and general welfare of the United States, a bill for raising rev- 
enue? Idenyit. I affirm that this is in no sense whatever a bill for 
raising revenue. It is not intended asa bill for raising revenue any 
more than the bill for the taxation of oleomargarine was intended for 
raisingrevenue. Everybody who voted for that bill or against it knew 
thatit was not a bill for raisingrevenue. It wasa bill that was intro- 
duced and passed for the purpose of suppressing the production of an 
article that was believed to be injurious to the general welfare of the 
United States, whether that belief was right or wrong. I did not be- 


lieve in it myself. 
Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to ask him a 
question ? 


Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Kansas has just said, and I think 
said truly, that every one knew that the real object of the oleomargarine 
bill was not to raise revenue, that it was for some other p to 
wit, to suppress the manufacture and sale of a counterfeit article of 
food. I ask the Senator, if the real object of the bill had been expressed 
in its title and it had been entitled ‘“* A bill to prevent the manufacture 
and sale of counterfeit butter,” whether he believes that the Supreme 
Court of the United States would have sustained its constitationality. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not know whether the Supreme Court of the 
United States decides upon the constitutionality of acts by their titles 
or not. I never heard that it did. I never heard that the title was 
anything more than descriptive, and I should be very much surprised, 
indeed, to learn that as a matter of legislative declaration of intent and 


purpose the Supreme Court of the United States had ever minutely 
and critically examined the title of an act. I read from Story on the 
Constitution, volume 1, page 687 of the edition that I hold in my hand, 
section 965: 
The lan 


of the Constitution is: * have power to lay 


shall 
If the clause had stopped here 


Now the material part comes in. 


The absolute power to lay taxes inclades the power in every form in which 
it may be used, and forevery purpose to which the Legislature may choose to 
apply it. This results from the very nature of such an unrestri 
i ehengh it might be applied by Congress to purposes for which nati 
aceustomed to apply it. Now, nothing is more clear, from the history of 
commercia] nations, nas the fact that the Eng pawe is often, very often, ap- 
plied for ona Cys ea than revenue. It is applied as a regulation of 
tiso a 


commerce. pplied— 
And this becomes more interesting as I proceed— 


It is often applied as a virtual prohibition upon the importation of particular ar- 
ticles, for the encouragement and protection of domestic products and industry; 
for the support of culture, commerce, and manufactures; for retaliation 


upon mono! and injurious restrictions; for mere p of State 
oe hoe mestic economy ; sometimes to banish a noxious of consump- 
Like oleomargarine— 


sometimes as a bounty upon aninfant manufacture or agricultural product; 
sometimes as a temporary restraint of trade; sometimes— 

I call the attention of the doubting Thomases to this declaration: 
sometimes asa su ion of particular employments; sometimes as a pre- 


ropese power to y competition and secure a monopoly to the Govern- 
men 


Section 970: 

Ifthe common defense or general welfare— 

The phrase employed in the eighth section of the first article of the 
Constitution— 


can be promoted by laying taxes in any other manner than for revenue, who 
is at liberty to say that Co can not constitutionally exercise the power 
for such a purpose? Noone a right to say thatthe common defense and 
general welfare can never be promoted by laying taxes, except for revenue. 

. > * La * . * 


‘Those, therefore, who hold the opinion above stated must unavoidably main- 
tain that the power to lay taxes is not confined to revenue, but extends to all 
cases where itis proper to be used for the common defense and general wel- 


Section 973: 

So that, whichever construction of the power to lay taxes is adopted, the 
same conclusion is sustained, that the power to lay taxes is not by the Consti- 
tution confined to pu of revenue. In point of fact it has never been lim- 
ited to such purposes by Congress; and all the great functionaries of the Gov- 
ernment have certainly maintained the doctrine that it was not constitutionally 
so limited, 

If the authority of this great writer on constitutional law is worth 
anything, the power to raise revenue and the power to levy a tax are 
absolutely different. They are capable of being exercised by entirely 
different functions. We may tax irrespective of the question of reve- 
nue, and that is what is intended to be done in the amendment I pro- 
posed to the bill reported by the Senator from Ohio. That is the reason 
why the language in the ninth section, in the first and second lines, 
upon which the Senator from Louisiana animadverted, was inserted, 
not with any idea of leaving it doubtful whether this was a tax bill for 
the purpose of revenue or a bill for the suppression of a nefarious and 
reprehensible practice. I do not desire to be misunderstood, or mis- 
taken, or misapprehended. ‘Those words were inserted for a purpose, 
for the purpose of asserting affirmatively that under the Constitution, 
the power to tax being admitted to exist in order to suppress a traffic 
believed to be injurious, this was the intention and the design of the 
amendment. 

But, sir, we are not without witnesses so far as the validity of the in- 
terpretation of the Constitution by Mr. Justice Story is concerned. I 
refer to the well known case in 8 Wallace, of Veazie Bank vs. Fenno, 
in which the power of the United States to levy a 10 per cent. tax upon 
the circulating medium of State banks, not for the purpose of raisinga 
revenue, but for the purpose of destroying their circulation, was di- 
rectly brought within the purview of the Supreme Court itself. The 
holding of the court was: 

The tax of 10 per cent. imposed by the act of July 13, 1855, on the notes of State 
banks paid out after the Ist of August, 1866, is warranted by the Constitution— 
although it was admitted in the argument that the object and pur- 
pose of that tax was not to raise a revenue, but to suppress the circula- 
tion of the State banks and practically destroy it. I read the closing 
sentence of the opinion of the dissenting judges, who reached the same 
conclusion by a different route, disagreeing with some of the precepts 
laid down by the majority of the court in the decision, which was de- 
livered by Chief-Justice Chase: 


Mr. BUTLER. How did the court stand, if I may ask the Senator? 
How many dissented? 

Mr. INGALLS. Two dissented. Justices Nelson and Davis dis- 
sented. In further support of the same proposition I refer to the case 
in 101 United States Reports, of The National Bank vs. United States, 
in error to the circuit court of the United States for the eastern district 
of Arkansas. In this case the opinion was delivered by Mr. Chief- 
Justice Waite in October, 1879, and he alludes to the power of taxation 
and expounds it, and shows wherein it differs from the revenue power, 
and the fact that it can be used otherwise than for reyenue purposes. 
This is his language: 

The tax thus laid is not on the obligation, but on its use in a particular way. 
As against the United States, a State municipality has no right to put its notes 
in circulation as money. It may execute its obligations, butcan not, against 
the will of Congress, makethem money. The tax ison thenotes paid out; that 
is, made use of asa circulating medium, Such a use is against the policy of 
dung Sheth oak thal th; tepton dng them os tive aquiveien kot mong in MPASI 
ing his obligations, is taxed for what he does.» z 

The closing paragraph is as follows: 

The taxation was no doubt intended to destroy the use; but that, as has just 
been seen, Congress had the power to do, 

I think, unless some decisions or some argument or some evidence or 
the authority of some great writer can be adduced to the contrary, that 
those who have pronounced against the validity, the legality, the con- 
stitutionality of this amendment will see fit to revise their opinion. 
Unless this amendment which proposes to tax is intended to raise reve- 
nue it need not originate in the House of Representatives, because only 
those measures which are for raising revenue must originate in that 
place. I have shown by authority, by the express declaration of pur- _ 
pose, that this is not intended for the purpose of raising revenue, but 
for another purpose, in itself constitutional and expressed in the body 
of the bill itself; and therefore I contend that it is not obnoxious to the 
objections which have been urged. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the attention of the Senator from Kansas 
to a little matter of detail, which I may forget if I do not call his at- 
tention to it now. I wish to propose an amendment which I believe 
he will accede to. At the bottom of the fifth page, after the proviso 
at the end of section 7, I wish to add the words: 

Or of articles to be consumed by the person to whom they are delivered or in 
his establishment, 

The Senator will observe that the bill as it is now drawn, especially 
section 8, will be open to the criticism that it prohibits contracts for 
the delivery to large establishments like hotels of beef, or lard, or milk 
for the daily use of their customers, and that class of contracts which 
have no sort of connection with those aimed at; but it is better, I sup- 
pose, to have the phraseology of the bill clearly exclude that intention, 
and I ask him, therefore, if he sees any objection to the amendment 
which I propose. 

Mr. INGALLS. Isee none. I ask that it be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Massachusetts re- 
peat the amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. There will be unanimous consent, I presume, to make 
it now. I desire to add after the proviso at the bottom of the fifth 
page, in section 7, the words: 

Or of articles to be consumed by the person to whom they are delivered or in 
his establishment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add atthe end of the proviso 
in section 7 ‘‘ or of articles to be consumed by the person to whom they 
are delivered or in his establishment;”’ so as to make the proviso read: 


That this act shall not apply to contracts for the delivery at any 
one time of articles of notmore than in value or of articles to be consumed 
by the person to whom they are delivered or in his establishment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts will be agreed to. The 
Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. The question recurs on agree- 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SPOONER]. = 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the Senate at 
this time in the afternoon by making even a brief reply to what was 
said by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] in regard to the im- 
propriety of those of us who, as he says, tried todestroy the Constitution 
during the late war in now having the immodesty and hardihood to 
ask that the provisions of the Constitution be honestly and faithfully 
earried out. If the result of the war, as claimed by the Senator from 
Kansas—for it is the legitimate consequence of hia argument—was to 

ut the entire Southern people outside of the pale of constitutional ob- 

igations and to put upon them the ban that they should never here- 
after be permitted to question the violation of that instrument, then 
his conclusions are correct and we are liable to his criticisms. That 
great struggle, as I understand it and as the world understands it, 
was in regard to the construction of the Constitution, and when force 
of arms brought about a result, when the arbitramentof battle decided 
against the Southern people, there has never been with any honorable 
man sinze but one single question, and that was whether the South 
accepted honestly that result and intended to abide by it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me a question? 
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Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator believe that the constitutional 
construction for which the South contended was right or wrong? 

Mr. VEST. I believed at the time it was right. 

Mr. INGALLS. Well, but now? 

Mr. VEST. I believed that it was right, but I accepted the result, 


and I accepted that result to be that I was honestly to abide by the | in 


construction of the Constitution of the United States put upon it by the 
Supreme Court, the highest judicial tribunal in this country, and made 
the arbiter as to what the meaning of the Constitution was. 

I did not accept as the result of that struggle all the constractions 
put upon the Constitution by the Republican party or by the Senator 
from Kansas. I deny that the war put me in a position where I was 
bound to take for all time to come what he or his associates might say 
this instrument meant. Sir, if I came to the Senate representing a 
sovereign State in this Union under the proscription which the Senator 
from Kansas has announced here to-day, my State might as well, for 
all intents and purposes, be out of the Union with the rights and guar- 
anties of the Constitution nullified as to it and its people. Iam here, 
as I understand my obligation, to obey the Constitution of the United 
States as the result of the war, and not to take the construction put 
upon it by the Senator from Kansas. 

No question can come into the Senate, from the highest to the lowest, 
but what the Senator from Kansas invokes the-war, and he brings it 
here now as a means of constitutional construction. He tells us that 
this portion of the bill which I have before me is not intended for rev- 
enue purposes, butis intended to legislate out of existence these un- 
lawful combinations and trusts. If that isso, why is a license issued 
tothem? Why are they given the right under the authority of the 
vo States to continue their unlawful and wicked machinations and 

Mr. INGALLS. They will not continue, if this proposed law goes 
into effect. 

Mr. VEST. Ishall propose an amendment to this portion of the bill. 
I shall propose to strike out the words ‘‘ one thousand dollars’? wher- 
ever they occur and to insert ‘‘ten thousand dollars.’’? If the object 
of the bill is to make these combinations impossible, if it is to use the 
taxing power to tax them out of existence, why put upon those immense 
and wealthy combinations the paltry tax of $1,000 in order to allow 
them to continue their nefarious business ? 

Mr. President, my only object in rising was to move that in section 
10 wherever the words ‘‘ one thousand dollars ” occur they be stricken 
out and there be inserted the words ‘‘ten thousand dollars.’’ 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas would have 
us understand that we know nothing about the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Mr. INGALLS. I beg pardon, Mr. President. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I say the Senator from Kansas would intimate that 
we are not able to understand the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. INGALLS. Oh, no; notexactly. You have been on bothsides 
of it; you ought to understand it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Therefore I will limit my endeavor to the under- 
standing of this bill. I ask the Senator from Kansas, sup I agree 
to sell a thousand bales ofcotton to A, deliverable on the ist of May. 
I make that contract to-day. Suppose that on the morning of the Ist 
of May the purchaser A actually gets the thousand bales of cotton, that 
I actually deliver the thousand bales of cotton, is that a future contract 
under this proposed law which is to be suppressed ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Not if I correctly understand the statement of the 
Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I will repeat it so that there can be no misunder- 
standing. 

Mr. INGALLS. And I will go further and say that if a contract 
based upon the actual delivery of property that is in the ion of 
the person agreeing to sell is covered by this bill, it ought not to be. 
I am entirely candid about it. 

- Mr, EUSTIS. That does not answer my question. _My question is 
this, if the Senator will give me his attention—— 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, I am attending. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Suppose that to-day I make a contract selling a thou- 
sand bales of cotton to A, deliverable on the Ist of May. 

Mr. INGALLS. Which cotton you do not now ee 

Mr. EUSTIS. Yes. On the Ist of May I get that cotton and de- 
liver it. I ask whether in the contemplation of this proposed law that 
is a future contract to be suppressed. 

Mr. INGALLS. If on the Ist of May the contracting party has the 
cotton actually in his possession and delivers it, the transaction ought 
not to be obnoxious to the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. EUSTIS. ‘Then I understand that if I do not ovs it at the date 
of the contract, but I do at the date of the execution of the contract, it 
is not amenable to this bill ? 

Mr. INGALLS. It ought not to be. 

Mr. EUSTIS. It ought not tobe! Iassume that the Senator knows 
what amendment he has offered to the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Itis not intended to be. $ 

Mr. EUSTIS. Section 7 covers exactly the case which I stated, be- 


cause it that the person shall own the property at the date of 
the contract. It provides: 
That for the purposes of this act the word “futures” shall be understood to 


mean any contract or agreement whereby a party agrees to sell and deliver at 
the articles ekkan in section 8 of this act 


a future time to another any of 
Tea o UNET ete Bee y so agreeing to 
e 


delivery, or the party for whom he acts as nt, broker, or é 
making such contract or agreement, is not at the time of making the 
the owner of the article so contracted and agreed to be delivered. 

So this amendment does prohibit and suppress the making of a con- 
tract for future delivery unless the party making the contract is the 
actual owner of the thing sold and to be delivered. 

Mr. President, as I said, if you have a right to apply this to wheat 
and to cotton, of course there is no limitation to your power. How 
would the Senator from Massachusetts like to have inserted in the bill 
a provision that contracts for future delivery under the provisions of the 
bill shall include cotton prints, of which there are ten or twenty mill- 
ions of dollars’ worth made every year in the city of Boston. I under- 
stand in fact that nearly 90 per cent. of the cotton prints manufactured 
in this country are sold under future contracts, Yet here we havea 
proposition before Congress that under the pretense of the taxing power— 
I will recall that expression; it is not under the pretense of the taxing 

wer, because the bill itself says that it is for the purpose of suppress- 

g and preventing these contracts—the Congress of the United States 
is called upon to regulate these private contracts and dealings between 
individuals. ` 

To-day we are acting with regard to contracts for future delivery be- 
cause these contracts are considered obnoxious and objectionable. Ad- 
mitting that they are, where are we to stop? Ifthe taxing power has 
no limit and if we believe that the taxing power should not be exer- 
cised to absolutely control the police power of the States, we incur the 
criticism of the Senator from Kansas and are to admit that we are to 
stand here in di 

My friend from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], whose views of the 

Constitution are as broad as the ocean and as high as the blue heavens, 
felt it his duty to offer a constitutional amendment to change the Con- 
stitution in order to regulate the question of marriage contracts. The 
Senator from Kansas has discovered a new way of dealing with ques- 
tions of contract. It is not necessary to amend the Constitution of the 
United States to deal with any civil contract, either the making of the 
contract or the dissolving of the contract, or the regulation of any of 
its civil consequences whatever, You are not called upon any longer 
to amend the Constitution of the United States when the power of Con- 
gress is to be invoked to regulate a contract between A and Bin the 
State of Louisiana, when a Congressional law is to determine how that 
contract is to be performed, what sball be the consideration of that con- 
tract, when that contract shall be dissolved, because we have this new 
light which has been shed to-day coming from the State of Kansas, 
which informs us that under the taxing power every detail of the police 
power can beabsolutely controlled by the Congress of the United States, 
every law that every State has can be abolished, every provision ex- 
isting in every State constitution can be expunged, not aniota of State 
authority, or State law, or State constitution can ever have any opera- 
tion in this country because, forsooth, under the taxing power the Con- 
gress of the United States can regulate any contract that is made be- 
tween individuals in any State! Because we doubt the correctness of 
that doctrine, because we do not bow in humble submission to that - 
mandate, because we do not worship such authority as that which tells 
us that he is able to revolutionize this Government, that he has made 
a discovery by which every vestige of State right, statehood, State sov- 
ereignty can be expunged, we are, forsooth, to be chided, and this hall 
is to resound with the amplified phraseology and the grandiloquent 
me By for which the Senator from Kansas is so pre-eminently dis- 
tinguis! 
Yet, Mr. President, when I come to the practical question of asking 
him what does he mean by his bill, I absolutely demonstratethat he 
does not know what it means, and that he thought it meant directly 
contrary to what it does mean. I say that the bill does provide that, 
if any man in Kansas, in Massachusetts, or in Louisiana makes a con- 
tract with another man for the delivery of cotton, or wheat, or cotton 
print goods (that will come afterwards, not in this bill), at the time 
he makes that contract he must be the owner of the property which 
he sells and which he proposes to deliver. The Senator from Kansas 
did not know that that was in the amendment. He thought it was 
just the opposite. I wish to inform him that whenever the Congress 
of the United States undertakes to legislate in that direction, whether 
it be unconstitutional or constitutional, it will be a sorry day for the 
citizens of Kansas as well as the citizens of Louisiana. The people of 
the States have not been accustomed to come to Washington to ask the 
privilege of anybody of a license from Congress as to what contracts 
they shall and what contracts they shall not make. 

Talk of centralization, talk of the Blair bill, talk of the oleomarga- 
rine bill! Why, Mr. President, any comparison to this bill of those bills 
might be considered under the shelter and shield of the Constitution 
of the United States. No such gap has ever before been attempted as 
is attempted by this bill, no such stride has been made in the direction 
of centralization, absolutism, tyranny, as has been made by this bill as 
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amended to regulate the private contracts of individuals in the States, 
I wish for one, Mr. President, to declare to the Senator from Kansas 
that the State of Louisiana is able to manage thatdetail of human affairs 
without any assistance from him or from any other Senator. We are 
able in the State of Louisiana to regulate contracts with regard to prop- 
erty, contracts with regard to money. Weare able to regulate our own 
iage contracts, to regulate our own succession. And we are not 
willing and not ready yet to surrender our police power to Congress. 
If the people of Kansas dislike contracts in futures, if they think 
they are obnoxious and odious, if they think these contracts are in- 
jurious to morals and against public policy, let them appeal to the 
islature of the State of Kansas to remove that evil, if it exists; and 
if this blow is aimed at Chicago—that city which has stolen the world’s 
fair from New York and Washington, I will not say under false pre- 
tenses, for I believe they are incapable of resorting to such means—Chi- 
cago, which is said to be the great center of gambling in wheat, and 
corn, and barley, and oats, and bacon, and cattle—if the Senator from 
Kansas seeks to correct the morals of the State of Illinois, that over- 
looks his border, and is ashamed of that people because they counte- 
nance that species of gambling, if he is to assume the rôle of censor 
mores, instructor of the youth, guardian of public morals, the archangel 
that looks down and weeps for the depravity of his fellows living in 
the State of Illinois, I ask him, in the name of Heaven, to leave out 
Louisiana, and let us, if we choose, engage in future contracts. 
Mr. INGALLS. We may need to take hold of your lottery by and 


Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to ask a question of the Senator from 
Kansas purely for information, for I had not supposed the bill went 
quite to the extent now alleged. The cotton manufactured in New 
England is nearly all of it purchased from brokers or farmers and in- 
stitutions at the South, prior to its growth oftentimes, and nearly always 
before it is in the possession of the parties with whom the corporations, 
the mill-owners at the North, make their contracts for future delivery. 
So, then, the manufacture of cotton in New England is based upon con- 
tracts for the future delivery of cotton which is not in the possession 
of the other contracting party at the time the contract is made. I 
should like to know if the Senator means or understands this amend- 
ment of his to render illegal that practice, the regular business practice 
between New England and the South, between the manufacturers at 
the North and the cotton producers and middle-men at the South? 

Mr. INGALLS. It is not aimed at any legitimate business. It is 
aimed at gambling in agricultural products, dealings between men who 
own none of the products they purport to sell and buy, and only in- 
tend to settle up the margin between the price at the time when they 
are to adjust their differences and the market price. 

Mr, BLAIR. Should not theSenator, then, amend the second section 
of his amendment by inserting language tantamount to that which he 
has just used on the floor of the Senate, which is a declaration of the 
true intention; for certainly the second section as it now reads and the 
third section, which includes cotton, would absolutely destroy the ex- 
isting basis of the cotton-manufacturing business in New England, and 
also, I doubt not, of the woolen manufacture, because the system of 
purchase and collection of cotton and of wool is precisely the same as 
that which I have stated. The manufacturing business is based upon 
contracts which are agreed upon as matters of certainty, frequently 
made long before the planting or the growing of the cotton, so that it 
is impossible that the cotton can be at the time of the contract in the 
possession of the party who contracts to deliver it in the future, and 
of course, however anxious a man might be to do something for the 
“ blessed people’? and get their votes, never could any New England 
man vote for the billin that form. The language of the second section 
is very different from the explanation of what the Senator meant to 
do, as given by the Senator from Kansas. I will read it, so that there 
ean be no doubt that he certainly will have this language called to his 
attention: 

That for the purposes of this act the word “ futures ” shall be understood to 
mean any contract or agreement whereby a party agrees to sell and deliver at 
a future time to another any of the articles mentioned in section 3 of this act 
when at the time of making such contract or agreement the party so agreeing 
to make such delivery, or the party for whoni he acts as agent, broker, or em- 
ployé in making such contractor agreement, is not at the time of making the 
same the owner of the article so contracted and agreed to be delivered. 

Now, the Senator's explanation of what he means to do if it should 
be embodied in an amendment to this section would exclude the legit- 
imate business of the country in the cotton manufacture and the woolen 
manufacture from the operation of the bill, but, asitnow is, thecotton 
business has got to stop in New England. A Senator asks, ‘‘ How about 
corn?’ That isa Kansas affair. Iam not so much interested in corn 
and wheat personally. The election in New Hampshire does not turn 
on the corn and wheat business [laughter], but if we get by the ears 
on the cotton business I remind my colleagues and I remind the 
Senator from Massachusetts that here is something to look after. The 
election comes off next November in New Hampshire. [Laughter. ] 

Now, the third section of the amendment as offered runsin this way: 

That the articles to which the foregoing sections relate are wheat, corn, oats, 
rye, barley, cotton, 


I live in a city that manufactures more cotton, at least that has one 


corporation that does a larger business in that line, than any other cor- 
poration on the face of the earth. If I voted for a bill like this, what 
could Ido? Manchester would go against us by a four-fifths majority, 
and we have hard work to hold her as it is. [Laughter.] The Dem- 
ocrats are getting ahead rapidly. To pass a bill like this loses us the 
next House of Representativesinevitably. [Laughter.] I feartheSen- 
ator is only calculating with reference to the result in Kansas that 
grows so much corn, oats, rye, barley, and some wheat. If the Sena- 
tor would insert here something to the effect that the business of Man- 
chester should not be affected by the operations of this bill, I might, 
perhaps, consider whether I could not vote for it, because I am exceed- 
fe, oe to be understood io be a particular friend of the people. 
ughter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for a vote on the pending amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The questionis on the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to have the pending amendment dis- 


posed of. 

=~ BUTLER. I merely want to ask the Senator from Kansas a 
question. 

Mr. INGALLS. I would say to the Senator from South Carolina 
that my amendment is not pending now. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that, but I wanted to put a question. 
The phraseology of the bill, it seems to me, is a little confusing. How- 
ever, I will wait until this vote is taken. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iwill hear the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. I observe that reference is made to articles specified 
in section 3 of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. That has been changed. That was an error of the 
clerk in the enumeration. The numbering of the sections has been 
changed. That amendment has been made. 

Mr. BUTLER. To what section does that refer? 

Mr. INGALLS. Section 8. Quite a large number of these amend- 
ments were made this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. My attention was diverted fora moment. I should 
like to know what amendment that was. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment offered by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER]; it has been so long pending that we have for- 
gotten all about it, 

Mr. GEORGE. Letmeaskaquestion. Does the Senator from Ohio 
expect to have a vote on the bill this evening? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. I hope for mercy’s sake we shall finish it, 

Mr. GEORGE. The amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin was 
so long that I conld not understand it by the reading of it at the desk, 
and I was going to say that if the Senator from Ohio did not expect to 
have a vote this evening I should like to have the amendment printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection to haying it printed, but I 
hope we shall have this bill closed to-night. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will not make the request, then, if the Senator 
desires to proceed. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, the plain purpose and meaning of 
the Senator from Kansas and the meaning of section 7 is to prevent 
gambling contracts, to prohibit what is done in all the boards, espe- 
cially where wheat and corn not in existence are sold in immense 
quantities, to preventsuch contracts and I think the sentiment of every 
member of the Senate would be against such contracts. They are very 
injurious. They enable persons without any property whatever, and 
sometimes without any money, to combine and put up the price of corn, 
wheat, ete. Iam more familiar with the combinations in to 
corn and wheat than to cotton, but I can see that the same rule applies 
to that great staple. The language I think is too strong in the seventh 
section, and I would suggest to the Senator from Kansas to add to it in 
describing the contracts words which will indicate that there was no 
intention on the part of either party to deliver the actual article. 

I can imagine many cases where men could go into the market and 
buy wheat, expecting the wheat to be delivered and to be sold again 
to the miller or somebody else. ‘There are transactions of that kind 
occurring constantly, and it certainly is not the desire or intention of 
the Senator from Kansas to interfere with that kind of a contract. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to make asuggestion 
at that point? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Why would not this fix the matter? Insert 
after the word ‘‘same,’’ inline 9, something like this, “or does not in 
good faith expect to be the owner thereof at the date fixed for the de- 
livery of the same?” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Oregon repeat that, for it 
is impossible to hear him? 

Mr. MITCHELL. In section 7, insert after the word ‘‘same,”’ in 
line 9, the words “or does not in good faith expect to be the owner 
thereof at the date fixed for the delivery of the same.” _ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the words in the preceding section if car- 
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ried into section 7 will cover the whole thing, that is to say, ‘‘ the seller 
is not hereby obligated to deliver to another (that is the purchaser) 
at a fature time or period any of the articles mentioned in the con- 
tract. ” 

Mr. MITCHELL. A man may have a thousand acres of land sown 
in wheat; it may be growing, and if at any time before that wheat 
ripens or is harvested he makes a contract, based on the expectation 
that he is going to have a crop, to deliver a thousand bushels of wheat 
on the 1st day of October to A, that is declared an unlawful contract 
by this section plainly. Now, I want that amended. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care what words are used, but itis one of 
those cases certainly where words ought to be found to define exactly the 
difference between a gambling contractand a contract made by a broker. 

ii BLAIR. The dictionary is right over in the corner. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihad made a note of an amendment to the section 
covering the suggestions made by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL], and that is, to add after the word ‘‘owner,’’ in line 9, the 
words ‘‘or producer,” 

Mr. GORMAN. Where is that? 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 5, section 7, line 9; so as to read: 

Is not at the time of making the same the owner or producer of the article so 
cont and agreed to be delivered. 

There is a very common practice in every agricultural State of the 
Union to contract for farm products in advance of their actual exist- 
ence. That is the case referred to by the Senator from Oregon ee 
MITCHELL] and as indicated by the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis], I take it, in respect to cotton, A cotton producer in one ot 
the States makes some arrangements with what is called a factor in 
New Orleans to secure advances on his crop and to sell him that 
crop, I suppose, at the market price at the time of the delivery. Cer- 
tainly, there should be no law to prevent a transaction of that charac- 
ter. 

Mr. BLAIR. That factor is thesame that the New England corpora- 
tion or manufacturer contracts with and they make their contracts as 
early as, or earlier than, the factor contracts with the producer. Now, 
unless this language enables the manufacturersof New England to con- 
tract seasonably with this factor, not the producer, but the factor, the 
man who gathers in from the producerand who relies upon his contract 
with the producer as the basis for his contract with the manufacturer, 
unless the language reaches the New Englander, you see my difficulty. 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. ALLISON. I see the difficulty under which the Senator from 
New Hampshire labors, and I think thatif under the conditions Ihave 
named a New England manufacturer, under the provisions of this bill 
with the words which I suggest added, were to contract with a factor 
or agent in New Orleans, if that agent at the time was an agent of the 

roducer, and not otherwise, for the future delivery of cotton, it would 
be entirely proper. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the factor is not necessarily the agent of the pro- 
ducer, and he often is not so. He makes his contract with the New 
Englander a long time before he has begun to gather in from the pro- 


ucer, 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask if there is any amendment now pending? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘There is not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move—because whatever else should be 
added to this section, Iam clear that the words I suggest should be 
added —— 

Mr. MITCHELL. The wo 
stated, 

Mr. ALLISON, That is exactly what I want todo. In line 9 of 
section 7, on page 5, after the word ‘‘owner,”’ I move to insert the 
words ‘‘ or producer.” 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the Senator from Iowa, understanding as I think 
I do the object he has in view in his amendment, whether he thinks 
that the two words ‘‘ or producer ” will effectuate that object, for this 
reason: The language employed in the section is ‘‘is not at the time of 
making the same the owner or producer of the article’’—that is, at the 
time of making the contract. The corn or cotton is to grow hereafter 
and is not in existence, and he can not be said in any proper sense to be 
the producer of that which is not yet produced; and so I suggest that 
the Senator had better add, in addition to the words ‘‘ or producer,” 
the words ‘‘at the time of making the same the owner, or, unless he 
expects to be in good faith, the producer,’’ or some equivalent lan- 


er. ALLISON. I see the difficulty in using precise phraseology 
that will cover the condition of a growing field of corn or wheat; but I 
can conceive of no better word to use than the word ‘“‘producer.’’ In 
the State in which I live it is the practice for farmers in some portions 
of our State to contract for what would be called seed wheat or seed 
flax, if you please, or the seed they putinto the ground, and they 

with the person who furnishes them the seed to sell the product of that 
seed to him at the market price within a given time. I have no doubt 
that is substantially what b done in the matter of cotton. The cotton 
producer—and he is the producer in the language of this section as I 
propose to amend it—agrees to sell to the agent or factor or purchaser 


“ producer ” would cover the case I 


the product ofhis crop at the end of the season, or at a time which may 
be upon, or which may be indefinite. 

So I think the language I have employed here will cover that situ- 
ation. It will not cover, however, the situation where a broker in New 
Orleans steps out upon ’change and sells 1(),000 bales of cotton, to be 
delivered at a future time, without having a bale of cotton or the ex- 
pectation or hope of having a bale, but is selling that cotton with a 
view of purchasing it, if necessary, to make the delivery on the Ist of 
May, or whatever the time may be, as the Senator from Louisiana said. 
This bill, I agree, does not cover that situation. Not only does it not 
cover it, but I think the language employed here is intended to pe 
hibit it, and it does seem to me that it will be difficult to frame lan- 
guage here that will cover the entire situation and will break up this 
gambling in futures without breaking up the power of any man to sell 
that which he does not have or to buy that which he does not expect 
to receive. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to make a sug- 
gestion ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly, 

Mr. HOAR. Why would it not do to insert after the word ‘‘de- 
liver,” in line 10, the words ‘“‘or'does not at the time of such contract 
intend in good faith to deliver? ’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is substantially what I suggested a few mo- 
ments ago. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a little different in phraseology, but it is in sub- 
stance the Senator’sidea. That, of course, puts upon the Government, 
if you are undertaking to indict, the onus of proving the intent; but 
that runs through all the great class of crimes, You know you have 
to prove the illegal intent and the surroundings and circumstances in 
general. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not object to the language su; 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts, but I submit thatafter 
measure becomes a law with that language inserted every man who 
makes a contract to deliver an article in the future will have it inserted 
in the contract that the sale is made for the purpose of delivery, be- 
cause these provisions require that these contracts shall be in writ- 


ing. b 
Now, then, the intent is an intent at the time that the contract is 
made, The man who makes that sale will have the intent to make the 
delivery at the time the sale is made, but it may happen that at the 
time of the delivery, which is a future time, it will not be possible for 
him to deliver the actual thing which he intended to deliver under that 
condition of selling, because occasions have arisen in Chicago and New 
York when it was physically impossible to deliver upon a given da: 
the amount sold to be delivered on that day. So the man’s intent 
be, as the Senator from Massachusetts suggests it will be, an intent to de- 
liver, but when the time comes it is impracticable to deliver, and then 
the two parties who make the contract will be compelled to make a 
new one or adjust their differences as they do now. 

Mr. President, I want to say, as respects the modifications of this 
seventh section, that the complaint in the region of country in which 
I live is that this gambling in futures, this selling what people do not 
have to sell in quantities fifty times that which is in existence at the 
time, has a tendency to greatly depress the paa of agricultural prod- 
ucts, What our people want to do is to break up that habit, and 
that is the reason why they are in favor of some legislation such as is 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas; and I submit to the Senator 
from Louisiana that any serious modification of this provision which 
will enable the cotton brokers in New Orleans orin Chicago to do what 
he suggests they ought to be permitted to do, will have the effect of 
absolutely rendering nugatory the provisions of this bill as proposed 
byits author. Thereforeit is that, if we are undertaking to deal with 
this question in the sense that the people who are opposed to these 
trusts want us to deal with it, we must, in essence at least, prohibit 
what the Senator from Louisiana says we ought not to prohibit. 

I am not at this moment arguing whether or not the seventh sec- 
tion will do what the people who are opposed to these transactions 
think ought to be done; but I am very clear that the ons made 
by the Senator from Louisiana, if they are carried out, will make this 
seventh section absolutely a nugatory section. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I suggest a practical question to the Senator 
from Iowa on the line of what he has just been saying? Hestates that 
it is a practice in Iowa and in the Western States, the agricultural . 
States—anditcertainly is the practice in my part of the country, where 
large crops of cotton are made—that the farmer or producer, whom itis 
intended by this bill to protect against gambling combinations, makes 
a contract with the factor, with the broker, the merchant, ‘‘ If you will 
lend me $1,000, $2,000, or $5,000, I will agree to deliver in the fall, 
after the product is made, 1,000 bales of cotton, or 100 bales of cotton, 
or 5,000 bushels of wheat, or 2,000 bushels of corn,’’ as the case may 
be. These articles are not then in esse. They are not in existence, 
They are necessarily intended for future delivery. The question I want 


to get at is, and it is a practical one, whether or not that factor or 
broker or merchant, or whatever you may please to call him, would 
not be compelled under this bill in making a contract of that kind to 
take out a license and pay the tax imposed. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Under this bill as I propose to amend it I do not 
understand that such a broker would be obliged to take out a license. 

Mr. BUTLER. Itseems to me, unless some such modification as 
that suggested by the Senator from Iowa is adopted, that a factor or 
merchant would be compelled to take outa license under the provisions 
of the bill before he could take an option or contract for the delivery of 
any farmer’s crop in the West or South. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to suggest an amendment to the Senator 
from Iowa. A person making a sale of iron, of cotton, of cotton goods, 
or of woolen goods may not own a single dollar’s worth, and may not 
be a ucer thereof, and I suggest to the Senator to add, after the 
word ‘‘ producer,” the words ‘‘or the agent of such owner or producer.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to call the attention of 
the Senator from Iowa to the fact that the amendment which he pro- 
pn is an amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator from 

nsas [Mr. INGALLS], which was agreed to in Committee of the 
Whole, and an amendment to that amendment is therefore not now in 
order except by unanimous consent. The amendment will be in order 
when the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. One word further. I want to say to the Senator 
from Kansas and the Senator from Iowa that I am strongly in sym- 
pathy with the general line of this legislation if it can be properly en- 
acted, but there is always a danger of going a little too far and inter- 
` fering with matters which Congress, and nobody else, has any right to 
interfere with, unless it be the parties themselves. 1f the language of 
the bill can be so framed as to come within whatI believe to be the con- 
stitutional powers’ot Congress, I shall be very glad to vote for it; but 
this practical difficulty suggests itself and it may lead to inextricable 
confusion and great injustice and wrong unless we are careful with the 
language of the bill. Let me read the section: 


T purpose 
eT a and Rrok sia pag or Pray ek 5; 
follows: Dealers in “options” or “futures ”— 

Merchants and factors are dealers in options or futures under the 
view that I have just presented— 
shall pay annually the sum of $1,000, and shall also pay the further sum of 5 
cents pound for each and every poses of cotton or of beef, pork, lard, or 
other hog and cattle products, and sum of 20 cents per bushel for each and 
every bushel of any of the articles mentioned in section 3— 

Now section 8— 

I peg A gee hogar pers 
or which may be sold to be delivered at a future time or period under any 
“futures” contract or agreement as defined in section 2 of this act, which said 
amounts shall be paid to the collector of internal revenue. 

I submit that under a fair construction of that language the merchant 
in New York, or in Baltimore, or in any of the commercial cénters of 
Iowa, or in Dlinois, or the South will be compelled, before he can enter 
into a contract with a farmer, to take out this license and pay that 
$1,000 and so much per seeps for every pound of cotton, pork, lard, 
etc., that he deals in. ell, what will be the practical effect of it? 

It will be that that merchant will the license-tax to the farmer. 
The merchant is not going to pay it. He will say, ‘Congress bas 
——— requires me to take out a license and pay a tax of 

cents on every pound of cotton. Now, I shall compel you to hold me 
harmless against that tax before I will make any agreement with you 
for advances on account of the delivery of your cotton;’’ and at last the 

` very class of people whom this legislation is intended to protect be- 
come the victims of the factor, the merchant, the broker, or whatever 
you may choose to call him. It seems to me that is a fair construction 
of the c If it is not, I should be very glad to have it explained. 

Mr. HISCOCK? I desire to have the attention of the Senator from 
Kansas a moment. All over the State of New York there are located 
depots for the collection of milk, extending 300 miles from the city of 
New York, in regard to which the collector from the farmer or the mid- 
dleman makes his contract with the dealerin New York City to furnish 
him with so much milk per day, amounting, say, to not more than $50 
ayearin value. He es the contract with the farmers in the neigh- 
borhood where his depot is located for them to furnish him with milk 
from day today. Now, is there any doubt that such a middle-man 
would be compelled to take out a license? 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I will answer the suggestion of the 
Senator from New York by reading the amendment that I shall pro- 

to this section, in order to exclude any such possible definition. 
propose, in line 9 of section 7, after the word ‘‘owner,’’ to insert ‘‘or 
producer, or the lawful agent of such owner or producer.” At the end 
of the proviso, after the word ‘value,’ I propose to strike out the 
period and insert a comma, and add, ‘‘nor to bona fide contracts for 
the actual delivery of the property contracted for.” 

Mr. HOAR. That should come after the word “ establishment.” 

Mr. INGALLS. After the amendment as amended on the suggestion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, whatever that may be. 

steers VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator restate the last amend- 
ment 

Mr. INGALLS— 
ne een ne OEE Se Ean delivery of the property contracted 


as far as may be, the 
taxes are imposed as 


Mr. BUTLER. Where does that come in? 

Mr. INGALLS. At the end of section 7, after the Jast word in the 
present proviso, and I should like to have the Clerk read the section 
then as it will stand when amended as proposed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. Section 7, line 9, after the word “‘owner,’’ it 
is proposed to insert the words ‘‘or producer or the lawful agent of 
such owner or producer;’’ and after the amendment already to 
at the end of the proviso, it is proposed to add the words ‘nor to bona 
fide contracts for the actual delivery of the property contracted for;” 
so as to read: 

Sec. 7. That for the purposes of this act the word “futures” shall be under- 
stood to mean any contract or agreement whereby a party agrees to sell and de- 
liver at a future time to another any of the articles mentioned in section 3 of 
this act when at the time of making such contract or agreement the party so 
agreeing to make such delivery, or the party for whom he acts as agent, broker, 
or employé in making such contract or agreement, is not at the timo of making 
the same the owner or producer or the lawful agent of such owner or producer 
of the article so contracted and to be delivered: Provided, That this act 
shall not apply to contracts forthe delivery at any one time of articles of not 
more than in value, or of articles to be consumed by the person to whom 
they are to be delivered or in his establishment, nor to bona fide contracts for 
the actual delivery of the property contracted for, 


Mr. DOLPH. It appears to me that there might bean easier way of 
getting rid of the section than by the amendment proposed to the pro- 
viso by the Senator from Kansas, 

The sixth section provides— 


That for the purposes of this act the word “ options” shall be understood to 
mean any contract or agreement whereby a party thereto, or any person, cor- 
poration, partnership, or association for whom or in whose behalf such contract 
or agreement is made acquires the right or privilege, but is not thereby obli- 
gated, to deliver to another at a future time or period any of the articles men- 


tioned in section 3 of this act, 

A man who makes a contract with regard to personal property is 
obligated to deliver the property. If he fails to deliver it he pays dam- 
ages, Thereis no Jaw to enforce the specific performance of a contract 
to deliver farm produce, so that there is no real practical difference be- 
tween options and futures. The provision of this bill which is to be 
effective is contained in the seventh section, which prevents dealing in 
futures. Now, to say that it shall not apply to any one who makes a 
bona fide contract for the delivery of these articles, in the first place 
complicates the matter by bringing in the question of bona fides. The 
contract may be bona fide; it may be the intention of the party to make 
the delivery; he may expect to do it, and he may oe that he did 
make such a contract; Dut if he does not make the delivery all that can 
be done is to get damages against him and make him pay the difference 
between the price at the time of delivery, if itis greater than at the 
time of sale. That is all there is of it. Therefore, these words will 
make both sections entirely inoperative. 

I suppose that the real intention of the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas was to prevent dealing in options. That is what we are 
striking at. How are you going to distinguish between a gambling 
contract and a contract made in good faith? There-is the same facility 
in gambling, in speculating in futures, in a contract which is made in 
good faith, asin a contract made without any intention of actual deliv- 
ery of the article, 

Now, in regard to the purchase of articles from the producer, if there 
is no prohibition against this, there is nothing to prevent fo: 
the market by securing control of the farm products of the West. A 
purchaser may buy the entire wheat crop, and so determine and fix the 
price for the consumer; and I say that nothing would be gained by pro- 
viding that a furmer may sell, if everybody has the right to buy, and 
to forestall the market. 

Then, again, if you prevent the purchaser of the crop, at least where 
it is intended for exportation, from making a contract for the sale of the 
article before he has purchased it, unless he buys it for speculation in 
advance of the time of delivery, he will not buy it at all. 

It appears to me that the bill, while it deals with the producer and 
with articles that are imported, omits to deal with articles which are 
purchased and combinations formed to advance the price of articles 
which are purchased for export. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment now proposed being an 
amendment tothe part of the bill inserted in Committee of the Whole, 
it may be received and reported by unanimous consent. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 7, line 9, after the word ‘‘owner,’’ it 
is proposed to insert: 

Or producer or the lawful agent of such owner or producer. 


And after the proviso in section 7 it is proposed to add: 

Nor to bona fide contracts for the actual delivery of the property contracted for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now I hope the bill may be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I offer an amendment, which I think there will be 
no objection to, in section 1, after line 23. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 1 an additional 
proviso, as follows: 
~ Provided further, That this act shall not be construed to apply to or to declare 


1890. 


- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


unlawful combinations or associations made with a view or which tend, by 

eans other than by a reduction of the wages of labor, to lessen the cost of pro- 
(Ruotion or reduce the price of any of the necessaries of life, nor to the combina- 
‘tions or associations made with a view or which tend to increase the earnings 
of persons engaged in any useful employment, 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to add, after the word ‘‘products,’’ in line 
4, at the end of section 8, the words ‘‘and also stocks and bonds.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection to receiving the 
amendment offered by the Senator from South Carolina, it will be 
stated 


The CHIEF CLERK, At the end of section 8 it is proposed to add 
‘and also stocks and bonds;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 8. That the articles to which the foregoing sections relate aro wheat, 
corn, oats, rye, barley, cotton, and all other farm products; also beef, pork, 
lard, and all other hog and cattle products; and also stocks and bonds. 

Mr. REAGAN. Why, Mr. President, more harm is done by dealing 
in stocks and bonds than in nearly all other things put together. If 
we are going to adopt that amendment, we had better say the bill shall 
not apply to anything. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was in hopes my friend would favor my amend- 
ment. If harm results from gambling in stocks and bonds, it is ex- 
actly what I want to get at. I want to suppress that evil as well as 
others. It is perfectly germane to the bill, and I think there is more 
gambling in stocks and bonds than in oats, rye, barley, cotton, and 
other things. 

Mr. REAGAN. I must have misunderstood the portion of the bill 
to which the Senator proposed his amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is to be added to the articles named in section 8. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I move to add ‘‘cotton prints, steel rails, salt, boots 
and noe lumber, and lead,” and anything else I can thinkof. [Laugh- 
ter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment offered by the Senator 
from Louisiana will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. At the end of section 8 it is proposed to add: 

Also cotton prints, steel rails, salt, boots.and shoes, lumber, and lead. 


Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator will not putin “lumber.” I un- 
derstood him to say ‘‘rubber.’’? I would rather it would go in “‘ rub- 
þer.” 

Mr. BLAIR. You did not hear right. 

Mr. INGALLS. I forgot to ask the Senator from South Carolina 
when his amendment was pending whether stocks and bonds were to 
be taxed by the pound or by the bushel. [Laughter]. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think by the bushel, Mr. President, or the ton, if 
the Senator would prefer it. [Laughter.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
mentoffered by the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Eustis. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to add ‘‘ whisky and all manner of intoxicat- 
ing drinks.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. This would be very funny if the hour was not so 
late, but I hope we may be able to pass this bill in half an hour or so; 
and as all these amendments have to be reported to the Senate, I ask 
Senators to let the bill be reported with the pending amendments, and 
then, of course, we can have a vote on these various propositions, 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire be reported. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish the amendment to read in this way: 

Woolen goods, also whisky and all kinds of intoxicating liquors. 

I mention whisky because I know that some of the Senators would 
understand what the rest of the amendment meant. [Laughter. ] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 8: 

Also woolen goods, whisky, and all manner of intoxicating drinks. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have not taken any part in the 
consideration of this measure except to give my votes very cheerfully 
in favor of the bill, which I think the entire country has been looking 
forward to the passage of in some shape that would correct the great 
evil which has been complained of, and properly complained of. 

When the motion was made yesterday to refer this bill to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary I voted against that proposition, hoping and 
believing that the bill would be so phrased and shaped that some prac- 
tical good would come of the effort of the Senator from Ohio and those 
in charge of the bill. It is very evident, however, from what occurred 
late yesterday and from what has occurred to-day that we have so 
amended the present proposition as to make it inoperative and inef- 
feetual. It will be worse than a sham and a delusion. 

Being heartily in favor of the general proposition and with a desire to 
accomplish something for the people of this country, who have com- 


plained long of the evil which we are seeking to deal with, I now 
move that this measure be committed to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, with the suggestion of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
that that committee be requested to report the measure within twenty 
days; and on that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. About that I have something to say. I give no- 
tice to the Senate that there are features of this bill that I do not in- 
tend shall be defeated by indirection and by the mode which has been 
adopted here within the Jast hour. I give fair notice, so far as I am 
concerned, that. this bill shall have fair play, I do not care who op- 
poses it. 

Mr. President, the amendments which have been put upon this bill 
in the last few minntes are such as simply bring it into contempt, and 
the manner in which this has been done tends to bring the whole bill 
intocontempt. But the billis worth preserving, There are three propo- 
sitions in the bill, one the original bill amended, and I think very much 
strengthened and a better bill than it was at first, because it is a bet- 
ter bill than probably the committee would report. The first two or 
three or four sections of the bill there can be now no reasonable objec- 
tion to. Most of the difficulties have been overcome. The proposition 
made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is also in the right 
direction, and, after careful consideration of that proposition, there can 
be no objection to it so far as any one who is in favor of the principle 
of the bill is concerned. It adds a criminal clause and defines some- 
what the meaning of words in the original bill. So far so good. 

The attempt now to belittle the proposition of the Senator from Kan- 
sas seems to me an attempt to destroy and defeat this bill. Iam toold 
astager here not to understand the meaning of these various amend- 
ments. I know it perfectly well. But I say now that, for one, I do 
not care how long it takes, I do not propose that this bill shall be de- 
feated in that way without at least a pretty fair chance to vot= upon it, 

There is some question as to the amendment proposed by the tor 
from Kansas. Although it is wise in its purpose and in the main its 
provisions are wise, yet, as it has not been considered by a committee, 
it may very well possibly be postponed and be treated of in another 
and separate measure. 

The fact that gambling contracts, made under the names given by 
brokers as ‘“‘options’’ and ‘“‘ futures,’ are illegal contracts which tend 
to depreciate the value of agricultural products and tend to do a great 
deal of injury to the country is admitted on all hands. The men en- 
gaged in them know that they are unlawful. They are conducted in 
immense amounts. 

I do not think that the sixth and seventh sections of the bill are 
framed with sufficient caution to prevent interference with ordi 
legal and proper contracts between parties. It seems to me it woul 
be very wise to mark out the line between a regular business transaction 
and a gambling contract where neither party contemplates the delivery 
of the article, where it is a mere bet on the value of the article. These 
bets tend to depreciate the value of agricultural products of the country 
at the time when they are offered forsale and tend to advance the price 
of articles at the time when men want to realize on their bets, their 
puts, and futures, and options. 

I hope the Senator from Kansas will allow us to take a vote. This 
bill must be reported to the Senate. There are two propositions in it 
of great importance. The amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN], which is now a distinct and separate amendment, and the 
vote upon that amendment will carry with it the amendments which 
have been made, and so with the proposition offered by the Senator from 
Kansas. Asa matter ofcourse, if thatamendment is agreed to, itshould 
be stripped of the various amendments which have been proposed here 
in humor and joke, or if it should be disagreed to—because it is not 
now in a fit condition to be made a part of this bill—it might bo dis- 

to by a single vote. 

But I appeal to the Senate, now that we have this question of trusts 
and combinations before us, now that we have got a reasonable defi- 
nition of trusts so as to meet the opinion of all Senators, when we have 
the machinery of law to carry the bill into effect and we have the ad- 
ditional sanction of a criminal provision to it, that we ought not to 
allow this bill to be defeated under these circumstances. If we do, the 
people of the United States will feel that the Senate of the United 
States is playing with a question which affects nearly and dearly the 
vital interests of our country. 

That is all I have tosay. Iintend, so far as I can, to try to strip 
this bill of anything that is objectionable to a majority of the Senate 
and then to pass what there is of virtual good in it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, so far as the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio about the abandonment of my amendmentis concerned, 
I beg leave to say to him, with great deference and profound respect, 
that my amendment is the best thing there is about his bill. It is 
the only substantial proposition that offers definite, palpable, and tan- 
gible relief against what is acknowledged to be one of the gigantic evils 
of this century. ‘This criticism and censure is idle and frivolous. 
There is not a man in this country who will read these proceedings to- 
morrow morning, if this provision is defeated, who will not know what 
it means. There is no farmer so remote or so obscure that he will not 
understand what these various amendments that have been offered 
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mean. Nobody will be deluded by them. This is hot the first time, 
Mr. President, that Nero has fiddled while Rome has burned. 

The nefarious operations that this amendment is aimed at have done 
more to paralyze industry, to reduce prices, to bring about the con- 
dition of affairs that exists to-day than all other influences combined. 
The penalties against them are not half severe enoughin this bill. In- 

of being fined and imprisoned their perpetrators ought to be 
hanged. It was the nefarious corners that were operated in Chicago 
and elsewhere up tothe year 1882 that broke the price of wheat in the 
market, by gambling operations in products which did not exist and 
were known not to exist, that have destroyed the supremacy of the 
American wheat-grower on the Continent. Itwas those operations that 
forced foreizn consumers to fill the demand for the deficit on account 
of their failing crops at those enormous prices which induced Great 
Britain in the last year or two to make enormous appropriations for 
extending her railroad system into the great wheat-growing regions of 
India, at the base of the Himalaya Mountains, where labor is 10 cents 
a day, with which American labor can never compete. 

If the price of wheat and other agricultural products had been left 
to the natural laws of demand and supply, if artificial scarcity had not 
been produced, if inordinate prices had not been brought about by the 
operations against which this amendment has been aimed, we should 
not hear of the desolation and blight that to-day has fallen upon the 
agriculture of America. 

Sir, although the farmers of this country have been sneered at to-day, 
although we have heard dis ing allusions to the Farmers’ Alliances 
and associations, and suggestions that this legislation was being brought 
about at their dictation, they are intelligent, they know what the pur- 
pose of this amendment is, they know the cause of the evils under 
which they labor and of which they complain. There is no one thin 
which they have more imperatively and more unanimously demand 
than the enactment of some law which will put astop to the gambling 
in the products of their labor. 

Mr. President, I have discharged my duty. I have, according to the 
light that was in me, with the limited time at my disposal, with the 
short period for examination that I could command, offered this amend- 
ment for the purpose of curing those evils which all admit, which all 
Rees, and of which all complain. 

ask that the bill may be reported tothe Senate, and I shall demand 
a yea-and-nay vote in the Senate upon agreeing to these amendments 
that have been humorously inserted while the bill has been in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. I know that sometimes the Senate has to un- 
bend itself; the bowcan not bealwaysstretched. These amendments, 
I am confident, have been put on in a spirit of jocularity and recrea- 
tion and refreshment, There has been a little time of recreation from 
labor. I feel confident that when the bill is reported to the Senate 
and such amendments are reserved they will, upon a yea-and-nay vote, 
be voted down. 

Althongh I am a member of the Committee on the Judiciary and 
ought to have risen and protested against the exquisite humor and 
badinage of the speech of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] 
yesterday, and although a similar matter has been referred to that 
committee, I venture to express the hope that after having had four 
days of debate, four days deliberated and matured, with the light at 
last dawning, some p made, something done, we are not to be 
told that all this is to go for naught, and that the bill is to becommit- 
ted for further incubation to the Committee on the Judiciary. I ask 
that that motion may not prevail, and give notice that when the bill is 
reported to the Senate I shall ask for a yea-and-nay vote upon concur- 
ring in the amendments that were made, beginning with that of the 
Senator from South Carolina and proceeding to those subsequently 
offered by other Senators. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Vermont permit me to say just 
one word? 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Thope the Senator will let me say a word fora 
single moment. 

Mr. VEST. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair has recognized me. I merely wish to 
mention confidentially here, as it is perhaps out of order, that the chair- 
man of the subcommittee on the bill introduced upon this subject by 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] on the 4th of December is my hon- 
orable friend from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], who has had the matter in 


Mr. INGALLS, Will the Senator from Vermont vouchsafe the in- 
formation what that has to do with this subject? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I have not any information to give, only my 
friend from Kansas stated that the matter had been referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, the bill of the Senator from Texas, and it 
having been so referred, the chairman of that committee, according to 
its course (if I may speak a little out of order), put it into the hands of 
three gentlemen of the highest experience and capacity, of whom the 
chief was my honorable friend from Kansas; and the reason why the 
Committee on the Judiciary have not before reported is simply owing 
to the fact I stated the other day, that executive matters had appar- 
ently taken up all our time. 


Mr. INGALLS. Very well. The Senator from Vermont made that 
remark yesterday afternoon, that the reason why the committee had 
not reported was because duties in connection with executive business 
had prevented it. He now rises and remarks in violation of order, as 
he himself admits, that it was referred to a subcommittee of which I am 
chairman. If that observation is intended to be offensive or inculpa- 
tory, I resent it. Ifit is not, I pass it by. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to adopt that language in regard 
to the remark of the Senator from Kansas. I alluded here this after- 
noon in a pleasant way, and in replying to the Senator from North Car- 
olina, who had taunted the committee of which I was a member with 
dilatory action and indifference towards the great agricultural interests 
of this country, that the Farmers’ Alliance was prescribing to certain 
gentlemen here, and they were unwilling to make any discrimination, 
and now the Senator from Kansas makes me the point-—— 

Mr. INGALLS. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. VEST. To his declaration here by saying—— 
ai ror INGALLS. I have not referred to the Senator, directly or in- 

rectly. 

Mr. VEST. I was the Senator, and the only one, who alluded to 
the Farmers’ Alliance, and he says now that the Farmers’ Alliance has 
been alluded to in disparaging terms upon this floor and ina sneering 
allusion, I resent it. 

Mr. President, I have no objection to the Senator’s declamatory elo- 
quence, I have no objection to listening here to his rounded periods. 
We all know that he would sacrifice anything, from the Constitution 
down, to round a period or to point an epigram; but I most distinctly 
protest against his using me as an object upon which to electrify the 
country, and especially the farmers, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I should not have alluded to this 
matter at all except that the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] 
yesterday, when I was not able to be present, as I saw from the RECORD 
to-day, had spoken of the Committee on the Judiciary as the tomb to 
which all things Senators wished to dodge were sent, If that be so, 
it is because the Senate wished to dodge something. But I desire to 
tell the Senator from North Carolina and the Senate and the country, 
if that is what we are for (and I rather suppose from what has taken 
place here for a few days that it is what we are for), that the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary has never failed, so far as I know, since I have 
been a member of it, to report any measure that any Senator had sent 
to it that that Senator desired to have reported; and the only instance 
I know of when we were complained of was some years ago when a 
Senator complained that a measure of his had not been reported upon 
either way, and he was told on the floor of the Senate by the chairman 
of the committee that it should be reported within six days or five days 
or a very short time if he wanted it; and all the members of his party 
immediately afterwards, in the committee, and himself, asked that the 
committee should not reportit, notwithstanding the complaint that the 
committee had not reported it, and so it was not reported. 

I should not have referred to this matter at all if the Senator from 
Kansas, to whom I meant no offense of course, had not alluded to the 
fact that the substance of this measure, the best arrangement that 
had been proposed, in the first instance, that I know of, the bill of the 
Senator from Texas, was referred to that committee and had not been 
reported. That seemed to imply a Taveni upon the committee, a 
neglect of public interests. Therefore I did take my life in my hand 
and did state, out of order, that if there was any fault, as there was 
not, if there was any fault in the committee, as there was not, because 
matters that were immediately pressing had to be attended to, it was 
not the fault of the whole body of the committee, but of the gentlemen 
to whom that committee had committed the consideration of this special 
thing, of whom my honorable and distinguished friend from Kansas 
was the chairman. I did not certainly mean to give any offense and 
had not the slightest thought of doing so; but it is right to fairness 
here to understand just how the thing is, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I do not think itis altogether fair to 
those of us who have not been within the charmed circle of the Judi- 
ciary Committee or the Committee on Finance to be told, as we have 
been by one Senator on one hand and another on another, that this 
bill must go through nolens volens, and that there will be no trifling 
with it, when they themselves admit, the Senator from Ohio himself 
admits, that there is some doubt about the constitutionality or form of 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, and therefore there ought 
to be some modifications in that; whereupon the Senator from Kansas 
rises with great indignation and assures the Senator from Ohio that 
his amendment is all there is in the bill that is worth anything. 

Now, I want to say for one that my sympathies are with this bill. 
I should be very glad indeed to vote for it. - But I have a little more 
respect for the Constitution than the Senator from Kansas appears to 
have, and I must be allowed to consult my own conscience and my 
own judgment as to what I think is constitutional and what is uncon- 
stitutional, If this bill can be put in such shape as to relieve it from 
the difficulties which have been su; , I shall be most happy to 
vote for it. The Senator from Ohio says that he scarcely recognizes 
his own bill as it came from the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. President, I think that this question will stand a little further 
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delay. It is a very aporo one, involving very complicated ques- 
tions, so admitted by all parties, by the most distinguished lawyers of 
this body and by the laymen of the body. It has been discussed for 
four days, and the more we discuss it the more those complications 
and difficulties appear to increase. I want to vote for the bill. Iwant 
to vote for the amendment of the Senator from Kansasif Ican. The 
amendments I offered were not offered for the purpose of Geprenising 
the measure or in any spirit of humor or jocularity, as he says; but 
was in earnest, and it so happened that the last amendment I suggested 
was adopted by his motion. 

So there can be no proper charge of an attempt to ridicule or bring 
contempt upon the bill so far as Iam concerned. I know the evils are 
very great which the billis designed to correct. I know the Farmers’ 
Alliance is 4 very large, a very distinguished, a very influential body 
in this country, and { think furthermore that a good deal of the dis- 
satisfaction that has arisen has been the result of demagogism—that is 
my judgment—deliberate demagogism, in pandering to all sorts of 
suggestions from everywhere, and the Senate is supposed to yield to 
outside clamor before we can arrive at a sensible conclusion upon any 
subject. 

So far as I am concerned I propose to be governed by what I believe 
is proper, right, legal, and constitutional, and I shall vote for nothing 
else. I believe that we can get a bill under that provision of the Con- 
stitution which gives Congress the power to at Hk commerce; and 
perhaps under that power which the Senator from Kansas invokes to 
sustain his amendment, the taxing power, we might do it. 

But this measure as it now stands is in such a crude condition that 
I do not think anybody here, not even the authors of the bill or the 
amendments, can vote for it intelligently, and yet they object to its 
going to a committee where it can be formulated, improved, and cor- 
rected. Ihave no preference about its going to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, but it seems to me that out of to the differences of 
opinion which exist here itought to be recommitted to the Committee 
on Finance, who can improve and perfect it in accordance with the 
suggestions that have been made here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We can finish it in half an hour by reporting it 
to the Senate and taking a vote by yeas and nays upon every proposi- 
tion. : 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator says we can finish it in half an hour. 
Possibly it might not be finished in such a way that everybody could 
vote for it who would like to vote for it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, from the discussion which has oc- 
curred since my motion to commit the bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary was made, and the motion was only made for the purpose of 
perfecting the bill, as the Senator from Ohio who has charge of it in- 
sists upon going on with it in its present shape and letting it be re- 
ported to the Senate, I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. INGALLS, and others. Let the bill be re- 
ported to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Are there further amendments to the bill 
” in Committee ofthe Whole? If not, the bill will be reported to the 

nate. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I can not vote for the bill in its present 
shape. Notwithstanding the lecture which the Senator from Kansas 
gave us upon our duty in regard to questions of constitutional law, I 
still conceive it to have been the intention of those who sent us here 
that we should exercise the powers conferred by the Constitution on 
the legislative department of the Government, and not attempt to ex- 
ercise those which were not conferred. ; 

It is not necessary for me at this time, after the exhaustive argu- 
ments which have been made by the Senator from Mississippi, and the 
Senator from Texas, and others upon the bill, and which have demon- 
strated the features in which it is obnoxious to the Constitution and 
where it is without constitutional warrant, to detain the Senate by any 
remarks of my own upon that head. 

I should be very glad if there were some way by which the evils 
aimed at, which all acknowledge, could be met and could be effectu- 
ally remedied. Ishould be glad to see that done in regard to many of 
those contrivances which have resulted in the advance of our civiliza- 
tion and the increase of our wealth, by which combinations of capital 
have been enabled to secure to themselves undue advantages over those 
who were not the possessors of capital in the same degree. But, sir, 
I am compelled to recognize the fact that there are many things desir- 
able to be accomplished in the abstract or in the concrete which the 
Government of the United States as a Government of limited and spe- 
cial powers is not competent to accomplish. I do not think it wise 
statesmanship that we should burn the house in order to get rid of the 
rats, nor that we should overthrow our constitutional form of govern- 
ment in order to get rid of some of the evils of society. 

We are not altogether without remedy. The States have the power 
to deal with many phases of this isa hy in fact with all phases of it. 

The only way in which they can short of a complete remedy is 
the territorial limit of their powers, but so far as they go the States 
which compose this Union can in a large measure apply a remedy that 


will meet the evil complained of. 
I should be quite willing just so far as I can find constitutional war- 
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rant for such legislation, to aid the States in poppei these combi- 
nations and trusts which have undoubtedly produced many of the evils 
complained of, I would so reform the tariff as to take out of these 
combines the most important factor in them, eliminate from them the 
most important member, and that is the Government of the United 
States. By the provisions of our monstrous war tariff the Government 
of the United States has become a partner in these combines. It stands 
guard while the individual members of the partnership work their de- 


signs and carry out their purposes in regard to the objects of these com- ~- 


binations, I should be glad to unite in legislation that would reform 
this altogether. 

But, sir, I have been very much struck in the course of this argu- 
ment at the present session and also at the last Congress, more than a 
year ago, by the amendment introduced by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] to the bill of the Senator from Ohio when it was 
first presented to this body and referred to a committee, and which 
seemed to me to present for our consideration a proposition for Con- 
gressional action entirely within the powers conferred by the Constitu- 
tion upon and which would go a long way, much farther in 
my opinion even than the bill now before the Senate, towards correct- 
ing these evils. That was the amendment which the Senator from 
Mississippi has declined to offer to the bill at the present time, and 
which 1I have his permission to make my own. I therefore offer asan 
amendment to the bill the amendment which I send to the desk, and 
ask that it may be considered as in the nature of a substitute for the 
bill now before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrisin the chair). The Chief 
Clerk will read the amendment proposed by the Senator from Dela- 
ware. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and to insert: 

That all contracts, arrangements, agreements, trusts, or combinations be- 
tween two or more persons or corporations, or between a co on anda 
natural person ante in sellin DOr , manufacturing, or transporting 
articles of merchan: made with a view of preventing or which tend to pre- 
vent, and all acts done by any person with a view of preventing or which tend 
to prevent, full and free competition in the importation, transportation, manu- 
facturing, or sale of any article of merchandise, or which shall have the effect of 
advancing the cost of any such article to the consumer, are hereby declared to 
be unlawful to the extent herein provided, and subject to the provisions of 
the following section of this act: Provided, That this act shal] not be construed 
to spoig to any arrangements, agreements, or combinations between laborers 
made with the view of lessening the number of hours of labor or of increasing 
their wages; nor to any arrangements, agreements, or combinations among 
ps engaged in horticulture or agriculture made with the view of en 

ng the price of agricultural or horticultural products, 

Ec. 2, That when any action or suit in law or equity shall be commenced or 
shall be pending in any court of the United States, it shall be lawful for any de- 
fendant therein to except to the jurisdiction of such court upon the ground that 
the cause of action or suit is for the enforcement of a right of a n or corpo- 
ration violating any of the provisions of the first section of this act based on a 
contract for the sale, exchange, or transportation, or based on any damage 
arising from any wrong committed in respect to any article of merchandise 
manufactured, transported, imported, bourhk or sold Tn violation of the provis- 
ions of said first section ; and if such ground of exception shall be proven to the 
satisfaction of the court, judgment of dismissal shall be entered, with double 
costs to the defendant and with such reasonable sum for the attorney's fees for 
the defense thereof as may be allowed by the court, 

Sec. 3. That when the President of the United States shall be satisfied that 
any arrangement, trust, contract, agreement, or combination, as described in 
the first section of this act, has been formed, and that in consequence thereof 
there has been an enhancement of the price of any article of merchandise, he 
shall have power, and it is hereby made his duty, to issue his proclamation 
suspending the collection of ali customs duties or import taxes on similar arti- 
cles when imported into the United States from any foreign country. Such sus- 
pension shall continue for ninety days after the President, upon being satisfied 
that such enhancementin price no longer ex shall issue his ONEMI 
withdrawing his former proclamation of suspension. And the President of the 
United States may, from time to time, as may in his jadgment be proper, reissue, 
modify, or withdraw any proclamation he may have issued. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Before the question is taken on that amend- 
ment I wish to offer an amendment to perfect the text of the original 
bill. The proposition of the Senator from Delaware is to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. I desire to offer an 
ainendment to the original bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such amendment will be in order, 
but the Senator from Delaware is entitled to the floor at this time. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I understand that. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I desire to say only a few words in re- 
gard to this amendment which I have offered. It seems to me to have 
very carefully considered the question of what legislative power con- 
ferred by the Constitution upon Congress is appropriately applicable 
to this subject. It attempts in its second section, by invoking the ju- 
dicial power of the Government, to provide, as it may do, that when- 
ever the judicial power of the United States is appealed to bya citizen 
of apy State, if it shall appear that the subject-matter of the suit be- 
tween the parties isa contract which is based upon an arrangement, 
combination, or trust that is declared unlawful by the bill which is 
now before the Senate, or when either of the parties to the suit or pro- 

suit shall have violated any of the provisions in to un- 

wful combinations, trusts, and arrangements, then that fact may be 
leaded by the party sought to be affected by the suit, and the United 
Btates court in which the suit is brought shall dismiss for want of juris- 
diction any such cause of action before it, thus withholding from all 
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who attempt to use the courts of the United States as a means of en- 
forcing any matter or right claimed or growing out of such unlawful 
combinations, refusing the aid of the court to enforce such right or 
allowing that department of the Federal Government to be in any way 
ancillary to the cause of such arrangement or combi > 

That goes a great way. The courts of the United States are the fa- 
vorite resort for litigation between parties who are residents of differ- 
ent States, and where these large interests are concerned, stretching 
over the whole country, the parties generally being powerful corpora- 
tions, the United States courts in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred 
would be the resort of litigants in matters growing out of such combina- 
tions ortrusts. Then by this proposed legislation we absolutely forbid 
this class of suits being entertained, and thus disarm in a most impor- 
tant matter the power for evil of these combinations and illegal trusts. 

That is one point of this p amendment. Another is that we 
shall attempt to do what I alluded to awhile ago, and that is meas- 
urably to dissever this great Government of the United States from its 
unworthy association with these combines and trusts which are now 
formed under the operation of our high protective tariff, and to allow 
the President of the United States whenever he is satisfied that the 

rice of any article is raised to the consumer by means of these com- 
Finations or trusts, and such articles are imported into the United 
States under the provisions of the protective tariff, to suspend the 
operation of that law imposing customs duties for a period not exceed- 
ing ninety days, and to exercise that power in such a manner and with 
such discretion as will enable him to accomplish the result sought. 

Here is a practicable, constitutional, and effective remedy that, if ap- 
plied, will be sustained by the courts; will strike a deadly blow at the 
existence of this complaint of combinations, associations, and trusts; 
will not be mere brutum fulmen, if passed; will not be an act merely of 
show. We shall not be merely prancing like a hobby-horse and mak- 
ing no advancement on the enemy, but we shall have directly, consti- 
tutionally, and effectually disabled and disarmed these impolitic or- 
ganizations of the power for evil that they now 

Mr. President, if we are in earnest, as I profess to be about this mat- 
ter, let us adopt a measure Of legislation which is within the admitted 
powers of Congress, and not merely content ourselves by declarations as 
to the immorality and impolicy of these trusts, declaring, as this bill 
does in its first section, that these impolitic and illegal combinations 
may be attacked in some unprovided-for way by the Attorney-General 
of the United States; not contenting ourselves merely with providing 
that the circuit court of the United States shall have original jurisdic- 
tion of all suits of a civil nature at law or in equity arising under this 
section, and to issue by remedial process the orders or writs proper and 
necessary to enforce its provisions, when there is not from beginning to 
end of that section any provision or any clause that makes it possible 
for a circuit court of the United States to obtain jurisdiction over any 
of the matters arising out of these trusts or combinations, It is ail well 
enough to provide that the Attorney-General shall appear for the United 
States, but no no form of suit, no means by which a lis mota 
can be created on behalf of the United States is found from beginning 
to end in that section. 

I am opposed to what has been already called here a sham battle.’ I 
am opposed to merely parading before the country and denouncing in 
eloquent and declamatory terms these trusts and at the same time com- 
mitting ourselves to measures which are so absolutely futile, so abso- 
lutely powerless to effect any result; but I shall be glad to unite, in 
the absence of any other suggestion that I have heard which seems to 
be feasible or constitutional, in making this substitute which I offer 
the law of the land, by which I believe that most if not all the evils 
that are complained of in regard to these combinations and trusts will 
be effectually dealt with. y 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to offer an amendment to come in at 
the end of section 1 of the bill, and as an addition to the proviso con- 
tained in that section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment by the Senator from Iowa. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add at the end of the second 
proviso to section 1: 

Nor to any arrangements, agreements, associations, or combinations among 
persons for the enforcement and execution of the laws of any State enacted in 
pursuance of its poe powers; nor shall this act be held to control or abridge 
such powers of the States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 

“amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, I do not care to occupy the 
attention of the Senate at any length. 

oi ge Where does the Senator propose his amendment to 
come 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I propose it as an addition to the proviso of 
section 1, and it is simply for the purpose of avoiding an effect which 
is likely to flow from the earlier provisions of that section. That sec- 
tion provides as follows: 


That all arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between 
two or more ob rapa or corporations, or poe. made with a view or which nea 
, or sale 


vent full and free competition in articles of growth, production, or man 
of any State or Territory of the United States with similar articles of the 
roduction, or manufacture of any other State or Territory, or in the T- 
tion or sale of like articles, the production of any State or Territory of the 
United States, into or within any other State or Territory of the U: States; 
and all arrangements, trusts, or combinations between such persons or corpora- 
tions made with a view or which tend to adyance the cost to the consumer of 
ries È such articles are hereby declared to be against public policy, unlawful, and 
vol, 


I will state frankly my purpose in offering the amendment. Under 
the provisions of this section, should it become a law, every organiza- 
tion in such aState as Iowa, for instance, of the character of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, the Temperance Alliance, and other or- 
ganizations intended to promote the execution of the laws of that State 
in respect of the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors would 
become illegal bodies and their movements subject to the terms and pro- 
visious of this bill, I know that was not intended, and yet the - 
guage, without being stripped of its power by the amendment I pro- 
pose, would include all organizations of that kind. All I ask is that 
the subjects within the police power of the States as embraced within 
that legislation, of Iowa and any other State which may desire similar 
legislation, shall not be embraced within this provision, but that the 
States shall be left free in the execution of their police powers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the reading of the amendment again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the second proviso al- 
ready agreed to at the end of section 1: 


Nor to any arrangements, agreements, associations, or combinations among 
persons for the enforcement and execution of the laws of any State in 
pursuance of its police powers; nor shall this act be held to control or abridge 


such powersof the States. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I will just add to what I have said that 
the proviso to which I offered this as an amendment excepts from the 
operations of this section of the bill arrangements, agreements, or com- 
binations between laborers, made with a view of lessening the number 
of hours of their labor or of increasing their wages, and it also excepts 
arrangements, agreements, associations, or combinations among persons 
engaged in horticulture or agriculture, made with a view of enhancing 
the price of their own agricultural or horticultural products. I think 
that the exception which I ask to have made by this amendment is 
quite as worthy of the support of the Senate as either of these. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to ask the Senator if his amendment accom- 
plishes his object. I understand his object is to protect combinations 
of persons intended to discourage the use and manufacture of intoxi- 
cating liquors. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
operation of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Iunderstand, to protect them from being affected by 
it, But the only description in his amendment is of such associations 
as are in aid of the execution of the laws of a State in pursuance of its 
police power. Now, if this bill without his amendment wonld render 
the class of persons he has described subject to the penal provision, all 
temperance societies whose object is to persuade mankind not to use 
intoxicating liqnors would still remain in spite of his amendment 
within the purview of the bill. It seems to me he should extend his 
amendment a little further, because, as far as my State goes, this class 
of associations which he has described do not confine their efforts to 
the execution of the law, but their efforts are a great deal more exten- 
sive and extend to discouraging the use or manufacture of intoxicating 
liquors altogether. This is what he means, and we would all vote 
for it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am satisfied that my amendment will 
cover the purpose I have in view concerning my State, If other Sena- 
tors desire something further in regard to their States, they can move it. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the Senator’s amendment by adding 
to it: 

Or to discourage the use or manufacture of intoxicating liquors. 

And we will take a vote on that, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to theamendment of the 
Senator from Iowa: 

Or to discourage the use or manufacture of intoxicating liquors. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Iowa showed me his amend- 
ment. As these organizations in Iowa are associated and organized 
something in the nature of a corporation, there might be some reason 
for believing that they possibly might fall within the meaning of the 
clauses of the bill. Therefore, I have no objection to his amendment, 
but I do not see any reason for putting in temperance societies any more 
than churches or school-houses or any other kind of moral or educa- 
tional associations that may be organized. Such an association is not 
in any sense a combination or arrangement made to interfere with in- 
terstatecommerce; but under the peculiar circumstances, upon the facts 
stated by the Senator from Iowa, I think it is very proper to make an 
exception of those organizations in Iowa which are ay in aid of the 


My object is to exclude them from the 
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execution of Statelaw. I would apply it to all organizations which are 
using either moral or any other of means for the enforcement of 


local laws; but I do not think it is worth while to adopt the amend- 

ment of the Senator from Massachusetts, because that would include 

nperi ce societies. You might as well include churches and Sunday 
00! , 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I have been quietly sitting here lis- 
tening to this debate and voting on numerous amendments now for 
three or four days, and have said nothing. Iam very anxious to vote 
for some proper bill that will abolish and uproot the trusts that are 
interfering with the legitimate business of the country, and I had hoped 
when we commenced this discussion that we should confine our work 
to thatsubject alone. But we have been proceeding now for several 
days, numerous amendments haye been offered, and almost every con- 
ceivable subject has been in and attached to the bill that was 
for the purpose of uprooting and prohibiting trusts, I do nof think 
there has been a single amendment offered to which there have not 
been very serious objections made on the ground of its unconstitution- 
ality. It is utterly useless for us to pass a bill just for the fun of it, 
or to pass a bill that is nnconstitutional, or to undertake to pass a bill 
that covers every subject in which the people are interested. 

While I am very anxious to passa proper bill that will ibit 
trustsand break them up and protect the people of this country I should 
much prefer having a bill carefully considered by a committee in order 
that we may intelligently vote upon it. 

While I do not know whether the honorable Senator from Ohio will 
consent to it or not, yet I very much hope he will consent to a recom- 
mittal of the bill, with all the amendments, to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It would take two weeks longer. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not care if itdoes. I want to get something 
out of this measure that will do some good and not do any harm. In 
my judgment we are liable to something here that will destroy 
business instead of protecting the legitimate business of the country. 
Everybody who knows me, in the Senate and elsewhere, I think, knows 
me well enough to be assured that I am for the interest of the people, 
if I can find out what that is and if we can do it constituti y and 
legitimately. But Iam not willing to vote for a bill about which there 
is very serious doubt as to whether we will not injure the interests,of 
the people, instead of protecting and benefiting them. 

I hope, as there has seemed to be an Ea sects to refer this bill to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, that the Committee on Finance will 
consent that the bill shall be recommitted to them, and I believe, in 
the light of the discussion which has been had of the original bill and 
of the several amendments that have been offered to it, that committee 
in a very few days’ time will be able to perfect a bill for which we all 
can vote, aud which we can pass without three or four days’ discussion, 
as we have had on this bill as it is. 

Sir, I do not want to delay this subject, neither do I desire that the 
business of the Senate shall beinterfered with, but this is as important 
aquestion as can come before us, and it is important that we should get 
the billin proper shape before we passit. Iknow thatthe Senator from 
Ohio is anxious to pass a proper bill on this subject, and I trust he will 
consent that the Senate shall recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Finance in order that they may report it,to the Senate again after they 
have maturely considered the different amendments before them. 

I hope the Senate will vote upon a motion and vote in favor of a 
motion, whether the Senator from Ohio desires the bill to go back to 
that committee or not, to send it back to the Finance Committee, with 
all of the amendments that haye been offered, the most of which have 
been adopted, and let them consider the various propositions in their 
committee-room carefully, and then bring in here a measure which they 
think ought to be passed, and I have no doubt the Senate will pass it. 
I make that motion, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Finance. Is the Senate 
ready for the question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. After four days’ debate, all that is required is for 
us to have a vote upon these amendments. The Senate have now got 
all the information that can becommunicated by thecommittee. There 
is no use in a reference of the bill; and if we go on in that way trans- 
acting the business of the country we shall never close this session. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator knows better than anybody else in the 
Senate that it is a difficultmatter for a body of eighty men to consider a 
bill maturely and carefully and beas neàrly right in its consideration as 
a committee of eight or ten men in their room, where they can read it 
section by section and line by line and determine upon its constitution- 
ality and upon its effect on the business of the country. 

Mr. SHERM I know that every sentence and every line of the 
bill has been read to the Senate over and over again. It has been 
printed three times. and the only point of difference now (and but for that 
(point I believe the bill would have passed before this time) is whether 
ithe seventh section sufficiently defines what are called “futures.” 
(That doubt has arrested the passage of the hill, and but for that it 
would have passed before this time. Now that doubt has practically 
been removed by the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 


Mr. CULLOM. The amendment of the Senator from Kansas has 


been criticised ean Barca has been amended hurriedly, The Senate 
does not know now, in my opinion, what the amendmentto that amend- 
ment is which has been adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Upon my word, it has been read many times. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iappeal to the Senator from Ohio. Ido not think 
that he is fairly treating the friends of the trust bill ithe 
upon a vote in regard to these amendments. For instance, take my 
case. I am in favor of the bill rs aie by the Senator from Ohio and 
of the amendment of the Senator from Texas. I will vote for that bill. 
I think it isa proper bill, and I think it isa bill thatought to be passed 
by Congress; but by refusing to have this bill recommitted to the com- 
mittee Iam forced into the position of voting against the bill, because I 
can not vote for the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let meask the Senator from Lonisiana how much 
better off he would be. Suppose we take the bill back to the commit- 
tee, go over it again, and bring it in here. It will have lost its place 
on the Calendar or anywhere else, we shall have Jost time, and if may 
be a long while before it can be taken up, and then we shall have the 
same questions presented. If a majority of the Senate are in favor of 
attaching the amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the bill, let 
them say sqnow, Now is the time. If a majority of the Senate re- 
ject the bill on any account whatever, let it be so. Ido not see what 
help it will be to send it to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I think the Senator from Ohio probably may discover 
that there may be a change of views in this body. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not much conceive it, 

Mr. EUSTIS, The bill can be reported in a few days. 

Mr, INGALLS. If the Committee on Finance should see fit to report 
the bill without the amendment that has been offered by me, I pledge 
myself distinctly to offer it again when the bill comes to the Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to say that I believe the amendment of the 

Senator from Kansas to be the important part of this bill. If any por- 
tion of the bill will accomplish the purpose designed this will, and if 
any part of the bill, in my judgment, is within the constitutional power 
of Congress the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas is. But 
I think the Senator from Kansas has inadvertently, not having given 
the matter his usual careful consideration, taken the life out of his en- 
tire amendment. He has destroyed by the amendment to the proviso 
sections 6 and 7, and if those sections are destroyed there is nothin, 
left of his proposiiion, because it now provides that the whole act shall 
not apply to fide contracts for the actual delivery of the property 
contracted for. 
If there is such a contract it is not necessary for the party to deliver 
the article. If the contract is made in good faith and the seller does 
not choose to deliver the article he simply pays the damages, he pays 
the difference in the price; but if you were to go further and had the 
power, which you have not, to provide that it shall be delivered, it 
would not stop gambling in futures at all, because if there were half a 
million bushels of corn in the elevators in Chicago the warehouse re- 
ceipts of that grain would be floating around the city; they would pass 
from hand to hand like checks upon money deposited in a bank, and 
you could every day in the year deliver, because the delivery of the 
receipt for the corn in the warehouse would be a delivery of the corn, 
and you could actually deliver and contract every day in the year for 
ten or twenty million bushels of corn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, every Senator who speaks discloses 
to me the hopelessness of this situation. It is quite impossible to 
specify what propositions will receive the approval of a majority of the 
Senate, and yet the combinations of all the propositions may be such 
that nobody will vote for the bill, and that is just about where we 
stand now. I think the bill as it stands now literally has not afriend 
in the Senate. The Senator from Ohio indicates practically that it is 
an impossibility for anybody to vote for it as it stands. 

Mr. SHERMAN, , D0. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood the Senator to say that the bill as it 
is just now ought not to pass. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well; I think that nine-tenths of the Senate 
would say so. That is my opinion of it. 

Mr. INGALLS. A majority of the amendments have been offered 
subsequently to the last amendment adopted to section 7. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yet that was adopted by the Senate. There are 
half a dozen amendments there bunched together that received the 
approval of the Senate apparently. 

Mr. President, I have afew words more tosay. Nobody fromthe Com- 
mittee on Finance has advocated this bill except its distingui re- 
porter and perhaps author. I do not remember that any one else has 
spoken for it from that committee. But we have a committee in the 
Senate chosen for the express purpose of considering great general laws, 
statutes that are intended to remain and do great work. A bill like 
this is not intended for the Military or Naval Committee or the Appro- 
priations Committee, or in my judgment for the Finance Committeeor 
the Commiteee on the Library or any one of the forty committees. 
There is just one committee that ought to take a subject of this mag- 
nitude under consideration and give ns legal advice. 
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Most of us are lawyers, but few of us can give this question the study 
and consideration we feel it ought tohave. However, we have chosen 
a body of veteran teachers and practicers of law for the express purpose 
f peng the best advice possible, and we have not used our own ma- 

nery. 


I can not vote for the bill as it stands now. You may shear off any 
one of half a dozen things that remain and yet I could not vote for it. 
But there is a broad, general purpose of the bill as originally reported 
that I approve. 

Now, I move sincerely, and with a desire to get at the truth, to amend 
the motion of the Senator from Illinois by inserting the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, so as to refer the bill to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The vote must be taken separately on that ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. INGALLS. What was the motion of the Senator from Con- 
necticut? > 

Mr. HAWLEY, The question is on the motion for reference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear the motion 
of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Illinois had moved to recommit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from Il- 
linois to recommit takes precedence of the amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to amend so as torefer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS. A motion to commit can only be amended by add- 
ing instructions, not by moving to refer to another committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas is clearly 

t. 
T. eera I move to refer, with instructions to report within 
a for! t. 

Mr. MUNDS. The motion to recommit to the Committee on Fi- 
nance can not be amended, I think, under the rules, by a change to an- 
other committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has so decided, but in- 
structions to the committee it is competent for the Senate to give, if it 
chooses. 

Mr. CULLOM, I desire to say one word further. I wish to dis- 
tinctly state that I am earnestly in favor of a proper and well matured 
anti-trust bill, and I want one just as soon asit can be done. 
The only reason why I desired that the bill should go back to the Fi- 
nance Committee was because there seemed to be an objection to its 
going to the Judiciary Committee, The impression seemed to prevail 
in some minds that that was in the interest of killing the bill. 

Now, I have made the motion to recommit, in the interest of passing 
the bill just as quickly as possible. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think the Senator’s intimation is not quite court- 
eous to any committee of this body. When a proposition is made to 
refer a bill to a committee, I do not know of any committee that has 
ever said, “We do not care to consider it; it is none of our business; 
somebody else ought to have it;’’ or, ‘‘We do not want to be vexed 
abont it, We have no such condition here. 

Mr, CULLOM. I am making no suggestion of that kind myself. 
I am simply stating that expressions have been made that referring 
the bill to the Judiciary Committee was in the interest of strangling 
the bill entirely. ‘Thereason why I make the motion to refer it to the 
Finance Committee is because I do not want it strangled, I want to 
refer it toits friends. I want to refer it tothe committee that brought 
it here. So far as their ability is concerned, everybody knows that 
many if not all the members of that committee are as eminent lawyers 
as are the members of the Judicary Committee. In my ju ent if it 
can go back to that committee, that committee can bring it inside 
of three days perfected, and by unanimous consent, in my opinion, the 
Senate would allow it to be taken upand acted upon without delay. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wish to say, without ene © the merits 
of this case, that the Senator from Illinois is entirely mistaken, so far 
as I know, in supposing that any single member of the Committee on 
the Judiciary wishes to strangle this bill, the great purposes of which I 
believe every member of the committee is in favor of. I am not in fa- 
vor of referring it to the Committee on the Judiciary. I wish the com- 
mittee which chose to take ion of the subject shall work it out; 
but I think it due to the members of the Committee on the Judiciary 
to say that, so far as I know, there is not a single member of that com- 
mittee who does not agree with the Senator from Illinois in desiring to 
suppress these evils. 

. CULLOM. I am still misunderstood. I do not intimate that 
in my opinion the Judiciary Committee is against this bill at all, but 
there seemed to be adisinclination to refer it there, and I want the bill 
referred to its friends, who can bring it back here as quickly as possible. 

Mr. BUTLER. Every time the proposition is made to refer the bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary I am reminded of shaking a red 
flag at a bull; the members of that committee appear to get in a very 
high state of in tion. was going edia, 2 in view of what 
the Senator from Vermont said some time ago, t he had taken his 


life in his hand when he made some proposition to his colleague on 
that committee, that each member of that committee be disarmed be- 
rate we go any further with this discussion, if there is any danger of 
that sort. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by ‘the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

Mr. PLATT. The motion of the Senator from Illinois can not be 
amended in that way. 

Mr. CULLOM. 1 think the amendment was declared out of order. 

Mr. BLAIR, I should like before this matter any further to in- 
quire of the Senator from Ohio if he will be so good as to inform the 
Senate when weare to have a vote upon this proposition? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the course of an hour. 

Mr. BLAIR. In the course ofan hour? Very well; I am satisfied 
with that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut to the motion of 
the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr, EDMUNDS. What is that amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is that the committee shall be in- 
structed to report within two weeks. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Committee on Finance? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, I pardon; I made no such motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear the amend- 
ment, but was so informed at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In what way I can parliamentarily, I wish to get 
this bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. That is my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair ruled that motion ont of 
order, and understood the Senator to propose to amend by adding in- 
structions. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No. OfcourseI submit to the ruling of the Chair. 
I shall vote against the motion to refer to the Committee on Finance, 
and I shall make a motion to refer to the Committee on the Judiciary 
if I can got an opportunity. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois to recommit the bill to the Committee on Finance. 

* The motion was not agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 17, 
noes 31. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to refer the bill and all amendments to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and if it be proper I would add, with in- 
structions to rt within a fortnight. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair holds that that motion is in 
order. The Senator from Connecticut moves that the bill and amend- 
ments be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions 
that that committee shall report back to the Senate within two weeks, 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Connecti- 
cut. 

Tie motion was not agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 24, 
noes 29. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. VANCE (at 6 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.). I move that the 
Semate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihope that motion will not be made until an order 
is made to reprint the bill, 

Mr. SHERMAN, On that motion to adjourn I call for the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (to Mr. SHERMAN). You do not need them, I think. 
Do not call for them until it becomes n A 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I withdraw the demand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from North Carolina that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HOAR. I will withdraw my amendment, solely in the interest 
of saving time. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question then recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WrLson]. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute ts mete by the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. Gray]. Is the Senate y for the question ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
gee yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired ar ast 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. AsI do not 
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know how he would voteon this question, I withhold my vote. -If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who is absent. I do not know how 
he would vote, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired upon this 
question with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. If he were 
present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I transfer the pair 
I have with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] to the 
senior Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and vote *‘yea.”’ 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called), Ihave a pair with 
the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. Not knowing 
how he would vote, I shall withhold my vote, though I should vote 
‘yea’? if he were present. r 

Mr. HEARST (when his name was called). Iam paired with my 
colleague [Mr. STANFORD]. i 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. KENNA’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. KENNA] requested me to say that he is necessarily detained 
hope T Senate. Heis paired with the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. 

ASEY]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the jun- 
ior Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] on political questions. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My colleague [ Mr. BECK ] is absent necessarily 
on account of the condition of his health. If he were here he would 
vote ‘‘yea,’’ unless his pair should prevent it, 

Iam with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], 
who is a t. If he were here I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
CoLquitT]. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to announce the ge of my colleague [Mr. 
Mora@An] with the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. HALE (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw my 


vote. 
z The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine withdraws 
is vote. 
Mr. RANSOM. Iam paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
STOCKBRIDGE]. If he were here I should vote “‘ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—Is8. 
Bate Gibson, i Voorhees, 
y, Gorman, Pugh, Walthall, 
Gray, Turpie, Wilson of Md, 
Faulkner, rris, Vance, 
è, McPherson, Vest, a 
NAYS—26. 
Aldrich Da McMillan, Reagan, 
Allison ; Hawi Mood 5 j 
n, awley, er, 
Blair, ' , Morrill, Washburn. 
Chandler, ‘oar, Paddock, Wilson of lowa, 
Cockre’ Ingalls, Pierce, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
ABSENT—38, 
Barbour, Colquitt, Hearst, Ranso: 
Beck, % Sonlar Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Bede” eae sona of Arkansas, panin, 
on enna, tanfo 
Brown, Dolph, Manderson, Ste 
Butler, Edm organ, Stockbridge, 
Came rye Pettigt aart 
ron, e W, o 
Casey, Hale, eer at 
Coke, Hampton, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GRAY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, to the 
bill, and ask that it be read. Is the bill in the Senate or in Committee 
of the Whole? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is in Committee of the Whole 
and open to amendment. 5 

Mr. GRAY. I move toadd after section 5 the section which I have 
sent to the desk. 

-The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After section 5 it is proposed to insert the fol- 
lowing new section: 

Sxc.—. That when the President of the United States shall be satisfied that 
any arrangement, trust, contract, agreement, or combination, as described in 
the first section of this act, has been formed, and that in consequence thereof 


there been an enhancement of the price of any article of merchandise, he 


shall have power, and it is hereby made duty, to issue his proclamation sus- 


pending the collection of all customs duties or import taxes on similar es 


when States shes . Such suspen- 
sion pem aiarra areae rig sare na PA ant A satisfied that 
such enhancement in price no longer exists, shall issue his proclamation with- 
drawing his former proclamation of suspension, And the President of the 
United States may, from time to time, as may in his judgment be proper, reis- 
sue, modify, or withdraw any proclamation he may have issued. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis, Will the Senate agree 
to the amendment? 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. s 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I repeat the an- 
nouncement of my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAN- 
DERSON] and the necessary absence of my colleague [Mr. Beck]. He 
would vote ‘‘ yea ” if present, and so would I. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Colorado[Mr. TELLER]. Ifhe were here, [should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] on this bill. Ido not know 
how he would vote on this amendment and therefore withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 


Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 
Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonrs]; otherwise I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JoNES, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. Jones], if present, would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] and I make this announcement 
once for all this evening, unless the bill should come to a final vote. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. If he were present I 


should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquiTr]. 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 


The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. HALE. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 


Beck]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, after conference with the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. HALE] and with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
PADDOCK], I will on this vote transfer my pair from the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who is detained by illness from the 
Chamber, to my colleague [Mr. Beck]. I will ask to vote. I vote 

‘ ea.’ 
ir HALE, I vote “nay.” : 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Bate, Faulkner, McPherson, Mca 
Pasco, oorhees, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Pugh, Walthall. 
krell, Gorman, Reagan, 
Edmunds, Gray, Turpie, N 
Vance, 
NAYS—25. 
Aldrich, Farwell, McMillan Sherman, 
Allen, e, Moody, 4 foa aban 
Allison, Hawley, Morrill, ‘ashburn, 
Blair, Higgins, dock, Wilson of Iowa. 
Chandler, Hoar, Payne, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Pierce, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
ABSENT—36. 
Barbour, Colquitt, Hiscock, Ransom, 

k, Daniel, Jonesof Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Blodgett, Davis, Kenna, Squire, 
Brown, Dixon, Stanford, 
Butler, Doiph, Mitchell, Sonnets, 
Call, Evarts, Morgan, Stockb: 
Cameron, Frye, Pettigrew, Teller, 
Casey, Hampton, Platt, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Hearst, Quay, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. I move to amend the bill, in section 9, line 5, by strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘one,’’ before the word “thousand,” and inserting 
“ten.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 9, line 5, before the word ‘* thousand,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘ ten,” so as to read: 

Dealers in “options” or “futures” shall pay annually the sum of $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes 28, noes not counted. 

Mr. COKE. I voted on the division inadvertently. I forgot for the 
moment that I was paired with the Senator from Colorado[ Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 22, noes 30, 


Mr. VANCE. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to submit 
a request that some hour may be designated to-morrow when the vote 
shall be taken on this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the Senator sub- 
mitting a request, a motion to adjourn being pending? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont objects. 

Mr. VANCE. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion to adjourn at the request of Senators around me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator 
withdrawing the call for the yeas and nays. The Chair hears none, and 
the call is withdrawn. The motion to adjourn has been disagreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 15 of section 10, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” 
I move to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to conform to 
the former amendment made on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 10, line 15, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,” it it proposed to strike out “One” and insert “ ten;”’ so as to 
read: 


And shall thereupon pay to such collector the sum aforesaid of $10,000, 


Mr. SHERMAN. [I raise the point of order on the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his point of 


order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. These amounts have been inserted by an amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole, and consequently they are 
not nowamendable. Most of these R AS anA have been out of order. 
I feel bound to raise the S aen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment, being an amend- 
ment already agreed to asin Committee of the Whole, is not now amenda- 
ble by the change proposed by the Senator from Missouri, and his 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. VEST. I su I can offer the amendment in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will bein order in the Senate. 
The bill is still in. Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 
If there are no further amendments, the bill will be reported to the 
Senate. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has made sundry amend- 
ments to the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Now I submit my amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. The first question is on the amendments made as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole; and then the Chair 
asks whether the question shall be putin gross or whether certain amend- 
ments shall be reserved. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to reserve all the amendments made to sec- 
tion 7, I think it is, beginning with that offered by the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 
$ Mr. EDMUNDS. Reserve all the amendments; take them all one 

one. 

Tihe PRESIDING OFFICER. All the amendments are reserved. 
The question will be put on each amendment separately, and the See- 
retary will re for information the first amendment made asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, itis very evident now that we can not 
vote intelligently to-night upon the bill with all these amendments 
unprinted unless we extend this session very late indeed. It isa most 
important bill and we have done a long day’s work. I hope now that 
some proposition will be entertained to fix an hour when we shall yote 
to-morrow, and that we shall adjourn and have the bill printed in the 
mean time for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask unanimous consent that the vote be taken on 
the bill and amendments without further discussion at 4 o’clock in the 
afternoon to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ` To that I object, for the reason that I have some 

observations to make when the bill shall have been perfected, and so I 
object to any arrangement of that kind. We had better finish the bill 
to-night. We understand what the propositions are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the first 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

, _ Mr. BUTLER (at 6 o'clock and 36 minutes p. m.). Imove that the 

Senate do now adjourn. 

‘The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 25, noes 26. 
Mr. BUTLER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
Pret say and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
roll. 
Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam generally 
, With the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], but, believin 
that he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ on this proposition if present, I vote ‘‘ yes.’ 
Mr. COKE {when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. If he were present, should 

vote ‘yea. 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
23, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 

Faulkner, Turpie, 
Berry, George, McPherson, Vance, 
Blackburn, Gibson, ý Vest, 
Butler, Gorman, Payne, Voorhees, 

Gray, Pugh, 
Eustis, Hampton, n, 5 

NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Allen, Edmunds, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Allison, Farwell, Mitchell, & Mast 
diler, Hale, Moody, ashbu: 
Cullom, Hawley, Mo Wilson of | Iowa, 
Davis, Higgins, Pad 
Dawes, Hoar, Pierce, 
ABSENT—33. 

Barbour, Colquitt, Kenna, Stanford, 
Beck, Daniel, Manderson, swe 
Blair, Dixon, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Pettigrew, Teller, 
Brown, Frye, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Call, Hearst, Quay, Wolcott. 
Cameron, Hiscock, Ransom, 
Casey, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina 
moyes that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, 

The motion was agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 24, noes 22. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear the 

eries and close the doors. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before that is done I ask for an order to reprint 
the bill with the amendments which have been made to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of obj ection, 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8393) to provide for celebrating the four hundredth 
anniversary of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus by 
holding an international exhibition of arts, industries, peop EGEA 
and the product of the soil, mine, and sea in the city of Chicago, in 
the State of Illinois, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Select Committee on the Quadro Centennial. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After five minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at 6 o’clock and 47 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Thursday, March 27, 1890, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS, j 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 26th day of March, 1890. « 
POSTMASTER. 


Thomas W. Thurman, to be postmaster at Griffin, inthe county of 
Spalding and State of Georgia, in the place of M. O. Bowdoin, whose 
commission expired March 12, 1890. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAYY. 


Paymaster Thomas H. Looker, to be chief of the Bureau of Provis- 
ions and Clothing and Paymaster-General in the Department of the 
Navy, with the relative rank of commodore, to fill a vacancy. 

Medical Inspector Walker K. Scofield, to be a medical director in the 
Navy, from the 8th of February, 1890, vice Medical Director Adrian 
Hudson, deceased. 

Surg. Daniel McMurtrie, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, 
from the 8th of February, 1890, vice Medical Inspector W. K. Scofield, 

romoted. 
Passed Assistant Engineer Henry Schuyler Ross, to be a chief engi- 
neer in the Navy, from January 28, 1890, viee Chief Engineer John P. 
Kelly, d 

Assistant Engineer George W. McElroy, to be a passed assistant en- 
gineer in the Navy, from January 28, 1890, vice Passed Assistant En- 
gineer Arthur Price, resigned, and H. 8. Ross, promoted, subject to the 
examination required by law. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senale March 24, 1890. 


UNITED STATES CONSULS. 
William S. Preston, of New York, to be consul of the United States 


at Cognac. ` 
Alfred W. Street, of New York, to be consul of the United States at 
Coaticook. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Armor Smith, jr., of Ohio, to be surveyor of customs for the port of 
Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio. 


. 
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POSTMASTERS. 
J. Knox Corbett, to be postmaster at Tucson, in the county of Pima 
and Territory of Arizona. . 
John W, Archibald, to be postmaster at Prescott, in the county of 
Yavapai and Territory of Arizona. 
um G, Williamson, to be postmaster at Albuquerque, in the 
county of Bernalillo and Territory of New Mexico. 
Jacob Weltmer, to be postmasterat Santa Fé, in the county of Santa 
Fé and Territory of New Mexico. 
John A. Place, to be postmaster at Oswego, in the county of Oswego 
and State of New York. 
Henry C. Hammond, to be postmaster at Brockport, in the county of 
Monroe and State of New York. 
Justin M. Moody, to be postmaster at Waterbury, in the county of 
Washington and State of Vermont. 
Charles W. L. Hayward, to be postmaster at East Weymouth, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 
John Lovejoy, to be postmaster at Rockland, in the county of Knox 
and eee © of Maine. 
Frank E. Helvey, to be postmaster at Nebraska City, in the county 
of Otoe and State of Nebraska. 
James B. Hartwell, to be postmaster ab Hastings, in the county of 
Adams and State of Nebraska. 
Samnel L.. Andrews, to be postmaster at Crete, in the county of 
Saline and State of Nebraska. 
William Cochran, jr., to be postmaster at Milan, in the county of 
Sullivan and State of Missouri. 
Sumner A. Whitehead, to be postmaster at Eaton Rapids, in the county 
of Eaton and State of Michigan. 
William P. Moulton, to be postmaster at Stuart, in the county of 
ban ae of Towa. 
oyce mi to be postmaster at Kilbourn ity, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Wisconsin. Te is 
Newman C. Nash, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of Lin- 
coln and State of South Dakota. 
Joshua E. Wilson, to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of 
Florence and State of South Carolina. 
John C; Reid, to be postmaster at Cuyahoga Falls, in the county of 
Summit. and State of Ohio. 
Milton B. De Shong, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of 
Ashland and State of Ohio. 
John H. Fellows, to. be postmaster at Richmond, in the county of 
Sagadahoe and State of Maine. 
Jonas Myers, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of Fulton 
aoe ee hase 
ark L. Motte, to be postmaster at Valparaiso, in the county of 
Porter and State of Teutena 7 
William. H. Breeding, to be postmaster at Edinburgh, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Indiana. 
Frederick G. Diefenbach, to be postmaster at Blue Island, in the 
county of Cook and State of Illinois. 
Mark L. Doughty, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county of 
St. Francois and State of Missouri. 
William C. Adams, to be postmaster at Petersburgh, in the county 
of Pike and State of Tndiana. 
George Woodruff, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the county of 
Fulton and State of Illinois. 
Joseph H. Weeks, to. be postmaster at Upper Alton, in the county of 
Madison and State of Ilinois. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 26, 1890. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
Bureaw of Provisions and Clothing. 
Pay Director Thomas H. Looker, to be Chief of the Burean of Pro- 


cata and Clothing, and Paymaster-General in the Department of the 
‘avy, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 26, 1890. 


The House metat12o0'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

CORRECTIONS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, on page 2673 of the RECORD, 
under reports filed, it appears that as a member of the Committee on 
Printing I reported a concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 2,500 
extra copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Colum- 
bia, which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. As a fact theconcurrent resolution was passed by 
the House of Representatives and was not referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal so shows. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 


House to a clerical error in an amendment offered by myself on yester- 
day and to by the House when the world’s fair bill was under 
consideration. In the preparation of the amendment the word “said ™ 
is written instead of the word ‘‘such.” I ask unanimous consent that 
the Clerk be. directed, in engrossing the bill, to substitute the word 
“such” for the word “‘said.’”? The meaning is plain in the amend- 
ment, and it is a mere clerical error. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the correction will be made as 
requested. 

There was no objection. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


TheSPEAKER. Anenrolled bill was submitted to the House on yes- 
terday evening in such condition that the Chair thinks it should be 
again submitted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported. that they had 
examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following title; when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R.525) to establish two additional land offices in the State of Mon- 
tana, 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


Mr. CANNON. Asa privileged report from the Committee on Rules, 
I report back the following resolution with a substitute, the adoption 
of which is recommended by the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Wednesday, March 26, immediatel 
Journal, be set apart for the consideration in the 
mission of Wyoming, and , unless previously 
previous question shall be deemed ordered on the ry, eae third 
and final passage of the bill at 4 o'clock p. m, of that day. 

The committee offer the following as a substitute: 


Resolved, That to-day, immediately after the of this resolution, the 
House enter upon the consideratioa of the bill for the admission of W; 3 
and at ô o'clock and 30 minutes take æ reeess until 11 o'clock Thursday 3 
and at 1 o'clock of that day the previous question bo considered as ordered on 
the three amendments proposed by the minority and on the bill to its passage. 

The substitute was agreed to; and the resolution as amended was 


agreed to. 


Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolation 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REMONSTRANCES AGAINST EXPENDITURES FOR WAR-LIKE PURPOSES. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, obtained unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the following memorial; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

Remonstrance of Back Creck, Fairmount, Deer Creek, and Marion Monthly 
Meetings of Friends of Grant County, Indiana, against proposed large ex- 
penditures of public money for naval, coast defense, and other warlike meas- 
ures, 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of ie United States in Con, assembled: 

We, your petitioners of Deer Creek Monthly Meeting of Friends, Grant 
County, State of Indiana, numbering 225 adult persons, res uly, but ear- 
nestiy, entreat your honorable bodies to reject the recommendations of the Sen- 
ate Naval Committee, and other measures which propose a large expenditure 
for the Navy and so-called coast defences and other warlike preparations, all 
of which we believe are a menace to the peace and security of the nation, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate; by Mr. McCoox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced the passage of bills and a joint resolution of the following ti- 
tles; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 3025) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to gather full 
and authentic information as to the present condition and preservation 
of the fur-seal interests of the Government in the region of Alaska, as 
compared with its condition in 1870; also full information as to the im- 
pending extinction of the sea-otter industry, and kindred lines of in- 
quiry, ete. ; 

A bill (S. 2860) to authorize the construction of an addition to the 
public building in Houston, Tex., and to provide a cistern, heating 
apparatus, etc., for said building; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 46). authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
remove the naval magazine from Ellis Island, in New York Harbor, 
and to purchase a site and erect a naval magazine at some other point, 
and for other purposes. 

ADMISSION OF WYOMING. 


Mr. BAKER. I call up the bill for the admission of Wyoming. The 
bill has been read in Committee of the Whole, and I do not suppose it 
is necessary to read it again. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent to dispense with the reading of the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I have not heard that bill read, and 
I think it should be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

y i W; did, he 30th of 
Aar yr payanda ar gre Ae p aneng Ser thats: 
rose; form for themselves a constitution, which constitution was ratified and 
adopted by the people of said Territory at the election held therefor on the first 
‘Tuesday in Novena, 1889, which constitution is republican in form and is in 
conformity with the Constitution of the United States; and ~ 

Whereas said convention andthe people of the said Territory have asked the 


after the approval of the 
ouse of the bill for the ad- 

red by the House, the 
g, 
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admission of said Territory into the Union of States on an equal footing with 
the original! States in all respects whatever: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the State of Wyoming is hereby declared to bea State 
of the United States of America, and is hereby declared admitted into the Union 
on an equal ootia with the original States in all ri ie whatever; and that 
the constitution which the people of Wyoming have formed for themselves be, 
and the same is hereby, accepted, ratified, and confirmed, 

Sec. 2. That the said State shall consist of all the territory included within the 
following boundaries, to wit: Commencing atthe intersection of the twenty- 
seventh meridian of longitude west from Washington with the forty-fifth degrec 
of north latitude and running thence west to the thirty-fourth meridian of west 
longitude; thence south to the forty-first degree of north latitude; thence east 
3 best Pte Rags beanies meridian of west longitude, and thence north to the place 
oi nning. 

Sec. 3. That until the next general census, or until otherwise provided by 
* law, said State shall be entitled to one Representative in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, and the election of the Representative to the 
Fifty-first Congress and the Representative to the Fifty-second Congress shall 
take place at the time and be conducted and certified in the same manner as is 
provided in the constitution of the State for the election of State, district, and 
other officers, 

Src. 4. That sections numbered 16 and 35 in every township of said proposed 
State, and, where such sections. or any parts thereof, have been sold or otherwise 
disposed of oy or under the authority of any act of Congress, other lands equiva- 
Jent thereto, in lega! subdivisions of not less than one quarter-section, and as 
contiguous as may be to the section in lieu of which the same is taken, are 
hereby granted to said State for the support of common schiols, such indemnity 
lands to be selected within said State in such manner as the Legislature may pro- 
vide, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, Thatsection 6 
of the act of Congress of August 9, 1888, entitled “An act to authorize the leas- 
ing of the school and university lands in the Territory of Wyoming, and for 
make purposes,” shall apply to the school and university indemnity lands of 
the said State of Wyoming so far as applicable. 

Sec. 5. Thatall lands herein granted for educational purposes shall be dis- 
posed of only at public sale, the ponerse to constitute a permanent school fund, 
the interest of which only shall be expended inthe supportof said schools. But 
said lands may, under such rogis ons a3 the Legislature shall prescribe, be 
leased for periods of not more than five years, in quantities not exceeding one 
section to any one persou or company; and such land shall not be subject to 

re-emption, homestead entry, or any other entry under the land laws of the 

nited whether surveyed or unsurveyed, but shall be reserved for school 
purposes only, 

SEC. 6, That fifty sections of the unappropriated public lands within said State, 
to be selected and located in legal subdivisions as provided in section 4 of this 
act, shall be, and are hereby, granted to said State for the purpose of erecting 
public buildings at the capital of said State. 

Src. 7. That5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of public lands lying within 
said State which shall be sold by the United States subsequent to the admission 
of said State into the Union, after deducting all the expenses incident to the 
same, shall be paid to the said State, to be used as a permanent fund, the inter- 
est of which only shall be expended for the support of the common schools 
within said State. 

Sec. 8. That the lands granted to the Territory of Mad Sona by the act of Feb- 
ruary 18, 1881, entitled “An act to grant lands to Dakota, Montana, Arizona, 
Idaho, and Wyoming for university pu ” are hereby vested in the State 
of Wyoming, to the extent of the full quantity of 72 sections to said State, and 
any portion of said lands that may not have been selected ~ said Territory of 
Wyoming may be selected by the said State; but said act of February 18, 1581, 
shail be so amended as to provide that none of said lands shall be sold for less 
than $10 peracre, and the proceeds shall constitute a permanent fund to be safely 
invested and held by said State and the income thereof be used exclusively for 
university purposes. The schools, colleges, and universities provided for in this 
act shall forever remain under the exclusive control of the said State, and no 
ps of the p arising from the sale or disposal of any lands herein granted 

for educational arpon soni be for the support of any sectarian or de- 

nominational school, college, or university. The section of land granted by the 

act of May 28, 1888, to the Territory of Wyoming for a fish hatchery and other 

ee purposes shall, upon the admission of said State of Wyoming into the 
nion, become the property of said State, 

SEC, 9. That the penitentiary at Laramie City, Wyo. and all lands connected 
therewith and set apart and reserved therefor, and unexpended appropriations 
of money therefor, are hereby granted to the State of Wyoming. 

Sec. 10. That 99,000 acres of land, to be selected and located as provided in 
section 4 of this act, are hereby granted to said State for the use and support of 
an agricultural college in said State, as provided in the acts of Congress making 
donations of lands for such purpose. 

Sec. IL That in lieu of the grant of land for pu of internal improve- 
ment made to new States by the eighth section of the act of September 4, 1841, 
which section is hereby repealed as to the State of Wyoming, and in lieu of any 
claim or demand by the said State under the act of September 28, 1850, and sec- 
tion 2179 of the Revised Statutes, making a grant of swamp and overflowed lands 
tocertain States, which nt it is hereby declared is notextended to the State of 
Wyoming, and in lieu of any grant of saline lands to said State, the following 
grants of land are seis d made, to wit: 

To the State of Wyoming: For the establishment and maintenance and sup- 
port in the said State of the insane asylum in Uinta County, 30,000 acres; for 
the al, reform, or educational institution in Carbon County, 30,000 acres; 
for the itentiary in Albany County, 30,000 acres; for the fish hatchery in 
Albany County, 10,000 acres; for the deaf, dumb, and blind asylum in Laramie 
County, 30,000 acres; for the poor farm in Fremont County, 30,000 acres; fora 
miners’ egos pee 30,000 acres; for normal schools, 100,000 acres; for State 
charitable, educational, penal, and reformatory institutions, 210,000acres; mak- 
ing a total of 500,000 acres. 

12, That the State of Wyoming shall not be entitled to any further or 
other grants of land for any purpose than as expressly provided in this act; 
and the lands granted by this section shall be held, appropriated, and dis: 
of exclusively for the purposes herein mentioned, in such manner as the 
lature of the State may provide. 

Sec. 13. That all mineral lands shall be exempted from the grants made by 
this act. But if sections 16 and 36, or any subdivision or portion of any smallest 
subdivision thereof in any township, shall be found by the Department of the 
Interior to be mineral lands, said State is hereby authorized and empowered to 
sel in legal subdivisions, an equal quantity of other unappropriated lands 
a = ean in lieu thereof, for the use and the benefit of the common schools 

tate. 

SEC. 14. That all lands granted in quantity or as indemnity by this act shall 
be selected, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, from the sur- 

“veyed, unreserved, and ery ghtoo ree public lands of the United States within 
the limits of the State entitled thereto. And there shall be deducted from the 
number of acres of land donated by this act tor specific objects to said State the 
Shiecar of acres heretofore donated by Congress to said Territory for similar 
objects. 

Sec. 15. That the sum of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the iam y Soest otherwise appro- 

ted, to said Territory for defraying the expenses of the said convention and 
the payment of the members thereof, under the same rules and regulations 


and at the same rates as are now provided by law for the payment of the Ter- 
ritorial Legislatures, and for the elections held therefor and thereunder. Any 
money hereby appropriated not necessary for such purpose shall be covered 
into the Treasury of the United States. 

Sec. 16. That said State, when admitted as aforesaid, shall constitute a ju- 
dicial district, the name thereof to be the same as the name of the State; and 
the cireuit and district courts therefor shall be held at the capital of the State for 
the time being, and the said district shall, for judicial ewer) until otherwise 

rovided, be attached to the eighth judicial circuit, There shall be appointed 

or said district one district judge, one United States attorney, and one United 
States marshal. The judge of said district shall receive a yearly salary of $3,500, 
payable in four equal installments, on the Ist days of January, April, July, an 
October of each year, and shall reside in the district. There shall be appointed 
clerks of said courts in the said district, who shall keep their offices at the i- 
tąl of said State. The regular terms of said courts shall be held in said district 
at the place aforesaid on the first eae g in April and the first Monday in No- 
vember of each year, and only one grand jury and one petit jury shall be sum- 
moned in both said circuit and district courts. The circuit and district courts 
for said district, and the judges thereof, respectively, shall possess the same pow- 
ers and jurisdiction, and perform the same duties required to be pareant be 
the other circuit and district courts and jud of the United States, and shall 
be governed by the same laws and regu ms. The marshal, district attor- 
ney, and clerks of the circuit and district courts of said district, and all other 
officers and persons performing duties in the administration of justice therein, 
shall severally possess the powers and perform the meg dine Hew 
and required to be performed by similar officers in other d cts of the United 
States: and shall, for the services they may perform, receive the fees and com- 

nsation allowed by law to other similar officers and persons performing simi- 

ar duties in the State of Oregon. 

See. 17. That all cases of appeal or writ of error heretofore prosecuted and 
now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States upon any record from 
the supreme court of said Territory, or that may hereafter lawfully be prose- 
cuted upon any record from said courte, may be heard and determined by said 
Supreme Court of the United States. And the mandate of execution or of fur- 
ther proceedings shall be directed by the Supreme Court of the United States to 
the circuit or district court hereby established within the said State from or to 
the supreme court of such State, as the nature of the case may require. And the 
circuit, district, and State courts herein named shall, respectively, be the suc- 
cessor of the supreme court of the Territory, as to all such cases arising within 
the limits embraced within the jurisdiction of such courts, npase with 
full power to proceed with the same, and award mesne or final process therein; 
and that from all judgments and decrees of the supreme court of the Territory 
mentioned in this act, in any case arising within the limits of the proposed 
State prior to admission, the parties to such judgment shall huye the same right 
to prosecute appeals and writs of error to the Supreme Court of the United 
SaN as they shall have had by law prior to the admission ofsaid State into the 

nion, 

Sec. 18. That in respect to all cases, proceedings, and matters now pending 
in the supreme or district courts of the said rele pies! at thetime of the ission 
into the Union of the State of Wyoming and arising within the limits of such 
State, whereof the circuit or district courts by this act established might have 
had jurisdiction under the Jaws of the United States had such courts existed at 
the time of commencement of such cases, the said circuit and district courts, re- 
spectively, shall be the successors of said supreme and district courts of said 
Territory; and in respect to all other cases, p. ings, and matters pending in 
the supreme or district courts of the said Territory at the time of the admission 
of such Territory into the Union, arising within the limits of said State, the 
courts established by such State shall, respectively, be the successors of said su- 
premeand district Territorial courts; and all the files, records, indictments, and 
proceedings relating to any such cases shall be transferred to such circuit, district, 
and State courts, respectively, and the same shall be p ed with therein in 
dne course of law; but no writ, action, indictment, cause, or proceeding now 

nding, or that prior to the admission of the State shall be pending, in any 

erritorial court in said Territory shall abate by the admission of such State 
into the Union, but the same shall be transferred and p ed with in the 
proper United States circuit, district, or State court, as the case may be: Pro- 
vided, however, Thatin all civil actions, causes, and proceedings in which the 
United States is not a party, transfers shall not be made to the cireuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United S except upon written request of one of the parties, 
to such action or proceeding filed in the proper court; and in the absence of 
such request such cases shall be proceeded with in the proper State courts, 

Sec. 19. That the Legislature of the said State may elect two Senators of the 
United States as is provided by the constitution of said State, and the Senators 
and Representatives of ssid State shall be entitled to be admitted to seats in 
Congress and to all the rights and privil of Senators and Representatives of 
other States in the Congress of the United States. 

Sec. 20. That until the State officers are elected and qualified under the 
visions of the constitution of said State, the officers of the Territory of Wyo- 
ming shall discharge the duties oftheir respective offices under the constitution 
of the State, in the manner and form as therein provided, 

Sec. 21. That from and after the admission of said State into the Union, in pur- 
suance of this act, the laws of the United States, not locally inapplicable, shall 
have the same force and effect within the said State as elsewhere within the 
United States; and all laws in force made by said Territory, at the time of its 
admission into the Union, until amended or repealed, shall be in force in said 
State, except as modified or changed by this act or by the constitution of the 
State, and all acts or parts of acts in confiict with the provisions of this act, 
whether passed by a legislature of said Territory or by Congress, are hereby 
repealed, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I 
did not hear the order made for the consideration of this bill read, and 
I desire to know whether the bill is to be considered in the House regu- 
larly or in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. In the House. 

Mr. ROGERS, By the order? 

The SPEAKER. By the order. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask to have the order read again. I desire to make 
a point of order. 

TheSPEAKER, It will require unanimous consent to have the order 


in read. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimons consent. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk in read the order, as above, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that this bill 
ought to receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole, as 
it carries an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, Congress and country may contem- 
plate with pride and satisfaction the fact that the time is not far distant 


when the last of our Territories will cease to exist. as such, and the new 
relation of ‘‘State’’ will be assumed by membership in a Union which. 
has stood the tests of more than a century the most eventful in the 
world’s history. ° 

Wyoming will, if admitted under the pending bill, be the forty-third 
State to come into the Union, and the thirtieth to enter since the origi- 
nal federation, following which are to come Idaho, New Mexico, Ari- 
zona, Oklahoma (which give promise of early preparation for state- 
hood), Utah, and perhaps Alaska. There is every assurance that the 
last of our Territorial dependencies will become a State in the Union ere 
another decade shall pass, and when the calendar shall mark “A. D. 
1900’? we shall be a great Republic of half a hundred States, mighty in 
the achievements of war, to be sure, but far greater in the conquests of 


So the second century of our national existence will, in its first dec- 
ade, give promise of growth in population, success in the pursuits of 
peace, prosperity to our vast industrial interests, progress in science 
and art, greater far than that of any preceding century of any nation 
in the world’s history. Before the next half century passes we shall 
see the annexation, by natural attraction, of our neighbor on the north, 
with several ready-made States, abundantly equipped in all those ele- 
ments which combine to insure strength and secure to all men equality 
and liberty in the highest and best sense. 

Instead of a mere “‘commercial union” will come a political union, 
the conditions of, and considerations for, which will bemutual. More- 
over, the invincible power and aggressiveness of our advanced civiliza- 
tion will extend southward until our *‘ Union ™ will reach from the 
North Star to the Southern Cross! ‘Then the Republic of North Amer- 
ica will greet her sister Republics of South America across the Nic- 
aragua canal, This may seem like an attempt on my part to assume 
the rôle of a prophet, but the conditions which have obtained in the 
great Northwest were all foretold -by the founders of the Republic. 

Immediately after the close of the Revolution, when several of the 
States were laying claim to the great outlying territory east of the Mis- 
sissippi River, ana north as well as south of the Ohio River, the patri- 
otic State of Virginia, which seemed to have the stronger claim to the 
largest portion, yielded her claim for the benefit of all the States, im- 
posing bent that such territory should not be kept for any con- 
siderable time in a colonial condition, but stipnlated in the contract 
under which the region northwest of the Ohio was ceded that when in 
any portion theréof 60,000 free inhabitants should assemble and become 
permanent citizens they should have absolute right to form for them- 
selves a constitution and State government republican in form and 
should be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the origi- 
nal States. 

The further condition was imposed that such territory should, in 
sauna Be states, comprise not less than three nor more than five. 
So we find that, in following the provisions of such contract, the great 
States of Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, and Illinois have come into the 
Union. Similar conditions have governed in the creation of the terri- 
tory west of the Mississippi River, which was acquired from France, 
into States, and so we have the States of Missouri, Arkansas, Iowa, 
Wisconsin, Kansas, Minnesota, Nebraska, aid the two Dakotas. 

The creation and advent into the Union of the twenty-nine States 
which have come in since the original federation are but the fulfill- 
ment of the predictions, the realization of the prophetic utterances of 
our fathers when they laid the foundation of this Republic, a Re- 
public which, as I have said, has successfully withstood the tests of 
more than 2 century, and grown stronger with each decade and 
mightier with the admission of each new State. 

Our history from the beginning is, in its earliest chapters, replete with 
the utterances of the framers and defenders of our Constitution show- 
ing how clearly they were able to foresee the great future of our growth. 

Territorial governments are a necessity, and in this very Congress we 
are earnestly desired to create such a government for Oklahoma, not 
because it is a desirable thing, but because the people are too few in 
number and too scant in resources to maintain a State government, ‘‘A 
Territory,’’ Chief-Justice Taney said, ‘‘is required to become a State, 
and not to be held as a colony and governed by Congress with absolute 
authority.” They are given rules and regulations by Congress in order 
that the people thereof may be protected in their persons and property 
and the sooner fit themselves for statehood. Yet it has been said, and 
all our past experience has demonstrated, that Territorial governments 
are contrary to the spirit of our American Constitution and are to be 
tolerated and continued only so longas the necessity exists. 

There are now over a hundred thousand intelligent, law-abiding cit- 
izens in the Indian Territory and Oklahoma for whem we are going to 
create a Territorial government as a matter of necessity only. Ina 
very few years they will be prepared for statehood, if encouraged as 
they deserve, and she will make one of the fairest in the Union. 

The Territorial is a preparatory or probationary condition, out of 
which the people should at the earliest moment emerge into statehood. 

Wyoming and Idaho have endured this condition of vassalage, the 
former since 1868; the latter was organized nearly five years earlier; 
both have borne a long probation; each has come and is here asking to’ 
be clothed with the habiliments of statehood in the Union; each is 
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fully prepared to assume all the duties and obligations of such and 
presents the most satisfactory credentials, To me has been delegated 
the pleasant duty of presenting upon this floor the offering of 
ming. It would seem almost unnecessary to occupy the attention of 
the House at any length, because I believe there is no substantial op- 
position to the immediate admission of the State from any source. 

Within her own borders both the great political parties and all in- 
terests, public and private, seem to have united in the memorial which 
has been presented to Congress. Wyoming is here asking for her con- 
stitutional right of admission to the Union and for representation upon 
this floor on an equality with her sister States, and her request has re- 
ceived the unanimous approval of your Committee on the Territories. 

I have said there is no substantial opposition to the immediate ad- 
mission of Wyoming from any source and that her request for admis- 
sion has received the unanimousapproval of your Committee on the Ter- 
tories. Perhaps such assertions are too strongly stated. It will be 
conceded, however, that no negative vote was heard upon the propo- 
sition to report the bill with favorable recommendation, and I will. 
not contend that individual objection to or criticism of any of the pro- 
visions in their constitution should subject a Representative to the 
charge of making substantial opposition to the admission of the State. 

The suffrage article, being the sixth, as will be seen by reference to 
the report, provides that ‘‘the rights of citizens of the State of Wyo- 
ming to vote and hold office shall not be denied or abridged on account 
of sex” and ‘‘that both male and female citizens of this State shall 
equally enjoy all civil, political, and religious rights and privileges.” 
It provides further that *‘no person shall have the right to vote who 
shall not be able to read the constitution of this State.” 

These are constitutional provisions not to be found in the funda- 
mental law of any other State. They are novel and not yet new. As 
a Territory woman suffrage has obtained and existed for twenty years 
in their government. The people of the new State, men, women, and 
children, all, irrespective of political affiliations or religious prejudices, 
so far as we are informed, want the same principle into their 
fundamental law. I honor them for it. He may not bea ‘* bold, bad 
man’? who will deny them statehood or argue against their capacity 
for self-government because they want to continue in statehood the 
principles under which, asa Territory, they have prospered and builded 
for themselves a State, but he does assume to battle against a senti- 
ment which steadily through four decades or more has grown in our 
land until it has become a mighty power. 

It will not be contended that any State now in the Union may notin 
legal manner amend its constitution by ingrafting thereon the same 
identical provisions quoted from the Wyoming constitution. Shall it 
be said, then, that in their organization they shall be denied the right 
to begin their career as a State by according to women the equal rights 
before the law granted and enjoyed by them during all their existence 
asa Territory? Will any man dare to stand up here before the people 
of this country, talking as we do to sixty millions or more of our equals, 
and assert that a constitution containing such a principle is unrepub- 
lican in form? If yea, let him so declare, and then go hence and be no 
more forever, but politically of doubtful sanity. 

I shall listen with interest, if not with shame, to the argument of 
any colleague upon this floor who will contend against the State which 
has, as a Territory, honored itself in sending as a Representative, term 
after term, my honored friend, Judge CAREY, to whom I will yield the 
easy task of answering any objection which may be urged upon that line. 

Wyoming comes with the ripe experience of over twenty-one years 
of Territorialrule; her domain embraces 98,000 square miles—62, 000,- 
000 acres; she will be the eighth State in the Union in respect of area, 
an area equal to New York, New Jersey, Kentucky, and Delaware; 
her national resources are vast and varied; her actual wealth is not less 
than $125,000,000; her railroad property is shown to be not less than 
$25,000,000; while she has expended in irrigation works and improve- 
ments full ten miilions; $40,000,000 is the estimated value of the live 
stock grazing upon improved farms and ranches aggregating more 
than fifteen millions in value. We are convinced that her developed 
mines represent fully fifteen millions more. 

Two and a half millions represent less than the value of the churches, 
schools, city, county, and Territorial property. She boasts a better cap- - 
itol building than can be found in fifteen of the older States, erected at 
a cost of $275,000. She will doubtless have several Government build- 
ings conveniently located soon after her admission, certainly so if the 
present Delegate comes back as her representative in the Senate, as is 
likely to be the case if the fitness of things is to be observed. The pres- 
ent total indebtedness of Wyoming is only $320,000, which is nearly 
equaled by the funds in the treasury. Her national banks, nine in 
number, in 1888 employed anaggregate of $1,175,000, with a surplus of 
$213,000. The mining resources ofthis new State are wonderful. They 
embrace gold, silver, lead, tin, asbestos, mica, magnesium, sulphur, 
graphite, kaolin, fire-clay, marble, salt, and it is shown that coal, pe- 
troleum, iron, and soda exist in almost inexhaustible quantities. 

The oil-bearing area is said to be 300 miles in length, while its coal 
area is known tocover 30,000 square miles. Her population is not 
less than 110,000. The population of each of ten of the great States, 
which I will name, at the time of admission was much less: Ohio when 
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admitted had 45,000; Indiana, 63,000; Mississippi, 35,000; Illinois, 
35,000; Alabama, 40,000; 66,000; Oregon, 45,000; and Kan- 
ag: rage and Colorado each had but 100,000. 

. vote castin 1888 atthe election for her present Delegate was 18,210. 
‘The increase of vote year by year has been marked. A comparison with 
_the votes cast at Presidential elections at various periods in the history 
,of several of the States will prove interesting, [I quote from the re- 
‘marks of Wyoming’s Delegate made before the Committee on Territories: 
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east at second Congressional election after admission 15,272. 
Nebraska cast first Congressional! election su uent to admission 14,710, 
Colorado cast at election previous to admission 17,100, 

California at her first State election, after a most bitter political fight when 
the selection of governor, judiciary, and other State officers, including United 
States Senators, was dependent upon the result, cast only 12,875 votes, 

In the debate over the admission of Oregon and Kansas it was not 
claimed more than 10,121 votes had ever been cast in the former and 13,289 
votes in the latter Territory. The votes rejected as well as those counted were 
included in these totals, 

Atalmost every Presidential election up to and including that of 1872 there 
were from three to five States that did not have as many male voters as there 
were in Wyoming in 1888, 


The new State also makes a most favorable exhibit in her postal af- 

Iam tempted to quote briefly from the report of Professor Meade, 
the Territorial engineer, to illustrate the wonderful push and industry 
of the people in the matter of reclaiming and developing her agricul t- 
ufal resources, resulting, as is shown, in reclaiming fully 2,500,000 
acres, making it to bear abundant fruit. Professor Meade says: 


preceding admission cast 20,318 votes, ad- 
resentatives, and she cast first Congressional election 24,600, 
th two Representatives, who were elected with total vote of 


conn 

8 in the Mississip; 

the volume and distribution of her water supply Wyoming takes the first 

place among the States and Territories of the arid belt. Within her bound- 

aries are the sources of three of the great rivers of the continent—the Missouri, 

-> Colorado, and Columbia—streams oan. the continent in three directions 

and emptying into the Gulf of Mexico, Gulf of California, and the Pacific Ocean. 

These t great water courses have their origin within a circle of which the 

. yadius is less than 10 miles. Six hundred natural water ways have their water 

diverted in irrigation. Four great rivers cross her borders: the Platte on the 

Lace 7 Sg a laare on the north, the Snake on the west, and the Greene on the 

Their tributaries penctrate all parts of her vast extent and are fed from 

the melting snows of a mountain area which covers over 20,000,000acres, There 

are over 3,000 irrigation ditches, with a total length, not counting laterals, of 
nearly 5,000 miles, The record ditches cover 2,106,180 acres of land, 


I have hastily referred to these things in passing, not in the belief 
that any gentleman is in doubt or needs convincing, for I believe that 
with one voice the people of the United States, through their Repre- 
sentativeson this floor, are ready to say amen to the prayer of Wyoming 
for admission. They have in anorderly and authoritative manner ex- 
pressed their desire to be clothed with the power and charged with 
the duties of statehood. They have peed ta a justifiable and reg- 
ular way to place themselves in condition for admission. 

Their constitution and State government, duly adopted and organ- 
ized, are republican in form, and all the conditions as to area, pop 
tion, production, resources, morals, and lawful and orderly practices as- 
sure the existence and continuance of a permanent State government. 
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Upon such a showing, clothed as she is inall that lies at the founda- 
tion of every prosperous State, Iam proud to bid Wyoming welcome 
to the sisterhood of States! We are engaged in a great transaction when 
we admit a new State to the Union. By our act we tie a knot that, as 
our experience fias illustrated, can never be cut by the sword! We pin 
a star upon our flag that the torch of war can never obliterate! Weare 
erecting a defense stronger than all the projected coast defenses com- 
bined can ever be made, more invincible armies and navies. 
France has within a few years expended over $775, 000,000 in fortifying 
Paris, and yet all engineers confess or claim their fortifications are 
worthless because of later improvements in engines of destruction. We 
will expend our millions in internal improvements, in encouraging our 
own industries, and in enlarging our own commerce, and so command 
and supply the markets of the world with the products of our own in- 
dustries. 

Germany expends over $202,000,000 annually on her army, while 
her Kaisers and Bismarcks,in chorus with Czars and Emperors, fora dec- 
ade have assured the world that the peace of Europe is secured; yet 
Germany has for the past eight years increased her army expenses at 
an average rate of nearly forty-three millions per year. We employ 
our army in the pursuits of peace, and in two decades have, through 
our industrial campaigns, increased our aggregate wealth by more than 
$40,000,000,000. European nations take three millions of the most 
robust and capable of their sons from farm and shop, where they would 
be ee art and help to bear the legitimate burdens of state, 
and place thenrin barracks, where they become not only non-producers, 
but where they consume, waste, and destroy the productions of those 
who toil. We encourage our sons to build for themselves new States, 
to advancement in education, arts, science, invention, and agriculture, 
and in all the pursuits of peace. 

European powers have manufactured wars at the behest of toppling 
monarchies, in order that their dynasties might be bolstered up through 
the sacrifices of blind, patriotic impulse and love for national pres- 
tige, while our institutions have, year by year, grown stronger because 
they are founded upon ‘‘right,’’ not power, upon the doctrine that 
‘right makes might ’’ rather than the hateful sentiment that ‘‘ might 
makes right.’ is Administration will be illustrious in history 
because in its outset four new members were added to the family of 
States, with promise that two and perhaps four others may soon 
follow. Under its wise direction will be inaugurated commercial rela- 
tions with our sister Republics of South America, the re-establishment 
of our merchant marine, with probable direct railway communication 
to the very heartof the new Republic of Brazil. 

Were ever the conquests of war to be compared with the achieve- 
ments of peace such as these? The policy of all the foreign powers 
means wasteful war, while ours means peace and plenty. e need 
no standing army. The world knows that since we were able to 
achieve independence for 3,000,000 in the struggle against British tyr- 
anny and King George III, a hundred years ago, and to maintain the 
Union and constitutional liberty against British sympathy and a gi- 
gantic civil war, unparalleled in history, seventy years later, coming 
out from the later struggle, as we did, with a Union and a people 
stronger and more united than eyer before in our own history, we have 
nothing to fear from foes without or foes within. 

Tt has been well said that ‘‘no foreign power, even in its nightmares, 
dreams of waging war upon our country. On the contrary, every nation 
on earth is on its knees every morning praying that our Government 
will not attack it. Our resources in men and money establish this as 
a fair conclusion that no European nation could float a flag five years 
if it made war on one of our forts. None but France is brave enough 
and the French are too friendly. In case of an attack by any, a Euro- 
pean war would at once result and millions of American soldiers would 
swarm over the little territory of any European power like the locusts of 
Egypt. Our prestige in this comes not from our rank asa military power, 
but rather from the fact that we have been and are progressive people, 
engaged in building States rather than maintaining armies and navies. 

Let us then encourage the new States to comeinto the Union as soon 
and as fast as they may come under proper conditions, for with every 
new State comes new strength, an aggregate of homes, wherein abide 
peace and industry, virtue and temperance, in which rests the abso- 
lute security of our Republic. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserye the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan), The gentle- 
man has twenty-five minutes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the passage of the bill 
reported by the majority of the Committee on Territories in favor of the 
admission of Wyoming into the Union. I propose to give the reasons 
which control my judgment. I believe, in the first place, that there 
have been gross irregularities attending the preliminary proceedings 
under which this constitution was formed and under which the admis- . 
sion is sought. I believe, secondly, that no evidence has been furnished 
to the committee, norean be tothe House, thatthe Territory of Wyoming 
has the population requisite for admission into the Union. I believe, 
in the third place, that there have been incorporated into the constitution 


ula--| of Wyoming features relating to the subject of female suffrage and the 


right of femalesto hold office under the government which, in my judg- 
ment, are antagonistic to republican institutions and were never contem- 
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may be able reasonably to demonstrate the truth of these 
In what I-shall say I am actuated by no feeling of 
people of the Territory, nor to their admission into the when they 
are sufficiently qualified for it. 
It may be well, Mr. S , at the outset to recur to some of the 
pesoipes set forth in the Constitution of the United States which have 
supposed to govern and to some which do govern and control the 
administration of the affairs of those areas of country which we usually 
describe under the name of Territories, and at the same time those 
principles which are to regulate and control our conduct as Representa- 
tives of the people in properly admitting them as members of the Fed- 
eral Union. The Constitution of the United States, Mr. Speaker, is 
remarkably silent upon this subject. For many years it was ba a 
that the provision in the Constitution which had reference to the dis- 
posal of the territory and other property of the United States and the 
regulation of its affairs had respect to the ‘* Territories’’ of the United 
States. That clause is found in the second paragraph of the third sec- 
tion and fourth article of the Constitution, and is in these words: 


The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
oat respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 

But when we examine that provision in connection with that other 
provision of the Constitution which gives to the Federal Government 
exclusive jurisdiction in the territory which we know as the District 
of Columbia and in the forts, dock-yards, and arsenals of the Govern- 
ment, we see that the difference in the language shows that the framers 
of the Constitution never contemplated that that clause should be re- 
garded as conferring the exercise of governmental authority over the 
Territories. The provision concerning the District of Columbia and 
concerning forts and arsenals is found in the seventeenth paragraph of 
the ey section of the first article of the Constitution. , The lan- 
guage is: 

Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive legislation over such Dis- 
trict, and like authority over such forts, arsenals, ete. 

The Jast clause cited refers to legislation and confers the power of ex- 
elusive legislation. The former provision quoted uses language appli- 
cable to the territory and other property of the United States as property. 

This subject came before the Supreme Court of the United States in 
the case of Scott vs. Sanford (19 How., 393). The court in that case 

ve a history of this clause and showed in that history that it was 

tended to refer only to the territory of the United States belonging 
tothe United States at the time of the adoption of the Constitution, and 
to that territory simply under its character of property. In that case 
the court traced the power of the General Government over the Terri- 
tories to the inevitable consequence of the right to acquire territory; 
and the right to acquire territory, it was held, was conferred by the 
right given to admit new States. 

Chief-Justice Taney in his review of this subject shows that the 
whole control which we exercise over what are known as the Terri- 
tories of the United States is merely implied power, implied as a mat- 
ter of necessity, and derived from the clause in the Constitution which 
provides that— 

New States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union. 


We have a right, then, to acquire territory—not to be held, to use the 
lang of the Supreme Court, as a colony, and governed by Congress 
with absolute authority, but to be held by the United States until it 
is in a suitable condition to become a State, on an equal footing with 
the other States. 

The Chief-Justice in this opinion shows—and with the views therein 
expressed I am in full accord—that the Constitution intended that these 


tion to the 
Union 


„Territories, as long as they remained Territories, should be governed 
in such a way as ultimately to fit them to become States; and I believe, 


$ 


Mr. Speaker, that as long as they are in that Territorial condition, how- 
ever small the number of people who may dwell within the fixed area 
which we may prescribe for a Territory, those people should be allowed 
the very largest share of self-government compatible with their subor- 
dination to the Constitution of the United States. 

But, sir, I believe at the same time that the right of admitting them 
as States of this Union is a matter of sound discretion on the part of 
Congress, and inasmuch as the Constitution has been perfectly silent 
as to the regulations which should precede their admission, I think 
that when we come to exercise that discretion it should not be exercised 
in a spirit of caprice, but should be exercised with wisdom, caution, 
and deliberation. 

T have said this much, Mr. Speaker, because we have before us not 
merely the bill now under consideration for the admission of Wyoming, 
but we have also upon the Calendar a bill for the admission of Idaho, 
and there are two or three other similar bills which have been intro- 
duced which may or may not receive favorable consideration at the 
hands of the committee and may or may not come before the House. 
It is well that when we have to consider the question of the admission 
of so many States we should understand clearly and carefully the limit- 
ations which the Constitution prescribes on that subject, and the regu- 
lations which precedent and the experience of the past suggest to us. 

When the Union was formed there were but thirteen States entering 
that Union. Twenty-nine have since been admitted. The great ma- 
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jority of these States were admitted after Congress had passed ena- 
bling acts authorizing the people toassemble in convention to form State 
constitutions and apply foradmission. Thisis unquestionably the reg- 
ular method. 

Mr. BAKER. If the gentleman desires to be exactly accurate as to 
the number, I can assist him in that VE, 

Mr. BARNES. I do not desire any assistance whatever; when I 
need it I will call for it. 

Mr. BAKER. The fact is that only ten States came in without en- 
abling acts, and ten in the regular way—— 

Mr. BARNES. I know—— 

Mr. BAKER. So dol. 

Mr, BARNES. I do not desire any assistance on thissubject; when 
I need it from the gentleman I will call for it. 

Mr. BAKER. I think you need it now. 

Mr. BARNES. Well, there is a difference of opinion on that subject. 
As I occupy the floor, I propose to exercise my privilege of expressing 
my own opinion upon the question. 

I say—and I repeat it—I have looked into this question with some 
degree of care and caution; and if there is one thing about which I am 
careful it is never to misstate a historical fact. I say that in the ma- 
jority of cases, so far as my reading goes, enabling acts were 
In other cases, where the people of the Territories assembled in conven- 
tion they assembled under Territorial acts, not under enabling acts of 
Congress; and when they met under Territorial acts they framed their 
constitutions in accordance with the acts that had been passed by the 
Territorial Legislature. 

There are some few ial cases, such as the case, for example, of 
Maine, which was meek out of Massachusetts, where this was not nec- 
essary. There was the special case of Kentucky, which was organized 
and formed underan act of the Legislature of Virginia. There have 
been a few cases of that kind; but I say that the general rule has been 
that Congress has in the first instance passed an act authorizing and 
enabling the people of the Territory to meet in a convention and form 
a constitution, and when that has not been done the general rule in the 
other cases has been that Territorial Legislatures have acts pro- 
viding for constitutional conventions. That is my reading of history. 

But where Congress failed to pass enabling acts, why, sir, in roy 
such case, except in a few isolated instances such as I have mentioned, 
the Territorial Legislature passed an act under which an election was 
held for delegates to a convention to form a constitution; and when 
those delegates had assembled in convention they formed & constitu- 
tion and submitted it usually to a vote of ratification by the people. 
All such constitutions were formed in accordance with the forms of law. 

In my judgment nothing but the most extraordinary circumstances 
would justify a departure from this rule. In the case before us the 
governor of Wyoming issued a proclamation under which delegates 
were selected and assembled in convention and formed a constitution. 
So far as I have been enabled to study this question, there is bué one 
other instance in American history clearly and distinctly made where 
this was done, and that was in the case of California. In that case, it 
must be recollected, however, that the territory had just been acquired 
by conquest. It wasin 1848, We had just terminated the war with 
Mexico. Gold had been discovered in California, Vast hordes of peo- 
ple were rushing in there. The country there was under the control 
of a military governor. 

Our whole country was disturbed and agitated—rocked from center 
to circumference, as it were—by the discussion of the slavery question. 
Under the military proclamation of General Riley a government was 
formed in California; the people assembled in convention and formed 
a State government. Mr. Clay, when he came to Washington in 1850, 
came as the great pacificator of the country. This government in Cali- 
fornia had been organized fora year. Mr. Clay proposed, in that period 
of agitation and disturbance, when the country was threatened with 
civil war, as a measure of peace, as a measure of compromise, with the 
hope of adjusting the differences between the North and the South, that 
California be admitted; and under these extraordinary circumstances 
it was done—as an extraordinary measure, as a peace measure, as & 
measure of compromise; and the precedent which was set in the case 
of California can not control until you find a case presenting like cir- 
cumstances. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, necessity may justify anything; but in the case 
of Wyoming there is no necessity justifying any extraordinary meas- 
ure, How different the situation of the eountry now from what it was 
when California was admitted. There is no turmoil; there is no strife; 
there is no confusion. Profound peace reigns throughout the land, 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific and from Canada to the Gulf of Mexico. 
Yet with this solitary precedent, constituting one case alone out of 
twenty-nine—a case surrounded by extraordinary circumstances which 
never before existed and I trust will never exist again—it is sought to 
admit this State of Wyoming into the Union. 

Upon this question, in regard to assemblies of the people held in this 
informal way, without the sanction of law, for the purpose of estab- 
lishing governments, I desire to read fora few moments from the argu- 
ment submitted by Daniel Webster in the celebrated case of Luther vs. 
Borden, the case growing out of the Dorr rebellion. Said Mr. Webster: 

It has been said by the opposing counsel that the people can get together, call 
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themselves so many thousands, and establish whatever governmentthey please; 
but others must have the same right. We have, then, a stormy South American 
liberty, supported by arms to-day and crushed by arms to-morrow. Ourtheory 
a beautiful face on liberty and makes it powerful for good, producing no 
umults, When it is necessary to ascertain the will of the people the Legisla- 
ture must provide the means of ascertaining it. 

The Constitution of the United States wasestablished in this way: It was rec- 
ommended to the States to send delegatestoaconvention. Theydidso, Then 
it was recommended that the States should ascertain the will of the people. 
Nobody suggested any other mode. The opposite counsel have cited the ex- 
amples of the different States in which constitutions have been altered. Only 
two provided for conventions, and yet conventions have been held in many of 
them. Buthow? Always these conventions were called together by the Legis- 
lature, and no single constitution has eyer been altered by means of a conven- 
tion gotten up by mass meetings. 

There must be— 

Says Mr. Webster, and there is the germ of all he said— 
there must be an authentic mode of ascertaining the public will somehow and 
somewhere, 

When these conventions are called for the purpose of forming a con- 
stitution they must do so under that mode by which the public will is 
shown somewhere or somehow. That will is expressed by Congress in 
an enabling act and by the people expressed threugh the Territorial 

ture. When you do not do it in this mode you violate the Con- 
stitution. Yon call the people together in a tumultuous assemblage. 
That is the case in Wyoming. 

Mr. HILL, What is the gentleman reading from? 

Mr. BARNES. Iam reading from 7 Howard, in the case of Luther 
vs. Borden. : 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Webster is speaking there of a convention called to 

set up a constitution where there is another government in the State: 
Does the gentleman think that is a parallel case? 
, Mr. BARNES, Ido, andI willtell you why. There was a govern- 
ment in Wyoming set up by the United States in accordance with the 
Constitution of the United States—a government legal and constitu- 
tional, just as much so as the government in Rhode Island. The cases 
are perfectly parallel, and the argument of Mr. Webster applies here in 
the case of Wyoming just as much as it did in the case of Rhode Island, 
which he was then arguing. When this governor of Wyoming at- 
tempted, under his proclamation, to call the convention together it was 
without form of law. It was in the absence of the aathentic mode 
which Mr. Webster said was necessary, which was the only mode 
known to American law and American liberty. 

If I had time to cite that brief in full I would show the position 
taken by Mr, Webster in that argument was a position in accordance 
with English history by which every change had been made in the 
British Government. 

Now, what was the way in which it wasdonein Wyoming? Ihave 
the proceedings here contained in the memorial in this case. Why, cer- 
tain commissioners of the several counties, upon whose suggestion I do 
not know, because it is not disclosed in the memorial, asked the gov- 
ernor to issue a proclamation for a convention of the people. The goy- 
ernor thereupon issued a call for a convention for the purpose of form- 
ingaconstitution. Upon thisbaresuggestion heissues his proclamation, 
and there are some extraordinary features in that proclamation to which 
I desire to call attention. 

He recites in the preamble his authority, and what is his authority ? 
His authority is simply that of the board of commissioners. It is not 
done under the law. It is not in pursuance of any act of the Legis- 
lature or of the Congress of the United States, but merely at the sug- 
gestion of these boards of county commissioners. Why, sir, they had 
no more right to suggest than you or I had. I could have suggested, 
or Mr. CAREY, the Delegate from Wyoming, could have suggested, He 
shakes his head, I see, and says, ‘‘No.’’? You aré too modest, but you 
were behind the scenes while the governor suggested it. [Laughter.] 

But the governor, in his proclamation, says: 


I suggest that in organizing a State government preparatory to admission the 
provision of the Senate biis iR 


Which had been introduced, but which had never become a law— 


should be followed, as nearly as may be possible, and in pursuance thereof the 
following recommendations are hereby made. š 


Then he proposes and recommends there shall be fifty-five delegates, 
and they shall be divided among the several districts which he has 
located by his own act throughout this Territory. When they assem- 
ble it is not provided these delegates shall be qualified under any ex- 
ray bok under any constitution, under any form of government, but 
the character and fitness of the delegates to be chosen, it is stated in 
the proclamation, are, in fact, of greater importance than the manner of 
their selection. I have always understood the manner of election was 
a question of law, and as to character and fitness the legally qualified 
electors were to decide. 

But here was this governor, with the aid of the chief-justice and the 
secretary of the Territory, who divided this Territory without law, 
without authority—no more authority than the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories would have had, nor I would have had, nor any member of this 
House would have had; not one whit more—assigning the number of 
delegates to the districts, and providing, they suy, for their assem- 
bling to form a State government. Such a case is without precedent 
in American history. 

He says in this proclamation: 

The character and fitness of the delegates to be chosen are in fact of greater im- 


portance than the manner of their selection, and if the citizens of any county 


generally prefer to elect their delegates by some equitable method other than 
that herota hie a mare pena it is belie that the delegates so chosen will be 
recognized and admitted to seats in the convention. 


It is without any authority of law. It does not even have the form 
of law. They were not governed by any particular manner; but if 
they had character and fitness it was believed they would be admitted. 
Who is to judge of the character and fitness of the delegates? Who 
is to judge between the mode of selection recommended in the proc- 
Jamation or some other mode or modes which citizens in different 
counties may prefer? 

Mr. CAREY. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit a question? 

Mr. BARNES. Certainly. 

Mr. CAREY. I would like to ask the gentleman, since he is argu- 
ing now on constitutional grounds, by what authority the convention 
framed the Constitution under which we are now living. 

Mr. BARNES. Why, Mr. Speaker, Daniel Webster answers that, 
and if the gentleman had listened to the quotation I have just made 
he would not have needed to ask the question. : 

Mr. CAREY. I was unable to hear what the gentleman read. 

Mr. BARNES. I refer the gentleman to the argument of Daniel 
Webster in that case. He answered that question fully in the brief to 
which I have referred. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to interrupt the gentleman from 
Georgia on another point, and that is as to the division of this Terri- 
tory into districts, to make a suggestion which my friend will recog- 
nize to be true, that these officers to whom he refers were just such as 
were suggested by a bill reported by the Senate and placed upon its Cal- 
endar in the Fiftieth Congress; and, while I do not claim that that is 
authority of law, yet I think it is only due that that much should be 
said in explanation of the action to which the gentleman has ad- 


verted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me suggest in that connection that the fail- 
ure to pass that bill would argue that they were not authorized to do 
what they did. 

Mr. BARNES. A sufficient answer to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Iowa is the objection I am making, that this was done with- 
out any authority of law whatever. I do not care for the suggestions 
which may have been embodied in a bill which did not pass. They 
do not afford warrant of law for such action. I do not care for sug- 
gestions which entered into the minds of men, even if recognized as 
the ablest in any section of the country. They come without the sanc- 
tity of law, and that is the only point Iam making, and the gentle- 
man can not deny it. The whole thing, Mr. Speaker, according to the 
language of Daniel Webster, was nothing more nor less than a ‘‘ tumult- 
nous assemblage of the people” combined together at the suggestion 
of the governor, who sees fit to say that it does not matter how the 


delegates are selected provided that they have the requisite character 


and fitness. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from Georgia will permit me to 
suggest in this connection, it should be said that some of these dele- 
gates were elected at county boards, some by jointaction of the two politi- 
cal parties in the counties contesting, and the gentleman from Wyoming 
cau inform the House as to the correctness of the statement, 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I must now decline to be interrupted 
any further. I have yielded as far as the limited time at my disposal 
will allow, and I have attempted to dispose of the questions which have 
been suggested in their order. This brief of Mr. Webster, to which I 
have already referred, contains a good many old things which would 
be of value to gentlemen if they would consider them in this discussion, 

Mr. STRUBLE. Perhaps their age would not improve them when 
referred to a subject of this kind. t 

Mr. BARNES. Thedificulty with my friend hereis that he wants new 
things, and it does not matter how the new things are brought about, 
whether they plainly violate the law or not, provided theyarenew. I 
prefer to go to a higher source for my authorities. Let me remind the 
gentleman of an old saying that is very true, and it is well for him and 
some of my colleagues also to recall that saying, ‘* that change is not 
always reform;’’ and when gentlemen are disposed to change from prin- 
ciples of law which were laid down by Daniel Webster in an argument 
like this which I have cited, they are very apt to go greatly astray. 

Now, the difficulty in the case of this Wyoming election and the as- 
sembling of this convention is, as Daniel Webster said, that under the 
American method there must be an authentic mode of ascertaining the 
popular will somewhere or somehow. But in this case there was no 
such authentic mode of determining it. It is wanting in all of the 
elements, in the very foundation of the convention itself, which is 
without warrant or authority. What followed? What could follow 
as a natural consequence? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, we were told that there were eighteen thousand 
and odd votes cast at the last election for my friend Mr. CAREY, in No- 
vember, 1888; we were told also that the population of that’ country 
was rapidly increasing; that it was a growing region; population pour- 
ing into it from all parts of the country. And yet when this conven- 
tion, for which these people are represented to be crying like a hungry 
infant for its mother’s milk—when this convention was to be voted for 
they could turn out but 8,000 votes, of men and women combined, for 
that bill at that time; and when they did turn out there were over 1,923 
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votes against it. The people regarded the whole performance as a mere 
farce at the time, 

But let me call your attention for a moment to some of the literature 
on this subject. t me direct your attention to an article headed, 
“The banner town of Crook County,” taken from the Sundance Ga- 
zette, published in Crook County, Wyoming, immediately after the 
election: 


One of the Soronen used before the Legislature in fayor of Weston Count 
is that Newcastle is the banner town of Crook County, and the three hund. 
odd votes credited to Newcastle at the constitutional election are pointed to with 
great pride as proof of the assertion. We should think that that particular elec- 
tion would be given a wide berth, especially by Newcastlers. There was no elec- 
tion there on that day, but three persons, each of whom we could name, went 
into a back room and conducted a cigar-box election. No one else was present, 
ane these men marked the tickets and dropped them into the slot of the cigar- 


How 7 votes came to be cast against the constitution arose from the fact that 
one of the parties, after nearly all the tickets had been cast, exclaimed, ‘I’m 
d—mn ti of vi for the same man all the time; I'm going to vote for the 
other fellow.” And he accordingly dropped in 7 votes with “Yea” scratched 
out.* The cigar-box, the ballots, and the menen evin the result were sent 
here, the same canvassed at this point, and with o 
turns forwarded to Cheyenne, where they were duly recorded. And thatis how 
Newcastle came to be the “banner town” of Crook County. The above par- 
ticulars were related to us by one of the trio who conducted the elec- 
tion, and s gentleman whose word is as good asgold. As there was no color of 
legality about the election in Crook County, the scheme was and car- 
ried out more in a spirit of levity than otherwise, and it was not tho: the 
returns would be forwarded to Cheyenne and made a part of record, 

Mr. HILL, Is that the kind of political matter you introduce into 
a report? 

Mr. BARNES. There is a sample of the votes cast at this election. 
Is it a wonder that any such consequences follow ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Let me suggest—— 

Mr. BARNES. I decline to be interrupted any further. My time 
is too limited. 

Mr. STRUBLE. It is unfortunate that the 
dertake to make that statement in regard to th 
to allow a single suggestion. 

Mr. BARNES, Iam at liberty to state my thoughts in my own way, 
and I have said that I could not, in my limited time, permit further 
interruption, 

Mr. STRUBLE, Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CAREY, I know the gentleman from Georgia is fair, for I have 
had many conversations with him; but before he proceeds further I 
would like to ask him to state to the House where he obtained that 
evidence, 

Mr. BARNES, Why, from this newspaper, of course. 

Mr. CAREY. From the newspaper? 

Mr. BARNES. Yes. 

Mr. CAREY. Newspaper of one town fighting about the relative 
size of the town as compared with another; and the gentleman puts 


that in as evidence, 
There is the evidence. It could have readily 


ntleman should un- 
election, and refuse 


Mr. BARNES, Ido. 
occurred at such an election, I will add what Webster said in his ar- 
gument already quoted, that there is no chance of pore anybod 
at such an election for bribery, for perjury, or for a repetition of 
vote. There is no law which could reach a man guilty of such an of- 
fense at such an election. And what is cited there is but a fair sample, 


as I believe, of what took place in other parts of the Territory. 
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It is a fair sample of what is in evidence as to this election. And 
what was done at this sage could have been done anywhere else in 
the Territory, at any other precinct in Wyoming. It is pretty strong 
evidence that the whole thing must have been a fixed-up job, for it so 
ap on its face, 

is conyention, it should be remembered, was held, bear in min 
and closed its labors on the 30th day of September, and the pretend 
constitution under this pretended election was submitted to the people, 
agreat many of whom must have ed it asa farce, thirty-five days . 
thereafter. Nota soul could be punished for bribery, for perjury, for 
corruption, or for repetition of votes at the election, and yet in the face 
of all that, in the face of the fact that here wasa rapidly growing Terri- 
tory, and although they had 18,000 votes at the preceding election for 
Delegate to Congress, the best that could be done here was 8,000 votes 
of men and women together, and drawn out under the most extraordi- 
nary inducements to vote, of whom 1,923 were opposed to it. 

This election had not merely no form of law, but it is an absurd 
and ridiculous farce, and if it could be subjected to judicial investiga- 
u it would never stand the investigation of legal scrutiny or legal 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to know how much time I have. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GROSVENOR in the chair). The 
eae ary has twenty-three minutes, according to the information of 
the ir. : 

Mr. BARNES. There are two other points to which I desire to de- 
vote some attention, and I will therefore hastenon. One bears on the 
subject of population. 

Now, I admit, Mr. Speaker, that there is no fixed rule which has 
ever been prescribed by law as to the population which a State should 
have before admission into the Union. There is no provision to be 
found in the Constitution of the United States as to what is the requi- 
site number of people who shall be found as inhabitants of a Territory 

reparatory to its admission into the Union. But Mr. Douglas said, 
in the course of the debate on the Kansas question (and he was proba- 
bly more familiar with this Territorial subject than any other of our 
American statesmen), that while we had never adhered to any fixed rule 
it was a good rule to say that we should require that the people requi- 
site to entitle a Territory to admission into the Union asa State should 
be the number which would entitle it to one Representative on the 
floor of this House. 

In the ordinance of 1787 there was a compact entered into between 
Virginia and the Congress of the Confederated States, and under that 
it was provided that, while Congress might, if it saw fit, admit a State 
with less than 60,000 inhabitants, if the proposed State carved out of 
the ceded territory had 60,000 it should be considered as entitled to ad- 
mission into the Union. Now, the unit of representation at that time 
was about 30,000, and yet our fathers in 1787, in this com in the 
days of their weakness, provided that in the absence of other provis- 
ions the requisite number should be 60,000, 

Now, my friend from New York [Mr. BAKER] has referred to what 
were the facts in the different States. Ihave here a table showing what 
was the representative ratio prior to the admission of each State into 
the Union, with the exception of the four last admitted, and what was 
its population at the time of its admission, from Vermont, admitted 
1791, to Colorado, admitted 1876. 


85, 425 $5,425 | 154,446 80 
73,677 73,677 | 220, 955 200 
35, 691 *67,000 | 105, 602 195 
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I find on through a few of these cases that Vermont, which 
was the first State admitted into the Union, in 1791, when the requisite 
py at that time under the unit of representation was 33,000, 

at the time of admission 85,425 people. I find that Kentucky, 
which was admitted in 1792, when the unit of representation was still 

33,000, had a population of 73,677. I find that Ohio, then a new State 

just emerging into existence, which was admitted in 1802, when the 

requisite population was still 33,000, had a population of 45,365. I 

find that Mississippi, which wis admitted in 1817, when the requisite 

pulation was 35,000, had a population of 75,512. I find, as I ran 
ion the list, that California in 1850, when the requisite population 

was 93,423, had a population of 120,000. 

I find that in all these cases down the list the requisite population 
always was very near to the unit of representation—frequently it was 
double; always approximate—and that in these cases it seems to have 
acquired the force of rule and regulation which accompanies legal en- 
actment. In our own time since 1876 we have still adhered to this 
rule. Why, the last admitted North and South Dakota, 
Montana, and Washington. Montana and Washington had a popula- 
tion, as I understand and believe, of 175,000. When wecame to North 
and South Dakota it was claimed by the gentlemen who are now the 
majority of the Committee on the Territories that all Dakota had a 

ulation of 600,000, of which there were about 200,000 in North Da- 

ta and about 400,000 in South Dakota. In admitting those States 

we required the requisite unit of population. That unit was 151,912 

under the census of 1880. 

Now, we are told in reference to Wyoming that she is in a fit condi- 
tion to come into the Union. A fit condition to come into the Union, 
when at this vote for this convention only 8,000 people could be sum- 
moned and dragged to the polls? A fit condition, when that vote, it is 
to be borne in mind, counted both females and males? A fit condition, 
when, according to the vote that was cast for General CAREY in Novem- 
ber, 1888, when the total was 18,010, we bear in mind that both men 
and women were counted? If we could estimate the population in 
proportion of five to one, it would beabout 90,000. But both men and 
women voted, and if one-third were women, leaving 12,000 male voters, 
according to the usual rate the population would not exceed sixty to 
seventy thousand people. Now, we have seen that by the last census 
the unit of representation was fixed at 151,912. Apply the general 
rule, under the ordinance of 1787, she ought to have at least 300,000 
people; but adopting the most favorable ruleshe ought to have at the 
time of admission 150,000 inhabitants. This is a small number, con- 
eoet the present population of the Union, to give reasonable assur- 
ance of a State; but we have no reliable information whatever. It is 
all mere matter of opinion, and there is nothing on which opinion is 
80 loose as con: the number of a large assemblage of people, even 
when we look at them face to face; how much worse when scattered 
over a vast area like Wyoming, containing 95,000 square miles. It is 
true that Mr. CAREY said, in his opinion, they had a population of 
110,000 inhabitants; but this was an extravagant estimate, having ex- 
istence in a fervid imagination. It is the population which he hopes 
to to seein the future. I have heard these gentlemen, Dele- 
gates from the different Territories, before the Territorial Committee. 

When I listen to one of them separately describing in glowing terms 
the vast resources and the wonderful growth of pop tion of his Terri- 
tory, I have almost felt tempted to emigrate, but when I have heard 
them all I am left in so much doubt that I conclude after all there is 
no place like home. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Will the gentleman permit me toask hima 
question ? 

Mr. BARNES. Certainly. 

Mr. MCCORMICK. I notice by the vote given the present Delegate 

from Wyoming that the entire vote was 18,010. 

Mr. BARNES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Has the gentleman, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, any information he can give to this House as to 
what p ion of female votes are contained in that 18,000? 

Mr. BARNES. No, sir. I must say that is one of the great disad- 
vantages under which the Committee on Territories labored. There 
never has been any definite information in that regard. There have 
been estimates submitted and guess-work, but we have not been able 
by any rule to get at the substantial facts. 

In most of these other cases, when these other Territories were ad- 
mitted, we had something with reference to population which had been 
ascertained by. census and upon which we could rely, but when we 
come to Wyoming we find it is all guess-work, and, in the absence of in- 

* formation, the Committee on Territories are called upon to make the 
best guess they can, and as I have been far removed from Yankee-land 


in 


and have not the faculty of guessing, I find it im ible to obtain the 
desired information. [Laughter.] Wesay ‘‘ on”? in our country, 
and therefore we calculate. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. The reckoning was all right in ref- 
erence to Washington, was it not? 

Mr. BARNES No; I don’t think it was altogether right. I think 


there was some guessing there, too. 
Mr. WILSON, of Washington, We had 60,000 votes in the last elec- 


tion for one member, while you in Georgia get in three members on a 
far less number of votes. 
Mr. BARNES. Well, we get them on the requisite number, and we 


will not go into an argument of that question now. 
a JLSON, of Washington. You donot cast the votes at the 
po. 


Mr. BARNES. There is no use in talking about that now. I have 
always learned when I have any business before me to go on and at- 
tend to that, and not to be drawn off into other matters. As to Geor- 
gia votes and Georgia population, I will discuss that when a proper 
time arrives. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. 
off on that subject. 

Mr. BARNES. No, sir; I will not. 

Mr, WILSON, of Washington. You did not admit us until,like Paul 
on his way to Damascus, you were struck by lightning. 

Mr. BARNES. Well, I donot expect tobe struck by lightning now, 
and if Iam I know it will not come from the gentleman. [Laughter. ] 
Just let me go on with my argument. I have certain business before 
me and I want to attend to it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I will listen to you witha great deal 
of pleasure. 

Mr. BARNES. I hope you will. But we do not want any “ light- 
ning” in this matter; we do not want to be diverted from the question 


at issue. 
Well, you had referred to Washing- 


Mr. WILSON, of Washington. 
ton, and I wanted to reply. 

Mr. BARNES, Well, I had referred to it in very pleasant terms. 
Before passing let me say the gentleman and myself misunderstood each 
other some moments ago, I given Washington full credit for hav- 
ing more than the requisite unit population at the time of admission. 

The gentleman certainly did not hear me or he would not have in- 
terrupted me on this point, and I did not understand his inquiry when 
he asked whether the reckoning was all right concerning Washington. 
In fact I did not, in the midst of the interruption, understand fully the 
nature and scope of his inquiry. Had I understood him I would have 
promptly answered, what I had previously stated and what I again 
repeat, that I believe Washington had more than the requisite popu- 
lation at the time of her admission. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another feature, aside from the question 
of population, to which I object. I ohject to that provision in the con- 
stitution of Wyoming which bears on the subject of female 
My time is getting short and it is cut especially short by these inter- 
ruptions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I will move to extend it, 

Mr. BARNES. You are not the House. 

Mr, WILSON, of Washington. Well, I can make the motion. 

Mr. BARNES. I do not know that it would be carried. [Laughter, ] 

But, Mr. Speaker, on the subject of suffrage, sections 1 and 2, article 
6, of this constitution provide as follows: 

The rights of citizens of the State of Wyoming to vote and hold office shall 
not be denied or abridged on account of sex. Both male and female citizens of 
this State shall equally ag all civil, political, and religious rights and priv- 
ileges. Every citizen of the United States of the age of twenty-one years and 
upwards who has resided in the State or Territory one year and in the count 


wherein such residence is located sixty days next preceding any election shall 
be entitled to vote at such election, except as herein otherwise provided, 


In a previous -part of the constitution we are furnished with two 
clauses which I suppose are intended to form the logical precedent of 
the conclusions which are embodied in the two provisions I have read. 
In the declaration of rights, section 2, article 1, we are told that— 

In their inherent right to life, liberty,and the pursuit of happiness all mem- 
bers of the human race are equal, Since equality in the enjoyment of natural 
and civil rights is made sure only ee political equality, the laws of this 
State affecting the political rights or privileges of its citizens shall be without 
distinction of race, color, sex, or any circumstance or condition whatsoever other 
than individual incompetency or unworthiness, duly ascertained by a court of 
competent jurisdiction, 

I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that the right of suffrage is an inher- 
ent right. I believe that the inherent rights are those which are set 
forth in the Declaration of Independence: life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness; and wherever a right is an inherent right I am entitled, 
and everybody else is entitled, to an equal share in that right. But 
when it comes to the exercise of suffrage, suffrage is a method, a means, 
by which we exercise political power, by which we confer political 
power; and, as a means and a method of exercising political power, it 
is conferred by the State upon those individuals (at least in theory) who 
are presumed to be best fitted for the general welfare of the State to 
exercise it. 

But to say that suffrage is an inherent right, like life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness, would be to say that all political powers, like 
those inherent rights, belong equally to each individual, to man and 
woman equally without regard to sex, to men and children ogaatiy 
without regard to age except where infancy imposes a natural disability 
for the time being. So far as inherent rights are concerned, we are en- 
titled to share them equally, but when it comes to political rights itis 
impossible that we can share them equally. 

The Speaker must necessarily exercise more political power than the 


I do not suppose you will be drawn 
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individual member upon the floor, The governor of a State must nec- 
essarily exercise more political power than the citizen who merely casts 
his vote. Each exercises a share of political power, but if the right 
were inherent each would be entitled to share it equally. That is the 
law of nature. That is the Jaw which the God of nature has imposed 
upon us. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not propose at this time to go at any length 
into this subject of female suffrage. I have no time to draw fancy 
pictures about the beauty of home and about ‘‘ woman’s sphere” and 
“t man’s sphere.’’? Sufice it to say that I believe God has made the 
two sexes each the complement of the other, and that each in acting as 
the complement of the other performs the highest duties which God in- 
tended it should perform. : 

But I have this to say further, in a political point of view, upon this 
question: In the convention which framed the Gonstitution which gave 
to Congress the power to aimit new States they did not define what 
States were. It is not necessary to go to the authority of a dictionary 
or to a publicist to ascertain what a State is. States were in political 
existence before that Constitution was framed, and the framers of the 
Constitution understood what States were. 

Now, what were those States which they must have had in mind? 
They were bodies of people united together politically under a form 
of government which was free, where the rulers were held responsible 
to the ruled through the exercise of the suffrage of adult males. That 
was the universal law of the country, and that was what the framers 
of the Constitution understood by States. And when the Constitution 
provided for the admission of new States into the Union it provided 
for the admission of those States under the same form as the States 
which already existed. : 

The new States which Congress was to have the power to admit were 
to be States as Connecticut was, the same as Massachusetts was, the 
same as Pennsylvania was, the same as Virginia was, the same as South 
Carolina was. That was the character and kind of State which was 
contemplated by the framers of the Constitution in that clause which 
provided that Congress might admit new States, which should become 
part and parcel and members of the Federal Union of which the old 
thirteen States was composed. They never contemplated for a mo- 
ment the idea of a State in which women would share equally in po- 
litical power with men. Suppose Wyoming had come here to-day 
with a constitution excluding men from the right of holding office, 
from the right of voting, confining the right of suffrage and the privi- 
lege of holding office to women entirely, would you say a State organ- 
ized es way was such a State as was contemplated by the Consti- 
tution 

Again, suppose—for it is possible and it would not be violative of 
the letter of the Constitution, though it would be of its spirit—suppose 
Wyoming had adopted a constitution providing that the right of suf- 
frage should be vested in all persons from the age of twelve years up to 
forty-five, would you say that a State with such a constitution was 
such a State as Washington, and Jefferson, and Madison, and John 
Adams, and Alexander Hamilton had contemplated? No, Mr. Speaker, 
such a thing never was intended. 

It is a very easy matter to say you will confer female suffrage in the 
selection of boards of school trustees or in the administration of public 
charities; hut to say that women shall elect members of Congress and 
United States Senators, may be elected as Representatives in Congress 
or as United States Senators—that they shall join in shaping the na- 
tional legislation which is to affect the rights and interests of the whole 
people throughout our vast domain—I say that a constitution and such 
a form of government was never contemplated. I recognize the right 
of each State to the fullest extent to prescribe the qualifications for the 
exercise of the right of suffrage, subject only to the changes in the recent 
amendments tothe Constitution; but while I recognize this right I claim 
still that in the exercise of a sound discretion I have a right to vote 
against the admission of any new State which prescribes qualifications 
of suffrage which I believe to be injurious to the best interest of the 
country. I believe suffrage to be a great political right, not to be con- 
ferred indiscriminately on all alike, without regard to sex, age, or con- 
dition. Upon its proper exercise depends, in my judgment, the pres- 
ervation of free constitutional government. It is an organism which 
lies at its very base. 

Upon this point I would like toread a few words from Mr. Calhonn’s 
essay on government, a work worthy of the study of every student of 
politics and which will be more and more esteemed in the future than 
it has been in the past: 

How government, then, must constru: k 
its ria this tendency on regs part of Aap at non A AAAS pone 


> oppene those subject to their operation, is the next question which claims 

n i. 

There is but one way in which this can possibly be done; and that is, by such 
an organism as will furnish the ruled with the means of successfully 
this tendency on the part of the rulers to oppression and abuse. Power can 
only be sees. b; power, Reape pean Bs hamper bogs who rene 

wer and those o its exerc] - 
gonistic relations to each other. sig PEETERS 

The same constitution of our nature which leads rulers to oppress the ruled— 
regardless of the object for which government is ordained—will, with equal 


That is what the right of suffrage meant. It was an organen fe 
at the basis of constitutional government; and it was not intended for 
females and children, but men. - 

Mr. HILL, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr, BARNES. No, sir; I can not. 

Mr. HILL, Just a short question. 

Mr. BARNES. Well, sir, if I may be allowed the time I will do so. 

Mr. HILL. Thus far you have not discussed this question upon 
principle—— 

Mr. BARNES. No, sir; andI have not time to do it. Please take 
your seat, sir. IfI had unlimited time to argue this question I might 
go into an abstract discussion with the gentleman about the right of 
home, of solitude, of exile, and a thousand other things [laughter], 
but, sir, I am arguing this question on high political principles. Isay 
that the right of suffrage is an organism, the means by which the State 
has provided for lodging a certain share of political power in the hands 
of electors. 

When we come to exercise political power we enact it in the form of 
law. Law is worthless without the exercise of force to carry it into 
effect; it is only by the aid of that portion of the community intrusted 
with suffrage that the force of law can be accomplished and carried into 
practical execution. It is on the force which resides alone in the male 
sex that the State must rely for the execution of law, whether she 
executes it through her officers, her posse comitatus, or her armies or 
fleets, and itis to that sex, representing that force, which should be 
committed the political power for enacting opinion into law. 

Whatever may be the views of gentlemen on the abstract question 
in regard to the right of women to vote, I think I have demonstrated 
at least that it was never contemplated by the fathers of the Republic; 
it was never part and parcel of the principles ingrained in the Ameri- 
can constitutions from New Hampshire to Georgia when the thirteen 
States entered the Union. And when the convention which formed 
the Constitution of the United States gave to Co. power to admit 
new States into the Union they meant to admit such States as were 
then formed, as were then in existence, cf which they had practical 
knowledge and practical experience. 

I could argue this question at much greater length; but the hands of 
the clock warn me that my time has nearly expired. Suffice it to say 
now that there were three propositions with which I set out. First, 
that there have been gross irregularities in the formation of this con- 
stitution sent here by Wyoming; that the convention which framed 
the Constitution was held without authority of law; that the election 
for delegates to that convention was in fact void; that there was no 
mode of punishment prescribed, and none could possibly have been 
prescribed, for fraudulent voting at that election; that there is no 
evidence thatthe people themselves gave this constitution theirapproval. 
Next, I have held that the population proper to entitle a Territory to 
admission as a State is here wanting—wanting according to all prece- 
dents, according to all forms, according to all our history in reference to 
the admission of States, Thirdly, I have held that this question of fe- 
male suffrage, which is introduced as a mostextraordinary feature in this 
constitution, has never been fairly submitted to a vote of the people of 
that Territory, and we have no knowledge whether they favor it or not. 
I repeatithat this is a new feature in American constitutions, is contrary 
to the experience and history of the country, not conformable to the con- 
stitutions of the different States, and in my judgment it is fraught with 
great danger to the free institutions under which we live, and to the 
harmony, welfare, and good order of society. [Applause. ] 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STRUBLE, Mr. Speaker, I desire at this time to ask unani- 
mous consent that all gentlemen may extend their remarks on this sub- 
ject in the RECORD. 

TheSPEAKER protempore The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that members may extend their remarks on this subject in the RECORD. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CAREY obtained the floor and said: I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. VANDEVER.) * 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BARNES] made a reference in the course of his speech to the act for the 
admission of California as a State. He remarked that that act was a 
compromise measure; and so it was. But what was the nature of the 
compromise? California came to the Congress of the United States 
with a constitution framed without the preliminary of an enabling act 
by Congress. In that constitution was incorporated a clause from the 
ordinance of 1787, providing that slavery and involuntary servitude, 
bends as a penalty for crime, should be forever prohibited within that 

tate, 
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Almost without exception, every Democratic member of the two 
branches of Congress rose in hostility to the incorporation of that pro- 
vision into the constitution of California. They forced a compromise. 
What was it? , What were the so-called compromise measures of 1850 
that the friends of California were compelled to consent to to procure 
the admission of the State into the Union? 

In the first place they were compelled toconsent to the passage of an 
odious fugitive-slave law. In the second place, that in the passage of 
the Territorial laws for New Mexico and Utah we should forego the in- 
sertion of an anti-slavery clause similar to that contained in the ordi- 
nance of 1787. ‘There was no possibility at that time of obtaining the 
admission of California into the Union except by agreeing tothose terms 
dictated hy the Democratic members of both Houses of Congress; and 
we had also to consent to payment of a bonus of $10,000,000 from the 
public Treasury to the State of Texas. 

There was no Republican party in existence at that time, but the 
foundation of the Repahtioan party was laid upon this issue.’ It dug 
the grave of the Democratic y and led to the election of Abraham 
Lincolnin 1860. [Applause.] Itled to the total extinction of slavery 
in this country by the war of the rebellion. [Renewed applause. ] 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] refers to it as the com- 
promise measure of 1850. They held to that compromise principle 
until 1854, when the question came up in regard to the formation ofa 
State government in Kansas. 

The Democratic party forced the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska act 
through Congress in 1854 as their pet measure in the hope and with 
the p of organizing one or both of these Territories into slave 
States, They claimed that the so-called compromise legislation of 
1850, by which California gained admission to the Union as a free State, 

“was inconsistent with the anti-slavery provisions of the ordinance of 
1787 and with a similar provision in the Missouri compromise act of 
1820; in other words, it was claimed by the Democratic party in 1854 
that they had consented to the admission of California with her free 
State constitution upon condition that the policy of excluding slavery 
from Territories as inaugurated by the ordinance of 1787 should be 
abandoned by Congress in its future action. This is the kind of com- 

romise the gentleman from Georgia refers to, approvingly, in his ob- 
jections to the suffrage features of the Wyoming constitution. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] says that he has re- 

- spect for precedents of the past. He has called up memories connected 
with the compromise measures of 1850 which secured the admission of 
California as a State. She did not come into the Union with the con- 
sent of the Democratic party. The friends of California had to pay 
for her admission by a reluctant consent to the passage of the fugitive- 
slave law. The friends of suffrage and freedom were compelled at 
that time at the dictation of the Democratic party to consent to this 
compromise. ear 
ere the hammer fell. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. Speaker, since my first entrance into the Hall of 
the House of Representatives as a Delegate of the people of Wyoming 
Territory it has been my first thought to do that which seemed best to 
be done to promote the measures which to them were of the greatest con- 
cern. Du the five sessions of Congress that I have had the priv- 
ileges of this floor, whether here or  pocorming the duties incumbent 
upon me elsewhere in this Capital, I have not for a moment forgotten 
that I am not a Representative of a State, and that I am here not be- 
cause my people had any constitutional right to send me, and that 
whatever of privileges are accorded me are derived solely through the 
sufferance of the legislative branch of the Government. 

The treatment received at your hands has been most cordial. If my 
rights had been measured by your high standard of welcome I should 
have been more than convinced ere now that the privil of a Dele- 

te were in all respects equal to those ofa Representative of a State. 

‘or the reason that I have been a Delegate only, I have occupied the 

time of the House always with reluctance. If to-day Ishould be more 
generous in the use of your time than has been my custom my excuse 
shall be that the question under consideration is of im ce beyond 
measure to my f gega If your decision should be favorable it will 
mean to them those rights of Speen 3 not heretofore enjoyed. It 
will give them all the political rights of American freemen. It will 
elevate them from the condition of a province to the enjoyment of the 
privileges of the grandest of all political divisions, those afforded by 
an American State. You will therefore to-day pardon my boldness. 
Who would not be eourageous under the same circumstances? Two 
thousand miles away I can see the outlines of a new star that is about 
to take its place in the constellation of States. You will forgive my en- 
thusiasm, for I behold in your countenance, which is but the index of 
the sol, a warm welcome to the new State. I know that you, the Rep- 
resentatives of the greatest people that live, are ready to extend the 
hand of fellowship and admit a young, a proud, and noble Reo e, the 
offspring of your own homes, with their new Commonwealth, into the 
very heart of the Union of States. 

In 1850, in the House of Representatives, Mr. Winthrop, of Massa- 
chusetts said: 

I seein the Territorial possessions of this Union the seats of new States, 


the cradles of new Commonwealths, the nurseries, it may be, of new Republic- 
an pray I see in them the future abodes of our brethren, our children, 
and our children’s children, fora thousand generations, 


Seventeen States had then been admitted into the original Union. 
Since the utterance of the prophecy twelvegreat States have been ad- 
mitted, eleven of which were organized from the then territory of the 
United States and are inhabited by millions of progressive and patri- 
otic people. To-day five more Territories have the requisite number 
of people and the necessary wealth to be admitted as States and to entér 
upon careers of growth and prosperity not excelled by any of the States 
heretofore admitted into the Union. 

The Territory of Wyoming, except a small area on the western part 
of its southern boundary, obtained under the treaty of peace with Mex- 
ico in 1848, was included in the Louisiana purchase. 

Though the Territory, with the exception named, had belonged to 
France and was then ceded to Spain, and by Spain back to France, 
and had, from the organization of Missouri in 1812, in part been in- 
cluded within the boundaries of several organized Territories, it was 
virtually without government until the organization of the Territory 
of Wyoming in May, 1869, under the provisions of the act of Congress 
of July 25, 1868, entitled ‘‘An act to providea temporary government 
for the Territory of Wyoming.” 

Note the word ‘‘temporary.’’? The act could have been as properly 
entitled ‘* Anact togovern the child Wyoming until she is of age to enter 
the sisterhood of States.” Not unlike many Territories that have pre- 
ceded her; not unlike many of her sisters who have not yet formed a 
Union, she has been required to serve a full term of pupilage. Before 
Wyoming, under the provisions of this bill, can consummate her union 
shé will have turned the twenty-first milestone in her history. 


THE ORDINANCE OF 1787, 


In the twelfth year of the Independence of the United States, and 
whilst the Constitutional Convention was in session in Philadelphia, 
and nearly two years before the Constitution of the United States went 
into full operation, ‘‘ The ordinance for the government of the terri- 
tory of the United States northwest of the Ohio River” was ordained 
by the Confederate Congress. 

Few laws have been enacted that have exerted a greater influence 
for the happiness of mankind, for its disenthrallment, for the cause of 
republican government. Under the provisions of this ordinance Ter- 
ritories have been organized and great States builded. Read by the 
light of a subsequent century, it must be pronounced second to none of 
those remarkable instruments produced during the infant days of the 
Republic. To go back to the time of its enactment and look over the 
important events that followed it, it must be admitted that the law- 
givers who madeit were gifted with a power most extraordinary tolook 
into the fature and open the way for great States whose foundations 
should be freedom, equality before the law, freedom of conscience, edu- 
cation of the masses, and an indestructible union of States. 

All Territorial governments since created and organized have been 
founded on this historic document. Every new State admitted has 
been upon the plan proposed by its wise provisions. Its sentiment and 
its most important principles were incorporated in the Constitution 
itself. It has afforded the framework for the bills of right and State 
constitution that have since been adopted. It guarantied to the people 
of the Northwestern Territory those principles of government which 
have ever been dear to the American people. 

It provided that the people at the Carlien possible moment should 
be permitted, through their representatives, to frame their own laws. 

To the people were insured the benefits of the writs of habeas corpus 
and the trial by jury. 

Itdeclared all penon shall be bailable, unless for capital offenses, when 
the proof shall be evident or the presumption great. It forbade un- 
usual punishments. 

It provided that no man should be deprived of his liberty or prop- 
erty but by the judgment of his peers or the law of the land, and 
should the public exigencies make it necessary for the common preser- 
vation to take any m’s property or to demand his particular serv- 
ices full com: on should be made for the same. 

It provided that no law should be made to affect private contracts 
or engagements made in good faith. It declared that religion, moral- 
ity, and knowledge—being necessary for good government and the 
happiness of mankind—schools and the means of education should be 
forever encouraged. 

It is not necessary to ask the question why was this government 
instituted. The reason of the ordinance is best answered by its own 
provisions: 

And for extending the fundamental principles of civil and religious liberty 
which form the basis whereon these republics, their laws, and constitution are 
erected. To fix and establish those principles as the basis of all laws, constitu- 
tions, and governments which forever hereafter shall be formed in the said Ter- 
ritory. To provide also forthe establishment of State and permanent govern- 
ments therein, and for their admission to a share in the Federal councils on an 


ual footing with the original States at as early periods as may be consistent 
with the general interests, 


The purpose, then, of the ordinance was to prepare the people to be- 
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come States. Article V defines when the people of any one of the States 
formed may be admitted into the Confederacy: 

And whenever any of the said States shall have 60,000 free inhabitants therein, 
such State shall be admitted, by its delegates, into the Congress of the United 
States on an equal footing with the original Statesin all respects whatever; and 
shall be at liberty to form a permanent constitution and State government: 
Provided, The constitution and government so formed shall be republican and 
in conformity to the principles contained in these articles, and, so far as it can 
be consistent with the general interest of the Confederacy such admission shall 
be allowed at an parlar eg and when there may be a less number of free 
inhabitants in the State n 60,000, 


I particularly desire to call your attention to the part of the proviso 
where it says ‘‘And so far as it can be consistent with the general in- 
terest of the Confederacy such admission shall be allowed at an earlier 
poroa and when there may be a less number of free inhabitants in the 

tate than 60,000.” 

The States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin were 
formed out of the Northwest Territory, and each in turn was admitted 
into the Union. With the exception of Wisconsin, it is not probable 
that any one of the States named had a population of 60,000 free inhabi- 
tants at the date of admission. It was estimated that Ohio had 45,000 
of population, Illinois 35,000, Indiana 63,000, and Michigan 65,000. 
It may be safely asserted, however, that it was found consistent with 
the interests of the older States to admit four out of five States created 
in the Northwest Territory with a less number than 60,000 free in- 
habitants. 

This ordinance, either by direct act, by implication, or by inheritance, 
if I may be permitted to use the word, was from time to time extended 
to every Territory since organized. The Louisiana purchase of 1803 
was the following year divided into two great Territories, the northern 
portion being known as the Territory of Louisiana. The ordinance of 
1787 was made applicable by act of Congress to that great Territory. 
Subsequently the Territory of Missouri was organized. This Territory 
included nearly all the area now constituting the Territory of Wyo- 
ming. The rights of this ordinance were retained for Missouri. 

Time will not permit me to follow all the changes that occurred 
in the creation of Territories and States from the organization of the 
Territory of Missouri, which the maps show extended from the Mis- 
sissippi River to the Pacific Ocean, to the date of the organization of 
Wyoming. The changes have been many. It is sufficient for my pres- 
ent purpose to state that all of the Territory except a small strip on the 
western southern border purchased from the Republic of Mexico was 
included in the Territory of Missouri, all except a strip on the western 
border has since formed a part of the Territory of Nebraska, while at a 
subsequent period the major portion of Wyoming became a part of the 
Territory of Dakota. 

It was shown in the discussion that took place over the admission of 
the Dakotas that by implication the people of Dakota were entitled to 
the rights, privileges, and immunities that were granted to the inhab- 
itants of the Northwestern Territory. It is safe to say thatthe people 
of Wyoming through the Territories from which their Territory was 
organized are now entitled to admission under the provisions of the 
ordinance of 1787. 

Perhaps no questions have been more thoroughly discussed than 
those that affect the acquisition of new territory, the organization of 
temporary government therein, and the admission of new States. 
These great discussions have been participated in by the ablest men of 
the Republic. ; 

I believe an investigation of the whole subject will convince any im- 
partial mind that this Government has acquired new territory for but 
one purpose, to admit the people thereof at the earliest possible mo- 
ment as a State or States; that all the legislation of Congress in the 
establishment of temporary governments and the admission of new 
States, while often tardy in the exercise of its power, has been to af- 
ford to the people of a new country at the earliest possible moment 
‘fall the rights, privileges, and immunities of citizens of the United 
States,” which can only be secured under the provisions of the consti- 
tution of a State admitted ‘‘on an equal footing with the original 
States in all ts whatever.” 

Though the right to acquire territory is not expressly given by the 
Constitution, it is no longer denied that the United States as a nation 
possesses this power. The practice of nearly a century establishes the 
further fact that until the people of such territory are prepared to be 
incorporated into the Union Congress may establish temporary gov- 
ernments over such acquired territory. The highest court of the land 
has also decided that territory can be acquired, but not to be held per- 
manently in a provincial condition. The Supreme Court in 19 How- 
ard, 446, said: 

There is certainly no power given by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
ernment to establish and maintain colonies bordering on the United States, or 
ata distance, to be ruled and governed at its own pleasure, nor to enlarge its 
territorial limits in any way except by theadmission of new States. That power 
is plainly given, and if a new State is admitted it needs no further legiatation 
by Congress, because the Constitution itself defines the relative rights and 

wers and duties of the State, and the citizens of the State, and the Federal 


vernment, But no power is given to uire a territory to be uired and 
held permanently in that Darian Ko mt 
* 
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We do not mean, however, to question the power of Con: 


in this respect. 
The power to expand the United States by the admission of new States is 
puh y kiven; and in the construction of this power by all the departments of 
he Government it has been held to authorize the acquisition of territory, not 
fit for admission at the time, but to be admitted as soon as its population and 
situation entitle it to admission. It is acquired to become a State, and not to 
be held as a colony and governed by Congress with absolute authority; and as* 
the propriety of admitting a new State is committed to the sound discretion of 
Congress, the power to acquire territory for that purpose, to be held by the 
United States until it is in a suitable condition to become a upon an equal 
footing with the other States, must rest upon the same discretion, 


The Constitution framed in 1787 had been in actual operation for 
a period of fourteen years when, under Mr. Jefferson’s administration, the 
Louisiana purchase was effected. This great territory was acquired for 
one purpose only, to be admitted as States into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States. The parties to the treaty were then, 
as they are now, the two greatest living republics. The third article 
of this treaty says: 

The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union of 
the United States, and admitted as soon as possible, according tothe pesones 


of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, advan 
immunities of citizens of the United States, 


The States of Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Iowa, a part of Minne- 
sota, Kansas, Nebraska, and North and South Dakota, the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and all buta small portion of Wyoming have been carved from the 
country obtained by the cession. In this treaty, though the same lan- 
guage is not used, the same guaranty is made to the inhabitants in the 
territory acquired as was given to the people of the Northwestern Ter- 
ritory. The same privileges and rights, namely, to become States of 
the Republic, have been guarantied by solemn treaties to the people 
of each and every Territory acquired. r 

Note the language of article 6 of the treaty with Spain by which we 
acquired the Floridas: 

The inhabitants of the territories which His Catholic Majesty cedes the United 


States by this treaty shall be incorporated in the Union of the United States as 


soon as may be consistent with the principles of the Federal Constitution and 


admitted to the enjoyment of all privileges, rights, and immunities of the citi- 
zens of the United Sonex E oi 


The United States next acquired the territory of the Lone Star Re- 
publie, In this case it was found consistent with the principles of the 
Federal Constitution to admit Texas immediately as a State and her 
people to the enjoyment of all the privileges, rights, and immunities 
of citizens of the United States. 

But let us proceed further. 

By the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo of 1818 we acquired a very 
large territory from the Republic of Mexico, The ninth article of this 
treaty provides that— - 

Mexicans who in the territories aforesaid shall not preserve the character of 
citizensof the Mexican Republic * * è shall be incorporated into the Union 
of the United States and be admitted at the proper time (to be ee by the 
Congress of the United States) to the enjoyment of all the rights of the citizens 


of the United States according to the principles of the Constitution.—Uniled 
States Statutes at Large, volume 9. 


Before this treaty was ratified the words ‘‘to be judged by the Con- 
gress of the United States’’ were inserted by the Senate. The Mexi- 
can Government then refused to ratify lest the words inserted might pre- 
clude the people of the ceded territory of the rights of American citizens. 

Toa communication received from the Mexican Government, Mr. 
Buchanan, then Secretary of State, replied as follows, which secured 
the ratification of the treaty by the Mexican Government: 

Congress, under all the circumstances and under the treaties, are the sole 
judges of this proper time, because they, and they only, under the Federal Con- 
stitution, have er to admit new States into the Union. That they will al- 
ways exercise this power as soon as the condition of the inhabitants of any ac- 

uired territory may render it proper, can not be doubted, By this means the 

‘ederal Treasury can alone be relieved from the expense of supporting Terri- 
torial governments. ides, Congress will never turn a deaf ear to a people 
anxious to enjoy the privil of self-government. Their desire to become one 
of the States of this Union will be granted the moment it can be done with safety. 


Tt will be seen that Mr. Buchanan's interpretation of the treaty 
leaves the principle under discussion in exactly the same condition as 
the treaties with other powers antecedent to it. 

We think, therefore, it vi gy that the people of Wyoming may right- 
fully now ask to be measured by the provisions of the ordinance of 1787, 
as well as by the articles of the treaties under which their Territory and 
the jurisdiction over the same were acquired for incorporation into the 
Union. 7 

No question arising urder the Constitution of the United States has 
created wider discussion in both branches of Congress than the section 
which provides that ‘‘Congress may admit new States into the Union.” 
The more deeply we investigate the principles which have governed Con- 
gress acting under this provision of the Constitution the more firmly are 
we convinced that no inflexible rule, no plan, no mode has ever been pre- 
scribed, much less followed, for the admission of new States. In all 
ways have people come and asked to betaken intothe Union. In some 
instances compliance with the request has for the time being been de- 
layed, but the t proves that no people properly equip; and pre- 
senting the ves in the right spirit will ever appeal in vain for 
admission as a State. 

The question when or how new States should be admitted was dis- 
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cussed very fully in the convention which formed the- Constitution. 
The acquiring of the territory out of which so many States have been 
PI foi not appear to have been contemplated; there was even 
then a fear expressed at the power that might be wielded by the new 
States of the West. Some of the members of that great and illustrious 
body, though noted for their broad and liberal views, contended that 
restrictions and limitations should be placed upon the powers of Con- 

to extend the number of new States, and that if new States were 
admitted they should not be admitted on an equal footing with the 

inal States. 

Fortunately, such men as Mr. Madison took the ground that nosuch 
restrictions should be imposed, he insisting that the Western States 
neither would nor ought to submit to a union which degraded them 
from an equal rank with the other States. The provision incorporated 
in the Constitution has proven to be a wise and a far-reachingone. It 
has depth; it has breadth; it has length. The Constitution provides: 

New States may be admitted by the into this Union; but no new 
State shall be formed or erected within the jurisdiction of any other State; nor 
any State be formed by the junction of two or more States, or parts of States, 
zoon the consent of the Legislatures of the States concerned as well as of the 


Under this provision of the Constitution there are but two restric- 
tions on the discretion of Congress in the exercise of its power in the 
admission of new States: 

First, no new State shall be formed or erected within the jurisdic- 
tion of another State ‘' without the consent of the Legislature of the 
State concerned as well as of the Congress;’’ and, second, ‘‘Nor any 
State be formed by the junction of two or more States, or parts of States, 
without the consent of the Legislatures of the States concerned as well 
as of the Congress,” 

State pride, similarity of interest, the same history, the worshiping 
of the same heroes, form an all-powerful protection toa State. For 
these reasons no State willingly surrenders its territory or a part of its 
people. Congress has only been called upon once in seventy years to 
consent to the creation of a State within the jurisdiction of another 
State. This exception would not have taken place in a time of peace. 
It was one of the results of the civil war. 

Territory has been acquired by purchase and by discovery. The 
United States have erected in some instances Territorial governments; 
in other cases the acquired territory has been admitted directly as a 
State. The discretion vested in Congress has been wisely exercised. 
In what other line of legislation have so few mistakes been made? But 
little in this direction would Congress recall were it in its power to do 
so. Asthe people in agiven area have presented themselves, their case 
has been considered and generally the decision has been in the affirma- 
tive. Each has adopted its own plan and the questions affecting the 
admission of the new State have been discussed with reference to that 

cular case. 

Since the Constitution requires that the United States shall guaran- 
ty to every State in this Union a republican form of government Con- 
gress has always required the community that asks to be intrusted with 
the powers of a State, before admission to present itself with a constitu- 
tion republicaninform. This, witha people confident of their strength, 
with a territory of adequate area sufficiently developed to indicate re- 
sources to make an important State, affirmatively shown, has been the 
only test a kaye The policy paraan has resulted in increasing the 
number of the thirteen original States, whose peop by their courage 
and love of self-government and whose ft apres c and unselfish states- 
men made the confederacy possible, to forty-two States now com- 
posing the Republic. 

We now come to the other questions involved: ‘‘ Is the applicant pre- 

to bea State? Are the boundaries defined and is the Territory 
ofsuitablearea? Do the number of inhabitants, the conduct of the peo- 
le during the probationary period of twenty-one years, the accumu- 
ted wealth, the developed and undeveloped resources, justify Congress 
in the exercise of its discretion in an affirmative manner in admitting 
Wyoming now asa State?”’ Ifso, the only remaining question will be, 
Dothe people present themselves with a constitution republican in form? 
I believe, following all the precedents of the past, every unbiased mind 
will, after an examination of these questions, answer each and every 
proposition contained therein in the affirmative. 

Fortunately for Wyoming, and unlike in this respect several of the 
Territories that have preceded her, there are no questions of bound- 
aries or divisions to be determined antecedent to admission. 

The boundaries defined for the temporary government in 1868 have 
remained unchanged. They have been surveyed and marked. None 
of the people within these boundaries ask for a division and attach- 
ment to an adjoining State or Territory, nor do any wish to encroach 
upon a neighbor to the extent of one foot of territory. 

The country you gave them as a Territory they now desire as a State. 
From the beginning they have labored to this end. The law made 
them one people. In their association in overcoming the same obsta- 
cles, enduring the same hardships, and managing the same affairs they 
have become the same people in sentiment and feeling, and ure bound 
ba, esa more strongly than any law could ever make them. 

yoming and Colorado are the only political divisions of the United 


States that are inclosed by four straight lines. The boundaries form a 
rectangle approaching a square, and scarcely could a State containing 
an area of nearly 100 square miles be made more compact. The State 
of Wyoming will be the eighth in point of size; more than one-third 
as largeas Texas, two-thirds as large as California or Montana, approxi- 
mating in area Colorado, nearly as large as New York and Pennsylva- 
a combined, sept an ret oe as sarpa e New Jersey, twenty 

mes as large as Connecticut, and nearly ei times as large as 
Rhode Island. tit 

These comparisons do not show that the State of Wyoming will be 
too large; nor can it be claimed that Wyoming will be too small to 
make a great State. 


Summary of areas of States, Territories, etc., in square miles, 


Total 
water |land sur- 
face. 

260 51,540 
80 112, 920 
540 53, 045 
240 155, 980 
270 103, 645 
80 „845 
610 147,700 
60 |.. 1,960 
10 |... 60 
390 54, H0 
300 495 58, 989 
200 84,290 
515 650 56, 600 
36, 330 440 35, 910 
64, 600 |.. 600 64, 090 
56, 450 550 55,475 
82, Cy ee 330 81,700 
40, 375 400 40, 000 
48, M0 | 1, 3,300 45,420 
33, 300 3,145 29, 895 
12, A eea 2,350 9, 860 
8, 60 90 275 8, 040 
58, 20 | 1,225 1,485 57,430 
83, 360 s00 4,160 79, 205 
46, 340 100 470 46, 340 
69, eo 630 50 680 68,735 
146, 080 410 360 770 145, 310 
76, 855 630 40 670 76,185 
10, 700 35 925 960 109,740 
9,305 80 220 300 9, 005 
7, 815 120 35 360 7,455 
New Mexi co...... 122, 580 115 5 120 122, 460 
New York...... ES 49,170 300 900 1,550 47, 620 
North Car lina... 52, 250 250 160 670 48,580 

North Da OG il honk cssececc sconce les sacessa tensooree] kocscoesesarssol vsocdavneses levee reid aneceel eusosennissice 
ODIO: .deciearscvesess 41, 060 |... .cececcosnenee 140 160 300 40,760 
0 Dt iieaoe 96, 030 50 500 920 1,470 94,560 
Pennsylvania... 45, S15: |... .cccsersessreee 200 80 230 44,985 
Rhode Island...... 1,250 135 10 20 165 1,085 
South Carolina 30,570 215 130 5 400 30, 170 
BIOTA ROT. EEEE os sossovessunncea] T E seeseeéceeesas0 
Tennessee ... 42, 200 100 300 41,750 
Texas... 265, 800 180 3,490 262, 290 
Utah...... 8i, 80| 2,700 2,78 82,090 
Vermont 9, 50 380 430 9,135 
Virginia 42, 520 25 2,325 49,125 
Washington 69, 560 360 2,300 66, 880 
West Virginia. 24 LOG. lasaia! 135 2A, G45 
Wisconsin... 420| 1,170 1,590 54, 450 
Wyoming ........... & 230 315 97,575 


It is doubtful whether any State has been admitted unless the ques- 
tion of population has been raised. From the admission of Kentucky 
in 1792 to the present time, it has been urged by those opposed to new 
States that the applicant was not entitled to admission because of the 
insufficiency of population. As a fact, however, whether a new State 
should be taken into the Union has been determined by other ques- 
tions. The number of the population has had but little effect in the 
matter. Before the civil war the real question was that of the exten- 
sion or restriction of slavery, which resolved itself into a question of 
political or party expediency. An examination of this question be- 
comes most inte’ 

Three States (Illinois, Arkansas, and Florida) were admitted, each 
with less than 33,000 free inhabitants, while the people of Dakota were 
deprived of the blessings of State government until the population of 
their Territory had reached quite a half a million of people. 

If we omit Maine and West Virginia, which had shared the govern- 
ments of mother States, and the States admitted under the omnibus 
bill of 1890, which States should have been recognized from five to ten 
years before they were, of the twenty-three remaining legislative States 
only five can itbe claimed (Texas, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Kansas, Ne- 
braska, and Colorado) had at the respective dates ofadmission as much 
as 100,000 inhabitants, Ofthe remaining seventeen, only five as much 
as 75,000 people, while the remaining thirteen States had from 33,000 
to 70,000 population. The average population of the twenty-three 
States will scarcely exceed 70,000 inhabitants. 

The following ten great States had an average of about 60,000 popu- 


+ 
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lation at date of admission, the population being determined in each 
instance by estimates of the people themselves cr by an imperfect cen- 
sus. 


There 


tory was organized. By the time the State government is fully in oper- 
ation, under the provisions of this bill, I have no doubt that the popn- 
lation will approximate that required for a member of Congress under 
the present ratio of apportionment. There is nothing ina Territory to 
call outa full vote. There is but little party feeling, and every elec- 
tion may be said to occur in an off year. 

The settlements are widely separated. The distances are great. The 
polling-places are far removed from each other. In Wyoming the pop- 
ulation is scattered over a territory of nearly 100,000 square miles, an 
area nearly equal to thatof the States of Illinois, Indiana, and Connec- 
ticut combined. The increase of the vote each two yona since the 
Territory was organized can leave but little doubt that if the same per- 
centage of the total vote should go to the polls at the next election as 
were gotten out at the Delegate election in 1888, when the vote was 
18,210, there will be polled about 23,000 votes. With State govern- 

~ ment the vote will be several thousand larger. 

To secure a3 fall a vote as can be obtained in a well settled country 
is an impossibility. A governor who was much opposed to State gov- 
ernment estimated the population of the Territory in 1887 at 85,000. 
The vote in 1883 showed an increase of 23 per cent. in two years. A 
larger increase will be shown this year. Very few States have been ad- 
mitted with a larger population than Wyoming now has. 

The following table of figures, compiled from official sources, of the 
votes cast at Presidential elections in the States named best illustrate 
my statement: 
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I might continue to fortify the case of Wyoming by calling attention 
to the vote in many of the States subsequent to their admission into 
the Union, but I shall only instance four or fiveother cases, which I be- 
lieve will be sufficient to convince the most skeptical. Wisconsin at 
the election next preceding her admission as a State cast 20,318 votes, 
This State was admitted and accorded three members of Congress. At 
the first Congressional election in the State there were 24,600 voters. 

Louisiana, admitted in 1812, at an election for governor in 1822, with 
four candidates, polled 4,748 votes. Illinois was admitted in 1818. At 
an election held in 1822 for the election of a governor and a Representa- 
tive in Congress 8,075 votes werecast. Arkansasand Nichigan were ad- 
mitted in 1836. The former cast at the Presidential election that year 
3,638 and the latter 11,360 votes, å 

Florida, admitted in 1845, cast at one of her first Congressional elec- 
tions 5,301; Iowa, admitted in 1848, cast at her first election 13,271 
and was given two members of Congress. At the time of the admis- 
sion of California as a State the population consisted almost exclusively 
of men, and one of the chief objections to California becoming a State 


‘ 


was that a very large portion of the voters werealiens. Yet the whole 
vote at the first State election, when the governor, judiciary, and other 
State officers and Legislature to choose United States Senators were 
selected, was only 14,232; Oregon, under the same circumstances, cast- 
10,121 votes. 

In the t debate arising over the admission of Kansas it was not 
claimed that over 13,289 votes had ever been cast, and this State, at 
the second Congressional election after admission, showed a vote of 
15,272. Colorado, at the election next preceding admission, cast 17,100 
votes. The State increased this vote nearly 50 per cent. at the first 
State election. 

The case of Nebraska, though one of the young States, is perhaps the 
most marked. In the discussion that took place at the time of its ad- 
mission it was disclosed that at the election immediately preceding 
that which had given a doubtful majority for the constitution of scarcely 
100, and which resulted in the election of State officers, a member 
of Congress, and the selection of two United States Senators, the total 
vote cast was 9,120. Nebraska, at the first Congressional election there- 
after, cast 14,170 votes, a gain of more than 50 per cent. 

I will not continue these comparisons, but let each draw his own con- 
clusions. If California, Nebraska, and Kansas with the votes cast had 
100,000 people at the dates of their admission, is it not safe to conclude 
that the vote that Wyoming will cast at her first State election will 
more than justify Congress in admitting her as a State? 

Mr. Speaker, no particular number of inhabitants is prescribed by 
the Constitution, nor have the precedents fixed any number necessary 
fora State. The Constitution says the Representatives shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States according to their respective num 
and that each State shall have at least one Representative. Any law 
which might be enacted would not necessarily govern or control Con- 
gress in the exercise of its discretion. Each case asa people presents 
itself must be left to the wisdom of the legislative department of the 
Government. 

Congress has passed no general law on the subject and never will. 
The policy of the Government has been to admit the new States as soon 
as the people of such States had confidence in themselves to maintain a 
State government. Representation under our system of government 
has always been unequal, and it could not be otherwise. The want of 
equality is usually most felt in the Western growing States. To make 
the matter clear I will repeat what I said on the subject before the 
Committee on Territories: 
an E paia T te arai ‘Rear ate Congres! abies 
represented in the House by one member that under the present basis of appor- 
tionment are entitled to three and perhaps four Representatives. Men are sent 
to Congress to represent ideas and questions of public policy. The influence of 
a State in the national leglalatare depeada not 40 Tana the number of 
its delegation as upon the character, integrity, and ability of its Representatives, 
As a rule the new States are the ones that do not have their full representation. 


Whatever deficiency there may be in population at the date of admission ofa 
State is more than compensated for before the second decade in the State's his- 


has 

tothe mission of Kansas, Nebraska, and Colorado, each in turn, was op- 
for the want of sufficient population to entitle them toa Representative. 

‘ote the fact that a Congressional district of Nebraska bordering on the castern 
boundary of Wyoming, represented by a worthy member of this committee 
(Mr. Dorsey], cast in 1888 nearly 78,000 votes, more votes than Nebraska had 
population atthe date of her admission. Judge PETERS, of Kansas, represents 
probably as many voters as Kansas had population when admitted. But the- 
most marked case is Wyoming's neighbor on the south, Colorado. Loud pro- 
tests were made against her admission for the want of sufficient population, yet 
there were 92,000 votes cast for her one Representative at the last election. Un- 
less an apportionment is made before the next Congressional election, I have 
no doubt the smallest of these three districts will cast atleast 100,000 votes. 


Population of certain States at the time of admission into the Union. 
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33,000 | 85,425 | 154,446 
33,000 | 73,677 | 230,955 
33,000 | 67,000} 105,602 
33.000 | 45.365| 230,760 
35,000 | 76,556 | 152,923 
25,000 | 63,897 | 147,173 
35,000 35,512 75,448 
35,000 | 3620| 55,162 
35,000 | 40.000] 127,901 
40.000 | 66557) 1400444 
47,700 | 5%240| 97,574 
47,700 65,000 212,267 
70,630 |- 64000| 87.445 
70,680 | 78,819] 192, 244 
70,680 | 180,000 | - 305, 
93,423 | 92,597 | 379,994 
93,423 | 120,000 | 172,023 
93,423 | 50,000| -62.405 
127,381 | 107,206 | 364,399 
127,381 40, 000 42,491 
127,381 | 100,000 | 122,998 
131,425 | 100,000 | 194; 640 
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Again, quoting Mr. Winthrop’s California speech: 


Itis said she has not population enough. The best accounts that we can ob- 
tain estimate her population at more than 100,000 souls, * * * And what, 
after all, are any estimates of population worth in sucha case? The British 
orator, Burke, said of the American colonies in 1775, “ Such is the strength with 
which population shoots in that part of the world, that,state the numbers as 
high as we will, whilst the dispute continues the exaggeration ends.” 

Vhile we are discussing any given magnitude they are grown to it. 


RESOURCES OF WYOMING, 


The resources of Wyoming are varied and of that character that are 
in constant demand to supply the wants of the civilized world. These 
resources developed are sure to make Wyoming a wealthy and pros- 
perous State, 

General Powell, the Chief ofthe United States Geological Survey, and 
Mr. Elwood Mead, the hydraulic engineer of Wyoming, estimate that 
there are from ten to twelve millions of acres of lands in the Territory 
go situated with reference to the water supply that they may be success- 
fully cultivated by irrigation, The moisture precipitated on the mount- 
ains and plains gathered in the great water arteries is sufficient to 
permanently reclaim such an acreage as will make Wyoming an im- 
portant agricultural State, 

To the ten to twelve million acres that may be irrigated, there should 
be added from four to five millions of acres that will ultimately be 
brought into bearing without the aid of irrigation. But no agricult- 
urist who has tried both systems will ever abandon the former, where 
water is accessible, to conduct what is known on the plains as dry farm- 
ing. Farming with the aid of artificial irrigation while the oldest is 
also the best, 

It is the only system under which the crops may be improved by a 
drought. Where it is necessarily resorted to, the rains do not come in 
any season in such quantities as to discourage the farmer or to destroy 
the husbandman’s well deserved harvest. 

Wyoming is rich in agricultural possibilities. In the valleys and on 
the benches and plateaus the soil is very productive. Before it is touched 
by the hand of man it is in appearance barren and unsightly. With 
water and the skill of the farmer it becomes, in many cases, of twice 
the productive capacity of lands in the most favored of the agricultural 
States. Irrigation does not impoverish, but the distribution of the 
mountain sediment becomes a perennial fertilizer to the soil. 

The tame grasses, timothy, alfalfa, and clover, and wheat, oats, bar- 
ley, rye, potatoes, melons, garden vegetables, berries, and other small 
fruits and hardy varieties of apples are beingsuccessfully and generally 
grown, For the want of transportation facilities there is a large sur- 
plus of agricultural products in the farming districts; especially is this 
the case in the northern part of the Territory. In the districts devoted 
exclusively to the mining and grazing industries, with the necessary 
transportation this surplus would find a good and ready market. One 
of the most profitable of the agricultural crops is that of the cultivated 

This is fed to live stock, and the cattle and sheep are driven to 
the railroads for transportation. The large herds furnish a certain de- 
mand for the entire product. 

East of the Big Horn Mountains, north of the center of the Territory, 
extending over an area of 5,000 square miles, are sufficient lands of rich 
soil with an abundance of available water to supply agricultural prod- 
ucts for a large population. x 

I can not better show the present condition of the agricultural inter- 
ests of Wyoming,-and what may be expected of this great Territory in 
this direction, than by calling attention to the following facts, gleaned 
from the official reports of Elwood Mead, the hydraulic engineer of 
Wyoming: 

irst. In the volume and distribution of her water supply Wyoming 
takes first place among the States and the Territories of the arid belt. 

Second. Within her boundaries and in a circle of which the radius 
is less than 10 miles are the sources of three of the great rivers of 
North America, the Missouri, Colorado, and Columbia, crossing the con- 
tinent in three directions, and emptying respectively into the Gulf of 
Mexico, the Gulf of California, and the Pacific Ocean. 

Third. Four great rivers cross the border of Wyoming: the Big Horn 
on the north, the Platte in the east, the Green on the south, and the 
Snake on the west. The tributaries of these streams penetrate all parts 
of her vast extent, and are fed by the rains and melting snows of a 
mountain area of Wyoming and Colorado of over 20,000,000 of 


Fourth. Wyoming’s situation is such that before these waters are 
diverted elsewhere her farmers will always have the first opportunity 
to be supplied. 

Fifth. Six hundred natural water ways have their waters diverted 
wholly or in part by irrigation in Wyoming, 

Sixth. Wyoming stands third in extent of irrigated lands, which 
amounts to an area of nearly 2,500,000 acres, equal to two-thirds of 
the irrigated district of Italy, and equal to the irrigated districts of 
France and Spain combined. This great irrigation area can be more 
than doubled without the aid of storage basins. 

Seventh. Wyoming has 3,000 irrigation ditches and canals, with a 
total length of nearly 5,000 miles, exclusive of the laterals, 


Eighth. That more than $10,000,000 are invested in irrigation canals 
and works, and over $15,000,000 have been expended in the reclama- 
tion of desert lands, 

Ninth, That the lands now reclaimed, if divided into small farms, 
with the means of transportation which would furnish markets, would 
employ and support more than a quarter of a million of people. 

Tenth. That the great area of irrigable lands in Wyoming, which 
become enormously productive, is equal in extent to the combined irri- 
gated area of Egypt and Italy, which support 10,000,000 of people. 

Before leaving this branch of my remarks I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the amount of improved lands in several of 
the States. The census of 1880 shows the area of improved farms in 
the following States to be: 


Vermont.... 
West Virginia... 


Closely allied to the farming industry are the grazing or pastoral in- 
terests. Contiguous to the valleys and plateaus susceptible of irriga- 
tion are lands ting 30,000,000 acres well adapted for grazing 
purposes, Indeed, there are no finer grazing fields in the world than 
are found in this Territory. The soil each year returns its crop of grass 
upon which all kinds of domestic farm animals may be kept each 
month in the year. Such is the quality of the grass that if these 
ranges are not overstocked the percentage of loss is not greater than 
on a well conducted farm. 

In the last five years the manner of conducting this business has been 
greatly changed. The herds have been improved; great crops of culti- 
vated grasses are harvested. In this wise the capacity of a given sec- 
tion to carry stock is increased and the liability of the business to losses 
during the winter months greatly lessened. In Wyoming there are at 
least 3,000 Angora goats (a new business), 175,000 horses, 1,250,000 
sheep, and 1,500,000 neat cattle. These great herds of domestic ani- 
mals of civilized man have entirely supplanted the buffalo, which 
furnished to the Indian his choicest meat, a roof for his wigwam, and 
coverlet and mattress for his bed. 

There are from eight to ten million of acres of forests in Wyoming. 
Probably two-thirds of this area is covered with a good quality of pine 
and spruce. These lands, with the exception of small areas included 
in the grant to the Union Pacific Railroad Company, are still owned 
by the General Government. With the proper protection these forests 
will build up an important commerce and always afford to the inhab- 
itants of Wyoming an abundant supply of lumber to meet the demands 
of the city and the agricultural and mining interests, besides being the 
means of regulating and holding up the annual water supply derived 
from the melting snows of the mountains until required by the farmer 
in the irrigation of his crops, 

These forests have scarcely been disturbed. Indeed those acquainted 
with the forest area say that the value of these forests has greatly in- 
creased since the organization of the Territory, through the protection 
given by the laws , not of the United States, but of the Territory, en- 
acted to prevent the spread of fires. 

Mr. Speaker, in a most cursory manner I have referred to three of 
the great resources of Wyoming, the agricultural, pastoral, and lumber 
interests. These within themselves are sufficient to make a populous 
and wealthy State. They pertainto the soil—those vegetable prod- 
ucts grown solely by nature’s laws, controlled and directed in part by 
the planting, cultivating, and harvesting of the skilled husband- 
man. 

In passing to those resources which have already been formed, which 
lie embedded wholly or in part under the surface of the ground, known 
as mineral resources, I believe I may say without fear of successful 
contradiction that nowhere else in this broad land where nature has 
been so beneficent have the great upheavals of the past ages disclosed 
and brought to light minerals more diversified, in greater abundance, 
and by their peculiarcharacteristics better adapted to satisfy the wants 
and skill of man than have been discovered in this Territory. In min- 
erals Wyoming is one of nature’s great store-houses. It would take 
the learning of the skilled mineralogist to enumerate and classify all 
these discoveries, They include gold, silver, lead, tin, asbestos, mica, 
graphite, kaolin, fire-clay, salt, and inexhaustible quantities of marble, 
petroleum, iron, soda, and coal. In the last-named products lies untold 
wealth for WyGning. 

The oil-bearing area extends over a coun more than 300 miles 
long and averaging from 50 to 75 miles wide, but little developed. 
There are flowing wells that have not yet been reached by the 


transportation companies. 
The country has been examined by experts, Actual tests and dis- 


covery confirm the statement thatas soon as theproduct can be utilized 
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ening will become one of the great oil-producing sections of the 


The deposits and lakes of sulphate and carbonate of sodium are the 
most extensive yet discovered on the continent. The iron does not 
have to be discovered. The oreis found in great quantities of superior 
quality in many different portions of the Territory. Coal is found in 
every county of good quality for generating steam and for domestic 
purposes. In the northeastern portion of the Territory within the 
past few months great veins of excellent coking coal have been devel- 
cee ‘The coal area is known to underlie not less than 30,000 of square 
miles, 

These great resources have scarcely been touched, yet the produc- 
tion of coal last year amounted to 2,000,000 of tons, which, at the doors 
of the consumers, brought to the miners and transportation companies 
$13,000, 000. 

This production is certain; it is not the result of speculation; it is 
not affected by drought or flood. 

The production at the dump is equal in value to 20,000,000 of bush- 
els of grain in the neighboring State of Nebraska. It requiresasmuch 
labor, as many engines and cars to distribute it as it requires to trans- 
port 70,000,000 bushels of grain. 

The production has only been limited by the facilities for its trans- 
portation. 

The demand is double the present output, Should the production 
increase in the same ratio for the next five years that it has in the past, 
it will reach 5,000,000 tons. This coal has a widespread reputation 
from the Missourito the Pacific Ocean. It furnishesthe greater portion 
of the State of Nebraska with fuel. It provides the power for the 
engines over thousands of miles of railroads. Without it the Union 
and Central Pacific Railroads could scarcely be operated. It is the chief 
fuel of many of the smelters in Montana. It finds a ready market in 
seven States and Territories. 

Unlike in the prairie States, is found in Wyoming in abundance 
almost every kind of material required to supply the wants of man. 
Here are marbles of every hue and variety, granite of various colors and 
qualities, and lime and sand rocks, These, with the lumber procured 
from the forests, afford the material forthe building of towns and cities, 
the construction of irrigation works, the improvement of farms, forthe 
opening of mines. 

The material is at hand for inexpensive structures or for monuments 
and buildings of the most costly c ter. These products have al- 
ready made a considerable commerce between Wyoming and the States 
east of her that nature has not so abundantly supplied with such ma- 
terial. This commerce, with increased means of transportation, must 
become very important. s 

Manufacturing establishments come with capital and a considerable 
piso Yet Wyoming has already made progress in this direction. 

n the Territory there is a rolling-mill, large machine and railway re- 
pair shops, flouring mills, a glass factory, tanneries, planing-mills, 
foundries, harness and saddle faetories. No country offers better facili- 
ties for manufacturing. The raw materials are in abundance for the 
creation of trade and industrial establishments, Within 10 miles of 
a large glass factory at Laramie City are all the products that enter into 
the manufacture of glass, of the best quality and in abundance. 

The greatest nations are those that have a great variety of re- 
sources, The same is true of States. The rolling-mill, the furnace, 
and factory give employment for the masses. 

If for any reason there is a loss in one branch of industry this year it 
is compensated by the profits of some other industrial establishment; 
consequently the depression and suffering incident to the failure of 
crops in a State strictly agricultural are scarcely ever heard of ina 
country with numerous developed industries. 

Mines of precious minerals become exhausted. The iron and coal of 
Wyoming willnot be exhausted in thousands of years. These base ma- 
terials are of more value to make a wealthy and populous State than 
all the precious materials yet discovered on the continent. They enter 
into the wants and comforts of every-day life. They provide thebasis 
of power and the strength to control it. They furnish the important 
factor for the road-bed and the steam to propel the carri. and vehi- 
cles for the transportation of man in comfort and safety and the articles 
of trade with celerity. They overcome distance and make us one peo- 
ple, one nation, in sentiment and feeling. Their combined power could 
not be supplied by all the animal life of the globe. 

Wyoming early in her history took an exalted stand in educational 
matters. The people have willingly taxed themselves for the main- 
tenance of public schools. With a compulsory system the opportunity 
has been offered and enforced for the education of all the children that 
have been accessible. 

Notwithstanding the immigration, it is believed that the illiterate 
class over ten years of age has not increased the 2.6 per cent. of the 
population as shown by the census of 1880, 

I do not know of a man or woman who lived a portion of his or her 
childhood in Wyoming that is unable to read and write. Good public 
schools are supported in every settlement where enough children can be 
gotten together to justify the employment of a teacher. The teachers 


are carefully examined, In all the towns of any size, good graded 
schools are maintained. A university is supported at public expense, 
offering a higher education for all children of the Territory that desire 
to avail themselves of its advantages. 

In addition to the public schools well patronized private schools and 
educational institutions areestablished. The Territory has not derived 
a cent from donations of public Jands. 

The Territory has not asked nor has it received one dollar of aid for 
the purposes stated from the General Government. 

The people last year RA ery for educational purposes nearly 
$250,000. They have raised and expended during the past ten years 
for this purpose over $1,000,000. 


INSTITUTIONS, 


The public buildings erected and the institutions maintained charac- 
terize an intelligent and a ae people. To accomplish what they 
have done, they have provided the necessary money largely by taxa- 
ti 


ion. 

They adopted the plan to meet the greater part of the principal of their 
obligations as soon as the liability occurred, and thereby avoid an ever- 
increasing debt. You have not been generous enough to give them one 
public building. What they have done has been without your aid or 
encouragement. Few new countries have done better, and in compari- 
son with her accumulated wealth few States can make a better show- 


ing. 

Of the Territorial institutions maintained I will call your attention 
to the following: 

A water department, at the head of which is a skilled hydraulic en- 
gineer, for the purpose of investigating the questions pertaining to the 
reclamation and irrigation of the arid lands and the distribution and 
division of the waters of the Territory. 

A department of mineralogy, at the head of which is an experienced 
geologist, to investigate and give free information as to the ng re- 
sources of the Territory. 

A veterinary department, to prevent the introduction and spread of 
disease among the live-stock of the Territory. 

A fish hatchery, for the propagation of fish and the stocking of the 
streams of the Territory. 

A university, the building and grounds of which have cost $100,000, 

A deaf and dumb and blind asylum, erected at a cost of $10,000. 

An insane asylum, erected at a cost of $75,000. 

A poor-farm for a home for those who, by reason of age and misfort- 
mne, are unable to labor, the cost of which when completed will be 


$25,000. 

A capitol building has been erected at a cost of $275,000, a better 
building than that possessed by fifteen of the States. 

A penitentiary is in course of construction which will cost $100,000. 

The counties of the Territory almost without exception are well pro- 
vided with substantial court-houses and jails, and in some instances 
with good hospitals. 

Public sentiment has been in favor of making but few new counties, 
believing that the benefit to be derived is more than offset by the ex- 
penses of extra sets of county officers. The cities, towns, and villages 
of the Territory are well built and are well provided with good busi- 
ness blocks and are full of comfortable homes. The cities and towns 
are well governed. There are eight of the incorporated cities that are 
provided with water-works and five are lighted with electricity. The 
cities and towns are well provided with elegant churches and good 
school-houses. 

The banking interests, which represent in a measure the integrity of 
a people, also speak well for our business affairs. Permit me to call 
your attention to the following data. It is a better showing than has 
heretofore been made by any new State except those admitted under 
the omnibus bill in 1889. 


BANKING INTEREST, 


There are nine national and eleven private banks in Wyoming. 

A recent report of the Comptroller of the Currency shows: 

That no national bank has ever suspended or gone into liquidation 
in that Territory. Four private banks have failed only. 

That the first institution under the national-banking law was organ- 
ized in 1871. 

That there was not in banking capital in the Territory at that time 
$150,000, 

That the total of the items of resources of the nine national banks of 
that Territory is now nearly $4,000,000. 

Add to this total the items of resources of the private banks, andthe 
aggregate is over $5,000,000. This isas much or in excess of the bank- 
ing resources of either of four States, all of which have been in the 
Union for twenty-five years or more. 

These States have, respectively, one, two, five, and seven Representa- 
tives in Congress. 

This table shows the steady increase each year in the banking re- 
sources and business of the Territory. It will be noted that at no time 
has there been any retrogression: 
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Summary of national banks, the important items of resources and liabilities, and the totals, ete., Wyoming Territory. 
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12 | $4,200,000 | $350, 000 
13 | 4,278,000 | 328,000 
20 | 7,588,000 | 379, 000 
8| 4,764,000 | 599,500 
9| 3,272600| 414,000 


I shonld add that two more national banks are in process of organiza- 


tion. 
FINANCIAL MATTERS. 


The people have managed their affairs well. 

They have the best credit at home and abroad. They have guarded 
their credit at every stage with jealous care. Neither the Territory 
nor any county, city, or school district has ever defaulted in the pay- 
ment of any obligation or any accruing interest thereon at maturity. 
The Territory has not at any time had a floating indebtedness. An 
auditor’s warrant only floats the time it takes it to go to the office of 
the treasurer. The total indebtednessof the Territory is $320,000. No 
bonds of the Territory béar over 6 per cent. interest. 

No bonds have ever been sold by the Territory for less than 5 per cent. 
above par and some as high as 12 per cent. premium. 

These bonds can not be bought for less than 18 per cent. premium 
in New England, where they are held. 

On January 10, 1890, after every obligation had been paid, there was 
in the treasury $230,000. 

The result of a levy of 8 mills on the actual wealth of the Territory 
on the Ist day of January, 1890, would, with the cash on hand, have 
paid every obligation of the Territory, and of the counties, cities, towns, 
and school districts therein, and have left public property of the value 
of more than $2,000,000, 

During the entire history of the Territory, not one defalcation of a 
Territorial officer has occurred. 

During the past five years the Territory has expended hundreds of 
thousands of dollars in the erection of her public buildings and not a 
whisper or scandal has been heard with reference to those who have 
had control of these matters. 

Open the books of some of the States and make a better showing. 

WEALTH. 

Wyoming is well prepared to take care of a State government, Com- 
mencing with an assessable wealth of $6,924,000 in 1870, an increase 
of $4,333,000 was made by 1880. The property of the Territory was as- 
sessed at $31,500,000 in 1889, and this after a reduction was made on 
the live-stock of the Territory, owing to a depreciation of values, to the 
amount of $5,000,000. ‘The actual wealth of the Territory is four times 

ter than the amount returned as the assessable wealth, as shown 
y the following table: 


Actual value, |Assessed value, 


torial property... sscreree x 
Irrigation works and improvements 


For the purposes of the argument I desire to call your attention to 
the following facts by way of comparison. To be absolutely within 
bounds let us call the actual wealth of Wyoming $100,000,000. Since 


$15,000 | $75, 000 |. $3,000} $27,000] $55,000] $161,000 
26,000 | 75,000 |. 5, 000 27,000 81, 000 183; 000 
34,000 | 125,000 |. 23, 000 51,000 | 162,000 363, 0CO 
58,000 | 125, 000 26, 000 54,000} 190,000 412, 000 
62,000 | 125, 000 49, 000 49,000 | 297,000 539, 000 
96,000 | 125, 000 29; 000 50,000 | 265,000 498, 000 
89,000 | 125, 000 62,000 52,000 | 311,000 580, 000 
129,000 | 125,000 89,000 42,000 | 369,000 657,000 
79,000.| 125,000 58,000 53,000} 444, 000 753, 000 
109.000 | 150, 000 39,000 52,000 | 585, 000 841,000 
201,000 | 225, 000 48,000 83,000 | 856,000 | 1,306,000 
219,000 | 425,000 71,000} 127,000 | 1,185,000] 1,928,000 
242,000 | 425, 000 95,000 | 123,000 | 1, 604,000 3 430, 090 
209,000 | 525; 000 107,000 | 133,000 | 1,418,000] 2,509, 

309,000 | 800, 000 152,000} 140,000 | 1,744,000} 3,067,000 
401,000 | 900,000 198,000 | 160,000 | 1,768,000 | 3, 398, 000 
305, 000 |1, 075, 000 180,000 | 201,000 | 1,697,000 | 3568, 000 
298, 000 |1, 175, 000 115,000 | 221,000 | 1,731000 3,024,000 


no effort was made before the census of 1860 to collect data of the as- 
sessable wealth of the several States, I have assumed that the assessa- 
ble wealth of the several States was 60 per cent. of the actual wealth. 

The following table shows the amount of assessable and true wealth 
of several of the States at the date of admission or at periods subse- 
quent thereto: 


Kansas .......00000 
Wyoming, in L 


POSTAL STATISTICS. 


One of the surest indications of the prosperity in a community is 
found in the statistics of the postal service. The receipts in Wyoming 
during 1888 were as follows: 


Total postal receipts in Wyoming during the last year amounted to... $70, 235. 12 
Receipts from ae sale of postage-stamps, stamped envelopes, and $y 
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WYOMING MAKING RAPID STRIDES IN RAILROAD BUILDING, 


There are about 900 miles of operated railroads in the Territory. 

The principal railroad companies of the central west are locating lines 
and securing rights of way in Wyoming. 

The Chicago and Burlington Railway Company o 
line from Cheyenne, the capital of the Territory, to Chicago. 

The Northwestern Railroad Company built and is operating a 
line of road in the central portion of the Territory, connecting with its 
eastern system. This company has located from its present terminus 
s ee to Ogden, Utah, which will make another through line to the 

Cs 

The Cheyenne and Northern Railroad has completed 125 miles of 
road north from the capital of the Territory. 

The Union Pacifie Railroad traverses the Territory through its entire 
length from east to west. 

The Union Pacific Railway Company built, during the year 1889, a 
road to the newly opened coal-mines in Carbon County. 

The Burlington system constructed last year a road from Central 
Nebraska tothe fields of coking coalin Northeastern Wyoming. Addi- 
tional railroad mileage is now under contract that will cost over $1, 000, - 
000. Even in the dead of winter engineers are in the field surveying 
and locating new lines. No less than four transcontinental lines are 
located across her borders. That Wyoming will soon double her rail- 
road mileage there can be no doubt. 

The best constitutions made are those that emanate directly from the 


e. 

penpe inhabitants of a new State should always be leftuntrammeled by 
law or precedents when making the fundamental law. 

A constitution should be the result of deliberation and thought. 

Ido not believe under any conditions the people of Wyoming, not 
even if granted half a hundred of constitutional conventions, could ob- 
tain a better result for themselves than the constitution with whic 
they ask to be incorporated into the Union. : 


tes a through 


It will bear a critical examination, and an honest comparison of its 
provisions with those of any one of the State constitutions will not re- 
sult to its discredit. ; 

The time will not permit me to review it in detail, and sufficient for 
the present will be to call attention to a few of its pro 

The people selected from their best men to make it, These were se- 
lected without much regard to their party affiliations. They had the 
best guide to govern them, the experience of the people for a period of 
twenty years. A young people, without the prejudice of old communi- 
ties to influence them, they incorporated in the constitution the results 
of the best thought of those who in this progressive age have made con- 
stitutional law life’s study. 

The constitution is progressive, yet conservative enough to keep the 
managers of public affairs in the beaten paths which will afford to the 
people the best form of republican government, 

The constitution presented is republican in form and makes no dis- 
tinction in civil and political rights on account of sex, race, or color, 
and it is not rep nt to the Constitution of the United States and 
the principies of the Declaration of Independence. 

The constitution will give an economical government; indeed, less 
expensive to the people than that under the Territorial system. It 
creates no unnecessary or ornamental officers. 

The Legislature, in the first instance, is small, the two houses being 
comprised of 16 and 33 members, respectively. first session may 
be extended tosixty days only; subsequent sessions, toforty days only. 

Special legislation of every character is prohibited. Every safi 
is thrown around a bill from its introduction in either house to its final 
passage or defeat. 

The constitution, in addition to the usual veto power, authorizes the 
governor to withhold his approval to individual items in appropriation 
bills. The constitution limits the indebtedness of the State and all 
political divisions of the State and the expenditures of any one year 
to the amount of the annual revenues, unless expressly authorized. by 
a vote of the people. 

It inhibits the voting of aid or loaning of credit to any railroad com- 
pany or corporation by the State or any subdivision thereof. 

It abolishes the fee system except in a few limited cases. 

The constitution protects the rights of the people against trusts and 
corporations and combinations. 

It makes ample provision for public schools. It places every protec- 
tion around the school funds of the State. 

It throws every safeguard around the land donated by the Govern- 
ment to aid in the support of public schools and the building up of State 
institutions. 

The provision most. to be commended is that clause that makes no 
discrimination on account of sex, so far as political rights are concerned. 
The people of Wyoming after a practice and experience during their 
entire Territorial life hesitated not onemoment on this subject. They 
were substantially of one mind. The manner in which woman has 
exercised her right of elective franchise has left few men indeed who 
would deprive her of the privilege if it were in their power to do so. 

The entire article relating to suffrage and elections is worthy of con- 
sideration. Ifa pure ballot and an honest election are obtainable by 
law, itis provided for in the constitution adopted by the people of 
Wyoming. 

All criticisms of this constitution by the press and people have been 
in words of commendation, 

The Senate Committee on Territories says of the constitution: 

Your committee find much to praise and nothing to condemn in the consti- 
tution which has been adopted, and believe that the highest and best interests 
of its people, as well asthe strength and glory ofthe Republic, will besubserved 
by its immediate admission as a State. The bill referred to the committee con- 
forms to the bill reeommended at the last session of Congress for an enabling 
act, except as to the method of admission; and with some verbal and unimpor- 
tantamendments in the text the committee recommend that it do pass. 

The people of Wyoming had a high precedent for their action. An 
act was passed by the Confederate Congress—or the Congress of the thir- 
teen original States—providing for aconvention, not to frame aconsti- 
tution, but a convention to submit amendments to the Articles of Con- 
federation. When that convention met they disregarded the instruc- 
tions that they had received from Congress, and proceeded to form a 
constitution for the States, notas an amendment to the Articles of Con- 
federation, but as an original document. i 

This action of the convention was urged as a reason why the Con- 
stitution should not be accepted by the States. The Constitution was 
a good one, and you are here to-day because of its adoption and wise 
provisions. The convention that framed it was composed of fifty-five 
members, and thirty-nine of its members signed it. The Wyoming 
constitutional convention was composed of fifty-five members, of which 
forty signed the constitution. . 

„The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


Mr. BAKER. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Wyoming may be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. General leave has already been granted 
to gentlemen who desire to extend their remarks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the request of the gentleman from New York 


is that the gentleman from Wyoming rom Aang the privilege of con- 
cluding his remarks. There is no obj m, of course, if the time is 
taken out of the time allotted to that side. 

i ES I move that the gentleman be permitted to finish his 
remar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. To be taken ont of the time on that side? 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I may not have been present when the 
gentleman referred to it, but from his large familiarity with that Ter- 
ritory I should be glad to have his judgment as to the population. 

Mr. CAREY. I think our population willrun anywhere from 110,- 
000 to 125,000, 

The constitution in the case of Wyoming was framed by a conven- 
tion which emanated directly from the people; and as my time is lim- 
ited I shall briefly call the attention of the House, especially of gentle- 
men on the opposite side of it, to the case of Oregon. 

Forty years ago Oregon applied for admission to the Union with a 
constitution which was formed by that people without any authority of 
Con, The people of Oregon live under that constitution to-day. 
In the discussion that took place in the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives, it was declared to be among the best constitutions that 
had — presented by any people up to that time asking for admission 
as a State. 

I wish also to call your attention to the fact that Oregon stood with 
two Senators and a Representative ready to be admitted the very mo- 
ment the bill for the admission of the State was passed. They had 
elected State officers. Mr. William H; Seward, who was then one of the 
ablest of those composing the Senate of the United States, stood up 
and declared in favor of the people of Oregon, notwithstanding that they 
were here with two Senators and a Representative directly opposed to 
him politically, championed the cause of the people of Oregon, and 
Oregon was itted as a State. 

I would like to call the attention of the gentleman of Georgia to the 
ease of Michigan. The people of Michigan were not admitted under 
an act of Congress, but on a constitution framed by a convention having 
ue origin in a Democratic county convention of Wayne County, in that 

tate. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Wyoming allow me a- 


moment in that connection ? 

Mr: CAREY. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will refer to part2 of the Charters 
and Constitutions of the United States, under the head of Oregon, page 
1492, he will find that the constitution of Oregon when admitted to the 
Union was framed by a convention chosen under the act of the Terri- 
io Legislature of Oregon, no enabling act having been passed by 

ngress. 
Mr. CAREY. Tshall refer to that presently. Now, will the gen- 
tleman be kind enough to read what were the preliminaries in the 
Michigan case ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was not referring to Michigan, but to Oregon. 


The gentleman said that Oregon was admitted’ to the Union under a < 


constitution framed without authority of law. K 

Mr: CAREY. What I referred to was that there was no previous act 
of Congress. Iam glad to hear the gentleman now admit, since he 
made such a strong fight against South Dakota, that the Territorial 
Legislature has such power as he states was exercised in the case of 


Oregon. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I never denied it. 

Mr. CAREY. Iam glad to hear it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In the case of Oregon a convention was held un- 
der the act of the Legislative Assembly. 

Mr. CAREY. Then you claim that they have a right to pass such 
an act? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They have not done that in this case. 

Mr. CAREY. The inhabitants of the new States should always be 
left untrammeled by law or precedents when they are hepa pen tianara 
damental law. The constitution should be the result of deliberation. 
The only questions for Congress to determine are whether it represents 
the wishes of the people and is in form republican. 

I want to say to my Democratic friends that from the very commence- 
ment of the State movement in Wyoming there has been no written 
agreement, but an implied agreement, that no political questions in a 
partisan sense should be discussed in the organization of the State gov- 
ernment; and for that reason they did not elect State officers and. did 


not send Senators and a member of Congress here with the constitution. . 


The convention was composed of able men. 

No better body of men ever assembled in the Western country than 
the men who composed the convention; and I want to say to my Dem- 
ocratic friends that from the organization of the convention until its 
close it never divided on a political question. 

I want tosay further to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
that the convention was composed of fifty-five delegates. Fifty-one 
delegates, I think, qualified by taking the oath; forty delegates signed 
the constitution; nearly all the other delegates requested that their 
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z names be signed to the constitution., Some of the delegates had to 
leave before the final revision was agreed to in the constitutional con- 
vention. Ido not know of a man of the fifty-five members elected 
who was opposed to the constitution. I believe every man would have 
signed it if he could have remained until the final revision. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman allow me in that connection to 
call attention to the fact that only thirty-nine signed the original Con- 
stitution of the United States? 

Mr. CAREY. Well, forty signed the Wyoming constitution. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Would another election change the 
result of that particularly ? 

Mr. CAREY. No, sir. Thepeople have presented the constitution 
under which they desire to live. 

Mr. STRUBLE, You say that that was a unanimous report of the 
Senate committee? 

Mr. CAREY. It was a unanimous report of the Senate committee. 
Senator PLATT has been over the bill time and again, and this is the 
result: That is the bill upon which the members of this House will 
be asked to vote without regard to the three amendments. The bill 
fits the constitution and the constitution will be put in full operation 
by the bill under consideration. 

The minority report says: 

There is no State in the Union which contains such provisions in its consti- 
tution ; nor ie there a State or nation in the civilized world where women are 
rn to hold office and vote, except in a few instances relating to school 

Woman su is not a new question. It is not repugnant to the 
Constitution of the United States. It is not unrepublican. 

In New Jersey, under the Articles of Confederation, women had the 
tight of suffrage. New Jersey became a State of the Union with woman 
suffrage. Women were not deprived of the right until 1807. The 
other States of the Union did not object to her exercising the elective 

: franchise in the State of New Jersey. In England she votes in munic- 
ipal matters; in Scotland and Wales and in the Isle of Wight; and in 
Ontario, on the northern portion of our boundary, a porne which is as 
large as the States of New York and Michigan combined, she votes for 
everything except member of Parliament, 

In British Columbia she votes in all matters except for members of 
Parliament. A law has been in Australia giving her suffrage; 
the same also in New Zealand. I should say that suffrage in some of 
these instances is limited to unmarried women. But it is not even 
new in our own country. Women exercise the right to vote and to 
hold office in the State of Kansas; in municipal affairs, I think in all 
eases in cities of a certain class, 

Mr. KELLEY. In all cities. 

Mr. CAREY. In all cities; I thank you. 

I want to say further to the gentleman from Illinois that women 
to-day have the right in seventeen States to vote on school matters. 

This minority report is a most remarkable production; notwith- 
standiig my friend had nearly six weeks after the bill was reported to 
this House, after it had been considered in this House, on almost the 

~ very last day he filed the minority report. He gave as his excuse 

that he had not the time in which to prepare it. 

This minority report consists in a magazine article by Goldwin Smith, 
an extreme conservative educated in England, a man who resides, I be- 
lieve, in a British province, It consists also in an article of Mrs. 
‘, Leonard, a most estimable woman, a woman who, I think, has been 

snecessful in a political way in Massachusetts. She has been promi- 
nent as a member of the board having in charge certain reform insti- 
tutions in that State. It is said that she is one of the best officers they 
have in the State of Massachusetts. She has been the peer of the 
ablest men in this regard. She (isa living example that woman has the 
ability to vote and hold office. 

Then comes an article on which the gentleman from Illinois depends, 
written by Miss Whitney, which is full of beautiful sentiment and full 
of poetry. He has used woman’s argument against woman. If his 
theory is correct woman’s argument should have no weight one way or 
the other. If she has not the capacity to vote, has she the ability to 
discuss the question? I desire to call attention to aSupreme Court de- 
cision bearing upon this question (Minor vs. Hoppersett, 21 Wall., 162): 

The court said: 


The United States has no voters in the States of its own creation. The elect- 
ive officers of the United States are all elected, directly or indirectly, by State 
votes. * * * Itis notnecessary to inquire whether this power of supervision 
thus given Congress is sufficient to authorize any interference with the State 
laws prescribing the qualifications of voters, for no such interference has ever 
been attempted. The power of the State jn this particular is certainly su- 
preme until Congress acts. 

z F On the adoption of the Constitution, in no State were all citizens per- 
mitted to vote, but various and sometimes stringent restrictions were 
imposed upon the suffrage in the State constitutions: 

The right of suffrage when granted will be protected. He who has itcan only 
be deprived of it by due process of law, but in order to claim protection he 
must firat show that he has the right. 

No new State has ever been admitted to the Union which has conferred the 
right of suffrage upon women, and this has never been considered a valid ob- 
jection to her admission. 

l After stating in many waya that the right of suffrage is not conferred 
F by the Constitution of the United States and in every way giving the 


is one 


idea, not expressed directly in words, that the question of 
for each State to settle for itself, subject to certain enumera 
tions, in which, however, the question of sex does not enter, the court 
says: 

If the law is wrong it ought to be chan 
us. Theargumentsadd: 


; but the power for that isnot with 

ressed to us ng upon such a view of the subject may 

rhaps be sufficient to induce those having the power to make the alteration, 

ut they ought not to be permitted to influence our judgment in determining the 
present rights of the parties now litigating before us. 

Being unanimously of the opinion that the Constitution of the United States 
does not confer the right of s upon any one and that the constitutions 
and Jaws of the several States which commit that important trust to men alone 
are not necessarily void, we affirm the judgment. 

United States vs. Cruishack, 92 United States, page 555, it was cited 
from Minor vs. Hoppersett with approval: 

The Constitution of the United States has not conferred the right of suffrage 
noon aay os and that the United States have no voters of their own creation 

It was also cited from United States vs. Reese et al., 92 United States, 
page 214, with approval: 

The ii oo of suffrage is not a necessary attribute of national citizenship. 
+ * * The right to vote in the States comes from the States, but the right pf 
prohibited discrimination comes from the United States. The first has not been 
granted by the Constitution of the United States, but the last has been. 

The minority report lays stress on the fact that the vote was small 
on the adoption of the constitution. Those who vote control those who 
do not vote. There was no contention about the constitution; no ef- 
fort was made to get out the vote. The universal exclamation in Wy- 
oming was that day, ‘‘ Everybody favors the constitution, and what is 
the use of voting.” I have seen important measures pass this House 
by one vote, and the Speaker would strain his ear to catch that one vote. 

Why? Because there was no objection to the proposition. Voters 
are gotten out to vote for men; rarely will they turn ont to vote except 
in small numbers for or against a constitution or for an amendment to 
a constitution. 

There was no election for officers on the day the constitution was sub- 
mitted to the people of Wyoming. The Democrats and Republicans 
in the start said, ‘‘ Let us have a constitution under which we will be 
willing to live. We will not elect State officers until Congress says 
we may.” . 

I have hastily looked up some figures. They are interesting. In 
1835 the question was submitted to the people of Pennsylvania to vote 
for or against a constitutional convention. On the same day, at the 
same election, a governor was elected. The total vote for governor was 
within a few votes of 200,000; the total vote on the other question was 
86,570. A constitution was submitted in 1838. On the same day a 
governor was elected. The total vote on the constitution was less than 
half that cast for the candidate for governor. The question was sub- 
mitted to the people of New York in 1867 whether there should be a 
constitutional convention. The total vote cast on this question was 
287,947; for secretary of state, same election, 698,128. 

Same year, question of prohibition or no prohibition submitted to the 
people of Maine. Total vote on question, 24,893; same election, vote 
cast for governor, 103,684. 

In Wisconsin in 1871 people voted ou certain constitutional amend- 
ments. The total vote was 57,750; total on State officers, 147,000. 
Again, in 1882 certain constitutional amendments were voted upon. 
The total vote on these questions was less than one-fourth of that cast 
for State officers at the same time. 

These are not exceptional cases. The people do not turn out to vote 
for or against constitutions. In Illinois a new constitution was sub- 
mitted to the people in 1870. The constitution made radical changes 
in the stereotyped State constitution. It was widely discussed, yet at 
the election the total vote for and against the constitution was about 
50 per cent. only of that cast for State treasurer and a Congressman at 
large. 

I think the gentleman from Illinois was the secretary of the conven- 
tion that made the constitution which was submitted to the people in 
in 1870. Is that true? 

Mr. SPRINGER nodded assent. 

Mr. CAREY. TIam sorry that my friend from Georgia [ Mr. BARNES] 
has left. I merely call attention to his own case to fortify my theory 
“that unless there is opposition the vote is always small,” 

The gentleman from Georgia came to Congress in the Forty-ninth the 
firsttime. His district gave 9,166 votes; 1,277; 161 votes—altogether 
10,604 votes. He came back to the Fiftieth Congress, It is noted in 
the record at that time that there were for BARNES 1,944. He has 
written out against that, ‘‘no opposition.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARNES. I did not write it, but it was so. 

Mr. CAREY. In the Fifty-first Congress he must have had pose op: 
position. There were 6,577 for Mr. BARNES; for Lyon 797. I merely 
call attention to this to show that where there is no opposition the vote 
will always be small. 

The minority report calls attention to the vote given at the election 
for Delegate of 1888 and then to the vote cast for and against the con- 
stitation, I was elected to the Forty-ninth Congress, and I had a good 
deal of opposition. In the Fiftieth Congress the Democratic party an- 
nounced in their papers that they would not nominate anybody against 
me, The result‘was that only about half of the vote of the Territory 
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was polled. In other words, I only received about half of the vote of 
the Territory. There was no opposition. 

I desire further to call attention to the fact that the gentleman from 
Illinois in the last Congress reported a bill which included the Terri- 
tory of Wyoming. : 

When did my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] have the change 


of heart? In the last Congress he reported a bill for the admission of 
Wyoming, Idaho, and Arizona. Permit me to read some extracts from 
section -2 of that bill (H. R. 12411): 
Sec, 2. That all persons who shall have resided within the limits of said pe: 
States for sixty days, and are otherwise qualified by the laws of said Ter- 
ritories to vote for representatives to the Legislative Assemblies thereof, are 
hereby authorized to vote for and choose delegates to form conventions in said 
Territories; and the qualifications for delegates to such conventions shall be 
such as by the laws of said Territories, respectively, persons are required to 
possess to be eligibletothe islative Assembliesthereof. * * * Andall per- 
sons resident in said pro States who are qualified voters of said Territo- 
ries, as herein provided, shall be entitled to vote upon the election of delegates, 
and upon the ratification or rejection of the constitutions, under such rules and 
regulations as said conventions may prescribe, not in conflict with this act. 


If the bill had became a law the women would have voted for dele- 
gates to the constitutional convention and for or against any constitu- 
tion that might have been submitted. 

He can not claim that he was ignorant of the fact that women en- 
joyed full political rights, for I was called upon to give my views on the 
matter in the Forty-ninth Congress before the Committee on Territories, 
at a meeting at which Mr. SPRINGER was present. I think he pre- 
sided over this particular meeting, owing to the absence of Mr. HITT, 
the chairman. 

Every county was represented in the convention. There was no con- 
tested seat; no complications; everybody was entirely satisfied. The 
result that was obtained by this action has not only been ratified by 
the people and fully accepted by the people, but it has another indorse- 
ment. It has been acknowledged by the gentleman from Ilinois that 
the Legislative Assembly has some authority in these matters. The 
Legislature adjourned on the 14th of this month, the upper branch of 
which was Democratic and the lower branch Republican; They have 
presented a memorial to this House, and that, too, by a unanimous 
vote, asking that the Territory may be admitted under the constitution 
that has been adopted and presented by the people. 

If there ever was unanimity in the presentation of a case by a peo- 
ple it isin the case of Wyoming Territory. The Democratic central 
committee met at the capitol and by a unanimous vote asked Congress 
for admission. Of the thirty-three newspapers, Democratic and Re- 
gens published in the Territory, all except one weekly paper 

ve indorsed admission under this constitution. If there has been 
any protest I have not heard of it. Indeed, the great protest is a clip- 
ping from a newspaper in Crook County where the rival towns, Sun- 
dance and Newcastle, were making a fight on the division of the county. 
That is quoted as evidence to defeat the admission of the people of 
Wyoming under this constitution which they have presented. 

The early statesmen of our country, actuated by their power of fore- 
east and ambition for the Union which had been cemented by the 
trials, hardships, and blood of the soldiers of the Revolution, saw the 
necessity of addingnew territory and preparing the same at the earliest 
possible time to become States of the Union. Their action, as well as 
that of those who have followed them in the management of the public 
affairs, has resulted in the making of precedents to guide a people 
when taking the initial steps to become a State of the Union. Forms 
have been discarded, and each case has been decided on its merits. 

Some States have been admitted under enabling acts; and others 
with constitutions framed and ratified by the people previous to the 
passage of any act of Congress on thesubject. In all ways have the 
new States offered themselves. They have been received, and what- 
ever defect of form has appeared in their application has been cured 
by the acts of admission. 

Of the States admitted, Vermont, Kentucky, Tennessee, Maine, 
Michigan, Arkansas, Florida, Iowa, California, and Oregon were not 
authorized to form the constitution presented by previous acts of Con- 
gress. The same wastrueof Wisconsin and Nebraska, as these failed 
to follow the acts provided by Congress. Kentucky became a State 
with a constitution that was not ratified by the people; Florida, with 
a constitution that was stored away with the dusty and moldy papers 
that accumulate at the capital and was almost forgotten for a period of 
seven years; California, with a constitution made by a convention called 
into existence by an unauthorized order of a military governor; and 
Nebraska, with a constitution framed by the Territorial Legislature. 

I defy any one to find a precedent among the twenty-nine legislative 
States where a people have presented themselves in a form more regu- 
lar than do now the good people of Wyoming. This people had not a 
written law, yet they followed that unwritten law which the Ameri- 
can only can follow, and obtained better results than could have been 
possible had they been governed by a solemn legislative act. 

Place the true American anywhere, and amid the confusion he will 
anticipate the statutes that will follow his acts, and will evolve law and 
government not inconsistent with the republican form instituted by his 
fathers. The manner in which the people of Wyoming present them- 
selves is to them a high compliment. 


HISTORY OF THE STATE MOVEMENT. 


The plan followed by the people is best told by the report of the 
committee. In 1883 the Legislative Assembly of Wyoming memori- 
alized Congress for an enabling act. Bills were introduced in both 
branches of the last Congress to enable the people of Wyoming to form a 
State constitution and for the admission of the State. During the last 
days of that Congress a bill was unanimously reported to the Senate, 
and an omnibus bill including Wyoming was unanimously reported to 
the House. There was no further action on these bills. 

After the adjournment of Congress the board of county commissioners 
of nearly all of the counties in the Territory by resolutions asked the 
governor, chief-justice, and secretary to apportion the Territory into 
delegate districts, and the governor to call an election for a constitu- 
tional convention in the manner provided by the bill unanimously re- 
ported to the Senate. The action was taken and the provisions of the 
bill were followed, the result being the constitution framed and adopted 
under which the people now ask to be admitted as a State, 

The Legislative Assembly of the Territory which adjourned sine die 
on the 14th of March instant, by a memorial to Congress praying for 
the admission of Wyoming as a State with the constitution framed, 
unanimously approved the action of the people in the making and rat- 
ification of the constitution. All the people are agreed; there are no 
contending factions growing out of the proposed admission of the State. 

Can we do better than to take the opinions of some of the ablest men 
that the nation has produced? We may go back to the builders of the 
Union. Mr. Madison said in the case of Tennessee: 

The inhabitants of that district of country were at present in a degraded sit- 
uation; they were deprived of a right essential to freemen, the right of being 
represented in Congress. Laws were made without their consent or by their 
consent in part only. An exterior power had authority over their laws; an ex- 
terior power TARAP their executive, which was not anal ns to the other 

rts of the United States, and not justified by anything but an obvious and 
mperious necessity. He did not mean by this to censure the regulations of this 
provisional government, but he thought where there was doubt Congress ons 
to lean towards a decision which should give equal rights to every part of 
American people. 

To Mr. Madison a Territorial government was unsatisfactory. It did 
not give the people residing therein equal right with those living in 
the States. His opinion was concu in by his contemporaries, and 
Tennessee was admitted with the constitution which had originated 
with the people and without a previous enabling act by Congress. 

The debate over the admission of Missouri was a protracted one, In 
that debate Mr. Hardin, of Kentucky, said: 


The Constitution, when it says “New States may be admitted by Congress 
into the Union,” is silent upon the subject of numbers or boundary, but leaves 
that subject to the sound d tion of Con The manner in which that 
discretion has been exercised has been so uniform and invariable that it amounts 
to a law. It is, Mr. Chairman, a proclamation to the inhabitants of all the 
Territories that whenever their numbers ny ews to bet fh sixty thousand 
they shall be at liberty to burst from around them the bonds and chains of Ter- 
ritorial servitude and vassal. and assume and exercise the rights ofself-gov- 
ernment as the inalienable rights of mankind. 

Mr. Barbour, a United States Representative from Virginia, after- 
wards one of the judges of the Supreme Court, said: 

On my part it is contended that the power of Congress is limited to the simple 
alternative of admitting or not adm tting; that even ais powi is subject to 
modifications; that they have not a moral right to refuse ission to a Terri- 
tory whose situation and circumstances suit it for admission, 

Mr. Holmes, a Representative from Massachusetts, in this great de- 
bate said: 

The authority is to admit or not to admit, but not to preseriba conditio 
What would be a fair construction of this? Surely not that Congress might ho 
a Territory in a colonial condition as long as they choose; nor that they might 
admit a new State with less political rights than another, but thatthe admission 
should be as soon as the people needed and were capable of supporting a State 
government, 

In Michigan’s case the rule laid down was not less explicit. Mr, 
Benton declared: 

Conventions were ordinary acts of the ple. They depended upon the in- 
herent and inalienable rights. The people in any State may at any time meet 
in convention without a law of their Legislature and without any provision of 
Congress, any provision in their constitution, and may alter orabolish the whole 
frame of government as they please, The sovereign power to govern them- 
selves was in the majority, and they could not be divested of it, 

Mr. Buchanan, on the same question, said: 

The precedent in the case of Tennessee has completely silenced all opposition 
in regard to the necessity of the previous acts of Congress to enable the people 
of Michigan to form a State constitution. It nows seems to be conceded that 
our yee pa approbation is equivalent to our protest. This can no longer 
be doubt They have the unquestionable power of waiving any irregular- 
ities in the mode of forming the constitution, any such existed. 


California presented herself for admission as a State without having 
lived a day under a Territorial system. The debate that took place 
was prolonged. The discussion that grew out of this question and Mr, 
Clay’s compromise resolutions was participated in by the intellectual 
giants of that period. Mr. Calhoun, South Carolina’s greatestson; Mr. 
Clay, Kentucky's greatest orator and the country’s greatest commoner; 
Mr. Benton, the most illustrious man yet produced by Missouri; Mr. 
Cass, the great soldier, diplomat, and statesman of the northwest, and 
Mr. Webster, the greatest of all American constitutional lawyers, were 
just about to close their public careers. But oneof them was living ten 
years later, at the breaking out of the civil war. 

These great men had in their youth and during their early public 


life received inspiration from the actual participants of the Revolution- 
ary struggle. had been prominent in public affairs for more 
than a quarter of acentury. They were of that generation who had 
received the infant Republic from its father asa glorious heritage, to be 
and transmitted to posterity. This great debate is memora- 
also for the reason that Seward, Hamlin, Douglas, and Chase, men 
destined within a few years to play most exalted in the history 
of their country, had but just entered upon their illustrious careers in 
the Senate of the United States. : 

The result of this debate was significant. It settled two questions: 
first, that there was no fixed number of people required for a new State 
and, second, that it was the right of the inha bitants living in a Terri- 
tory of the United States, without previous authority by Congress, to 
sag a constitution and present themselves for admission as a State cf 

Union. x 

Mr. Calhoun, in a speech delivered in the Senate in February, 1849, 

used these words: 


I hold it to be a fundamental principle of our political awe that the people 
have a right to establish what government they way think proper for them- 
selves; that every State about to become a member of this Union has a right to 
form its orapopo it pleases, and thatin order to be admitted there is 


In the course of a report made by Mr. Clay, from the compromise 
committee of thirteen, we take the following extract in relation to the 
admission of California: 

There are various instances prior to the case of California of the admission 
of new States into the Union without any previous authorization by 
The sole condition required by the Constitution of the United States in respect 
to the admission of a new State is that its constitution shall be republican in 


form, 
Mr. in the great debate on the subject of Territorial govern- 


Cass, 
ment (see Appendix to volume 22, Globe, page 59, 1850), said: 

Are not the people of the Territories competent to manage their own internal 
affairs? Are they not of us and with us? bone of our bone, and flesh of our 
flesh? the same people, with the same views, habits, and intelligence; all, in- 
deed, which constitutes national identity? Ay, sir, and exhibiting by the very 
act of agay reece a spirit of enterprise which commends them the more to our 
respect. not such a people administer their own government safely and 
wisely? Experience says theycan. They have in every instance proved their 


cay y for vernment, and life, liberty, and property have as well 
protected by laws as by the laws of the States. 
p s : . . > t 


And the late proceedings in California to organize a government and the con- 
stitution which has been the result, the best proofs that could be offered of 


Mr. Benton, in the Senate of the United States, in reference to the 
objections urged against the admission of California for the reason that 
Congress had not authorized the people to form a constitution, said: 


The fact is admitted, but its consequence is denied. Congress has full power 
over the admission of new States, and may dispense with all pre forms 
when it pleases and come direct to the question of admission. It has admitted 
more new States without than with the previous authority of an act of Con- 
pees to form a constitution. Eight have been so admitted: Vermont, in 1791; 

rag, Fee Tennessee, 1796; Maine, 1820; Arkansas, 1535; Michigan, 1837; 
Florida, ; and Iowa, 1846—eight in all, a majority of the whole number ever 
admitted, and stretching over a period of sixty years and reaching back to the 
‘venerable times of our early history when Washington was President and the 
fathers of our political church were still at the altar. 

* + * * * + * 

Speaking of the constitution, a fair Ameriean republican constitution, and 
one of the best, if not the very best, that hasbeen made * * * and being thus 
good in itself, it is not to be met A Sew question, Who made you? It is well 
made, and that is all the business that anybody has with it. It isa republican 
constitution, and that is the only test to which subject it. 


Of the population he said: 

Insufficient numbers, not people enough, is another of the objections. And 
how many are enough? I ‘ook of men who exercise political rights and con- 
stitute the States. Hoir many are en according to the tice of Congress 
in g new States? Abouttenor twelve thousand, for that isthe num- 
ber of men which the usually required population of a new State would give. 

One man to six souls is the usual proportion in civilized communities, and 
sixty thousand souls would give ten thousand men, and upon that number or 
thereabouts have most of our States been admitted. * * * We look to the 
population which sustains a State, which constitutes political power, which 
gle nant ctu toner ts battles. * * * Letus voteherin. * * * 

e le who have gone re have done honor to the American name, 
Starting from s thousand | meine and meeting as strangers far removed from 
law prosman they have conducted themselves with the order, decorum, 
and justice which would have done honor to the oldest established and best 
regu community. 

The principles involved in the admission of a new State were also 
fully discussed in the case of Oregon and the case of Kansas, now fa- 
mousin our history. The Representatives of the great States were very 
explicit in their declarations on this subject. The committee have 
called attention to several of these declarations in their report. Mr. 
Seward, it must be admitted, was one of the greatest of the statesmen 
of the last generation. In the Oregon debate he said: 


of a State with a million of e that I would not consent to 
a State that I would admit witha 
n—is to be 
a question 
of time whether you will admit her here to-day or admit her in six months 

or seven years. Now, what objection is there to her being admitted 


all can 
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now? You sayshehasnot100,000people. Whatofthat? She will have 100,000 
ina very short time. 
E 


kd >. a . 
Now, what earthly difference can it make to this Republic collectively, these 
States collectively, or to one State in the Union, whether Oregon is ‘admitted 
now oradmitted next December? The State of Oregon is here of her own free 
will—is here ready to be admitted. I think there is nobody who doubts that the 
people are ready, desirous, and willing tocomein. They have madea constitu- 
tion which is acceptable to themselves; a constitution which, however it ma 
be criticised here, after all complies substantially with every recirtvenertt whisk 
the Congress of the United States or any considerable portion of either House 
of Congress has ever insisted on in regard to any State. For one, sir, I think 
that the sooner a Territory emerges from its “ provincial condition ™ the better; 
the sooner the people are left to manage their own affairs and are admitted to 
participation in the sibilities of this Government the stronger and more 
vigorous the States which those ple form will be. 

The Constitution of the Uni States does, in a great many cases, adopt that 
principle of generalization ; that is, fixing certain rules and measurements, all 
of which must be conformed to before a great public transaction can be achieved ; 
but it has alwaysstruck me that it was certainly a mark of wisdom in the framers 
of the Constitution that, in regard to the admission of new States into the Union, 
new members of the Confederacy, the Constitution avoided altogether every- 
thing Hke form, everything like. particularity, and submitted the transaction 
always to the uncircumscribed discretion of the Congress of the United States, 

Congress DN admit a new State which has been organized by a compliance 
on the part of the people with certain prescribed forms set for them by the Con- 
gress of the United States or on the compliance with certain customs which the 
other Territories seeking admission in the Union may have adopted; so, on 
the other hand, Congress may admit a new State, as it bas on more than one 
occasion admitted a new State, which had complied with no forms, but which 
had proceeded at once to the matter of organizing itself without any prelimi- 
nary application to Congress or any preliminary investigation of it by the 
ple themselves. I think it is important that this should be kept up, the 
question should always come before Congress in the case of every new State 
which is disembarrassed by form, disembarrassed by measurement, and dis- 
embarrassed by precedents. 

Mr. Douglas and Mr. Dawes were not less explicit in their decla- 
rations as to the rights of a people seeking admission asa State. Mr. 
SHERMAN, in the Nebraska case, said: 

It is sometimes said that these new States haye too much preponderance in 
the legislative power of the Government. St is thought that if they have not 
sufficient population for one member it gives them an undue adyan in the 
House of parage and that with a small population they ought not to 
be admitted into this senate on an equal apps Saa the great States of New 
York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, and other States. Perhaps that is so, 
but in the practice of our Government there never has been any difference of in- 
terest between the small and the larger States. These Western States will be 
governed by the same impulses and the same feelings that govern us. 

I never yet haye seen the line of distinction drawn between the small and 
the large States. There hasbeen no question presented since I have been a mem- 
ber of this body which divided the large from the es, There is no 
danger therefore of an undue representation. small States are increas- 
ing rapidly in population, I have no doubt that in a very short time Nebraska 
will contain more population than several of the existing States. By the time 
the next census is taken this young State, admitted I hope by your action, will 
have in the race of population and great progress many of the old States 
ofthe Union, Itrequires but very little time for the American people to fill up 
one of these new Territories. We must not treat them as if their rights were 
any different from ours. 

Wemight proceed indefinitely to read extracts of the opinions of the 
men who have left their stamp upon this country’s history from the 
time of Washington until the present, and we will find that they are 
nearly all of one opinion with reference to this important question. 

I will call attention to the opinion of one more of the great men whose 
names are familiar to every household of this great land, that of Mr. 
Sumner, one celebrated for his learning, for his ability as a great inter- 
national and constitutional lawyer. 

Mr. Sumner, in the Kansas debate, said: 

Kansas may be admitted by Congress into the Union without regard to popu- 
lation or preliminary forms, 

To the objection that Kansas had nota sufficient population he said: 

In the absence of any recent census, it is impossible to do more than approxi- 
mate to the actual population, but from careful inquiry of the best sources I 
am led to place it now at 50,000, 

In speaking of it being urged by some that a population sufficient 
for one member of Congress should be required before a new State was 
admitted, he said: 

Butin making this number the condition of the admission of Kansas you 
setup an arraira A standard. There is nothing out of which it can be de- 
rived from the beginning to the end of the p: ts. Going back tothe days 
of the Continental Congress you find in 178i it was declared that 20,000 free in- 
habitants in a Territory might establish a permanent constitution and govern- 
ment for themselves. Though this number was a: in an ordinance of 
1787, Northwestern Territory, raised to 60,000, yet the power was left in Congress 
and subsequently exercised in more than one instance to constitute a State with 
a similar number. 

He took the ground that Kansas should not be required to have 93,- 
420 people, that required for a Representative, before being admitted. 
He said: 

Out of all the new States only Maine, Wisconsin, and Texas contained so large 
a population as is proposed to be required for Kansas, 


He said that— 


Fifteen new States have been admitted witha similar population. * * * 
But this is not all; at the adoption of the national Constitution there were three 
of the old thirteen w. respective populations had not reached the amount 


now req! ansas. 
That the practice of Congress had not been on the basis of requiring 
the existing ratio of representation for a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives in the proposed new State. 
He said: 


The rule might be a reasonable one and might not be a question in ordinary 
cases, but that it can not be drawn or im, from the Constitution. 


1890. 
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He also said: 


This ratio is in itself aslidingscale. At first it was 30,000; it increased in 1793 
to 33,000, and thus continued until 1813, when it was put up to 35,000, * * * 


which prevailed at the adoption of the Consti! 
vailed when Kansas as a part of Louisiana was acquired 
solemn stipulation that it should be incorporated into the Union of the United 
States and admitted as soon as possible according to the principles of the Fed- 
eral Constitution. 


Mr. Sumner proceeded to show that in the case of Florida the rule 
that had governed in her admission was the treaty stipulation under 
which the Territory contained in her boundaries was acquired. 

The admission of new States detracts not from the dignity of the 
older States, while it magnifies the importance of the Union of States. 
In the performance of this duty Congress has increased the strength 
and glory of the Republic. The growth of the nation’s power has not 
been by the sword or through the conquests of battle, but by the build- 
ing of new States. 

There have been victories which have done more for the human race 
than all that have been accomplished during the same period by the 
military powers of the world. Without standing armies this nation, 
through the courage and labor of her men and womenin the broad and 
great West, has reared monuments more lasting than any erected to 
perpetuate the victories of battle-fields. The American youth are 
skilled and cultivated in the arts of peace, which prepares them to be 
invincible in war. 

You ask why are the people of the Territories so anxious to become 
States? If you had ever lived in a Territory it would not require a re- 
ply. Your every-day experiences would have answered it a hundred 
times. Population and wealth avoid a Territory until forced across 
its borders. The world believes a Territory is without law and order; 
the term is treated as if synonymous with being the home of refugees 
from justice and the abode of desperate characters; and more, a trae 
American when living in America wants to enjoy all the privileges of 
American citizens. These things amount toa constant restraint to im- 
migration and the investment of capital, consequently retarding growth 
and development. 

You who are so fortunate as to live in a great and worthy State, ask 
yourselves this question: How would you like to have your State be- 
come s province of the Union of States, with your governor, secretary, 
and judges appointed and controlled by influences entirely outside of 
the Territory, and these appointees often being wholly disqualified by 
experience and habits of life to perform the daties intrusted to them, 
yet clothed with power to approve or disapprove your laws, administer 
your justice, disburse the moneys raised by the taxation of your people? 

I will note here, however, that President Harrison has followed the 
letter and the spirit of the platform on which he became President, and 
has appointed the officers of the Territory from actual residents, and has 
in this respect endeared himself to the people of the Territories as no 
President who ever preceded him. He has said no to the Eastern aspir- 
ing politicians, which his predecessor had not the manhood to do. 

How would you like always to see your wants the last heeded and 
attended to, and laws enacted to which you were not accorded the 
right in their passage to say ay or nay; your demands not complied 
with, because you are without representation, consequently without 

wer? 

Pot ided in notbing, pushed aside until the last, consequently your 
time never arriving; your peoplein the mean time meeting their share 
of the public burdens, and paying millions of dollars into an overflow- 
ing treasury for lands made valuable only by the industry and settle- 
ment of your people; restrictive and inapplicable laws enforced against 
cutting of lumber to improve the farms, mine, and build the town, 
while the law made free gift to corporations building railroads of tim- 
ber and other material, and to your people wrongs irreparable being 
done fora period of years in destroying their only evidences of title to 
their homes derived from the Government. 

Would you be happy? If you were not restless, full of discontent 
under such circumstances, would you be worthy of the name of Ameri- 
can? I now ask you, do you approve of colonial government under 
ke j urisdiction of the United States, except in cases of extreme neces- 

ty? 

Will you now say to a people, your own sons and daughters, men 
and women conscious of their strength and ability, you shall longer 
remain in a colonial condition? What have you done for the people 
of Wyoming? You have permitted them to breathe the air. You 
vote an average of $26,000 per annum for the supportof a government 
notof their making, while they expend ten times as much in the main- 
tenance of public schools. 

The people of Wyoming are prepared for admission. Of their Ter- 
ritorial childhood they render you to-day an account. What they have 
accomplished is the best evidence of their true worth. They have made 
an exhibit of their mines, of their agricultural development, of the 
growth of their industrial establishments, of their flocks and herds, of 
their educational and financial institutions, All these are the best and 
highest pledge that they are prepared to be a State of the Union. 

I have said her people are entitled to admission under the beneficent 
provisions of the ordinance of 1787. They are entitled to admission 


now a O ett treaties with France and Mexico, which 


rovide that the people shall be incorporated and admitted into the 

nion of the United States as soon as possible, according to the prin- 
ciple of the Federal Constitution. They are entitled to admission be- 
cause of the implied pledge you pare tnan when yon organized a tem- 
porary government over them. people, irrespective of party, have 
presented a constitution republican in form, alike creditable to them- 
selves and the Union of States they seek to enter. 

No stories of dissatisfaction with that constitution have followed them 
in their petition. The question of boundaries, the serving of strange 
gods, the restriction of rights belonging to American freemen, the up- 
holding of institutions repugnant to our system of government, and in- 
habitants within her borders who refuse to assimilate and to accept our 
institutions, do not stand in her way. Neither political party can make 
a point by now obstructing her admission. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another reason, stronger than any written 
law could be, more overwhelming in its influence, all powerful in their 

The people, from the very foundation of the Government, have been 
Eat oe: the provincial system; it is obnoxious to their sense of jus- 
tice and fair play. They believe in ‘home rule,” local sel&govern- 
ment, The wrongs of omissionand commission to the Northwest have 
intensified public sentiment against it. No true American ever de- 
fended it a day beyond its absolute necessity; he has only apologized 
for its existence. It is not a part of our Federal system. Tt has noth- 
ing to do with our Union of States. The American people are over- 
whelmingly against it and stand ever ready to destroy it. 

May not the people of Wyoming to-day turn with confidence to the 
Representatives of the thirteen original States who emerged from the 
provincial condition and made the American Union possible—may they 
uot look also to the Representatives of the twenty-nine legislative 
States and feel assured that you will deal with them as a great and 
generous Republic dealt with your people when they were seeking ad- 
mission as States ? 

Many of yours are old and powerful States. Wyoming, young and 
enterprising, rich in resources, with Western ambition and è 
will hasten to overtake you, and at your side bear a State’s share of 
the burdens and responsibilities of the Republic. Wyoming, full of 
energy, full of hope, patient until well prepared with the constitution 
of her own making, now asks of you, the Representatives of the Ameri- 
can people, the choicest gift and blessing in your power to bestow, to 
be forever incorporated into the Union of States. [Loud applause. ] 


[Mr. DOCKERY withholdshis remarks for revision, See Appendix. ] 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, in the very able presentation of the case 
of his Territory by the Delegate from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] he stated 
one great truth which, if fully recognized and understood, as that gen- 
tleman understands it, by members generally on the other side of this 
Chamber, would probably cause them to have less difficulty in arriving 
at correct conclusions in the matter of elections in many of the districts 
in Southern States. It would deprive them of the major part of their 
oa for bloody-shirt arguments in contested-election cases from the 
South. 

It is a fact, known of all men who have ever given any study or at- 
tention to the subject, that wherever the people in a State, Territory, 
or district are practically unanimous in fayorof a proposition the vote 
will be small, whether the question be the election of an officer or the 
adoption ofa constitution; and the fact that the vote was small in the 
case in hand is, to my mind, an argument in favor of the popularity of 
this constitution with the people of Wyoming, 

It is now the chief argument of certain gentlemen in both branches 
of Congress and the radical Republican newspapers that the small vote 
polled in many of the Congressional districts of the Southern States is 
due to the intimidation of colored voters or to throwing out and fraud- 
ulently refusing te count those cast for the Republican candidate. 

In many districts in the South a competent and suitable candidate 
of honest character and of Republican faith can not be found, anda 
majority of the colored people have sense enough to know it; they 
have not forgotten the conduct of the gang of thieves and incapables 
who led them in reconstruction times, and ce do not care to vote. 

When the Republicans have no candidate or one who does not com- 
mand their respect and confidence, they do not vote; and when such a 
state of things in a district is apparent less than half the Democrats 
(mostly white men) do not care to leave their business to go to the 
polling places to vote. And in such districts there is no disturbance 
and perhaps not a single challenge of the vote of any man offering 
vote anywhere within the district. > 

lt is frequently the case that large numbers of voters of both races 
remain at home busy at honest toil upon their farms and do not know 
when election day for members of Congress arrives. When the election 
of State and county officers is held on a different day, as in my State, 
the election ofa member of Congress is an exceedingly quiet and tame 
affair; yet it is a regular stock argument with many Republicans that 
intimidation has stalked forthon stilts through these districts and done 
this work. Nothing is more absurd. Such arguments are attributable 


either to ignorance or malice. : 
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In the district I have the honor to Ne there are about 30,000 
voters, as shown by the last census, nearly equally divided between the 
two races, the colored having, by actual count at the Census Office, in 
round numbers 1,106 majority. two races stand politically divided 
aboutas follows: Of the whites, 1 per cent. is Republican; of the colored, 
about 15 per cent. is Democratic. At the election tothe Fiftieth Congress 
I received 6,666 votes and had no opposition; yet it was charged by some 
of the Republican newspapers that my election was secured by intimi- 
dation. Why, sir, the Republicans had no candidate. Were they pre- 
vented from making a nomination? Where is the evidence of it? I 
will pay a reward of $1,000 to any one who will produce proof of a sin- 
gle instance where any voter within the Third district of Alabama was 
intimidated and prevented from voting as he pleased at any Congres- 
sional election during the nine years I have had the honor to be a Rep- 
resentative here. And I have no doubt that the same may truly be 
said of a large majority, if not of all, of the districts throughout the 
Southern States. 

I have not investigated the elections in Wyoming as to the conven- 
tion or ratification of their constitution. I am loath to believe that the 
Democrats of the Territory approve this constitution. The gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] presented, by clear and unmistakable state- 
ments of fact, the ity with which the convention was elected 
or claimed to be elected and this constitution framed, but the fact, if 
it be a fact, of the unanimity of the people in indorsing the constitu- 
tion is, to a great extent, a waiver so far as they are concerned of any 
such irregularity. 

I find that the constitutional provisions for the admission of new 
States are quite limited and practically leave the whole matter to the 
discretion of Congress. Section 3, Article IV, provides that— 

New States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union. 

And the next paragraph provides that— 


‘The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 


And the fourth section provides that— 

The United States shall guaranty to every State in this Union s republican 
form of government, and shall protect each of them against invasion, etc, 

These are all the provisions which can be construed as bearing upon 
the question of the powers of Congress or the limitations imposed by 
the Constitution in to the admission of new States. It is there- 
fore left to the sound discretion of Congress to determine when and in 
what cases new States shall be admitted. i 

The principle of allowing the people within a State to determine the 
question of the elective franchise is one that has always been recog- 
nized in the United States, with one notable exception. When eleveh 
States which had tried to get out of the Union never were out accord- 
ing to the Supreme Court, and yet were not in according to the Con- 
gress of the United States, their suffrage was regulated for them by 
Congress and the Army. Their people, though among the most intel- 
ligent in the world, were not allowed to determine who should exer- 
cise the suffrage within their respective jurisdictions, and I believe 
that is the only exception. š 

It does not follow, however, that where the people of a Territory 
have exercised this right in framing a constitution they should be ad- 
mittedas a State of this Union. Other questions are to be considered. 

The constitution which Wyoming presents did pot originate in the 
usual or regular way. The convention which framed it was not elected 
and did not convene in pursuance of an enabling act passed by Con- 

‘There was no law to regulate that election, and hence no means 
- of preventing fraud or bribery, and hence good men who may have 
been opposed to the convention and to the constitution may have re- 
garded the whole thing as a farce and thought that Congress would so 
rd it. 
Mhe suffrage clause in the constitution presented for our action is an 
innovation—a new departure—as no State hasever been admitted into 
the Union with woman suffrage provided for in its constitution. The 
Delegate from Wyoming cited New Jersey as an instance. I do not 
know whether it was by statute or constitutional provision, nor does it 
matter. If not unfortunate for the gentleman’s cause, it is, to say the 
least, not a very strong argument in favor of the proposition, for he 
says that that State abandoned it less than twenty years thereafter. 

Now, this clause goes further than the mere securing to women of the 
right to vote in this Territory. The first clanse relating to suffrage is 
as follows: 

The right of the citizens of the State of Wyoming to vote and hold office shall 
not be denied or abridged on account of sex. 

Iam opposed to that. Iam opposed to the admission of this Terri- 
tory as a State, first, on account of this provision in its constitution. 
If this were not in the constitution, then so far as that question is con- 
cerned, if the State when admitted thought proper to regulate thesuffrage 
by statute and allow women to vote and hold office, it would be no con- 
cern of Congress, as the people would then have the right to regulate 
their internal affairs to suit themselves, subject only to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

But this is a new departure. No new State, so far as I have been 
able to learn, has ever come into this Union with such a provision in 


its constitution, insuring the right to vote and hold office to its female 
population above the age of twenty-one years, the same as the males. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a very erroneous idea prevails in the minds of 
many people of this country in respect to suffrage. It seems to be to 
some a startling proposition that all people have not the right to vote. 
Some claim that this is a natural right. No claim that ever was pre- 
sented is more absurd. The right to votein all countries where it has 
ever been exercised is a matter of mere municipal regulation. It isnot 
a natural rightin any sense, Itis a right bestowed or conferred by law. 

Some claim that citizenship and the right to vote should be identical, 
and that the denial of the right to vote is a denial of citizenship. That 
isnottrue. Thefourteenth amendment of the Constitution defines very 
clearly who are citizens of the United States. All who are born within 
the United States and all aliens who become naturalized are citizens of 
the United States. Thechild but one yearold isas mucha citizen of the 
United States as the man of ninety, both being born here. A woman 
isas much a citizen of the United States as the President himself. 
Citizenship therefore has never been recognized as bestowing upon any 
person or class of persons the right of suffrage. 

I believe that a people’s government—a constitutional, representa- 
tive democracy—is the best government on earth. But, sir, it is a 
delicate and difficult task te maintain such a government. It will 
not do to make suffrage coextensive with citizenship. ‘The idiot and 
the child of tender years are citizens, and yet no one, I presume, will 
contend that either should exercise to any extent the governing power. 
No republican government worthy of the name can long subsist unless 
a decided majority of those in whom is lodged the voice or sovereignty 
of the state are endowed by nature with governing power and pre- 
pared by culture to exercise it, 

The acquiescence of nations for thousands of years in the assertionof 
the divine right of kings to rule over them, and ever since that dogma 
has been exploded a base submission to the rule of one man assisted 
only by a select aristocracy, show how limited are the capacities of 
peoples for self-government. A people’s government in France, which 
has cost an ocean of blood and a mountain of treasure, is but a half- 
way republic, still at the experimental stage, as are those of Mexico 
and the Sonth American republics. 

Our own is the grandest success of any thus far, and yet the United 
States are but one century old, which is not of sufficient duration in 
the lives of nations to put us entirely beyond the experimental stage; 
nevertheless we are so assured of undoubted success that we extend the 
right of suffrage to a million and a half of newly emancipated slaves of 
the African race, totally ignorant of the matters of government and 
never distinguished in the history of the world for capacity to govern 
themselves in a single instance, and newly arrived foreigners, totally 
ignorant of both our language and ourlaws. Under these circumstances, 
ought any one to be surprised at the corrupt practices prevalent in our 
elections throughout the country? The wonder is that there isso little 
corruption. The tree which is tainted with unsoundness and infested 
by insects in its roots can not bear sound fruit. 

Education expels superstition and stupidity; it makes men and 
women shrewder, more inventive, cautious, and wary, but it does not 
make them honest, nor of itself make them safe custodians of gov- 
erning power. It quickens thought and gives subtlety to the reason- 
ing powers; it civilizes and humanizes individuals, but it does not and 
never can bestow upon any race or nation the capacity to govern. 
That depends more upon natural gifts thanculture. Aninborn love of 
liberty, integrity, superior courage, steadiness and fixedness of purpose, 
and a high sense of honor are the characteristics which must exist in 
those orat least a majority of those members of the community, states, 
or nation in which the governing power should be vested, in order to 
secure wise, steady, and beneficent republican government. These 
qualities may be heightened, sharpened, and made more active in the 
school-room, but they are not acquired there; they are god-given. All 
of these qualities are found in women only in rare instances. All of 
these qualities are not at all essential to woman to enable her to fill 
the sphere assigned to her by a wise Creator. 

The high courage and masculine qualities of Joan of Arc, Elizabeth 
of England, and Catherine of Russia command the applause of men, but 
it is the timid, affectionate, effeminate, and confiding womanhood which 
commands our love, makes our hearts and homes happy, produces and 
matures the best and wisest of men. I like a woman who is a woman 
and appreciates the sphere to which God and the Bible have assigned 
her. Ido not likea man-woman. She may be intelligent and full of 
learning, but when she assumes the performance of the rough duties 
and functions assigned by nature to man she becomes rough and tough 
and can no longer be the object of affection. 

The assertion by the advocates of woman suffrage that giving her the 
right to vote will purify elections and make them more honest than if 
men alone exercised the franchise, is but a bald assertion, without any 
facts to supportit. My information, derived from private sources, is 
that in this very Territory of Wyoming elections are quite as corrupt 
as in any other place or section of country in the United States. I am 
told that the buying and selling of votes among the women who vote 
is a common practice. 

That women are better than men in some respects I am proud to 
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concede and assert, but when thrown into the arena of business, its 
conflicting interests and contentions, and matters of government, they 
are no more honest than men; and I do not believe that they could 
ever bring themselves to regard the full measure and gravity of re- 
sponsibility which the right of suffrage should impose, 

In my judgment, woman has a higher sphere, and by nature is not 
adapted to the business of government. This is no denial to herof the 
rights of citizenship, Are not all of her rights as well protected by 
courts and juries, by the law of the land everywhere, as though she 
had the elective franchise? However intelligent women may be, how- 
ever virtuous and good, they are not, in my judgment, proper custo- 
dians of political sovereignty. In the few cases where a limited fran- 
chise has been bestowed upon them it has been simply an experiment. 
Throughout all the ages it has never been considered a safe step to take 
in the affairs of government to make women the repositories of the 
governing power. 

In a neighboring Territory to Wyoming, now the State of Washing- 
ton, woman suffrage was given a fair trial for many years; yet when 
the people of that Territory formed their State constitution they wisely 
rejected it, thereby lifting their women out of the slough of politics 
and restoring them to their own god-given arena. 

The Delegate from Wyomingin his enthusiastic advocacy of woman 
suffrage was not very happy in his citation of her right of suffrage in 
Great Britain. It is quite true that she votes in all elections except 
for members of Parliament, but, sir, it is only when she owns the req- 
uisite amount of property in England. In other than Parliamentary 
elections neither manhood nor womanhood votes. It is property that 
votes; there suffrage and property are yoked together, which is not the 
rule in any of the States of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I do hot hesitate to say that in my judgment the fran- 
chise has been too liberally extended, too liberally, inconsiderately, 
and hastily extended. Should we ever reach universal suffrage this 
Government will become practically a pure democracy, and then the 
days of its existence are numbered. 

Under this clause of the Wyoming constitution making women eligi- 
ble to all offices in this proposed State, how long may it be before a 
woman may be sent here to sit in this body or in the Senate? And 
then you would have the State of Wyoming performing the unparalleled 
act of sending here a representative on this floor who is not a gentle- 
man. [Laughter.] And you wili have tochange your code or change 
the language to be employed by the Speaker; otherwise he would very 
erroneously recognize ‘‘the gentleman from Wyoming.” Her presence 
here would at once suggest the inconvenience of pairing as announced 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. CAREY. I willask the gentleman whether anybody ever sat 
on this floor who was not a gentleman ? 

Mr. OATES. I did notassume that. I hope that itis not the case. 
But in the case I have supposed, if you should send a woman here from 
Wyoming, you would have at least one member here who was not a 
gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. May I ask the gentleman 
from Alabama a question? His line of remark suggests possibly a dif- 
ference of opinion upon a constitutional question. Can the constitu- 
tion or statute of Wyoming determine the qualifications for member- 
ship in this House? In other words, can any provision in the consti- 
tution of Wyoming confer upon a woman the right to sit as a member 
of this House if she has not already that right under the Constitution 
of the United States? 

Mr. OATES. Ifthe Constitution of the United States—I do not re- 
member the exact language—if the Constitution, in prescribing the qual- 
ifications for membership here, uses the term ‘* male citizen,” then, in- 
deed, no clause in the constitution of Wyoming could confer upon a 
woman the right to sit as a Representative in this House, The language 
of the Constitution, if I recollect it, is that a Representative must be a 

rson eligible to the most numerous branch of the General Assembly, 
be twenty-five years old and seven years a citizen. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. No; the gentlemanis mis- 
taken; the language which he cites is the qualification prescribed by 
the Constitution of the United States for the electors of Representatives; 
but the Representatives themselves must have certain constitutional 
qualifications, and those qualifications are prescribed by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. If it were otherwise, if the qualification 
of Representatives were within the control of any State, then there 
might be as many different rales of qualification as there are States. 

Mr. OATES. I will read the clause of the Constitution. It is as 
follows: 

No person shall be a Representative who shall not have attained to the age of 
twenty-five years and been seven years a citizen of the United States, and who 
pata when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was familiar with the pro- 
vision, but what I want to dois to call attention of the gentleman from 
Alabama to this question. The Constitution of the United States pre- 
scribes the qualification of the Representatives in Congress, and no 
provision of the constitution of Wyoming and no statute of Wyoming 


can add to or subtract from those qualifications. And if under the con- 
stitution of Wyoming a woman would be qualified to become a Repre- 
sentative in Congress she is qualified to become a Representative under 
the Constitution of the United States now. 

Mr. OATES. There is noprovision of the Constitution of the United 
States which prevents a woman, on account of her sex, from becoming 
amember of Graton 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Wyoming can not confer it 
upon her if she does not have it under the Constitution of the United 
States, All Wyoming can do is to elect a Representative who at the 
time of the election has the prescribed qualification. 

Mr. OATES. I admit that, and am fully aware that there is noth- 
ing in the qualifications prescribed by the Constitution of the United 
States to prohibit a woman, if she is eligible under the constitution of 
Wyoming. There is nothing in the Constitution of the United States 
to exclude her. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hope my friend from Ala- 
bama will not commit himself to that doctrine, because if Wyoming is 
admitted that exact state of the case may arise. My friend may chooge 
to leave the matter open for him to decide hereafter whether the Con- 
stitution of the United States admits ladies or not as Representatives 
in Congress. -He should not commit himself on that question. 

Mr. OATES. I will tell the gentleman from Kentucky that Iam 
not hedging’against the future. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CAREY. Is there anything in the constitution of Alabama 
which prevents conferring upon women the right of suffrage? 

Mr, OATES. There is. The State constitution limits suffrage to 
certain of its male citizens over twenty-one years of age, but the State 
has the right to change her constitution and enfranchise the women, 
but that will never be done, 

Mr. CAREY. Your State, then, is left to decide the matter for itself, 

Mr. OATES. I have already stated that. 

Mr. Speaker, my line of argument is that women have not been re- 
garded as safe depositaries of the governing power, and, notwithstand- 
ing the respect I have for the ladies, in my judgment they ought not 
to be invested with it. This Territory should not be admitted as a 
State with such a provision in its fundamental law. 

Furthermore, we find in the second paragraph of this section of the 
constitution the following: 

Both male and female citizens of this State shall equally enjoy all civil, politi- 
cal, and religious rights and privileges, 

This not only secures to women the right to vote and hold office, but 
the right to sit on juries, and unless these rights are equally enjoyed 
the proceeding, whatever it may be, will be unconstitutional. 

It seems to me that this clause will bring trouble in their adminis- 
tration of the government. Lord Coke said: ‘‘ These three things the 
law favoreth: life, liberty, and dower.” The right of dower in the 
deceased husband's lands will be stricken down by this provision. It 
completely destroys the marital rights of husband and wife in and to 
each other’s property, and the right to contract in respect thereto is 
completely severed. For all business it completely divorces husband 
and wife. It is a most radical innovation upon both English and Amer- 
ican common law. The wife can contract debts, sell and convey her 
goods and lands without the husband’s sanction, and vice versa. ý 

What is there in the society of Wyoming to require such a wide de- 
parture from rules which have prevailed for centuries in other States 
and communities more populous and quite as intelligent? I believe, 
sir, that it had its origin with certain strong-minded women who over- 
came a lot of weak-minded men. 

Bat this is a matter for the people of the Territory to settle for them- 
selves. It does not matter to Congress how tkey doit: It pertains to 
their domestic affairs. 

My next objection to the admission of this Territory is on account of 
an unusual provision in its constitution in respect to education It is 
also a new departure. I do not think any State has ever been admit- 
ted into the Union with such a provision in itsconstitution. The ninth 
section of it provides: 

The islature shall make such further provision, by taxation or otherwise, 
as with the income arising from the general school fund will create and main- 
tain a thorough and efficient system of public schools adequate to the proper 
instruction of all the youth of the State between the ages of six and twent 
one years free of charge; and in view of such provision so made, the 
ture shall uire that every child of sufficient physical and mental ability shall 
attend a pab ic school during the period between six and eighteen years for a 
time equivalent to three years, unless educated by other means. 

This is the first instance in this country of compulsory education. 
That does not accord with the spirit of free institutions, and I am op- 
posed to this constitution for that reason, I am in favor of offering 
fair educational facilities to the people of every section of this country. 
I believe it to be the duty and the interest of the State to educate the 
mind of the State to the extent of the primary branches, but I do not 
believe in the principle of compulsory education. It seems to answer 
very well for the Empire of Germany, but I do not wish to see it 
planted in free America, 

Sir, Iam not an iconoclast. I believe in conservatism. I would 
offer to the parents of children the inducement of free education for 


` 


, 


~ 


. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARoH 26, 


their children, and leave the responsibility on them for a failure to give 
their children the advantages afforded by this great benefaction; but I 
would never present to the son or the daughter the spectacle of the father 
ormother, one or both, arraigned before a court to be tried for the offense 
of failing to send their children to school and to have the children 
dragged into court and sworn as witnesses against their parents. 

Such a thing is revolting, harsh, and unnatural, and utterly un- 
American in principle. It is a long stride in the direction of paternal 
government. The truly democratic and American principle of govern- 
ment is, as applied to both State and nation, to govern the people no 
‚further by law than is essential to the maintenance of good order and 
the administration of justice. 

Let American institutions remain as free asthe air we breathe. The 
State should never invade the household and undertake to regulate its 
domestic affairs. But there is no connting for the radical invention and 
innovations of the people who compose the Republican party. Com- 
pulsory education is an importation from the Empire of Germany or 
China. Our protective-tariff advocates should long ago have put a duty 
on it which would totally exclude it from our shores, 

Se arpa 29 of the bill of rights of the Wyoming constitution declares 
that— 


No distinction shallever be made by law between resident aliens and citizens 
as to the possession, taxation, enjoyment, and descent of property, 


This is in direct contravention of the public policy of the United 
States. It is an invitation to the lords and capitalists of Europe to buy 
large tracts of land in Wyoming, as they have done in some other of the 
Statesand Territories. Such persons now own more than 25,000,000 of 
acresin large bodies of lands in the United States. 

But a few years ago Congress passed a law prohibiting any alien from 
soquiring title to any land in any of the Territories or the District of 
Columbia, and did not extend the act to the States because some of the 
members of the House doubted the constitutional power of Congress to 
extend the provisions of the bill so far. I had the honor to introduce 
into this House the first bill of this character, and have introduced one 
at the present session, which I intend to press to consideration if possi- 
ble, because i believe in the necessity for it and that Congress has full 
constitutional power to pass an act prohibiting aliens from acquiring 
title to lands in any of the States of the Union. But Wyoming de- 
clares agains? such policy in her fundamental law. 

All the panaon in this constitution I have read with great care, 
many of which I commend, but these three are the most objectionable, 
and are of themselves sufficient to require me to vote against the bill to 
admit this Territory into the Union of States. 

Now, I ask the attention of the House to another point. This bit! 
makes ex ly liberal grants of the public lands to the State, to be 
selected by the State. I was not surprised when I heard the Delegate 
from that Territory say that the people under this constitution could 
run their State government much more cheaply than almost any other 
State in the Union, or certainly with less expense than any other of 
the new States. One reason of that is manifestly the exceedingly lib- 
eral provisions made in the bill, which exempt the people from any 
taxation whatever for the erection of the public buildings, or for the 
erection of any of the buildings for public institutions of the State, or 
for the maintenance of a magnificent system of schools. 

The fourth section of the bill grants sections numbered 16 and 36 in 
every township of the State for public schools, which is the usual grant 
in thenewStates and isentirely free from objection. Theseventh section 
of the bill, in concord with the other and in accord with the precedents 
heretofore established, grants 5 per cent. of the sales of the public lands 
to the State for educational porpora. Thesixth section of the bill grants 
fifty sections of the public ldnds within the State for the purpose of the 
erection of public buildings at the capital of theState. Thereis another 
grant further on in the bill for the same purpose, to which I shall ae 
ently refer. Section 8 grants seventy-two sections of land for a State 
university and one section forafish hatchery. The ninth section of the 
bill reads as follows: 

Seo. 9, That the penitentiary at Laramie City, Wyo., and all lands connected 
therewith and set apart and reserved therefor, and the personal pro; y of the 
United States now being in the Territory of Wyomin and which been in 
use in the said Territory in the administration of the Territorial government, 
including books and recorda, and the property used at the constitutional con- 
vention which convened at Cheyenne in the month of September, 1889, are 


hereby granted and donated and unexpended appropriations of money there- 
for are hereby granted and donated to the State PP Wyoming. 


That is comparatively free from objection, but I cite it to show the 
extent of the grant. As to the number of acres covered by the words 
“all lands connected therewith” we are not informed. Section 10 
donates 90,000 acres of the public land for an agricultural college. The 
first ph of section 11 grants 30,000 acres in lieu of swamp and 
overflowed lands. I do not suppose that there is an acre of swamp or 
Atenas land, properly belonging to that classification, in that Ter- 

tory. 

Me McADOO. Will the gentleman allow me a question just here ? 

Mr. OATES. Letme get through with theland-grant question first, 
unless it pertains to this part of the subject. 

Mr. McADOO. It does. I wish to inquire if there is any limit fixed 


in the bill as to the purchase of these lands—the quantity that may be 
purchased by any one person. 

Mr, OATES. ‘There is a limit as to the price. None of it is to be 
sold for less than $10 per acre. 

Mr. MCADOO. Butcan the purchaser buy a thonsand acres or more 
if he sees fit? 

Mr. OATES. One purchaser ean buy the whole of it under this bill. 
It may be bought by a syndicate of foreign capitalists. 

Mr. McADOO, Thatisit. There is no limit, then? 

Mr. OATES. No, sir; only in price. 

Then by the same section there is a further grant for the insane 
asylum, 30,000 acres; for penal, reform, or educational institutions in 
course of construction in Carbon County, 30,000 acres; for the peni- 
tentiary in Albany County, 30,006 acres; for the fish-hatchery in Al 
County, 5,000 acres; for the deaf, dumb, and blind asylum in Laramie 
County, 30,000 acres; for the poor-farm in Fremont County, 10,000 
acres; for a hospital for miners who shall become disabled or incapaci- 
tated to labor while working in the mines of the State, 30,000. 

I never knew before that miners were to receive any kind of pension 
from the State. That is a new departure. They are to be provided 
with a home out of the bounty of the United States, Why should they 
be thus provided for while hundreds of thousands of old, tired, worn- 
out farmers, broken down by honest toil on the surface instead of un- 
der the ground, are not provided for? For public buildings at the cap- 
ital of the State, in addition to those hereinbefore granted for that 
purpose, 75,000 acres; for State charitable, educational, penal, and re- 
formatory institutions, 260,000 acres, making a total of 500,000 acres; 
provided ihat none of the lands granted by this act shall be sold for 
less than $10 per acre. 

These grants under this bill aggregate a total, according to my cal- 
culation, of 663,080 acres. None of this is to be sold for less than $10 

r acre, making a contribution to this new State of $6,630,800 in 
and. All of it may be sold to a single individual, even though a for- 
eigner; there is no restriction as to the quantity that may be pur- 
chased or as to the purchaser, but only as to the price. I think that 
is a very objectionable feature of the bill. The grant is enormous in 
extent and without restriction except as to price. 
ae OMEN Will the gentleman permit me a question just 

ere ; 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do I understand the gentleman to mean six hun- 
dred and odd thousand acres in addition to the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections granted for school purposes ? 

Mr. OATES. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is in addition to that? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir, and in addition to the 5 per cent. to be paid 
the State on sales of lands made by the United States. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Whatis to become of the remainder of the land, 
if there is any left? 

Mr. OATES, I suppose the remainder, if there is any leț fit for 
cultivation, will be bought by the Grangers and Alliance people. 

According to the report of the committee the Territory contains about 
62,000,000 acres, Of this about 4,000,000 are arable and sufficiently 
watered to be capable of cultivation, 

The State, having the selection, of course would take the lands 
granted by this bill from these, the choicest and best, and, while the 
grant restricts the State to sell for not less than $10 per acre, the bill 
does not fix any maximum, and the State may sell for $50 or $100 per 
acre these valuable agricultural lands, which would give her an enor- 
mous, a princely amount for her schools, penitentiaries, state-house, 
poor-farm, miners’ home, and fish hatcheries. 

Of the remaining 58,000,000 acres, about ten or twelve million more 
are susceptible of cultivation when provision is made for their proper 
irrigation, but this will require a vast expenditure of money, which, 
no doubt, the United States will be called upon to make from their 
Treasury. And if may be that this object has had a potential influ- 
ence in silencing within the Territory opposition to statehood under 
this constitution, bad as it is. 

Forty-six millions of acres within this Territory are arid and unfit for 
cultivation, adapted only to grazing and stock-raising. Ido not know 
whether the Yellowstone National Park is included or excluded from 
the computation. 

Now, one other point, Mr. Speaker, and I am done—I do not intend 
to elaborate this argument—and that is, in respect to the political as- 
pect of this measure. I find on an examination of the report of the 
committee no information as to the population, and I am utterly unable 
to learn what the present population of the Territory is. There is no 
official data upon which to determine positively. It is only set forth 
as.a matter of opinion based on the number of votes polled, which is 
a very uncertain, indefinite, and unreliable method of determining the 
population. I find in all of the nine Territories at the date of the last 
census the population of this was the smallest. It amounted in the 
total to 20,789 souls, and was divided as follows, namely: Males, 14,152; 
females, 6,637; natives, 14,939; foreign,5,850; white, 19,437; colored, 298, 
and about 140 Indians. And just here I will remark in passing that 
this grant of land under the constitution forthe university and for pub- 
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lic schools is to be used equally for students of both sexes, irrespect- 
ive of race or color. 

Now, while I do not object to offering equal facilities for people of 
the colored race with those ted to the white people, Ido not know 
how it isin Wyoming, but down in my country both races would pre- 
fer having the benefits of public education in separate schools. But 
that is a matter of taste, and it is for the people out there to determine. 
Mixing promiscuously seems to please them. If they so prefer and 
desire mixed schools, I have no objection. And I presume, in view of 
the provision of the constitution conferring suffrage on women, that they 
have also stricken down any restriction or difference on account of 
race, color, previous or present condition. 

In this same connection, in respect to the population, I find that the 
next bill to be considered for the admission of a Territory as a State is 
that of the next smallest, Idaho, which, according to the census of 
1880, contained but 32,610 of population. 

I find at the same time that the Territory of Utah contained 143,963, 
and New Mexico 119,565, and Arizona 40,440. To my mind it is 
passing strange (but we all know how much party polities creeps into 
these things) that a Territory with the smallest population should be 
presented for admission first. The policy of our friends on the other 
side of this Chamber evidently is to admit the Territories which are 
surely Republican first, and then, as to the admission of the others, 
which are probably Democratic, why they will just go and sit down 
and think abont it, and see whether they will let them in or not. This 
is a most unfair political advantage, which gentlemen may think it is 
right to take, but I can not see the justice of it. Patriotism requires 
the true interests of the country at large to be considered rather than 
mere party ascendency. 

I believe in the principle of admitting Territories whenever they pre- 
sent themselves for admission with a proper constitution and havea suf- 
ficient population. I do not believe in keeping people in a Territorial 
condition after they have a sufficient population to entitle them toa 
Representative upon the basis of representation adopted by the Congress. 

Now, our past experience does not guaranty such a basis as present 
in this Territory. We have no official information that they have any 
such number. In fact, itis not claimed by the Delegate in his able 
presentation of the case of his Territory that they have a suflicient 
population now to entitle them to a member of this House. I believe 
the gentleman claimed that they have only about 100,000, and 155,- 
000 is the present basis for representation. > It is quite certain that 
Wyoming has less than the requisite number, on which it is proposed, 
merely for partisan advantages, to give her one member of this House 
and two Senators. 

The census is now being taken. If that Territory has sufficient popu- 
lation to give it representation in Congress, why is it any hardship to 
postpone action upon it for a short time only, until the census shall be 
taken, which will be an official ascertainment of its population? It 
seems to me itis not. It has occurred to me that the haste which is 
now being made for its admission is suspicious and perhaps fraudulent; 
and the same remark would apply to other Territories which arestriv- 
ing for statehood and are not shown by the last census to have sufficient 
population. Nor is it any guaranty that this Territory will have suf- 
ficient population induced and encouraged to immigrate to it from the 
fact of admission; such has not been the history of States admitted with 
a small population heretofore in all cases, 

I refer to the State of Nevada, which I believe to-day has a smaller 
population than it had when admitted into the Union. The census 
shows that there are but 62,260 persons within that State. This Ter- 
ritory is in close proximity*to Nevada. Its lands are similar to those 
of Nevada, and we all know are mountainous and arid plains and in- 
capable of occupancy to any greatextent. Had we not better have the 
satisfaction which the census now being taken would afford? 

Ah! but the friends of the measure fear the revelation which that 
census will make. The Republicans might lose their opportunity of 
further packing the Senate. They are now hedging against tariff re- 
vision and other necessary and reformatory legislation which. the peo- 
ple of this country will demand and have at an early day. 

The new census would give us certain, unerring, and unmistakable 
proof of the sufficiency of the population of this Territory if they have 
it. Why, then, urge its admission to-day? Why not postponeit until 
next session of this Congress, if you want it admitted only on its mer- 
its? The same voting power will be here, with perhaps a slight in- 
crease over what it is now. There is no likelihood of the Committee 
on Elections breaking down, judging from the work they have donein 
the past two months. 

I am in favor, Mr. Speaker, as I have said, of the admission of every 
Territory, when it comes with a properconstitution and a sufficient popu- 
lation, without regard toits political complexion. I am notin favor of 
that policy which on account of the politics of their voting population 
leaves out of the Union and refuses admission to Territories that have 
a sufficient population to entitle them toa Representative here. It 
is not only unwise, but absolutely unjust to deny admission to Terri- 
tories which have sufficient population, because they are Democratic, 
and to make haste to admit those containing the very smallest popula- 
tion, because they are surely Republican. 


Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has fifteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. OATES. I yield that to the gentleman from Tennessee Pirr. 
WASHINGTON]. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Before the gentleman takes his seat I would be 
glad to ask him a single question, if his time can be extended. 

Mr. OATES. Ifyou do not take up too much time, I will answer a 
question. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I sympathize very much with the 
argument made by the gentleman from Alabama. I do not like the 
suffrage clause of this constitution. 

Mr. OATES. Iam glad to hear it. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I would not vote for it in a constitution of my 
own or any other State. Ido not know how I shall vote to-morrow, 
but my inclination is to vote against the bill. 

Mr. McADOO, Good. 

Mr. DUNNELL. But the gentleman let drop one remark that I 
did not quite understand. He said in regard to suffrage that “‘ when 
we became a pure democracy the days of the Republic were ended.” 
What did the gentleman mean? 

Mr. OATES. Imeant tosay that, ifthe time comes, as I fear it may, 
in the course of events, that universal suffrage, unlimited suffrage, 
shall be given to all people inhabitants of this country, our Govern- 
ment will break to pieces of its own weight, will become corrupt and 
go to pieces. I have asdeepan interest in the preservation of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States as any man and for the perpetuution of 
the blessings it has bestowed upon our people, and I hope for it, above 
everything else in political life, perpetuation in its purity as the fathers 
made it, for the dissemination of blessings to the people. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman gave no reason why he enter- 
tained the opinion that the days of the Republic were ended when we 
had a pure democracy. In the universality of democracy I confess for 
m, I have no fears of the Republic because of universal suffrage. . 
have more fear of it in the line of corruption than of universal suf- 


Mr. OATES. The two are inseparable. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Not necessarily. 

Mr. OATES. In my opinion they are. We have more trouble 
from a too extended su now than from any other cause. There 
is complaint of corruption in elections from one end of our country to 
the other, and the more the suffrage is extended the more corruption 
will there be in our elections. I do not believe that every inhabitant 
of the country ought to be enfranchised and allowed to vote. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I shall not consume the time 
of the House in discussing the propriety of the admission of Wyoming 
as a State on the basis of its population or on the amount of the wealth 
which it may be able to show by statistics which have been prepared 
with the greatest care by those who are interested in making the best 
showing possible for that Territory. 

At the outset I will grant that heretofore there has not been, either 
by statutory provision or by precedent, any rule established which gov- 
erns or fixes the number of people that must be in a Territory before it 
can properly apply for admission into the Union or which fixes the re- 
sources and the wealth of such a Territory beyond the presumed and 
implied ability of the people to bear the.expense and burden of a State 
government. In support of this statement I publish the following 
table, showing the population of several of the States at the date of ad- 
mission, to wit: 


This will show in each an average population of about 60,000, The 
Delegate from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] and others who appeared before 
the Committee on Territories state that they believe the population of 


Wyoming to be about 125,000 at this time. From other sources con- 
sidered reliable, I am told that the population will not exceed 75,000, 
less than half the number required to elect a member of Congress un- 
der the present apportionment. 

There has been a great fluctuation in the votes cast at different times. 
In 1888 there were cast 18,210 votes, in 1886 only 9,377, while in 1884 
the returns showed 12,820. Iam unable to explain these facts unless 
the population is constantly shifting. 

In the matter of actual and assessable wealth I will quote the table 
and showing of the Delegate, who says: 
$11,257 on {a 1550 Bnd to § 1°900,000 in 1 1S9 and this: Maori, pan wl acy in the 


live-stock assessment of $5,000,000 in 1583-89. ‘The actual wealth of the Territory 
is not less than four times the assessable wealth. 
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By way of illustration I need but call attention to the difference between the 
assessed and actual value of three or four kinds of property in the Territory: 


Actual value. | Assessed value. 


The railroad aA AOA ES 
Irrigation works eet d improvements 
Live-stock. 


Improved farms and ranches a 

Developed es. a 

Churches and schools, county, city, and Terri- 
Cordnd Property ccc. incccs scenes cnccesssesée sosnsmavseosonte| 


But to be certain let us call theactual wealth of Wyoming $100,000,- 
000. From this it will be seen, if the estimates are correct, how ten- 
derly they treat the great land grant railroad corporations, whose 
property of $35,000,000 is only assessed at $6,163,000, and how ex- 
ceedingly liberal they are with the millionaire mine-owners, many of 
whom no doubt are the rich and titled nabobs of Europe, whose mines, 
estimated at $15,000,000, are not assessed at all. But, sir, this isa Re- 

ublican Territory! Itis to be hoped that if it shall be admitted as a 
Btate the people will inaugurate a new system and transfer some of the 
burdens of taxation from the backs of the farmers and laborers to rail- 
roads and mines. 

I do not believe in holding rich and populous Territories in a state 
of tutelage or dependence. I believe firmly in the right of local self- 
government, I believe, as was announced by Chief-Justice Taney (in 
19 Howard, 446) that all territory acquired by the United States was 
“acquired to become a State, and not to be held as a colony and gov- 

by Congress by absolute authority;’’ that ‘* Territorial govern- 
ments are organized as matters of necessity, because the people are too 
few in number and scant in resources to maintain a State government,” 
“ are contrary to the spirit of our American Constitution,” and ‘‘are 
to be tolerated and continued only so long as that necessity exists.” 

When a Territory reaches this point it should be admitted to allthe 
rights of statehood in the Union of States without regard to the politics 
or party affiliation of its people. Any other view than this is narrow, 
partisan, and ve Sega I am ready now to vote for the admission 
of all the remaining Territories, including Utah, provided such consti- 
tutional and legal provisions are made as will forever settle the ques- 
tions arising out of Mormonism and the practice of bigamy and polyg- 
amy in conformity with the laws of the United States. 

The majority comprising the Republican members of the Committee 
on Territories appear to be acting on a different theory. Of the four 
Territories, Wyoming, Idaho, New Mexico, and Arizona, asking admis- 
sion, they have taken up and are pressing Wyoming, which in point of 
population and resources is least worthy of them all. They have favor- 
ably reported and placed on the Calendar a bill for the admission of 
Idaho. Both of these are considered by them to be safely Republican. 
New Mexico, with far greater wealth and nearly four times the popu- 
lation, and Arizona, equally worthy with Wyoming and Idaho, appeal 
in vain for recognition. They have eacha Democratic Delegate repre- 
senting them on this floor. Further comment is unnecessary. 

Witha population of from 70,000 to 125,000; with estimated tax values 
of $100,000,000; with a good showing for schools and colleges; with 
railroad, banking, and other business facilities, the people of Wyoming 
believe they are able to assume statehood, and I, for one, am unwill- 
ing to deny it to them on the ground that they vote the Republican 
ticket, The chief requirement is that they come with a constitution 
gong og a government republican in form and one which has been 

amed, promulgated, and adopted in a regular manner. 

Sir, the convention which framed the constitution on which it is pro- 
posed to admit this Territory was not called in accordance with any law 
of Congress or the Territorial Legislature and had no legal sanction 
whatever. As the memorial which I hold in my hand states, the boards 
of county commissioners of seven-tenths of the counties in the Territory 
of Wyoming adopted resolutions requesting the governor, chief-justice, 
and secretary to divide the Territory into delegate districts and call an 
election for delegates to a constitutional convention. Only seven out 
of the ten counties took this action. The governor issued his procla- 
mation on the 3d day of June. The election was held on the second 
Monday of July, and the convention assembled at Cheyenne, the capi- 
tal of the Territory, on the first Monday in September. The convention 
should have consisted of 55 delegates. Several counties were never 
represented at all. Many of those who attended the opening afterward 
absented themselves, and on the 30th of September the convention 
adjourned sine die. Only 39 of the delegates out of 55 signed and pro- 
mulgated this abortive constitution. 

On the 5th day of November, just thirty-five days after it was pro- 
mulgated, the people were called upon to vote for the adoption of this 
constitution. The Terrilory of Wyoming is equal in area to the States 
of Delaware, New Jersey, Kentucky, and New York combined. In 
pees para the settlements are widely scattered and communication 


ngly difficult. 

Several days must have elapsed after the convention adjourned be- 
fore any authenticated copy of the proposed constitution could be put 
in circulation. In the limited time, therefore, between the submission 


and the vote it was impossible for the people to obtain any correct idea 
of its provisions. No wonder the voters failed to materialize on the 
day of the election. 

The whole number of votes cast on the question of ratifying the con- 
stitution was 8,195, of which 6,272 were cast in favor of the constitu- 
tion and 1,923 were cast againstit. At the election for Delegate in 
Congress, November, 1888, just one year prior to this election, there 
were cast in the aggregate for Delegate in Congress 18,010 votes. This 
was the largest vote ever cast in the Territory. In 1886 the total vote 
for Delegate was only 9,377; but in 1884 a larger vote was polled, 
namely, 12,820. The increase in the vote between 1884 and 1888 was 
5,190. This increase shows about 1,297 votes each year on the average. 
Assuming a like between 1888 and 1889, there should have been 
19,307 votes cast if all the voters in the Territory had voted at the time 
the constitution was submitted. Thus it will be seen that less than 
one-third of the voters of the State went to the polls November last and 
voted for this constitution. 

There is nothing here or elsewhere to show how many of these votes 
were tast by women. It is said there are a large number of Mormons 
in Wyoming; thatthe women largely outnumber the men. Ifthatbeso, 
no doubt more women than men voted for my friend Mr. CAREY, when 
he was elected. [Laughter. ] 

Just here I would like to ask the gentlemen on the other side, why 
they do not put into this constitution the clause disfranchising every 
Mormon voter whocan not take an oath that he neither believes in 
nor practices polygamy. They have put itin the constitution of Idaho 
and are trying to force it into the constitution for New Mexico. Why 
not treat all Mormons alike? For the very evident reason that the Mor- 
mons in Wyoming are sup to vote the Republican ticket. His 
politics will determine the amount of toleration which the other side 
will extend to the religion and practices of the Mormon. But to re- 
turn to the subject. 

This election was irregular. It was not called in compliance with 
nor held by, authority of law. No person who voted illegally could 
have been prosecuted and no election officer was liable in case of mak- 
ing fraudulentreturns. It has been reported to us that in many places 
the election was looked upon asa farce. I have information that in 
one town in Crook County 300 votes were cast for the constitution in 
the back room of a saloon and were put into a cigar-box by three men, 
and that one of them, after casting nearly 300 ballots marked ‘‘Yes,’’ 
for the constitution, said, ‘‘ Boys, I am d——d tired of voting for the 
same man all the time. I am going to vote for the other fellow,” and 
accordingly dropped in 7 votes *‘ No.” 

Mr. CAREY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAREY. I wish the gentleman would tell us what evidence 
he has to sustain his statements. I should think his side of the House 
would be the last to talk about cigar-boxes and ballot-boxes; but I de- 
sire to say that I think the election with reference to the adoption of 
this constitution was absolutely pure. Now, if the gentleman has any 
evidence to the contrary he ought to produce it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, I make the assertion on a newspaper article, 
which, I presume, is entitled to as much credibility and conveys fully 
as much truth and justice as do those pr tbc ss articles that are quoted 
on this floor from the partisan press from time to time concerning af- 
fairs in certain portions of this Union, especially in relation to occur- 
rences in the section whence I come. I will read the article to which 
Ireferred. It appeared in the editorial columns of the Sundance Ga- 
i published in Crook County, Wyoming, immediately after the 

ection: 1 
THE “BANNER TOWN" OF CROOK COUNTY. 


One of the a ents used before the Legislature in favor of Weston Count; 
is that Newcastle is the banner town of Crook County, and the three hundred- 
odd votes credited to Newcastle at the constitutional election are pointed to with 
great pride as proof of the assertion. We should think that that particular elec- 
tion would be given a wide berth, ly by Newcastlers. There was no 
election there on that day, but three persons, each of whom we could name, 
went into a back room and condu a cigar-box election. No one clse was 
present, and these men marked the tickets and dropped them into the slot of the 
cigar-box. How 7 votes came to be cast st the constitution arose from the 
fact that one of the parties, after nearly all the tickets had been cast, exclaimed, 
“Dm d—d tired of voting for the same man all the time; I’m going to vote for 
the otherfellow,.” And heaccordingly dropped in7 votes with “* Yes ” scratched 
out, 

The cigar-box, the ballots, and a tally-sheet giving the result were sent here, 
the same canyassed at this point, and with the other, but bona-fide returns for- 
warded to Cheyenne, where they were duly recorded. And that is how New- 
castle came to be the “ banner town ™ of Crook County. The above particulars 
were related to us by one of the trio who conducted the cigar-box election, and 
a gentleman whose word is as good as gold, As there was no color of l ty 
about the election in Crook County, the scheme was devised and carried out 
more in a spirit of levity than POENI MD it was not thought the returns 
would be forwarded to Cheyenne and ea part of the record. 


I consider that pretty good eang Pong froma Wyoming paper. 
But to return; the Delegate from Wyoming in his statement before 
the committee claimed that the vote at the election next November 
(1890) would be at least 23,000. Assuming that to be true, knowing 
that 18,272 votes were cast in 1888, it seems manifestly unjust that a 
minority of 6,272 votes should force a constitution containing so many 

objectionable features on this le. 
reason assigned for the hight vote is that the day preceding the 


1890. 
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election mse snow-storm raged and the nextday was exceedingly 
cold. To what vain subterfuges, alas, will men resort when in desperate 
straits! The Signal Service weather reports show that on the 4th and 
5th of November, 1889, the day preceding and the day of the election, 
the mercury ranged from 1° or 2° to 25° or 30° above zero and the rain 
and snow fall amounted toa fraction of an inch. Such was the inclem- 
ency of the weather which kept 12,000 voters, male and female, from the 
polls when the very charterand guaranty of their rights, privileges, and 
immunities was being voted upon. Why, sir, not even the danger and 
rigor of a Dakota blizzard would have kept these people from the polls 
had they known and understood the provisions of this constitution or 
had they looked upon it as other than a farce and a fraud? I can not 
make myself believe that they ever dreamed that the schemers after 
statehood could induce even the reckless Republican majority in this 
House to breathe the breath of life into this bastard instrument. 

What the Democratic minority of the Committee on Territories ask 
is that the bill under consideration be amended so as to send this con- 
stitution back to the people of Wyoming with certain amendments pro- 
posed and submit the constitution with these amendments to a vote of 
the qualified male voters of the Territory at the regular election next 
November. This will do no injustice to the people; it will not delay 
the admission beyond the assembling of Congress next December. It 
will give an opportunity for a full and free diseussion and for intelligent 
action, and will enable the people of Wyoming to say whether they 
wish to come into the Union with the right guarantied to women to 
vote and to hold office. 

My chief objection to the hasty admission of Wyoming at this time 
and under this bill is based on my opposition to Article VI, sections 1 
and 2, of the proposed constitution, which are as follows: 

ARTICLE No. VI. 
SUFFRAGE, 

Secrion 1. The rights of citizens of the State of Wyoming to vote and hold 
office shall not be denied or abridged on account of sex. male and female 
fee ysis af this State shall equally enjoy all civil, political, and religious rights 
pay tn 2. Eray citizen of the United States of the age of twenty-one rs and 
upwards, who has resided in the State or Territory one year and in the county 
wherein such residence is located sixty days next baraa ron any election, shall 
be entitled to vote at such election, except as herein otherwise provided. 

These sections grant and confirm to women the right to vote at all 
elections and to be eligible to and to hold any office within the gift of 
the people of that Territory or State, as it may be. In no State in the 
Union to-day does woman have the unrestricted right to vote and hold 
office. Several States have conferred the right to hold offices up to a 
certain grade and to vote in certain elections, I shall not discuss the 
advisability of such a course further than to say that I am unalterably 
opposed to female suffrage in any form. It can only result in the end 
in unsexing and degrading the womanhood of America. It is emphat- 
ically a reform against nature, 

In the case of Wyoming, I maintain that the Legislature of that Ter- 
ritory never had the constitutional right or authority to confer suf- 
frage on women. The law granting it was passed by the Territorial 
Legislature several years ago and has never been tested in the courts, 
but, being in conflict with the law of Congress creating the Territory, 
it is, inmy judgment, to-day clearly unconstitutional. The act 
by Congress creating a Territory and establishing over it a Territorial 


form of government is to that Territory what the constitution is to the 
State, the Territorial Legislature in its enactments can not transcend 
the power granted by Congress in the organic act. 


e act passed July 25, 1868, entitled ‘‘An act to provide a tempo- 
rary government for the Territory of Wyoming,” reads as follows: 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That every male citizen of the United States 
above the age of twenty-one years and oer pron rsons who shall have de- 
clared their intention to become citizens of the United States, who shall have 
been a resident of the said Territory at the time of the passage of this act, shall 
be entitled to vote at the first and all subsequent elections in the Territory, and 
shall be eligible to hold any office in said Territory; and the Legislative Assem- 
bly shall not atany time dge the right of suffrage or to hold office on account 
of the race, color, or previous condition of servitude of any resident of the Ter- 
mio Loney That the right of suffrage and of holding office shall be exer- 

only by citizens of the United States and those who shall have declared 

on oath before a competent court of record their intention to become such and 

Herrin A onpas an oath to support the Constitution and Government of the 
es. 


From this section it will be seen that Congress limited suffrage to 
‘every male citizen,” as it had a right to do. 

By turning to the Statutes at Large for 1853, we find that section 5 
of the act passed March 2, 1853, entitled ‘‘An act to establish the Ter- 
ritorial government of Washington,” reads as follows : 

Sec, 5. That every white male inhabitant above the age of twenty-one years 
who shall have been a resident of said Territory at the time of the of 
this act and shall possess the qualifications hereinafter prescribed l be en- 
titled to vote at the first election, and shall be alpine to any office within the 
said Territory; but the qualifications of voters and of holding office at all subse- 

nent elections shall be such as shall be prescribed by the Legislative Assembly; 
Provided, That the right of suffrage and of holding office shall be exe: only 
by citizens of the United States above the age of twenty-one years and those 
above that B who shall have declared on oath their intention to become 
such and s have taken an oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States and the provisions of this act, etc. 


This section is almost identical, word for word, with section 5 of the 
act organizing the Territory of Wyoming, except thatin the latter the 
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word ‘‘ white” male citizen was omitted, owing to the adoption in the 
mean time of the thirteenth and fourteenth amendments. 

Mr, MOREY. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I would rather not be interrupted just now, 
as my time is limited. 

Mr. MOREY. I only wished to call the gentleman’s attention to a 
section of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, the Territory of Wash- 
ington enacted a Jaw similar to that of Wyoming, authorizing female 
suffrage. That law was finally submitted to the adjudication of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Washington; and the supreme judge 
of that Territory declared that it was contrary to the act creating the 
Territory and therefore unconstitutional. He held that no Territorial 
Legislature can go beyond the powers conferred or the grants contained 
in the act forming the Territory, and I think he held correctly. There- 
fore, female suffrage disappeared in the Territory of Washington; and 
in my humble judgment it has no more right to exist in the Territory 
of Wyoming than it had in Washington. 

Now, I presume the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MOREY] was going 
to cite section 610 ot the Revised Statutes, 

Mr, MOREY. No, sir; I desired to call the gentleman’s attention 
to section 1860 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Yes, sir; I haye examined that section. In 
the very case to which I have referred the argument was made that 
section 1860 conferred upon the Territorial Legislature of Washington 
authority to pass an act giving women the right to vote, and the judge 
overruled the point. It has been expressly declared by the highest 
tribunal of Washington Territory that female suffrage was contrary to 
the organic act; and I insist that it is equally contrary to the organic 
act of Wyoming Territory. I will read you what the court said, all 
three judges assen I quote from Washington Territory Reports, 
volume 3, page 617, Bloomer rs. Todd et al.: 

The organic act-of the Territory, in this respect, furnishes a constitutional 
limitation beyond which the ture of the Territory can not rightly pro- 
ceed. Con created Territorial governments, and furnished the rule of con- 
duct by which the government is to exist, and provided the limitations to each 
branch thereof. lution, of course, must not be in conflict with the laws of 
Congress, under and by which it is organized and the power to 1 ate is 
granted, and the rules enacted by Congres limitthe power of the Le ture to 
make laws, * * * The privilege of voting is not a natural right, but a priy- 
ilege conferred by law. It may be limited or enlarged by the Legislature within 
its own constitutional limitation of power. 

Section 5, quoted above, provided, first, thatat the first election held in this Ter- 
ritory every white male inhabitant above the age of twenty-one, etc. * * è 
and it is manifest that but for this act of Congress the right to vote at such elec 
tion would not have existed at all. Itis, therefore, a privilege conferred upon 
the class named by that act. It is to be noted also it is conferred expressl 
upon “every white male inhabitant above the age of twenty-one years.” Had it 
been the pleasure of Con , the act might have limited it simply to male in- 
habitants or have extended it to persons under twenty-one years of age and 
not have limited it to males, 

The same section provides further that the qualification of voters and of office- 
holders at all su uent elections shall be such as shall be fps Te by the 
Legislative Assembly, “Provided, That the right of suffrage and of holding office 
shall be exercised’ only by citizens of the United States above the age of twenty- 
one years and those above that age who shall have declared on oath their in- 
tention to become such and shall have taken an oath to support the Consti- 
tution of the United States and the provisions of this act.” These latter poe 
ions in the act of Congress might have been omitted entirely and the privilege 
of voting remain vested in the white male inhabitant, without reference to citi- 
zenship or other qualification whatever, the words “ white male inhabitant” 
being words of limitation as well as words granting the privilege of suffrage 
and of holding office. X 

I think this decision isa full answer tothe gentleman. I grant that 
if Wyoming was a State she could in her constitution extend suffrage 
to all of her citizens without regard to sex. All the States have that 
right. A case involving this point has been decided by the Supreme 
Courtof the United States. It is found in 21 Wallace, page 162, Minor 
vs. Happersett. Chief-Justice Waite rendered the decision. He held 
that it was competent for the State of Missouri in its constitution to 
restrict suffrage to ‘‘male citizens;’’ that women were citizens of the 
United States to sue and be sued, to hold property, ete., but that suf- 
frage did not belong to them as a right. The possession of that privi- 
lege in one State did not confer it on women in those States where the 
constitution of the State denied it or was silent on the subject. At the 
time of the adoption of the Constitution by the original thirteen States 
female suffrage existed in only one of them, and that was New Jersey. 

Female suffrage has been much lauded of late as the only means left 
to purify the ballot and to elevate politics. No man has a higher re- 
gard or a greater respect for woman in her proper and natural sphere 
than I have; but, sir, I maintain that, when she assumes to exercise 
the elective franchise, throws herself into the whirlpool of politi 
takes part in ward meetings and partisan conventions, is pulled an 
hauled about the polls by ‘‘heelers’’ and ‘* bummers,’’ and becomes a 
campaign orator, instead of refining and elevating politics, she will 
be from her high estate and sink to the general level of what 
some choose to call political infamy. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I suppose the infamy is with the male sex. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Not entirely; else why did New Jersey give 
up female suffrage? Iwill read youthe act passed November 16, 1807, 
by her Legislature. The preamble of that act recites: 

Whereas doubts have been raised pe diversities in practice obtained 
throughout the State in regard to the m of aliens, females, and persons 
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to the mode of ascer- 
to estate; and 


of color, or negroes, to vote in elections, as also in 


taining the qualifications of voters in respect 

Whereas it is highly necessary to the safety, quiet, order, and dignity 

of the State to clear up the said doubts by an act of the representatives of the 

ple, declaratory to the true sense and meaning of the constitution, and to 
| oat ms its just execution in these particulars according to the intent of the 
framers thereof: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the council and General Assembly of this State, and it is hereby en- 
acted by the authority of the same, That from and after the arp S of this act no 
person shall vote in any State or county election for officers in the Government 
of the United States or of this State unless such person bea free, white, male 
citizen of this State, of the age of twenty-one years, worth £50 proclamation 
money, clear estate, and have resided in the county where he ms a vote for 
at least twelve months immediately preceding the election. 

New Jersey abolished female suffrage, as the preamble states, for the 

“safety, quiet, good order, and dignity of the State.” I find it stated 
in the old histories of that time that the women of New Jersey on elec- 
tion day, by changing their dress and bonnet, could and did vote in 
every ward of atown. Ihave no doubt it is so in Wyoming to-day, 
and that they do vote in as many precincts out there as they can reach 
on horseback or on foot after changing their frocks and bustles. [Laugh- 
ter. 
x Wyoming should be admitted with Article VI, sections 1 and 2, of 
this proposed constitution in force, it is not impossible or improbable 
that in the future some woman will sit in the chair now occupied by 
the Delegate; she will come with frills and flounces, with bonnet and 
bustle. [Laughter.] And when she rises and addresses the Chair, how 
will the Speaker recognize her? Sir, will it be the gentleman from 
Wyoming or the lady from Wyoming? [Renewed laughter.] Will 
the rules have to be amended again so as to furnish the proper term of 
recognition, or will you, Mr. Speaker, recognize her under general par- 
liamentary law? [Laughter. ] 

It is not beyond the pale of possibility that a woman may be sent to 
represent this new State in the other branch of Congress. In that event, 
Mr. Speaker, will it be ‘‘Mrs. Senator So-and-So,’’ or “Senator Miss 
Jones?’’ How will the presiding officer of the Senate address her 
ladyship? I say and repeat that it is a dangerous innovation. 

I know my friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] a few mo- 
ments ago asked my friend from Alabama [Mr. OATES] whether the 
Constitution of the United States would not prevent this. The Con- 
stitution of the United States says, Article I, section 2: 


No shall bea Representative who shall not have attained to theage of 
twenty-five years and been seven rs a citizen of the United States, and who 
shall not, when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he shall be 

n. 


The Supreme Court has*declared a woman to be a citizen, a person, 
an inhabitant, with such rights and privileges as each State by consti- 
tution or statute may confer. I confess to the presumption that she 
would be eligible to a seat here or in the Senate. 

Mr. EZRA B, TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow a question here? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Do you not think to put a good woman 
into the Senate might help it some? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Weil, if the gentleman himself were in the 
Senate I would immediately admit his proposition. [Laughter.] It 
might be a good thing tosupply his placa on this floor even with some 
first-class lady from Ohio. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, And so of yourself. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Oh, Tennessee has not yet adopted any of 


_ these “‘new-fangled”’ ideas. Shehas nodisposition totakeanysuch new 


departure or follow any of these progressive follies. Not that we are 
lacking in respect for true and exalted womanhood in my State. We 
hold, Mr. Speaker, that the home and not the forum is the place God 
intended woman to fill. With her gentle voice and her tender hand 
she smoothes the troubled brow and lulls to rest the weary limbs of 
him who labors for her comfort. Her refining influence, her watchful 
care at the fireside, molds the mind and forms the character of her sons 
and of her daughters. 

In the home she controls the man of to-day; she rears the pride and 
dependence of the State in the future; she directs the energy and shapes 
the legislation of the country with a thousand-fold more potency than 
she could exercise by the ballot or in the Senate. Brought into rude 
contact with the coarse world she is either roughened or crushed. As 
mother and wife in her own realm her hand wields more power than 
any monarch. Let us not for any party or political purpose drag her 
from that lofty pinnacle, sa than that which she occupies anywhere 
in the civilized world, on which American chivalry has enthroned her. 
[Applause. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr.S er, if I may be recognized for the purpose 
of allotting the time belonging to this side of the House, I would as- 
sign ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I am not surprised that the best 
arenes the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] has been 
able to produce against the suffrage feature of the Wyoming consti- 
tution is his apprehension of danger that some lady might occupy s 
seat on this floor dressed in a particular fashion. It seems to me that 
a case must be devoid of argument when this point is the only reason 
assigned against such a proposition. The gentleman who wrote the 
report of the minority of the committee also makes this suffrage pro- 
vision about the only argument against the constitution of Wyo: 5 


Now, I would call the attention of the gentleman from Tennessee 
and other gentlemen on this floor to the Constitution of the United 
States, section 1, Article XIV, which defines the word “citizen: ” 

All persons born or naturalized in the United States— 

Mark the words, ‘‘all persons ’’— 
and subject to the jurisdiction thereof are citizens of the United States and of 
the State wherein they reside. 

The next clause of the same section of the Constitution says: 

No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or 
immunities of citizens of thé United States. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow an interruption ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This amendment may not possibly be recog- 
nized by all of our friends on the other side, as it is one of the modern 
innovations. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. They are modern amendments, I admit, and I 
recognize the force of the gentleman’s suggestion. They do not seem to 
weigh so heavily on the consciences of some members as the oldex pro- 
visions of the Constitution. But I will say further they substantially 
follow the old provisions of the Constitution and were adopted to cure 
false judicial interpretations. 

The instrument as it came from the fathers provides— 


That citizens of each of the States shall be entitled to all of the privileges and 
immunities of the citizens of the several States, 


And, according to that very provision, at the time the Constitution 
was adopted a woman of New Jersey could under it have voted in every 
State in this Union, for women were allowed to vote in New Jersey at 
the time of its adoption. I know that this argument has been sought 
to be avoided by some men, but I have always thought it was a legit- 
imate deduction from that provision of the Constitution. 

Mr. OATES. But some of these men who thought otherwise are on 
the Supreme Bench of the United States. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I know that. 

Now, I desire to call attention to the argument of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BARNES]. He alluded to the views of Thomas Jefferson 
and James Madison in regard to suffrage. I wish to call attention. to 
the views of Thomas Jefferson on the question of suffrage, and I thirk 
they ought to have weight with the gentleman. He says we ought to 
guaranty a republican constitution to this State, in the sense in which 
the men who framed the Constitution understood republicanism. 
Jefferson says, in his letter to John Taylor, May 28, 1816, defining 
republicanism: 

Witness the self-styled republicanism of Holland, Switzerland, Genoa, Ven- 
ice, and Poland, Were I to assign to this term a precise and definite idea I 
would say purely and simply it means a government by its citizens in mass, 
acting directly and personally according to rules by the majority; 
and t every other government is more or less republican in proportion as it 


has in its composition more or less of this ingredient of the direct action of the 


citizens. 
* *. * * * a . 


The further the departure from the direct and constant control by the citi- 
zens the less has the government of the ingredient of republicanism. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Oates] indulges in gloomy ap- 
prehensions if suffrage should become universal. I do not share that 
apprehension. I believe with Macaulay that the remedy for darkness 
is light, and I call the gentleman’s attention and that of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] again to the views of Mr. J efferson. I 
hope that statesman has still some influence with his professed disci- 
ples. Said he in the same letter: 

If, then, the control of the people over the organs of their government be the 
measure of its republicanism, and I confess I know no other measure, it must 
be agreed that our governments have much less of republicanism than ought 
to have been expected; in other words, that the people have less regular con- 
trol over their agents than their rights and their interests require,and this I 

be, not to any want of republican dispositions in those who form these 
constitutions, but to a submission of true principle to European authorities, to 
speculators on government whose fears of the people have been inspired by the 
popaless of their own great cities and were unjustly entertained prep the 
ndependent, the happy, and therefore orderly citizens of the United States. 

Further on, defining the term ‘‘republican,’”’ he says: 

On this view of the import of the term “ repabile instead of saying, as has 
been said, that it may mean anything or nothing, we may say with truth and 
pone that governments are more or less republican as they have more or 
less of the elements of popular election and control in their composition; and, 
believing, as I do, that the niass of the citizens is the safest depository of their 
own rights, and especially that the evils flowing from the duperies of the peo- 
ple are less injurious than those from the egoism of their agents, I am a friend 
of that composition of government that has most of these ingredients, 

The gentleman from Alabama evidently has less faith in popular 
government than the great apostle of Democracy who wrote the Decla- 
ration of Independence, 

That is the view of Mr. Jefferson. That is his enunciation of re- 
publicanism, and in that he simply followed out the idea which he 
laid down in the Declaration of Independence which has become world 
wide, ‘‘that governments are founded on the consent of the governed.” 

In regard to this question of suffrage in the Territories, It is nota 
question involved in this case. The question here is whether, the peo- 
ple in any particular locality having adopted a certain form of govern- 
ment and embraced in it a certain rule in reference to we are to 
leave it to them to say who shall be voters in that community. Itisthe 
very essence of the principle of local self-government of which gentle- 
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men on the other side have claimed to be such strong friends; and it 
is republicanism in its very spirit. 

Its denial would be a denial of the right of loeal self-government. 
One gentleman has said that States should not be allowed to come into 
the nion until they have a certain number of population, enough 

ulation to entitle them to one Representative in Congress. I say, 
Me Speaker, that this theory of Mr. Douglas was never enunciated until 
he Jaid it downasa means of retaining the sympathy of the Democratic 
party of the South. He did not want to break with them entirely; 
and then he said, for the first time, thatit was desirable not to let the 
State of Kansas come into the Union until she had population enough 
for one Representative. 

But he voted for the admission of Iowa with less than the requisite 
number; and he never enunciated that doctrine up to the Senatorial 
campaign of 1858, but he failed to retain the sympathy of the South, 
notwithstanding this. 

The question to be determined in this case is whether the community 
about to be admitted is one that is likely to maintain in perpetnity a 
suitable constitutional government, and secure to the people therein 
the various liberties and rights pertaining to American citizens. Jef- 
ferson said this should not be denied in the Northwest Territories to 
over 60,000 people, and there is more than twice that number in 
Wyoming. There is no man on that side of the House who has pro- 
duced any argument to show any defect in Wyoming in this regard. 
There is not a member of the committee who denies that the Territory 
of Wyoming has everything that is essential to self-government or who 
says that it has not organized a system that will secure to the people 
a permanent system of good government that will protect and preserve 
the rights of citizens, and unless that can be shown I do not care what 
may be the number of votes in the Territory. 

It ought to be admitted into the Union of States if they have terri- 
tory cient ultimately to make one of the great States of the Union; 
and on the question of whether Wyoming has that population and 
those elements of power and prosperity and progress there has not been 
one single argument presented that would raise a doubt in any one’s 
mind. 

Who shall prescribe who shall be voters in Wyoming if not the citi- 
zens themselves, and that they have admitted the women to vote is to 
me a guaranty that a very greatly needed element to secure purity, 
humanity, and justice in government as well as true republicanism 
has been introduced and secured in the fundamental law. 

Mr. BAKER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. KELLEY. The question that has been under discussion this 
afternoon seems to involve questions that have not been under discus- 
sion in this House before recently; at any rate, I so apprehend from the 
remarks that haye been made. Iam glad that it is under discussion, 
because the discussion of this question I have reference to in regard to 
the question of suffrage will perhaps enlighten some gentleman upon 
the floor of this House as to the progress that has been made in that 
direction in different parts of this country. 

From the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. WASHING- 
TON] who recently occupied the floor on that side of the House, he 
seems overawed with astonishment and wonder and even horrorat the 
idea that some day—no tar-distant day, perhaps—a lady or two or 
three might occupy seats upon this floor as members of this House, hay- 
ing the same rights as other members. Now, Mr. Speaker, I see ladies 
almost every day in this House. Ladies are in the galleries. And I 
sometimes notice that gentlemen on the other side cast sly glances in 
that direction; and while I do not see any of them with poke bonnets 
on—that bonnet thatseemsso much to disturb the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee—I have observed gentlemen from both sides of this House on 
several occasions ‘‘ poking ’’ out of the side door, soon to appear smiling 
in the gallery, seated between two ladies. 

I wish to assure my Democratic friends that ladies are no more dan- 
gerous on the floor of this House than they are in the galleries; and as 
my friend from Tennessee is quite young yet he no doubt will live 
long enough to see ladies. occupying seats on this floor, and having 
votes, and representing districts and constituencies, perhaps even from 
Tennessee, and doing it with credit to themselves and their constitu- 
ents, 

Again, Mr. Speaker, he seems to have worried himself somewhat in 
reference to whether a great number of ladies voted for the gentleman 
from Wyoming ornot. He seemed to talk as though that was one of 
the questions involved in the admission of that Territory: whether 
many ladies voted for the gentleman from Wyoming. I have not trou- 
bled my mind about that. I have no doubt about that; in my judg- 
ment it did not make any difference whether they did or not. Ifthe 
ladies of Wyoming yoted for the gentleman representing Wyoming I 
admire their judgment in the selection of their man. They certainly 
made no mistake. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS, Would not the ladies if they were here vote, and 
not refuse to vote so as to break a quorum? 

Mr. KELLEY. I would not wonder. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, in illustrating the evil results that may follow 
from the admission of women on this floor as members he seems to 
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have lost sight entirely of the fact that the greatest nation on the face 
of the earth, save and except the United States of America, is presided 
over by a woman, and has been for the last twenty-five or thirty years. 

Mr. McCOMAS and other Memprrs. For fifty years. 

Mr. KELLEY. For fifty years, I am reminded. And again, Mr, 
Speaker, in the State of Kansas this is no new question, and I am free 
to say that I have been astounded at some of the remarks made here to- 
day in reference to this matter. Now, women are occupying to-day 
and have for years occupied public offices and have been eligible to 
office in that State. Many of them are county officers to-day—the 
county court clerks, registers of deeds, county superintendents of public 
reshape have been for years; and they make the best officers 
we have. 

Mr. PICKLER. Has it unsexed them? 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir. 

They are councilmen, mayors, police judges, and they vote for all 
these officers. Itdoes not hurt their looks; if such a thing were possible, 
I think it makes them better looking. They attend strictly to busi- 
ness, and when one of the constituents of the gentleman from Missouri 
came over the line with his bottle of Kansas City whisky and got only 
a little intoxicated in the city of Cottonwood Falls, and was arraigned 
before the police judge, who is a lady, and fined $15, and she threw in 
a fifteen-minute lecture, the gentleman immediately swore off on 
drinking and the court threw off the fine. Thisis supposed to be one 
of the reasons why the gentleman [Mr. TARSNEY] from that district 
thinks prohibition in Kansas is a failure. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I want to say for the information of those gen- 
tlemen that the assistant attorney-general of the State of Kansas 
to-day is a woman, and she has entire control of the legal department 
of the State of Kansas, because the attorney-general of the State of 
Kansas, who, if present, would have that control, is absent from the 
State, and has been for some time; and in his absence the assistant 
attorney-general takes charge. Nobody ever complained that she, 
as a lawyer, did not conduct the legal part of that State properly. 

In fact itis universally understood that the assistant attorney-gen- 
eral of the State of Kansas is a much better lawyer than the attorney- 
general himself. [Laughter.] And I have no doubt, Mr. Speaker, 
that if this proposition should become more popularand should extend 
from some of those progressive States of the West and Northwest even 
as far as the State of Tennessee, and if it should become necessary for. 
the women of that State to vote in making a selection of Representa- 
tives in Congress, they would be just as wise in their selection as were 
the women in Wyoming, and I have no doubt that the State of Tenn- 
essee would be represented upon this floor by gentlemen or ladies just 
as fit to represent it as the State of Wyoming will be when she is rep- 
resented here by our worthy friend, Judge CAREY. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am reminded that just opposite me are three or 
four good-looking gentlemen from Georgia, and if the State of Georgia 
should ever determine to send two or three good-looking women bere 
to occupy those seats, sitting as I do right opposite to them, I would 
not be at all frightened. [Laughter.] I would be perfectly willing 
to stand it, and I have no doubt the Speaker could stand it, and I have 
no doubt the gentlemen themselves could stand it. - 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The question is whether the ladies could stand 
it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Well, there isnolaw in Georgia, Ihope, which would 
compel people, men or women, to come to Congress unless they desired 
to. We do not have any such laws in Kansas, at any rate. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, another objection raised on the other side—I be- 
lieve it was raised by our friend from Alabama [Mr. OATES], but, if not 
by him, it was raised by some other gentleman on that side—is that 
this is a party question, and thatit seems to be the determination of the 
Representatives on this side of the House to force this issue and toad- 
mit just as many States as possible because we have the power and be- 
cause it is a Republican Territory. If that be the case, I want to ask 
the gentleman how he can reconcile it with the statement and the fact, 
for it is a fact, that the Democratic central committee of i ars ap 
a petition here asking unanimously for the admission of the State, 

Mr. MANSUR. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him 
I think Ican answer the question when I say that by a strict ay 
vote in the Committee on Territories you picked out the two Republican 
Territories and refused to take up the Democratic Territories, which 
have decidedly larger populations. 

Mr. KELLEY. Well, I am not posted with regard to that. Ido 
not belong to that committee, and I presume the gentleman’s state- 
ment is correct; but, even if it is correct, I do not see that there is any 
harm to result to any of them, because we shall soon get to the admis- 
sion of those Territories also. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAKER. I yield the floor to my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MOREY]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Before the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MAN- 
SUR] takes his se3$ I would like, with the permission of the tleman 
from Ohio [Mr. MOREY], to have him answer whether his objection is 
to admit Wyoming before the other Territories or to admitting 
them at all use it is proposed to take Wyoming first. 
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Mr. MANSUR. We proposed in committee solidly to tack the four 
together, and, failing in that, we proposed to tack all four in a resolu- 
tion and ask the House to take them all up. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. All or none? 

Mr. MANSUR. No, sir; we recommended taking all four. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then why do you not take Wyoming now? 

Mr. MANSUR. Weare taking it now. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STRUBLE. And we propose that my friend shall take more 
of it. [Laughter.] 

à The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Morry] has the 
oor. 

Mr. MOREY. Mr. Speaker, I will begin my remarks by answering 
the suggestion that has been made by my colleague on the Committee 
on Territories [Mr. Mansur], that the majority of that committee 
singled out for admission the two Territories with the least population, 
postponing the Territories which had the larger populations. It is just 
that the committee should be set right in this matter. The various 
bills which were introduced into this House and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories providing for the admission of these Territories 
as States or providing for the passage of enabling acts authorizing their 
admission were taken up in the ae in which they were presented by 
the gentlemen who had introduced them into this House and had re- 
qusl hearings upon them, and your Committee on Territories from 

y to day, from an early pra in this session, patiently and consider- 
ately heard every man and every delegation who sought to be heard in 
advocacy of those measures or any of them. 

These bills have been reported to this House in that orderly way, 
after the fullest and most careful consideration. The gentlemen rep- 
resen the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, to which my col- 
league [Mr. MANSUR] has referred, were heard immediately upon their 
application to be heard. Every argument that they saw fit to advance 
has been patiently and diligently considered by the committee, and 
those bills are under consideration to-day and are pending upon hear- 
ings of parties who are interested in the admission of those Territories 
as States into the Union. I takeit, sir, that the charge which has been 
made against the committee that it has, for partisan purposes, singled 
out the Territories having the smaller population, is not well founded 
in the history of that committee in this Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, the State of Wyoming, when admitted, will constitute 
the forty-third State in the American Union. The organization and 
the establishment of governments invested with power over the per- 
sons, the liberties, and the properties of the people are matters of the 
highest interest tothe human race. Theestablishment of our National 
Government and the admission of new States to participation in the 
privileges and the duties of the National Government from one of the 
most instructive and interesting pages in the annals of human achieve- 
ment and progress, The problem of constitutional government based 
on the free will of the governed was not solved by the struggle which 
secured our independence of the British crown. It was not until the 
adoption and ratification by the States of the Federal Constitution, that 
great American charter of human liberty, that republican government 
was firmly established. 

The character of this great charter is declared in the words of its pre- 
amble, glowing with patriotism and philanthropy: 

We the people of the United States, in order to form a mecre perfect union, 
establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common defence, 
promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves 
and eas Kong aie do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States 
of America. 

This Constitution became the supreme compact of Government of the 
people for themselves and for their posterity forever, subject to amend- 
ment by themselves alone, in the solemn manner provided in the Con- 
stitution itself, 

ARTICLE VI. 


2, This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be made 
in pursuance thereof; and all treaties made, or which shal! be made, under the 
authority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land; and the 
{oases in every State shall be bound thereby, any thing in the Constitution or 

ws of any State to the contrary notwithstanding, 

The admission of new States is a power conferred on Congress by the 
Constitution, subject, however, to certain limitations preservative of 
the rights of the people of the existing States. 

ARTICLE IV. 

Sec. 3. New States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union; but no 
new State shall be formed or erected within the jurisdiction of any other State; 
nor any State be formed by the junction of two or more States, or parts of States, 
without the consent of the latures of the States concerned as well as of the 


Congress, 
The Constitution imposes on the National Government, among other 
things, the duty of guarantying to each State a republican form of gov- 


ernment. 
ARTICLE IV. 


Szo. 4. The United States shall tee to every State in this Union a re- 
publican form of government, and shall protect each of them against invasion; 


and on lication of the Tapinas o of the executive (when the Legislature 
can not be convened) against domestic violence, 
In this way twenty-seven Territorial governments have been erected 


in the terri: acquired by the United States by treaty and b 
chase. The Letina Tereitory, although organized in 1834, son tives Wael 


Territorial government. In this Territory the Indian tribes or nations 
have furnished their own governments through their tribal councils and 
legislatures. As these Territories grew in population and wealth and 
complied with the provisions of the Constitution they have been ad- 
mitted to statehood, until now there are but six of these inferior govern- 
ments within the limits of the Republic: New Mexico, Utah, Arizona, 
Idaho, Wyoming, and Alaska. 

The people of Wyoming are knocking at our doors and asking to en- 
joy the pe vines and assume the duties of a great State in the Ameri- 
can Union. Has Wyoming population sufficient to organize a State 
government and furnish the protection of law to her people, their lib- 
erties, and their property, and does she come with a constitution re- 
publican in form? The Delegate from that Territory estimates the 
population to be 110,000; the minority report in this case puts it at 
72,000, Taking a medium, say 90,000, the population of Wyoming is 
far above the average of the population of the other States when admitted 
into the Union. It is not claimed that the limits of the new State in- 
terfere in any way with the Territorial limits of any other State. She 
has wealth, public buildings, schools, churches, railroads, banks, cities, 
towns, all that is necessary to sustain and prosper the people of a great 
State. Her people are industrious, intelligent, patriotic, devoted to the 
Government, and no one has ever claimed that her constitution does 
not establish a ‘‘republican form of government.” 

The minority members of the Committee on Territories have filed 
an elaborate report against the admission of Wyoming as a State into 
the Union. They present two objections to the admission of this 
Territory—one that the constitution was not legally adopted, so lack- 
ing in foundation that it is abandoned by the ablest debaters on the 
other side—but I shall discuss only one, that which is made the bur- 
den of the minority report. They object because the constitution of 
Wyoming prohibits the denial or abridgment of the right of suffrage 
on account of sex and requires that ability to read the constitution 
shall be a qualification for voting. The question is not on the justice 
or expediency of woman suffrage; the question is, shall the people of 
Wyoming be permitted to settle that matter for themselves and in their 
own way? The views of members on the suffrage are not necessarily 
involved in this case. : p a 

Wyoming was made a Territory by act of Congress approved July 25, 
1868. On December 10, 1869, the Territorial Legislature conferred the 
tight to vote on the women of the Territory who were otherwise quali- 
fied by age and citizenship to vote. This extension of the suffrage was 
done by a Legislature elected by male voters only. 

The same provision of law was re-enacted in 1879 and again in 1886, 
and has continued until this day; so that for a period of nearly twenty 
years there has been perfect politica) and civil equality of men and 
women in Wyoming. 

It is claimed by gentlemen on the other side that this is in violation 
of the original Territorial act, which restricted the suffrage to male citi- 
zens, The gentlemen seem to have overlooked the provisions of the 
general Jawsubsequently enacted which authorized the Territorial Legis- 
latures to fix the qualifications of their voters. 

Section 1860, Revised Statutes of ihe United States, reads: 


At all subsequent elections, however, in any Territory heretofore organized 
by Congress, as well as at all elections in Territories already organized, the 
qualifications of voters and of holding office shall be such as may be prescribed 
by the Legislative Assembly of each Territory. 


But it is claimed that this proposition has been settled against the 
Territory by the Territorial courts of Washington Territory. 

We are aware that there was such a case decided adversely to the 
power of the Territory to remove all discriminations on account of sex 
in the election laws. But, sir, within the past thirty days the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in the Idaho test-oath case have de- 
cided the question in favor of the legality of the Territorial law, main- 
taining the equality of the sexes in their civil and political rights. I 
refer to the case of Davis vs, Beason. The proposition is stated in these 
words: 

That at all electionsin any Territory peep mapeeanh organized by Congress, as 
well as at all elections in Territories already organized, the qualifications of 
voters and for holding office shall be such as may be prescribed by the Legis- 
tts Assembly of each Territory, subject, nevertheless, to the following restric- 
tions: 

First. That the right of suffrage and of holding office shall be exercised only 
by citizens of the United States above the age of twenty-one or persons aboye 
that age who have declared their intention to become such citizens; 

Second. That the elective franchise or the right of hulding office shall not be 
cae to any citizen on account of race, color, or previous condition of servi- 
tude; 

Third. That no soldier or sailor or other person in the cage A or Navy, or 
attached to troops in the service of the United Stai shall be allowed to vote 
unless he has made his permanent domicile in the Territory for six months; and 

Fourth, That no person belonging to the Army or Navy shall be elected to 
hold a civil office or appointment in the Territory. 

These limitations are the only ones placed upon the authority of Territorial 
Legislatures against granting the right of suffrage or of holding office. 


The opinion was delivered by Mr. Justice Field, and there was no 
dissenting opinion. 

That woman is a citizen, both of the nation and the State where she 
resides, and eligible to be a voter, isa proposition too plain to admit of 
serious denial. 

She is a part of the body politic, a part of “the whole body of peo- 
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pe ” who constitute the nation and the several States. When the 
of the Constitution began the preamble to that great instru- 
ment by the words ‘* We the people of the United States,” they meant 
all the people, without to sex, 
In the case of Minor vs, Happersett, 21 Wallace U. S., page 162, we 
find the following syllabus: 

The word "citizen ” is often used toconvey the idea of membership ina nation. 
In that sense, women, if born of citizen parents within the jurisdiction of the 
United States, havealways been considered citizens of the United States, 

Discussing the question fully and with great clearness, the court say: 

‘Whoever, then, was one of the people of either of these States when the Oon- 
stitution of the United States was a opted became ipso facto a citizen, a mem- 
ber of the nation created by its adoption. He was one of the persons associating 
together to form the nation, and was, consequently, one of its original citizens, 
As to thisthere has never been a doubt. Disputes have arisen as to whether 
or not certain persons or certain of persons were part of the people at 
the time, but never as to their citizenship if they were. 

Other proof of like character might be found, but certainly more can not be 
necessary to establish the fact that sex has never been e one of the ele- 
ments of citizenship in the United States. In this1espect men have never had 
anadvantage over women, The same Jaws precisely apply to both. 


This political truth, as to women, is restated in the fourteenth amend- 
ment, which reads as follows: 

Sxcrion 1. All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to 
the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United Statesand of the State wherein 
" they reside. No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the 
privileges and immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State 
deprive any person of life, liberty or property, without due process of law; nor 
deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws. 

The enfranchisement of women, then, by the Wyoming Legislature 
rested upon unquestioned authority on the part of the Legislature to ex- 
tend the right and upon the unquestioned legal capacity of woman to 
exercise the same. 

After twenty years’ experience with woman suffrage the people of 
that Territory have deliberately formed a constitution to be the supreme 
organic law of the new State and have placed in that constitution a 
solemn inhibition of the denial or abridgment of that right on account 
of sex. 

The Territorial Legislature have asked by resolution for the admission 
of their State under the constitution. The political organizations of the 
State, without regard to party, make the same prayer. No protest 
against it has been heard, no remonstrance, no petition against it has 
been presented to your committee nor to this body. 

No one dares to claim that it has not been beneficial to Wyoming and 
to her people. I quote the following words trom a distinguished citi- 
zen of the Territory: 

It has been stated that the best women in the Territory do not avail them- 
selves of the privilege of the elective franchise. This statement is maliciously 

. The womenof Wyoming vote with as much universality as men, and no 
State or Territory can boast nobler and purer women. The foolish claim has 
also been made that the influence of the ballot upon women is bad, This is 
nottrue, It is impossible that a woman’s character can be contaminated in as- 
sociating with men for a few moments in going to the polls any more than it 
would be in going to the church or to places of amusement. On the other hand 
women are ted and improved by the ballot. Most women in Wyoming 
accumulate more or less property, and under our laws manage their pro; y 
though married, as if single. e management of the control and conduct oi 
business necessarily gives them new ideas and brings a knowledge of affairs 
that noneof usgetbut by experience. This makes them more intelligent, gives 
them enlarged ideas of life and its duties, instills higher aims and makes them 
better wives and mothers. The fact is, Wyoming has the noblest and best 
vonis the world, because they have more privileges and know better how 

oO use em. 

To conclude this very long letter I will say, woman suffrage is a settled fact 
in Wyoming and will endure as long as the State. It has accomplished much 

‘ood. Ithas harmed noone. We are therefore all in favor of it, and none can 
Es found to raise a voice against it. 


The provisions of the Wyoming constitution on this question are found 
in Article VI, and are as follows: 


SEC. 1. The rights of the citizens of the State of Wyoming to vote and hold 
office shall not be denied or abridged on account of sex. Both maleand female 
citizens of this State shall equally enjoy all civil, political, and religious rights 
and privileges. . 

Sec. 2. Every citizen of the United States of the age of twenty-one years and 
heading who has resided in the State or Territory one year and in the county 
wherein such residence is located sixty days next preceding any election, shail 
be entitled to vote at such election except as herein otherwise provided, 

Section 9 of the same article provides: 


Sec, 9. No person shall have the right to vote who shall not be able to read the 
constitution of this State. The provisions of this section shall not apply to any 
person prevented by physical d ility from complying with its requirements, 

Shall these provisions stand as the work of the people of Wyoming? 
The members of the minority say no. In their report they demand 
that another convention shall be held by the people of Wyoming Terri- 
tory; and the reason they give for this demand is that ‘‘all’? may par- 
ticipate in the election of delegates and also in the ratification of the 
constitution which may be submitted. They recommend that sections 
1 and 2 of the bill, erecting a State and fixing its boundaries, be stricken 
out, and that in lieu thereof a provision be inserted in the nature of 
anenablingact. As showing the idea of the minority as to the partici- 
pation of “all” in this election of delegates and the ratification of the 
constitution which they may propose, I cite the following from the 
proposed amendment: 

Sec, 2, That all male persons who shall have resided within the limits of said 


oes State for sixty days, and are otherwise qualified by the laws of said 
tory to vote for representatives to the ive Assembly thereof, are 


hereby authorized to vote for and choose delegates to torm a convention in said 
Territory, 


Our friends of the minority claim that a new convention should be 
held in order that ‘‘all”’ who are to be affected by its provisions may 
have an opportunity to vote for delegates to the convention which is to 
form a constitution, and that ‘‘all’? may have an opportunity to vote 
upon the ratification of that constitution when it has been formed. 
Yet they provide that in the election for those delegates ‘‘ male” citi- 
zens only shall be entitled to vote. While claiming in this report that 
they are in favor of ‘‘all’’? being heard upon the ratification of the con- 
stitution, they yet provide that only ‘‘male’’ citizens of the Territory 
shall be permitted to vote upon the ratification or rejection of that con- 
stitution. 

Here we have the Democratic idea of fair play expressed in legisla- 
tion. That idea is to disfranchise half the qualified voters of a great 
Territory who have by their suffrages for twenty years, as well as by 
their fortitude, their virtue, and their sacrifices in frontier life, a ge 
to build up the institutions and fhe wealth of this new State. y 
propose to submit to one-half the voting population of the Territo 
the power to fix for all time the supreme law of the new State for 
her people. 

Weare asked by the Democratic minority of this committee to undo 
what ‘‘all’’? the people of the Territory of Wyoming have done; we 
are asked to set aside the solemn constitution which has been formed 
by delegates chosen by ‘‘all’’ the voters of that Territory, voters who 
have been legal electors there for more than twenty years; we are 
asked to undo that work and send back, not to the people of Wyomi 
Territory, not to the legal voters of that Territory, but to ‘t one-half’ 
of the legal voters, the question of the framing of a constitution for 
“all” the people in that Territory. We are asked to take away from 
half the legal voters there the power to speak for themselves in form- 
ing the supreme law of that State for all time to come; and we are 
told by the minority of this committee that they ask this in the inter- 
est of submitting this to “all” the le ! . 

But, Mr. Speaker, that is not all. The minority propose that— 

All male persons resident in said prop State, who are qualified voters of 
said Territory as herein provided, shall be entitled to vote upon the election 
of delegates, and upon the ratification or JH gre of the constitution, under 
such rules and regulations as said convention may prescribe, not in conflict 
with this act, but no educational qualification shall required of voters at 
either of said elections, 

This minority, this Democratic wing of the Committee on Territo- 
ties, proposes not only to disfranchise the intelligent women of Wyom- 
ing Territory, but to enfranchise those who can not evenread the con- 
stitution that they are to vote to establish and confirm as the supreme 
law for these disfranchised women. 

The constitution presented to this House was formed by the legal 
voters of that Territory, without regard to sex. Its provisions guar- 
anty this sacred right against all encroachment for all time to come. 
More than that, it is provided that no man and no woman hereafter in 
the State of Wyoming shall be entitled to vote at any election who is 
not able to read the constitution of the State. There isa proviso, how- 
ever, that excepts from this requirement those who from any physical 
defect are unable to read. This clause, Mr. Speaker, encounters the 
objection of the minority of this committee. They ask this Co to 
undo this work that has been done by the intelligence and the virtue of 
the people of that Territory, and to send back to the male citizens, to 
the ignorant and the vicious, the power to establish the fundamental 
law of that State for generations to come. 

Not only this, Mr. Speaker; the Democratic minority not only pro- 
posed to disfranchise one-half of the present voters of Wyoming, but 
they propose to break down the barriers which haye been erected for 
the protection in all future years of the exercise of this sacred right. . 
They propose that the constitution shall be republican in form, and 
make no distinction in civil or political rights on account of race or 
color, except as to Indians not taxed, and shall not be Ys, 8s to the 
Constitution of the United States and the principles of the Declaration 
of Independence. Under the proposition of this minority report, all 
male voters in Wyoming when it becomes a State, whatever their 
race or their color, are protected by the constitution against invasion 
of their political or civil rights. Notso with woman. Because she is 
a woman this minority propose to abandon both her political and her 
civil rights to the caprice or whim or prejudice of others over whom 
she can exercise no political influence and to withdraw from her all 
protection in the rights guarantied to other citizens of the State. 

But the members of this minority do not propose to relieve women 
from the obligations which they owe as citizens to their State and to 
the General Government, They provide: z 

The people inbabiting such proposed State— 

That is, all the people, men and women alike— 
doa and declare that they forever disclaim all right and title to the unap- 
propriated public lands ving withis the Eee karian aleer ete, 

The women of that Territory, without having any voice in the fram- 
ing of this constitution, are made to make this sacred covenant with 
the Government of the United States. 

Not only this; this minority report proposes that if this House should 
reject this proposition to send back to the peopleof Wyoming the form- 
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ing of this constitution, there shall be added to section 1 of this bill a 
provision that there shall be an election in the Territory of Wyoming 
,on the Tuesday next after the first Monday in November, 1890, for a 
‘Representative in to the Fifty-second Congress, and for State, 
judicial, and legislative officers. They also propose that— 

Atsaid election every male citizen of the United States, who is otherwise 
s under the laws of the Territory of Wyoming to vote, may vote for such 
officers and on the constitution and separate propositions submitted, and no 
others, and said election shall be conducted and returns made and canvassed 
in the manner provided in the laws of said Territory for the election of the Dele- 


gate to Congress. 

It is not provided that the citizens of the Territory ‘‘shall’’ yote, but 
simply that every male elector “‘may’’ vote at this election. It is far- 
ther provided that— 

At sald election each qualified elector may have written or printed upon his 
ballot the words “For the constitution" or “Against the constitution,” and 
also the words " For female suffrage” or “Against female suffrage; ” the 
words “For wey centre A of women to hold offices and sit on juries" or the words 
“Against the eligibility of women to bolj offices and sit on juries,” 

But there is no requirement that any such vote shall ever be had. 
This minority simply propose as a trick that the male electors at this 
oe ‘“may’? vote upon these propositions, and then go on and pro- 

e— 

Ifat said election the majority of the legal votes cast shall be “for the constitu- 
tion,” eh, Ab de ome certify the result to the President of the United States, 
together with the votes cast thereon, and upon separate articles or propositions, 
and a copy of said constitution, articles, and propositions, 

Mr. Speaker, here is a transparent and palpable trick for the purpose 
of defeating the steps that have been taken by the peopleof that Terri- 
tory to become a State of this Union. They provide that at this elec- 
tion the electors ‘‘may’’ vote upon the question of the constitution and 
upon these special questions of suffrage and the right to hold office and 
they then es thatif a majority of all the legal votes cast shall be 
in favor of the constitution the result shall be certified to the President 
of the United States and the Territory be admitted asa State. The 
manifest purpose of this absence of a requirement that a vote shall be 
had on these propositionsand on the constitution was that there might 
be a default in that election. And in case of such default the consti- 
tution would be defeated and woman suffrage with it. 

Mr. Speaker, there is still another wonderful proposition made by 
this minority. In case the two propositions to which I have adverted 
are rejected hy this House, they propose to add to section 1 of the bill 
a provision that the State of Wyoming shall not be admitted into the 
Union until the proposed constitution shall beamended by limiting the 
suffrage to the male voters of that Territory, And they provide that 
the male citizens of the United States alone, of voting age, in that Ter- 
ritory shall vote in any of the elections provided in this proposition: 

At said elections electors who may be oelines to vote under article 7 of anid 
constitution as amended by this act shall be permitted to vote, and no other. 

And, now, Mr. Speaker, here is the most remarkable proposition 
of this most remarkable report: 

And if a majority of the legal votes cast on the 
amended constitution then the governor of the Te: 
sult to the President of the United States, 

But what if the majority of the legal votes are not in favor of thg 
amended constitution? Why, sir, here is a proposition in this minority 

rt tosubmit this question to the male voters of that Territory, and 
if by a majority of their votes they vote to strike out woman suffrage 
from the constitution then it is to be reported to the President of the 
United States, and the State is to be admitted. Butif a majority, 
even of men, do not vote to strike out woman sufffrage, then it is not 
to be reported to the President of the United States, and Wyoming still 
stays out. 

‘And this, Mr. Speaker, is the proposition made by the minority of 
this committee, who bring it forward in the interest of full and fair con- 
sideration by the people of Wyoming Territory. This is in order, as 
they say, that this question may be submitted to the people of the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming, 

Then they flatter themselves with the idea they have done a gener- 
ous thing by this people. They. say: 

It will be seen these proposed amendments will provide for an election for 
delegates to the constitutional convention, for the holding of a State convention, 
and for the submission of the constitution when framed toa vote of the people. 

That is not true; the proposition is not to submit this new constitution 
to a vote of the people, but it is to submit it to a vote of half of the 


people. 

Again they say: 

If, after full discussion, the people of the proposed State are determined to re- 
tain the provision in reference to female suffrage and the eligibility of females 
to hold office, it will be for them to determine that proposition. 

But it isan unfair statement. There is no proposed submission, after 
full discussion, to the people, as is stated by the minority in this report. 
5 is unfair. Itis disingenuous. It is not honest; that is, the report 

is not. 

Not only this; they disclaim in the report any discussion of the mer- 
its of the proposition of female suffrage, and yet they adopt as their 
own language the words of Professor Goldwin Smith, that English- 
American, in an article entitled ‘‘Woman’s place in the state.” The 
minority use these words: ‘‘ His article is hereto appended and made a 


uestion shall be for the 
tory shall certify the re- 


part of the views which the undersigned desire to submit.” They 
adopt all he says and make it a part of their report. 

It is peculiarly like in character to the arguments made on the other 
side to-day in opposition to the provisions of this constitution in relation 


to female suffrage, 
Onr friends on the other side seem to get into a panic when anything 
is said about the extension or enlargement of the right of è. 


Our friends on the other side seem to think if this constitution of 
Wyoming is to stand as the supreme law of that State that at once the 
offices of Senators and Representatives from that State will be filled by 
women, and the great revolution will spread over the land and we will 
have a Congress here, using the language of debate on the other side, 
which is not composed of gentlemen. And one distinguished member, 
my friend from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON], seems to be stampeded 
by the idea that some oh Bie seach from the State of Wyoming may 
take a seat beside him clothed ina poke bonnetand bustle. [Laughter ] 
That is the kind of argument advanced here on this floor in support of 
the propositions of the Democratic minority of this committee. 

And the minority of the committee take up the same train of thought, 
which culminates in this grand suggestion: 

Some— 

Speaking of those who fear and deprecate this agitation of the ques- 

tion of suffrage— 


Some are sanguine enough to think that America will have rest when a black 
woman has been elected President of the United States. 

That is the sentiment of.the minority of this committee. I can 
imagine the fine frenzy of my distinguished friend from Illinois, the 
author of this report, when he contemplates the idea that he may some 
day see sitting in the Presidential chair of the nation a woman with 
a black skin. And then our friends on the other side say: 

The abolition of subordination in the family, of the authority of its head, and 
ofeverything that tends to merge the CSIL PADAT or the wife in that of 


the husband, is the prime object at least extreme wing of the party, 
which would be achieved if man and wife could be seen fighting against each 


other at elections, - 

What a fearful prospect it was that came up before the view of the 
robust minority of this committee. What a horrible thing, that there 
should be a tendency to the abolition of the legal subordination of 
woman toman. Whata horrible thought, that anything could be done 
by an American Congress which wonld tend to do away with the prin- 
ciple of law and the practice which for generations has me the 
civil being of the wife into that of the husband. I pray God that the 
progress that has been made may go on until we have a legal enfran- 
chisement of woman in all the States of this Union, that her legal 
identity as a member of the human family may be established and for- 
ever preserved. I have no sympathy with the fears that are expressed 
by my friends on the minority of the committee. 

Then they say— 

‘That there will be a revolution of the relations between the sexes, 

Mr. MANSUR. I raise the point of order that the hour has been 
exhausted, and if any further time is consumed it will be out of the 
time allowed for to-morrow on that side. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has exhausted the hour. 

Mr. BAKER. We have ten minutes that are to be divided, and I sug- 
gest that the gentleman from Ohio occupy five and my friend from Mis- 
souri the remainder. 

Mr. MANSUR. No; the whole of the ten minutes is ours, 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has expired. 

Mr. MOREY. Then I will avail myself of the privilege of extend- 
ing my remarks in the RECORD. 

A fear is expressed that women, if permitted to vote, will seek the 
enactment of laws ‘‘in their own interest and against that of man,” 

It is assumed, sir, that the exercise of the right of suffrage by woman 
will change the relations of the sexes. There never was a greater 
mistake. 

The race is homogeneous and will never be divided in its aims and 
desires. Itis assumed that woman desires the ballot to legislate for 
woman, ‘This, too, is a grievous mistake. She desires the ballot that 
she may legislate for the race, for her sons and her daughters, for her 
husband and herself. 

Then the minority grow warlike and shake their gory locks at the’ 
peaceful female suffragists. Let me read from their report: 

But the fact is that muscle bas a great deal to do with the matter. Why has 
the male sex alone made the laws? Because law, with whatever aney we 
may invest it, is will, which, to give it effect, must be backed by torce, and the 
force of the community is male. As Gail Hamilton quaintly but forcibly ex- 
pressed it, “every ballot is a bullet.” Muscleis the coarse foundation on which 
the most intellectual and august fabric of legislation rests. Divorce the law 
from the force of the community and the law will become ineffectual. If the 
case of the Queen regnant is cited, the answer is that a Queen regnant has tho 
public foree at her back. Suppose the women, when invested with political 
power, were to make the laws which they threaten to make in their own in- 
terest and against that of the man, would the men execute the law against 
themselves? 

Sir, these suggestions are as untrueas they are coarse. In the United 
States the law is our sovereign and to it the patriotism of our people 
yields an unhesitating obedience. 

Ontof 60,000,000 people only about 12,000,000 vote, and still the other 
48,000,000, a great majority of whom are able to make physical re- 
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sistance, if so inclined, stand ready to vindicate by their lives if need 
be the majesty of the laws.which they have had no voice in making. 

A simple answer, however, to the question of the minority, ‘‘ Why 
has the male-sex alone made the laws?” is that the female sex have 
forever been denied the right to help make the laws by which they are 
governed. 

To attribute this to their lack of physical courage is neither just nor 
manly. I have read in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the autobiogra- 
phy of my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and from that I Jearn 
that while the great war for the Union was testing the patriotism and 
valor of the American people my friend was taking lessons in states- 
manship at home. What were the women of the country doing then? 
Anna Ella Carroll, moved by the loftiest patriotism, her genius quick- 
ened by her love of country, was the friend and counselor of the great 
Lincoln and lighted his way in the gloom of that awful period. 

Who has not read of Dorothea Dix and the army of noble nurses; of 
Elizabeth Blackwell ami the Sanitary Commission? Who hasnot read 
of Clara Barton, whose chosen work was on the field of battle, caring 
for the wounded, burying the dead? For four years she endured the 
rigors and was exposed to the dangers of soldier life. Shrinking from 
no danger, she stood side by side with the surgeons on the field of battle, 
exposed to shot and shell, her clothing pierced by balls and torn by 
shot. There was Mother Bickerdyke, who was astrong woman in her 
prime during the dark hour of the nation. She gave her entire time 
for four years to theservice of the country, laboring in hospitals, going 
out on the battle-field after the contest was over and vie those 
scenes of carnage that make the heart grow sick, lifting wounded sol- 
diers in her brave arms to bear them to places of safety at the risk of 
her life. And there were thousands of other brave and loyal women 
who, in camp and hospitals, at home and at the front, and even on the 
field of battle, did a noble and heroic part in the prosecution of the 
great war for union and free government. 

By what right does my friend [Mr. SPRINGER], who prepared this 
minority report, challenge the right of the women of the country to 
enjoy the highest and dearest right that can be exercised under the 
Government which they sacrificed so much to save? 

The minority have called witnesses to repeat stale arguments against 
woman suffrage in order to defeat the will of the people of this new 
State, which seeks to be admitted to an equality with the other States, 
under a constitution framed by delegates of her own choosing and rati- 
fied by the suffrages of her people. 

-In answer to these ents I will here give opportunity to speak, 
not for themselves alone, but for all mankind, two citizens of the Re- 
public who, in their lives and characters and in their noble works, have 
not only honored their sex, but have dignified the human race. 

Against the sentiments of the minority, borrowed from Goldwin Smith, 
I place the words of Mary A. Livermote: 

A new day has dawned, and humanity has moved forward to an era where 
wrong and slavery are being displaced and reason and justice are being recog- 
nized as rule of life. Science is extending immeasurably the bounds of 
knowledge and power. Art is refining life, giving to it beauty and grace. Lit- 
erature bears in her hands whole ages of comfort and sympathy. Industry, 
aided by the hundred-handed elements of nature, is increasing the world’s 
wealth, and invention is economizing its labor. The age looks steadily to the 
redressing of wrong, to the righting of every form of error and injustice. And 
a tireless and prying philan' py, which is almost omniscient, is one of the 
most hopeful A aga Aea of the time. Notwitbstanding lorable corrup- 
tion in polities, dishonesty in business, and immorality in life, there is so 
humane a spirit dominating the age in which we live that even the brute crea- 


tion share in it, and we have hundreds of societies organized to prevent cruelty 
to animals, 


‘eep abreast of the diesa JODE ys woe For the gradual evolution of women 
during the last half century led them to protest against the injustice of 
laws concern them. 


Lord Brougham pronounced the common law of England “a disgrace toany 
heathen nation,” so far asit relatedto women. And this law prevailed almost 
everywhere in the United States until the woman-suffrage movement was in- 
augurated some thirty of ph Barend om Then began changes in the laws for 
women, and, legitimately following gain in their favor, the a to vote 
has been given them on a ee with the publieschoolsin fourteen 
States. New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, New York, Michigan, Minne- 
sota, Nebraska, Kansas, Colorado, Kentucky, Wisconsin, Indiana, and 
New Jersey have given women schoul suffrage on terms and for purposes more 
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or less restricted. So, also, havc the Territories of Idaho, Dakota, and Wyo- 


ing. 

In Utah and er Territories women have exercised the right of suf- 
frage . in Utah they lost it by the passage of the Edmunds bill, 
aimed at the abolition of Mormon polygamy, and in Washington by a decision 
of the Territorial supreme court on # technicality. In the States of Llino’ 
Iowa, Louisiana, Pennsylvania, and Rhode Island women are allowed to hol 
school offices, but not to vote on schoo! matters. In California women are eligi- 
ble to all educational offices except those from which the State constitution ex- 
cludes them, and in Wisconsin they are eligible to any office conn: the 
schools but of State superintendent, In Maine, Connecticut, and Tennes- 
see women can hold “certain” school offices, 

In Massachusctts women are limited to a vote for school committee. In 
Michigan, Vermont, and in New York until recently, only peal a fe women 
could yote. In Oregon only widows having taxable property and children to 
educate. In Indians only women not married, nor minors, who yay taxon, and 
are listed as guardians, parents, or headsof families, Women have fullsuffrage 
in one Territory, Wyoming. There they have exercised it on the same terms 
as men since 1869,and they habitually vote in somewhat larger proportion to 
their numbers than do men. Women have aright to vote “by petition” on the 
depose’ tone sa Jicenses in Arkansas and Mississippi. In Kansas women have 

n given municipal suffrage in all cities of first, second, and third el. which 
last includes incorporated towns and villages containing only 500 in tants 

Something like nineteen years ago England gaye municipal sufi to un- 
married women on the same terms as men, Itnecomplished such admirable 
results, especially in the management of public schools and the care of the T, 
that Parliament granted the same right to the women of Scotland, In , the 
women of the Isle of Man who owned real estate equal in value to $20 a year 
were prs the parliamentary franchise. When they yoted forthe first time in 
1881 the local press announced that “the new political element acted in the 
mostadmirable manner." In Canada five provinces give a restricted municipal 
suffrage to women, and the concurrent testimony of all parties and of the min- 
ister of finance, Hon, Geo: Foster, is that the result is altogether in the in- 
terest of temperance and high morality, 

It is evident, therefore, to all who watch the movements of the times that the 
e riment of full woman suffrage will be made at no very remote day, not 
only in Amer but among all civilized peoples. Women are throbbing with 
the same gen unrest against a government to which they have never con- 
sented as men haye manifested in their long struggle for liberty nst kings, 
emperors, popes, and czars. ** The ultimate form of government for the worid 
is republican,” says Matthew Arnold, “and America easily leads the future.” 

Publie opinion, in our conntry, long ago decided that * Universal suffrage is 
the first truth and only basis of a genuine republic,” and that “no just govern- 
ment can be formed without the consent of the governed,” Our fathers enun- 
ciated and defended these doctrines by a r sees soe of dispute with the British 
crown, and at last won their case in the arbitrament of a seven-year war. 
They probably did not think of women atthe time. They used the word “ peo- 
ple,” which includes women, and what they struggled for and won was a 
Tiree eof th winaya granmen For if the ballot is given man to protect him 

n “his life, liberty, and property,” for the same reasons should it given to 
woman, as she has the same *‘ life, liberty, and property” to protect, And this 
is to-day very largely conceded, for no valid argument can be made against it. 

During the last fifty years the evolution of woman has lifted herout of a legal 
relation to man which was that of a servant to a masterora ward to Seen 
‘To-day she stands by his side a disfranchised citizen. Every step of her ad- 
vance from slavery to her present partial freedom has been hotly contested by 
men, and sometimes by women, who in selfish luxury and unthinking ignorance 
have been subsidized by demagoguesand used as fiails to beat back theirstrug- 


giing sisters from the attainment of their aims, The bitter. still goes on, 
Thereis no lack of vulgarinnuendo orignoble political dodgeam: the weapons 
of woman's opponents. Every rag of prejudice and every th bare scrap of 


objection are brought into requisition when women demand their rights, al- 
though they have been shriveled a hundred times in the scorching fires of the 
last forty years’ debate. : 


Also the words of Elizabeth Cady Stanton, addressed to the Jundi- 
ciary Committee of the United States Senate: 


And yet here we stand, after half a century of persistent effort, still wholly 
unrepresen: in the Government, while haying done all in our power, alikein 
peace and war, to maintain the grand institutions beq us by the fathers. 

Have you ever houg gentlemen, that the vast possessions within our na- 
tional boundaries, with al] their future wealth and grandeur, belong to women 
as well as to men? Weare the natural heirs to one-half this magnificent es- 
tate. Whatwould you think of the sons of a family who should seize the whole 
of a private estate and dole out to the sisters a pittance in charity when asked 
to restore their legal share of the inheritance? And what should we think of 
the women who in such circumstances failed to assert their rights and assume 
their duties to guard and wisely use the wealth their fathers had accumulated 
for them as well as their brothers? 


Those who enjoy the blessings of wealth should share in its responsibilities’ 
Š — — ask for rights under the Government should be prepared to assume 
ts duties. 


We do not question man’s ability to manage our affairs, but we need the 
development of learning to manage our own. There is nothing more enervat- 
ing than continual dependence, 

We are here to-day, honorable gentlemen, to ask you to take the necessary 
steps for the speedy enfranchisement of woman for the three following rea- 
sons: 

1. For the benefit that self-government will be to herself. 

2. For the immense advantage it will be to the family to have liberally edu- 
cated wives and mothers at the fireside. 

; 3. For the benefit of the State in having woman’s interest in the publie good 


y recognized, 

n considering the first proposition we must view woman as a woman, to be 
educated for the whole round of human duties. In prescribing her rights we 
must not limit her neers as wife, mother, housekeeper, teacher,or seamstress, 
as she may never fill one of these positions or may fill all. In deciding her 
rights, consider her birem ef as a citizen of the United States. The capacities or 
attractions of each individual must settle the question of education and sphere, 
of rights and duties. In conferring the right of suffrage on men we do not ask 
whether they are husbands, fathers, of blacksmiths. 

In add g those who already enjoy the right of suffrage one would nat- 
urally sup that it would not be necessary to enlarge on the advantages of 
having a voice in deciding the laws and the rulers under which one lives. 

And neither would it if each member of this committee understood that 
woman's wants and needs are similar to his own; that the cardinal virtues be- 
long to her as well as to him; that personal dignity, the power of self-protec- 
tion, areas important for her as for him; that woman loves justice, equality, 
liberty, and w the right to give her consent to the Government under 
which she lives as well as man does. Matthew Arnold says: “ The first desire 
of every cultured mind is to take in the great work of government.” 

The virtue of patriotism would be far greater among men, their devotion to 
the public good more earnest, if the influences of home life were not continu- 
ally drawing them into a narrow selfishness, 
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But when women are enfranchised their interest in deepen. 
will see that the good of their own children depends as much on the con- 
ditions of the outside world as on the environments of their own homes. Just 
erated in the filthy lanes and narrow courts of our great 
to our homes, by pore, dies ranks of the young and 
beautiful, so if the moral atmosphere of society is co t the pure and inno- 
cent are the readiest victims. Our fragrant hedges and high stone walls are no 
n against the insidious poison of vices permitted by laws in which 
woman has no voice. When the interest mothers feel for the welfare of their 
expression in the laws, the morals of the street will be elevated and 

a purer code of virtue govern our homes, 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr, BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent in this con- 
nection, if it has not heretofore been granted, that all gentlemen who 
desire may print remarks in the RECORD on this bill, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leaves of absence were granted as follows: 

To Mr. HEMPHILL, for the remainder of the week, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. CARUTH, indefinitely. 

To Mr. NORTON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. QUACKENBUSH, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

ADMISSION OF WYOMING. 


Mr. BAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri desire to take the 
floor now ? 

Mr. MANSUR. Under ordinary circumstances, Mr. Speaker, I would 
not take the floor at this time; but, sir, the character of the debate and 
the character of the attendance at this hour are so wonderful that I de- 
sire to emphasize the point by exercising the highest character of right 
that belongs to a Representative in addressing myself to the country, 
for surely I am not addressing myself to Congress. When I recognize 
by an actual count there are not exceeding twelve members present, 
it reminds me of the fact that we are attempting, as it were, to bring 
a State into this Union by a Cesarean operation rather than by those 
methods of careful preparation and all the ceremonies that surround a 

accouchement of an honored member of an honored family. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose to emphasize that so much 
as to say that on this occasion we emphasize the fact that there are 
times when we must often ignore the evidence of our own senses, and 
in this I do not want to act upon the on I am now throwing 
out by any manner of means; but simply addressing the country, I 
would say that certainly Hon, THOMAS B. REED, the Speaker of this 
House, can evidently see that there is no quorum here now by the ex- 
ercise of his own senses, and that we are not doing business very rapidly 
in the way of educating the members of this House who are to vote on 
this question to-morrow. 

I was talking to a gentleman who is now present, a member of Con- 
gressrecently, and who knows little of what the bill proposes, He has 
not considered it himself; he admits, most frankly, that he does not 
know anything aboutit; but yet to-morrow the members of this House 
will act upon this measure, and without that deliberation and investi- 
gation they at least might obtain by hearing the discussion; but each 
will vote as the committee has, so to speak, instructed him. When 
we consider further that there are only certain amendments adopted 
and that the position assumed at least by the minority of the commit- 
tee is not one of open hostility against the admission of Wyoming—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let me suggest to the gentleman before he 
~ leaves the point he was making that there are four times as many on 
this side as on the other. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MANSUR. No, sir; I see one, two, three—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to the ques- 
tion under consideration. 

Mr. MANSUR. I desire to state here, then, so that it may go on 
record for the benefit of those who may possibly glance over the RECORD 
in the morning, what I understand to be the position of the minority. 
We state in this report that we are not absolutely fighting against the 
admission of Wyoming. But we have said, as we believe, that in the 
organic act by which Wyoming was made a Territory the right to vote 
was confined alone to the male le of that Territory; that in viola- 
tion of that, with out even authority of a Territorial act of the Legis- 
lature calling the people to assemble in their respective voting places, 
but under a mere proclamation of the governor, they met at a certain 
time, and there were some 8,000 people represented, passed upon a 
constitution that had previously been submitted to the delegates who 
assembled under this call of the governor of the Territory. 

Now, sir, the minority have even been willing, in view of what they 
understood to be a possibly fair sentiment in that Territory, to overlook 
that. But when wecome to consider the question of female suffrage here 
it was so great an innovation on all the past, it was so wide a depart- 
ure from the doctrines of our fathers who established the Constitution, 
that we did desire that the voice of the people should be taken under 
the sanction of Jaw; and if the people voted without authority of law 


there might be some jhment for the offense. That should be sub- 
mitted separately and apart, and being sosubmitted, if it were adopted 
by the people of that Territory, that it could be certified here; and 
if the constitution itself, in a separate election to which it was to be 
ordered, was sustained by the people, that then they could come in 
under a proclamation by the President. 

I repeat, sir, that the worst that could occur if Democratic ideas 
should prevail in this would be to submit this under the forms of law 
and have it adopted by the people, as we have every reason to expect 
that in all probability it would be, and that they would come here 
regularly by authority of law and be entitled to their representation 
in this Hall next winter at the assembling of Congress. That is ad- 
mission, then, that the position the minority of this committee have 
recommended and the suggestions submitted by them are, as it were, 
not even accorded a hearing. 

I will give way now to those gentlemen who desire to introduce 
matters by unanimous consent. 


COTTON-SEED OIL, 


Mr. McCLAMMY. Iask unanimous consent to print in the RECORD 
two telegrams which I hold in my hand, one coming from the business 
agent of the Alliance of the State of North Carolina and the other from 
the secretary, representing a membership of 90,000. The committee 
have ceased taking testimony and I just ask permission to have the 
telegrams printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The telegrams are as follows: 

RALEIGH, N. C., March 15, 1890, 
Hon, C. W. McCiamouy, 


House of ay Nang ES 
We know the Conger bill, No. and the Butterworth bill, No. 679, if passed 
by Congress, will arent damage if not dest the cotton-seed-oil industry of 
the South, and thereby do great damage to the interest of the farmers and labor- 
ersof the South. We do most earnestly protest against its passage and recom- 
mend that it do not pass. 
W. H. WORTH, 


State Business Agent, North Carolina Farmers’ Alliance, 
RALEIGH, N, C., March 15, 1890, 
Hon, C. W. MCCOLAMMY, 
House of sentatives, Washington: 

I am most decidedly opposed to bills Nos. 283 and 679, known respectively as 
the Conger and the Butterworthbills. I think I can safely say every cotton 
farmer in North Carolina is also opposed to them. If these bills become laws 
the entire cotton-seed industry in the South will be destro; 

E. 0. BEDDINGFIELD, 
Secretary North Carolina Farmers’ State Alliance, 


REVIVAL OF AMERICAN SHIPPING TRADE. 


Mr. CUMMINGS obtained unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD the following memorial: 


Resolutions unanimously at the fourth national convention of the 
may ipping and Industrial League, Washington, D, C., February 5, 6, 
and 7, . 


The American Shipping and Industrial League, zealously pursuing its object, 
the promotion of the development of American labor and distribution of the prod- 
ucts thereof by the enlargement and extension of the merchant marine of the 
United States, at its session in Washington City, February 5, 6, and 7, 1890, re- 
affirms the d ion made at it last annual meeting. 

Whereas our best foreign markets naturally are those of Central and South 
America, the West Indies, Eastern Asia, and Australia, but from which we are 
new. practically excluded by inadequate transportation facilities of our own; 
an 

Whereas the distribution of American products could be better effected 
through the instrumentality of American merchants and their own ships, which 
would earn the freight that always has to be paid in cash, whether there be 
profit or loss on the Car EO; and 

Whereas the nationality of a ship in which goods are transported generally 
carries with it, to a great extent, the command of the market to which the goods 
are consigned, and also controls the exchanges by which payments are effected; 


and 
Whereas the decay of American shipping has had and must naturally have an 
injurious effect upon all industries, because it forces the country to pay enor- 
mous sums in for foreign transportation, which sums might and should be 
retorne to our country through our own merchants owning their own shipping; 
an 
Whereas a merchant marine is absolutely essential to the maritime defense of 
nis nation, ene without it we will not have seamen to man the Navy in time 
of war; an 
Whereas the rapidly developing industrial power of the South makes it cer- 
tain that, with the aid of that section, the time is at hand when the United States 
will be able, with proper protection of the shipping interests, to defy the open 
and fair competition of the world in the foreign export trade: Therefore, 
Beitresolved, That this convention urge upon the Congress of the United States 
proper measures for the revival and extension ofthe merchant marine and declare 
that among such measures we hot pneg as timely and effective the bill known 
as the “ton: bill,” which provides that every vessel, sail or steam, built and 
owned in the United States, and engaged in the foreign trade, plying between 
the ports of the United States and foreign ports or between fore ports and 
other foreign pora shall be allowed the sum of 30 cents per gross red 
ton for each 1,000 miles sailed, outward and inward, and pro rata for any dis- 
“The payments at the 
as herein Lprov aea shall con- 
or another term of 
nine yos m 
traveled, and pro rata for any less distance," Andin recommending this bill for 


this convention further urge soo n; the immediate pro- 
coast and seaport cities of the United States, on the 

lakes as well as the seaboard, 
Resolved, That we hail with gratification the acts of Congress providing for 
the rebuilding and equipment of a strong and efficient Navy, so necessary for 
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The SPEAKER. The other side has occupied two hours and eight- 
een minutes. 

Mr. BAKER. Then the other side can have the floor. How much 
time will remain to this side. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine that, It will require 
something in the nature of a mathematical calculation to determine. 
[Langhter.] The Chair will recognize some gentleman in opposition 
to the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, t is with some reluctance that I 
make any objection to the passage of this bill to admit Wyoming into 
the Union. The cause of the State is so earnestly championed by the 
Delegate who has represented its interests so faithfully and so ably in 
this House since the day I entered it that Isympathize with him in the 
enthusiasm he has manifested in favor of the immediate creation of this 
Territory into a Stateofthe Union. Imay say personally that it would 
gratify me to congratulate him hereafter as the Senator from the new 
State of Wyoming. But, Mr. Speaker, there are to my mind some ob- 
jections to the admission of this Territory at this time, and I must urge 
them here and vote my convictions against the passage of the bill. 

The manner in which the proceedings have been conducted up to this 
instant to make this new State have been rather rapid, rather rushing; 
too inconsiderate, it seems to me, to be applied to the creation of a new 
State in this Union. 

The movement was set on foot by the county commissioners of the 
Territory, at whose instance does not appear. The county commis- 
sioners of my State are elected to manage the financial affairs of the 
county to some extent; to levy certain taxes; to determine the 
amount to be expended generally in the county; to build bridges; to 
construct certain public buildings; control the county road eaen, 
and matters of that kind. It would not be regarded as absurd an 
ridiculous were they to petition the govêrnos of the State to call a con- 
vention to adopt amendments to the constitution; but if they were 
to attempt to invest the governor and other officers of the State with 
powers for that purpose, such as these boards requested them to exer- 

ise, wholly without the authority of law, their course would be re- 
ed as extremely presumptuous. 

These commissioners asked the governor of the State with two or 
three other officials to proceed to district the State and apportion the 
number of delegates to the several districts, and do such other acts as 
may be necessary to call together delegates for the purpose of passing 
upon the fundamental law that should rest upon the people of that 
Territory for an interminable period, and might be fixedin such a way 
that it would be next to impossible to amend it in its objectionable 
features. Reading from the report (part second, the views of the mi- 
nority) will show how rapidly this whole business was rushed in that 
Territory. The proclamation for this convention was issued on the 3d 
day of June, 1889, the election was held on the second Monday of July, 
and the convention assembled at Cheyenne, the capital of the Territory, 


aniran defense and for the security of our commerce and carrying trade on 
seas, 


That this convention further urges upon Congress the great impor- 
tance of adequate provision for the improvement of the harborsand rivers ofthe 
Whole country concurrently with the restoration and development of our ocean 
commerce, so that all sections and States of the Republic sl a inand 
pon a A the benefits of restored and enlarged commerce with each o and the 
outside world through their natural water ways and harbors, developed by the 
fostering hand of the nation. 

Resolved, That the United States mails ought to be carried between this and 
fore countries in American ships, under our own flag, as soon as e, 
co! ntly with certainty and celerity of the service and that for such service 
this Government ought to pay a just compensation, regardless of the price at 
which other nations are willing to provide similar service. 

Resolved, That the vast present and prospective manufacturing and commer- 
cial interests of this country entitle them to a foreign mail service the prompt- 
ness, celerity, and certainty of which shall be insu: in peace and in war, by 
national patriotism, national pride, and national ambition to extend our influ- 
ence, our commerce, and our markets throughout the world. 

That such service can only be relied upon, in peace and war, when 
performed by American hands, wacmed by American hearts, under the Ameri- 


can flag. 
Resolved, That this convention heartily indorses the naval reserve bill, pro- 
viding for the enrollment of a navai militia, etc., and recommends to Congress 


the immediate passage of said bill. 
SEAL. JOSEPH WHEELER, President. 
HAS, S. HILL, 
Secretary and Commissioner. 


On motion, it was unanimously resolved and directed thata copy of the above 
should be presented to the President and Vice-President of the United States, 
to each member of the Cabinet, to both Houses of Congreas, and also to the 
governor and Legislature of each State of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The time hasarrived under the special order when 
it becomes necessary to declare that the House is in recess until 11 
o’clock to-morrow morning. 


AFTER THE RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by the 
Speaker at 11 o'clock a. m. (Thursday, March 27, 1890). 


REMONSTRANCES AGAINST EXPENDITURES FOR WAR LIKE PURPOSES, 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, obtained unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the following memorials; which were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

Remonstrances of Back Creek, Fairmount, Deer Creek, and Marion Monthly 

Meetings of Friends, of Grant County, Indiana, nst proposed large ex- 


penditures of public money for naval, coast defense, and other warlike 
measures, 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in assembled : 
We, your petitioners, of Deer Creek Monthly Meeting of ends, Grant 


Clerks, | on the first Monday in September, and preoa pt gay a sm 

_ | stitution. The convention adjourned on the 3lst day of Septem! 
Te Petena TN ot ey Crook “Menthly Mecting of oa Cacti | and the election for the ratification of the constitution was held on the 
County, State of Indiana, numbering 135 adult persons, lly, bat ear- | 5th day of November thereafter. Only thirty-five days intervened be- 


nestly, entreat your honorable bodies to reject the recommendations of the Sen- 
ate Naval Committee, and other measures which propose a large expenditure 
for the Navy and so-called coast defenses, and other warlike preparations, all 
of which we believe are a menace to the peace and security of the nation, 
SAMUEL C. WILSON, 
A. J. ROOK, 


tween the time when the convention adjourned and the holding of the 
election on the constitution. 

To us living in the older States where communication is rapid, where 
it is easy for the people to get together, this may not seem like very 
rushing work; but if gentlemen will look at the map of the Territory 
of Wyoming and consider for a moment the conditions of that Terri- 
tory, they will find that it is larger than several States of the Union, 
as is mentioned in the report. ‘There is but one line of railway run- 
ning through that Territory, and that line of railroad is within 50 or 
60 miles of the southern border of the Territory, and there is one 
other line of railway merely entering the Territory. The notice of any ` 
one of these transactions of which I read but a moment ago could not 
haye been properly given in five weeks’ time. There were many citizens 
of the Territory who knew nothing about them, when they should have 
been fully informed. 

Mr. Speaker, I venture to say that there are tracts of territory in 
Wyoming as large as the State of Ohio in which no election was held 
at any time upon the Territorial question or upon this constitution. 
I voiture to say that there are tracts of country there as large as the 
Syfte of Connecticut, as large as the State of New Jersey, in which a 
ndred families do not reside. 

Mr. CAREY. Will the gentleman allow me a single suggestion? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have no objection. 

Mr. CAREY. I know the gentleman would not willingly make a 
misstatement—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, sir. 

Mr. CAREY. The gentleman has said that there is one railroad in 
our Territory and another entering it. I wish to say that we have one 
railroad running entirely through the Territory from east to west; 
another coming from the east runs nearly to the center of the Terri- 
tory; and there is another line running north and south. We have 
also the Burlington and Quincy road running 30 or 40 miles in the 
northwest corner. 


To the Senate and Eat Sep comeneenevee ae ne United States in Co: assembled: 
We, your petitioners, of Fairmount Monthly Meeting of Friends, Grant 
County, State of Indiana, numbering 424 adult persons, ully, but ear- 
nestly, entreat your honorable bodies to reject the recommen: ions of the Sen- 
ate Naval Committee, and other measures which propose a large expenditure 
for the Navy and so-called coast defenses, and other warlike preparations, all 
of which we believe are a menace to the peace and net 4 of the nation. 
ENOS HARVEY, Clerk. 
To the Senate and House of Representativesof the United States in Congress assembled : 
We, your pooo of Marion Monthly Meeting of Friends, Grant County, 
State of Indiana, numbering 437 adult persons, respectfully, but earnestly, en- 
treat your honorable bodies to reject the recommendations of the Senate Naval 
Committee, and other measures which propose a large expenditure for the Navy 
and so-called coast defenses, and other warlike preparations, all of which we 
believe are a menace to the peace and security of the nation. 
Signed by direction and on behalf of the aforesaid meeting, held at Marion, 
Grant County, Indiana, third month, 5th, 1890. 
SARAH ANN SMALL, Clerk. 
ISAAC ELLIOTT, Clerk for the Day. 
JOEL OVERMAN, Corresponding Secretary, 


è ADMISSION OF WYOMING. . 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, the remaining two hours of this debate, 
I believe, are to be equally divided. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How is that? 

Mr. BAKER. The remaining two hours are to be divided, I believe, 
between the friends and the opponents of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Yorkismistaken, The 
side represented by the gentleman from New York has occupied three 
hours and thirty-one minutes. * 

Mr. BAKER. What portion of the time—— 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam glad to be corrected. Isaid that looking 
at the ma I have taken a very recent one. 

Mr.C. Y. We grow so rapidly out there that the maps do not 
saa with us, . 

.OUTHWAITE. The maps keep up as rapidly as the population 
; and I have just said I have no doubt there are portions of that 
itory as large as several of the minor States of this Union in which 
a hundred families do not reside. 

Mr. Speaker, this rapidity of movement, this method of election, is 
illustrated in the remarks of the gentleman from Wyoming himself. 
Speaking upon the vote on the ratification of the constitution, he says: 

There were cast 8,195 votes, 1,923 votes being against the constitution only. 
There was not an election throughout the Territory for any other purpose; 
everybody appeared for the constitution, 

In the vote cast nearly 20 per cent. were against the constitution. 
What becomes of the assertion ‘‘ Everybody appeared for the constitu- 


- tion.” 


That is a mere opinion of the gentleman. Then reading again from 
page 15 I find the gentleman using this language: 

The vote in 1888 was 18,210. The population can not be properly based on the 
vote. But there is but little of politics in Wyoming. 

‘The population, as I have shown by the maps exhibited, is scattered 
over 100,000 square miles of territory; and taking the best estimate of 
the population given by the gentleman himself there is in that Terri- 
tory just one person toasquare mile. Within thirty days after notice 
each one of these elections takes place among a people scattered over 
100,000 square miles of territory. Under such circumstances, Mr. 
ppan it was utterly impossible that there could have been held a 


‘fair, just, and proper election upon the ratification of this constitution, 
t contains 


T provisions of a peculiar character. It contains a provision 
which in its present form would disfranchise evéry person coming into 
Wyoming hereafter, except those who can read the English lan- 


This provision should certainly be modified or corrected so that our 


German-speaking citizens, our dinavian citizens, our citizens of 
other non-English-speaking nationalities—Dutch, French, Austrian, 
Russian—who may wish to go into that Territory and become citizens 
may not be disfranchised. ‘This is not a matter of construction. The 
language of the provision, taken with the fact that this is generally an 
English-speaking people, would preclude any persons from being citi- 
zens unless they could read the constitution of the State in English. 

Then there is this provision as to woman suffrage. As was shown 
yesterday, female suffrage exists in that Territory in contravention of 
the law which constituted the Territory. Yet female suffrage was per- 
mitted to be an element in constituting this constitution, which is to 
disfranchise the male citizens of other parts of the Union, which is to 
disfranchise all who do not read the English language. 

Section 9, Article VI, of that instrument is as follows: 

No person shall have the right to vote who shall not be able to read the con- 
stitution of this State. The igang of this section shall not apply to any per- 
son prevented by physical disability from complying with its requirements, 

Here is an invitation to immigration! Plainly this new-born State 
says to all men who can not read, ‘‘Stay out of my borders.’’ In addi- 
tion to those of foreign birth, the native of this land who, surrounded 
by poverty in childhood, obtained no education is disfranchised the day 
he settles here. The veteran of the Union armies, who seeks a home 
upon the public domain in Wyoming, if he can not read, must yield up 
one of the priceless rights of citizenship. Four times as manyacres as 
there are in the farms of Ohio, of public lands subject to entry under 
our homestead laws, are thus withdrawn from that privilege to these 
men and all others similarly situated. 

Illiteracy is to be punished. The negroes of the South, unfortunate 
in this respect, are virtually forbidden to come to Wyoming in search 
ofhomes. With this discouragement to immigration, this practical ex- 
clusion of the men who constitute a large portion of the human labor, 
the predictions of the gentleman from Wyoming of a rapid increase in 
the population resulting from statehood are not likely to be realized. 
An educational qualification such as this, if to become effective some 
years hence, ht not be so objectionable. Let this House send this 
constitution to the people of that Territory with such instructions 
as may awaken them to a sense of the unwisdom and undesirable feat- 
ures of its provisions upon suffrage and eligibility to office, and Jet the 
whole of the people have an opportunity to consider and vote upon 
them. Delay long enough for this purpose can do no harm and may 
do very much good. 

Mr. Speaker, we have been, by the action of the Committee on Rules, 
precluded from offering amendments to this bill. There are three 
amendments, however, of the minority of the committee that we are 

itted to vote upon. One of these provides for referring this con- 
stitution back to the eand permitting them to vote upon these 
vital questions. What objection can there be tothat? Do gentlemen 


fear that if this question be referred back to the people and they be 
permitted to vote on it these provisions will be stricken ont? Then 
they ought to be stricken out, 


Mr. CAREY. Will the gentlemen t me another question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ifit is not to be taken ont of my time. 

Mr. CAREY. What do you mean by ‘‘the people” of the Terri- 
tory—the voters in the Territory to-day or only the men? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If I could determine the matter myself, I 
should refer the question only to the male citizens. But as the pro- 
vision is in the laws of your Territorial government—— 

Mr. CAREY. You would take the right away from those people to 
say whether they want to continue in the exercise of suffrage. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would permit those who generally through- 
out the United States are recognized as citizens entitled to vote—I 
would permit them only to determine this question. But that is not 
possible. All that I propose now is, following the amendment offered 
by the minority of the committee, to submit the whole question to 
the whole people—not to one-third of them, not to one-fourth of them, 
but to give all of them a fair opportunity to vote upon the question. 
Let the fact of this election be published abroad. Let the counties 
that do not lie on the railroads, that lie out in the rural districts—let 
those counties have an opportunity to pass on these questions. 

But I was asking what objection can there be to the proceeding pro- 
posed by the minority of the committee? Has any objection been of- 
fered? None has been offered in my hearing during this debate, except 
that the resubmission of this question might involve some trouble and 
inconvenience to the people of that Territory. Sir, the fundamental 
rights of the people of the Territory are worth tenfold the amount of 
trouble and inconvenience to which they would be put in order to pass 
upon these questions in a proper manner, 

Do you object because you fear some political mischance? The 
chairman of this committee [Mr. BAKER] in his opening remarks al- 
luded to the conduct of whatis now the minority side of this House in 
the preceding Congress with regard to the bill which admitted the two 
Dakotas, Montana, and Washington. I could heartily congratulate 
that gentleman if he and his colleagnes had manifested as much fair- 
ness as many of the Democrats did on that occasion, if he had pre- 
sented to us at this time a bill embracing four Territories, giving us, 
so faras the political aspect is concerned, a chance for one to three. 
You have brought in here a bill to admit the Territory which has the 
smallest population of the four seeking admission; and you have re- 
fused to report up to this time a bill for the admission of the Territory 
of New Mexico, which has three times the population of the Territory 
of Wyoming, which has greater wealth, which has more railroads and 
everything else which indicates material prosperity in greater abun- 
dance than Wyoming. 

You propose to admit to a seat in this House and to seats upon the 
floor of the Senate a Representative and two Senators representing a 
smaller number of people than live in the county in which I have the 
honor to reside, less than half as many people as there are in the dis- 
trict I represent. The city of Columbus—my home—has a larger tax 
duplicate, more banking capital, greater manufactories, larger com- 
merce, more valuable public buildings, more school facilities, and 
contains more school-children, and more men and women than this 
Territory which you now propose to invest with statehood; yet it is 
but a very small portion of the great State of Ohio, whose two Senators 
are hereafter to be counterbalanced by the two Senators from Wyo- 


ming. 

I should think that gentlemen on the other side of the House would 
pause and consider, even in their haste to win unfairly political ad- 
vantages, whether they are willing toadmita Territory into the Union 
of States and give it this great power in Congress with so few people 
as it has, in the face of the lesson of Nevada, which to-day, after over a 
quarter of a century of statehood, has a smallernumber of votes, yes, 
about one-third as many votes as the number of voters in the district 
electing each of them to Congress. 

Mr. CAREY. How does the case of Nevada compare with that of 
Florida, which was given 13,000,000 acres of land, and which, on ac- 
count of its position on the seacoast has had abundant opportunities 
of access? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If there is objection to that which was done in 
the case of Florida forty-five years ago, it ought to be a lamp to light 
the feet of this House at this time, not an encouragement to us to per- 
petrate another wrong of like character. But Ido notadmit that there 
was any such mistake in that case, ‘C'wenty-five years after admission 
Florida had nearly 200,000 people. 

The gentleman has introduced tables here to show that certain States 
in days gone by, after their admission, did not cast many votes. Yet 
at the time they were admitted they had about the requisite number to 
entitle them toa member of this House. ‘The ordinance which permit- 
ted the formation of five States from the territory northwest of the Ohio 
River proposed over a century ago the rule that the number of people 
to constitute any of those States should be 60,000. 

Mr. CAREY. But two of them were admitted with 33,000. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I do not think the gentleman’s figures are ex- 
act, They were, however, admitted with a smaller number than 60,000. 
The basis of representation also was much smaller at that time than 
itis now. A national census will soon be taken. A census of this 
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Territory can be taken before the meeting of this 
session; and this census would show whether Wyoming 
people as will be required in the next apportionment for a Representa- 
tive in Congress. If it comes here with one-half as many people and 
if its constitution is so amended as to be, in my estimation, truly and 
purely republican in form, I will vote forits admission. But I regard 
that feature which provides for disfranchising all citizens unless they 
can read the Constitution in the English language as utterly unrepub- 
lican, undemocratic, un-American, and unworthy the indorsement of 
this House. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW ]. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, over twenty years ago I assisted 
in creating the Territory of Wyoming ; also in assigning to it a Penn- 
sylvania name. I should now be perfectly willing to change that 
Territory into a State, to admit itamong our sisterhood of States as an 
honored member, if, in my judgment, the conditions proper to such 
transition now existed. 

We are told by this committee that this Territory contains 62,000,000 
acres of land, of which from four to five millions are arable withoutre- 
sort to artificial means of irrigation; and according to the estimates 
which are made by the geologist of the Territory the amount of land 
that can be made arable by resorting to artificial irrigation is 12,000,000 
acres. Here, then, is a Territory of 62,000,000 acres, of which sixteen 
or seventeen million acres only are capable of being made suitable for 
the purposes of agriculture, and consequently of supporting a dense 
population. And these are the estimates that we are to accept with 
some considerable degree of allowance, because they are made merely 
upon conjecture; they are vague or general estimates, which may not 
be CoA when they come to be tested in the future by time and 
trial. 

Now, as to the mineral resources of that Territory, which are painted 
in such grand colors, I find in the end we are told that the whole of the 
mineral production of that Territory is coal, of which the insignificant 
amount at present is 2,000,000 tons per year. Sir, when this Territory 
shall have yielded mineral products to any considerable extent and of 
course have acquired population along with production, it will be time, 
and not until then, to present to Congress this question of admission. 

But, sir, what I propose is to say a few words in behalf of the one- 
fourth of the voters of that Territory who voted against this applica- 
tion to Congress at a voluntary election, when there was no legal obli- 
gation upon the election officers or upon anybody else to participate in 
the proceedings or to conform to, law or fairness in what was done. 
These persons—a very considerable proportion, one-fourth of the whole 
number reported as voting—said ‘‘ No.” 

Now take this question of irrigation. We are told in this commit- 
tee report that about two million and a half of acres are now artifi- 
cially provided with water; but there is no supply from what are called 
supply basins, no extensive or great works by which large quantities 
of land can be made fertile. Itis only by tapping the streamsand some 
small sources, at comparatively light expense, that this proportionately 
small quantity of land has been assisted into a condition of fertility. 
We have established already by act of Congress a scheme or plan of as- 
sisting our new Territories thiat have waste and arid lands to obtain 
large and permanent supplies of water for the purposes of irrigation. 

‘This policy was established at the last session of Congress; and we 
have a bureau ee with scientific experts for the examination of 
our Western and Southwestern region, where this question of irrigation 
isso important and where some system of irrigation is so indispensable 
to the future prospevity of the country. If matters are allowed to 
take their natural course, this Government will appropriate money to 
that object; for we know that in those Territories there is not the 
ability among the inhabitants to do the work. Those Territories are 
yetsmall in population, limited in resources, and it requires the power- 
ful arm of the Government to be stretched out to accomplish any large 
and permanent results for the future. 

The Government has undertaken that, and in this very Territory of 
Wyoming, where no supply basins have been erected and where at 
several points a large outlay would be necessary, the Government will 
come to the assistance of the people of the Territory and will give to 
them by generous appropriations of money that which is of tenfold 
more importance and value to them than any possible political organi- 
zation in the form of a new and weak State government could be. And 
I take it, Mr. Speaker, that the intelligent, sagacious inhabitants of 
that Territory, as well as of two or three others that might be named, 
have already taken into account this important and vital question to 
their own prosperity and that they believe it wise policy to defer State 
organizations and allow the General Government, while it controls the 
lands and holds political jurisdiction in those sections, to carry out 
this system of beneficent Government patropage and assistance. They 
were wise in voting against a premature entrance into the Union, es- 
tablishing a State jurisdiction over their lands, ousting the United 
States from all local concern in their affairs except as an owner of un- 
disposed-of lands. 


at the next 
half as many 


Now, for one Iam perfectly willing to give to this Territory of Wy- 
oming, and to the Territories of Arizona and of New Mexico, ially 
perhaps to Idaho also, reasonable contributions of the public moneys 
while they remain in the Territorial condition, in order to enable them 
to establish and maintain a condition of things indispensable to their 
future prosperity and welfare. But if they slip out from under our 
hand and assume positions in the Union as sovereign States they will 
take along with them into that changed condition necessarily all of the 
reponsibilities for their own future. Then what will become of this 
great work of irrigation? What will happen in regard toit? Why, 
sir, the enterprises necessary to supply water will fall into the hands of 
corporations in every one of the new States where irrigation is required. 
This will be the practical result, for necessarily to the large outlays _ 
for the great basins and works, corporate capital, and corporate capital 
alone, will be adequate. 

Such works can only be accomplished through the agency of asso- 
ciated capital, and the inhabitants of the Territories, then new States, 
will be subject to corporate control over this vital question of their 
water supply, I would have the Government of the United States, as 
far as reasonable and proper, undertake the work while these Territo- 
ries remain under our control, in a Territorial condition, and establish 
such works, holding the necessary lands adjoining, as was provided in 
the House bill of last session, until the works are perfected, then pass 
the title to individual owners upon an increased price, which will re- 
imburse a large part of the outlay; and ultimately I would turn the 
works over to the States when organized and allow them to hold the 
title in trust for the benefit of the people. So that in future times they 
will not be ground down by corporate greed, and the waters of heaven 
will not be doled out to them under corporate charters, but be obtain- 
able under beneficent and wise arrangements adopted in the interests 
of all the people. 

One point further—I have not time to speak at length on this ques- 
tion—and I will close. I can well understand how this movement for 
a new State was gotten up. The governor of the Territory and the 
chief-justice of the Territory obtained petitions, not from the people, 
but from certain little office-holders of the Territory, doubtless invited 
and inspired by them; and then, withoutlaw and in contempt of the 
United States, those officials divided the State into districts, and the 
governor’s proclamation to the people directed them what they should 
do, Thus they get up a bogus convention in contempt of law, and upon 
a meager yote of perhaps 5,000 male inhabitants of that Territory the 
constitution was adopted and sent here for our acceptance. 

What is the consideration for this? Seats in the Senate and in this 
House; a State governorship, State judgeships and other State offices 
to be portioned around as far as they will go, to be imposed u 
the people of the Territory for support; and the bribe held out to the 
political majority in Congress was to be two Senators and a Represent- 
ative on this floor from the new State. That is the bribe to pass this 
bill through Congress, That is the bribe which the local office-seeking 
interest in the Territory hold out to the ponon majority in Congress. 
The temptation is strong, I admit it; but is it too strong to be re- 
sisted? Why, sir, there is no necessity at this time, nor will there be 
within some years, for adding to the political majority in the Senate of 
the United States. I would ask gentlemen, in conclusion, would it 
not be well to allow a few of the Territories in political accord with 
them to remain in the Territorial condition for a few years longer, and 
bring them in hereafter when they will need votes in the other House? 
That would be sensible. That would be political wisdom. At present 
there is no political necessity for this measure. It remains to be seen 
whether that unwise appeal made to the majority in this House is to 
be listened to and prevail in this body. [Applause.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. $ 2 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, the prineiple of home rule is a most 
saered one, and one which it would ill become me to question’ here or 
elsewhere. But home rule presumes that there are a suficient num- 
ber of rulers. A State is not constituted by acres, by minerals, by 
trees, by steers, or horses, or donkeys; a State is constituted of men, 
and in the case of Wyoming, presumably, of women; and there should 
be a sufficient population within the borders of the Territory before it 
can be admitted or shall be admitted asaStateinto the Union, Again, 
Mr. Speaker, while the principle of home rule is a sacred one and an 
important one, the right of admission into the Union is also a sacred 
one. Now, the gentlemen on the other side with great alacrity apply 
this principle of home rule to the sparse population of Wyoming, while 
they deny it arrogantly to the larger population of New Mexico. 

We are asked by gentlemen on the other side to hasten by our votes 
the granting of home rule to the womanhood of Wyoming while per- 
sistently denying it to the manhood of Arizona. We are told by gen- 
tlemen on the other side that we must not, in the light of the princi- 
ples of home rule, question what they have put into the constitution 
of Wyoming. On the other hand, gentlemen on the other side state 
that we shall question that which they put into the constitution of 
another State. Iam asked by my vote toaccept the principle of woman 
suffrage in Wyoming and I am asked to reject the polygamous feature 
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in suffrage in Utah. If you are going to enforce the principle of home 
rule do it justly, applying it even-handedly to all the Territories which 
ask to become States of the Union, 

I am in favor of the most liberal laws to enable every Territory in the 
Union to become a State. Iam in favor of the cardinal principle of 
home rule, but I can not under the cry of home rule close my eyes to 
the injustice of admitting the present Territory of Wyoming while you 
exclude other Territories from admission. Now, I believe that you 
have the same right to exclude Wyoming because of its constitution 
that you have to exclude the constitution of Utah. ‘This constitution 
of Wyoming was formulated by thirty-nine men, possibly assembled 
in a back room, and ratified by a little over 6,000 people, men and 
women. If not the worst constitution which has ever been adopted, 
it is to my mind certainly abreast of the worst. There is in this con- 
stitution almost everything to which I am opposed as sound in politics, 
in morals, or in economics. You usher this State into the Union by 
wholesale spoliation of the public domain. A distinguished gentleman 
on the other side said that the same thing was done in Florida. Idonot 
care if it was done in every State in the Union; and as the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OuTHWATITE] so well replied, if they have wasted the 
oo lands which belonged, not to the people of Wyoming or of Florida, 

mt to the whole people of the United States, in former times, the 
greater reason exists why we should not do it in this case. 

These grants of land of the people of the United States are for peni- 
tentiaries, for educational buildings, for all sorts of institutions, for 
fish hatcheries; and, as the gentleman from Alabama, in reply to my in- 
terrogatory yesterday, said, there is no restriction as to who may pur- 
chase these thousands and thousandsof acres. They may beall bought 
by one syndicate; they may be all bought by one man; they may beall 
bought, as the gentleman suggested, by foreigners. Yes, and you have 
pie in this constitution a provision in order to enable foreigners to 

uy these lands with which you are to purchase your penitentiaries 
and with which you are to experiment in your fish hatcheries. 

Here is one provision in the constitution with reference to the pur- 
chase of land that I will call the attention of my friend from Alabama 
to. They have incorporated in the organic law of this proposed State 
that foreigners shall hold land, instead of src to the act we 
have passed in the Forty-ninth Congress that they shall not hold land. 
* No distinction,” say these thirty-nine gentlemen in the back room in 
formulating the constitution which was indorsed by a little over 6,000 
votes of the people of Wyoming, and which the gentleman from Wy- 
oming says they went through a blinding snow-storm to deposit—‘t No 
distinction shall ever be e by law between resident aliens and citi- 
zens as to the possession, taxation, and enjoyment and descent of prop- 
erty. 

Let me say to my friend from Wyoming that if this constitution had 
been made by three hundred delegates chosen at an open, fair election 
in an open convention it never would have had that provision in it, and 
if it had been voted upon at an election of 200,000 people instead of 
6,000 it would have been rejected three to one in any American State 
or community. 

Now, then, gentlemen, you take from the fast-receding public do- 
main, which should be the safety-valve of republican institutions in 
America, thousands and thousands of acres of land and give it to this 
feeble and sparse community to make it a State, and you put in the 
constitution of that new State that foreign syndicates and the Jand- 
lords of Europe, who are finding that the laws of that country in refer- 
ence to land are becoming obnoxious to the growing democracy there, 
and who are hastening hither to get hold of the fertile acres of America, 
that they and their odious system shall find lodgment here. You have 
placed in the constitution and laws of the new State in distinct and 
radical terms a new law which would never be indorsed by the people 
of the United States. You have invited the ostracised, odious, and 
exiled landlords, forced by the indignant population in Europe to seek 
other lands for investment, to come here; you have advertised in that 
constitution of Wyoming that here is the Mecca to which these land- 
hungry, selfish robber barons may hasten their steps and invest in lands. 
They can buy from the State of Wyoming millions of acres of these 
lands to be held by one vast syndicate. The next step in such a con- 
stitution should have been a provision reviving the feudal system. 

Mr. MORGAN, May they not have had something to do with put- 
ting it in there? 

Mr. McADOO, My friend suggests, may they not have had some- 
thing to do with putting that provision in the constitution? These 
people are in every part of our land, and they are nowhere more alert 
and more anxious to acquire property than in the new Territories about 
to become States. We have seen—— 

Mr. CAREY. What is the law in your own State? 

Mr. McADOO. The constitution of New Jersey has no such prohib- 
ee provision as this and there are no public lands in the State of New 

ersey. 

Now, I state that this constitution contains to my mind almost every 
vicious principle in government, and the only good clause I find in it 
is the one that allows it to be amended. To my mind the only and 


roper way to amend it would be to obliterate and begin it over again. 
Etadghter and applause. ] 

These thirty-nine men in the back room formed a constitution which 
is ratified by 6,000 votes, by which we are to grant millions of 
and the American people are to have their rights abridged in that la 
which the blood and the brains and the patriotism of the whole Ameri- 
can people, and not the people of Wyoming, acquired. 


Now, on the question of woman su reference has been made to 
the State of New Jersey. It was said on this floor that that was the 
only State in the Union which ever had woman suffrage. Well, they 
did not have it long, and they did not get it regularly, any more than 
they did in Wyoming in the enabling act which created that Territory; 
but at any rate so far as the State of New Jersey is concerned this was 
away back almost in the colonial period. There never was, I am in- 
formed by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], who has made 
a very exhaustive search of that question, a decision of the court, either 
State or Federal, to uphold the construction given and under which 
women voted. They voted in New Jersey by a sort of unanimous con- 
sent of a small population. 

It never arrested public attention in thatState; and there has never 
been a-whisper of reviving it from the day the new constitution of 1844 
was formed until the present time; and there never will be, in my 
opinion. 

The question of woman suffrage is so vast aone that I could not hope 
to discuss it in the limited period now allowed me. ‘The literature of 
that subject is very great. The discussion has been conducted with 
signal ability on both sides. It goes without saying that every man 
who himself ts woman. The noblest, the gentlest, the 
most chivalrous of men have idealized womaninallages. Now, asmall 
faction of the sex—an insignificant faction (do not mistake the noise 
about this question)—ask that in this day we shall cease to idealize 
woman, shall no longer consider her as the fuirest and best, if the frailest 
portion of humanity; that, in the language of the old ranterson the stage, 
we shall ‘‘have at it” ina competitive combat to the death. ‘‘Go to! 
Have at thee, villain!” [Laughter.] It is proposed that we shall no 
longer consider woman as fair and pure and gentle, but shall consider 
pr as robust and manly, and at times, in political contests, probably 
vulgar. 

No proposition was ever made in the United States which, in my 
opinion, would do more to destroy our institutions than the enforce- 
ment or allowance of female suffrage. The state very properly kee 
away from religious questions. The state has no right to infringe the 
domain of religion, The Acts of the Apostles, if made into acts of 
Congress, would lose all their force and efficacy, [Laughter.] But 
the most skeptical of rulers and of men have found out that relig- 
ion isa potent factor in controlling the human mind, so far as gov- 
ernment is concerned—I care not what religion it is. He would be a 
daring man who would undertake to govern and a brave man who 
would venture to livein a faithless state. Now, it is probably a lament- 
able fact, but in our day it is true that women are the mainstay of re- 
ligion—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield the gentleman two minutes longer. 

Mr. MCADOO. Go to any of your churches in the United States or 
England, or more particularly in Franée, on a Sunday morning; look 
around you and you will realize that women are the mainstay of the 
church, the leaven of faith in a materialistic age, the very pillars of 
active religious life. Force them into the political arena, in contact 
with all the baser phases of humanity, the gross selfishness and du- 
plicity of intense political contests, and you have taken the main prop 
from faith in every country where it prevails. 

Why, sir, one wing of this army have attacked the Christian religion, 
because they say that St. Paul is the greatest enemy that woman has, 
Well, speaking simply as a man of the world, St. Paul was one of the 
greatest men that ever lived, a man of giant intellect and most noble 
and godlike character. Thoughout the ages he looms up likea great 
towering mountain crowned with beacon fires to light the dullness of 
night. He did not declare any new law with reference to woman; he 
did not give any dogmatic opinion of his. St. Paul simply declared 
what the law of God and nature was with reference to sex. He saw 
written, as it were in letters of fire, the truth as to the true sphere of 
woman. 

Woman does not belong to a class or a clique; she represents a sex 
with elemental and mental characteristics entirely different from those 
of men. Her sphere under our advanced civilization is enlarging. 
With advanced education, with the new needs of society, her sphere of 
usefulness will everywhere extend. The law with reference to her in 
this and other lands has very properly made great advancement. In 
my own and other States the statutory law has enlarged her privileges 
to the very verge of destroying the unity of the family relation. No 
one will be readier than J to advance her rights and privileges and to 
aid her in her struggles under the changed conditions of life that mark 
our age. New avenues of employment and usefulness are opening up 
to her, and in them she is entitled to find consideration and fair play. 
God and nature have designed her for nobler pursuits than those con- 
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nected with ballot or bullet. Her temperament unfits her for using 
the one and her muscle has not been developed for the other, Great 
lawgivers and savage Amazons are exceptions in the sex. 

It was only yesterday I learned that several of the graduates of our 
highest female colleges, admirable and talented young women, have 
taken their culture and their learning down into the very slums of New 
York, are spending their lives among the poor there, helping them— 
not talking woman suffrage or politics to them, but preaching the gospel 
of baths, clean morals, and good food, and in that way doing more for 
those poor people than woman suffrage can ever do. [Applause.] God 
bless woman in a mission like that ! 

But whenever in the great communities of America you adopt this 
principle of woman suffrage, whenever you take her from her pedes- 
tal as an ideal of all that is pure and good, you undermine morals and 
religion and corrapt our politics even beyond what they are at the 
present day. Ifthere were nothing else in this constitution of Wyo- 
ming as a ground of objection save this clause allowing female suffrage 
I could not give it my approval. [Applause.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much that the orders 
of this House, under the direction of the Committee on Rules, have so 
arranged the debate on this bill that the greater portion of it must of 
necessity be addressed to a ly account of empty benches. This 
discussion was continued last evening until half past 6 o’clock, when 
there were but a dozen members present, and this morning was resumed 
at 11 o’clock, when not more than twenty-five members were in attend- 
ance, 

It seems to me that the question of the admission of a new State into 
this Union is of sufficient importance to be afforded equal consideration 
with that which is givenin this House to a private claim or to the ques- 
tion of turning out a Democratic Representative and putting a Repub- 
lican in the seat. For some reason or other, however, not known to 
me, but perhaps to the majority, it has been determined to ‘‘railroad’’ 
this bill through without proper consideration—without opportunity 
on the part of members to consider the various provisions of the con- 
stitution which comes here without any sanction of law, and is of no 
Seagal unless Congress shall breathe into it the breath of legislative 

ife. 

The position I have taken in regard to the admission of Territories 
as States is an advanced one. In the last Congress I favored, and so 
did the Democratic party on this floor, the admission of the four new 
States which came into the Union last fall. During the term of that 
Congress the committee of which I had the honor to be chairman re- 
ported bills okie to the admission of Wyoming, Idaho, New Mexico, 
and Arizona into the Union as States. The precedentin some respects 
of those bills has been cited here by gentlemen on the other side. I 
only regret that they have not followed the precedent of the last Con- 
gress, which was to treat all these Territories fairly and equally, and 
to furnish equal facilities for each of them to come into the Union. 

The gentleman from New York stated that I was only awaiting an 
opportunity to presentan ‘‘ omnibus hill,” in order that four new States 
might be brought into the Union at this Congress, as four were brought 
in at the last. Mr, Speaker, I have introduced in this Congress an- 
other ‘‘omnibus bill ” providing for the admission of Wyoming, Idaho, 
New Mexico, and Arizona, treating all of them alike, as was done last 
Congress. This course seems to be objectionable to gentlemen on the 
other side. They assert that we must deal with each of these proposed 
States separately and by a distinct measure. I suppose this proceed- 
ing finds its origin in one of the passages in the Mikado; they want to 
“ make the punishment fit the crime,” 

This proposed State of Wyoming presents here a constitution which 
enfranchises women. We are next to take up the bill to provide for 
the admission into the Union of the proposed State of Idaho, the con- 
stitution of which contains a provision disfranchising Mormons, both 
male and female. I could not quite understand at first the reason for 
this discrimination, but a friend of mine writing from Wyoming says 
that in that Territory the Mormons vote the Republican ticket, while 
in Idaho they are suspected of a desire to yote the Democratic ticket. 
Hence the gentlemen on the other side want separate bills to treat these 
two cases according to the different conditions existing. In Idaho 
they deprive the Mormons, both male and female, of the right to vote; 
in Wyoming, where the Mormons vote the Republican ticket, not only 
the Mormon himself, but his polygamous wife, is allowed to vote. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And all his wives. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, all his wives and his polygamous daughters 
are allowed to vote, 

So it appears that Mormonism is objectionable only when the person 
entertaining that belief is suspected of a desire to vote the Democratic 
ticket. I am of opinion, Mr. Speaker, that if the Mormons in Utah 
would give an indication of their willingness to vote the Republican 
ticket gentlemen on the other side would bring in a bill here, and 
t‘ railroad it” through with even more rapidity than we see in the case 
of this bill, to make a State outof the Territory of Utah. They would 
then see in the beautiful valley of the Jordan more pictures of beauty 
and grandeur than were ever before opened to mortal view; they would 
discover in the Mormon temple at Salt Lake a second temple of Solo- 


mon, reared in all its grandeur by an industrious and brave people, who 

are entitled, it would be claimed, by every consideration of justice to be| 

admitted into the Union, in order to send two Republican, Senators toj 

lei other branch of Congress and a Republican Representative to this 
ouse, 

But, Mr, Speaker, I do not believe in dealing with each of these 
Territories by a separate bill according to the party exigencies of gen-! 
tlemen on the other side. I believe that the question of admitting a 
State into the Union should be dissevered from party considerations; 
that all Territories applying for admission should be treated alike. 
Therefore I have not opposed the admission of Wyoming; but I have 
op the mannerin which this Territory—the smallest in population 
and resources of all our Territories—is to be admitted first into the Union: 
because it is the most certain to vote the Republican ticket and send to 
Congress two Republican Senators and a Republican Representative. 

The Territory of New Mexico has been o d for over forty years. 
By a solemn treaty with Mexico when this Territory was brought into 
the Union we guarantied to her people at the earliest practicable time 
all the privileges and immunities of citizens of the United States. For. 
forty years that Territory has been knocking for admission into the 
Union. At the beginning of this session her Delegate [Mr. JOSEPH] 
introduced a bill to admit the Territory. That bill is still in the Com-' 
mittee on Territories; and I read in this morning’s paper that it had 
been referred to a subcommittee with the view of into consid- 
eration the propriety of bringing in an act to provide for admission un- 
der the constitution already made, against the wishes of the Delegate, 
whose bill provides for an enabling act under a proper apportionment, 

But gentlemen on the other side seem to be of opinion that the ap- 
portionment in the proposed constitution, formulated by a Republican 
cane convention last summer, will insure the election of a Repub- 

ican Legislature and of two Republican United States Senators, by 
disfranchising, parany, the Democratic voters of that Territory; 
and if they can invent some plan by which to bting in New Mexico as 
a Republican State under an iniquitous apportionment bill, disfran- 
chising the Democratic citizens of the Territory, New Mexico will be 
ushered in as a full-fledged State; otherwise it must be kept in tutelage 
until it can bring forth ‘fruits meet for repentance,” the assurance’ 
that it will vote the Republican ticket! 

The convention which framed the proposed constitution of New Mex- 
ico was wholly partisan. Democrats did not participate in the election; 
of the delegates. Ex-Governor Edmund G. Ross, of New Mexico, in! 
a letter to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR], dated January’ 
5, 1890, thus exposes the partisan character of the proposed constitu- 
tion: 


They i 
each allowed four delegates in the convention, making eight. The county of! 
Bernalillo is Republican by 430 majority. It has a young ulation of 3,564,‘ 
828 less than Colfax and Mora, yet was given ten delegates, two more than was 
allowed the larger number of voters in Colfax and Mora. 

The Democratic county of Dofia Ana, with 2,015 voters, was allowed three 
en Be Hl while the Republican county of Valencia, with 2,064 voters, was al- 

OW: six. 

The Democratic county of Grant, with 2,297 voters, had three'delegates, while 
the Republican county of Socorro, with 2,524 voters, had six. 

? Keech ng were before the convention and there can be no justification of these 
neq! ties. 

These constitute one-half of the counties and more than one-half the ula- 
tion of the Territory, and fairly illustrate the character of the system of appor- 
tionment that has prevailed in the election of our Legislatures and of delegates 
to this constitutional convention. 

To have gone into that election under such conditions would have been folly 
and suicidal. 


k 
this unjust disparity could be at least partially remedied, and they were per- 
mitted, without an absolute sacrifice al posi rena ag to contest the election of 
delegates to the convention. 

Accordingly a conference between the central committees of the two political 
parties was asked and had. 

The whole number of delegates to the convention was 73. Tho ina 
majority on%the popular vote and believing themse!ves entitled to and 
elect, with a rappor ionet & corresponding majority of the del the 
Democratic co: ee proposed to concede to the Republicans, as the of 
an Semeagertene under which they would consent to go into the election, a ma- 
jority of 5 in the convention. 

That more than fair proposition was rejected by the Republican committee, 
and it was then determined to take no part in the election. 


It is now proposed by the partisan majority in this House to disre- 
gard the fair and just enabling act introduced by the gentleman from 
New Mexico [Mr. JoserH] and to foist this partisan constitution on 
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e of that Territory. The apportionment for the members of 


the ture is based upon substantially the same unequal represen- 
- tation which was adopted for the election of the constitutional conven- 
tion, Hente it seems that New Mexico, which has more population 
than Wyoming and Idaho combined, is to be either kept out of the 
Union or brought in under a constitution which will effectually sup- 
press the Democratic majority in the Territory. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have desired, as I have said, that these four 
Territories, New Mexico, Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming, should be 
treated alike; that conventions should be held just as was done in the 
case of the four States which were brought into the Union by the ac- 
tion of the last Congress—conventions in pursuance of law, the election 
of delegates and the vote upon the ratification or rejection of the con- 
stitution being conducted with proper solemnity of law and under due 
penalties. In the present case of Wyoming we do not find these con- 
ditions met. This movement for the statehood of Wyoming is not based 
bi any legal enactment either by Congress or of the Territorial Leg- 

ture. 


The gentlemen on the other side—the gentleman from New York 
Mr. BAKER] in opening this case and the Delegate from Wyoming 
. CAREY ]—have stated that the convention was held in pursuance 
of—what? Of an act of Congress or of the Territorial Legislature? 
Not at all; but in pursuance of the provisions of a bill which was pend- 
in the Senate of the United States in the last Congress, and which 
not that body, although the majority there was Republican. 
And if it was pending in that body during the last Congress and did 
not pass, I have the right to assume it was the judgment of the Re- 
publican majority in that body they did not want to pass it. 

The House had already recommended a bill for the admission of 
Wyoming into the Union, and the Republican Senate had recommended 
one, and if that Republican majority desired to pass it they would have 
done so; and gentlemen assign as an excuse forinaugurating the state- 
hood convention without any enactment that there was pending a bill 
in Congress for that purpose. Why not wait until Congress the 
bill or until the Legislature of the Territory could call a convention 
and authorize a legal election? 

But gentlemen claim there was precedent for thisunauthorized call- 
ing of the convention. There is no precedent for the movement which 
has brought this constitution here. In the State of California there 
was a constitution formed without an enabling act of Congress and 
without any act of the Territorial Legislature because there was no 
Territorial government in California. When California was admitted 
into the Union there was a government there which was a part of the 
Government of Mexico, and that government came into the Union on 
the cession of that Territory to the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The hour has expired. Does the gentleman de- 
sire to continue? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will occupy the remainder of the time allowed 
to this side of the House. S 

There was, therefore, established a military government in California, 

, except by the orders of the President of the United States, 
to supersede the Government of that conquered territory. That mili- 
tary commander, acting on the necessities of the case, called an elec- 
tion for delegates to a constitutional convention. It was called under 
the sanction of the military power. It was the best and only course 
that could be pursued. It was warranted by the necessities of the case, 
that where no government exists some must be instituted. The con- 
vention was held, a constitution was formulated, submitted to popular 
vote, ratified, and a government was set in motion. 

A State government in California was running, with -both branches 
of the Legislature, with judges of the circuit and districts courts, and 
with all the minor officers executing the functions of the law for nearly 
one year before California was admitted into the Union. That was no 
pean for this case. Wyoming had a government authorized by 

ngress having all the functions of a political entity, ofa body politic. 
It was a government instituted in pursuance of a law of Congress, and 
there was no pretext or excuse for any portion of the citizens to insti- 
tute a government hostile to that, and which could have had no valid- 
ity unless it could supersede the existing government. 

The governor, in the case of Wyoming, without any authority of the 
a without any authority of Congress, issued a proclamation 

for an election of delegates, and divided the Territory into elec- 
tion districts and prescribed the number of persons to be elected as dele- 
gates. Thatconvention was held, a convention which should have been 
composed of fifty-five members according to the call of the governor, 
but when the constitution, on the 30th of September last, was signed, 
there were only thirty-nine members present to affix their names to 
that instrument. ; 

Gentlemen on the other side have given an excuse for that not quite 
satisfactory. The delegates wanted to go home, and could not remain 
to sign their names. I suppose they did want to go home and did not 
want to remain to sign this constitution. 

This constitution was promulgated on the 30th day of September 
last and submitted to a popular vote without any law authorizing it, 
There were only thirty-five days after this constitution was submitted 


to a vote until it was voted on, namely, on November 5; and at that 
election but 6,000 people, men and women both voting, came to the 
polls and voted for the constitution, while 1,900 or nearly 2,000 voted 
against it. Eight thousand voters participated in the adoption of that 
constitution. As many illegal votes could have been polled as any one 
might have chosen to put into the ballot-boxes. It is claimed at one 
place 300 votes were cast for this constitution in a back room of a drug- 
store where only three persons participated; and these 300 fraudulent 
votes are a part of these 6,000 which gave this constitution validity. 
This fraud was perpetrated in the town of Newcastle, in Crook County, 
and a cigar-box was used for a ballot-box. 

Tn this way this constitution has come into existence. And I assert 
again it has no validity, no binding force, no authority whatever, ex- 
cept what may be given toit by Co: And I want to know whether 
this House is ready to give it that validity which the law has not given 
to it up to this time. 

I insist this Territory should come into the Union in an orderly way, 
in pursuance of an act of Congress or of the Territorial Legislature. 
And in order to secure its admission in an orderly way the minority 
of the Committee on Territories have pro some amendments to 
this bill which ought to be voted on and adopted to-day. Iask gen- 
tlemen who are going to vote on these amendments to give them care- 
ful consideration by reading the ‘‘ Views of the minority,’’ where they 
are set forth at length. The amendments are just in themselves, and I 
commend them to the favorable action of the House to be adopted in 
connection with this bill. 

The first amendment, Mr. Speaker, is to the effect that instead of 
the immediate admission of Ri sre J under this constitution a con- 
vention should be held in pursuance of the law of Congress, an election 
for members of which shall be held in June next, the convention to 
assemble in July, and the constitution so framed to be submitted to a 
vote of the people to be ratified by a majority of the male voters of the 
Territory over twenty-one years of age, who are otherwise qualified; 
and that when the constitution asso made is adopted then the same 
procedure shall take place as was had in regard to the two Dakotas, to 
Montana, and Washington: that the President of the United States shall 
issue his proclamation, as in the case of the four States mentioned, and 
thus bring Wyoming into the Union. This is treating that Territory 
just as the other four were treated, and certainly Wyoming has no right 
to claim any other advantage. 

Now, I want to ask gentlemen whether any injustice could possi- 
bly be done by thisarrangement? Under this amendment the Terri- 
tory of Wyoming can be here as a State when Congress assembles in 
December next. Is that not time enough for a Territory with not over 
70,000 population to be admitted? Is that not time enough when it is 
the least of the four in population and resources now seeking admission? 
Why, New Mexico, as I have already stated, has a larger population to- 
day than both Wyoming and Idaho combined. 

I have stated that, in submitting the question of the election of dele- 
gates and the ratifying of the constitution by the people, the suffrage 
should be confined to the male citizens over twenty-one years of age. 
Why? Because the Congress of the United States has never author- 
ized Wyoming to adopt female suffrage in that Territory, Onthe con- 
trary, it has been expressly prohibited, and I call the attention of the 
House to the act passed by Congress for the organization of the Terri- 
tory, approved on the 25th day of July, 1868. I respectfully request 
gentlemen to give their attention to the reading of this statute. This 
is entitled “An act to provide a temporary government for the Terri- 
tory of Wyoming,” and section 5 isas follows: 

That every maje citizen of the United States, above the of twenty-one 
years, including persons who shal! have declared their intention to become cit- 
izens of the United States, and shall be residents of said Territory at the time 
of the passage of this act, shall be entitled to vote at the first and all su uent 
Es a in the Territory, and shall be eligible to hold any office in said Terri- 


And it is further provided— 


That the eps of suffrage and the right to hold office shall be exercised only 
by citizens of the United States, etc. 

That is the enabling act, or rather the act of Congress o. izing that 
Territory. Similar provisions were embodied in the or tion of the 
Territory of Washington, and in that Territory a few years ago a case 
arose which settles this question as far as precedents are concerned. 

The Legislature of the Territory passed a bill authorizing female suf- 
frage. A case arising under that act went to the supreme court of the 
Territory, and will be found reported in the third volume of Washington 
Territory Reports, wherein the court held that the word *‘ citizen,” in 
the act establishing the Territory of Washington, which is the samein 
Wyoming, meant male citizen, and declared the act allowing female 
suffrage to be unconstitutional. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON], in his remarks 
on this bill on yesterday, referred to this case, and clearly and forcibly 
demonstrated that the Territory of Wyoming had violated the law of 
Con, by allowing female suffrage. I desire to call the attention of 
the House further to that case. 

The case was very fully argued, and a very able and elaborate decision 
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is reported in the volumeto which Ihave referred, beginning on 599. 
The plaintiff in the case was named Nevada M. Bloomer, the suit 
was against John Todd, J. E. Gandy, and H. A. Clarke, judges of elec- 
tion. The plaintiff sued the judges of election who had conducted 
the municipal election at Spokane Falls for refusing to receive her 
ballot. 

In fhat case the supreme court of Washington held that under the 
colonial laws, under the English law, and under the law existing when 
the Constitution was established, as well as under the laws prevailing 
at the time of the passage of the act organizing the Territory of Wash- 
ington, it was the universally accepted doctrine that suffrage was con- 
fined to male citizens. 

In the opinion the court say: = 

In the State courts a long line of decisions upon the same subject-matter con- 
tinues to be followed, even though the general sense thus given to the words 
are not satisfactory to the courts of a later date. The doctrine of siare decisis is 
applicable in its full force within the territorial jurisdiction of the courts mak- 
ing such decisions, and this rule is usually followed because it is deemed better 
to follow that which is already established rather than reopen a question and 
thereby disturb rights once adjusted. The construction of statutes and consti- 
tutions should be uniformand unvarying. They should not be made to mean to- 
day one thing and another thing to-morrow or at any subsequent time. If the 
interpretation or construction put upon it by the court is unsatisfactory, it is, 
in this country, in the power of the people to obviate the difficulty by a new 
constitution, or an amendment thereto, or by changing a statute. 

It is for this purpose that constitutions are made; that there may be stability 
in the government which thus furnishes the fundamental! law; varying 
moods of public opinion, clamors of the populace, or even public sentiment, 
shall not affect the publie law of the land,‘and thus leave us without any stable 
and unchanged guide—when the public passions or resentment of the popu- 
lace might carry the state out upon a sea of revolution, with only passion for a 
guide.—Bloomer vs. Todd et al.,3 Washington Territory Reports, page 614, 


And again, referring to the Robinson case, 131 Massachusetts Re- 
ports, decided by Chief-Justice Gray, the learned counsel for the elec- 
tion judges in their argument state the law as follows, and this view 
was fully sustained by the court: 

The word ‘‘citizen’’ arose for consideration in that case. The same rule of 
construction which should be applied here was applied there. The history of 
the common statute law is carefully and elaborately stated, sho the re- 
lation borne the government by females, both under our own and the 
eer and the conclusion is there reached, as we insist it, must be here ‘ 

t, while the law is fully broad enough toinclude females in its provision, yet 
w wasnot fre intended, and, therefore, must be limited by judicial construction.— 
., page 607, 


The opinion of the supreme court of Washington Territory in the 
Bloomer case is one of the ablest and most conclusive I have ever read. 
It is supported by an unbroken line of authorities, in this country and 
in England, and to every unprejudiced mind it must be regarded as 
unassailable from any legal or constitutional standpoint, 

That decision is supported by other decisions in similar cases; and I, 
call the attention of gentlemen to the case referred to by the counsel 
in the Bloomer case of Lelia J. Robinson, decided by the supreme court 
of Massachusetts Mr. Justice Gray, then chief-justice of the supreme 
court of Massachusetts and now a justice of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, rendering the decision. The court held in that case that 
an unmarried woman is not entitled to be examined for admission as 
an attorney and counselor of the court. And why? Because, said 
Mr. Chief-Justice Gray: 

The word “citizen,” when used in its most common and most comprehensive 
sense, doubtless includes women; bnt a woman is not by virtue of her citizen- 
ship vested by the Constitution of the United States or by the constitution of 
the Commonwealth with any absolute right, independent of legislation, to take 


part in the government, either as a voter or an officer, or to be to prac- 


tice as an attorney. (Minor vs. Happersett,21 Wall., 162; Brodwell vs. Illinois, 


16 Wall., 130.) 


And numerous other cases are cited and references given in support 
of that position. 

Again: 

By the law of England, which was our law from the first settlement of the 
country until the American Revolution, the Crown, with all its inherent rights 
and $ scree. ow ihe might indeed descend to a woman or to an infant; but under 
the degree of a Queen, no woman, married or ti could take part in 
the government of a state. Women could not sit in the House of Commons 


or the House of Lords, nor vote for members of Parliament, They could not 
take part in the administration of justice, either as judges or as jurors, etc. 


Mr. STRUBLE. The gentleman thinks that that goes further than 
the mere question of admission to the bar? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was the question involved, but the court 
held in its opinion that it applied to voting as well as admission to the 
bar, and that the language of the Constitution, properly construed, 
meant male citizens only. 

Mr. STRUBLE. And youaresatisfied? 
of the court? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, the dictum of Mr. Justice Gray in a case 
properly before the court is, in my opinion, higher authority and 
better worthy of consideration than the unauthorized action of an un- 
authorized convention in the Territory of Wyoming. 

Mr. STRUBLE. ‘The gentleman means to say that the dictum of a 
court is more potent than the voice of 100,000 people voting. 

Mr. SP. ER, The gentleman desires to appeal from the su- 


fou rely upon the dictum 


preme court of Massachusetts in a case where it gave a unanimous opin- 
ion to a town meeting. 

Mr. STRUBLE. The voice of 100,000 people in the Territory of 
Wyoming would have more weight. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But100,000 people didnot vote. Only thirty-nine 
delegates signed the constitution, and only 6,000 voters, maleand female, 
voted for the constitution, and they never considered for a moment the 
legal or constitutional question involved. The law granting female 
s was passed by the Territorial Legislature, and the infallibility 
of such Legislatures has never been claimed. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been asserted time and again that there was a 
severe snow-storm prevailing in that Territory on the day before the 
election and that this prevented the people from turning out on the day 
of the election. One would have supposed from the statements made 
that the elements had broken loose as never before known at that sea- 
son of the year. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman allow me = ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not now. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I want to—— 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois declines to yield. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave in my hand the report of the majority of 
the committee in this case, and on page 3 I find this statement given 
by the committee as the reason why ps was so small a vote in this 
Territory on the ratification of this constitution: . 

The small vote is satisfactorily explained by the memorial accompanying the 
constitution (Appendix F) and the argument of the Delegate. 

First, I will call attention to the memorial which is given as the 
basis of this statement. The memorial says: 


‘The constitution so framed was submitted as directed, accord 


to the pro- 
visions of section 7 of Article XXI thereof, and was ratified by nearly i 


five-sixths 
of the citizens voting thereon, by a vote small in itself, and yet large in view of 
the little opposition felt by the people, and of the facts that no other issue was 
presented, and that the day of the election followed one of the severest snow- 
storms ever known at that season and WOR AIRO ORLAR UY ariane UEI, Bor 
dering it practically impossible for the people of many precincts to the 


That is the statement, gentlemen, of this memorializing committee, 
indorsed by the majority of the Committee on Territories, and by the 
Delegate [Mr. CAREY] in his statement to the committee, and published 
in this report, wherein he stated: 

The day being very inclement, a severe snow storm having prevailed theday 
before the election, no effort was made to get out the vote. 

Tt occurred to me that our friends on the other side had emphasized 
this snow-storm rather ‘‘severely,’’ and I concluded I would call upon 
the proper officer of the Weather Bureau to find out just what kind of 
weather they had in Wyoming on the day of election. [Langhter. ] 
I, however, subsequently remembered that the day before election was 
the day on which this storm is alleged to have taken place, 

I wrote to General Greely to get a statement of the weather on the 
day of the election, In reply General Greely sent me a statement of 
the weather in Wyoming on the 5th day of November, the day of elec- 
tion. Idiscovered on a careful examination that the allegation was that 
it was not the day of the election when the severe snow storm was, but 
the day before the election, and I wrote another note and asked him to 
send me the state of the weather on that day, and he has done so, and I 
will print in the RECORD the two notes I received from General Greely 
on that subject, and call the attention of the House to the condition of 
the weather in the Territory of Wyomingas revealed by the officials of 
the Signal Service Corps, not gotten up for political effect to railroad 
a constitutfon though this House, I desired to obtain the cold facts, 
(I use the word ‘‘cold’’ advisedly, in reference to cold facts.) There 
were only three stations in Wyoming at which observations conld be 
taken, and I asked for stations in Montana, Salt Lake City, at Rapid 
City, 8. Dak., and at Denver, Colo., and I have both of these state- 
ments here. That which is written in the first line of the table is the 
condition of the weather the day before the election and that which 
is written in the second line is the weather on the day of the election. 

The letters of General Greely are as follows: , 

OFFICE or THE CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER, 
Washington, D.C., March 18, 1800. 


My Dear Ste: I beg to transmit herewith, as requested in your communica- 
tion of the 17th instant, a statement of the weather in Wyoming Territory on 
November 5, b 

Sincerely yours, 
A. W. GREELY, Chief Signal Officer. 

Hon. WILLIAN M. SPRINGER, 


House of Representatives, Washington City. 
OFFICE or THE CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER, 


Washington, D. C., March 19, 1890. 


My Drar Mr. SPRINGER: I take pleasure in handing you herewith, as re- 
quested in your communication of the 18th instant, the additional data from 
November 4, 1889, for certain stations in Wyoming and contiguous territory. 


Ve y, 
ig A. W. GREELY, Chief Signal Oficer, 
Hon, WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 
House of Representatives, Washington City. 
The statement of the state of the weather in Wyoming Territory, 
etc., is as follows: 
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Table showing the observed maximum and minimum 


ure; velocity, in miles, and direction of the wind; precipitation, in inches, and character 


temperat 
of the weather at 8 a. m. and 8 p. m. (seventy-fifth meridian time) on November 4 and 5, 1889, at the stations specified. 
[Nore.—The figures and words in the first line in each brace are for the day before the election.] 


Temperature, 
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1| 5|N.W. 3| N.E. 0 Clouidless, 
5| 8 w. 4 wW. 0 Do, 
10| 6| W. 3 8, - 06 Do. 
15| 3 wW. 4 W. 0 Do. 
8| 2| S.W. 4| SW. 0 Do. 
7| 0 0 2| 8S.W. 0 Do. 
12| 4| S.E. 1 | S.W. | tT. Do. 
22| 3|S.W. l| SW. 0 Do, 
30| 8 E. 5| S.E. 0 Do. 
27| 1| S.E. 7| SE. 0 Do. 
16| 8| N.E. 7| 8.W. |*.01 Do, 
ll; 8| W. 1| N.W. 0 Do, 
20| 5 N. 3; W. |*.01 Do. 
3| 5 8. 7 8. 0 Do. 


tT. indicates trace of precipitation. 


SIGNAL OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON Crry, March 18, 1890; March 19, 1890, 


Hon, WILLIAM M. SPRIXGER, House of Representatives, Washington City. 


A MEMBER. What was the state of the weather? 

Mr. SPRINGER. AtCheyenne, Wyo., the capital of the Territory, 
the day before the election the maximum temperature was 25° above 
zero; at 8 p. m. it was 7.2° above zero. The maximum temperature 
on the day of the election was 30°. 

Mr. CAREY. Where was that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. At Cheyenne. 

Mr. CAREY. I want to state that in the southern part of the Ter- 
ritory this has been the worst winter ever known. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I prefer to take the report of the Weather Bureau 
to your statement, because I am going to discredit your statement about 
the weather at that time. 

Mr. CAREY. That was in the southeast corner of the Territory. 

Mr. COVERT. That was ‘ the winter of their discontent.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, it seems to have been ‘‘ the winter of their 
discontent,” but you will see before I get through that it was made 
‘í glorious summer’? by the official reports of the Si, Service Corps. 
The tem ture went up to 25° by noon on the day before the election 
and on he tay of the election the temperature was 30° above, which 
would not be considered very cold ina dry atmosphere. In other 
parts of the Territory the thermometer indicated 46° above zero on 
the day of the election. 

„Now, as to the storm of wind blowing. At 8 o'clock in the morn- 
ing at Cheyenne it was blowing at 5 miles an hour and at 8 o'clock 
in the evening it was pore at 3 miles an hour. At other stations 
in the Territory there was a dead calm ora velocity of 2 miles an hour. 

Laughter. ] è 
L At 8 o’clock in the morning the weather at Cheyenne was ‘‘cloud- 
less” and at 8 o’clock in the evening there was a “‘cloudless’’ sky. 
On the day of the election it was even warmer than this, and even 
more cloudless and if possible a less velocity of wind, At Fort McKin- 
ney, in the northern part of the Territory, there was snow at 8 a. m. 
on the day before the election to the extent of six-one-hundredths of an 
inch. [Laughter.] 

x Fort McKinney is the lowest part of — 

Mr. SPRINGER, I will show you what your statement is worth. 
At Fort McKinney the precipitation was .06 of an inch, and the weather 
was cloudless the whole of the day before the election. [Laughter.] 
At Fort Washakie the thermometer went up in the course of the day 
to 28° above zero. The weatherat Washakie was cloudless on the day 
of the election, and no precipitation whatever. [Renewed laugh- 
ter.] It was cloudless nearly all the way through, as you will see by 
this statement, till we get down to Rapid City, in South Dakota, where 
the thermometer at 8 o’clock a. m. on the day beforeelection registered 
17.6, and at 8 o’clock p. m. 20.2, and where we found by meteordlog- 
ical observation a trace of snow—one-hundredth part of an inch of 
snow had fallen. [Laughter. ] 

There was a fierce gale blowing at the rate of 1 mile an hour at 8 
p. m, the day before the election. [Renewed laughter.] The ther- 
mometer went up to 55° on the day of the election. 

Mr, CUTCHEO . Has not the snow melted since it came into the 
hands of the gentleman from Illinois ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; but your facts have melted away in view of 


the official reports, [Laughter.] 


So that this great, severe snow-storm that keptall these people from 
the polls, this tremendous breeze that kept the people in their homes 
the day of the election and prevented them from voting, has dwindled 
down, when confronted with the official reports on the weather, to a 
gale blowing at the rate of 1 mile an hour, and the severe snow- 
storm toa trace of meltedsnow. [Renewed laughter.] These are the 
facts in the case. 

Mr. CUITCHEON. Will the gentleman state the extent of that Ter- 
ritory in miles from one extreme to the other. 

Mr. SPRINGER. These observations were taken at Cheyenne, at 
Fort McKinney, at Fort Washakie, in the Territory, and at Fort Cus- 
ter, in Montana, at Salt Lake City, at Rapid City, at Denver, at all the 
stations in the Territory and all those around it. So that Wyoming 
was not only not in the midst of a snow-storm, but the surrounding 
country, as appears from these figures, was free from storms or severe 
cold. In Idaho, the Territory immediately west and northwest of 
Wyoming, there were 14,000 votes polled on November 5. There was 
as severe a storm there as there was in Wyoming. 

The storm was not so severe as tokeep the people of Idaho from the 
polls. Nothing ofthekind. Now, Mr. Speaker, I assert that all this 
talk about a snow-storm keeping the people of Wyoming away from 
the polls has been exploded by these facts, and this shows the false pre- 
tenses that have been resorted to to get this House togive vitality to a 
constitution which the people of Wyoming re to indorse. The 
people regarded that election as a farce and did not attend the polls. 
They were kept away from the polls, not by storms, but by their own 
disinclination to attend. 

Mr. KELLEY, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not now; my time is too limited. The gentle- 
man will excuse me. Now, we are asked to accept this constitution, 
which received but 6,000 votes, although the Delegate from Wyoming 
insists that there are 20,000 voters in the Territory and 100,000 people. 
Are those 100,000 people and those 20,000 voters in the Territory to 
have a constitution forced upon them by Congress, which received the 
sanction of only 6,000 votes, men and wemen both voting, and which 
can have no legal sanction whatever except what is given to it by this 
House and by the other House of Congress? I want to know whether 
we are prepared to accept a constitution which is so radical in its pro- 
visions and which has been gotten up in the manner I have pointed out. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the House to some of the pro- 
visions of this constitution briefly, because my time is short. The 
article on the question of suffrage, to which I take exception and which 
has been incorporated into this constitution, is as follows: 

The rights of the citizens of the State of Wyoming to vote and hold office 
shall not be denied or abri on account of sex. Both male and female citi- 
zens of this State shall equally enjoy all civil, political, and religious rights and 
privileges, 

And in the bill of rights it is declared that suffrage is an inherent 
and inalienable right. I have shown, I think, already that the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming had no right to admit women to the franchise in 
that Territory. They had no right to admit them, and hence the 
amendment which I propose. We do not deny the right of a State, 

roperly constituted, to change its constitution and adopt female suf- 
Kean but it must be done by the male voters, who are alone author- 
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ized to vote in all the States of the Union and who are alone authorized 
by the law of Congress to vote in the Territory of Wyomi We in- 
sist, therefore, that this Territory must come into the Union in the 
regular way. 

The first amendment we propose provides for the election of a con- 
vention to be composed of delegates elected in the usual way, just as 
was done in the cases of the two Dakotas and of Montana and Wash- 
ington, and the submission of the constitution tothe people. Then, if 
in this way, through the action of the male voters, they choose to have 
female suffrage, it will be their business and not ours. But I deny 
your right to force itupon them, just as you threaten todo by the pas- 

of this bill. 

here is no State in the Union whose constitution contains such a 
provision as this. No gentleman upon either side can predict the con- 
sequences which will come to this country if this principle is admitted 
into the constitution of one of the States of this Union, and I ask you to 
move Bomis and deliberately before you take this radical departure 
from the policy of the fathers, from the policy which prevails in all the 
enlightened governments of the world. Before you depart from the 
settled convictionsof thecivilized governments of the world and plunge 
into a new and untried system of suffrage, I ask you at least to pause 
and give the subject that fair and deliberate consideration to which it 
is entitled. 

We also offer another amendment, in case the first is voted down, to 
resubmit this constitution to the people at an election to be held under 
authority of law, where illegal voting can be prevented, an election to 
be held next November, at which the people shall vote for State officers, 
and at the same time shall vote ‘‘for female suffrage” or “against 
female suffrage,” ‘‘ for the eligibility of women to hold office and to 
sit on juries” or ‘‘against the eligibility of women to hold office and 
to sit on juries.” If the majority of the people vote for the constitu- 
tion, then the State is to be admitted upon that vote, as in the cases of 
the two Dakotas and Washington and Montana; and ifthey vote against 
female suffrage or against the eligibility of women to hold office and to 
sit on juries, then and in that event the constitution is to be amended 
in accordance with the vote and the will of the people so expressed. 
Can anything be more fair and reasonable than that? 

If this amendment is rejected, we submit a third amendment, by 
which it is proposed to strike out the provision in the constitution grant- 
ing female suffrage and confine the suffrage to males, and submit the 
amended constitution to the people, and if they vote ‘‘ for the amended 
constitution,’’ then and in that event the State shall come into the 
Union under that constitution without further action of Congress, 

These are the amendments which we propose, and I assure you, gen- 
tlemen, that we have not delay in view. We havesimply in view the 
orderly method of procedure in matters of this kind. Surely the 
question of admitting a State into this Union is one worthy of the care- 
ful and mature thought of this House and of the country. We ask 
you to proceed in this case in the carefal, deliberate, orderly way in 
which we proceeded to the admission of States which came into the 
Union in the last Congress. We ask you to treat Wyoming now and 
Idaho afterwards just as we treated the four St ‘tes which came in last 
year, and which were very glad to come in under that method. We 
ask you to deal justly with the people of Wyoming, and not force the 
constitution upon them, j 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the admission of all these Ter- 
ritories into the Union. I do not agree with some of my colleagues 
who are opposed to admitting them now. I believe the time has come 
in the march of events when the power of this Union should move west- 
ward. These new States are coming here to vote for unlimited coin- 
age of the silver dollar and I welcome them for that purpose. They 
are coming here to vote for an honest revision of the tariff, in the in- 
terest of the people of the whole country, and I welcome them here for 
that purpose. They are coming here to vote down the trusts and the 
great monopolies that are grinding the life-blood out of the people of 
the West, and I welcome them here for that purpose. 

They are coming here in the near future, Mr. Speaker, however much 
you may count upon their votes now, to take their places with the 
other Democratic States of the Union, and I do not want to retard 
them a moment. Let them come. The sooner they come here the 
better it will be for the country, and I welcome them to an equality 
with the other States of the Union. But, Mr. Speaker, I insist that 
they must come in in a regular, fair, and orderly way, in a way which 
will voice the sentiment of the people, and not come in to meet a par- 
tisan exigency. We should not tie the hands of the people and prevent 
the legal expression of their will—— 

Mr. MOREY. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOREY. Iwould like to ask the gentleman a question before 
he sits down. I desire to ask him as a member of the committee this 
question: The minority has made three several recommendations of 
amendments to this bill. Now, I desire to ask the gentleman if the 
minority propose any amendment except those which look to the strik- 
ing out of the clause in this constitution granting female su and 
the clause making ability to read the Constitution a condition of vot- 
ing. Do you make any other recommendations than those? 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Wedo. We recommend the submission of the 
whole question to the people, at an election to be held in pursuance of 
an act of Congress, at which delegates will be elected to a constitutional 
convention, which will frame an entirely new constitution, and this 
whole instrument now before Congress be swept away, as it ought tobe, 
in my judgment, in order to give the people a chance to make 
own constitution, instead of having one forced upon them. 

Mr. MOREY. But is there any single amendment proposed by the 
minority to strike out anything else except what I have stated? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes! 

Mr. MOREY. Isay there is not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We propose to wipe it all ont, and failing in that 
we propose to resubmit the constitution already framed to the people, - 
apart from the question of female suffrage, which is to be submitted 
separately. If this amendment should fail we propose to strike female 
suffrage from the constitution and resubmit the amended constitution 
to the people for ratification or rejection. 

Mr. 5 er, there were some other matters to which I desired to 
call attention, but my time having expired I can not do so. I thank 
the House for the kind attention I have received, 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I had hoped to be able to occupy 
nearly all of the time remaining to this side, but I understand there 
are several gentlemen who wish a few minutes each, and I therefore 
ask the Chair to call time on me when I shall have spoken twelve 
minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, no one can say much on a great question like this in 
so short a time, but I wish, first, to direct attention briefly to the point 
made by the distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], my 
colleague on the Committee on Territories, who has cited the only au- 
thority presented here, according to my present recollection, going in 
the direction of a condemnation of the movement and action of the peo- 
ple of Wyoming in the steps they have taken looking to the admission 
of that Territory into the Union, and hereafter will, if time permits, 
consider one or more other points of interest. 

The gentleman cited an authority found in 7 Howard, the Rhode 
Island case (Luther, plaintiff in error, vs. Borden et al.), and he read 
from the argument of Mr. Webster, who was one of the attorneys for 
the defendant in error, He did not read from Mr. Webster, the great 
constitutional lawyer and statesman, speaking in the Senate of the 
United States or delivering an opinion asa jurist, but from Daniel 
Webster speaking as the paid attorney of one of the parties to the 
suit. 

I admit, -sir, that the language of Mr. Webster, speaking only as a 
paid attorney, is entitled to great respect and consideration at our hands; 
but when we consider the facts in that noted trial, to which I will briefly 
advert, it will be seen that the opinionof Mr. Webster can not be prop- 
erly claimed to be in conflict with the principles that are applicable to 
the case before the House. 

Now, what were the facts in that case? They were that, in opposi- 
tion to the old chartered government, in opposition to the steps taken 
by that government to have a new constitution framed, in opposition 
to the resolution passed by the legal authorities and constituted gov- 
ernment of Rhode Island, certain citizens of that State, for their own 
reasons and clearly in violation of established government, undertook 
to have a constitution framed and adopted. They proceeded, in vio- 
lence and in clear revolution, to overthrow the established authority of 
the State government which, in earlier and later form, ran back to 1663. 

In other words, by a violent movement, assuming they had the au- 
thority, against the established government and law of their State, 
they sought to erect a constitution in opposition to, and in overthrow 
of, the legally existing one. Mr. Webster was on theside of the State 
government, and of course took the position which the State authorities 
maintained in opposition to the purpose of those citizens who, without 
sanction of law and against law, proposed to establish a new constitu- 
tion. 

Is there any parallel, I ask members of this House, I ask the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, between the Rhode Island case and the peaceable, 
orderly movement of one hundred thousand people in Wyoming in 
the direction, not of revolution, Mr. Speaker, but of evolution, from 
Territorial bondage toward the flag and the Constitution of the Federal 
Government, toward a rightful and equal participation in govermental 
affairs, the highest aim and the dearest political right of American 
freemen ? 

Is there an analogy between this case cited by my distinguished 
friend from Georgia [Mr. BARNEs] and this community ont upon the 
plains with a population of 100,000 people gathered from all sections, 
from colleges, from farms, from ranches, from all of the avocations of 
life, enterprising, intelligent, loyal? Yet here this community which, 
in the spirit of patriotism, in the spiritof honest desire, seeks to become 
one of the States of this Union, must be characterized by such gentle- 
men as my colleague on the committee, Mr. SPRINGER, of Illinois, as pro- 
ceeding in violation of law and of the Constitution, as guilty of violent 
and revolutionary conduct. Such a position as this can not be too 
strongly condemned. 

If these were acting in opposition to the law of Congress, if 
there were in the statute-book a single sentence in condemnation of 
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this manner of proceeding, if Congress had ever pronounced against 
woman suffrage, if Congress had ever pronounced against compulsory 
education, if Congress had ever inveighed against educational qualifi- 
cations of electors, if Congress had put in the way of this peaceable 
proceeding any section of law, I would havefelt it my duty to act other- 
wise than I have; but nowhere in the statute-book, nowhere in the 
Constitution or laws can be found anything which says to that people 
or any other of similar situation, ‘‘ You shall not put yourselves in har- 
monious relations with the States of the Union. You shall not by pub- 
lic, peaceable, and orderly methods, such as the people of Wyoming 
adopted, be permitted respectful and successful hearing at the hands 
of the Congress of the United States inan honorable attempt to gain ad- 
.mission as a State. 

Now, we are told that woman s is not to be allowed in Wyo- 
ming, and I wish to speak briefly to point. It is conceded by 
gentlemen on the other side that not a line is to be found in the Con- 
stitution egg! to Wyoming the right to establish woman suffrage. 
It is conceded a State admitted into the Union may properly provide 
for woman sı If it is constitutional, then, for a State already ad- 
mitted to provide for female suffrage, as a legal proposition it is compe- 
tent here and now for Congress to permit this community of 100,000 
people, acting peaceably and deliberately, to form their constitution 
admitting Rin aie eat new State to the elective franchise. There is 
no escape from thi proposition. 

What then have we todo? Shall we, as the gentleman from Ilinois 
would have us do, send this constitution back with the condemnation 
of the House of Representatives, with the condemnation of the Congress 
of the United States, and say to Wyoming, ‘‘ You shall not come into 
the Union until you take care that no innovation is made in reference 
to the right of suffrage; you shall not come in until you condemn the 
right of women to vote; youshall not come in until you have first con- 
demned that which for years you have allowed and approved ?’’ 

Mr. Speaker, for nearly a quarter of a century the people of this Ter- 
ritory have had woman suffrage within their borders. It has been 
demonstrated to their satisfaction. The women of Wyoming have for 
about twenty years exercised the right of suffrage; have gone to the 
pe and deposited their ballots. They have served on juries. They 

ve answered all reasonable demands of citizenship in their experience 
as electors under Territorial law, and because of these facts the men of 
the Territory, uniting without reference to party, have consented to 
the provisions continuing to them the right of suffrage. 

It is now properly in their constitution for future State government, 
and placed there by the deliberate act of a constitutional convention 
composed of men only, Democrats and Republicans, and with but one 
dissenting voice. They ask that it may remain in and continue a part 
of their constitution, and I maintain it is our duty to permit the peo- 
ple of Wyoming, irrespective of ourindividual views, to settle this ques- 
tion for themselves now and hereafter. Congress has not in all these 
twenty years pronounced against the right of female suffrage in Wyo- 

ming; has never by statute expressed disapproval of the legislation of 
that Territory conferring this privilege, and shall we now, after so 
long a time, after full knowledge of what the people of that Territory 
have done in allowing women to participate in the suffrage—shall we 
now, when this constitution of State government is presented, deny this 
right granted in that constitution? LI insist it comes with bad 
from gentlemen on that side of the Chamber, after this long acqui- 
escence, to say, ‘‘ We will not have you as a member of this Union of 
States unless you will go back on your record, unless you will repeal 
your laws, unless you will change your constitution, unless you will 
narrow down the scope of republicanism, of true democracy, and limit 
the right of suffrage in Wyoming, in opposition to the will of the people, 
to men alone.” 

Are we then willing torecord here and now that we deny the constitu- 
tionalright of aloyal, intelligent body of American citizens, living under 
Territorial form, to frame aconstitution in accordance with their highest 
and best judgment, that instrument containing nota single proposition 
which can rightly be condemned as unrepublican? I am unwilling 
to assume this attitude. I am unwilling to make such a record. I 
am unwilling thus to condemn the highest principle of local self-gov- 
ernment, > 

To sustain this constitution, to recognize this right of the people 
in the Territories to decide for themselves these local questions, in no 
manner commits any of us to the abstract principle of female suffrage. 
We do not by affirmative action on this measure assert that we favor 

‘the extension of this suffrage to other States. 

We do no more than affirm our allegiance to the Constitution of our 
country, which contemplates that the people of each State, old or new, 
may ordain their own constitutional forms, they being republican in 
character. We declare that we will not, because we may differ as to 
the wisdom of a policy clearly admissible and proper in a constitu- 
tional sense, force upon the people of a new State our individual views; 
and while we may disapprove certain propositions in this instrument, 
this disapproval may not and should not lead us in the least to hesitate 
when passing on a question of highest privilege to the citizens of a 
State or Territory. 

As a member of this House and as a member of the Committee on 


the Territories, the majority of whom are responsible for the favorable 
recommendation on this bill, it affords me more than ordinary gratifi- 
cation to believe there will be no hesitation with members on this side 
the Chamber in voting for the admission of the Territory of Wyoming 
on this constitution. 

Her people have been long in Territorial condition; they have proven 
their capacity for intelligent and successful State government; they have 
made satisfactory exhibitof material conditions assuring us that within 
her borders are inexhaustible resources to sustain a large permanent 
population; they have given abundant evidence of their progressive 
Americanism, of their devotion to our forms of Government, and now 
they stand in dignified but respectful manliness and womanliness at 
the doors of our great American Union and pray that exalted but con- 
stitutional boon, the right to be of us and with us in all the further 
great and grand development awaiting the mightiest Republic on which 
we a shone, Letusanswer them as becomes their equals. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. BAKER. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. GROSVENOR]. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the question of the introduction 
of new States into the Union has always been a question of political 
power and political action. It has so happened that from the very be- 
ginning of this Government, at least as far back as the memory of men 
now living extends, the Democratic party, since the downfall ofslayery, 
since it attempted to use the introduction of States to keep up the polit- 
ical power of slavery on this continent, has always opposed the admission 
of new States into the Union. And especially has the Democratic 
party had its eye of unqualified vengeance and opposition upon the in- 
troduction ofevery State that has been carved ont of that ificent 
territory over which the «gis of the great declaration of liberty, the 
ordinance of 1787, was cast. Hostility, either open and declared, as 
now, or covert and insinuating, as in the Fiftieth Congress, has always 
been the policy of the Democratie party. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], a member of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, who has succeeded, by some process of which Iam 
not acquainted, in having himself embalmed in a great publication as 
haying achieved the most remarkable feat of parliamentary work ever 
accomplished on this continent, in securing the admission of the Da- 
kotas, Washington, and Montana, was one of the most insidious, per- 
sistent, and unrelenting enemies of the admission of either of these 
magnificent States into the Union; and he was driven ultimately, by 
the breaking down of the solid front of his own side under the leader- 
ship of the gallant gentleman from New York, whose vacancy here I so 
much regret, to change front. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman is entirely mistaken in his state- 
ment. 

: Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwas here myself, and I know exactly what was 
one. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the gentleman does notstate what was done. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The scheme under which one of the Dakotas 
was passed in this House was a scheme to defeat ultimately the result 
that we worked out; and when the bill came back from the Senate with 
ali four of the States in it, which proposition had been offered as a 
Republican measure, the break that was made by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] alone made such a break on that 
side as enabled us to concur in the action of the Senate, and thus we 
admitted the four new States, 

Now, it is said that by this action, proposed here to-day, we are to 
commit ourselves to the doctrine of female suffrage now existing by 
law in the Territory of Wyoming. In that connection, Mr, Speaker, I 
wish to supplement what has been so well said by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. StRUBLE], by referring to this legal proposition: Nowhere in 
the Constitution of the United States is there any condition made in re- 
gard to the qualification ofan elector, except that we forbid any State 
in the Union to deprive any person of the right to vote because of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude. Beyond that, every question 
of the qualification of the voter is left to the State itself. 

Now, then, what do we do in the case of Wyoming that is practi- 
cally different from the case of the two Dakotas and Montana? In the 
case of these States we admitted them with constitutions that conferred 
suffrage solely upon males, and notfemales, butto-day eitherone of these 
States may change its constitution, without any consent by or consulta- 
tion with the General Government, and confer suffrage upon the women 
of those States. So that we have never undertaken to put upa barrier 
against the power of the State to confer suffrage upon anybody, but 
have simply forbidden them to withdraw suffrage from the colored peo- 
ple or refuse to confer suffrage upon any man, otherwise qualified, by 
reason of race or color. So theStateof Wyoming, when it comes into 
the Union under that constitution allowing female suffrage, a provis- 
ion recognized in the Constitution, would have power to change it the 
next day, without notice to the General Government and without its 
consent. 

The other States that have come in with exclusive male suffrage in 
their constitutions have the power to change these provisions to-day 
or to-morrow or any day that they see proper. A vote here, there- 
fore, for the admission of Wyoming can not be construed by any possi- 
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ble logic into a vote in favor of the doctrine of female suffrage, a doc- 
trine which, I wish to say in this connection, Iam not at all alarmed 
about, so far as Iam personally concerned, But my vote here can 
never fairly or justly be considered or understood to mean that in ac- 


cepting this constitation I voted in favor of female suffrage, But the 

admission of Wyoming isa political question, and the Republican party 

on this floor is not afraid of it and ought not to be afraid to meet and 
ispose of it. [Applause. 
Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, in the few minutes remaining for the 
debate, I wish to call the attention of the House to the situation as to 
the proposed State of Wyoming. Wyoming asks admission under the 
constitution which is presented here and is before this House, desiring 
no other privileges than have been conferred upon each of the other 
States on their admission to the Union. She comes asking to be ad- 
mitted npon an equality with the other States, under a bill and with 
a constitution which fit each other; the constitution fits the bill and 
the bill fits the constitution completely and in all particulars. 

It has been said by gentlemen on the other side, so many of whom 
have been agonizing in spasms about this matter for the last twenty- 
four hours—by my honored friend from Alabama [Mr. OATES]—that 
itis going to result in breaking down this great Republic; that we 
are going to abdicate in favor of women in the governmentof this land. 
My friend from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY ] says that it is an innova- 
tion on things; that it is a purely ican measure; that this bill 
had better be changed in its title and made to read, “‘A bill to in- 
crease the electoral vote in favor of the Republican candidate for Pres- 
ident in 1892.” My good friend from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] 
seems to think it is to overturn and overthrow the whole system of 
land laws of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to all of these gentlemen and to this Honse 
that the bill is exactly, in its land provisions, like all the bills, in re- 

t of those things providing for the admission of the other States, 
that have been passed by Congress heretofore. Suppose we defeat the 
bill—this Republican measure, as my friend from Missouri [Mr. DOCK- 
ERY] calls it—what is the result? Why, the result is a Democratic 
victory, according to my friend. If the bill prevails and Wyoming 
comes into the Union, as she has a constitutional right to do, then, ac- 
cording to my friend, it is a Republican triumph, and Republicani 
is guarantied, under a republican constitution, to a great State, which 
is now ready to perform the full functions of statehood and enter upon its 
duties asa member of the Union in conjunction with all her sister States. 

My good friend from Illinois [Mr. SPETNGER] in his minority report 
says that they do not care to put in the way of Wyoming obstruc- 
tions to immediate admission; and yet he has fought the bill from its 
introduction up to this time with all the power at his command. 

He did thesame thing during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses 
as to the Dakotas. During both those Congresses he stood here upon 
this floor insisting with great earnestness at one time that Dakota was 
entitled to admission into the Union only as a whole, and then he turned 
square around and insisted that it should be divided upon the Missouri 
River line and that line extended to the Canadian frontier. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. BAKER. Iam not mistaken. For thirteen years the Demo- 
cratic ty stood solidly against the admission of the two Dakotas, 
until, forsooth, they could hook on Montana and Washington, under 
the expectation that two Democratic States would be secured to offset 
the two Dakotas, which it was thought would be Republican. But 
they did not get the two Democratic States. Of course our Democratic 
friends think they may still secure the Democratic Senators from Mon- 
tana. [Laughter. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. You beat us, ; 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, inspite of all unrighteous paon the Repub- 
licans have prevailed in the State of Montana, and have secured their 
Senators, very much to the regret of my friend from Illinois, notwith- 
standing his opposition to the Dakotas. Following the record made 
during ten years of consistent opposition to the Dakotas, he has had 
himself written up as being their firmest friend. In the Magazine of 
Poetry he is already embalmed in history as the one person entitled to 
all credit for the admission of the four States last admitted, Hearwhat 
he has procured to be said of himself. I read from the July number of 
the Magazine of Poetry, page 331: 

The Hon, WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, of Ilinois, the disti: ed memberof Con- 
Ben LAARA i the NAER Hi Grea and whose NADA will go te Gon DINTA 
crowned with honor, as he was anihor aod manager of the bill by which the 
two Dakotas, Montana; and Washington were admitted to statehood—a parlin- 
mentary triumph without a precedent. 

[Cries of ‘* Hear !? “Hear !™ and laughter. ] 

The Magazine of Poetry, Mr. Speaker. It is wonderful. 

Mr. MOREY. I desire to know whether that is accompanied with 
achromo. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I say that the position of my friend 
from Illinois has not been inconsistent. Emerson says that “‘ consis- 
tency is a bigbear to men of small minds;*’ but consistency is not a 
bugbear to my friend from Illinois. He stands here now and wants the 
Democratic party to be solid with him against the admission of Wyo- 


Sue, Sack. ea ena ea gny e ouybets mi oppeneon sane 
party, ican party, or any in opposition to 
admission of that State to-day. 

In a little while the Magazine of Poetry will no doubt record him as 
the faithful advocate of Wyoming. 

Such is the attitude of my friend from Illinois, which I firmly be- 
lieve is not dictated or supported by the solid Democratic party in this 
country or inthis House. Mr. Speaker, we owe it to Wyoming, we owe 
it to ourselves that she shall be admitted upon the constitution which 
they have ad and that we shall not undertake to dictate to them 
what they have in their constitution or what they shall not have. 
They have the right to frame a constitution which shall be republican 
inform. ‘This they have don^. We do not pro to vote it up nor 
do we propose to vote it down, but wesimply vote in favor of Wyoming’s 
right of local self-government, a right guarantied by the Constitution 
to every community and to every State. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. 1 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired, and the 
Clerk will read the ial order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk an amend- 
ment. i 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the pre- 
vious question is considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is now ordered, and the 
House is pursuing the order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am not surprised that the gentleman desires to 
cut off amendment, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is not in order, 

. Mr. SPRINGER. Iamawareofthat. But I now send to the Clerk’s 
desk and move the adoption of the first amendment recommended by 
the minority of the Committee on the Territories. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out sections 1 and 2 of the bill and insert in lieu thereof the following, 
and number the other sections accordingly : 

Bape EnA dere my nagaire Se that part of the area of the United States 
now Co! ing the Territory oi yoming, as at present described, may be- 
come the State of Wyoming, as hereinafter provided. 7 

“See. 2. That all male persons who shall have resided within the limits of said 
proposen State for sixty days, and are otherwise qualified by the laws of said 

‘erritory to vote for representatives to the Legislative Assembly thereof, aro 
hereby authorized to vote for and choose delegates to form a convention in said 
Territory; and the qualifications for delegates to such convention shall be such 
as, by the laws of said Territory, persons are required to possess to be eligible 
to the Legislative Assembly thereot; and the aforesaid delegates to form said 
convention shall be apportioned among the several counties within the limits 
of the proposed State, in proportion to the agg: number of votes in each 
of said counties for Delegate in Congress at the election held in said Territory 
on the Tuesday next after the first Monday in November, 1888. One delegate 
shall be allowed for every 300 votes cast in each county and one delegate for 
any fraction of 150 votes cast in each county. Thatsaid apportionment shall 
be made by the governor, the chief-justice, and the United States attorney of 
said ; and the governor of said Territory shall, by proclamation, order 
an election of the delegates aforesaid in said Territory to be held on the Tues- 
day after the first Monday in June, 1890, which proclamation shall be Issued 
within thirty days after the passage of this act; and such election shall be con- 
ducted, the returns made, the result ascertained, and the certificates to persons 
elected to such convention issued in the same manner as is prescri by the 
laws of the said Territory regulating elections therein for Delegate to Congress. 
All male persons resident in said proposed State, who are qualified voters of 
said Territory, as herein provided, shall be entitled to vote upon the election 
of delegates, and upon the ratification or rejection of the constitution, under 
such rules and ation as said convention may prescribe, notin conflict with 
eee sa but no educational qualification shali be required of voters at either of 
sa ections, 


“Sec, 3. That the delegates to the convention thus elected shall meet at the 
seat of ae ofsaid Territory on the 4th day of July, 1890, and after or- 
anization shall declare, on behalf of the people of said proposed State, that 
ey adopt the Constitution of the United States; whereupon the said conven- 
tion s) er Nyce is hereby. authorized to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment for sai TOEI State. The constitution shall be republican in form, 
and make no n 
except as to Indians not taxed, and not be repugnant to the Constitution of the 
United States and the principles of the Declaration of Independence. And said 
convention shall Å deto by ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the 
United Statesand the people of said State: 

“ First, that perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be secured, and that 
noin tant of said State shal! ever be molested, in person or property, on ac- 
ort mecoied, Shas the poopie inhaling suis paprcewh Shake Aò agtos and decane 

s, N people inha said pro on and dec! 
that forever disclaim all right and title to the unappropriated publie lands 
lying within the boundaries thereof, and to all lands lying within said limits 
owned or held by any Indian or Indian tribes; and that until the titie thereto 
shall have been extinguished by the United States the same shall be and re- 
main subject to the disposition of the United States, and said Indian lands shall 
remain under the absolute jurisdiction and control of the Congress of the United 
States; that the lands belonging to citizens of the United States residing without 
the State shall never be taxed at a higher rate than the lands belonging to resi- 
dents thereof; that no taxes shall be im by the State on Jands or property 
pasient pr apn Lng or which may he r be purchased by the United States or 
reserved for its use; but nothing herein, or in the ordinance herein provided for, 
penny yee the said State from taxing, as other lands are taxed, ah berg 
or held by any Indian who hns severed his tribal relations, and ob- 
tained from the United States or from any person a title thereto by patent or 
other grant, save and except such lands as have been or may be nted to any 
Indian or Indians under any aet of reg om containing a provision exempti 
the lands thus ted from taxation; but said ordinance shall provide that 
such lands be exempt from taxation by said State so long and to such ex- 
tentas such actof Congress may prescribe; 

“Third, that the debts and liabilities of said Territory shall be assumed and 
paid by the said State; and 

“Fourth, that provision shall be made for the 


nt and maintenance 
ic schools, which 


establishme: 
be open to all the children of said 


ction in civil or political rightson account of race or color, ~ 


` 
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“Seo, 4. That in case a constitution and State government shall be formed in 
compliance with the provisions of this act, the convention forming the same 
shall provide by ordinance for submitting said constitution to the people of said 
State for their ratification or rejection, at an election to be held in said Territory 
on the after the first Monday of November, 1890, at which election the 
qualified yoters of said prope State shall vote directly for or spain the pr 
posed constitution, and for or against any provisions separately su tted, The 
returns of said election ad the secretary of said Territory, who, 
with the governor and chief-justice thereof, or any two of them, 
the same; and if a majority of the legal votes cast on that question shall be for 
the constitution, the governor shall certify the result to the President of the 
United States, together with a statement of the votes cast thereon and upon sep- 
arate articles or propositions, and a copy of said constitution, articles, proposi- 
ti and ordinances. And if the constitution and government of said pro- 

State are republican in form and if all the provisionsof this act have been 
complied with in the formation thereof, it shall be the duty of the President of 
the United States to issue his proclamation announcing the result of said elec- 
tion, and thereupon the pronares State of Wyoming shall be deemed admitted 

Congress into the Union under and by virtue of this act on an equal footi 
with the original States from and after the date of said procuran : Provided, 
That nothing contained in this act shall, in any wise, interfere with the right 
and ownership of the United States tothe Yellowstone National Park reserva- 
tion and the exclusive control over the same by the United States,” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment, 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the “noes” 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
131, nays 138, not voting 60; as follows: 


YEAS—131, 
Abbott, Crain, Lane, Ts, 
Alderson, Crisp, Lan 5 Rowland, 
AA lee M ag ‘Cometans Tex. LANON Susk, 
erson, Miss, x yers, 

Andrew, Dargan, Lester, Ga, ney, 
Bankh Davidson, Lester, Va. Sherman, 
Barnes, Dibble, Lewis, Shively, 
Barwig, z Maish, Spinola, 
Bi Dunn Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Blanchard, Danphy, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Ga, 
Bland, Edmunds, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Elliott, McClammy, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, McClellan, Stone, Ky, 
Brickner, nloe, McCreary, Stone, Mo. 
Brookshire, Fitch, c Stump, 
Brown, J, B. Fithian, Mills, Tarsne 
Brunner, Flower, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Bu Forman, Moore, Tex. Tracey, 
Buckalew, ‘orney, Morgan, Tucker, 

ulloek, Fowler, Mutchler, Venable, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, tes, Walker, Mo, 
Cam: Gibson O'Ferrall, Washington, 
Carlisle, Goodnight, O'Neil, Wheeler, Ala, 
Carlton, Grimes, Outhwait Whiting, 
Catchings, Hare, Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Chipman, Hatch, Parrett, Wilkinson, 
Clancy, Hayes, Peel, Willcox, 
Clarke, Ala. Haynes, Penington, Williams, Til. 
Clements, Heard, Pierce, Wilson, Mo. 
Clunie, Herbert, Price, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cobb, Holman, Reilly, Wise, 
Cooper, Ind, Hooker, Richardson, Yoder, 
Covert, Kilgore, Robertson, 

NAYS—138, 

Adams, Connell, Laidlaw, Reed, Iowa 
Anderson, Kans. Cooper, 0) WS, Reyburn, 
Arnold, Craig, Lehlbach, Rife, 
Atkinson, Pa. Culbertson, Pa, ge, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cutcheon, Iason, Rowell, 

T, Dalzell, McComas, Russell, 
Banks, Darlington. McCord, Fea s 
Bartine, Dingley, McCormick, Seull, 

Bayne, Dolliver, MeKen Simonds, 
Beck with, Dorsey, McKinley, Smith, I. 
Belden, Ewart, ee Smith, W. Va. 
Belkna; Fargu' offitt, myser, 
ane oa sia Moren ÂH. awe a 
Bingh. ick, ore WAI 
Bi Sens Frank, Morrill, Stivers, 
Boothman, Funston, Morrow, Stockbridge, 
Boutelle, ear, Morse, Struble. 
Bowden, "y Mudd, Taylor, E, B. 
Brewer, Greenhalge, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Ill. 
Brower, Grosvenor, Nute, Thomas, 
Browne, Va. Grout, O'Donnell, Townsend, Colo, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hall, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Pa, 
Burton, Hansbrough, Osborne, ‘Turner, Kans. 
Butterworth, er, Owen, Ind, Vandever, $ 
Candler, Mass. Henderson, Iowa Payne, Walker, Mass. 
Cannon, Hermann, yson, Wallace, Mass, 
Hill, Perkins, Wallace, N. Y. 
Caswell, Hitt, Peters, Watson, 
Cheadle, Kelley, Pickler, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Post, Williams, Ohio 
Clark, Kerr, Iowa Pugsley, Ison, Wash, 
well, Ketel Quackenbush, Wright, 
Coleman, Kinsey, ines, Y; ey, 
Comstock, Lacey, Randall, Mass, 
Conger, La Follette, Ray, 
NOT VOTING—@. 
Allen, Mich. Candler, Ga, Flood, Kerr, Pa, 
Blount, Caruth, Gifford, Knapp, 
Boatner, thran, Haugen, Lansing, 
Brosius, Cowles, ena) ene Lind, 
Browne, T. M. De Haven, Henderson, Ill. Magner, 
(ma ie Lano, ae N.C. Mansur, 
arrows, vans, opkins, McCarthy, 
well, Finley, Houk, MeMillin, 


Miles, Randall, Pa. Sweney, Van Schaick, 
Norton, Sanford, Taylor, 5D. Wade, 

ON eall, Ind. Scranton, Taylor, Tenn, Whitthorne, 
Paynter, Skinner, Thompson, Wickham, 
Perry, Eponos Turner, Wilber, 
Phelan, hl necker, Turner, N. Y. Wiley, 
Quinn, Ste i Turpin, Wilson, Ky. 


shall canvass So the amendment was rejected. 


The following-named members were announced as paired until far 
ther notice: 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. TURPIN. 

Mr. Witson, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr, SCRANTON with Mr. HEMPHILL, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR with Mr, CARUTH. 

Mr, WADE with Mr. NORTON. 

Mr. MILES with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. De LANo with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 

Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. CoTHRAN. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. PERRY. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 

Mr. HOPKINS with Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. KERB, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Lanstne with Mr. WILEY. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. Brostus with Mr. QUINN. 

Mr, SPOONER with Mr. PHELAN. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. CowLEs was announced as paired with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, 
on all political questions, from March 22 until April 1. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, for this 


y. 

Mr. Lryp with Mr. BOATNER, for this day. 

Mr. BAKER. Iask unanimous consent that the recapitulation of 
the names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. I think we had better have the names 
read, not for delay, but to verify the vote, as it is a very important one. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I observed that the name of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY ] was read in the list of those 
who voted in the negative. I understand that he voted in the afirma- 


tive. 

r. BAKER. We do not want to go back on thereturns, [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The returns are not correct, 

Mr. TARSNEY. I answered distinctly in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The mistake was made in recording. The mark 
was placed opposite the name of the gentleman from Missouri { Mr. 
TARSNEY ] instead of opposite the name of the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR]. The gentleman from Missouri will be re- 
corded in the affirmative. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, Isend to the Clerk’s desk the 
second amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add to section 1 the following: 

“Provided, That there shall be an election in the Territory of Wyoming on the 
Tuesday nextafter the first Monday in November, 1890, for a Representative in 
Congress to the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses, and for the State, judi- 
cial, and legislative offices, whose terms of office are created by the proposed 
constitution of the State of Wyoming, and such county, precinct, and munici- 
pal officers as may be provided for under such constitution and under the laws 
of the Territory of Wyoming; but no county or township officersshall be elected 
unless their terms are about to expire under the laws of the Territory creating 
such offices. At said election every male citizen of the United States who is 
otherwise qualified under the laws of the Territory of Wyoming to vote, may 
vote for such officer and on the constitution and separate propositions sub- 
mitted, and no others, and said election shall be conducted and returns made 
and can in the manner provided in the laws of said Territory for the 
election of the Delegate to Congress, At said election each qualified elector 
may have written or printed upon his ballot the words “* For the constitution ™ 
or " Against the constitution,” and also the words “For female suffrage” or 
* Against female suffrage.” Also the words “ For eligibility of women to hold 
offices and sit on juries” or the words * Against the eligibility of women to 
hold offices and sit on juries,” If at said election the majority of the legal 
votes cast shall be “for the constitution,” the governor shall certify the result 
to the President of the United States, together with the votes cast thereon and 
npon separate articles or propositions, and a copy of said constitution, articles, 
and propositions. It shail be the duty of the President of the United States, if 
it shall appear that a majority of all the votes cast at said election were in favor 
of the constitution, to issue his proclamation announcing the result of such elec- 
tion, and thereupon said State of Wyoming shall be deemed admitted by Con- 
gress into the Union under and by virtue of thisact, on an equal footing with the 
original States from and after the date of said pocamanon: And provided fur- 


The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment; and the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the yeas and nays, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
133, nays 139, not voting 57; as follows: 


YEAS—133. 
Abbott, P, Lawler, 
Alderson, Culberson, Tex, Lee Rowland, 
Allen, Miss. Cummings, Lehibach, 
Anderson, Miss. . Lester, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Davidson, Lester, Va. Seney, 
Barnes, Dibble, Lewis, Shively, 
Barwig, Dockery, Maish, Spinola, 
Biggs, Dunnell, r, Springer, 
Blanchard, Danphy, Martin, Ind. Stewart, Ga, 
Bland munds, Martin, Tex, Ste Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Elliott, MeAdoo, Stockdale, 
Rreckinridge, Ky. Ellis, McClammy, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, loe, eClellan, Stone, Mo. 
Brookshire, itch, McCreary, Stump, 
Brown, J. Fithian, McMillin Tarsney, 
Brunner, Flower, McRae, 
aey ong rs Va. copy bbe: Tracey, 
uckalew, ‘orney, lontgomery, 
Bullock, Fowler, Moore, Tex. Van Schaick, 
Bunn, ner, Morgan, Venable, 
Bynum, Gibson, Mutchler, Walker, Mo. 
Campbell, Goodnight, tes, Washington, 
Carl Grimes, O' Ferrall jer, 
Carlton, Hare O'Neil, Mass, Whiting, 
Catchings, Hatch, Outhwaite, Wilkinson, 
Chipman, Hayes, wens, Ohio Willcox, 
Clancy, Haynes, t Williams, Ill. 
Clarke, Ala, eard, Wilson, 
Clements, Herbert, Penington, Wilson, W. Va. 
Ciunie, Holman, Pierce, Wise. 
Cobb, Hooker, Quinn, Yoder. 
Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, Reilly, 
Covert, Lane, 
in, Lanham, Robertson, 
NAYS—139, 
Adams, Connell, Lacey, Reed, Iowa 
Anderson, Kans. Cooper, O La Follette, Reyburn, 
Arnold, Crag, Laidlaw, Rife, 
Atkinson, Pa. Culbertson, Pa, Laws, Rock 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cutcheon, Lodge, Rowell, 
Ranks, Datiingto McCom aounan 
n, mas, er, 
Bartine, Haven, McCord, Souli, 
Bayne, Dingley, McCormick, Simon 
Beckwith, Dolliver, McKenna, Smith, 
den, Dorsey, McKinley, Smith, W. Va, 
Belknap, Ewart, Milliken, Smyser, 
Bergen, eo, Spe Moffitt, Snider, 
Bingham, Featherston, Moore, N. H., Spooner, 
Bliss, Flick, Morey, Stewart, Vt. 
Boothman, Funston, Morrill, Stivers, 
en T, Morrow, Pore 
Brewer, Gest, orse, Struble, 
Brower, Greenhalge, Mudd. Sweney, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, iedringhaus, Taylor, E. B, 
Buchanan, N.J. Grout, Nute, Taylor, I. 
Burrows, Hall, O'Donnell, Thomas, 
Burton, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo, 
Butterworth, Harmer, Osborne, Townsend, 
Candler, Mass. Henderson, II. Owen, Ind. Turner, Kans, 
Cannon, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Vandever, 
Carter, Hermann, yson, Walker, 
Caswell, Hil, Perkins, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Hitt, Peters, n, 
Ch Houk, Pickler, jer, 
Clark, Wis. Kelley, ley, Williams, Ohio 
‘ogswell, Kennedy, Quackenbush, Wilson, Wash, 
Coleman, Kerr, lowa ines, Wright, 
Co 4 Ketcham, Randall, Mass. Yardley. 
Conger, Kinsey, Ray, 
NOT VOTING—57. 

Allen, Mich. Flood, O’Neall, Ind. Thompson, 
ndrew, Frank. Paynter, Turner, Ga. 
Blount, Gifford, Perry, Turner, N. Y. 

Boatner, Haugen, Phelan, fb ged 
Bowden, at ete Post, Wade, 
Brosius, Henderson, N.C. Price, Wallace, Mass, 
Browne, T. M. Hopkins, Randall, Pa, Whitthorne, 
Caldwell, err, Pa. Sanford, Wickham, 
Candler, Ga. K P, Scranton, Wike, 
Caruth, Lansing, Sherman, Wilber, 
Cothran, Lind, Skinner, Wiley, 
Cowles, Magner, Stahinecker, Wilson, Ky. 
De Lano, Mi hy, Stephenson, 

Evans, Miles, Taylor, J. D. 

Finley, Norton, Taylor, Tenn. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ANDREW, for the rest of 
this day. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. POST said: Mr. Speaker, am I recorded as voting? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. POST. I wish to vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. SPINOLA. I object. 

The SPEAKER. There is no need for objection, Under the rule 
the Chair is not permitted to entertain the gentleman’s request. 

Mr. BAKER. Iask unanimous consent that the recapitulation of 
the names of members voting be dispensed with. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I send the other amendment to the desk. 


The Clerk ed to read the amendment. 

The SP The Chair observes that this amendmentisnot the 
one which was presented in print in the ‘‘ Views of the minority.”’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. After consultation with the minority of the com- 
mittee I have struck out one sentence. 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent. 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, Mr. Speaker, there is a typographical error 
there in the number of a section, which I wish to have corrected. 

Mr. BAKER. This is ona par with the rest of the opposition to the 
bill. I object to any change in the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires to change ‘‘section 7” to 
‘section 6.” 


Several MEMBERS. I object. 

TheSPEAKER. Objectionismade. The Clerk will read the amend- 
ment as it stands in the ‘‘ Views of the minority.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I insist that that is a typographical error. 
The amendment should read ‘‘section 6,’’ instead of ‘section 7,” and I 
wish to have it corrected. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not require unanimous consent to make 
it as it was written. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I do not think that can be admitted, Mr. Speaker. 
For one, I object to it. Let the print stand as it is, 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman can not object to the fact that in 
the printing of this amendment either the printer or some one else 
made a mistake and referred to the wrong section. I simply desire 
that the text shall be made to refer to the section which was actually 
pro to be amended. 

. STRUBLE. I would have no objection to that, Mr. Speaker, if 
I had time to examine the amendment, but this has not been called to 
our attention, and I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I call it to the gentleman’s attention 
now. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe amendment is adopted, and upon examina- 
tion this is found to be a mistake, it can be corrected. To correct it 
now would require unanimous consent, and objection is made. The 
Clerk will read the amendment as it stands in print. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Add to section 1 the peradon E 

“ Provided, That the State of Wyoming shall not be admitted into the Union 
until the proposed constitution thereof l be amended as follows: 

“First amendment: Strike out the first section of article 6, entitled potnges 
which section is in these words: ‘The right of the citizens of the State of Wy- 
oming to vote and hold office shall not be denied or abridged on account of sex, 
Both male and female citizens of this State shall equally enjoy all civil, poli 
and religious rights and privileges,’ and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“*Secrion 1, The rights of the citizens of the State of Wyoming to vote or 
hold office shall not be denied cr abridged on account of race, color, or previ- 
ag pane ioes Tote oprah and Togale ane pe of this State shall 

y enjoy and religions rights and privileges. 
bey moe amendment: Insert the word ‘male’ after the word ‘every’ and 
before the word ‘citizen’ in the first line of section 2, of article 6, so that the 
Man DoS mal citizen of the United Si fthe ft years 
sA ecitizen o! Jn tateso! ageoftwenty-one 
and upward who has resided in the State or Territory one yearand im the county 
wherein such residence is located sixty days next preceding any election shall be 
entitled to vote at such election, except as herein otherwise provided: And pro- 

i That there shall be an election in the proposed State of Wyoming on the 
Tu y next after the first Monday of November, 1890, for Representative in Con- 
gress for the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses, for State, judicial, and leg- 
islative officers whose offices are created by the proposed constitution of the 
State of Wyoming, and for such county, precinct, and municipal officers as may 
be provided for under the said constitution of the State and under the laws of 
the Territory of Wyoming; but no county or township officers shall be elected 
unless their election would take place under the provisions of the laws of the 
Territory of Wyoming at thst time., Atsaid election electors who may be quali- 
fied to vote as provided in article 7 of said constitution as amended by this act 
shall be permitted to vote, and no other. And said election shall be conducted 
and returns madeand canvassed in the manner provided in the laws of the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming for the election of the Delegate in Congress from said Terri- 
tory. At said election there may be written or printed on each ballot the words 
“ For the amended constitution” or the words “Against the amended consti- 
tution.” And ifthe majority of the legal votes cast on this question shall be for 
the amended constitution then the governor of the Territory shall certify the 
result to the President of the United States together with a statement of the 
votes cast thereon and a certified copy of the amended constitution; and it 
shall be the duty of the President of the United States upon the receipt of such 
statement of votes castand copy of such amended constitution, if it shall appear 
that said amended constitution has been ratified by a majority of the legal votes 
east on that question, to issue his proclamation announcing the result of the 
election thereon; and thereupon the State of Wyoming shal! be deemed admit- 
ted by Congress into the Union under and by virtue of this act on an equal foot- 
ing with the original States from and after the date of such proclamation: And 
provided further, That no election shall be held in the Territory of Wyoming 
as provided in the ninth, tenth, eleventh, twelfth, and thirteenth sections of the 
schedule of the pro constitution of the State of Wyoming; but in lieu of 
such election there shall be an election insaid Territory as provided in the fore- 
going provisions of this act.’ ” 


The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment; and the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 


132, nays 138, not voting 59; as follows: 


YEAS—132, 
Abbott, Culberson, Tex. Lawler, Richardson, 
Alderson, Cummings, Le Robertson, 
Allen, Miss. n, Lehlbach, gers, 
Anderson, Miss, Davidson, Lester, Ga. Rowland, 

i Dibble, peso Va. usk, 

Barn Dockery, wia, Sayers, 
Barwig, Dunnell, Maun Seney, 

Bi Dunphy, Mansur, Shively, 
Blan Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Spinola, 
Bland, Elliott, Martin, Tex, Springer 
Blount, Ellis, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fitch, McClellan, Stockdale, 
Brickner, thi McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Brookshire, Flower, MeMillin, Stone, Mo, 
Brown, J. B, Forman, McRae, Stump, 
Brunner, Forney, Mills, Tarsney, 

, Va. Fowler, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Buckalew, Geissenhainer, Moore, Tex. 2 
Bullock, Gibson, Morgan, Tucker, 
Bynum, Goodnight, Mutehier, Venable, 
Campbell, Grimes, Oates, Walker, Mo, 
Carlton, Hare, O’ Ferra! Washington, 
Catchings, Hatch, O'Neil, Wheeler, Ala, 
Chipman, Hayes, Outhwaite, Whiting, 
Clancy, Haynes, Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Clarke, Ala, Heard, Parrett, Wilkinson, 
Clements, Herbert, Peel, Willcox, 
Clunie, Holman, Penington, Williams, Tl, 

er, Ind. Kilgore, Price,’ Wilson’ W. V 
N gore, ce, nm, W. Va 
n, x e, Quinn, Wise, 
Crisp, Lanham, Reilly, Yoder. 
NAYS—138. 
Adams, A Laidlaw, Reyburn, 
Anderson, Kans, Culbertson, Pa. Laws, we! 
Arnold, Outcheon, Lod, Rowell, 
Atkinson, a Dajzell, Mason, Russell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Darlington, McComas, Sanford, 
Baker, De Haven, eCord, ot Pag 
Bankes, Dingley, M eCormick, Scull, 
Bartine, Dolliver, McKenna, Simonds, 
Bayne, Dorsey, McKinley, Smith, D1. 
Beck Se, mean Milliken, Smith, W. Va. 
Belden, Featherston, Moffitt, Sinyser, 
Belknap, Flick, Moore, N. H. Snider, 
Bergen, Funston, Morey, Spooner, 
Bingham, Gear, Morrill Stewart, 
Bliss, Gest, Morrow, Stivers, 
Green orse, Stockbridge, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, Mudd, Struble, 
Bowden, Grout, Niedringhaus, Sweney, 
Brewer, Tall, Nute, Taylor, iu. 
Burrows, Hansbrough O'Donnell, Taylor, E. B. 
Burton, Harmer, O'Neill, Pa, Th 
Butterworth, Haugen, Osborne, Townsend, Colo, 
Candler, Mass, Henderson, Ml. Owen, Ind. ‘Townsend, Pa, 
Cannon, Henderson, lowa yne, Turner, Kans, 
Oarter, Hermann, Payson, Vandever, 
Caswell, Hill, Perkins, Walker, Mass. 
Cheadle, tt, Peters, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheatham, Houk, Pickler, Watson, 
Corre 1 patán Pagal Wians, Obie 
ennedy, ey, ms, o 
Co y Kerr, Iowa Quackenbush, Wilson, Wash, 
Comstock, etcham, nes, right, 
Conger, insey, Randall, Mass. ley. 
Connell, Lacey, 
Cooper, La Foilette, Bes town 
NOT VOTING—59. 
Allen, Mich. Cowles, ope sed Taylor, J. D. 
Andrew, De Lano, M hy, ylor, n, 
Boatner, Evans, Miles, Thompson, 
Brosius, Ewart, Norton, Turner, Ga. 

r Finley, O’ Neall, Ind. Turner, N. Y. 
Browne, T. M. Flood, ynter, n 
Browne, Va, k. Perry; Van Schaick, 

„N.J. Gifford, Phelan, Wade, 

Bunn, Hemphill, Randall, Pa. Wallace, Mass. 
raaa tran i E Henderson, N, C. y ea hah ption 
Candler, ranton, ' 

: pees Sherman, Wilber, 
Caruth, Knapp, Skinner, Wiley, 
Cothran, Lansing, Stahinecker, Wilson, Ky. 
Covert, d, Stophenson, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. Hopkins with Mr, CARLISLE, for the rest of this day. 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Covert, on this question. 


ject. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 


Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. MAGNER. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BAKER. Iask unanimous consent to offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk, relating to the Yellowstone reservation. It has been 
submitted to our friends on the other side, and is, I believe, unobjection- 
able. It is intended to protect the rights of the United States in that 
reservation. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend section 1 by adding this proviso: 

s That n in this act contained Seer) ap ORL OE trees Oey are OE 
Congress relating to the Yellowstone National Park, or the reservation of the 
park as now defined, or as may be hereafter defined or Senasa cet or the pores 
of the United States over it; and nothing contained in ar pore fere 
with the rightand ownership of the United States in Mart pert par reservation 


as it now is or may hereafter be defined or extended by law; 
islation, in all cases whatsoever, shall be exercised by the United States 


The SPEAKER. The AAR from New York [Mr. BAKER] asks 
unanimous consent to offer this amendment, 
Mr. KILGORE. I object. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not object, This bill 
puis the Yellowstone Park in the State of Wyoming. 
Mr. KILGORE. Let the bill go back to the committee and I shall 
not object. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not object. 
TheSPEAKER. Objectionismade. The Clerk will report the next 
amendment. 
The Clerk read the amendments proposed by the Committee on the 
Territories, as follows: 
Amend section 9, line 3, by inserting, after the word * maga spi the following: 
“And the personal property of the United States now being in the Territory 
of Wyoming and which has been in usein the said Territory in the adminis- 
IASON of the Territorial government, including books and records, and the 
rty used at the constitutional convention which convened at Cheyenne 
n nt e month of September, 1489, are hereby granted and donated.” 
{ metre pal mm section 9, line 11, after the word “granted,” the words “and 
onai 
Also, in section 11, line 16, after the word “institution,” strike out the follow- 


ing: 
“In Carbon County, 30,000acres; for the penitentiary in Albany Count: 


+ 80,000 
acres; for the fish hatchery in Albany County, 10,000 acres; for the d ° dumb, 5 
and blind asylum in Laramie County, 30,000 acres; for the poor-farm’ in Fre- 


mont County, 30,000 acres; for a miners’ hospital, $0,000 acres; for normal 
schools, 100,000 acres; for State charitable, educational, penal, and reformatory 
institutions, 210,000 acres, making a total of 500,000 acres." 

‘And insert the following: 

“In course of construction in Carbon County, 30,000acres; forthe aeeie 
in Albany County, 30,000 acres; for the fish hatchery in Albany unty, 5,000 
acres; for the deaf, dumb, and ‘blind asylum in Laramie County, 30,000 acres; 
for the poor-farm in Fremont County, 10,000 acres; for a hospital for miners 
who shall become disabled or incapacitated to labor while one in the 
mines of the State, 30,000 acres; for publio buildings at the capital oi State, 
in addition to those hereinbefore granted for tbat purpose, 7 yy acres; for 
State charitable, Pakanen penal, and reformatory institutions, 260, ,000 acres, 
making a total of 500,000 acres: led, That none of the lands granted by this 
act shall be sold for leas than $10 per acre,” 

: Amo; in section 16, line 14, after the word “ courts,” 
rict,’ 

Also, in section 18, line 5, strike out ‘courts’ and insert “court; ” in same 
section, line 8, strike out “courts” and insert * court; ™ in same section, line 
28, strike out “ courts’’ and insert * court.” 


The SPEAKER. The questionis upon to the amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘There was an amendment which was agreed to by 
everybody, as I understood, but which was attached to the amendment: 
which was objected to awhile ago; I mean the amendment relating to 
the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of land. The proviso appearing 
in the text refers to an act of Congress passed at the last session, which 
allows the State of Wyoming to Daol indemnity for lands in permanent 
reservations. The other four States that came in last year were not 
allowed to take lands equal to the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections. 

Mr BAKER. That is already provided for by law, and I must ob- 


Itisnot providedfor. The provision wasattached 
to the amendment you offered and which was objected to. 

Mr. BAKER. The amendment I offered covers the specific point de- 
sired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But it was objected to. 

Mr. BAKER. The difficulty can be cured by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. KILGORE] withdrawing his objection, We can not consent 
to any change of the language at the point indicated by my friend from 
Illinois, 

Mr. SPRINGER. The provision which was objected to by the gen- 
tleman from Texas embraces control over the Yellowstone Park, It 
also relieves the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of that park from 
the school lands of Wyoming. If the bil) passes in this shape the State 
of Wyoming will be allowed the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in 
the Yellowstone Park, which is a public reservation. It will be al- 
lowed indemnity for the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in this 
park and can locate them throughout the State. In the other States 
they were not allowed indemnity land in permanent reservations. 
They should be made equal in the four States. It was understood 
gentlemen would move an amendment in the land feature, to apply as 
in other bills. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

The committee amendments were sgreed to, and the bill as amended 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, Is it not in order now to move 
to recommit the bill to the Committee on Territories? 

Mr. BAKER. After the order adopted by the House? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will examine the question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and niys on that motion. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky to recommit the bill. 


insert “in the said dis- 
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Mr, BAKER. I move to table that motion. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit. 
Mr, BAKER. Isit not in order to move to lay it on the table? 


ie SPEAKER. The question can be taken as well on the motion 


Mr. SPRINGER. Is this the motion to recommit? 
The SPEAKER. Itis. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Then let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and yeas were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
129, nays 142, not voting 58; as follows: 
YEAS—129, 


Abbott, Culberson, Tex. Lawler, Robertson, 
Alderson, Cummings, Lee. 
Allen, Miss, n, Lester, Ga, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss. Davidson. Lester, Va, Sayers, 
nkh Dibble, Lewis, Seney 
rnes, Dockery, Maish, Shively, 
Barwig, Dunnell, Mansur, Spinola, 
Bi Dunphy, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Blanchard, u Martin, Tex. Stewart, Ga. 
Bland, Eliott, MeAdoo, Stewart, Tex. 
Blount, Elis, McClammy, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enloe, McClellan, Stone, 
Breckinridge, Fitch, McCreary, Stone, 
Brickner, ithian MoeMillin, Stump, 
Brooksh: Flower, McRae, Tarsney, 
owns J. iiine = Tillman, 
runner, orney, ontgomery, Tracey, 
Buchanan, Va. Fowler, Moore, Tex. Tucker, 
Buckalew, Geissen y organ, Walker, 
Gibson, Mutchler, Washi 
Bynum, Goodnight, Ñ Wheeler, Ala, 
Campli Grimes, O'Ferrall Whiting, 
Carlton, Hare O'Neil, Mass, Wik 
Catchings, Hatch, Outhwaite, Wilkinson, 
Chipman, Hayes, Owens, Ohio Willcox, 
Clancy, Haynes, tt, Williams, Tl, 
Clarke, Ala, Heard, Peel, ~ Wilson, Mo. 
Clements, Herbert, Penington, Wilson, W. Va. 
Clunie, Holman, Pierce, 
b, Hooker, Price, Yoder. 
„Ind. Kilgore, Quinn, 
Crain, ê, Reilly, 
w Lanham, Ri 
NAYS—Hi2. 
Adams; Craig, La Follette, Reyburn, 
Anderson, Kans. Culbertson, Pa, Laidlaw, 
Arnold, Cutcheon, Laws, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Pa, Dalzell, Lehlbach, Rowell, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Darlington, Lodge, Russell, 
Baker, De Haven, Mason, Sanford, 
Banks, Dingley, McComas, Sawyer, 
Bartine, Dolliver McCord, Scull, 
Bayne, Dorsey, McCormick, Simonds, 
Beckwith, Ewar McKenna, Smith, 
Belden, Farqu McKinley, Smith, W. Va, 
Belknap, Featherston Milliken, Smyser, 
Bingham, Flick, Moffitt, Snider, 
Bliss, Frank, Moore, N. H. er, 
Boothman, Funston, i 4 wart, Vt. 
Boutelle, Gear, Morr! ii, Stivers, 
Bowden, Gest, Morrow, Stockbri: 
Brewer, Greenhalge, Morse, Struble, 
Brower, Grosvenor, Mudd, Sweney, 
Browne, Va. ` Grout, Niedringhaus, Taylor, E.B. 
Daonna N.J. Eas Y Nute 4 ae nl, 
urrows, ansbroug! nnell, omas, 
Burton, Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo. 
Butterworth, Haugen, Osborne, ow . Pa. 
Cannon, Henderson, I. Payne, Turner, Kans. 
Carter, Henderson, Iowa Payson, Vandever, 
Caswell, Hermann, Perkins, Walker, Mass. 
Cheadle, Hill, Peters, Wallace, N. 
Cheatham, Hitt, Pickler, atson, 
Clark, Wis. Houk, Post, Wheeler, Mich, 
well, Kelley, Pugsley, liams, 
Co h Kennedy, F Tea aana Wilson, Wash. 
Comstock, Kerr, Iowa es, he pan 
Conger, Ketcham, Randall, Mass. Yardley, 
Connell, Kinsey, Ray, 
Cooper, Ohio y, Reed, Towa 
NOT VOTING—S. 
Allen, Mich. De Lano, N 
Andrew, ON Ind, Turner, Ga. 
Bergen, Finley, Owen, Ind. Turner, 
Boatner, 7 Paynter, Turpi. 
ins, Gifford, Perry, Van Schaick, 
Browne, T, M. Hemphill, Phelan, Venable, 
Bunn, Henderson, N.C. Randall, Pa. ‘ade, 
well, Hopkins, Rusk, W: 
Candler, Ga. Kerr, Scranton, Whittborne, 
Candler, Mass. Knapp, Sherman, ham, 
Carlisle, ng, Skinner, Wilber, 
th, Lind, StahlInecker, Wiley, 
Cothran, Sia mer Stephenson, Wilson, Ky. 
Covert, MeUarthy, Taylor, J.D. 
Cowles, Miles, Taylor, Tenn, 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Upon what ground? 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I did not hear my name called, 3 

The SPEAKER. The only proper ground is one where there is rea- 
son to suppose a gentleman’s name was not called. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. The Chair has no reason tosuppose Iam not 
stating the fact. 


Sa SPEAKER. Notatall. The gentleman did not hear his name 
ca ? 

Mr, O of Ohio. That is the reason I have given. 

The SP. R. Does the gentleman state he was in his seat at the 
ane the roll was being called, was listening, and did not hear his name 

? 
ore SPRINGER. The gentleman says he did not hear his name 

The SPEAKER, Thegentleman must make his own statement, and 
the Chair will act on it. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I was here on the second call, but I didnot 
hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that is sufficient. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That has been considered sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled upon this point repeatedly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Gentlemen on the other side have stated they were 
in the Hall and were allowed to vote. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will point to sach an instance 
the Chair will be obliged. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The RECORD will show it. 

The SPEAKER. The RECORD will. 

Mr. MORGAN. But, Mr. Speaker, it has been customary heretofore 
to ask gentlemen under such circumstances if they were listening for 
their names when they were called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been entirely impartial. 


Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I was listening and intending to vote, but 


did not hear my name. 

Toe SPEAKER. If the gentleman says that he comes within the 
rule—— 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio, I was listening. 

Pirie ea At the time when your name should have been 
? 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will call the name of the gentleman 
from Ohio, 

The name of Mr. OWENS, of Ohio, was called and recorded as above. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. BERGEN with Mr. VENABLE, on the Wyoming question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the reading of the names. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the names will be read, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, There has been so much con- 
fusion during the vote that the names ought to be recapitulated, 

The Clerk read the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

Mr. BAKER. In order now that my friends on the other side may 
have the opportunity to vote right once on this question, I ask the yeas 
and ig on the of the bill, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill, on whi 
the gentleman from New York demands the yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 127, not 
voting 63; as follows: 


YEAS—139. 
Adams, Connell Y, Ray, 
Anderson, Kans, Cooper, Ohio La Follette, Reed, Iowa 
old, Craig, idlaw, Reyburn, 
Atkinson, Pa. Culbertson, Pa, Laws, R 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cutcheon, 
er, Dalzell, Lodge, Rowell, 
Banks, Darlington, Mason, Russell, 
@, De Haven, McComas, Sawyer, 
Dingley, MoCord, Scull, 
Beckwith, Dolliver, McCorm Simon 
Belden, Dorsey, McKenna, Smith, NI. 
Belknap, Ewart, McKinley, Smith, W. Va. 
Bingham, Sep open Milliken, Smyser, 
iss, Featherston, Moffitt, Snider, 
I Flick, Moore, N.H. ner 
Bontelle, Funston, Morey, Stewart, Vt. 
Bowden, Gear, Morrill, Stivers, 
Brewer, Morrow, Stockbridge, 
Brower, Greenhalge, Morse, Struble, 
Browne, Va. Grosvenor, udd. Sweney. 
Buchanan, N.J. rout, Niedringhaus, Taylor, E. B, 
Burrows, Hall, ute, Taylor, N. 
Burton, Hansbrough, O'Donnell, Thomas, 
Butterworth, Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo. 
Candler, Mass. Haugen, Osborne, Townsend, 
Cannon, Henderson, iL Owen, Ind, rner, 
Carter, Henderson, Lowa Payne, Vandever, 
Caswell, Hermann, Payson Van Schaick, 
Ghentham, Hite, Pawn” Ware 
eters, atson, 
Clark, Wis, Kelley, Pickler, Williams, Ohio 
Cogswell, Kennedy, Post, Wilson, Wash. 
Coleman, Kerr, lowa Pugsley, Weight, 
Comstock, Ketcham, Quackenbush, Yardley. 
Conger, Kinsey, Raines, 
NAYS—127. 
Abboit, Barwig, Breckinridge, Ky. Buckalew, 
Alderson, Bi; Brickner, Bullock, 
Allen, Miss. B Brookshire, Bynum, 
Anderson, Miss. Bland. Brown, J. B. Carlton, 
Bankhead, Blount, Brunner, Ca: 
Barnes, Breckinridge, Ark. Buchanan, Va. Chipman, 


Fowler, ' Seney, 
NOT VOTING—63, 
Allen, Mich, E Miles, Taylor, Tenn, 
Andrew, Finley, Norton, Thompson, 
Bergen, Flood. ON Ind. T, 
Boatner, Frank. O'Neil, Turner, N. Y, 
Brosius, Gifford, Paynter, in, 
Browne, T. M, Ha; Perry, Venable, 
Bunn, Hem 1, Phelan, Wade, 
Caldwell, Henderson, N ©. Randall, Mass. Wallace, Mass. 
‘opkins, Randall, ‘allace, N. 
er, Ga. Hon Sanford, jer, 
Carl Kerr, Scranton, Whitthorne, 
Caru! Knapp, ickham, 
è Lansing, Skinner, Wilber, 
Sows iinet Stophensdo a Wilson, K. 
w les, er, n, Sy. 
De Lano, Mefarthy, Taylor, J. D. 
So the bill was passed. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER. On what grounds? 

Mr. ENLOE. On the ground that I entered the Hall, specially to 
vote, during the call and before my name was reached. I was listen- 
ing for it and did not hear it called. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening for his name at the 
time when it should have been called ? 

Mr. ENLOE. I was. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the name of the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE’s name was called, and his vote recorded as above. 

The following additional were announced: 

Mr, WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. O’ NEIL, of Massachusetts, 
for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Houx with Mr. PHELAN, on this vote. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 

r. SPRINGER. I ask for the recapitulation of the votes, 

The Clerk read the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above. 

Mr. BAKER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; and also move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for a division of the motion. I ask for a 
separate vote on the motion to lay on the table. I desire to give the 
gentleman an opportunity of recording himself on that question. 

Messrs. STRUBLE, BAKER, and others. Then let us have the yeas 
and nays. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no, 

Mr. STRUBLE, I will not insist. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands a division 
_of the question. 

The question was taken on the motion to lay on the table; and ona 
division there were—ayes 110, noes 98. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have the yeas and nays on this. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAKER. I rise to a question of order. Is not this a dilatory 
motion? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman made it himself; he ought to 
know. [Renewed laughter and applause. } 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 132, nays 120, not 
voting 77; as follows: 


YEAS—132, 

A Boutelle, Carter, Cooper, Ohio 
Anderson, Kans. Bowden, Caswell, Grate, 
Atkinson, W. Va, Brewer, Cheadle, Culbertson, Pa. 
Baker, Brower, Cheatham, Cutcheon, 
Banks, Browne, Va. Clark, Wis. Dalzell, 
Belden, Buchanan, N, J. eres De Haven, 
Belknap, Burrows, Coleman, Dingiey, 
Sar ets aaa eee pee 

er, rsey, 


Cummings, Robertson, 
Alderson, Davidson, Lester, Va. rs, 
Allen, Miss. Dibble, wis, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss, Dockery, Maish, Rusk, 
Bankhead, Dunphy, ur, Sayers, 
Barnes, Edmunds, Martin, Ind ey, 
Barwig, Elliott, Martin, Tex. Shively, 
Bland, Ellis, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Blount, Enloe, McClammy, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fithian, i ” phd Ga. 
Breckinridge, . wart, Tex. 
Brickner, Flower, MeMillin, dale, 
Broo! Forman, cRae, Stone, Ky, 
Brown, J. B. Forney, Mills, Stone, Mo. 
Brunner, Fowler, Montgomery, Stump, 
hanan, Va, Geissenhainer, Moore, Tex, Tarsney, 
Buckalew, Gibson, organ, Tillman, 
Bullock, Good Mutchler, Tracey, 
Bynum, Grimes, es, Tucker, 
Carlton, Hare, O'Ferrall, Walker, Mo, 
Catchings, Outhwai Washington, 
Chipman, Hayes, Owens, O! Wheeler, 
Clarke, Ala, Haynes, Pi Whiting, 
Clements, Peel, Wike, 
Clunie, Hooker, Penington, Ikinson. 
Cobb, Kilgore, Pierce, Williams, iL 
Cooper, Ind. e, Price, Wilson, Mo. 
Covert, Lanham, 25 Wilson, W. Va. 
Crisp, Lawler, iy, Wise, 
Culberson, Tex, “i n, Yoder. 
NOT VOTING—77. 
Allen, Mich, Clancy, Kerr, Pa. Taylor, J. D. 
Andrew, ran, Ketcham, Taylor, Tenn. 
Arnold, Cowles, Knapp, Thompson, 
Atkinson, Pa. Crain, Lansing, Turner, Ga, 
Bartine, rgan, Lind, Turner, N. Y. 
Bayne, Darlington, rpin, 
Beckwith, Lano, M PA Venable, 
rgen, Evans, Miles, Wade, 
B: Ewart, Vorton, Wallace, Mass. 
Blan Finley, O'Neall, Ind. Wallace, N., Y. 
Boatner, Flood, O'Neil, Whitthorne, 
Brosius, Frank Paynter, Wickham, 
Browne, T.M. Gifford, Perry, Wilber, 
unn, Greenhalge, Phelan Wiley, 
Butterworth, Hall, Randall, Mass, Willcox, 
Caldwell Heard, Randall, Pa, Wilson,Ky, 
Campbell Hemphill, Scranton, Wright. 
Candler, Ga. Henderson, N.C. Skinner, 
Carlisle, Holman, Stahlnecker, 
Caruth, Hopkins, Stephenson, 


So the motion to lay the motion toreconsider on the table was agreed 


to. 

The following additional pairs were announced : 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. CRAIN, on all political questions, for this 
day. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. CLANCY, on all political questions for, this day. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. Braas, for the rest of this day. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from theSenate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of the bill (H. R. 8458) authorizing the purchase of teats 
by the Secretary of War, and for other purposes, without amendment. 

It also announced that the Senate passed bills of the following 
titles; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 2942) making additional appropriation for the construction 
of by light-ship with steam fog-signal for the mouth of the Columbia; 


an 

A bill (S. 3279) to suspend the enforcement of the act approved 
March 2, 1889, entitled “‘An act to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the 
Revised Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances on steamers,” 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 

= into area of the yim House on the state of the Union for 
purpose of considering gen appropriation bills, with a view of 

taking up the Army appropriation bill 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I 


1890. 
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find from looking at the RECORD that the Army appropriation bill was 
reported through the Clerk. I raise the point of order that it was not 
a af reported to the House, 

r. SPRINGER. I can not hear what the gentleman says. 4 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order of the gentle- 
man from Michigan is well taken; but the report can now be made 
and the bill will go to the committee. 

Mr. BREWER. DoI understand that the report can be made now 
and then referred to the committee? It is not on the Calendar, 

The SPEAKER, It is not on the Calendar, but it will be as soon 
as it is reported. 
eit BREWER. Strictly speaking, I apprehend it would not be under 

e rules, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, as the Chair has held that the point 
of order made a the gentleman from Michigan is well taken I desire 
to report the bill and ask for its immediate consideration. The bill 
was oy ee by handing it to the journal clerk at the desk. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that there 
is so much confusion in the Hall that we can not hear what is being 


said, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] 
makes the point of order that the Army appropriation bill, being a gen- 
eral appropriation bill, should have been reported to the House; and 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON] now makes the report 
to the House and it is referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr, DOCKERY, I reserve all points of order on that bill. 

TheSPEAKER. And all points of order will be reserved. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that that was my only 
object in making the point, that I might have the privilege of reserv- 
mee CUTCHEON. T perfec that all poi 

3 K am tly willing t points of order 
shall be reserved. 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union was agreed to. . 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of general appro- 
priation bills, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill the title of 
which the Clerk will now read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I donot think 
that the order was to go into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union on this bill, but on general appropriation bills. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Mr. , I move that the House proceed to 
the consideration of the appropriation bill H. R. 7619, being the bill to 
provide for the support of the Army. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDG of Kentucky. The point I want to make is 
that it will require an order of the committee to take the bill up. 

The CHAIRMAN. They will be taken up in their order unless the 
committee otherwise direct. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the other gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] give way with the fortifications bill? 

Mr. BREWER. I have announced to the members of the commit- 
tee that I shall ask to take up the fortifications bill on Saturday. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, this matter has as a matter of 
fact been upon the Calendar since—— 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, it is utterly impossible to hear what 


is going on. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The gentle- 
mau from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON] moves that the committee now 
take up for consideration House bill 7619, being the Army appropria- 
tion bill. Isthere objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk will now report the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7619) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the formal first reading 
of the bill may be dispensed with. Iam not aware that there is any 
desire for general debate upon the bill. The bill is the ordinary rou- 
tine bill for the support of the Army—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I hope that we will have order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
formal first reading of the bill; that we proceed to read it by para- 
graphs until we come to some part upon which gentlemen wish to de- 
bate, if there are any such paragraphs in the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Pending that, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry, or rather an inquiry for information. I will ask the gentleman 
from Michi, whether there is any new legislation in the bill? 

Mr. C EON. I think that there is nothing in the bill thatcan 
be called new legislation. There are some new appropriations. There 
is an appropriation for barracks and quarters that are beyond the ap- 
propriation of last year, but still it is for a recognized object. Ithink 
there is nothing that can be called new legislation. 

Mr. ROG I would be loath to to have the bill read; but 


in view of the fact that we do not know what is coming up until it 
comes, I think we had better have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to read the bill. 

The Clerk began to read. y 

Mr. LANSING (interrupting the reading). I wish to say to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military irs can point out the items that have what 
might be called new legislation in the bill. It is the ordinary appro- 
priation bill as passed last year with a great many of the items just as 
they were last year, and the chairman of the committee can point out 
any changes made and would point them out. This is a very long 
bill and it is a mere formal matter to read it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection has been made, 

Mr. LANSING. I ask the gentleman to withdraw the objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think we had better have the regular order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I want to suggest to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. CurcHEon] that this bill has just been reported to the Honze—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The bill as a matter of fact has been on the Cal- 
endar since the 27th day of February—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I misunderstood the gentleman, then. J 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And the report has been in the document-room 
and accessible to all gentlemen since that time. The point was made 
simply to save all points of order upon the bill, the objection of the 
gentleman being to certain provisions in regard to field batteries. : 

Mr. ROGERS. I am not making this objection for any improper 
purpose. I simply want to know what is going on; and if the gentle- 
man wants the committee to rise and let it go over until to-morrow, so 
that we may have an opportunity to read the bill, I shall not ask to 


have it read. 
Mr. LODGE. r order. $ 
Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Isit not in order that general debate shall proceed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not hear the gentleman from 
Georgi 

Mr BLOUNT. Is it not in order that general debate proceed with- 
out the reading of the bill at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and the reading asked for. 
The Clerk will proceed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not understand my friend from Arkansas [Mr. 
RoGeErs] to object, provided that the general debate is taken up and 
that the bill is not to be considered by paragraphs at this time. ~ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask that there may be order, so that I can hear 
what the gentleman is saying, 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order and gentlemen 
cease conversation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] has 
not objected to general debate proceeding with a view of understand- 
ing what the bill is; and he may not demand the reading of the bill it 
it does proceed. Therefore I suggest, simply with a view of facilitat- 
ing matters, that perhaps, if the gentleman in charge of the bill would 
undertake at this time to explain its provisions, it may remove the oc- 
casion in the minds of any member to object and have the bill read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his objection? 

Mr. ROGERS. I have no objection if I have an opportunity to con- 
sider it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will make a brief statement. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. I think we had 
better commence reading appropriation bills, if that is understood to 
be the rule. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CANNON (during the reading), Mr. Chairman, it will take 
some time to finish the reading of this bill, and I understand thatevery- 
body is willing to consider the reading as completed and let the com- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, If the demand for the reading of the bill be with- 
drawn, I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. McCREARY. If thedemand forthe reading of the bill has been 
withdrawn, I then suggest that the bill be printed in the RECORD, so 
that we can all read it there. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. McCREARY. Then let us go on with the reading. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON (before the completion ofthe reading). Mr. Chair- 
man, as the hour of 5 o’clock has arrived, and as there seems to be a 
general disposition not to go on further with this bill to-night, I will 
move that the committee now rise, simply stating that in Report 529, 
which can be had in the document-room, will be found a full tabu- 
ulated statement of all the appropriations made in this bill compared 
with those made in the last Army appropriation bill, showing the in- 
creases and the decreases, which gentlemen can examine at their leis- 
ure. I move that the committee do now rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 
and the Speaker having resumed 


The committee accordingly rose; 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Esha from the Committee of the Whole, 
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reported that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7619) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr, Speaker—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
pe MORSE] has an amendment which he pro; to offer when this 

comes up again for consideration, and whic he desires unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD; and I move that the House do 
now adjourn, yielding to him simply to make that request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not move to adjourn condi- 
tionally. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. MoRsE] that his amendment be printed in the REC- 
ORD? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I desire to have it read, reserving the right to ob- 

ject. 


The amendment was read in part, as follows: 

Page 17, line 4, after the word “ dollars,” insert: ‘ Provided, That no alcoholic 
liquors, including beer and wine, shall be sold or supplied | to th the enlisted men 
in any canteen or in any room or building at any garrison 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is enough; I object. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. Let us have the amendment read through, Mr. 
Speaker. The gentleman can not interrupt the reading. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has the right to 
object. The request was for unanimous consent, and such a request 
con not give the right to have the matter read in full if objection is 


me PICKLER. The gentleman from New York asked to have it 
read, and now I insist that it ought to be read in full for the informa 
tion of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that when a sequent is 
made for unanimous consent, as in this case, it is necessary to read 
more than enough to satisfy a gentleman that he wishes to object. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will give my friend plenty of time on this to- 
morrow. [Laughter.] 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows : 

To Mr. YARDLEY, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, until April 15, on account of 
important business. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Imove that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 o'clock 
and 10 minntes p. m.) adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


SALARIES, ETC., IN OFFICE OF CIVIL-SERVICE COMMISSION. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a commu- 
nication of the Civil-Service Commission submitting a supplemental 
estimate for salaries, etc., in the office of the Commission for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
ADDITIONAL SPACE FOR SUPERVISING ARCHITECT OF THE TREASURY. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, calling attention to the 
necessity of providing additional space for the engineering and draught- 
ing division of the office of the Supervising Architect, as recommended 
in the annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury for 1889—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows, namely: 

A bill (S. 2860) to authorize the construction of an addition to the 
public building at Houston, Tex., and to provide a cistern, heating 
apparatus, etc., forsaid building—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3025) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to gather full 
and authentic information as to the present condition and preservation 
of the fur-seal interests of the Government in the region of Alaska, as 
compared with its condition in 1870; also full information as to the 
impending extinction of the sea-otter industry, and kindred lines of 
inquiry, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

A bill (8. 2942) making an additional appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a light-ship, with steam fog-signal, for the mouth of the Co- 
Iumbia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 3279) to suspend the enforcement of the act approved March 
2, 1889, entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances on steamers—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A joint resolution (S. R. 46) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to remove the naval magazine from Ellis Island, in New York Harbor, 
and to shee asite and erecta naval magazine atsome other point— 


to the ittee on Naval Affairs. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. McRAE: Resolution of the General Assembly of the State of 
Arkansas, favoring a deep-water port on the Gulf of Mexico—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. DORSEY: 


Resolved, y after the final vote on tho 


to the Committee on Rules, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, rts of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as fo OWS.: 

Mr. DORSEY, from the Committee onthe Territories, favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 4562) to provide for the admission of 
the State of Idaho into the Union. 

Mr. MANSUR, in behalf of the minority of said Committee on the 
Territories, submitted their views in writing thereon; and it was 

Ordered, That the said bill, together with the said views of the mi- 
nority, be recommitted to the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported favorably’ the bill of the House (H. R. 3971) to make valid a 
deed to a certain tract of land in Bibb County, Georgia, made and de- 
livered by Brig. Gen. Davis Tilson, assistant commissioner of 
the Freedman’s Bureau, to Samuel L, Gustin, his heirs and assigns—to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 221) pro- 
viding for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Nebr.—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GIFFORD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 1354) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Sioux Falls, in the State of South Dakota—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the following bills of the Senate; 
which were severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union: 

A bill (S. 1453) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Saginaw, Mich.; and 

A bill (S. 1285) to provide for the construction of 8 public building 
at Helena, Mont. 

Mr. CLUNIE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 590) to provide for 
the construction of a public building in the city of S Cal.—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 3640) for the relief of the 
crew of the United States steamship Wyoming—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the following bills of the Senate; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 252) granting a pension to John Gallagher; 

A bill fe 133) to increase the pension of Thomas Chapman; 

A bill (S. 1075) granting a pension to John Watson; 

A bill (S. 19) to pension Bartola Thebant, a soldier in the Florida 
Seminole Indian war of 1849 and 1850; and 

A bill (S. 647) granting a pension to Catherine Simmonds, 

Mr. KINSEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 6843) for the relief of Jacob 
Theby—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 8150) to provide 
for the adjudication and payment of claimsarising from Indian depre- 
dations—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
favorably the following bills of the Senate; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union: 

A bill (S. 1984) to create the office of surveyor-general in the States 
of North Dakota and South Dakota; and : 

A bill (S. 2304) to establish two additional land districts in the State 
of Washington. 

Mr. PAYSON also, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
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with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 5930) for the 
relief of the settlers on Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands— 
to the House Calendar. 


Mr. SHIVELY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 2084) for the relief of J. G. Fell, 
ponard Hoopes, and George Burnham—to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from tbe Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7974) to establish and define the 
United States seacoast and frontier reserve—to the House Calendar. 

Mr, KINSEY, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4566) granting right of way to 
the Junction City and Fort Riley Street maging lra sda and 
upon the Fort Riley military reservation, in the State of Kansas, and 
for other purposes—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 5381) au- 
thorizing the issue of Treasury notes on deposits of silver bullion—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BLAND, in behalf of the minority of the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, submitted their views in writing thereon; 
which were ordered to be printed as part 2 of Report No. 1086. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 6518) au the Secre- 
tary of War to remove the charge of desertion against Mark F. Jones, 
of Roseburgh, Oregon, and late of Company E, First Regiment Michi- 
gan Engineers and Mechanics, and that a certificate of discharge be 
issued—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 

ming titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
ows: 

By Mr, McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 8628) for the erection of a public 
acer at Richmond, Ky.—to the Committee on Pablic Buildings and 

Toun 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 8629) providing for a public 
belting in Brazil, Ind.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 8630) to one 

ni 


the organization and rate of pay of a veterinary corps of 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 8631) to createa port of entry at Eagle 
Pass, Tex., in lieu of Indianola, Tex.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H. R. 8632) relating to the salaries of the 
Patent Office officials—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 8633) to amend the act incorpo- 
rating the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway Com- 
pany—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 8634) for the transmission of 
two guns to the national cemetery at Baltimore, Md.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 8635) for the Oklahoma Agricult- 
ural College and United States ental station, and to secure 
land for same—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAWS: A bill (H. R. 8636) providing that notice of the sale 
of real estate sold under the order, judgment, or decree of a United 
States court shall be published in the county and State where the prop- 
erty is located and that the property after notice be there sold, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8637) to amend sections 2275 and 2276 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Judici- 


ary. 
By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8638) to provide for 
a more efficient veterinary service—to the Committee on Military Af- 


By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8673) for the 
relief of West Virginia troops acting under authority of the governor of 
said State duriag the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McADOO: A bill (H. R. 8674) to impose a discriminating 
duty on tea imported from this side of the Cape of Good Hope, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKENNA: A bill (H. R. 8675) to encourage silk-culture in 
the State of California—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BREWER (by request): A bill (H. R. 8676) for the better 
administration of justice in the District of Colambia—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: A bill (H. R. 8677) to amend section 10 of an 


act approved on the 2d day of March, 1889, entitled “An act toamend 
an act entitled ‘Anact to ate commerce,’ ° approved February 4, 


1887—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8678) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the muster and pay of certain officers and en- 
listed men of the volunteer forces,” approved June 3, 1884, and fur- 


ther amended February 3, 1887—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8679) providing 
for the appointment of an official indexer of public documents—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8680) for the erection of a monu- 
ment to the memory of Prig. Gen. Samuel Meredith, at Belmont Manor, 
Wayne County, Penns vania—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8681) to secure 
the safety of freight cars employed in interstate commerce by the use 
of proper couplers, freight-car brakes, and other appliances, prescribed 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

By Mr. HOUK (by request): A bill(H. R. 8682) to equalize the pay 
of messen; in the Government service—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service,” 

By Mr. RIFE: A bill (H. R. 8683) +o provide for the construction of 
a public building at Lebanon, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8639) for the relief of Robert 
Potts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JASON B. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8640) ting a pen- ` 
sion to Elizabeth Abell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8641) granting a pension to Pauline Burkle—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (A. R. $642) granting a pension to Rebeckah H. Cham- 
bers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8643) granting a pension to James Gilmore—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8644) granting a pension to Lucy C. Irwin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8645) granting a pension to John M. Kesselmark— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8646) granting a pension to Elizabeth Louster— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8647) granting a pension to Andrew M. Luke— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8648) granting a pension to Elijah W. Russell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 8649) granting a pension to Matilda 
Ann Wiley, of Indianapolis, Ind., widow of the late Dr. Delano Wiley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLTON: A bill (H. R. 8650) for the relief of Joel A. Bil- 
lups—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8651) to appropriate money to pay to Mrs. John H. 
Christy the salary of her deceased husband, Hon. John H. Christy, of 
Georgia, as a member of the Thirty-ninth Congress—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8652) for the relief of John S. Williford—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R, 8653) granting a pension to Mar- 
tin L. Blackledge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8654) authorizing the Secre! of the Navy to 
remove the charge of desertion from the record of Charles William 
Reinhardt, of the Marine Band—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 8655) to relieve John Brundage of 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R. 8656) for the reliefof the trustees 
of the African Methodist Church at Marietta, Ga.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr, FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 8657) granting a pension to Peter 
R. Clutter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 8658) to remove charge of desertion 
against Hiram H. Carpenter, Second Independent Battery, Vermont 
Light Artillery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: A bill (H. R. 8659) ting arrears of pension 
to Job S. Goff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 8660) granting a pension to Mrs. ' 
Mary Crook, widow of George Crook, late a major-general in the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 8661) grantinga pension to Mary 
T. Crook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILES: A bill (H. R. 8662) for the relief of Edwin L. Brady, 
of Stamford, Conn.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 8663) for the relief of Francis 
M. Devine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 8664) for the relief of George W. 
Graham—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROWELL: A bill (H. R. 8665) for the relief of James Kelly— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8666) for the relief of Rev. M. M. Travis—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 8667) for the relief of 
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the legal representatives of John Carleton, deceased—to the Committee | Also, a bill (H. R. 8718) granting a pension to Lawrence Gross—to 


on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8668) for the relief of George T. Reeves—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: A bill (H. R. 8669) for the relief of George 
Isenstein—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8670) for the relief 
of Mrs. Mary E. Mastin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WIKE: A bill (H. R. 8671) to pension Reason R. Nichols 
and grant him a pension of $25 per month—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 8672) granting an increase of pension 
to Daniel Neill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8684) granting 
a pension to Martha A. Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8685) granting a pension to John E. Bing—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8686) granting a pension to Richard Crutcher— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8687) granting a pension to Joseph W. Cum- 
mins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8688) for the relief of William Dillon—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8689) granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8690) granting a pension to Elizabeth A, Jeffer- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8691) granting sn increase of pension to General 
J. A. J. Lightburn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8692) granting a pension to Reuben Martin—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8693) granting a pension to Harriet Murphy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 8694) granting a pension to Robert S. Northcott— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8695) granting a pension to W. M. Riggs—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8696) granting a pension to Mrs. J. P. Thatcher— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8697) granting a pension to George Waddle—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

' By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8698) for the relief of Mrs. Selina 
bs a Orson H. Bestor, and E. Francis Riggs—to the Committee on 
ms, 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8699) for the 
relief of James Soffell and the executors of John Witherspoon, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 8700) granting a pension to 
Mira Baldwin—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8701) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the service record of Charles E. 

to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 8702) granting a pension to John 
McKearnan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8703) granting a pension to Aaron Young—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLICK: A bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Wilhel- 
mina M. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 8705) to increase the pension of 
Lyman E. Bullock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8706) granting a pension to 
Isaac Maines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 8707) to increase the pension of Eli- 
jah Herring—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8708) granting a pension to Samuel W. Martin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8709) granting a pension to Samuel Taylor—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANSING: A bill (H. R. 8710) for the relief of Robert Till- 
son and Maitland Boon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCCORMICK: A bill (H. R. 8711) granting a pension to 
Margaret Mayer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 8712) to amend and correct the 
military record of Barnett C. Young—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to 
Rhoda Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8714) granting a pension to Julius E. Gifford—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 8715) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William C. Hershberger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 8716) pensioning Maria Gibbons— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIFE: A bill (H. R. 8717) to remove the of desertion 
from the military record of Thomas Connelly—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 8719) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Odon Deucatte—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 8720) for the relief of Gustay Hubert 
Schmidt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMYSER: A bill (H. R. 8721) to place Sarah Croft on the 
pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STIVERS: A bill (H. R., 8722) for the relief of Edgar Brod- 
head—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8723) for the relief of 
John W. Bradburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 8724) for the relief of Cornelius 
Boyle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania (by request): A bill (H. R. 
8725) granting a pension to Margaret Mayer—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 8726) for the relief of Louisa Burn- 
ham, widow of Lewis W. Burnham, late of Company H, Fifty-seventh 
Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8727) for the relief 
of Mary MT RN the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8728) to correct the military record of James Mc- 
Gee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8729) for the relief of the heirs of Anderson Seale— 
to the Committee on War 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8730) granting a pen- 
sion to T. G. Metcalf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8731) restoring to 
the pension-roll Mrs, Martha A. Beerbower, widow of Dr. Jesse Beer- 
bower, late assistant surgeon, Third Regiment, Potomac Home Brigade, 
Maryland Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


vena: clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were e: 

A bill of the Senate (S. 5) for the relief of Bessie 8. Gilmore—Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill of the House (H. R. 7598) granting a pension to William H. 
Heister—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill of the House (H. R. 7054) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay to the city of n, Nebr., one-half 
the cost of constructing pavements in front of the public square owned 
by the United States Government in said city—Committee on Public 
oe and Grounds discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

laims. 

A bill of the House (H. R. 7684) for the relief of Albert Wood—Com- 
rs pra on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. 3 7 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of farmers of Monroe County, New York, 
in favor of higher tariff on farm products—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition from same persons, for same relief—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Hough & Ford and other manufacturers residing in 
Rochester, N. Y., asking that no duty shall be imposed on hides—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. i 

By Mr. BROWER: Protest of the Society of Friends of Guilford and 
Randolph Counties, North Carolina, against the recommendations of 
the Senate Naval Committee and other measures which propose a large 
expenditure for Navy and coast defenses—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of G. A. Dorbloser and others, of Kansas, 
Ill., favoring passage of law authorizing the payment of $2 per day to 
Union soldiers during confinement in rebel prisons—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of John Mussey, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: Petition of George W. Hoss, professor 
of rhetoric and elocution of Baker University, Baldwin, Kans., and 100 
others, including ministers, lawyers, teachers, and prominent business 
men of Topeka and Baldwin, Kans., praying for certain reforms in the 
spelling of the English language—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. ENLOE; Petition of Jacob Surratt, Tippah County, Tiiesis- 
sippi, asking the reference of his claim to the Court of Claims under 
the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a resolution of the Memphis Cotton Exchange, in favor of the 
increase of the salaries of judges of the United States district courts— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, resolutions of Memphis Merchants’ Exchange, for same pur- 
pose—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Memphis Commercial Association, for same pur- 
pose—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of M. C. Sanders, of McNairy County, Tennessee, ask- 
ing for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, resolutions of the Jackson Board of Trade, against the compound 
lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Exchange of Memphis, Tenn., for 
same p to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Memphis Cotton Exchange, for same pur- 
pose—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Memphis (Tenn. ) Merchants’ Exchange, for same 

to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Petition of Peter R. Clutter, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, FUNSTON: Resolutionsof George Graham Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Seneca, Kans., relating to service pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, three petitions of Oklahoma Agricultural College and experi- 
mental station—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of 212 citizens of Henderson County, Illi- 
nois, for such legislation as will suppress the publication and transmis- 
sion through the mails of impure literature—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of E. S. Boss and 36 others, for cold storage 
for butter between New York and Boston and English ports—to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KERR, of Iowa: Petition of John B. Hanax Post, No. 314, 
Belle Plaine, Iowa, favoring the passage of the service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Baxter (Iowa) Grand Army of the 
Republic post, favoring a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of members of Subordinate Union 
No, 16, of Newark, N. J., of Bricklayers and Masons’ International 
Union, asking that preference be given to citizens of the United States 
in the employment of men on Government works—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Also, protest of members of the Newark Turnverein Deutsche Pio- 
neer Society, of New York, N. Y., and others, against all measures 
materially changing the laws on immigration and naturalization—to 
the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, : 

By Mr. MAISH: Resolutionof Captain Colwell Post No. 202, Grand 
Army of the Republic, 201, Carlisle, Pa., urging the passage of the bill 
for the relief of Comrade R. R. Matthews—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Remonstrances of certain Monthly Meet- 
ings of Friends, of Grant County, Indiana, representing 1,221 persons, 
against proposed expenditures of public money for naval and coast de- 
fense and other warlike measures—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McADOO: Petition of citizens of Jersey City, N. J., in favor 
of H. R. No. 3863, in favor ofincreasing pay of letter-carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Papers and evidence in support of H, R. 
5013, for relief of James Wilkinson—to the Committee on Military 


Also, paper and evidence in case of Capt. William Lyne in sup- 
port of H. R. No. 7239—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Columbiana County, 
Ohio, favoring employment of home labor in preference to aliens—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Resolutions of George Graham Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Seneca, Kans., asking for a service pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petitions of Grand Army of the Republic of Parish, 
N. Y., and Grand Army of the Republic of Lyons, N. Y., for service 
pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: Resolutions of city council of Little Rock, Ark., 
asking appropriations to improve the deep-water harbor at Galveston, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, resolutions to regulate salary of House elevator condnctors—to 
the Committee on Accounts, 

By Mr. ROWELL: Papers in the claim of Rev. M. M. Travis, to ac- 
company bill for his relief—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: Memorial from Lodge No. 267, Ran- 
dolph County, Illinois, 1°. M. B. A., requesting legislation in the interest 
of farmers —to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorials from Benton Lodge No. 268, F. M. B. A.; Lodge No. 
280), F. M. B. A., Johnson County, Ilinois; Lodge No. 34, F. M. B. A., 
Lick Creek, Ill., praying for same character of legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor Lodge No. 3833, Murphysborough, 
Jll., relative to statistics to he gathered in taking the eleventh census— 
to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census, 


Also, memorial of F. M. B. A. organization, Perry County, Illinois, 
marie for free coinage of silver, etc.—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, 

Also, memorial from Brush Prairie Lodge No. 322, F. M. B. A., P 
County, Illinois, asking for the establishment of loan agencies in 
county and the loaning of money by the Government to farmers ata 
low rate of interest on real-estate security, ete.—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolution ot Simpson Post No. 683, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Johnson County, Illinois, asking speedy pension legislation, ete.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial ot Lodge No. 329, F. M. B. A., Perry County, Illinois, 
asking for the free coinage of silver, etc. —to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial F. M. B. A., Perry County, Illinois, petitioning not 
to withdraw legal-tender notes—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, resolution of Post No. 221, Grand Army of the Republic, of Illi- 
nois, praying for action and aid toward passage of ‘‘service-pension 
bill” and repeal of limitation clause in arrears act—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Texas: Petition of sundry citizens of Val 
Verde County, Texas, asking for establishment of military post at Del 
Rio, Tex. —to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. STIVERS: Petition of Subordinate Union No. 5, city of New- 
burgh, N. Y., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of 
America, praying Congress will amend the laws so that on all Govern- 
ment works, whether let by contract or otherwise, none but citizens of 
the United States shall be employed, and that Ng penalties for the 
euforcement of the same be imposed, etc.—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts: Petition of Subordinate Union 
No. 19, city of Fitchburgh, Mass., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Inter- 
national Union of America, praying for such an amendment to the laws 
as will secure to citizens of the United States preference of work on 
the construction of public buildings and other Government structures— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of Hon. James E. Saun- 
ders, praying that Congress will not enact a bill taxing lard which con- 
tains cotton-seed oil—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Memphis Merchants’ Exchange and Henry 0. 
Butcher, president of Southern Cotton Oil Company, for same purpose— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Washington: Memorial from the Legislature of 
Washington, praying for defensive works on Puget Sound—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: Petition of Frank Bartholomew, Com- 
pany H, Fourteenth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, for special-act pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDREW: Petition of Subordinate Union No. 8, city of 
Boston, Mass., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of 
America, for the amendment of the laws of the United States so as to 
prevent the employment of any other than citizens of the United States 
upon Government works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of the farmers of Onondaga County, New 
York, requesting that the duties on the products of the farm be in- 
creased—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: Petition of 26 citizens of 
Clarendon, Ark., against the passage of the Conger or Butterworth lard 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition and papers to accompany H. R. 
8629, providing for a public building in Brazil, Ind.—to the Commit- 
tee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union, of Gal- 
veston, Tex., for amendment of laws governing eniployment of labor 
on public buildings and other Government works—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania: Petition of physicians of 
Pennsylvania, for repeal of that portion of the internal-revenue law 
which classes druggists as liquor-dealers—to the Select Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Interna- 
tional Union of America, in favor of laws for protection of American 
against alien labor—to the Committee on Labor. i 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition from members of Drury Post, No. 128, 
Grand Army of the Republic, asking that pension be granted to Aaron 
'Toumy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Protest of the Canned Goods Associa- 
tion, against any increase of the tariff upon tin-plate—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the Southern Cotton Oil Company,of 
Philadelphia, against the of House bill No. 283, relating to 
compound Jard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition and affidavits to accompany House bill 
ganting a pension to Samuel Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions. 
Also, petition to accompany House bill to increase the pension of 
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Elijah Herring, a soldier of the Black Hawk war—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


Also, petition to accompany House bill ting a pension to Sam- 
uel W. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Philip Deitz and 34 others, citizens of 
Scott County, Iowa, protesting against the passage of any law changing 
present naturalization and immigration laws—to the Select Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of H. J. Webb & Co. and 250 other own- 
ersof vessels, of Cleveland, Ohio, for the early completion of Toledo Har- 
bor improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of John Nelson and 28 others, owners and masters of 
vessels of same city, for same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers and 


Harbors. 
By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition from citizens of New Mexico, asking Con- 
ga to pay Indian depredation claims filed in the office of Indian Af- 
—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 
By Mr. LAWLER: Protestof the Thompson-Houston Electric Com- 
ne aaga placing heavy duties on mica—to the Committee on Ways 
eans, j 


By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Elijah N. Hoffman, Adam K. Bollinger, 
David Conover, and W. N. Flaherty, praying for the removal of the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Charles P. Keble, late sergeant Company L, Cole’s 
Maryland Cavalry, praying for the removal of the charge of desertion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of Subordinate Union No. 19, of Will- 
iamsport, Pa., of Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of Amer- 
ica, asking pomeo against alien labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania, 
fa Sunday-rest l on—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Petition of Harmony Lodge, F. M. 
B. A., No. 1566, and of W. D. Boller, president thereof, and 25 other 
members, of Grant County, Indiana, for the enactment of a law for the 
payment of the coin obligations of the United States in equal propor- 
tions in the legal-tender gold and silver money of the country—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Harmony Lodge, F. M. B. A., No. 1566, of Grant 
reif Indiana, for the abolition of the national-bank system, and 
for remonetization of silver, and the issue of sufficient money to 
meet the demands of trade, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, sone of Harmony Lodge No. 1566, of Grant County, Indi- 
ana, for legislation prohibiting the loan of the money of the United 
States to national banks or corporations, or for making loans of money 
to farmers on equally favorable terms as those granted tosuch corpora- 
tions—to the Committes on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Frank Ringle and others, citizens of Grant County, 
Indiana, for legislation prohibiting the loaning o: the public moneys 
of the United States, from loaning its public funds to national banks 
or other corporations, or that farmers shall be granted loans on equally 
favorable terms—to the Committee on Bunking and Currency. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition from the Board of Trade of Santa Cruz 
County, California, relative to the survey of the harbor at that point— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts: Petitions of the Masons’ Inter- 
national Union of America, in favor of a law to allow only citizens of 
the United States to be employed on Government works—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition and other papers of Andrew J. Ricketts, 
for relief from the charge of desertion, to accompany H. R. 4486—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, nage: of Alonzo Hix, for pension, signed by the clerk and offi- 
cers of Perry County, Indiana, and others, with other papers to ac- 
company H. R. 5812—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Alonzo Platt, to have the charge of desertion re- 
moved, to accompany H. R, 5337—to the Committee on Military A fairs. 

Also, petition of Frederick Stombush, for pension, to accompany H. 
R. 5336—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of vessel-owners and masters, for an ap- 
propriation for harbor of refuge at Port Ontario, N. Y.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of sailors, lake captains, and others, residents of Port 
Ontario, N. Y., for same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of manufacturers of New York, for same purpose—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of superyisors and county officials of Oswego County, 
New York, for same purpose—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


bors. 

Also, letter of superintendent of Lehigh Valley Railroad Company, 
upon the same subject—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, certificate of R. D. Ehle, deputy collector, upon the same sub- 
ject—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of S. M. Roseberry and 83 others, reg- 
idents of Winfield, Kans., and vicinity, asking for legislation provid- 


ing for the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 


and Measures, 

By Mr. POST: Resolutions of the Peoria (IIl) County Grange, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, indorsing the Post silver bill—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Memorial of 352 Friends, of Dover, Clinton 
County, Ohio, against warlike expenditures—to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. 

By Mr. RAINES: Petition of citizens of Avoca, N. Y., for the free 
coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. REED, of Iowa: Petition of 200 citizens of Audubon County, 
Towa, in favor of a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition for relief of G. H. Schmidt—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of Samuel D., Straw and 15 others, citi- 
zens of Elkhart, Ind., for liberal appropriations for the encouragement 
of fish culture—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: Petition of Subordinate Union No. 1, of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Hartford, 
Conn., against employment of aliens upon Government works—to the 
Committee on Labor, 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: Memorial of Lodge No, 63, F. M. B. A., 
of Johnson County, Illinois, asking legislation in the interest of farm- 
ers—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Michigan State board of 
agriculture. relative to the transfer of national weather service to the 
Department of re rg the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of William R. Jackson, of Jones 
County, Mississippi, to have a bill passed for his relief and to pay his 
claim for work done for the Government during the war—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of B. F. Robie and 29 other veteran sol- 
diers, citizens of Cherokee County, Iowa, urging the of the 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid all epg 

Also, petitions of A. W. Moore and 67 others, citizens of Hopedale, 
Ohio; of Lynn Farmers’ Alliance, No, 1239, Sioux County, Iowa; of Wil- 
son Township Alliance, No. 111, Osceola County, Iowa, and of Ply- 
mouth Farmers’ Alliance, No 1249, Plymouth County, Iowa, urging 
the passage of bill H. R. 5978, imposing penalties to lessen and prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. TARSNEY: Petition of Cornelius Boyle, praying that his 
claim for property be referred to Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, against alien labor on Government works—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Also (by request), petition of 208 citizens of Beaver County, Penn- 
sylvania, asking that needless Sabbath work, etc., be forbidden—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition for improvement of spelling—to the 
Committee on Education, 

By Mr. WATSON: Petition against alien labor—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan: Petition to Congress for removal 
of charge of desertion from R. W. Campbell—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of Perry Hannah and other vessel-owners and masters 
of Michigan, praying for an appropriation for construction of a break- 
water at Petoskey, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition from the Chamberof Commerce of Richmond, 
Va., relative to the regulation of the number of officers in the engineer 
corps of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, March 27, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the Senate, a report of the Ordnance Board and an extract from the 
annual report of Maj. Gen. O. O. Howard to the Adjutant-General, in 
regard to certain tests at Sandy Hook of a new method of firing shells 
charged with nitro-glycerine from ordinary guns; which was read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication will lie on the table 
until the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], who offered the res- 
olution to which this is a response, comes into the Chamber. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: I move thatthe communication 
and accompanying papers from the ponn of War laid before the 
Senate this morning during my absence in the Committee on Appro- 
priations be ordered to be printed and lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from John C, 
Gates, secretary of District Assembly No. 66, Knights of Labor, Wash- 
ington, D. C., inclosing resolutions favoring the enforcement of the 
eight-hour law; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 2 of the Brick- 
layers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Norfolk, Va., 
praying that none but American citizens be employed on Government 
works; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a communication from C. Burton Lyon, making 
certain suggestions in regard to the proposed world’s fair; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on the Quadro-Centennial. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 30 citizens of Stark County, 
Ohio; a petition of 33 citizens of Stark County, Ohio; a petition of 34 
citizens of Stark County, Ohio; a petition of 42 citizens of Stark County, 
Ohio, and a petition of 45 citizens of Stark County, Ohio, praying for 


the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee on | P 


Finance. 
He also presented a memorial of the Cincinnati (Ohio) Monthly 
Meeting of Friends, remonstrating against large expenditures for the 


Navy and coast defenses; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affai 


rs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of Union No, 1 of the Brick- 
layers and Masons’ International Union, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., pray- 
ing Congress to amend the law so that only citizens of the United States 
shall be employed upon Government works, whether let by contract 
or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. : 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of Union No. 1 of the Brick- 
layers and Masons’ International Union, of Hartford, Conn., praying 
that only citizens of the United States be employed on public works; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a memorial of the Legislature of Washing- 
ton; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

UNITED STATES OF America, STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Office of the Secretary of State. 


I, Allen Weir, vr aia ae state of the State of W: n and custodian of 
the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have carefully com the at- 
tached instrument of writing, $ e., Senate memorial No. 10, relative to light- 


house in San Juan with the original now on file in my office, and 
the same is a correct transcript therefrom and of the whole y S rh gre 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the of said 
State, at Olympia, this 17th day of February, A. D. 1890. 

[SEAL] ALLEN WEIR, Secretary of State. 

ai = 
[Senate memorial No. 10.] 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Uniled States in Congress assembled : 

We, your memorialists, the senate and house of representatives of the State 
of Washington, in legislative session assembled, would respectfully represent 
to your honorable y that the commerce of Puget Sound carried on by steam 
and sailing vessels in and through the San Juan Archipelago is large and grow- 
ing, as attested by daily and triweekly mail and passenger routes in constant 

n; by an immense business in transporting lime, lime-rook, buildi 

e, lumber, fruit, wool, dairy and farm products, and other merchantable 
commodities too numerous to mention; that the shores of navigable channels 
through said islands are for the most part bold, fook and perilous; that said 

nels are for the most part narrow, tortuous, and difficult to navigate, par- 
ticularly in f orcloudy weather, or in dark nights; that the channel known 
as “San Juan is particularly hazardous and isan urgent subject for 
aids and improvements to navigation therein, being the channel most used. 
Wherefore your memorialists would earnestly request that an appropriation 
of at least $50,000 be made from the national Treasury to erect a light-house at a 
suitable point at the mouth, or southern termination, of said San Juan Passage. 
And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Passed the senate January 7, 1890. 

CHAS, E. LAUGHTON, 
President of the Senate, 


J. W. FEIGHAN, 
Speaker of the House, 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of John Kane and William B. 
Nolan, president and secretary of Subdrdinate Union No. 3, Brick- 
layers and Masans’ International Union of America, of Baltimore, 
Md., praying that none but American citizens be employed on pub- 
lic works; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of H. M. Turner and 20 other 
citizens of Jefferson and Berkeley Counties, West Virginia, praying for 
the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Ann Bramberger, mother of 
Jonathan Bramberger, late a private of Company F, Tenth Missouri 
Cavalry Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Bricklayers and Masons’ 
International Union of America, of Memphis, Tenn., praying that none 
but American citizens be employed on Government works; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr, FARWELL presented a petition of citizens of Illinois, prayin: 
for the of laws forbidding the sale or distribution of aie a 
na which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


Passed the house January 8, 1890. 


Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of Franklin Post No. 68, De- 
partment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Olathe, Kans. 
prnfing tor the of the service-pension bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Kansas City (Mo.) Commercial 
Exchange, remonstrating against the e of the Edmunds meat- 
exportation bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 33 members of the Quaker Valley 
Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, of Lyon County, Kansas, and 
a petition of 24 citizens of Labette County, Kansas, praying for the 
free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Fi 
nance. - 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Wichita, Kans., 
praying for the improvement of the harbor at Galveston, Tex.; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT. I presenta petition of the representative officers of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of the District of Colam 
raying for the enactment of a bill prohibiting the manufacture an 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia. It is a state- 
ment of the petitions which have been heretofore presented for the pas- 
sage of such a bill, and sets forth the reasons why the petitioners de- 
sire that such a bill should be passed. As it is not long and is entirely 
respectful, I move that it be printed asa document, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of Minor Merriweather, of St. Louis, 
Mo., remonstrating against the maintenance of the sugar trust, and 
praying for a repeal of the duties upon sugar; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 3, of 
Pueblo, Colo., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Union, and a petition of 
Subordinate Union No. 4, of Colorado Springs, Colo., of the Brick- 
Jayers and Masons’ Union, praying for an amendment of the statutes 
so as to give preference to citizens of the United States in the construc- 
tion of Government buildings, etc.; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of 65 citizens of Chilcott, Colo,, pray- 
ing for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Den- 
ver, Colo., praying that an appropriation be made for a deep-water har- 
bor at Galveston, Tex.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, praying for legislation providing for the payment of Indian depre- 
dation claims; which was referred to the Select Committee on Indian _ 
Depredations. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of educators of the country, 
representing the different States of the Union, praying for the passage 
of the international copyright bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Bar Association of the city of New 
York, officially signed, praying for the passage of a bill to establish a 
court of appeals; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. REAGAN presented three petitions of citizensof Wichita County, 
Texas, praying that an appropriation be made for a public building at 
Wichita Falls, Wichita County, Texas; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a memorial of J. C. Kelly and other citizens 
of Charlottesville, Va., remonstrating against the advancing to 2 cents 
per pound of the duty on tin-plate; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, 

Mr. ALLEN ted a memorial of the Legislature of the State or 
Washington; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
aud ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Untren STATES or America, STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Office of the Secretary of State. 

I, Allen Weir, secretary of state of the State of Washington and custodian of 

min Jag of said State, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the at- 


instrament of writing, i e.. house memorial No. 9, in tion to the 

Puyallup Indian reservation, with the original now on filein my office, and that 
the same is a correct transcript therefrom and of the whole of said ori 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
said State, at Olympia, this 17th day of February, A. D, 1890, 

[SEAL] ALLEN WEIR, Secretary of State, 

Memorial. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of America: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Washington, respectfully 


resent; 
Phat what is known asthe Puyallup reservation lies directly in front of the 
city of Tacoma, a city of 30,000 people; and forms « barrier extending the width 
of the Puyallup Valley, while beyond the narrow strip of land it embraces lie 
the extensiveand fertile valleys of the Puyallup, Stuck, White, and Green Rivers, 
pear wry thickly settled country, in which numerous industries are spring- 
ing into life, necessitating direct, easy, and rapid transit with Tacoma and Se- 
e. 
rated under the laws of the State 
ashington Street Rail- 


of Washington a railway co: 
way, Water, Light, and Construction Com iy," at up, Wash., which 
company h respectfully asks of your honorable y the privilege of a 


“reservation has been honestly 
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And, whereas |, financial, agricultural, and social interests of 
800,00 people of the cities of Tacoma and Seattle and contiguous country re- 
quire the immediate granting of the right of way to the above-named railway; 
an 

Whereas the consent of seven-eighths of the Indian council of said Puyallup 

ned, provided thatfor the land so taken just 
compensation would be made; and 
Whereas the lands on said reservation over which the line of said railway 
would be located haye been allotted in severalty and a nt issued to each In- 
dian on the 30th day of January, A. D. Lays nr the land selected by him, grant- 
ing the same to him in fee-simple, with a stipulation restricting alienation until 
such restriction is removed by the State Legislature, with the consent of Con- 


gress; an 
Whereasa majority of said Indians of said reservation, and through their coun- 
cil, are most anxious to have railroads as soon as possible upon and across their 
peg ovlgero lieving that thereby their holdings must be greatly enhanced in 
ue; an 
Whereas it has ever been the practice of the National Legislature to dispense its 
favors where the greatest benefits shall be conferred on the 


complishment of this important enterprise, the necessity of which every citizen 
acquainted with the wing commercial and manufactu portance of the 
city of Tacoma and vast cultural resources of country over 
which the proposed railway will be built must at once acknowledge that it isa 
LAET panema of absorbing Sopan 

e therefore, your memorialists, most earnestly and y ask your 
hon Y, with favor and grantthe prayer of this memorial; as 


J. W. FEIGHAN, Speaker. 
CHAS. E. LAUGHTON, President. 


Mr. ALLEN. I present a petition signed by 160 citizens of the State 
of Washington, setting forth that in its present condition Lewis River 
is unnavigable for a number of months each year, on account of which 
a large farming community is prevented from shipping products to 
market; that the amount of steam-boat traffic is constantly increasing 
upon Lewis River; that by an expenditure of not to exceed $25,000 
that river may be made navigable throughout the year. The petition- 
ers state that the improvements needed are the construction of dams 
and the removal of snags from the river, and they pray that Congress 
will make such appropriation. Imove that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of Grand Island, 
Nebr., praying for the passage of the international copyright bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Inter- 
national Union of Grand Island, Nebr., praying for legislation to pre- 
vent the employment of aliens on Government work; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of 208 citizens of Beaver County, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 


Passed the senate January 13, 1890. 


New Jersey, favoring the of Senate bill 305, to transfer the rev- 
enue marine to the naval establishment; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, 


He also presented petitions of subordinate unions of the Bricklay- 
ers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Jersey City, Mont 
Clair, Paterson, Newark, Orange, Plainfield, and New Brunswick, in the 
State of New Jersey, praying that the laws be so amended as to pro- 
vide that none but citizens of the United States shall be employed on 
all Government works, whether let by contract or otherwise; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill ae 3174) constituting Cairo, Ill., a port of delivery in 
the customs collection district of New Orleans, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. VEST. from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 105) to continue in force an act authoriz- 
ing the construction of a bridge over Bayou Bernard, in the State of 
Mississippi, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(5. 2979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at some accessible point between the mouth of the Illinois 
and the mouth of the Missouri River, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2358) for the relief of John O’ Keane, of the State of 
Washington, asked to be discharged from its further consideration and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 62) authorizing the 
President of the United States to appoint a commission to examine and 
apn on a national harbor of refuge near the mouth of Delaware Bay 

table for deep-draught vessels, to report it with amendments. I ask 
that certain letters from the Secretary of War on the subject be printed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar, 
and the pa) referred to will be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3163) to reorganize and establish the customs-collec- 
tion district of Puget Sound, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2849) authorizing the President to appoint and 
retire John C. Frémont as a major-general in the United States Army, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1699) authorizing the President to appoint and retire John C, Frémont 
as a major-general in the United States Army, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2095) to place Henry Zell on the retired-list of 
the Army, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 389) to construct a road to the national cemetery at Port Hudson, 
La., reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
2975) to construct a road to the national cemetery at Port Hudson, La., 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3050) to provide for the purchase of a site for a military post near Eagle 
Pass, Tex., and for the construction of suitable buildings thereon, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Ata later day I shall ask the permission of the 
Senate to submit written reports in all these cases. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1456) correcting the military rene of David A. 
Karina reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3127) amending an act entitled ‘‘An act to constitute 
Lincoln, Nebr., a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the 
act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation 
to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’ 
to said port of Lincoln,” reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 3872) to amend section 2599 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, designating ports of delivery in the district of Michigan, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 376) authorizing the Secretary of War to pur- 
chase a lot in the city of St. Augustine, Fla., formilitary purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 20) granting right of way across the United States lands in St. Au- 
pistine; Fla., reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

reon. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2264) to correct the military record of Fountain 
S PEDE reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponedin- 

efinitely. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2812) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to ascertain and pay the damages resulting to any person who had set- 
tled upon the Crow-Creek Indian reservation in South Dakota by rea- 
son of the executive order of the President, Chester A. Arthur, issued 
February 27, 1885, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 3280) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
ascertain damages resulting to any person who had settled upon the 
Crow-Creek and Winnebago reservations in South Dakota between 
February 27, 1885, and April 17, 1885; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S, 1143) granting a pension to Henry Luisande, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted ae thereon: 

A bill (S. 2648) granting right of way tothe Junction City and Fort 
Riley Street Railway Company into and upon the Fort Riley military 
reservation in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1518) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2400) directing the Secretary of War to pro- 
vide two captured cannon for the use of the Crippled Union Soldiers’ 
Association, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 
to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


EXPENSES OF CENSUS AGENTS. 


Mr. HALE. By direction of the Committee on the Census, I report 
without amendment the bill (H. R. 7025) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses,’’ 


1890. 


approved March 1, 1889, and I ask for its present consideration and 
passage, as it relates to the work of the Census Office. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That section 18 of an act entitled "An act to vide for tak- 
ing the eleventh and su uent censuses,” approved March 1, be amended 
by adding to the last line of said section 18, after the words “and actual neces- 
sary traveling expenses,” the words "and a per diem allowance in lieu of sub- 
sistence of $3 per day.” 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Maine explain the bill? 

Mr.HALE. The Census Office finds that in dealing with its numer- 
ous agents, a large army, the work is hindered and the accounts are 
suspended for the reason that, if the special agents are obliged to pre- 
sent itemized accounts of every item of subsistence, in many cases there 
will be little items that give rise to doubt, and, while the amount of 
the bill is always as large as that here provided it needs an army of 

` clerks to supervise and look over and audit the accounts. It will save 
much labor, time, and expense in the office if the amount of $3 per day 
is substituted, as has been done heretofore by Congress in the case of 
pension agents and land agents and special inspectors of the Interior 
Department. Inthe end it will add nothing to the expense, for the ac- 
counts that come in are all up, and this allows a substitution of so much 
instead of the itemized accounts, 

Mr. EDMUNDS, May I ask whether this provision of $3 a day in- 
cludes expenses of travel? 

Mr, HALE. It does not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that the $3 a day is only for subsistence purely, 
and the traveling accounts will have to be reported and audited as now 
provided by law? 

Mr. HALE. The traveling accounts can not be commuted, for the 
reason that they vary so largely upon different routes and by different 


methods of transportation; but subsistence can be commuted. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Are there amendments to the bill as in 
Committee of the Whole? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask one more question, if I may. Does 
this allowance for subsistence cover the time when an agent of the 
Census Bureau is living at home? 

Mr. HALE. It does not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is carefully excluded? 

Mr. HALE. It only covers the time when he is traveling. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote on 
the passage of the bill, in order that I may have a few moments to ex- 
amine one matter in relation to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be ente 

TENTS FOR FLOOD SUFFERERS, 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Military Affairs instruct mt to 
report back favorably the bill (H. R. 8458) authorizing the purchase of 
tents by the Secretary of War, and for other purposes, and to ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, anthorized 
to purchase twenty-five hundred tents, or so many thereof as may n rs 
for the use of the people driven from their homes in the States of Arkansas, Mis. 
sissippi, and Louisiana by the present floods prevailing in said States. 

Sec, 2, That said tents shall be loaned to the auttiorities of said States for the 
purposes aforesaid, at the discretion of the Secretary of War, 

Sec, 3. That $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay for the said tents herein authorized to be purchased; pa this 
appropriation shall be available upon the passage of this act. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It will be seen that the bill does not direct the Sec- 

of War to purchase or direct him to loan tents. It gives him 
authority to do so if it may seem to be necessary. There is undoubt- 
edly a considerable degree of suffering in the States named. We have 
been from year to year on various occasions asked to loan tents for dif- 
ferent purposes, but the War Department only keeps on hand the sup- 
ply necessary for the ordinary uses of the Army, and would be unable, 
even if we authorized it, to loan tents, The bill authorizes the Secre- 
tary of War, if it may seem necessary, to buy a certain number and to 
loan them under such restrictions as may seem best to him in cases of 
necessity. The committee instructed me toask for immediate consid- 
eration, because if the bill is to be of any service now it ought to be 
promptly. passed. 
“Mr. EDMUNDS, _ I donotobject to the present consideration of the 
bill, for it is apparently a very worthy one, to provide means ont of 
the Treasury of the United States in cash to help people who are in 
distress—in extreme, immediate distress; and I am willing that the 
people whom I more directly represent shall contribute the 
part of the $25,000 for that charity. But I want to call the attention 
of Senators who have been greatly troubled about the Constitution lately 
in respect of appropriating money for objects not specifically named in 
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the Constitution to it, so that they will vote advisedly and, I hope, in 
favor of the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I accept so much of that reference as pertains to 
myself with very great pleasure, We have abundant precedent for this 
action. I consider this, and not the Blair bill, as coming legitimately 
within the expression ‘‘ general welfare.” There have been one, two, 
three, four, five, six cases in which Congress has done something of this 
kind. I hold the acts in my hand. 

Mr. REAGAN. In reply to the Senator from Vermont, I wish toin- 
quire what of the Pate ngnta floods are drowning people here, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ican not hear the Senator. 

Mr. REAGAN. I was referring to what the Senator from Vermont 
said, and was inquiring what part of the State-right floods are drown- 
ing people here, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BERRY, Mr, President, I wish to say that, although my State 
is the first one named in the bill, I have not received any information 
either from the governor of Arkansas orany of the citizens there show- 
ing that the necessity existed for the relief provided for. The bill, I 
think, was introduced in the other House by a Representative from 
Louisiana. One of my colleagues in the other House, Judge ROGERS, 
made the same statement there that I make here, that he had received 
no complaint from the State of Arkansas in regard to the suffering of 
people there which would require this relief. He stated, however, 
that he did not represent the district lying immediately along the Mis- 
sissippi River in the Mississippi Valley; that that district was repre- 
sented by a gentleman whom a majority of the House of Representa- 
tives had recently declared was entitled to a seat there, contrary to the 
opinion of the rest of the delegation from Arkansas. Judge ROGERS 
called upon him [Mr. FEATHERSTON] to state whether the citizens of 
his district needed this relief, He made no response to that request of 
the member, Judge ROGERS, 

Therefore, I do not know whether there is real distress in Arkansas 
or not.. I know that there has been quite an overflow there which has 
flooded a portion of my State. Ido not wish to stand in the way of 
any relief that is proposed to any people there who may need it, butI 
state again that I have had no complaint from the authorities of the 
Zata ar any other citizens of the State showing that this relief is re- 
uired. 

Mr. WALTHALL, Mr. President, it is perhaps due that I should 
state to the Senate what I stated to the committee. 

So far as I am informed, sir, there has been no application made by 
or on behalf of the authorities of Mississippi for the relief proposed by 
the bill. I understand from the author of the bill that Arkansas and 
Mississippi were included along with Lonisiana because it was antici- 
pated that if the flood continued the needs of those two States might 
possibly become as greatas the present needs of Louisiana, which is the 
principal sufferer from the flood. The statement made by the author 
of the bill is this: 

The bill has been drawn for a much larger number of tents than is required 
to provide for this particular case, because we anticipated that there might be 
needs of the same kind et other points on the Mississippi, in the State of Arkan- 
sas,and at other places. It was not expected, however, that the Secretary of 
War would purchase more tents with the appropriation proposed than would 
be actually necessary to meet the difficulties of the present situation, but that he 
should haye enough funds to meet any demand that might be made upon him 
to supply these homeless people. 5 

I deemed it proper to make this statement., 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, after thestatements which 
have been made here by several gentlemen I think it proper I should 
say that, while I have received no intimation of any need for tents, 
yesterday morning a telegram came to Major BRECKINRIDGE, & mem- 
ber of the other House from Arkansas, addressed to Major BRECKIN- 
RIDGE and to me, stating that there was a large number of colored peo- 
ple in Monroe County, Arkansas, who were driven from their homes 
by the flood and who needed assistance, who needed rations, and that 
there ought to be some sort of provision made to take care of those 


e 

yN that Congress has usually, on the occasions when there was 
very great distress by reason of a great flood, provided supplies for cer- 
tain suffering people; but, as this telegram came from an isolated spot 
and does not seem to be general in any way, Major BRECKINRIDGE and 
I thought it unnecessary to attempt to have any reliefsentto those peo- 
ple, at least for the present, even if Congress should undertake the 
task, as done heretofore, of taking care of those who are suffering from 
overflows by issuing to them rations. 

I have heard no request for tents. I do not know of any necessity 
for any; and I am inclined to think that if any such necessity exists 
it must be to a very limited extent. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, this bill passed the other House while 
I was absent from the city of Washington, It was brought to the at- 
tention of the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate this morn- 
ing and was favorably reported from that committee. It does not direct 
the Secretary of War to furnish tents. It merely authorizes the Sec- 
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retary of War, if in his judgment there should be necessity in any part 

of the Mississippi Valley for tents, to loan them to the State authorities 

ey for the use of the people who may be driven from their 
es. 

I have received a large number of dispatches from persons in au- 
thority in the overflowed district saying that there were great numbers 
of colored people who had been driven from their homes and were on 
the ridges which were not overflowed, and that in their judgment tents 
should be furnished them. I dispatched to the governor of Lonisiana 
on the subject and he replied that he had sent some tents to the au- 
thoritiesin the overflowed district. I have misplaced the dispatches be- 
tween us, but will find them and insert them in my remarks. 

It is not a matter of charity. The Legislatures of these States are 
notin session. The authorities have no means by which they can buy 
tents, no appropriations for that purpose having been made. I am in- 
formed that about the 1st of July, under an act of Congress, there will 
be a certain amount of money going to each State under the militia 
act; and I can assure the Senate that all the tents that may be required 
in the State of Louisiana by the authorities there for these people who 
have been driven from their homes, and which may be furnished now, 
will be deducted from the number that will come to that State ander 
the act of Congress on or about the 1st of July. 

I trust under the circumstances that the biH will meet with no op- 
position. It has already the other House. 

The dispatches referred to by Mr. GIBSON are as follows: 

; Marca 24, 1890, 
To Governor F. T. NICHOLLS, New Orleans, La.: 


Are any of our people in such distress as requires legislation to procure tents? 
Have you not already supplied them ? 
R. L. GIBSON, 


New ORLEANS, LA., March 24, 1890. 
To Hon. R. L. GIBSON: 


I have sent fifty tents to Colonel Sharp, member of the fifth levee board. He 
is at Tallulah. He telegraphed metosend all I could, but without details of the 
situation. Ihave about fifty more, which I will hold forcalls atsome other point 
orpoints, Colonel Sharp can be reached by telegraph. Itelegraphed Robertson 
several days ago to have impressed upon any resolution which might be 1 
anticipating turning over to me of Louisiana July quota for militia the right to 
use tents for overflowed people. I do not know the extent they may be needed. 
Boatyer must be in direct communication with the district most overflowed. 

F. T. NICHOLLS. 


TALLULAH, LA., March 24, 1590. 


To Hon., J. C. BOATNER, Washington, D. C.: 


Yes. The necessity for tents is very urgent. 
* GEO. ©. WADDILL. 


TALLULAH, LA., March 24, 1890, 


To Senator R. L. Grnsoy : 


The necessity for tents is very great. Secure necessary i Bes 


Mr. HAWLEY. Allow meto pnt upon record, as a matter of con- 
venience, this statement: 

Tents were loaned in 1879-80 to the yellow-fever sufferers of Mem- 
phis; in 1881 to the sufferers by tornado in Missouri; in 1882 to the 
sufferers by flood in Mississippi; in 1834 to similar sufferers along the 
Ohio River; in 1887 to the sufferers by earthquake in Charleston; in 
1888 to sufferers by fire in Seattle and Spokane, Washington Territory. 

All the tents in those cases have been returned except those loaned 
to Charleston, which were given finally to the State of South Carolina. 
I should have no objection to an amendment of the bill if it were not 
that it would require that the measureshall go back to the other House, 
and if anything is to be done it should be done to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I have habitually voted against all 
bills of this character and am opposed to this one. However, I will 
not consume the time of the Senate by asking for the yeas and nays, 
but shall content myself by simply declaring and putting on record my 
opposition to the bill. š 

. BATE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Louisiana 
if the governor of Louisiana has asked for this relief in his official 
capacity. _ 

Mr. GIBSON. „I read before the Committee on Military Affairs the 
telegram I received in reply to my dispatch to the governor of Louisi- 
ana, but it seems to have been mislaid. I think I must have left it 
in the committee-room. 

Mr. BATE. I ask the Senator to state the substance of it, so that 
n may know whether the governor has asked for the passage of this 


Mr. GIBSON. The substance of the dispatch was that he had far- 
nished the people fifty tents in that particular locality. I think that 
he had some still in reserve for other points that might be overflowed, 
and he said he would refer me to the locai authorities to ascertain the 
extent of the suffering and the disaster there. I then telegraphed, and 
I received dispatches from the local authorities, and on those dispatches 
the committee acted this morning. 

Mr. BATE. I do not yet receive a direct answer to my question, 
As I understand it, the governor of Louisiana has not asked directly 
for this measure of relief 

Mr. GIBSON. Ido not know whether he asked directly for it or not, 
because this legislation was pending before the Committee on Military 


Affairs on my arrival in the city, having been absent; but I suppose 


the bill passed the other House on some recommendation of the goy- 
ernor. At all events it is before us on the application of many leadi 
citizens in that part of the State, who are witnesses of the distress and 
suffering of the people and upon whose judgment the governor would 
be obliged to rely if there were any occasion for his intervention. He 
telegraphed me that he has done all he could for the sufferers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LIGHT-SHIPS FOR COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Commerce I report 
favorably the bill (S. 2942) making an additional appropriation for the 
construction of alight-ship, with steam fog-signal, forthe mouth of the 
Columbia. The bill consists of less than five lines, and I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. It will take but a minute, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $10,060 addi- 
tional or the construction of a light-shp, with steam fog-signal, to mark 
the barat the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LIFE-SAVING APPLIANCES, 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported a bill (S. 
3279) to suspend the enforcement of the act approved March 2, 1889, 
entitled ‘‘ An act to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, requiring life-saving appliances on steamers; which was read 
twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Having been read twice, the bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, not yet. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to ask for present action on the bill. 

Instructed by the committee, I reported some two or three weeks ago 
a bill repealing the law which required steamers to carry certain classes 
of projectiles. That report was made on information received from the 
Treasury Department, and which seemed to be conclusive; but the bill 
has gone upon the Calendar, has attracted the attention of the people 
interested, and I have received such information since the report as to 
leave me in doubt as to the propriety of passing that bill. com- 
mittee, on reference of the matter to them this morning, had thesame 
doubts. I would not dare to ask the Senate to pass the bill formerly 
reported until a hearing shall have been had before the committee. 

But all the lake steamers are to be inspected the next month, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury this month has issued his circular requir- 
ing them to be inspected and the inspector to find that they have pro- 
vided themselves with these projectiles. They can not be permitted 
to enter into business unless they have that certificate from the in- 

or. It would cost them some $60,000 probably, and the law may 
be repealed at this very session of Congress. Therefore, it seemed to 
me entirely proper that a bill should be passed suspending for a year 
the act requiring the projectiles, thus relieving lake steamers from the 
necessity of obtaining these projectiles within the next thirty days 
and enabling them to be permitted to engage in their business. The com- 
mittee agrees, and unanimously authorizes me to report this bill and ask 
immediate action, hecause the inspectors have just received their in- 
structions to require those projectiles in the inspection. I hope the Sen- 
ate will consent that the bill may be passed at once. ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I feel it my duty to object. Let it go over until 
to-morrow. I shall have no objection to its being taken up then. 

Mr. FRYE. Why not this morning? The steam-boat men on the 
entire lakes are sending in their requests for this. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill agree, if there can be a vote without debate 
and no time consumed. 

Mr. FRYE. lt will take no time at all. 
facts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then let it be taken up, subject to objection. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What is the request the Senator from Maine 
has made? 

Mr. FRYE. The bill is simply to suspend for one year the provision 
of last year which required all steamers to provide themselves with 
projectiles or cannon. 

Mr. McPHERSON. What is the object? 

Mr. FRYE. As the law has just come into force and the Treasury 
regulations have just been made requiring inspectors to find that steamers 
have these projectiles, and the Jake steamers are about being inspected, 
the object is to relieve them at this present time from that requirement 
until Congress shall determine whether the bill reported the other week 
from the committee shall become a law. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then it leaves them, as I understand it, with- 
out the appliances for a year? 

Mr. FRYE: Fora year. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The question I asked the Senator from Maine 
was the particular object in view in relieving them from that neces- 


sity. 


I have simply stated the 
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1890. 
Mr. FRYE. The Committee on Commerce a bill the other 
week repealing the law requiring projectiles, it is on the Calendar. 


Since that bill has been reported the committee have come to be in 
doubt in relation to the propriety of passing that bill, and hearings are 
desired before the committee by various parties in the country, humani- 
tarians and ship men, etc., and yet these lake vessels must be ted 
within thirty days in order to engage in their business. This is simply 
to relieve them. 

Mr. McPHERSON, It seems to me to be a very extraordinary pro- 
ceeding to relieve the merchant vesselsof this country from the neces- 
sity of carrying appliances for the saving of life. 

Mr, FRYE. , Sir, this is simply a projectile, which they never 


were ds re to carry by law up to the t time, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The debate is proceeding by unanimous 
consent, 


Mr. FRYE. The Treasury Department has just issued its circular. 
It applies to only one kind of projectile. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection if there is to be no debate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 


Bo it enacted, etc., That the provisions of an act to amend sections 4455 and 
4489 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, requiring lin ‘ing pro- 
jectiles and the meansof propelling them to be carried on steamers, and the rules 
and regulations relating thereto, adopted by the board of eee inspec- 
tors and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury March 2, 1890, be, and they 
are hereby,suspended from operation and enforcement for the period of one year. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a thir] reading, read the third time, and passed, 
MARGARET KENNEDY. 

Mr. PASCO. Iask unanimous consent that the vote by which the 
bill (S. 1618) for the relief of Margaret Kennedy was inde sey post- 
poned yesterday be reconsidered, and that the bill be put upon the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report. 

The VICE-PRESIDE That order will be made, if there be no 
objection. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 3281) to increase the pension 
of Abbie L. Tucker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3282) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Rock Island, Ill. ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 3283) for the relief of Ma t 
E. Devine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 3284) for the relief of Thomas 
Wright; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3285) for the establishment 
ofa national laboratory; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 3286) for the relief of Georgine 
Campbell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3287) for the relief of Emma C. Love- 
lace and Stephen D. Clark; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3288) for the relief of the estate of Odon 
Deucatte; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3289) making ap- 

ropriation for payment of a claim found by the Court of Claims to be 
Sua to the estate of Anthony R. Fraser, deceased, late of Virginia; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S, 3290) to extend the juris- 
diction of the Court of Claims to all claims for the use by the Govern- 
ment of patents granted by the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 3291) granting a pension to Joseph 
W. Ard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3292) to secure the safety of freight 
cars employed in interstate commerce by the use of proper couplers, 
freight-train brakes, and other appliances prescribed by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over from yesterday. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. EDMUNDS was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to; as follows: 


Ordered, That on and after Monday next, March 31, the daily sessions of the 
Senate shall commence at 11 o’clock a, m. until otherwise ordered. 


TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the unfinished business of yesterday, Senate bill No. 1. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S, 1) to declare unlaw ul trusts and combinations in 
restraint of trade and production. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the vote on the amendments be taken 
separately. They can be disposed of rapidly in that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment will be read. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not in order until the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole are acted on. 

tae VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated in their 

order. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The first reserved amendment is, in line 4 of 
section 1, to strike out ‘‘citizens’’ and insert ‘‘persons;’’ so as to read: 


‘Two or more persons or corporations, 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not think that was the first amend- 
ment made in Committee of the Whole, and I desire to say that this - 
bill as printed does not indicate the amendments as made in Commit- 
tee of the Whole at all. It indicates that after certain amendments 
had been made in Committee of the Whole they are taken as agreed 
to and that certain other amendments made alter that are a t of 
the bill. For instance, that portion of the first section of the bill that 
is not printed in italics is not at all or, if at all, is not thesame as was 
reported to the Senate by the Senator from Ohio, but represents the 
bill reported by the Senator from Ohio after certainamendments had 
been made to it. 

The matter to which I allude may perhaps be better illustrated by 
turning to section 6, where the amendment pror oeod by the Senator 
from Kansas commences. There is nothing e printed bill to show 
that sections 6 or 7 or 8 or 9or 10 and the subsequent sections came into 
this bill in Committee of. the Whole by amendment, but the only 
things which are indicated as amendments are certain amendments to 
theamendment of the Senator from Kansas, like the word ‘eight’ in 
line 7 of section 6, the words ‘‘or producer, or lawful agent of such 
owner or producer,” in Jines 9 and 10 of section 7, and the words ‘‘and 
also stocks and bonds” in line 8, 

Now, we are not going to act on the amendments as madein Commit- 
tee of the Whole if we follow this bill as the amendments are indicated 
in the print of the bill. I only want to get at the matter in proper 


form, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment which has been read. 

Mr. HARRIS, The Senator from Connecticut will allow me tosug- 
gest that this is the second reprint of this bill. The first print of the 
bill and amendments made up to that time was printed without indi- 
cating what was the original bill and what the amendments. The 
Senator is quite right in saying that the bill as now printed does not 
indicate as amendments anything but minor amendments to the princi- 
pal amendments that have been made to the bill. The clerks at the 
desk can not indicate every amendment that has been made, no one of 
which has yet been considered by the Senate, and the amendments 
must be called in their order under the order of the Senate of yester- 
day and a separate vote taken upon each. We shall have to rely not 
upon this print as to what are amendments and what are not made in 
Committee of the Whole, but upon the report from the Secretary’s desk. 
The clerks can indicate every amendment that was agreed to in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. To show further what I mean and what I was trying 
to call attention to, let me refer to the fourth line, where the word 
‘citizens’? appears in this bill to be stricken out and ‘‘persons’’ in- 
serted. That was about to be reported as the first amendment made 
in Committee of the Whole; but that amendment was made because 
there had been stricken out of the bill as originally reported in the first 
section these words: ‘‘of different States or between two or more citi- 
zens or corporations, or both, of the United States and foreign states, 
or citizens or corporations thereof,” The striking out of those words 
in the bill as reported led to the amendment, which the Chief Clerk 
was about to report, of striking out ‘‘citizens’’ and inserting ‘‘ per- 
sons.’’ Therefore that amendment is clearly not in order unless the 
amendment is agreed to which had been previously made by striking 
out three lines in section 1. 

Mr, ALLISON. Mr. President, I should be glad to know in some 
way the exact parliamentary situation of this bill, so that we may see 
where we are to begin. 

This bill, as I understand it, was introduced early in the session by 
the Senator from Ohio. It was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and soon afterwards reported back with oneortwo amendments. That 
bill then consisted of three sections. Later on in the discussion the 
Finance Committee reported a substitute for the original bill, consist- 
ing of two sections. 

Mr. PLATT, That was treated as the original bill. 
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Mr. ALLISON. That is what I want to understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That was done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I was about to say. 

Mr. HARRIS. Allow me to suggest that the Journal shows that 
that substitute reported by the committee is journalized now as the 
original bill, and the real original is lost sight of entirely. 

Mr. ALLISON. SolIunderstand. The original bill introduced by 
the Senator from Ohio and the original bill reported back by the Finance 
Committee have both disappeared, and in lien of them what have we? 
Se hae ara bill as last reported consisted of two sections, Am I right 

that 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. The original bill consisted of two sections. Now, 
everything else in this printed bill except those two sections consists 
of amendments to this bill in all shades and degrees. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, and a separate vote must be taken on 
the various amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; but now, as I understand, at the Secre- 
tary’s desk the clerks are proposing to treat these amendments as they 
ap in this Á 

. SHERMAN. The only mistake the clerks made—and it was a 
very small mistake—was this: There was one amendment made which 
does not appear in this print, and the only one that I know of. Ifthe 
Senator from Connecticut can find anyother he may pointit out. The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] moved to strike out three 
lines of the bill specifying combinations made by citizens of different 
States. That lan; e was put in by the Committee on Finance, and 
was notin the orig bill. He moved tostrikeitout and it was stricken 
out. That amendment does not appear on the face of the printed bill, 
but it will be reported, as a matter of course, by the Chief Clerk in 
reading the amendments in their order as they are noted in the copy of 
the bill before him. 

Mr. ALLISON, What I fear is that by proceeding to treat these 
amendments in the manner and orderindicated here by taking, for ex- 
ample, the first amendment stated, which is, striking out ‘‘ citizens ” 
and. inserting ‘‘ persons,’’ we shall get into confusion. ‘That is not the 
first amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis the first amendment in the bill. 

Mr. PLATT, No. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We do not take them in point of time as they 
were offered, but as they occur in the bill. In the order of place the 
word * ns’? occurs before the line that was stricken out. 

Mr, ALLISQN. Yes; but that is the very point I make. That is 
not the first amendment, The first amendment is the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Massachusetts, which does not appear on the 
face of this print at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That comes afterwards. Wego not in point of 
time of the adoption of the amendment, but in the point of place in the 
bill where they occur. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

Mr, ALLISON. As I understand, the words that the Senator from 
Massachusetts proposed to strike out are words right in connection 
with the amendment which we are now asked to consider, 

Mr. SHERMAN, After the word “‘ persons,” 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall be glad to have that amendment reported, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. The amendment will be reported. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts which was agreed to in the first section. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5, after the word ‘‘both,’’ the words 
* of different States or between two or more citizens orcorporations, or 
both, of the United States and foreign states, or citizens or corpora- 
tions thereof” were stricken out in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr, President, that does not reach what I was sug- 
gesting. I wantan opportunity to vote on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will have that opportunity. 

Mr. PLATT. It does not appear here to be an amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Journal will show it. 

Mr. PLATT. And also I want an opportunity to vote on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That the Senator will have. 

Mr. PLATT. So that I can have these opportunities I make no ob- 
jection, but they can not be found by an examination of this bill as 
now printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it does not appear to me that there 
is any difficulty at all about this business practically, although the form 
of the print, to people who have not followed itall through, might bea 
little misleading. But if it were misleading in the mere sense of what 
has been to and what has not, the bill is now for the first time 
reported back to the Senate from the Committee of the Whole. Every 
part of this whole thing, text and amendments—it does not make the 

east difference which—is open to motions to strike ont, and insert, and 
every other allowable motion. Therefore no Senator can be gotten into 
a trap, as it might be called, or be misled in respect of losing any right 
to propose to change the bill, to leave something out or put something 
in anywhere in it from top to bottom; and the Senator from Ohio is 


entirely right in saying that these amendments, when they are reported 
from the Committee of the Whole, must be taken in the order in which 
they stand in the bill, and not in the order in which they may happen 
to have been moved at the beginning. 

So, then, there is not any practical difficulty about going on, and 
everybody can vote ‘‘ yes’ or *‘ no,” as he likes, on every single line 
or word that there is in the whole print, from beginning to end, and 
nothing whatever is concluded 

While I am up I wish to say—I see my friend from Kansas [Mr. 
INGALLS] is not here, but I will say it, nevertheless—that what I said 

esterday in respect of the bill introduced by my friend from Texas 

Mr. Coke] was said three or four days ago in respect to its reference 
to a subcommittee, Ifind that I was in error with regard to the time 
of that reference. I think I said three or four days ago that the bill 
was very soon after its introduction referred to a subcommittee. On 
looking at the records of the committee I find that it was not referred 
to a subcommittee until the 10th day of February, but it is due to the 
committee and the Senator himself to say also that before that time, 
owing to the press of executive business and the illness of the chair- 
man, no references at all were made except two before that time, and 
those were of important local matters in the northwestern part of the 
United States that were referred to subcommittees earlier than this 
reference; but, owing to the pressure that I stated upon the whole com- 
mittee about executive matters, those subcommittees have not yet been 
able to report on the matters which were previously referred to them. 
So that there was no ground for supposing and I did not intend to in- 
timate that the Senator from Kansas had been in the slightest degree 
derelict. I only thought that what he said reflected upon himself as 
one member of the committee, and so upon all the rest of us, as not 
having been diligent in endeavoring to attend to the business the Sen- 
ate had committed to us. But it is due to him to say that in every 
respect he has been one of the most faithful and diligent of the mem- 
bers of that committee, and I say it most gladly. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I have no desire to embarrass the Sen- 
ate in its action upon this bill; but may I inquire of the Senator from 
Vermont as to what he understands the order of the Senate to be in 
relation to voting upon these amendments? For instance, when we 
come to section 6, all the sections, including section 6 and after that, 
are parts of an amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. But 
there were certain amendments to that amendment made which are in- 
dicated in italics. Now, when we come to section 6 and the subse- 
quent sections, which were proposed by the Senator from Kansasasan 
amendment, what are we to consider? Are we to consider the sections 
as amended, or are we to consider amendments to the amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is perfectly clear, I think, with great respect to 
my friend from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask for information purely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Itis perfectly clear that where an amendment is 

roposed by a Senator in Committee of the Whole, and thatamendment 
is amended and then agreed to, it becomes one single amendment, and 
we can not go back into the various amendments to amendments which 
were made in Committee of the Whole and take each one by itself, but 
everything is open, and if anything has got into theamendment of the 
Senator from Kansas, for illustration, that any Senator thinks ought 
not to be there, all he has to do is to move to strike it out, 

Mr. PLATT. After it has been ed to or before? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before; while it is pending. So at this present 
moment, I repeat, there is no single line in this bill from beginning to 
end which it is not opento any Senator to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to and take their opinion upon. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to ask the Senator from Vermont if in his 
opinion the easiest solution of this trouble, so far as it is a trouble, would 
not be found in the suggestion that I understood him as making to me 
privately a few minutes ago, that we abandon the consideration of the 
amendments, and by unanimous consent treat this bill in the Senate as 
an original bill subject to amendment in any form that a majority of 
the Senate may choose? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should have to object to that, because I want a 
vote—like the Senator from Connecticut—on these amendments. The 
simple, orderly proceeding will be to act upon the amendments made 
in Committee of the Whole as they are reached in the reading. If the 
Chief Clerk is allowed to go on, every Senator will see what each amend- 
ment is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to reply to my friends from Ohio and Ten- 
nessee that I think asa mere matter of business the simplest way would 
be the one the Senator from Tennessee suggests; but if the Senator from 
Ohio feels that that might prolong the matter I certainly should not 
be willing to interfere with his wishes about it. There is no difficulty 
as the thing stands now. 

Mr. HARRIS. , I state to the Senator from Connecticut that if he 
deems it important that these amendments shall be considered in their 
order as to the point of time at which they were introduced, I learn at 
the Secretary’s desk there is no difficulty whatever in pointing out the 
precise order in point of time in which every amendment was intro- 
duced; so that we can have no serious difficulty. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. But the time makes no difference, 
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Mr. HARRIS. I do not say that it does; but I understood the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut as making the point as to the point of time at 
which amendments were offered for this reason: An amendment agreed 
to may make necessary various other amendments that were adopted 
because of the agreement to the previous amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. I beg to say that I did not intend to be technical in 
the suggestions that I made, My difficulty aboutit was that I wanted 
to vote upon some of the amendments to the amendments in Commit- 
tee of the Whole separately —— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then move to strike them out. > 

Mr. PLATT. As, for instance, some which were added yesterday 
afternoon to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. I wanted to 
be sure that we should have a separate vote upon some of the addi- 
tional amendments to his amendment, and I did not want to be con- 
cluded by anyaction which might be taken. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the attention of the Senator from Vermont. 
I rise to ask a parliamentary question, whether an amendment is now 
in order to section 8, on page 8 of this bill. I understood the Senator 
from Vermont to say that this bill is now subject to amendment, and 
as this will be an amendment to the one adopted in Committee of the 
Whole, of course the amendment would have to be perfected in the 
Senate before the amendment itself is acted on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Thatis it; but the first amendment made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole is separate from the latter part of the bill, and 
that of course will have to be first disposed of, and when we reach the 
part of the bill to which the Senator refers it will then be in order for 
wx ogre to move to put it in any condition he likes. 

r. FAULKNER. Is that the understanding of the Chair, that an 
amendment such as I desire to offer will not be in order until we reach 
the eighth section? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the first amendment 
made in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4 of the reprinted bill, after the word 
**more,’’ strike out ‘‘citizens’’ and insert ‘“‘ persons;’’ so as to read: 

Thatall arrangements, contracts, agreements, trusts, or combinations between 
two or more persons and corporations, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
section 1, line 5, after the word ‘‘both,’’ to strike out ‘‘of different 
States or between two or more corporations, or both, of the United 
States and foreign states, or citizens or corporations thereof.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not find the language proposed to be stricken 
out in the printed copy that I hold in my hand. 

Mr. PLATT. That is in the original amendment as reported by the 
Senator from Ohio. It was striken out from that, 

Mr. HARRIS. In my printed copy, in lined, after the word ‘‘both,’’ 
appears the language ‘‘made with a view or which tend to prevent full 
and free competition.” 

Mr. PLATT. These words occur in a previous print of the bill. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
section 1, line 15, page 2, after the word ‘“‘such,’’ to strike ont ‘‘cit- 
izens’’ and insert ‘‘persons,’’ 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 17, page 
word “‘articles,’’ to insert ‘‘or of the value of money by 
cost may be advanced or reduced,’’ 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 27, page 2, after the word 
‘t execution,” to insert: 

And whenever in any action commenced under the provisions of this act in 
the name of the Uni States any arrangement, trust, or combination herein 
declared yoid is found by any such court to exist, the court may, in addition to 
other remedies, issue its writ of injunction, temporary or final, ranning and to 
be served anywhere within the United States, prohibiting and restraining the 

fendants, or any thereof, or their or any of theirservants, agents, or attorneys, 

m pi ing further in the business of said arrangement, trust, or combina- 
tion, except to wind up its affairs; and in case of any disobedience of any such 
writ of injunction, or other pro process, mandatory or otherwise, issued in 
any such cause, its be lawful for said court to issue writs of attachment, 
runniog and to be served anywhere within the United States, agninst the de- 
fendants, or any thereof, and against their or any of their agents, attorneys, or 
servants, of whatever name or office, disobeying said injunction or other proc- 
ess; and the court may, if it shall think fit, in addition to otherlawful punish- 
ment for contempt, ean order directing any such defendants disobeying 
such writ of injunction, or other process, to pay such sum of money, not exceed- 
ing $1,000, for every day after a date to be named in such order that such de- 
fendant or defendants, or their or any of their agents, attorneys, orservants, as 
aforesaid, refuse or neglect to obey such injunction, or other process; and 
such money shall be paid into court, and may be paid in whole or in part tothe 
oror parties upon whose complaint said action was instituted, or into the 

ury of the United States, asthe court shall direct, andin any action brought 
by the United States under the provisions of this act the Attorney-General may 
bring the action in any district in which any one of the parties defendant re- 
sides or transacts business, and any other parties, corporate or otherwise, ma 
regardless of residence or location of business, be brought into court in snid 
action in the manner provided by section 738 of the Revised Statutes, and the 
court shall thereupon have jurisdiction of the defendant or defendants so 


pac e in as fully, to all intents and purposes, as if they had appeared in said 
action, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. In order to put this amendment in bar- 
monions accord with the first clause of the section it will be necessary, 


2, after the 
which such 


in line 29, after the word ‘‘a' ent,” to insert the words ‘‘con- 
tract, t,” the same being divided by a comma. Inasmuch as 
the first part of the section provides ‘‘ that all arrangements, contracts, 

ments, trusts, or combinations between two or more persons,” ete., 
of course these termsshould all be recited in the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There can be no objection to that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, Itisa formal amendment and there can be 
no objection to it, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In the amendment to section 1, in line 29, after 
the wo! “ arrangement,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘contract, agree- -~ 
ment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. In line 36 the same character of amend- 
ment should be made after the word ‘‘ arrangement,” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 36, after the word ‘‘arrangement,”’ in- 
sert ‘‘ contract, agreement.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. < 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
honorable member of the Committee on Finance in charge of this bill 
to the clause on page 3, lines 61, 62, 63, and so on, which provides that 
the Attorney-General may bring the action before mentioned— 

In any district in which any one of the parties defendant resides or transacts 
business, and any other parties, corporate or otherwise, may, regardless of resi- 
dence or location of business, be brought into court in said action in the man- 
ner provided by section 738 of the Revised Statutes, and the court shall there- 
= have jurisdiction of the defendant or defendants so brought in as fully, to 

l intents and purposes, as if they had appeared in said action, 

Section 738 of the Revised Statutes is a section that has existed for 
nearly twenty years respecting suits concerning real estate. The real 
estate being located in a particular district and therefore there being 
the res, as the lawyers call it, the thing in controversy, within the juris- 
diction of the court, the court is authorized, if direct service in that 
district by the marshal can not be obtained, to give notice by publica- 
tion or otherwise, what is called a substituted service, to that party to 
appear and take care of his interests in regard to the property that the 
court has in hand. All that is right and safe and constitutional. 

Now, this provision, as I understand it—perhaps I am wrong—is for 
a suit concerning a wrong done, and not concerning the right, title, or 
possession of property that is in the jurisdiction or. eset of the 
court. I respectfully submit to the Committee on ce that it is 
impossible under the Constitution of the United States, which provides 
for the preservation of private rights, for Congress to enact that a court 
in a particular district of the United States in a personal action be- 
tween parties, and not in an action that relates to property which the 
court has in its jurisdiction or ion, can proceed by a publication 
orinany other such way—publication is enough for the illustration—to 
bind the defendant to the extent that a judgment against him would 
induce. 

You can provide in this bill with entire safety thatthe process of the 
court shall run into any district of the United States, so that if a suit 
be commenced at Philadelphiaand one of the defendants is in San Fran- 
cisco, a part of a sugar trust, if you please, the conrt may direct a 
subpcena to the marshal at San Francisco, orthe Philadelphia marshal, 
if it wishes him to travel so far, to serve that subpoena upon that 
defendant there and require him to appear at Philadelphia. It not 
being a criminal action, all this is easy enough; but to undertake to 
say under the Constitution, which was meant for the preservation of 
private rights in the United States and in all the States, that a person 
can be brought within the jurisdiction in this way is tome utterly un- 
reasonable. The law seems, I think, to be perfectly well settled in 
that respect for a hundred years. It is impossible to give a court juris- 
diction of a person unless you giye that person personal notice that the 
matter which is to be tried about him isin hand in the court. If 
you are dealing with his property and the court has the property, then 
you may provide—because he is supposed to look out for his pro 
and see what is being done about it—that publication will do; but if I sue 
my friend from Delaware [Mr. Gray], who is doing me the honor to at- 
tend to what Iam saying, in the district court of the State of Vermont on 
a promissory note, he having no property there to garnishee, as the old 

hrase was, or to attach, as we callit in Vermont, I deny that Congress 

the power to say that the circuit court for the district of Vermont 
may publish a notice in the Burlington Free Press or any other news- 
paper to the Senator from Delaware to appear and answer to that ac- 
tion, and that if judgment goes against himitbindshim. It is totally 
out of the question. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask the Senator from Vermont before he takes 
his seat whether I peo tly understand him. Section 738 of the Re- 
vised Statutes (which I have not before me, but I presume he has) re- 
fers entirely to this substituted service, and not at all to any provision 
enlarging the power of the United States courts to extend their proc- 
ess over an enlarged territory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Notatall. Itonly provides that the court in its 
discretion may publish or do what it likes—and that is perfectly right— 
in respect of what the lawyers call the res, in respect of property that 
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the court is dealing with in the hands of the court, which is not the 


case that this bill ides for at all. 
Mr. SHE + This amendment was by the Senater 
from Wisconsin. Iam not able to say whether the suggestion of the 


Senator from Vermont is right ornot. I would suggest, however, that 
the matter be passed over until the Senator from Wisconsin and the 
Senator from Vermont can consult about the phraseology. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over tem- 
porarily, if there be no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to suggest a similaramendment to 
those heretofore offered by me. In line 15 of section 1, on page 2, I 
move to insert, after the word ‘‘arrangements,’’ the words ‘‘ contracts, 

ents.’’ é 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That modification will be made, if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. The question is on concur- 
ring in the amendment made as in Committee of the Wholeas amended. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made in Committee of the Whole was, in sec- 
et 1, page 4, line 66, after the word “‘ products,’’ to insert the follow- 


Provided, That this act shall not be construed to apply to any arrangements, 
ents, or combinations between laborers made with a view of lessening 
number of hours of their labor or of increasing their wages; nor to any ar- 
rangements, agreements, associations, or combinations among persons en; 
in horticulture or agriculture made with the view of enhancing the price of their 
own agricultural or horticultural products. 

Mr.SHERMAN. ‘That isan amendment offered by the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and I call the attention of the Senate to 
it. Inmyju tthis amendment practically fritters away the sub- 
stantial elements of this bill. 

Mr. VANCE. What amendment is being considered? 

by the Senator from Rhode 


seca j gree pong The amendmentoff 

Mr. BLAIR. That is not the amendment offered by the Senator from 
verte Island. That isthe one offered by the Senator from Ohio him- 

Mr. SHERMAN. This was an amendment offered by the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. BLAIR. The amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island is 
in italics. What was read was your own amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The last part was an amendment offered by the 
Senator from Iowa. I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moopy inthe chair). Theamend- 
ment will be again read. 

The Carer CLERK. In line 66 of section 1, after the word ‘‘action,’’ 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted the following: 

Provided, That this acò shall not be construed to apply to aay arrangements, 

ments, or combinations between laborers mado with a view of lessening 
the number of hours of their labor or of increasing their wages; nor to any ar- 
rangements, agreements, associations, or combinations among persons en, 
in horticulture or agriculture made with the view of enhancing the price of their 
own agricultural or horticultural products. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the amendment below that in italics that I 
object to. 

Mtr. HARRIS. Still, that language is an amendment to the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then it must be acted upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President —— 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to ask the 
chairman, that we may consider this bill intelligently, whether all 
the amendments are printed in italics? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itseems not. This proviso, from line 66 to line 
73, was an amendment, but it is not printed in italics as an amendment 
because it was adopted before this print was made. 

Mr, GRAY. Then there is nothing in this reprint to indicate all 
the amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not all of them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I may just as well say the little I have to 
Bay about the general feature of this bill on this pending amendment 
as on any other, and perhaps better, because this ing amendment 
ae what I think are some of the intrinsic difficulties in the 

eme, 

I am in favor of the scheme in its fundamental desire and motivye— 
most heartily in favor of it—directed to the breaking up of great mo- 
nopolies which get hold of the whole of a particular business or pro- 
duction in the country and are enabled, therefore, to command every- 
body, laborer, consumer, producer, and everybody else, as the sugar 
trust and the oil trust, and whatever. Although for the time being 
the sugar trust has perhaps reduced the price of sugar, and the oil trust 
certainly has reduced the price of oil immensely, that does not alter 
the wrong of the principle of any trust; and that, in the brief defini- 
tion of my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], isa phrase which covers 
every combination to get control of the life and the industry and the 
producing and the consuming classes of the country. Iam in favor, 
most earnestly in favor, of doing everything that the Constitution of 
the United States has given Congress power to do, to repress and break 


up and destroy forever the monopolies of that character, because in the 
long run, however seductive they may appear in Toweuog prices to the 
consumer for the time being, all human experience and all human phi- 
losophy have proved that they are destructive of the public welfare and 
come to be tyrannies, ding ies, that have sometimes in other 
countries produced riots, just riots in the moral sense, and so on, 

We can not shut up our eyes, Mr. President, to the fact that if cap- 
ital combines, if great industrial establishments combine, like mining 
industries, iron industries, coal industries, gold industries, pork-pack- 
ing industries, ifany kind of the great operations of society combine, 
if the people who own the capitaland theplant combine to regulate the 
poo of the of laborers, just like the great armaments of Europe, 

bor is computed to combine to defend itself; and so the country 
been turned and other countries have been turned in the last forty years 
into great social camps of enemies when they ought to be one great 
camp of co-operative friends, The laborers, therefore, were quite right 
in combining to resist and defend themselves against the combinations 
of capital and property and plants, as they may be called. Anditruns 
everywhere. It has run through every class of society, and it is oneof 
the great evilsin the social p of this country, and every other 
which exists, that there is hardly a trade and there is scarcely an in- 
dustry execs the farmers that, in one way or another, has not com- 
bined to defend itself, and make aggressive warfare upon those with 
whom it is brought in contact by employment upon the dne side or the 
other, or by as 4 orsale. In this very Capital ofthe country, where 
we have exclusive power of legislation, supreme and unlimited within 
the boundaries of natural right, thateverybody recognizes, every trade 
nearly, speaking broadly I can say every trade, masons, ord deere 
plumbers, bakers, tailors, merchants, printers, have their combinations 
that are armed camps in the*moral sense, making, when they think 
they can gain anything by it, aggressive warfare against that of 
the rest of mankind that they are brought in relation and contact with 
one day, and defending themselves the next, it may be, against the ag- 
gressive warfare of another competition. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would like to ask the Senator from Vermont if 
he has not knowledge of combinations in this city or elsewhere between 
bar associations and doctors for raising their price or fees also? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Idonot. Ido not to the bar association 
of this city, if there is one, and I do not know but that they may have 
a combination; but, as I have not the honor to be a member of that 
association, or any other that I know of in this world, except the hum- 
ble church to which I belong, I can not say. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does this bill reach any case of that kind ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know whether it does or not. I am 

ing of the general subject. 

Mr. HOAR. ill the Senator from Vermont allow me to make a 
statement as to these bar associations, that are very common and almost 
universal? In the early days in Massachusetts, I have seen the records 
of one to which some very eminent lawyers belonged, including a gentle- 
man afterwards the Attorney-General of the United States in Mr. Jef- 
ferson’s time, where they never to charge less to a client for ad- 
vice than $1. [Laughter.] I do not know whether the Senator from 
Vermont ever belo to that association or not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Inever did. I never up to a dollar, I gaye 
most of my advice free gratis, as the saying is. [ Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. President, here is the fundamental difficulty, and, as I was 
saying, in this very town, where our legislative power is supreme, there 
go on these injurious armed camps and contests that are really against 
the interest of everybody in every single camp. I remember it is but 
a few months since that a citizen of the United States, as I was told and 
I believe truly, a man of good character and little money—they some- 
times go together, Mr. President, even in the Senate of the United 
States—a man of character and little money, with an interesting 
family, a practical printer, ingenious, skillful in his business, applied 
to be employed at the Government Printing Office, the national, legis- 
lative, and executive establishment to print the wise and learned things 
that we say from day today. The Public Printer, I was told, wanted 
him; he was exactly the man forthe place which was vacant; but unhap- 
pily, although a citizen of the United States of good character and skill, 
the Public Printer was told that if that man was suffered to enter into 
the employment of the United States nine-tenths, perhaps ninety-nine- 
one-hundredths, ofall the printers employed by the United Statesin that 
establishment would not do any more work and would leave, and the 
country would go to destrnction immediately because what we should 
have said yesterday would not appear in the RECORD to-day. The 
Public Printer, I believe, was not able—I will not say did not dare, but 
did not think it expedient—to take the man he wanted because, al- 
though a citizen, he did not belong to one of these particular camps. 

If that is not tyranny, I do not know what is, and I think that the 
tyranny of a thousand men is infinitely worse than the tyranny of one 
man. All human experience and all human history prove that. The 
tyranny of theCommune in France while it lasted was infinitely more 
wicked than the tyranny of the King that the Commune overthrew, 

Well, here we are. I donot blame the farmers of the United States 
atall. On thecontrary, I support them, when everybody has turned 
into an armament against theirinterests, in organizing themselves to de= 
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fend them. They must do it so long as the thing goes on in this way, 
and therefore, so far as it is possible for the legislative power to exert 
itself to break up this international and interstate and intersocial war- 
fare that is going on between classes—not classes of citizens as such, 
not classes of races as such, but classes of employment and interest, 
each oneof which is right in itself and ought to be promoted to the best 
of the extent of the endeavors of all persons that are engaged in it—it 
should interpose against this warfare which is destructive of the wel- 
fare of them all. 

But, if capital and plants and manufacturing industries organize to 
regulate and so to repress and diminish, if you please, below whatit 
ought to be, the price of all the labor everywhere that is engaged in 
that kind of business, labor must organize to defend itself on the other 
side. If transportation companies and middlemen and exporters and 
dealers organize and arrange that they will give only so much for wheat, 
or corn, or pork, or whatever, the people who produce the wheat, the 
corn, the pork, or whatever, are driven to organize to defend them- 
selyes so far as they can against thatspecies oftyranny. However, the 
whole thing is wrong, as it appears to me; and so I think the amend- 
ment is wrong, in the same way, which says that while the capitaland 
the plant in any enterprise shall not combine to defend and protect 
itself, to increase the price of the product of that capital and plant, the 
labor which is essential to the production of that plant may combine to 
increase the price of the work that is to be done to make the produc- 
tion of that enterprise. a 

What isthe consequence, Mr. President? Thelaborers of the United 
States, I will say for illustration—and one illustration is as good as the 
hundreds that might be brought forward—the laborers of the United 
States engaged in the manufacture of iron (which is, perhaps, the most 
largely valuable, take it altogether, of all the manufactured products 
of the United States) combine, as this bill authorizes them to do, to 
put up the price of their wages; they put them up 50 per cent., for illus- 
tration. The manufacturer of iron, the men who and whose fathers by 
their labor have found the iron mine and have built the iron-mill and 
the rolling mill, and the steel-process-mill, and all that sort of thing, 
are prohibited under penalties, as they ought to be under penalties, if 
they are prohibited at all, from combining to raise the price of the iron 
that the workmen have made cost 50 per cent, more and to sell at the 
advanced price if they can. 

The consequence would be that, if the labor of the United States thus 
organized chose through its head men to put up the price of the manu- 
factured iron, that iron could not be produced unless the price at which 
it was to be sold should be enhanced accordingly. The result is that 
every iron-mill in the United States must b: or live, not according 
to the demand for iron, not according to its production, but according 
to the will of the men employed to makeit. Now, put it the other 
way— 

Mr, GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. Can not the manufacturers of iron practically put 
up the price, each for himself, according to the cost that it may be to 
him to manufacture, without combinations? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So he can undoubtedly, and so can the laborer 
put up the price inany particular mill of his labor in making that iron. 
They stand on a perfect equality before the law andin morals. There 
is no sin, I take it, in owning an iron mine or an iron-mill; it is mor- 
ally right. There is no sin in being a puddler in a furnace, I take it; 
it is moral and right, and the income of the work of that er, his 
labor and his muscle and his intellect, are the capital that he puts into 
it. The product is the iron. 

Mr. GEORGE. Allow me to ask another question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the capitalists, the manufacturers, are allowed to 
combine, they having large capital, they having the means to live and 
support their families during a shut-out or a shut-down of the work, 
what good will a combination of the laborers do when they would starve 
for want of their daily wages to feed themselves and their wives and 
children? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It will not do any good at all; andif on the other 
hand the laborers combine and say, ‘‘ We will not do this thing any- 
where in the United States of America unless you give us all there is 
in it, and you shall not arrange among yourselves not to destroy each 
other and sell your things by common consent at a higher A ny? than 
you did before, unless you go to the penitentiary”’ (for that is pro- 
hibited), what good will that do except to break down the whole in- 
terests of society and destroy everybody ? 

The fact is that this matter of capital, as it is called, of business, 
and of labor is anequation, and you can not disturb one side of the equa- 
tion without disturbing the other. If it costs for labor 50 per cent, 
more to produce a ton of iron, that 50 per cent. more goes into what 
that iron must sell for, or some part of it, I take it everybody will 
agree to that. % 

Very well. Now, ifyou say to one side of that equation, ‘* You may 
make the value or the price of this iron by your combination for wages 
in the whole Republic or on the continent, but the man for whom you 
have made the iron shall not arrange with his neighbors asto the price 


they will all sell it for, so as not to destroy each other,” the whole busi- 
ness will certainly break, because the connection between the plant, as 
I will callit for short, and the labor that works that plant is one that 
no legislation and no force in the world—and there is only one outside 
of the world that can do it—can possibly separate. They can not be 
divorced. Neither speeches nor laws norjudgments of courts nor any- 
thing else can change it; and therefore I say that to provide on one 
side of that equation that there may be combination and on the other 
side that there shall not, is contrary to the very inherent principle upon 
which such business must depend. If we are to have equality, as we’ 
ought to have, if the combination on the one side is to be prohibited, 
the combination on the other side must be prohibited or there will be 
certain destruction in the end. 

Mr. President, as I said before—and I am not going to take up the 
time of the Senate—I shall be glad within the constitutional limits, 
which are narrow but clear, in the regulation of commerce to go just 
as far as Congress has the power to go in breaking up these great mono 
olies that exist to the detriment and the injury of mankind in this 
country and in every other. They are in every other country as well 
asin this. They exist in free-trade countries and in tarif countries 
and under all social conditions, and have come up mainly within the 
last twenty or thirty years. But I can not go any further. I do not 
wish to hold out a false hope to the people of the United States, be 
they farmers or mere workingmen, as they are sometimes called, al- 
though everybody in the United States who is fit to be a citizen andis 
well ought to be and generally is a workingman in the best sense of 
the term; whether he drives a cart or whether he devotes himself to 
the business of the country in the Senate of the United States, he is 
equally, in my judgment, a workingman. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to make a request of the Senator before he 
commences his ment on the constitutional question, and that re- 
quest is this, that the Senator will not, owing to any pressure or su 
pressure of want of time, fail to go into that matter fully, so we 
ean all understand his position on that subject. That is the request I 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The constitutional question, Mr. President, has 
been discussed so fully that I could add very little, if anything, to the 
argument; and on that point I will only state, now at any rate, very 
briefly indeed what I think about it. 

The Constitution of the United States intended to leave and did 
leave, as I think—and I think so because the Constitution says so—to 
the States of the Union the right of local self-government in every re- 

t except those named that were granted to the National Govern- 
ment, It did not give to the Congress of the United States, and if 
did not mean to give, and it ought not to have given to it, and onght 
not to give to it now, I think, the power to enter into the police regu- 
lations of the people of the United Btatés to endeavor to conduct or to 
manage or to regulate their affairs as the States, in every State of the 
Union, have been authorized—not authorized, but left by the Constitu- 
tion in their original right to do. 

I believe, Mr. President, that the safety of the Republic as a nation, 
one people, one hope, one destiny, depends more largely upon the 
preservation of what are called the rights of the States covering a con- 
tinent than upon any other one thing. I therefore should be slow to 
step over that line by voting for any act of Congress that I thought 
went beyond it, over the boundary that the Constitution has prescribed 
to the authority of the United States in Congress assembled in dealing 
with the business of the people of the several States, no matter how 
evil that business may be, no matter how injurious to the public wel- 
fare apparently or really at the moment it maybe. Ithink it is better 
toendure a present evil of even the most grinding and most stupendous 
of monopolies than to step by one inch or attempt to step by one inch 
over the clear boundary line that has been established and continued 
between the Congress of the United States and the legislative and judi- 
cial powers of the States in respect of such subjects. 

The Constitution has given to Congress the power to impose taxes, 
It has given to Congress the power to regulate commerce among the 
several States and with foreign nations. Just as far as wecan go in 
regulating the transition of property from State to State, as we have 
done in the interstate-commerce law for the benefit of the whole peo- 
ple whose interests are common, as I said before, it is our right to go; 
and when a clear evil appears, as undoubtedly now exists, just as far 
as we can go in exerting the power that is given to us, I am willing to. . 
go; but I am not willing to go any further. 

Iam not willing to hold ont to the people of the United States, the citi- 
zens of each State, any or all of them, an illusory and deceptive attempt 
at the redress of grievances, which will turn outin the end to be purely 
deceptive and illusory, mere dust and ashes, when it comes to the test of 
the resistance of anybody who is undertaken to be dealt with under our 
law. Ihavemore confidence, Mr. President, in the people of the United 
States. The citizens of the State of Vermont are no more my constit- 
uents than the citizens of the State of California, for a Senator of the 
United States, although elected by the Legislature of the State from 
which he comes, becomes a Senator of the United States, and every hu- 
man being within the broad boundaries of the Republic, from the shore 
of the stormy sea on the east to the tranquil one on the west, is my con- 
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stituent; but if every citizen of the State of Vermont, my friends and 
neighbors, in an impulse, a just impulse of resentment at any grind- 
ing monopoly that had got possession of all the sugar that my people 
consume, should implore me to pass an act of Congress to abolish the 
sugar trust, as the Legislature of the State of Vermont might do if it were 
established there, Ishould feel it my duty to them to say, ‘‘ No, because 
I have not the power to do it,” and Ishould , if I were a candidate 
for re-election at the time they elected members of the Legislature, 
when they had two weeks to think about it, that they would say, ‘‘Our 
Senator has done right; he was put there for six years in order that 
he might have strength and courage enough, when we were in an im- 
pulse of passion, or resentment, or enthusiasm, or whatever you may 
call it, to do what we sent him to do and what he had sworn to do, 
that he would stand by the law as it is and follow his duty irrespect- 
iye of any clamor.’’ 

I do not think, therefore, Mr. President, that we need concern our- 
selves about any popular impulse at this present moment of time, about 
any outcry in the newspapers, or at meetings, or at alliances, or what- 
ever methods the people have of getting together to express their views 
concerning what we ought to do or ought not to do beyond what we 
clearly have a right to do. I do not believe that the people of the 
United States wish to have the Senate make hastein running to please 
‘them with a delusion and a snare which they will find out next year 
has been perfectly ineffective and perfectly incapable of execution, be- 
cause Congress had gone beyond the power that it ought to have known 


it possessed. 

That is my faith, Mr. President, in the people of the United States. 
Having that faith, I do not feel impelled by any sentiment or desire 
of popularity to-day to go beyond the lines that the Constitution has 
clearly marked out to us. 

If we canexert the taxing power Lite ere and discourage ‘‘futures’’ 
and ‘‘options,’’ as they are called, I shall be glad to exert it, as we 
exerted the taxing power in order to diminish the evil of the fraudu- 
lent butter or oleomargarine business; but in order to exert the taxing 
power I had supposed that it was indispensable that what are called 
the more immediate representatives of the people at the other end of 
the Capitol should be first appealed to and that they should first act. 
If, however, you put it, as this bill does, upon the ground ofa license, 
Iam unable to see, a license being a police measure, where the Con- 
gress of the United States gets the power to license anything whatever, 
except in the District of Columbia and the Territories, over which the 
Constitution says Co: shall havecontro]. This bill on the face of 
it says that this tax is imposed as Spas measure in order to repress 
and suppress the real evil, as itis, of this gambling, for that is whatit 
is, in what are called ‘‘ futures” and “‘options” and so on. 

It is true that for the purpose of taxation and on the face of the 
statutes for the purpose of taxation, Congress, in order to raise a tax 
out of whisky, forinstance, provides that every person producing whisky 
shall be identified. Call it a license if you please; I do not know that 
it is, but we will call it that if you please; still, it isa tax and a tax 
asa tax, and by whatever name the phrase of the statute may call it, 
it is a measure of revenue on its face, whatever may be the motive; 
and I suppose the motive in the case of whisky is the motive of reve- 
nue alone, and in the case of oleomargarine I suppose the motive was 
the general welfare of the people, to prevent frauds. 

But when a statute of the United Statesis presented to the Supreme 
Court saying that this license tax which we impose is a police tax, as 
the bill now says, I am very much afraid, speaking with the greatest 
possible deference, that the court would say, ‘‘ We can not inquire into 
the motives of the legislative body in passing a icular act, but when 
they put into the statute the ground upon which it rests and the pur- 
pose for which it is enacted we are compelled to take it as Congress has 
stated, and that this isan undertaking to regulate the good order of 
society ’? by ting a business in each State for the purpose of reg- 
ulating it, just as the State of Vermont and the State of Alabama and 
every other State provide for the licensing of inn-keepers, if you please, 
in order to the protection of travelers, and so on, the licensing of doc- 
tors in order to protect human life and health against quacks and hum- 
bugs and nostrums and all that sort of thing, and so on through; but 
within our power of levyinga tax as a tax upon any kind of business, 
putting it asa tax and beginning as it ought to do upon any object 
which is injurious to the gen welfare, of course tis the kind 
of occupation that ought to be taxed. 

Every State, when it makes any discrimination at all, taxes those 
employments and occupations that are least useful to the community 
and gets the most money it can out of those things that if taken out of 
it prove the least burden upon the best and the well ordered people of 
the community, That is all right. That is motive, but it is a 
tax. 

So, Mr. President, so far as we can provide in the regulation of com- 
merce for impeding and harassing and cutting up the commercial 
transactions between the States of these great monopolies, I am most 
amare Bra it. So far as we can not do it, I am opposed to it, be- 
cause I believe that the ultimate and the immediate welfare of the peo- 
ple of the United States is much more largely concerned in not over- 


stepping the Constitution by what will turn out to be illusory and in- 
effectual and void operations merely forthe reason that there is a pres- 
ent trouble. 

If this bill can be brought within the provisions of impeding just as 
far as we may as a regulation of commerce the movement of the com- 
modities of these it concerns and the arrangement of their transac- 
tions between the different States, as the Senator from Texas had the 
broad idea in his bill, I should certainly be most glad to do it, but as 
the thing now stands it is quite impossible for me—very likely I am 
entirely wrong—but it is quite impossible for me to support it. 

Iam sorry, Mr. President, to have taken the time which I have. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amendment 
last reported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read again. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 4, line 66, section 1, after the word 
“action,” the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted the fol- 
lowing clause: 

Provided, That this act shall not be construed to apply to any arrangements, 
agreements, or combinations between laborers e with a view of lessening 
the number of hours of their labor or of increasing their wages; nor to any ar- 
rangements, agreements, associations, or combinations among persons engaged 
in horticulture or agriculture made with the view of enhancing the price of their 
own agriculturalor horticultural products, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to state in one single sentence 
my opinion in regard to this particular provision. If I correctly under- 
stood the Senator from Vermont—1 did not hear him fully, and very 
likely, hearing only a part of what he said, I did not apprehend it—he 
thought that the applying to laborers in this respect a principle which 
was not applied to persons enga in the commercial transac- 
tions which are chiefly aimed at by this bill was indefensible in prin- 


ciple. Now, it seems to me there is a very broad distinction which, if 
borne in mind, will warrant not only this exception to the general pro- 
vision of the bill, but a great deal of other legislation which we enact, 


or attempt to enact, relating to the matter of labor. 

When you are speaking of providing to regulate the transactions of 
men who are making corners in wheat, or in iron, or in woolen or in 
cotton goods, speculating in them or lawfully dealing in them without 
speculation, you are aiming at a mere commercial transaction, the be- 
ginning and end of which is the making of money for the parties, and 
nothing else. That is the only relation that saction has to the 
State. It is the creation or diffusion or change of ownership of the 
wealth of the community. But when a laborer is trying to raise his 
Ww or is endeavoring to shorten the hours of his labor, he is dealing 
with something that touches closely, more closely than anything else, 
the Government and the character of the state itself, 

The maintenance of a certain standard of profit in dealing in large 
transactions in wheat, or cotton, or wool is a question whether a par- 
ticular merchant or a particular class of merchants shall make money 
or not, or shall deal lawfully or not, shall affect the state injuriously 
or not; but the question whether the standard of the laborer’s wages 
shall be maintained or advanced, or whether the leisure for instruction, 
for improvement, shall be shortened or lengthened, is a question which 
touches the very existence and character of government of the state 
itself. The laborer who is engaged lawfully and usefully and accom- 
plishing his purpose in whole or in part in endeavoring to raise the 
standard of wages is engaged in an occupation the success of which 
makes republican government itself possible and without which the Re- 
public can not in substance, however it may nominally do in form, 
continue to exist. 

I hold, therefore, that as legislators we may constitutionally, prop- 
erly, and wisely allow laborers to make associations, combinations, 
contracts, agreements for the sake of maintaining and advancing their 
wages, in regard to which, as a rule, their contracts are to be made with 
large corporations who are themselves but an association or combina- 
tion or aggregation of capital on the other side. When we are per- 
mitting and even encouraging that, we are permitting and encouraging 
what is not only lawful, wise, and profitable, but absolutely essential 
to the existence of the commonwealth itself. 

When, on the other hand, we are dealing with one of the other classes, 
the combinations aimed at chiefly by this bill, we are dealing with a 
transaction the only purpose of which is to extort from the community, 
monopolize, segregate, and apply to individual use, for ik “i i ot 
individual greed, wealth which ought properly and lawfully and for 
the public interest to be generally diffused over the whole commun- 
ity. 

Without entering upon a general discussion of the merits of this bill, 

it seemed to me proper to make this observation in regard to what, if 
I understand him correctly, had fallen from my honorable and distin- 
guished friend from Vermont. , 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts, 
for whose opinions I have the greatest possible respect, understood me 
quite correctly, as he has stated, and he has stated a great deal better 
and more strongly than I could the value of improving the condition 
of fhe laboring people of the United States, in the sense in which 
he uses that term, as people who earn their daily bread by the work 
of their hands, not having accumulated sufficient capital or not hav- 
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ing had sufficient opportunity to go into business for themselves, I 
agree to all that entirely. But when the laborer, unless he labors for 
himself in his own plant—and then he is not laboring for wages—when 
the wage-earner is to earn wages he must earn them from somebody that 
employs him. That is absolutely in nsable, and it only needs stat- 
ing; it is the merest commonplace. ere must be somebody on the 
other side of what I called a little while ago the equation, They are 
inseparable. 

The laborer can not earn wages by looking at thesky, as beautiful as 
it is; he cannot earn wages by looking at the sea, as deep asitis. He 
must earn wages by finding somebody who can afford—unless he breaks 
and they both go to the bottom—to pay him the price he demands for 
his day’s work. That somebody is a corporation, as the Senator says 
as one illustration. That corporation is only an association of persons. 
There is no corporation in the world and never can de, for business pur- 
pre at any rate, that is not simply a form of association of human 

ings just like the association of the laborers. 

He deals, therefore, on the other side with a human being, and he 
wishes to earn the highest wage he can. If he gets that wage paid to 
him, the thing that he has done must be worth the money that is paid 
to him for doing it or his employer will fail, and then he will have 
nothing to do and the whole business will stop. That sort of thing 
has happened a thousand times, and it is happening every day in every 
State of the Union where an enterprise in which five men, ten men, 
one hundred men, a thousand men and women are engaged in helping 
carry on by the work of their hands, for wages, goes down into the 
bottomless pit of bankruptcy because the amount of wages paid and 
the other expenses of the establishment do not bring ont money enough 
to carry iton on that scale. There is no getting away from that, and 
therefore, if the wage-earner is to command the operation of the stat- 
ute and the wage-payer can not go to the community and to his brother 
manufacturers in the same town and say, ‘‘Let us agree to put up the 
wages of our laborers in all our establishments, as they oils a dollar 
a day more, and let us put the price on ourcommodity that goes out a 
dollar a ton more, or whatever it my be, to make that good so that we 
ean all live and get on,” the two sides of the equation are not on an 
equal footing. 

On the one side you say that is a crime and on the other side you 
say it isa valuable and proper undertaking. That will not do, Mr. 
President. Yon can not get on in that way. It is impossible to sepa- 
rate them; and the principle of it, therefore, is that if one side, no mat- 
ter which it is, is authorized to combine the other side must be author- 
ized to combine, or the thing will break and there will be universal 
bankruptcy. That is what it will come to, and then the laborer, whose 
interest and welfare we are all so really desirous to promote, will turn 
around and justly say to the Senate of the United States, ‘‘ Why did 
you go to such legislation as that? Why did you attempt to stimulate 
and almost require us to combine against our employers, and thus 
break down the whole industry of the country and leave us all beggars? 
When you allowed us to combine and to regulate our why did 
you not allow the products that our hands produced to be raised in 
price by an arrangement, so that everybody that bought them might 
pay the inereased price, and everybody that was making them all around 
for whom we were working could live also?’’ I do not think, as a 
practical thing, Mr. President, that anybody will thank us for making 
a distinction of that kind. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, a word or two which fell from the lips 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] induces me to think 
that he does not comprehend the scope of this bill. In pointing out 
the difference between allowing associations and combinations of labor- 
ers to unite in order to increase their wages and the combinations for- 
bidden by the bill, he spoke of the object of this bill being to reach 
the great monopolistic and capitalistic corporations and associations 
which are oppressing the people. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. I did not. If he will 
allow me I certainly made no such suggestion consciously. 

Mr. PLATT. What did the Senator think was the object of the 
bill? 

Mr. HOAR. Isaid the object of this bill was to prevent the specu- 
lation in and engrossing of wheat and similar commodities. I did not 
speak in that connection of corporations. I said, in speaking generally 
of the lawfulness and propriety of laborers combining in regard to the 
matter of their wages, that the persons with whom they were to con- 
tract were very largely the corporations which were themselves nothing 
but a combination or aggregation of capital for that purpose. I made 
no such suggestion as that corporations were the persons aimed at by 
this bill. That was in a different connection. 

Mr. PLATT. Taking the explanation of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts as he now makes it, that the object of the bill is chiefly to 
reach the transactions of associated capital en in putting up the 
price of wheat and the necessaries of life or put them down, gam- 
bling in them or dealing in them, I want to say that the scope of this 
bill is very much wider and broader than that, and for that reason I 
ean not vote for it. 

If this bill were aimed only at people who are doing wrong, if it 


were aimed only at illegitimate business transactions, if it were aimed 
only at those men and that kind of business which ought to be repressed 
in this country, it would not have a stronger defender or a more en- 
thusiastic supporter than myself. But it is use it is utterly with- 
out discrimination in its provisions that I op’ it. While its support- 
ers say that it is a bill aimed at wro: transactions, at wrongful 
combinations of capital, it is in its very terms a bill which is aimed at 
every business and every business transactionin the United States, and 
if it should reach, repress, restrain, and prevent the wrongful acts of 
wrongful associations and combinations, the benefit that would be 
thereby accomplished would bea hundred,a thousand times outweighed 
by the disastrous effects which it would have upon the legitimate busi- 
ness interests of this country. 

Thatisthefault with thisbill. Itattempts, because itseessome guilty 
persons, to punish all persons, guilty and innocentalike; because certain 
persons in business are doing things which are deemed to be reprehen- 
sible, it would strike an unjust and cruel blow at all business trans- 
actions in the country; and it seems strange, Mr. President, that the 
authors of the bill can not see this. 

Now, take the portion of the bill as it stands to-day which was in 
the original bill reported by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. HOAR. Before my honorable friend proceeds, I should like to 
ask him to do perhaps what he is about to proceed to do, but I wish to 
remark that what I said in response to the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
EDMUNDS] was not intended either as a defense of the bill oran attack 
upon it, but to point out what I thought the Senator from Vermont 
failed to appreciate thoroughly, the distinction between the associations 
of laborers and this class of cases at which this bill aims. 

Now, I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut to point out 


to the Senate and to me what he thinks is prohibited in this bill which , 


is not prohibited by the general common law, as he and I learned it in 
our studies, in regard to such things as are covered by the English 
common law. 

I wish to say in all sincerity that my mind is yet in a state of doubt 
whether I can or not vote for this bill as it is finally left. I think it 
has been improved very much since it was reported, and, on the other 
hand, I have grave doubt whether it is not liable to the objection which 


the Senator has just stated to us, that it attacks what is innocent and - 


lawful and necessary. 

Mr, PLATT. Mr. President, the first section of this bill, which I 
am now commenting on, is complicated and involved, and I desire to 
read, leaving out some things from this section, but leaving out noth- 
ing which in any way changes the effect or the real intent and meani 
of the bill as applied to the persons of whom I am now speaking, and Í 
beg Senators to listen. 

The bill provides that— 

All arrangeme: tracts, rsons, 
tend to prevent Tall aed free See tition ogg a ot pide DAR 
manufacture osar State or Territory of the United States with A parie articles 
of the growth, production, or manufacture by any other State or Territory, and 
all arrangements between such persons which tend to advance the cost to the 
consumer of any such article are hereby declared to be against public policy, 
unlawful, and void. 

That is the real meaning of this bill. That is, all ents what- 
ever looking to the objects which are pointed out in the bill, between 
any two or more persons, are unlawful. In other words, this bill pro- 
ceeds upon the false assumption that all competition is beneficent to 
the country, and that every advance of price is an injury to the country. 
That is the assumption upon which this bill proceeds. There never was 
a greater fallacy in the world. Competition, which this bill provides 
for as between any two persons, must be full and free. Unrestricted 
competition is brutal warfare, and injurious to the whole country. The 
great corporations of this country, the great monopolies of this country 
are every one of them built upon the graves of weaker competitors that 
have been forced to their death by remorseless competition. I am en- 
tirely sick of this idea that the lower the prices are the better for the 
country, and that any effort to advance prices, no matter how low they 
may be, and that any arrangement between persons engaged in business 
to advance prices, no matter how low they may be, is a wrong and ought 
to be repressed and punished. 

The true theory of this matter is that prices should be just and rea- 
sonable and fair, that prices, nc matter who is the producer or what the 
article, should be such as will render a fair return to all persons en- 

ged in its production, a fair profit on capital, on labor, and on every- 
thing else that enters intoits production. When the price of any com- 
modity, I do not care whether it is wheat or iron, I do not care whether 
it is corn or silverware— whenever the price of any commodity is forced 
below that standard, the whole country suffers. We have been run- 
ning to bankruptcy and ruin and distress, But the theory of this bill 
is that, no matter how much the price may have been depressed, no mat- 
ter how losing the business may be, the parties engaged in it must have 
no understanding between themselves by which they will come together 
and say that they will obtain a fair and a fairly remunerative price for 
the article which they produce. That is wicked, the bill says. 

We have five thousand manufacturing establishments in the State of 


Connecticut, or had by the last census, and I think that gentlemen will i 


= 
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hunt up and down that State and its borders without finding many of 
the trusts at which it is said this bill is aimed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Without finding any? 

Mr. PLATT. I said without finding ‘‘many”’ of the trusts, 

Mr. GEORGE. I thought the gentleman said “any.” 

4 Mr. ABRES Without finding many of the trasts at which this bill 
aimed. 

What I mean to say is that the great bulk of manufacturing in Con- 
necticut, both as to the establishments and the amount of production, 
on by men and associations of comparatively small capital, 
most of whom have sprung up from the ranks of labor themselves, 
and who have largely associated with laborers in engaging in their 
business. I do not deny that there may be some trusts there; but the 
bill which is aimed at t trusts reaches every arrangement, all ar- 
rangements, innocent or guilty, which those persons may make under 
any circumstances to preserve themselves from ruin and bankruptcy. 
It reaches more than that: every merchant in the State of Connecticut; 
all business in which persons who are in this deadly, brutal 
warfare which is called competition think it for their advantage to 
come together and obtain fair prices for the articles in which they are 


dealing. 

Mr. AWLEY. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a question ? 
He says the bill reaches all those co: tions and individuals. I want 
to know how it can reach every citizen in Connecticut whose bargain 
shall begin and be carried on and finally consummated in the midst of 
that State ? 

Mr. PLATT. I will show my colleague. 

Mr. HAWLEY. How can it? 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not speaking about that, I find it is very un- 
popular here to refer to any proposed act as not being authorized by 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. GEORGE. And unfashionable. 

Mr, PLATT. And I find that I am liable to considerable criticism 
if I make any argument against this bill because it transcends the con- 
paa power of Congress, and so I am taking the bill as it ison the 
face of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me just one word ? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think the Senator ought to share the unpopularity 
of criticising the bill as being against the Constitution as well as some 
of the balance of us who have convictions that compel us to make those 
criticisms, 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not by any means a very strict constructionist 
of the Constitution; I think in a great many matters I am deemed to 
be extremely liberal in my views of the powers which Congress may 
exercise under the Constitution of the United States; but at the risk of 
unpopularity and of being declared to be unfashionable and of being 
criticised, I will say that in this whole bill, so far as I read it, there is 
but one constitutional provision, and that is that provision of the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] in his amendment which confines the bills 
to personsengaged in transportation—for that is the effect of his amend- 
ment—that uproots the interstate-commerce law, drives that by the 
board, repeals thatlaw. If it be thought by the Senate that that is 
ge policy, I do not object to that on the ground of unconstitutional- 


I am being diverted for the moment from the answer to the ques- 
tion asked by my colleague, but while I am diverted I desire to say 
this: It is not two years since this Senate was exercised over the idea 
that there must be something done to pee the ruinous rate wars 
between railroads or that impending disaster was to be precipitated 
upon the country. And so we provided, in the interstate-commerce act, 

rovisions which we thought would prevent these ruinous rate wars. 
We agreed then that ruinous competition among railroads was not for 
the interest of any portion of the people of this country. We provided 
that if they advanced rates in their joint tariffs they should give ten 
days’ notice; that if they reduced rates by their joint tariffs they 
should give three days’ notice. But here comes this amendment of 
the Senator from Texas, who has been father at least to the in- 
terstate-commerce act, and sweeps that all away and says that if those 
engaged in neg. joint tariffs s ever advance a rate they shall go 
to State n and pay $10,000 fine. That is the effect of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Texas. 

Now let me return to the question asked me by my colleague. He 
asked me how it could be done. I donot think it can, but I propose 
to deal with this bill as it reads. It seizes, lays hold of all articles of 
growth, production, or manufacture of any State which compete with 
similar articles of growth, production, or manufacture of any other 
State. That is what it attempts to lay its hand upon, and that is all- 
inclusive. It takes all articles. You can scarcely find an article of 
commerce, an article of merchandise in any State which does not com- 

te with similar articles which are the growth, production, or manu- 

ture of another State. So then, this bill sweeps in all business. It 
sweeps in the dealing in every article; it sweeps in the transactions of 
every merchant; it sw in the transactions of every manufacturer 
and of every producer. t does it say shall happen, what does it 
say is wrong with regard to such articles? forit includes all articles of 


ents between two or more 
to the consumer of any such ar- 


trade. That all arrangements and 
persons which tend to advance the 
sr is “ hereby declared to be against public policy, unlawful, and 
void. 

Now, I want to illustrate a little. I have just received from the 
commissioner of labor in the State of Connecticut advance sheets of 


his forthcoming report. He has investigated a great many industries 
of the State of Connecticut. He has taken Sy ATAN establish- 
ments in the State of Connecticut, and he has tabulated under different 
heads the result of their business operations in different years, By this 
report I want to show what the result was, during the year 1887, in eight 
representative woolen establishments in the State of Connecticut. They 
employed 1,967 persons. They had a capital of $2,904,404. ‘I'he value 
of their manufactured goods was $3,299,871.21. The value of the stock 
and materials was $2,076,198.47. The cost of manufacture, less rent, 
interest, and taxes was $1, 134,058.76. Rent and interest and taxes 
were $94,585.59. Superintendence, including all non-producezs, was 
$96.696.66. Wages paid were $664,143.77. The gross profits were 
$89,613.98. There were no net profits, but a net loss of $4.971.61. 

Mr. GEORGE. A loss of that much? 

Mr.PLATT. The netJossin the cight establishments was $4,971.61. 

I allude to this for the purpose of showing that here were eight rep- 
resentative woolen establishments in the State of Connecticut that, not 
taking into account the matter of loss by bad debts, lost in that year’s 
business in the aggregate $4,971.61—not a great loss I will 
4 see GEORGE. Is that on the supposition that they collected every 

ebt y 

Mr. PLATT. That is upon the supposition that they collected every 
debt. Nothing is allowed here for loss by bad debts. 

Mr. FRYE. Nothing for the depreciation of the property in the 
mill, either. ; 

Mr. PLATT. No;and I think I am justified in saying that these 
concerns have since lost many thousand dollars by a failure in New 
York, but I speak of it for this: They are running their business at a 
loss; they are making articles to which this bill refers; and this bill 
says that if those eight men should combine to get a fair, living profit 
upon their manufacture, that contract, that agreement is against pub- 
lic policy, unlawful and void, That is but an illustration. It runs 
all through the business of my State and of the United States. 

Ido notlike to vote against this bill. Ibelieve that there are combina- 
tions in this country which are criminal, but I believe that every man 
in business—I do not care whether he is a farmer, a laborer, a miner, 
a sailor, a manufacturer, a merchant—has a right, a legal and a moral 
right, to obtain a fair profit upon his business and his work; and if he 
is driven by fierce competition to a spot where his business is unre- 
munerative, I believe it is his right to combine for the purpose of rais- 
ing prices until they shall be fair and remunerative. bill makes 
no distinction. It says that every combination which has the effect in 
any way to advance prices is illegal and void. The Senator from Ohio 
in the first speech which he made here admitted that there were com- 
binations in which there was no wrong, and yet he leveled his bill at 
them equally with the combinations which are doing wrong. 

I do not believe there is in this country among any class of people a 
real desire that anybody shall do business without receiving a fair 
profit, without receiving a fair remuneration for the capital, skill, and 
work employed in carrying on the business, and I do not believe that 
there is any class of people in this country who, when they face this 
false assumption that cheap prices are the great, beneficent thing for 
the country and think of it, will agree to that proposition. Whenever 
the price of anything is below what it costs to produce it, it ought to 
be raised, and any combination for the purpose of raising it to a point 
where the price is fair and reasonable ought not to be condemned; it 
ought to be encouraged. It will not do, because a few concerns in this 
country are attempting to put prices where they are unreasonable, to 
enrich themselves beyond a fair compensation or equivalent for their 
capital, their skill, and their enterpriss—it will not do to cast ont your 
drag-net and bring within the condemnation of your law all the legit- 
imate business enterprises of the country that are struggling along and 
trying to obtain only fair and reasonable prices for their is, and who 
are giving life to labor, and peace and plenty to the whole land. 

As I said, there is no greater fallacy than that the cheaper prices are 
the better it is for the community. Itis not true. The farmer un- 
derstands it when his wheat or his corn does not bring the cost of pro- 
duction, and this Senate is quick to see it and provide in this bill that 
there may be combinations in such cases. The farmer is not outside 
of the general economic principle. We do notraise wheat in the East; 
we consume it. Why should the Eastern man not be permitted to say, 
then, being a consumer of wheat, according to the theory of this bill, 
that as the price is down you must not raise it; you must not enhance 
the cost of flour tothe consumer. We make nosuch contention as that. 
But there can not be two principles upon which a law shall stand. It 
must stand upon one principle. The theory of this bill is that priees 
must never be adyanced by pos i or more purposes, no matter how 
ruinously low they may be. t theory I denounce as utterly un- 
tenable, as immoral. 

So, Mr. President, I can not vote for this bill in the shape in which 
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I think it will come to a vote or in any shape in which I think it will 
be perfected. I am ready to go to the people of the State of Connecti- 
cut; I have faith and confidence in them; and when I tell them that 
here is a bill which, under the guise of dealing with would 
ptrike a cruel blow at their entire industries, I know that they will see 
itand understand it; and if there be a people anywhere in this country 
who can not understand it it is better for a Senator to answer to his 
judgment and his conscience than it is to answer to their misapprehen- 
sion. s 

I am sorry, Mr. President, that we have not had a bill which had 
been carefully prepared, which had been thoughtfully prepared, which 
had been honestly prepared, to meet the object which we all desire to 
meet. The conduct of this Senate for the past three days—and I make 
no personal allusions—has not been in the line of the honest prepara- 
tion of a bill to prohibit and punish trusts. It has been in the line of 
getting some bill with that title that we might go to the country with. 

questions of whether a bill would be operative, of how it would 
operate, or whether it was within the power of Congress to enact it, 
have been whistled down the wind in this Senate as idle talk, and the 
whole effort has been to getsome bill headed “A bill to punish trusts” 
with which to go to the country. 

The distinguished author of the bill, the Senator in charge of it on 
this floor, when the Senator from Texas proposed his amendment, op- 
posed it, and when the Senator from Kansas proposed his amendment 
ii it and said that it ought to be voted down; and yet the moment 

y were put on the bill he seemed to be as thoroughly anxious for 
the passage of the bill with those amendments upon it as he had been 
of his own. We should legislate better than that. Every effort to 
refer this bill to any committee that would give it careful and honest 
consideration has been voted down in this Senate, and it is better to 
vote the bill down than it is to go to the people with a measure which 
shall resemble the apples which grow in the region of that fated plain 
on which once stood the city of Sodom. We may make this bill look 
like a beautiful remedy; we may call it a bill to punish trusts, but 
when you attempt to put it in operation it will be, 

Like that Dead Sea fruit, 

All ashes to the taste; 
or it will be found to be a blow struck at the legitimate industries 
of the country such as they will not recover from in years and years. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, if it bein order at this time, I 
will move to refer this bill and the amendments to the Committee on 
the Judiciary with instructions to report within twenty days. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] to refer the bill to the 
Committee on the Judiciary with instructions to report within twenty 
days. On that motion the yeas and nays and demanded. 
ee tase! and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded tocall 

e ro 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I transfer the pair 
I have with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr Quay] to the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] and vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], who has been called away from 
the Chamber necessarily. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon], but as he voted the 
other day to refer this bill to the committee I shall yote “yea.” 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam informed that 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts], with whom I have a gen- 
eral pair, would favor this motion. I therefore vote “‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Following the wishes of the Senator in charge of 
the bill, I vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). On this ques- 
tion I am paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], and 
thersfore withdraw my vote. The Senator from Nevada, if present, 
would vote for the reference and I should vote against it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam paired generally with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. McPHERson]. I do not know how he would vote on 
this question so I withhold my vote. Were I free to vote, I should 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ [A pause.] Iam informed that on a similar motion 
yesterday the Senator from New Jersey voted in the affirmative, and 
therefore I feel free to vote. I vote “yea,” 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Barbour, Faulkner, ns, Stanfo: 

x MoMilan, Btockbriige, 
Blackburn, Gibson, T¥organ, Teller, 
Butler, Gray, Pasco, Vest, 
Cameron, Hampton, Payne, Walthall, 
Coke, Platt, Wilson of Md, 
Daniel, Hawley, Ransom, Wolcott. 

Reagan, 


NAYS—23. 
Berry, Edmunds, Moody, Spooner, 
Blir, Farwell, Mo: Squire, 
Chandler, Hale, Paddock, Turpie, 
Coe Hoar, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Pierce, Voorhees, 
Davis, Manderson, Pugh, Washburn, 
Dawes, Mitchell, Sherman, Wilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—23. 

Aldrich, Call, Frye, McPherson, 
Allen, Casey. Gorman, Plumb, 
Allison, Colquitt, Hiscock, Quay, 

k, Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Blodgett, Doiph, Jones of Nevada, Stewart, 
Erown, Evarts, Kenna, 


So the motion to refer the bill to tho Committee on the Judiciary 
with instructions was agreed to. + 
Mr. SPOONER. The vote included the pending amendments? 


law. 

I ask unanimous consent to have read at the desk a not very long ex- 
tract from the last monthly report of the Department of Agriculture 
which bears upon the question we have been considering, that I in- 
tended to have read when I had the honor to address the Senate, but the 
pamphlet was misplaced. Ishould hope that the Associated Press would 
send the substance of it (it is not my speech, but an official document) 
to the newspapers of the country in order that the people engaged in 
agriculture may see what the Department of Agriculture says about 
the causes of the depression in the price of farm products. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the matter may now be pie although the bill has 
been disposed of. 

Mr. PLUMB. What report is it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is the last monthly report of the Department 
of Agriculture. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Vermont? : : 

Mr. COCKRELL. If we give unanimous consent to the reading of 
that one-sided argument it might appear that the Senate was assent- 
ing to the false position takeninit. I simply desire to say that in my 
judgment the article is not correct either in its facts or in its method 
of reasoning, and I do not want, by giving my consent for it to be read 
and printed, to be considered as assenting directly or indirectly to any- 
thing that is said in it, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to say further that while I make no ob- 
jection I look upon the document as gotten up for an occasion and to 
serve & purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The matter referred to will be read, if 
there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

AGRICULTURAL DEPRESSION AND ITS CAUSES, 
There is almost universal complaint among farmers of all nations of the preva- 


lence of low prices. The agricultural depression of Great Britain ey pronat 
been more severe than that of any other nation. A potent cause in case 


ports, France and Germany are somewhat disturbed by similar complaints of 
unremunerative rural industry. Italy has also had occasion to make official in- 
vestigation of the causes of agricultural depression. Other countries are vocal 
with similar cries of dissatisfaction with the proceeds of agricultural labor. So 
the trouble appears to be general in monarchies and republics, whether the 
monetary circulation is gold or silver or paper, and under the influence of vari- 
ous and diverse economic systems. 

Not all countries are in the same depths of distress. In ours farmers and farm 
laborers are doubtless better fed and clothed, able to maintain a higher style of 
living, and enjoy more of the benefits of civilization and culture than of 
any other country. It may be said with absolute truth that in thirty years the 
seale of living has advanced immensely in this country, not equally in all sec- 
tions, but manifestly everywhere. Thereis a tendency toextravagance in town 
life that has been imitated in rural circles, and the natural me png Rea BG 
and precedence, when generally arou , will express itself in on 
with poral conditionsand a determination to overpower all obstacles toad- 
vancement. Thisisahopefnl sign. It isan indication of conscious dignity. It 
is a prophecy of progress. - : 

While, therefore, our own country feels the effect of agricultural depression 
less than almost any other in the world, the reduction in prices of most mip nei 
and in domestic animals and their products, forces a disagreeable compa 
with agricultural valces at their highest, compels reduced expenditure to keep 
outgo subordinate to income, increases the number of unfortunates who ean 
not make “both ends meet,” and reduces the profits of the enterprising and 
skillful who are still able to strike a balance in their favor. Retrenchment is 
notan le alternative, and is therefore delayed until its compulsion is 
imperative and perhaps destructive. ‘The times” are universally regarded 
as “hard " in comparison with more prosperous eras of the t 

It matters not that the prices of implements, utensils, and fabrics, of goods 
desired. by the farmer. have been reduced proportionately; his int ac- 
count, if he has one, is unreduced, and his mortgage is a greater burden folift. 
He sighs for the goodold days of high prices, though they may have been war 
or famine prices, necessarily temporary, and though they may have been the 


his present indebtedness, He naturally resents and deplores low valuation of 
farm products. What are the causes of low prices? They may be various, but 
the prime cause is the operation of the inexorable law of supply and demand. 
Abundance leads inevitably to low prices; scarcity to high pi 
there is fluctuation, a see-saw of prices which increases cost and red 


the competition from all parts of the world unrelieved by any taxation of im- - 


Mr. EDMUNDS. They go with the bill asa matter of parliamentary a 


. 
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have been the motive for settlement and development which have astonished 

the world and caused overproduction and low pa The following statement 

suit bo the increase in thirty years in certain products of the farm, as reported 
y the census: 


COTN......srarccccenernee bushels...| 592, 071, 104 
Wheat .. do......} 100, 485, 

Oats....... 146, 584, 179 
Potatoes 65, 797, 899 
Cotton 2, 469, 093 
Hay....... 13, 838, 642 


r than now. 
During the fi years from 1850 to the present time the cotton product 
in from a little over 2,000,000 bales to more than 7,000,000 bales. Cattle 


have also increased very ey my 8 cows from between 6,000,000 and 7,000,000 to 
about 16,000,000; other cattle from scarcely 12,000,000 to more than 36,000,000. 
While sheep have doubled in numbers the wool production has quadrupled. 
While the milch cows are almost three times as many their average rate of 
yield of milk has probably doubled. 

The improvement of other cattle, through breeding and feeding, has reduced 
the time required for maturity and increased the weight of carcass to such an 
extent that the amount of beef produced annually in proportion to numbers of 
animals kept is immensely in Relative numbers, in comparison with 
the past, in all kinds of domestic pene} have far less significance than im- 
provement in — and quality, in thriftiness and early maturity. 

It is difficult to force a market abroad for a surplus of any product. Every 
nation is seeking to produce its own food, and as far as possible its raw mate- 
rials for extension in all forms of industrial production. The instinct of self- 

reservation compels the adoption of such a policy. This furnishes the motive 
for the corn laws of France and Germany and other continental countries and 
the liawsof Euro nations prohibiting the introduction of our pork products, 

We can not sell our crops as a rule, except to fill the gaps in supply 
that are made by bad seasons or other results of the inevitable or inexorable. 
When Senator Sumner Anas he ogres tolexy an export tax of 20cents per pound 
on tobacco and compel a tribute from foreigners, he was soon convinced by 
practical tobacco men that its only effect would be to destroy our exportation, 
and he at once abandoned the idea. The amount grown in Europe and the 
quantity imported are both regulated by governmental control there, and never 
by Government or growers here, and under the influence of this regulation the 

roportion of our crop exported is declining, being reduced slightly below one- 
fal , and nothing that our Government or growers can do will change this fact. 


Mr, EDMUNDS. Iask the Chief Clerk to read the titleof the pamph- 
let, so that it can be taken down. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


De ent of Agriculture. Reportof the Statistician. New series. Report 
No. Tl. Report on distribution and consumption of corn and wheat, and ou 
freight rates of transportation companies. Published by authority of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture. March, 1890. Washington: Government Printing Office. 
1890. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Now open the report and give the date. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
MARCH REPORT. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, March 15, 189). 
s s © . . 


J. R. DODGE, Statistician. 


To Hon, J. M. Rusk, Secrelary. 


Mr. VEST. I wish to make a personal statement in this connection. 
I wish to state that on the roll-call when the last vote was taken I in- 
advertently cast my vote in the affirmative under the impression that 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], with whom I was paired, had 
voted. I thought that I heard him vote and thought Isaw him on the 
other side of the Chamber. It is proper for me to say that I was under 
that impression at the time. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator’s vote did not change the result. 

Mr. VEST. Itdid not change the result at all. If it had done so, 
Ishould move a reconsideration. It is due to the Senator from Kansas 
to say that he would have voted “nay,” and that I cast my vote, as I 
should have done if he had been present, in the affirmative. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like permission to state that I was out of the 
Chamber for a few moments when the roll was called on the reference 
of the bill which has been under consideration, and I do not know 
whether my pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Brown] 
was announced, Iam pai with the senior Senator from Georgia, 
and if I had been permitted to vote I should have voted egainst the 
reference of the bill. 


ADMISSION OF WYOMING. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had a bill (H. R. 982) to 
vide for the admission of the State of Wyoming into the Union, and 
apir purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
Mr. PLATT. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate the bill just 
received from the House of Representatives. 
The bill (H. R. 982) to provide for the admission of the State of 
wyoming into the Union, and for other purposes was read twice by 
ts 
Mr. PLATT. I move that the bill be printed and lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DEPRESSION OF AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS. 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I simply wish to give notice that on 
Saturday, in the ing hour and immediately after the morning 
business is concluded, I ask the Senate to take up the resolution 
of the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], now upon the 
table, concerning agricultural d on, for the purpose of submit- 


ting some remarks. 
PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS A DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 389) granting pensions to ex-soldiers and sailors who are in- 
capacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for pen- 
sions to dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the pending amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
mens submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], which will 

read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out section 2of the bill 
and to insert in lieu thereof: 

Sec. 2. That all persons who served three months or more in the military or 
naval service of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, and who 
have been honorably discharged therefrom, and who are now or may here- 
after be suffering from mental or physical disability, not the result of theirown 
vicious habits, which incapacitates them for the performance of manual labor, 
shail, upon making due proof of the fact according to such rules and regulations 
as the Secretary of the Interior may provide, be placed upon the list of invalid 
pensioners of the United States, and be entitled to receive $12 month if such 
Diena i be total, that is, equivalent to anchylosis of wrist jolnt, and such pen- 
sion shal] commence from the date of the filing of the application in the Pension 
Office, after the of this act, upon proof that the disability then existed, 
and shall continue at rate du: the existence of the same in the d: 
found to then exist; should such disability, however, be found to exist in a 
degree than total, such disability shall be pensioned at a relative rate to total, 
orarelative poran of $12 per month, except that no rating shall be less than 
$6 per month: vided, That persons who are now receivin ions under 
existing laws or whose claims are pending in the Pension may, by ap- 
plication to the Commissioner of Pensions, in such form as he may prescribe, 
receive the benefits of this act ; and nothing herein contained shall be so con- 
strued as to prevent any ogre? thereunder from prosecuting his claim and 
receiving his pension under any other general or act: however, 
That no person shall receive more than one pension for the same od: And 
provided further, That rank in the service shall not be considered in application 
filed under this act. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, it has been some days since this sub- 
ject was under consideration, and I beg the attention of the Senate 
while I restate the question. 

Under section 2 of the bill, as reported from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, there is absolute contrariety of opinion as to what the result will 
be, either in the total amount to be taken from the Treasury or the effect 
upon the individual pensioner. Two entirely different opinions have 
been expressed by members of the Committee on Pensions in regard to 
its effect. The amendment which I propose has the merit, at least, of 
being definite and certain of accommodating itself to existing practice 
in the Pension Office and to the construction put upon existing law by 
the Secretary of the Interior. Outside of that, my amendment elim- 
AES the dependent provision contained in section 2 of the committee’s 

ill. 

I want to say that, independent of anything else, I sincerely hope 
the Senate will not vote to adopt any section which requires any appli- 
cant for a pension to make a pauper declaration. Ido not use that term 
in any specially offensive sense, but I do say it is offensive to a large 
portion of the men who are entitled to be the beneficiaries of this meas- 
ure; itis unnecessary; it will be demoralizing, and in the Jong run 
will not save a single dollar to the Treasury of the United States. It 
will set in motion agencies of inquiry, of judgment, of discretion, of com- 
parison which will be just as various as the instrumentalities by which 
they are decided. The man who in one locality will be held to be with- 
out the provisions of the law in another locality will be held to be 
within them. The line which is drawn between the person who is de- 
pendent and the person who is not is shadowy and iregular at the 
best, and the place where that line should be drawn will depend upon 
the temper, the disposition, the judgment of the person who draws it. 
It is absolutely impossible that such a law shall be enforced at any 
time in the same way as to inclusion and exclusion in all portions of the 
country. More than that, as this line is shadowy, it would operate to- 
day to exclude a man and to-morrow it would beso drawn as to include 
him. 

There would bea great many self-respecting men who would not take 
advantage of any provision which required them to state that which is 
untrue. There area great many more who would not state even the 
truth in order to get a pension if by so doing they lowered their man- 
hood according totheir own conception of what that was. There would 
then be the spectacle of a large number of people who were entitled by 
reason of their financial condition to the benefit of the bill who would 
not receive it, and we should soon witness the spectacle on the other 
hand of a large number of persons who, according to the construction 
we put npon it to-day, would not be entitled to the benefits of the bill 
who would be receiving its benefits. 

In my judgment, in the long run the charge upon the Treasury in 
the one case would be as great as in the other, but with this disadvantage, 
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so far as the bill is concerned, that we should exclude from its bene- 


ficial oe a very considerable number of e whose self- 

would dictate to them that they should not exhibit their financial 
bility in order to receive a pension. It is introducing a new element 
into the pension laws. Under no circumstances heretofore has.the 
United States attached as a condition to the receipt of a pension the 
pauper declaration on the part.of the recipient. It was not donein re- 
gard to the war of the Revolution, or in regard to the war of 1812, or 
in regard to the war with Mexico. Itis unknown in the laws now upon 
the statute-book as applicable to the veterans of any war. 

It can have no purpose except it be upon the theory thatitis tosave 
money to the Treasury, It has no logical foundation other than that of 
economy, and in my judgment it will not provea measure of economy, 
but will prove a measure of vicious distribution, There is no reason 
why upon the theory which has underlain all the pension laws of the 
United States, which brings to-day within their beneficent purview 
every man who was disabled in the line of duty, whatever his financial 
circumstances may be, we should not continue to apply that rule to 
those who are disabled, but who, by reason of lapse of time or unfortu- 
nate circumstances, are not now able to prove that that disability was 
incurred in the line of duty. I think that every soldier who is now dis- 
abled, who is unable to bear his part in the heatand burden of the day 
in comparison with his fellows, wrecked, broken, lingering by the way- 
side on account of physical disability, is entitled to a pension, and I be- 
lieve that the people of the United States are ready to give it to him. 
I might say that they were ready to do far more, but Iam making what 
I conceive to be a conservative statement. When we lay as the foun- 
dation of the pension laws disability we stand upon solid rock. It is 
logical, inevitable, necessary, and just, and any other discrimination to 
be introduced at this late day not only overturns the whole theory of 
pensions that has existed since the beginning of the entire system, but 
is cae and will lead to infinite trouble, with no correspond- 
ing benefit. 

y should we require the disabled soldier to state and to prove 
that he is unable to support himself? Are we to accept his statement ? 
Notatall. It is to be a matter of proof. The man, then, who can get 
the most neighbors to testify to his financial inability will get a pen- 
sión if he chooses to demean himself to the extent of asserting his own 
inability by making an application. The man who can not thus get 
favor from his neighbors can not make the proof. At once you will 
have men deterred from making the application because those who 
know them best for some reason or other will not make the necessary 
statements. Others who are better situated will get proof galore; there 
will be no trouble whatever; and from the beginning of the execution 
of this p law until the last syllable of time it will be a monu- 
ment of discrimination and a constant enticement to false swearing. 

One of two things we ought to do at this juncture: We ought to 
stand u the laws as they are, requiring every applicant who has 
proved that he is disabled to prove that that disability was incurred in 
the line of duty according to the rules of evidence established by the 
Pension Office, and require all applicants now entered to do that, or 
else we should do nothing unless we are prepared to go the furthest 
step, and, ignoring all question of disability, say that the time has 
come when every man who served in the Army shall have a ion on 
account of that service and on account of no other condition what- 


ever. 

But this bill proceeds upon the theory that there are a class of per- 
sons who are entitled to pensions and who have not yet been able to 
make the proof required by the present laws, and adding to that this 

uirement in regard to the pauper declaration will prevent any con- 
siderable number of those who are most entitled to it from receiving 
the benefit until they become demoralized by example and make dec- 
larations which are either inconsistent with their self-respect or incon- 
sistent with the truth. We have had enough of that already. It 
should not be the purpose of the law to invite anything of that kind. 
It should not be the purpose of the law to draw distinctions which, to 
sensitive minds at least, are degrading. 

One plain distinction constitutes the theory of our pension legisla- 
tion, and that is disability. The declaration of disability does not 
shame a sensitive nature. It touches no man’s pride. It is honest; it 
is consistent with honor, with straightforwardness. The recognition 
of disability as the foundation of pensions is not only just, butit is one 
= those ito which the Government ought not to be willing any 

onger to 

To these propositions in my amendment is added one more, and 
that is that there shall be no pension granted at less than $6 a month. 
Iam not so tenacious about that particular amount, if it should be 
urged that it would constitute a discrimination, but there ought to be 
some limit, because nothing is truer than the declaration made by the 
late Commissioner of Pensions that a pension of a dollar a month or 
two dollars a month is too small to be taken into account. It repre- 
sents nothing substantially of advantage to the recipient, and is a re- 
finement upon this subject which is not only unnecessary, but unjust. 
If $6 is too much, make it $4. I do not think $6 is too much, but 
there ought to be some limitation whereby these infinitesimal ratings 
will disappear. 


The amendment, then, is coherent; it is logical; it is based upon a 
just principle. It disability as the occasion for the pension 
and fixes a decent limit for the rate. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, if the amendment pro by the 
Senator from Kansas should be adopted, in my opinion it practically 
amounts to a service-pension bill. The amendment applies to every 
man who served a certain length of time in the United States Army 
and who may be suffering from oe bag or mental disability, not the 
result of his own vicious habits, which incapacitates him for the per- 
formance of manual labor. It does not say to what extent he shall be 
suffering; it does not define to what extent he shall be incapacitated; 
but if he issuffering from any disability which incapacitates inany 
way for manual labor, then according to the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kansas he is to be put upon the pension-roll. 

Every argument that the RAR Ye made against the original bill 
in regard to false affidavits, in regard to misconstruction, in regard to 
one party being put on and another left out owing to the testimony of 
witnesses as to whether they are incapacitated or not, applies with 
equal force to the amendment which the Senator hi offers. 

If it be the purpose of the Senator from Kansas and of those who 
act with him to place every soldier whoserved in the Union Army upon 
the pension-roll, then I submit that the manly and direct way would 
be to come forward and take the responsibility of passing a bill of that 
arene trey not seek to do indirectly what they dare not do openly 
and publicly. 

I have been told that during the last campaign, throughout the 
Northern States, it was promised the Union soldiers that if the Repub- 
lican party controlled this Congress they should all be placed npon the 
pension-roll; that the surplus which is in the Treasury was theirs, and 
they had a right to have it divided amongst them. If that be the pur- 
pose, then I ask the Senator from Kansas to come forward and say so 
in direct terms, and not seek, under the pretense of an amendment for 
those who are disabled and unable to take care of themselves, to put 
them all on the pension-roll. 

There is no man, I take it, who served in the Union Army, or per- 
haps but very few, who is to-day under forty-four or forty-five years of 
age. Bear in mind this amendment does not require that the disabil- 
ity shall have been incurred during the service, but if it exists to-day 
they will be entitled toa penran and there are 95 per cent. of them 
who can come forward and prove that they are tosome extent incapaci- 
tated for manual labor and suffering under certain disabilities. 

If the Senate is ready to pass a bill giving a service pension to the 
Union soldiers, let it be put in plain and direct words, and do not mis- 
lead the people of the country by saying that we are trying to keep the 
old soldiers out of the poor-house when the object and purpose is to 
put them all non the pension-roll. 

If this is to be done, I think we ought to hear something abont the 
probable cost of an amendment of this character. Already we are pay- 
ing between $90,000,000 and $100,000,000 annually for pensions, and 
still the ery is for more. It was said by the Senator from Minnesota, 
I think, that some eight hundred thousand soldiers are not yet upon 
the pension-roll. I want to know where the revenue is to come from, 
with the enormous expenditures that we are making, if you an 
amendment of this character, which practically puts all upon the pen- 
sion-roll. 

Mr. President, I for one do not believe that is just or fair. I donot 
believe that the time has come when the soldiers have a right to be 
quartered upon the other people of the United States of America. 
While [honor as much as any man the Union soldiers, those who fought 
for their country and those who were wounded in time of battle, yet 
there are other citizens whom it is our duty to care for. As was said 
by the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] a few days ago, dis- 
tress exists throughout this country among the farming and laboring 
classes, and we are standing here to-day and having read statements 
from the ent of Agriculture giving a reason for this distress 
among the farmers of the country; yet the appropriation goes on under 
every pretense whatever to incréase it from year to year, and the tax: 
go on, and there is no reliefand no diminution. : 

I am opposed to the original bill, but the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas is far worse than the bill reported from the Committee on 
Pensions. All that I insist upon is that, if it is the purpose of the Sen- 
ate to put the men on the pension-roll that this amendment would put 
upon it, it should be done in an open, manly, and direct way, to give 
them a service pension, and not to pretend that we are providing for 
those who are unable to take care of themselves, when the real facts are 
that it provides for all classes, without regard to the amount of wealth 
they may have or whether they are dependent or liable to go to the 
almshouses in the country. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, in all the discussion preliminary toleg- 
islation here and in other places on the pension question for the last 
twenty-five years one requisite has in the fore-front of every- 
thing else, and that was that the dependent, the disabled, and the 
maimed Union soldiers should first be provided for by means of pen- 
sion legislation. In the public opinion, in whatever way it has mani- 
fested itself, that has been the precedent idea all thro It is that 
idea upon which our pension legislation has proceeded from 1862 down 
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to the present time, until the Committee on Appropriations of this 
body are now considering a bill from the other House appropriating 
$98,000,000 as an estimate for the expenses for the year to come under 
the pension laws as they now exist. 

Under the instruction of that idea the Committee on Pensions, with 
some experience on this subject, standing in a focus where there is 
converged upon them, perhaps to a greater extent than upon any other 
committee or person, public opinion and criticism, have considered 
peny and considerately, and with a degree of feeling for the soldier 

which I admit no man to exceed the members of that committee, 
all of these various questions, and particularly the one which has been 
eo here by the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 

UMB 


Before entering upon an exposition of the bill, which seems to me 
, owing to the time which has elapsed since it was last up for 
consideration, I wish to correct one misapprehension, the force and 
meaning of one word which is continually harped upon here and else- 
where as casting a stigma upon this legislation. It is said that this is 
a dependent bill, and that is paraphrased by saying that it is a pauper 
bill, and that as a consequence we should be reluctant to place the 
soldiers in the attitude of mendicants in their application for a pension, 
Mr. President, this bili bears no such construction. This bill does 
not say by letter, text, or implication that the applicant must be a pau- 
per oradependentin any sense thatimplies pauperization. It simply re- 
quires, in the language of the bill, that the applicant shall be dependent 
upon his own labor for support. I have yet to learn that an American 
izen who is dependent upon his own labor for support is in any sense 
a pauper. That is the only phrase in the bill to which the criticisms 
the Senator from Kansas are at all applicable, that the laboring man, 
the honest man for all that, if he is dependent upon his labor for sup- 
and has fallen under the influence of a disability which prevents 
from employing his labor in sustaining himself and his family, by 
reason of that de ce upon his labor for support, and not by reason 
of his dependence upon charity, becomes entitled toa pension. That 
is the correct explanation of the bill, and I take great pleasure in res- 
cuing it from any such misinterpretation as I have heard here and 
have seen in the publie press. 
It is necessary, perhaps, to refresh the recollection of Senators while 
I give particular attention to the theory of the bill before referring to 
the remarks of the Senator from Kansas and before criticising his sub- 
stitute for the second section. As I said the other day, the pension 
logislation as it now stands and as it has stood fora period of twenty- 
seven years, requires the disabled soldier who applies for a pension to 
attribute and trace his disability to his military service and prove that 
it was incurred by such service, In the lapse of years which has oc- 
curred since the close of the war, by reason of the death of comrades, 
their separation over this vast land, their disappearance from each other, 
the total severing of ties and communications between most of us who 
were well acquainted in our little organizations at the time, that mode 
of proof has become practically difficult, and in nine cases out of ten 
substantially impossible. So the crying evil in the administration of 
the aiea tants to-day is not as against the justice of the claim, but 
it is the difficulty of filling the measure of proof which by long estab- 
lished rule has been made necessary to establish a claim. 
Acting partly upon that theory, recognizing to its fall degree the 
known fact that few, if any, who served in the war for any length 
. of time came out as well as they were before, and acting upon a more 
idea, however, to which I shall advert in a minute, the bill, 
as reported by the committee, provides that any person, incapacitated 
for the performance of labor in such a degree as to render him unable 
to earn a support and who is depending upon his daily labor for sup- 
port, shall receive a pension. In other words, the bill provides that 
the incapacity may be the result of the illness or casualty of a month 
ago. It ceases to require the soldier to trace by a chain of evidence 
his present ailment to any disability incurred in the service. In that 
the measure is a just measure. It meets present necessities, ac- 
to the experience of the Pension Bureau and of all persons who 
have had anything to do with the administration of the pension laws. 
But it also makes it necessary, prudent, and proper as a matter of 
business consideration ,that a statute which confers a pension by reason 
of a casualty or an illness which may have happened a month ago, 
should be restricted to persons who are in absolute and in present need 
of it by reason of poverty or dependence upon their labor for support. 
Right here begins the point of divergence between the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas and the bill reported by the committee. The 
bill reported by the committee provides that the man who is depend- 
ent upon his labor for support and is incapacitated, no matter when and 
how, in any degree for earning his support, shall be entitled to a pen- 
sion. The amendment as proposed by the Senator from Kansas pro- 
vides that any rea now or who may hereafter suffer from mental or 
physical disability, not the result of his own vicious habits, which 
gnen) tates him forthe performance of manual labor, shall, upon 
proof of the fact, be placed upon the pension-roll. Whom 
that include? It includes everybody who can bring himself within 
the range of any disability whatever, for the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas provides for a grading down from $12 a month for a disa- 


bility which is total and absolute to that disability which may be so 
slight as to hardly admit of measurementand yet whichis large enough 
to give a man a pension of $6 a month if he suffers under it. 

More than that, while the committee’s bill, measuring its justice 
and liberality by the condition of the men whom it is intended to bene- 
fit, does not require these parties to attribute their disease or trace it by 
evidence to the casualties of military service, the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas gives any person who everserved in the Army of the 
United States for a stated period, no matter how slight the disability, 
somewhere from $6 to $12 a month, even if he may have an estate of a 
million dollars, or may be a prosperous farmer, or may be in the pos- 
session of a fixed income, and be in no more need of a pension than the 
most opulent member of the community in which he lives. 

Now, that is the distinction between these measures. Iam not ready 
as a Senator or a citizen, in the present state of pension legislation, to 
to the extent of pensioning under a disability bill (for I hold that the 
time for a seryice-pension bill has not yet arrived) every persca who 
has been a soldier in the Union Army at the rate of somewhere from $@ 
to $12 a mouth, irrespective of his dependence upon his Jabor for his 
support according to his estate in life. 

This is partly a question of sentiment, but is largely a question of 
business. I submitted estimates here the other day carefully prepared, 
and I think as accurate as any estimates can be, based upon such shift- 
ing data as estimates of this kind necessarily are. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Will the Senator give that statement briefly again, 
if he can? 

Mr. DAVIS. The restricted bill which we have prepared would 
make necessary an appropriation, in addition to the one which must 
come to us under existing law, of $36,000,000 in round numbers. The 
Senator from Kansas stated on the Ist of March, in his remarks u 
his amendment, that from 200,000 to 300,000 men would be benefited 
by the amendment. I think more than from two to three hundred 
thousand men of the 800,000 not now on the pension-roll could and 
would come in under its provision. There can scarcely be any man 
who has arrived at the years to which he must have arrived if he served 
in the war of the rebellion who is not under some physical disability 
which in some degree incapacitates or disables him for labor, and if he 
is under some degree of such disability which incapacitates him for 
labor he is entitled to have a graded pension under the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas, and the minimum is $6 a month. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). 
Senator from Minnesota yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator says that his estimate of the cost of the 
bill which he has reported is $36,000,000, Hesupplements that by the 
statement that according to his belief more than 300,000 ex-Union sol- 
diers. out of the 800,000 who are not now borne on the pension-rolis 
will be put on those rolls by means of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. No; by the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. By my amendment? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes. : 
re ME PLUMB. I thought the Senator was talking about the original 

ill, 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir. We have then an estimate of $36,000,000, 
in round numbers, necessary to be appropriated if the bill as it was re- 
ported by the committee is passed. if the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas shall prevail, taking his own estimate, taking, as 
an average between $6 and $12 a month, $9 a month, the very lowest 
that must be averaged according to his estimate submitted here on tho 
1st of March, the appropriation for these pensions for men who do not 
need them must be $18, 000,000 perannum. In other words, we should 
add to the $98,000,000 now under consideration the sum of $54,000,000 
as matter of annual and current expenditure under pension legislation. 

Let us scrutinize the amendment of the Senator from Kansas a little 
more closely in regard toits practical workings. I hayealready called 
the attention of the Senate to the practical operations of the amend- 
ment whereby everybody disabled in however slight a degree must be 
pensioned and can not be pensona at less than $6 per month. How 
is it going to work when this system of grading from $12 down to $6 
a month is attempted to be applied? Of all the causes of seen 
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controversy, decision, appeal, overruling, and coming here for 
legislation in the whole pension business, the chief is the difficulty in 
fixing the grades of pensioners. There were 51,000 cases of ne ira 
invalid pensions filed last year, and there were over 70,000 applica- 
tions for increase filed where pensions had been already allowed. We 
are to be called upon, after pensioning to an enormous amount men who 
do not need it, when we have all this difficulty imposed upon the pen- 
sion administration, aggravating it exceedingly beyond what it now is, 
to ascertain whether a person disabled in any degree less than totally 
shall have $6, $7, $8, and up to $12 a month. 

There is another t in which this amendment is not as benefi- 
cent for the soldier as the bill from the committee. The bill 
reported by the committee provides a pension for any person incapaci- 
tated for the performance of labor in such a degree as to render him un- 
able to earn a support, and if gives that man $12 a month. The fact 
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being established that he is incapacitated in sucha 
him from earning a support, he receives $12 a month ipso facto as a 
liquidated compensation. I say when a man brings himself wi 

the requirements of that provision it is not worth while, it never can 
be worth while, to attempt to grade and scale him according to the de- 
gree of his infirmity. The attempt to do that in the of pen- 
sions from $2 to $8 has proved one of the most calamitous distress- 
ing failures in any legislation concerning pensions. If a man is dis- 
abled and dependent upon his labor for support in such a degree as to 
disable him from earning a support, then, asin the estimate of dam- 
ages by a jury where exact accuracy can not be got at, to reach a fair 
and just sum they set up an arbitrary and a reasonable amount which 
in any case, while it does not fully compensate a man falling within 
its provisions, is given to him as a settlement. 

How does it work under the amendment of the Senator from Kansas ? 
Under the committee’s bill a man may not be totally disabled to get 
$12 a month, but under the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, 
in order that any soldier may reach the maximum of $12 per month, 
he must be totally disabled. 

And be entitled to receive $12 per month if such epee f be total; that is, 
equivalent to anchylosis of wrist joint, and such pension shall commence from 
the date of the filing of the application in the Pension Office, after the 2 
of this act, upon proof that i disability then existed, and shall pR manny at 
that rate during the existence of the same in the degree found to then exist; 
should such disability, however, be found to exist in a less degree than total, 
such disability shall be pensioned at a relative rate to total, or a relative pro- 
portion of $12 per month, except that no rating shall be less than $ô per mouth. 

So you will find a vast crowd of persons entitled to pensions under one 
or the other of these provisions, and in the one case, upon a man showing 
himself unable to earn a support, being incapacitated in such a degree 
as to entitle him to $12, and in the other case being required to prove 
a total incapacity from labor, equivalent to anchylosis of the wrist- 
joint, to obtain that which under any circumstances is very inadequate 
compensation for a man who falls within cither of these provisions. 
You talk about discrimination, you talk about a sense of justice that 
will arise as to men making a comparison with each other; the differ- 
ence between the two propositions is world-wide in favor of the com- 
mittee’s bill. 

See how it will work in another instance. Take the case of a man 
subject to a recurring or intermittent disease, an affection of the eyes 
that may disable him from labor halfadayinevery month. By that fact 
he is nnable to earn his support within the large and general meaning 
of the provisions of the committee’s bill. But under the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas, although he would be unable to earn his 
support, he would not be totally disabled, and therefore the rate must 
be sealed down, perhaps to the minimum pension. 

Mr. President, I have in an imperfect way endeavored to compare these 
measures and to suggest the difference between them, and to state the 
considerations in favor of the bill prepared by the committee. The bill 
which the committee has reported is strictly upon the line of a depend- 
ent bill, not giving a pension to aman because heis a pauper. Nobody 
in the committee ever thought of that. That isa misrepresentation and 
a misconstruction of the language of the bill. It gives it to him because 
he is in that condition in which nine-tenths of the fellow-citizens of the 
man who was a Union soldier are; he is dependent upon his own labor 
for support, not upon ebay, not upon the alms of the neighborhood, 
xot upon the hospitality of the poor-house, as has been suggested; but, 
because he is dependent upon his own labor for support, which dis- 
graces no man in this country, he can come in and have his pension, 
‘provided he is disabled, no matter whether his disability was incurred 

the service or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair calls the attention of the 
chairman ofthe committee having the bill in charge to the fact that the 
committee amendments were adopted only down to section 3. From 
the cammencement of section 3 on through the bill the committee 
amendments have not yet been acted upon. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think it was understood the other day that the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas should be brought up before 
those amendments were acted upon, on the ground that if his amend- 
ment should be adopted it would be a substitute for the entire second 
section. Ishould like toask the Senator from Kansas if I am not cor- 
rect. 

Mr. PLUMB, Ioffered my amendmentas a substitute for the entire 
second section. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is what I thought. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the statements of the Senator from 
Minnesota do notseem to me to be entirely harmonious. He says that 
the bill as reported by the committee will cost$36,000,000 per annum. 
He says that the proposition which I have made in the shape of my 
substitute for section 2 will result in a cost of over $50,000,000 per 
annum, and yet he says that his proposition is much more liberal than 
mine. Iam jens de be conyinced on that point; and until I heard the 
contrariety of opinion expressed by the members of the committee when 
this subject was up before I was in a measure ed that that 
might be the case. I do not know now that it will not be the case, 
because I do not know who will be Commissioner of Pensions. I can 
eonceive if possible to hold under the committee’s bill that any one who 


is disabled in the slightest perceptible degree and who actually labors, 
as, for instance, upon a farm or in a shop, notwithstanding his labor is 
not absolutely necessary for his support, mightstill get $12a month. I 
can conceive it possible that a man upon a farm of a thousand acres who 
labors because he likes to labor, in obedience to the impulse of his 
faculties, and yet who could live without that labor, might still get 
his $12 a month if he labored perceptibly. I can conceive that as pos- 
sible, I can conceive it possible also that under the construction to 
be put upon this bill, and which could not be said to be a violent one, 
the man who is totally dependent upon his daily labor—that is to say, 
having no other thing in the world that in any way contributed to his 
support except the labor of his hands, and who was absolntely bereft 
of everything else, and whose failure to support himself was the result 
of disability—would be the only man who would receive the benefit. 
In the one case the bill would put upon the pension-roll probably 300,- 
000 or 400,000 men. In the other case it might not put upon the pen- 
sion-roll 50,000 men. Noone knows how the bill is going to be con- 
strued. I will venture to say that there would be bound to be two 
opposite opinions upon it in every assemblage of men. I do not be- 
lieve any man could nearly tell how the bill would be construed by 
some future Commissioner of Pensions. 

I want to make the measure definite. Iwant to give to the man who 
is getting $8 a month now on account of what is called total disability, 
being a disability equal to anchylosis of the wrist-joint, $12 a mon 
I want to give to the man who is disabled below thatan amountratably ` 
down to $6 a month. I prefer that because, in the first place, it can 
not be doubted what that means precisely. Every element in it has 
been a subject of construction under the present and past administra- 
tions of the Pension Office, No question of a financial condition which 
may be conceived, no question of a financial condition which may be 
exaggerated, will ever come in but the one question, and the only ques- 
tion will be the degree of disability, and that is to be settled, as it must 
necessarily be, as it is now, by a medical examination held for the 


pu 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] ap to be somewhat at 
variance with the Senator from Minnesota. He says that my amend- 
ment is in effect a service-pension bill. That only shows that the Sen- 
ator did not read the amendment. It gives no pension except for dis- 
ability, and unless the Senator is prepared to state that all the men who 
were in the Union Army are disabled, then it is in no sense a service- 
pension bill. 

Mr. BERRY, Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I said that it does not specify the amount of disabil- 
ity that shall be required, and that of the men who served in the Army 
95 per cent. at least can prove to-day that they are more or less inca- 
pacitated by reason of ill-health, age, and otherwise, and practically 
that they can all prove enough to put themselves upon the pension-roll 
under the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. Then, if that be true, there is a construc- 
tion under which they can go upon the pension-roll under the bill ot 
the committee as well. Ido not object to the Senator’s characteriza- 
tion of my amendment as being practically a service pension. If it 
shall be shown that all these men are disabled, then all will be entitled 
to the benefits of the measure. But it fixes a rating of $12 a month 
for disability thoroughly well understood and recognized now in the 
practice of the office as pennone under the existing law at $9 a 
month, and grades from that down to $6 a month, 

But, Mr. President, the reproach of the Senator from Arkansas is not 
enough to deter me from presenting this matter. He seemed to think 
that it was designed not candidly, but uncandidly, not to be exactly 
what it appeared to be on its surface, but something else, and a covert 
way of redeeminga pledge which he says somebody made on the stump. 
I will acquit him from having made any such pledge on the stump. 
He, at least, will have no occasion to take anything back. 

I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota if he is entirely cer- 
tain that the language which is in the bill of the committee means total 
dependence upon daily labor or only partial dependence? I should 
like to have the committee polled and put the construction of that com- 
mittee into the RECORD, in order that it may go along with the pas- 
sage of the Jaw, so that if it be passed we shall know what it means. 
If I could believe it was one way I might support it. If I believed it 
was the other way I should not support it. I want, as far as possible, 
precision, nobody to be cheated, and no reproach to fall upon this body, 
either by the general public or by the beneficiaries of the bill, that some- 
thing was passed which the Senate did not understand the purport of. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I shall only submit a few re- 
marks in explanation of the position which I have taken upon this bill 
as a member of the Committee on Pensions. It fell to my lot to beas- 
signed, as representing the minority upon that committee, as one of the 
subcommittee to consider several bills that were then before the com- 
mittee in reference to dependent pensions. In the performance of that 
duty the subcommittee took into consideration all the several bills be- 
fore fhem, and adopted as the groundwork of the bill which they con- 
cluded to the bill introduced by the Senator from Minnesota, 
adding to it such amendments as are found in the bill in italics. 
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The basis of my action on that bill may be very briefly stated. In 
the first place, the pension laws of the United States are exceedingly 
liberal and fair. In the examination of the questions suggested by the 
several bills before the committee we were induced to look with favor 
upon the appeal made to Congress by this class of veterans. We found 
from our experience in that committee that hundreds of cases were 
coming before the Bureau of Pensions in which it was impossible to 
show that the disability originated in the line of duty because of some 
technical defect in the proof as to the pian of the disability, although 
the proof of disability was clear. For this reason the pension was re- 

ected. 

: Having heretofore provided by law for all the cases of those who suf- 
fered from a disability by reason of injuries or disease incurred in the 
line of duty, the next proposition that commanded the attention of the 
committee was the bill making provision for those men who had sacri- 
ficed as much for their country and who had suffered as many hard- 
ships in the line of duty as those who were receiving pensions from the 
Treasury of the United States, but who, because of the technical question 
of not being able to trace the disability as having been incurred in the 
line of duty, were deprived of this meager support or assistance given 
by the Government. 

Mr. President, the committee, as stated by the chairman, did not 
believe the time had yet arrived when a service pension would be 
proper, but they were of opinion that it was, the duty of the Govern- 
ment, acting on behalf of the people of this country, to take care of those 
soldiers who are suffering equal disability with those who are now being 

oned, but who could not furnish satisfactory proof to the Pension 

areau in tracing the disability to an injury incurred in the line of 

veg The committee, with this view, formulated this bill, with its 
tations. 

All such legislation is necessarily indefinite. It must rest at last on 
the construction given to its general terms by the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. 

The amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas is equally in- 
definite. The provision of the bill is: 


Suffering from mental or physical disability, not the result of their own vi- 
cious habits, which incapacitates them for the performance of labor— 


Instead of ‘manual labor,” with this limitation and direction to 
the Commissioner in the construction of that language— 


in such a degree as to render thom unable to earn a support, and who are de- 
pendent upon their daily labor for support. 


Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas desires to know what is the 
m of each member of the committee of this particular lan- 
guage. Ido not mean to say that when the Pension Bureau comes to 
construe these terms it will require an absolute and total incapacity 
to be shown before allowing the pension. Ido not think that the 
admits of that construction; but in order to pension a person 
under this Jangange it will be necessary for the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions to be satisfied that the incapacity from the performance of labor 
is of such a degree that the person applying for a pension is not in a 
condition either by manual or mental labor to earn a wre If the 
claimant is so affected by the disability which exists that he can not 
earn a support ‘‘and isdependent upon his daily labor for support,” 
under the evidence presented to the Bureau the pension attaches and 
the Commissioner is constrained to allow it, That is my construction 
of the lan employed by the bill in its description of the condi- 
tions which will entitle the applicant to a pension, 

The affirmative decisions of these two questions are essential before 
the pension can be allowed. But, Mr. President, who would have 
btn id that any Senator upon this floor or any citizen in this country 
would have construed the terms used in this bill as placing the pension 
pape in the position ofa pauper? Sir, the right he derives under 

bill is the same right he would derive under any pension law of 
the United States. It is derived from the implied contract that when 
he enlisted in the service of the Government forthe pu of its pro- 
tection the Government impliedly agent that if inj or disabled in 
itsservice he should have a reasonable recompense or compensation for 
theinjury suffered. Nota full compensation, not acomplete indemnity 
for the injury suffered and sacrifices made for his country, because, sir, 
it would bean absolute im: bility for any government to do that, but 
it was impliedly agreed that he should, if disabled, be given a reason- 
able, fair, legao com tion as a recompense for the disabilities 
which he had incurred. It is not placing him in the attitude ofa pau- 
per nor in the attitude of a person claiming a charity, as I understand 
the proposed Jaw or the present pension laws of the United States. It 
is the execution of the implied contract upon the part of the Govern- 
ment, made with its citizens who enlisted for its defense, that a rea- 
sonable and fair compensation would be paid in the form of pensions 
to those disabled in its service. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator state the degree of dependence he 
Ses to be necessary to enable a person to get $12 a month under this 

Mr. FAULKNER, I could best illustrate that by saying that I 
would not suppose, for example, that the Senator from Kansas would 


apply. 
Mr. PLUMB. Iam not talking about who will apply. I am talk- 


ing about the application of the word ‘‘dependent”’ to the men who 


shall apply. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I presume that the la e “dependent upon 
their daily labor for support’’ (the word ‘* manual” having been 
struck out by the committee) would apply to any one who was en- 
gaged in either mental or physical occupation and who depended on 
his daily labor for his support. For example, the Rothschilds of our 
country, the Croesuses, who have an unbounded amount of wealth, who 
may have served their country and perhaps may have suffered some 
disability, would not come within the purview of the provisions of the 
bill, butany man who is dependent upon his daily labor, either men- 
tal or physical, for his support would come fairly within its provisions 
if his incapacity was such ‘‘as to render him unable to earn asupport.”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. Can the Senator say what he thinks about the degree 
of dependence, if he is willing to get a little closer than the Roth- 
schilds in this matter? 

Mr, FAULKNER. Ido not see that there is any degree abont it. 
I do not sce that it admits of the question of degree when it eomes to 
that. It is that he is dependent upon his daily labor, either mental or 
physical, for his support. That fact being proven, the pension attaches 
at once, the other conditions having been shown. 

Inthe language of theamendmentof the Senator from Kansas, ‘* which 
incapacitates them for the performance of manual labor,’’ I object to 
the word ‘‘ manual,” as I did in the original bill. I seeno reason why 
if a man is disabled the Government should not give him a pension 
although he is a person who earns his living with his brain instead of 
his hand, if he can not earn a support by reason of the disability which 
affects that mental capacity the same as in the case where he is earning 
his support by manual labor. 

Mr.PLUMB, TheSenator willsee that the question of support in my 
amendment is not involved in the question of manual labor at all. That 
is merely a description, A person is to be incapacitated for the per- 
formanceof manuallabor. That is the general description of his phys- 
ical condition, and in the succeeding lines it is stated exactly how that 
disability shall be rated. If it is equal to anchylosis of the wrist-joint, 
it is to be compensated for at the rate of $12 per month, and if below 
that, then as a matter of course it is to have a lower rating down to $6 
per month, but it is notinvolved in the question as to whether that in- 
ability to do manual labor disqualifies a person from earning a support 
or makes him dependent in any sense. 

Mr. FAULKNER. But I will ask the Senator whether his amend- 
ment does not exclude from the benefit any one who is incapacitated 
who does not earn his support by manual labor? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all, 

Mr, FAULKNER. Why does it not? 

Mr. PLUMB. Because it does not; It provides simply as to phys- 
ical incapacity, but it does not relate to what a man may be doing. 
He may be doing mental labor and yet be disabled physically to the 
equivalent of anchylosis of the wrist-joint, and no matter what he is 
doing he gets his pension. 

Mr. FAULKN R. Suppose he is disabled by reason of mental disa- 
bility, and not physical disability ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is so stated. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator distinguishes between mental and 

manual, because the use of the word ‘‘ manual’? must have some mean- 
ing, and it can only be as drawing a distinction between mental and 
manual, 
Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will see that in the preceding lines the 
word ‘‘mental’’ is used. If he will look at line 5, he will find the 
provision is that, if the person is suffering from mental or physical dis- 
ability which disqualifies him to a certain extent, then he is entitled 
to the benefit of the proposed act. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Sut under this amendment, I hold, the appli- 
cant would have to show, first, that he is suffering from mental or 

hysical disability and, second, that it incapacitates him for manual 

anos Now, I say that a man may be engaged in an occupation by 

which he earns a livelihood while he himself would not be actually en- 
in manual labor. 

r, PLUMB. If the Senator is so tenacious about the word “ man- 

ual,” I will consent that it be stricken ont. I am glad to get together 


with him on that point. 
Mr. FAULK The committee struck it out for that reason from 
their bill. I did not hear the Senator’s last remark. 


Mr. PLUMB. Isay Iam very glad to get together with the Senator 
upon that point. 

Mr. FAULKNER, The Senator from Kansas is with me on that 
point, and he could have been with me from the first if he had sup- 
ported the bill of the committee, because the committee had that lan- 
guage stricken off the original bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not what the committee struck out, but what it 
inserted that I object to. d 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I believe I have nothing more 
to refer to in the remarks of the Senator from Kansas, but I felt that 
it was my duty to myself and to the committee to repudiate the idea 
which had been thrown out by the Senator from Kansas that the bill 
placed any soldier who comes within the purview of its provisions in 
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the position of a pauper, that is, I mean, a pauper in the sense that he 


is receiving a charity from the United States Government, to which 
he has no Jegal or moral claim except—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senator can not = me in a false 
pee in that way. It is not the character of the obligation to which 

referred. I agree with him that this is the di of an obliga- 
tion on the part of the Government to the soldier. Itis the character 
in which the Government puts him in order that he may receive what 
he is entitled to that I object to. It puts him in the attitude of a sup- 
pliant and of making what a large majority of men, I fear, a great 
many of them, I know, will believe to be a degrading admission. I 
have just been in another capacity investigating a question about the 
propriety of the purchase of school books by a local government, and 

t is stated upon the documents in that case that ts who are now 
entitled to receive books upon making the statement that they are not 
able to buy them shrink from making that declaration, although they 
are unable to buy them, and sometimes even keep their children out 
of school rather than make the declaration that they are not able to buy 
the school books. 

In this case the applicant has to declare that he is incapacitated to 
perform manual labor in such a degree as torender him unable to sup- 
‘port himself, and further that he is dependent upon his daily labor for 
support, the very declaration which, according to the superintendent of 
schools of this city, hundreds of parents must make in order to receive 
‘school-books for the benefit of their children. 

Mr, FAULKNER, Iask the Senator from Kansas whether any diffi- 
culty has heretofore been found in inducing persons to make Sed arn 
tion because of that sensitiveness to which he alludes under existing 
Jaws which require similar proof. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no such provision in any existing law. 

Mr, FAULKNER. Notas to the soldier, but as to the dependent 


ts. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is an entirely different question. 

Mr. FAULKNER. They have norights except such as come through 
the soldier, and yet there has been no sensitiveness in introducing 
proof of dependency both before the bureau and before the committees 
of Congress. I will state further, for the information of the Senator 
from Kansas, that in a number of bills which have been before the 
Committee on Pensions, of which I have been a member for three years, 
for relief in cases not reached by existing laws, but which are so meri- 
torious that the appeal to the legislative discretion of Congress is en- 
tertained and the case treated as exceptionable, yet the committee 
uniformly requires the most complete proof of the necessity for the 
donation from the Government, as in such cases there is no legal claim 
upon the Treasury. 

Mr. PLUMB. That marks the whole difference in these two cases, 
In one case there is a contract, at any rate a fairly implied obligation, 
which the Government can not shirk, as it has no desire todo. The 
other is something which the Government gives as an endowment, 
practically as a gift, a recognition, of course, of the moral obligation 
growing out of the service of a son, but in the other case the party him- 
self is entitled to it. We all agree to that, and yet you propose in the 
bill to require him to make these declarations as to his financial in- 
ability and his dependence of acharacter which would highly offend 
many who are not oversensitive. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will ask the Senator from Kansas whether he 
understands that the implied obligation on the part of the Government 
to furnish a reasonable and fair pension extends farther than to the 
payment of a reasonable and fair pension to one who was disabled in 
the line of duty and in the service of his country. 

Mr. PLUMB. That depends. ‘In the first place, this bill only says 
in substance, and my amendment only says in substance, that we give 
the man the benefit of the presumption that he was disabled in the line 
of duty. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I beg pardon; the bill does not go upon any 
such theory. There is no presumption about it, but the of disa- 
bility, not the result of his own vicious habits, entitles toa pen- 


sion if the other conditions are shown. 

Mr. PLUMB, But the Senator himself in his very succinct state- 
ment at the outset of his speech said he had ascertained, what we all 
know, that there was an abundance of cases where the was un- 
COA Ree in the line of duty, but could not make the technical 
proof, e law now proposes to step in and merely give him the benefit 
of the presumption, and while undoubtedly in its sweeping character 
it will embrace some others, at the same time only asmall percentage, 
no doubt in such a way that there will be only exceptions enough to 
provetherule. This, therefore, proceeds upon the theory of obligation, 
and if it does not then the Senator’s idea of contract entirely disa 
and he might as well apply ‘‘gift’’ to this class of pensions as to the 
pensions of dependent parents. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, I never sypia theterm “gift” to depend- 
ent parents. I applied the term “‘gift’’ to those persons who applied 
for pensions and whose cases were so meritorious that for reasons satis- 
factory to Congress the appeal was entertained and their prayer granted, 


although there existed no law justifying the bureau in = 
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amay required the proof of dependence as a prerequisite to favorable 
on. s 

Mr. President, the war ended twenty-five years ago. Most of the 
men who were in thé service were men between twenty-one and forty 
to fifty years of age. We recognize the fact that owing to the time 
which has elapsed since the war they have aged and become enfeebled, 
not in the case of the Senator from Kamins perhaps, because he was a 
young man when he went intothe service, but in the majority of cases; 
engage & disabilities which have been gradually increasing from 
1866 on to this time are beginning to be seriously felt. Congress is 
justified in taking the position that, although the disability from which 
those parties are suffering can not be traced directly to the service and 
as having been incurred in the line of duty, the fact that the hardship 
they endured and the suffering incident to the service must necessarily 
produce their effect on the physical system gives a firm support to 
the assumption that that disability has resulted from that service, and 
under this bill we propose to give thein the benefit of that presumption 
and allow them a reasonable pension upon making proof that they 
“are dependent upon their daily labor for support.’’ 

Then the bill meets another very urgent demand that has been made 
here, and which appeals strongly to every citizen of the United States: 
that men who have sacrificed their health in the service of their country 
should remain no longer in the poor-houses of our counties. There are 
twenty-odd thousand of those men, and their appeal for relief touches 
a responsive chord in the heart of every patriotic American citizen to 
relieve them from the conditions and bilities which attach to their 
receiving assistance from their respective counties, and a just public 
sentiment demands that they be furnished an amount that will enable 
them to leave such houses and by economy live comfortably the bal- 
ance of their lives. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I have concurred in the provisions 
of this bill. Iam frank to say that I do it with pleasure, and I do not 
hesitate to indorse it as framed by this committee. One or two provis- 
ions other than those I have alluded to were a little broader than I 
should have cared to formulate, because I did not think the obligation 
on the part of the Government was as great in those cases as it is under 
the second section to those affected by it, but in all other respects I 
approve of the bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill in 
the nature of a substitute for the second section, which I should like 
tohaveprinted. Assuming, as I do, that no final action will be reached 
by the Senate this evening upon the bill, I should like to have the 
amendment printed in order that it may be considered in due time. 

Mr. DAVIS. What is the amendment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will state for the information of the Senate 
the theory upon which my amendment proceeds, 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it be read. 3 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well, let the amendment be read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to substitute for the second sec- 
tion of the bill: 

That all persons who served three months or more in the military or naval 
service of the United States during the late war of the rebellion and who have 
been honorably discharged therefrom, and who are now or may hereafter be 
suffering from mental or physical disability, not the resultof their own vicious 
habits, which incapacitates them from the performance of labor in such a d 
as to render them unable to earn a support, and who are dependent upon ir 
daily labor for support, shall, upon making due proof of the fact according to 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may provide, be 
placed upon the list of invalid pensioners of the United States and be entitled 
to receive $i2 per month if such disability be total; that is, equivalent to an- 
chylosis of the wrist joint; and said pension is hereby made di bte upon that 
basis for any less degree of disability than total, in which case such disability 


shall be pensioned ata relative proportion of $12 per month, except that no 
rating shall be less than $6 per eo s 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I have expressed a desire since 
this debate began to have some bill prepared and submitted to the Sen- 
ate for which I could vote. I haverepeatedly heard the question asked 
of the honorable Senator who has charge of the bill before the Senate 
as to his own interpretation respecting the amount of disability which 
would be necessary in order to enable an applicant for a ion to re- 
ceive $12 per month under this bill. I have noticed in all cases when 
these questions were asked him that he has refrained from giving his 
opinion; he has been entirely speechless. I have further noticed, how- 
ever, that no less than four members of the Committee on Pensions 
have expressed their opinion that it made no difference whatever as to 
the measure of disability with which the applicant was affected, he 
would be entitled to receive under this bill $12 per month. . Now, sir, 
I object to that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator did not understand that my answer 
was to that effect? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I did not hear the first of the Senator’sremark, 
but I do remember that as he closed his remarks he gave his express 
sanction to the bill reported by the committee. Am I correct? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes. 

Mr.McPHERSON. Very well. Now, take the case ofa person who 
has borne the burdens and heat of the day, who has been in the midst 
of the conflict, who has suffered disability by wounds or by sickness, 
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and who is to-day totally disabled, who has stood before the door of 
the Pension Office for the past fifteen or twenty years asking for relief. 
Under the law the Pension Department has been unable to give him the 
relief because he was not able to make the necessary proofs by which 
under the law the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of 
Pensions could grant him relief. I am informed that there are 200,000 
of those cases now upon the list, not upon the pension-rolls, but upon 
the list begging for pensions. Ofthatnamber hundreds and thousands 
are totally disabled. I am not willing that a man who has dodged 
under a band-wagon during the fight, who hasskulked away, who has 
been a deserter, if you please, shall come in to-day because of his dis- 
ability from any cause, whatever it may be, and get the same pension 
that is to be given to the men whom I have described. It is very dif- 
ficult to distinguish whether the disability that afflicts a man to-day is 
not resulting more or less from his own vicious habits, and I take it 
that the Commissioner of Pensions would hardly take the trouble to 
ascertain whether the applicant met the full requirements of this bill 
or not, but would grant him a pension. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the Senator from New Jersey to yield to 
me a moment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I yield. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not understand the Senator when he says 
that under this bill a deserter would be pensioned. If a deserter is an 
honorably discharged soldier, then I could understand him, but that 
has not been my understanding of an honorably discharged soldier. 

Mr. McPHERSON. There have been plenty of soldiers who have 
been restored, who have been given a discharge since the war, who were 
not honorably discharged at the close of it. Then I will withdraw the 
word ‘‘deserter.”’ There were plenty of soldiers who skulked in the 
war and did not perform their duty. That isknown to everybody. I 
do not su that it isat all any new subject. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the Senator to yield to me again. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Even admitting those cases in which the person 
has been restored by reason of a special act of Congress or by the gen- 
eral law which gave the Secretary of War that authority, was it not 
for good and satisfactory reasons that the technical charge of desertion 
made against those men was removed ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not refer to what took place subsequently 
atall. Everybody knows that those who went into the conflict suf- 
fered, as a matter of course, far more than those who kept out of it. 
Take a man who is totally disabled under the construction of the law 
as to-day construed by the Pension Bureau. Theamendmentof the 
Senator from Kansas fixes the limit of total disability at anchylosis of 
the wrist-joint. Very well; we will call that total disability. Now, 
my amendment proceeds to give that man a pension of $12 per month, 
and as to all disability less than total disability it grades him down to 
$6amonth. If, under the committee’s bill, a soldier who has performed 
any service whatever is perceptibly injured to such an extent that he 
can not earn a full support, he is entitled to $12 a month. 

I want to ask the Senator from West Virginia and the chairman of 
the committee, who has of this bill, if there is any justice or 
equity in pensioning one soldier who is only perceptibly injured at $12 
per month while you give to the man who is totally disabled but $12 
per month? There is a distinction drawn between the two men, and 
you call it a dependent-pension bill. You make no measure of de- 
pendence in the bill whatever. A man who is able to earn four-fifths 
of a ri to state it in that way, is to get from the Government 
under bill exactly as much as the man who is totally disabled and 
who can earn nothing. Is that the principle upon which you propose 
to base pension legislation and call it fair? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is not theprinciple upon which we propose to 
base pension legislation generally. The Senator from New Jersey can 
see from this bill that the person is not rated according to his disabil- 
ity. That is, a total disability under the general laws is much greater 
and larger in its monthly payments than $12 a month. Ifa person to- 
tally disabled could, undersome of the general laws, show that he was 
injured or incurred the disease in the line of duty he would be receiy- 
ing $75 a month, but in this case he would only receive $12 a month. 
Tt was because it was a case in which the Government had let up upon 
the severe rules of evidence required in the other law that it could put 
them all upon the same plane of $12 a month. 

Mr. MePHERSON. Very well, Mr. President. Now I understand 
the Senator’s position exactly. The Pension Department can pension 
nobody who can not make the necessary proof under the law, and 
therefore, as I say, 200,000 applicants have been prevented from getting 
any pension at all. Then why does not the Congress of the United 
States constitute itself into a court of equity, as it has the power to do? 
Let us take up these individual cases and grant pensions in proportion 
to the measure of disability upon the proof that the applicant is able to 
give. If theapplicant fails to make it appear to the Pension Depart- 
ment that he is entitled to a pension, let him appear with such proofs 
as he can make before the Pension Committee, and let him get good 
and full justicein his case, There would be no merit in the bill, I 


submit to the Senator from West Virginia, if there were not some pen- 
sioners for the same amount of disability receiving more than $12 per 
month ; but certainly you have no right to strike a balance as between 
justice and injustice and fix the rate of one man at $12 per month 
while another, who is not entitled, either by law or equity, to the 
bounty of this Government at all is to receive the same sum. 

My amendment proposes to grade the disability between $12a month 
and $6 a month in proportion to the limit of disability. I retain all 
the features of the committee’s bill, all the phraseology. All the 
proofs that the committee require, I require in my amendment. I fix 
a limit, which is total disability, as required by the Pension Depart- 
ment to-day, fixing the maximum limit at $12a month. Then I grade 
it from $12 a month down to $6, and I say there is a sufficient limit by 
which justice and equity can be dòne to each and every individual ap- 
plicant fora pension. I am not willing that there should be any such 
invidious work done by Congress with respect to pensions. A whole 
mass of people have applied for years, as I said before, who have stood 
at the door of the Pension Department unable to make the n 
proofs that the department and the law required; but they were able, 
thousands of them, to come here before this body and the body at the 
other end of this Capitol and convince Congress that there was proof 
onongh and testimony enough to entitle them to pensions, and they 
have placed upon the pension-roll by order of Congress. 

I want to know if there is any justice or fairness on the gart of the 
committee in regard to a man who has fought through the war, who 
has suffered wounds and sickness and distress. Is that man to stand 
upon the pension-rolls of this country upon the same level exactly with 
the man who, perhaps only a part of the time, you may say for only 
three months, was in the Army? Hundreds and thousands and tens 
of thousands of three-months men who went out never saw an engage- 
ment. But after twenty-five years have elapsed, and with all that may 
arise incident to the destruction of health and strength and power to 
earn a support, they come here and under the committee’s bill they are 
to receive just as much pension as the man who could not get it from 
the Department who suffered for four long yearsin the war. I should 
think that the soldier himself would feel that the Congress of the United 
States had treated him very badly. Ido not believe that there isa 
soldier in this country disabled either to a greater or lesser degree who 
would not say to-day that that is a most unjust and unprincipled way 
of dealing with this great subject. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I have offered my amendment, which I 
should like to have printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey to formally offer the amendment now ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I offer it as a substitute for the second section 
of the bill, only upon the idea that the committee would not expect 
the vote to be taken to-night upon the bill and thatit might be printed 
and go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an amendment already pend- 
ing to section 2, and the Chair supposes the Senator from New Jersey ` 
offers his as an amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes,sir; Ido. The Chair, I suppose, is referring 
to the substitute of the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, the substitute of the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I offer mine asa substitute for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, I shall occupy the attention of the 
Senate but a few moments. I understand that the chairman of the 
committee who has charge of the bill is desirous of having the ques- 
tion upon the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [| Mr. 
PLUMB] disposed of before we adjourn, but I trust that I shall be 
permitted to say that Iam unwilling to be putin the attitude, or that 
the Pension Committee shall be put in the attitude, of differing with 
the Senator from Kansas upon the substantial purpose which we all 
have in view. 

There are, generally speaking, three great classes into which the ex- 
soldiers are divided, so faras pensions are concerned. First, those who 
incurred disability during their service or by reason of the service. 
Second, those who are unable to support themselves through some dis- 
ability acquired since the service or in the service which can not be es- 
tablished as having been there incurred. Third, the great mass of the 
soldiers who are neither needy nor have suffered any disability. The 
first class have been pensioned. The present laws provide for the pen- 
sioning of those who incurred disability in the service without regard 
to their necessities, without regard to their condition in life, and with- 
out regard to their estate. Nobody can question the propriety of that. 
People will not differ with reference to such a policy. ‘The next class, 
those who are suffering from disability, and also are necessitous, are 
the ones who are attempted to be provided for in this bill. They are 
not necessitous to the extent of being subject to be branded offensively 
as paupers, by any manner of means, but they are those who, through the 
vicissitudes of life, through the age which is creeping upon them, or 

h other means, haye become unable to support themselves by the 
labor upon which they are dependent for support. The third class, 
the great mass of legislators and people of this country I apprehend 
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are not ready to pension. That would involve simply a service pen- | is the proper legislation that ought to be effected by Congress at this 


sion. Someof us are willing to go to the extent of ting at once 
service pension covering every case. I have declared Sacehetiore in the 
discussion upon this bill that I am willing to go to that extent. 

I believe that the resources of this country will be found to sustain 
- such a provision; butI am willing to yield my judgment, to yield my 
action, to those who have had these long and disti hed years of 
experience in the Congress of the nation. I am willing to accept the 
views of those men who believe that such a measure will not meet with 
universal public commendation, 

Then the next proposition, if that can not be adopted as the policy, 
is to pension the second class. The committee has undertaken to doit 
in this bill. I believe, and the committee believe, that it would meet 
with universal commendation; that it would meet with the approval 
of the country if those soldiers who are dependent upon their labor and 
who can not perform that labor should receive at least the sum fixed 
by the committee as an aid and assistance to them, as a partial com- 

ion to them for the services. which they have rendered. 

Now, the distinguished Senator from Kansas interposes this amend- 
ment, one that the committee has had under careful consideration, and 
it seems to me the only essential differences between his amendment 
and the section proposed by the committee are simply these: 

First. He, like the committee, proposes a measure of disability, but 
he proposes to have the relative disability determined by the Bureau of 
Pensions. The committee came to the conclusion, as has been so 
well stated by the chairman, that, in view of the fact that this same 
clause, or a very similar one, has heen the very, perhaps the greatest 
vexation in the administration of the pension laws, that rule should 
be abrogated, and not adopted in this bill; that there should be no de- 
termination of the relative degree of disability, but, that, if the disabil- 
ity existed, no matter to what degree, so that it incapacitated a man 
from earning his own support, the soldier should be rated at the sum 
in the bill provided for as the minimum and the maximum, to wit, 
$12 per month. ; 

Mr.PLUMB. TheSenator will please not forget that there isanother 
condition that he must not overlook, and that is, that not only disa- 
bility but dependence must be shown. 

of the second point of difference. 


Mr. MOODY. I wasabout to 

The first point I have spoken of. The question of disability is left 
alike in the Senator’s amendment and in the bill of the committee. 
Disability is requisite in both, and any degree of disability in the com- 
mittee’s bill, no matter what it may be, entitles the pensioner to $12 
a month, of course coupled with the other condition, and the Senator’s 
amendment undertakes to determine the scale of disability. He scales 
the soldier down to$6a month. The committee thought that not wise. 

The second point of difference is this: The Senator’s amendment un- 
dertakes to give to the soldier, without regard to his necessities, this 
pension. That was the subject of careful consideration by the commit- 
tee, and the committee unanimously concluded that at this stage in 
pension legislation in Congress it was not wise, at least upon a bill of 
this character, to go to the extent of pensioning every man who had 
been a soldier and who was suffering from disability, no matter what 
might be his condition in life, his income from other sources, or his es- 
tate. 

Senators may conclude that under this amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas wealthy men will not apply. That has not been the rule 
under former ion legislation. The exceptions are very rare under 
other legislation where ex-soldiers have refused a pension, no matter 
what might be their estate, if the law entitled them to it. What has 
been the rule heretofore we may presume will be the rule hereafter. 
If the Senator is ready to go to the extent of pensioning an ex-soldier, 
no matter what may be his estate, no matter what may be his income, 
no matter what may be his condition in life, who did not receive his 
disabilities in the service or by reason of it, then let him so declare. 
If the Senate is prepared to go to that extent, I agree with other Senators 
who have spoken on the subject, the manly way to do is to sweep away 
all question of proof, except the fact of service and honorable discharge, 
and give to each and every one a service pension. 

No, Mr. President, the idea of the committee, as I have said before, 
was to first reach those who are in such circumstances as that they 
needed this compensation from the Government. It is not a gift; it is 
not a bounty even; it is but a partial compensation for the services 
they have rendered. Let us adhere to that proposition so far as this 
bill is concerned or let us sweep it aside and go to the full extent that 
I have indicated, and declare that the obligation of the Government is 
not di until every man who has served three months or more 
and been honorably discharged shall receive this partial compensation. 

Mr. President, I want to say that there is a justification by the brav- 
est and best of the ex-soldiers of the Union Army for those who are 
opposed to the passage of a service-pension bill at this time. In my 
own State the commander-in-chief of the soldiers’ organization has re- 
cently addressed an assemblage of the Grand Army and he advises 
them in that speech, and he has in speeches made in other States of 
the Union, that it is not wise for the soldier element now to ask the 

of a service-pension bill, but he commends the bill which is 
fore the Senate to them and to the cowatry and advises them that it 


time. 

Mr. President, I beg the pardon of the Chair and of the Senate for 
occupying the time of the Senate at this late hour in the day as long 
as I have. I hope we shall get a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. MCP. N (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.). Mr. Presi- 
dent, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from New Jersey? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; the Senator from New Jerse: 
[Mr. MCPHERSON ] offered an amendment asasubstitute for the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from E ansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to have the amendment again re- 
ported, in order that the Senate may thoroughly understand it. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Theamendment will beagain reported. 
: The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. McPHERSON, as fol- 
ows: 

That all persons who served three montha or more in the mil 
service of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, and who have 
been honorably discharged therefrom, and who are now or may hereafter be 
suffering from mental or physical disability, not the result of their own vicious 
habits, which in tates them from the performance of labor in such a de- 
gree as to render them unable to earn a support, and who are dependent upon 
their daily labor for support, shall, upon making due proof of the fact accord- 
ing to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may i gtis 
be placed upon the list of invalid pensioners of the United and be en- 
titled to receive $12 per month, if such disability be total, that is, equivalent to 
anchylosis of the wrist-joint; and said pension is hereby made divisible apon 
that basis for any less degree of disability than total, in which case such - 
bility shall be pensioned at a relative proportion of $12 per month, except that 
no rating be less than $6 per month. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question now is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was rejected. ‘ 

Mr. PLUMB. Is it in order to move to amend section 2? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendments have not 
yet been acted upon in section 3 and the following sections. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwant to strike out some of the propositions inserted 
by gre committee, together with some portions of the original text of 
the bill. i 

Mr. PLATT. Why notgo through with the committee amendments 
to the bill first? 

Mr. PLUMB. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendments have 
been to up to section 3. The next amendment will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in section 
3, line 1, after the word ‘‘any,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ invalid pen- 
sioner’’ and insert ‘‘officer or enlisted man who served three months 
or more in the Army or Navy of the United States during the late war 
of the rebellion, and who was honorably discharged;’’ in line 7, after 
the word ‘‘father,’’ to insert the words *‘as such dependency is defined 
under section 1 of this act;’’ in line 10, after the word ‘‘ established,” 
toinsert the words ‘for them;’’ in line 11, before the word ‘“‘ without,” 
to strike ont the words ‘‘for widows, minor children, and parents;” in 
line 12, after the word ‘‘such,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘ pension” and 
insert the words “‘ officer or enlisted man: Provided, That the cause ot 
death of such officer or enlisted man was not or is not due to a violation 
of the civil or military laws, or the result of vicious habits, and;’’ in 
line 17, after the word ‘‘this,’”’ to strike out the words “‘or any other 
general law ™” and to insert the word ‘‘act;’’ and in line 19, after the 
word ‘‘ widows,” to strike out the word “‘ respectively; ’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

Sxc, 3. That if any officer or enlisted man who served three months or more 
in the Army or Navy of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, 
and who was honorably discl has died, or shall hereafter die, lea a 
widow, minor child or children under eightcen years of age, or, in case there 
no widow or minor child or childrenja dependent mother or father, as such de- 
pendency is defined under section 1 of this act,such widow, minor child or 
children, or mother, or father, shall be placed upon the pension-roll at the rates 
established for them by law, without regard to the cause of death of such officer 
or enlisted man: Provided, That the cause of death of such officer or enlisted man 
was not or is not due to a violation of the civil or military laws, or the result of 
vicious habits, and that said widow was married to the deceased pensioner prior 
to the passage of this act. All pensions granted to widows under this act shall 
take effect from the date of the death of the husbands of such widows, but dat- 
ing back of the passage of this act. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 20, before the word 
**That,”’ to insert the words ‘‘Sec. 4;’’ after the word ‘‘That’’ to in- 
sert “from the date of the passage of this act;’’ and in line 3, before 
the word ‘‘dollars,” tostrike ont the word ‘‘five” andinsert ‘four;’’ 
so as to made the section read: ? 

Src, 4. That from the date of the of this act the increfise of pensions 
for minor children shall be at the rate of & per month instead of $2 per month 
as now provi by law, and in case a minor child is insane, idiotic, or other- 


wise ait ecb the pension shall continue during the life of said child, or during 
the period of such disability. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to strike out sections 4, 5, and 6, as fol- | praying for the opening and paving of Fifteenth street east; which were 


lows: > 
Sec. 4. That any nt, attorney, or other person instrumental in prosecuting 
any claim under m 2 or 3 of this act WHA eal: directly or indirectly, con- 


tract for, demand, receive, or retain, for his services or instrumentality in pre- 
senting and prosecuting such claim, a sum ter than $10 (payable only upon 
the o! of the Co: ssioner of Pensions, by the pension ae making pay- 
ment of the sion allowed), or who shall Liami yra withhold from a pen- 
sioner or claimant the whole or any of the pension or claim allowed and 
due such pensioner or claimant, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
opon conviction thereof shall, for every such offense, fined not exceeding 

r ego aeg at bard labor not exceeding two years, or both, in the discre- 


o 
tion of 
Seoc, 5. That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby modified so that the 
llnot apply to those 


same shall not apply to this act: Provided, That this act s 
ns under political disabilities, And no person shall be pensioned under 
is act for any disability incurred while engaged in any military or naval sery- 
ice against the United States. 

SEC. 6. That all laws and parts of laws which conflict with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Sec. 5. That no agent, attorney, or other person engaged in preparing, pre- 
senting, or prosecuting any claim under the provisions of this act shall, directly 
or indirectly, contract for, demand, receive, or retain for such ices in pre- 
paring, presenting, or prosecuting such claim a sum x than $10, which 
sum l be payable only upon the order of the Commissioner of Pensions, by 
Tas panion agent making paymentof the pension allowed, and any person who 

violate any of the provisionsof this section, or who shall wrongfully with- 
hold from a sioner or claimant the whole or any part of a pension or claim 
allowed or due such pensioner or claimant under this act, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall, for each and every 
such offense, be fined not ex ing $500, or be imprisoned at hard labor not ex- 
ceeding two years, or both, in the tion of the court, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB, I move to add what I send to the Secretary’s desk 
as section 6. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section: 

That section 2 of the act of March 3, 1879, chapter 187, entitled “An act mak- 
ing appropriations for the payment of the arrears of pensions granted by act 

Congress approved January 25,1879, and for other purposes,” be, and the 
same hereby is, amended soas to read as follows: 
nsions which have been or which may hereafter be granted 


“Sro, 2. That all 
in consequence of h occurring from a cause which originated in the service 


since the 4th of March, 1461, or in consequence of wounds or injuries received 
or con since that date, shall commence from the death or dis- 
charge of the person on whose account the claim has been or is hereafter 
granted, if the disability occurred prior to discharge, and if such disability oc- 
curred after the d , then from the date of actual disability, or from the ter- 
mination of the right of the party having prior title to such pension; and in the 
consideration of any and all claims for pensions in consequence of death from, 
or disability resulting from, disease con! in the service during the late 
civil war the person on whose account the said pension is claimed shall be con- 
Son vey Seseemen to have been sound and free from disease at the date of en- 
tering the service. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was Re (pin to; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, March 28, 1890, at 12 


o’clock m. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 28, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G, BUTLER, D, D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEMY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair, under authority of existing 
law, appoints the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and the Senator 
from A Sexi BLACKBURN] as members of the Board of Visit- 
ors to attend the annual examination at the Naval Academy. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in further response to the 
resolution of March 3, 1890, additional information in regard to the 
added membership of the Sac and Fox Indians, and requesting that 
when the Senate has concluded its inquiry into the subject it will re- 
turn the paper ranainitipd, which was read, and ordered to be printed, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In accordance with the request of the Sec- 
retary, the accompanying papers referred to will be returned to the 
ee of the Interior after examination by the Committee on In- 

airs, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of 94 educators of the 
country, praying for the passage of the international copyright bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. INGALLS Scheme a paon of citizens of Topeka, Kans., 
members of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union, prayin 
for an amendment of the laws so that none but citizens of the Uni 
States shall be employed upon Government works; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of Washington, D. C., 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

He also presented petitions of Bob McCook Post, No. 31, and Live 
Eagle Post, No. 197, ent of Nebraska, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 496, to remove the 
limitation in the payment of arrears of pensions; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 20 citizens of Valeda, Kans., praying 
for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Co ttee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BERRY, I present a resolution adopted by the General Assem- 
bly of the State of Arkansas, in favor of an appropriation for a harbor 
on the northwest coast of the Gulf of Mexico, which I ask to have read, 
and move, as the bill on that subject has been reported, that it lie on 
the table. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Whereas it is of vital importance to all that vast ion of our country lying 
west of the Mississippi River and the commercial at naval advantages one our 
country generally demand a permanent deep-water port on the northwest 
coast of the Gulf of Mexico: erefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), That our Sen- 
ators and our Representatives in Congress be most earnestly requested to use 
their best efforts to procure, as early as possible, a permanent available appro- 
priation of the amount necessary to secure a deep-water port on the northwest 
coast of the Gulfof Mexico, capable of admitting the largest vessels, and at which 
the best and most accessible harbor can be secured and maintained, and to do 
all else necessary to accomplish the desired end. 


OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, Litile Rock, Ark. 
I, B. B. Chism, secretary of state of Arkansas, do hereby certify that the an- 
nexed pages contain a true, complete, and full copy of house concurrent reso- 
lution of the General Assembly of the State of Ar approved January 29, 
1859, ns appears by comparing the same with the original roll of said concurren! 
resolution now on file in this office. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal, at Little Rock, this 21st day of March, A.D. 1890, 
B, B. CHISM, Secretary of State, 
H. B. ARMISTEAD, uty. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented resolutions of the Capital City Assem- 
bly, 6194, Knights of Labor, of Charleston, W. Va., signed by William 
A. Gilleland, master-workman, and Sim Iron, recording secretary, in 
favor of the establishment of a system of postal telegraph; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented resolutions of the Pickaway Farmers’ Alliance, of 
Monroe County, West Virginia, signed by L. A. Houston, secretary, 
in favor of the ‘‘subtreasury plan;’’ which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented memorials of the Monthly Meetings of 
Friends of Wayne and Grant Counties, in the State of Indiana, re- 
monstrating a the expenditure of large sums of money for an in- 
crease of the Navy and coast defenses; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, ‘ 

Mr. CAMERON presented a resolution adopted by the Philadelphia 
(Pa.) Board of Trade, favoring the of a bill granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Caroline Huddell White, widow of the late Commodore 
George B. White, United States Navy, of $50 per month; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Reading, Pa., pra: 
for the e of a bill prohibiting Sunday work; which was ref 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa., remon- 
strating against the passage of any bill regarding the observance of the 
Sabbath or Lord’s Day; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 34 voters of Philadelphia, Pa., pray- 
ing for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of subordinate lodges of the Bricklayers 
and Masons’ International Union, of Uniontown, Beaver Falls, Con- 
nellsville, Pittsburgh, Franklin, Lancaster, Washington, Butler, Green- 
ville, Altoona, and Williamsport, in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing that only citizens of the United States be employed on public 
works; which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. ALLEN, I present a petition and resolutions unanimously 
adopted at the regular meeting of Stevens’s Post, No. 1, Department of 
Washington, Grand Army of the Republic, of Seattle, Wash., setting 
forth that the soldiers and sailors of the war for the preservation of the 
Union should receive the substantial and merited recognition of the 
Government in being granted service pension, and praying the Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress from the State of Washington to 
advocate a bill giving to o soldier, sailor, and marine who served 
in the Army or Navy of the United States between April, 1861, and 
July, 1865, a period of sixty days or more, a service on of $8 per 
month, and to all who served a period exceeding eight hundred da, 
an additional amount of one cent per month for each day’s such addi- 
tional service; also favoring the passage of a bill placing the widows of, 
Union soldiers and marines on the ion-rolls without regard to the 
time of service or the cause of soldier's death. 

I move that the petition and resolutions be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to, 
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Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Bricklayers and Ma- 
sons’ International Union No. 1, of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for 
an amendment of the laws so as to provide for the employment of none 
but citizens of the United States on Government buildings, ete. ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the board of supervisors 
of Platte County, Nebraska, in favor of a deep-water harbor at Galves- 
ton, Tex.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER, I present memorials of C. Fitzsimmons, manager of 
the Southern Cotton Oil Company; Hon. Johnson H: chairman 
of the State board of agriculture of South Carolina; Hon. A. P. But- 
ler, commissioner of agriculture of South Carolina; Hon. E. T. Stack- 
house, president of the South Carolina State Farmers’ Alliance; Hon. 
E. R. McIver, president of the South Carolina Agricultural and Me- 
chanical Society, and resolutions of the Atlanta Chamber of Commerce, 
Durie er yaa against the passage of what is known as the compound- 

a . 

I also present memorials from John Ferguson, a prominent and lead- 
ing business man of Greenville, S. C.; Frank Hammond, president of 
the People’s Bank and a prominent business man of Greenville, 8. C., 
and Finlay Brothers, of Greenville, S. C., on the same subject. 

I move the reference of these memorials to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of the American Meter Company 
and various other corporations and companies, indorsed by Seth Phelps 
and Thomas Smith, of Kingstree, S. C., remonstrating against an in- 
crease of duty on tin-plate; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 


Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Bricklayers and Masons’ In- 
ternational Union of America, of Memphis, Tenn., praying for such an 
amendment of the laws that none but citizens of the United States 
shall be employed on public works; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of the Bricklayers and Ma- 
sons’ International Union of America, of Grand Rapids, Mich., pray- 
ing for such an amendment of the laws that only American citizens 
shall be employed on public works; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of 38 citizens of York County, 
Virginia, and a petition of 11 citizens of Loudoun County, Virginia, 
praying for the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Interna- 
tional Union of America, of Richmond, Va., signed by Master Duke, 
president, B. L. Ragland, secretary, praying that none but citizens of 
the United States be allowed to labor on Government works; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Bricklayers and Masons’ In- 
ternational Union, of Kansas City, Mo., praying for legislation giving 
a preference to native-born mechanics and contractors in building Gov- 
ernment structures and on public works; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 96 citizens of Harrison County, Mis- 
souri, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of the Legislature of the State of 
Washington, praying for defensive works on Puget Sound, which I ask 
may be referred to the Committee on Commerce and printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call the attention of the Senator from Washington 
to the fact that the Committee on Commerce has not jurisdiction of 
the subject named in the petition, which refers to coast defenses, and 
should be referred to the committee on that subject. 

Mr. SQUIRE, Very well; I move that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Coast Defenses and printed in the RECORD. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Office of the Secretary of State. 

I, Allen Weir, secretary of state of the State of Washington and custodian of 
the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the at- 
tached instrument of writing, ¢, e., senate joint memorial No. 20, praying for 
defensive works on Puget Sound, with the original now on file in my o: 
pol se the same is a correct transcript therefrom and of the whole of said 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
State, at Olympia, this 17th day of February, A. D, 1890. 

[SEAL] ALLEN WEIR, Secretary of State. 


{Senate joint memorial No. 20, praying the Congress of the United States for the 
erection and armament of defensive works on Puget Sound. ] 


States: 
Legislature of the State of Washington, would re- 


red i of the ter- 
Ags of pue a portion is now tbe State of brka g ag uding the shores 
have 
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gle defensive work nor a single gun in position for such defense. The 
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shores 
of Puget Sound are now the sites of large and growing cities and the terminal 
points of great transcontinental and coast railroads. The tonnage of foreign 
and domestic vessels engaged in transportation to and from these points is great 
and growing. The presence of great supplies of timber, coal, and iron ore has 
led to a rapid increase of population, Leos” and wealth. ‘A site for a na 
yard has been selected, and the resources of the country are such as to invii 
the establishment of furnaces and foundries capable of producing the material 
for defensive works and their armament. 

And we would further respectfully represent that there is at at eres in 
British Columbia, within eight hours’ pros of the head of nav m on 
Puget Sound, a strong naval station of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland, at which there is maintained a fleet of war vessels which, in the 
event of hostilities occurring with that power during the present defenseless 
condition of this State, could paralyze the industries of this region, cut off our 
communica: by sea, and lay under contribution the cities of t Sound, 
The Government of Great Britain has taken steps to defend its na station by 
formidable works in its vicinity, and we respectfully and earnestly urge upon 

our consideration the necessity of adequate and speedy provision for the de- 
enses of Puget Sound. 

And we further respectfully invite your attention to the statements in relation 
to our necessities contained in the annual report for the pe 1889 of Brig. Gen. 
Nelson A. Miles, United States Army, commanding the Division of the Pacific, 
and to the recommendations therein contained, in which we concur, 

And your memorialist will ever pray. = 

Passed senate January 16, 1890, 

CHAS, E. LAUGHTON, 
President of the Senate, 


Passed the house January 31, 1890, 


J. W. FEIGHAN, 
Speaker of the House, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1904) to provide for railroad crossings 
in the Indian Territory, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2675) to authorize the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway to con- 
struct and operate additional lines of railway through the Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3116) to punish the carrying or sell- 
ing of deadly or dangerous weapons within the District of Columbia, 
reported it with an amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S, 
2688) providing for the erection of a building for the Central Di - 
sary and Emergency Hospital in the city of Washington, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to, 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2590) to incorporate the Cable Rail- 
way Company, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2601) to change the route of the Rock Creek Railway Company, and 
for other purposes, reported it with an amendment, 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted 
reports to accompany the following bills heretofore reported by him: 

A bill (H. R. 389) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Port Hudson, La.; and 

A bill (S. 3050) to provide for the purchase of a site for a military 
post near Eagle Pass, Tex., and for the construction of suitable build- 
ings thereon. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3043) to amend and further extend the benefits of 
the act approved February 8, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the 
allotment of land in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, 
and to extend the protection of the laws of the United States over the 
Indians, and for other purposes,’’ reported it with amendments. 

Mr, VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 678) to provide for a building for the 
use of the post-oflice, the office of the superintendent of the Hot Sprin 
reservation, a room for a free reading-room and library, and other civ 


. offices in the city of Hot Springs, Ark., reported it with an amendment. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 943) making an appropriation for the establish- 
ment of a military post in the interior of Alaska, and for the explora- 
tion and survey of the valley of the Yukon River, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2553) to remove the charge of desertion and of having enlisted in the 
Confederate service from the records of the War Department standing 
against John McFarland, and to grant him an honorable discharge, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S, 
2532) for the relief of William H. Atkins, formerly commissary-ser- 
geant, United States Army, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon, 

HENRY ZELL. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I move that the bill (S. 2095) to place Henry 
Zell on the retired-list of the Army be recommitted to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Maron 28, 


À BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FRYE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3293) to amend the act 
entitled ‘‘An act to prevent the importation of adulterated and spurious 
teas,” approved March 2, 1883; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3294) to regulate the im- 

tion of teas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
mmittee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3295) for the relief of J. W. 
Dillman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

e also introduced a bill (S. 3296) granting a on to Margaret 
Mayer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
pa referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

è also introduced a bill (S. 3297) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at York, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a-bill (S. 3298) to increase the limit of cost for 
the public building at Lancaster, Pa.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 3299) to provide for the payment of 
the legal representatives of Alfred A. Fisher, deceased, for the rent of 
certain property in Tallahassee, Fla., for the use of the Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3300) to provide an American register 
for the wrecking and towing steamer Scythian, of Pensacola, Fla.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 3301) granting a pension to 
Allison Rudasill; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
ra papot, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

T. BL ntroduced a bill (S, 3302) for the relief of Charles W. 
Geddes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 

papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

T. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3303) for the erection of a pub- 
lie building at Jacksonville, Ill. ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by ri Naat introduced a bill (S. 3304) relating to 
water-main taxes in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3305) granting a pension to Mrs. 
a nese Luthe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3306) for the purchase of a site for 
a naval station and dry-dock in the State of Washington; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3307) granting certain land to the State 
of Washington, in trust, for cemetery purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FAULKNER (by request) introduced a bill (S, 3308) to regulate 
the pay of chief clerks of bureaus of the Navy Department; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3309) for the preservation of the pub- 
lic peace and the protection of property within the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3310) to define and punish un- 
lawful interference with commerce among the States, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ; 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3311) to require that American 
citizens be given preference in employment upon public works and in 
the execution of contracts for work; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr, MITCHELL introduced a pill (S. 3312) for the relief of Sol 
King, administrator of the estate of Isaac Warwick, deceased, of Cor- 
vallis, Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
ons ens papers, referred to the Select Committee on Indian Dep- 

tions. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3313) granting a pension to D. 
B. Bross; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 68) direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to report to Congress all proceedings 
by his Department in pursuance of the treaty with the Pottawatomie 
a ee be ping a, 10, as ee, subsequent treaties; 
Ww was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, re 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 
Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 8393) to provide for celebrating the four. hun- 
dredth anniversary of the discovery of America by Christopher Co- 


~ 


lumbus by holding an international exhibition of arts, industries, manu- 
factures, and the product of the soil, mine, and seain the city of Chicago, 
in the State of Illinois; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
the Quadro-Centennial, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF GRAND RIVER. ; 


ae McMILLAN submitted the following resolution; which was 


Whereas the citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., have caused a survey to be 
made of Grand River, between Grand Rapids and Grand Haven on Lake Michi- 
Rae and under the direction of the Board of Trade of said city : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to cause 
an examination to be made of this survey, and be directed to rt both as to 
the practicability of improving Grand River and an estimate of the cost thereof 
for a channel with sufficient depth to accommodate the commerce of the lakes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That will not do, Mr. President, because neither 
one of the Houses can gointo an examination through the War De 
ment of the state of a river. That requires a joint resolution, whether 
it involves expense or not, Calling on the Secretary of War for any 
information in his possession is one thing; but directing or requesting 
him to make an investigation and survey of a river is quite out of the 
line of safe precedent for one House to undertake todo. I have not 
the least objection to the thing, but I object to the way of doing it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The survey has already been made by the citi- 
zens. The resolution simply refers to a survey for the use of the De- 
partment. The survey has been made at the expense of the citizens. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Let the resolution go over for the time being. I 
think by putting it into the form of calling for information the Senator 
can get at what he wants. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The resolution will lie over. 

RECALL OF A BILL FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. TELLER. Iofferthe following resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to return to the Senate Senate bill 1332, entitled “An act ting to the 
city of Colorado Springs, in the State of Colorado, certain lands therein de- 
scribed, for water reservoirs.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that a bill which has passed Congress and gone 
to the President? 

Mr. TELLER. It has gone to the President. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam rather inclined to think that it ought to be 
“ Resolved by the Senate, the House of Representatives concurring,” as 
bills go to the President by a committee of both Houses. 

Mr. TELLER, I should like to say to the Senator that while that 
has been the common rule I havea precedent for this, and the bill must 
be either signed or vetoed to-morrow if it is not recalled. There is 
quite a serious error in it that can be corrected in a moment, and I 
would rather have the resolution go through in this shape, I find that 
Presidents have returned bills on just such resolutions. 

Mr, INGALLS. I ask that the resolution may be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. P 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis not right. 

Mr. TELLER. Ifind a precedent for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to it. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. TELLER subsequently said: At the suggestion of several Sen- 
ators who think that the adoption of a resolution of the kind that I 
have just had mightintroduce a precedent which might trouble 
us hereafter, although I find a precedent for itin the last Congress, I 
should like to call up the resolution which has just been passed and 
have it made a concurrent resolution, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be back at the desk 
in a moment. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Colorado, The question is new to me, though I suppose it is familiar 
to other Senators. Whatis the constitutional effect of presenting a 
bill to the President and then nothing happening within ten days ex- 
cept the return of the bill to one or the other House, without objection 
on the part of the President? The Constitution is: 

Every bill * * * shall, before it become a law, be presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

That has happened in this case. 

If he approve he shall sign it, but if not he shall return it, with his objec- 


ti ete, 
Teeny bill shall not be returned by the President within ten days (Sundays 
excepted) after it shall have been presented to him— 

That of course is the constitutional return, I suppose, with his ob- 
jections— 
the same shall be a law. 

I do not state this by way of objection, the Senator will understand, 
but I think the matter is of interest enough to have him state his view 
about it. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know about that. It seems to me thatif 
we pass a bill andsend it to the President and then both Houses recall 
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it, of course it goes back to the hands of the proper House as if it had 


never been sent. That is the way it strikes me. Icansee the difi- 
culty of allowing one House to do that without the other, although 
here is a precedent where we did it on an important bill during the 
last Congress. 

Mr, SHERMAN, I concur entirely with the Senator, but I wish to 
make a suggestion. Asa matter of course, if either House (because 
the bill must pass both Houses) expresses a desire to reconsider in or- 
der to correct a mistake, for that reason the President would immedi- 
ately, within the ten days, return the bill, and it would be brought here 
in five minutes. I think the resolution as it stands, upon going to the 
President, would at once justify him to cause the return of the bill, and 
it ought to do so. 

Mr. TELLER. I find that on the motion of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HARRIS] in the last Congress it was 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby. re- 

S am pae <2 Serato to the Senate the bill (3.3610) to amend sections * * * of 
e Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the District of Columbia. 
Then I find that the President returned it and said: 


To the Senate of the United States: 
In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 18th instant, I return 
herewith the bill, S. 3640, ete. 

It is ted that there is danger of creating a precedent here that 
will trouble us. Asthe bill was passed nem. con. I suppose no one will 
object to the proper correction. If any Senator thinks it ought to be 
made a concurrent resolution, of course I do not feel that I ought to in- 
sist upon the resolution standing as it was adopted. I know that the 
resolution will undoubtedly bring the bill back, as it stands, because 
that has been done heretofore, but I submit the matter to the Senaté. 
It will be easier and more agreeable for me to have it stand as it is, but 
if Senators think it is a bad precedent I must take the trouble of try- 
ing to get a concurrent resolution through the other House. between 
this time and to-morrow. 

Mr. POME RDA: Is the resolution now reconsidered and before the 
Senate 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that the vote may be reconsidered, so that the 
resolution may be fairly before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be regarded 
to, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, I move to amend the opening part of the 

resolution, so as to read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 

J am sure that it will not take ten minutes at the other end to dis- 

se of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the resolution submitted by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to observe, without in any objection, 
that I do not see why one House can not do this alone if both together 
can doit. If we take the letter of the Constitution nothing can hap- 
pen after a bill has been constitutionally presented to the President, as 
this has been, except the President shall sign it, shall return it with 
his objections, or, in the absence of that, itshall become a law within ten 
days. Those three things are expressly provided for in the Constitu- 
tion; and this proceeding is a departure from the strict letter of the 
Constitution, but undoubtedly sanctioned by precedent and necessary 
for the safe transaction of the public business. But it must be in the 
nature of a reconsideration by the Senate after the time fixed by the 
rule. Of course we can make a rule by which, instead of having one 
day to reconsider bills, we can have twenty days or thirty days. In the 
absence of such a rule we can reconsider a bill by unanimous consent 
after the expiration of the day, or two days, whatever the time is for 
entering the motion; and if the bill comes back here it is to be treated 
as a bill which has been lawfully reconsidered. It seems to me that 
is the only theory on which this proceeding can be supported, and if 
it is supported on that theory the Senate has a right to do it without 
the concurrence of the other House. So I respectfully submit, without 
interposing further against the Senator’s desire, that either this thing 
can not be done at all, or, if it can be done, as I suppose the precedent 
x settled that it can, as I believe it can, it may be done by the Senate 

one. 

Mr. TELLER. I will state that the Official Reporter, who is very 
well posted in these matters, tells me it has been done many and many 
a time by concurrent resolution, and I find that it has also been done 
at least once by a resolution of the Senate alone. I have no doubt a 
simple Senate resolution would bring the bill back, but several Sen- 
ators, after the resolution was passed, thought it was an unwise thing, 
creating a precedent that might be troublesome hereafter, and I did 
not desire to have it done, and therefore I consented that the resolu- 
tion might be taken up and considered again. If the Senator from 
Vermont insists upon the amendment, I must submit to it, ~~ 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I think it is indispensable for safety. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to state a circumstance which happened 
some years ago when General Grant was President. A bill relating to 
an interest in my State was passed by both Houses and went to the 
President for his approval. He disapproved the bill and sent it back 
with his veto. I went to him afterwards and suggested that he make 


a request to the Senate to return to him the bill, as it had been vetoed 
under a misapprehension as to the features of the bill or the effect of 
certain provisions thereof. The President, being satisfied on a careful 
re-examination of the bill that it ought not to have been vetoed, 
sent a written request to the Senate to return the vetoed bill to him 
for a reconsideration on his part. When that request was presented 
to the Senate the consensus of opinion then by the lawyers of the Sen- 
ate, cularly those who were on the Judiciary Committee, was that 
the Executive had exhausted his powers by the veto, and that there 
was no authority on the part of the President to make that request of 
the Senate and no authority in the Senate to return the bill. 

I do not know what bearing that historical fact may have upon this 
question. Itis simply the reverse of the present situation. If the 
President could not withdraw a bill under such circumstances, after 
he had exhausted his executive power by his veto, the question is 
whether in a case exactly the reverse of it Congress could properly 
make such a demand upon the Executive, its legislative power having 
been exhausted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I will only take a minute of the 
time of the Senate. 

When a bill, whether a Senate or a House bill, has the two 
Houses and has been signed by the presiding officer of each House it 
becomes just as much the property, if you can use such a phrase, just 
as much the proposition, the bill of one House, as it does of the other, 
because it has then become their united and formal action, acting as a 
Congress. Then the two Houses, through their respective committees, | 
usually a Joint Committee on Enrolled Bills, present that bill to the 
President of the United States. Suppose, while he is ee i 
one House, without the knowledge of the other, recalls it. The 
knowledge the other hasis the entry on its Journal thatit has been 
sented to the President. One Housecallsit back. The Journal of the 
other House, therefore, would never show what had become of that bill. 
The records of the State Department of the expiration of the ten uses 
without a Presidential signature would show nothing; and this would 
leave the business of the Government, in the way of reconsideration 
after both Houses had finally acted, in an entirely dangerous way, and 
in a time of stress and excitement (as there is not now about this mat- 
ter of course) and difference of opinion, with small majorities in either 
House in passing some bill that excited great public interest, it might 
be extremely dangerous. 

I believe it is intrinsically against the right of the other House in 
this case, as reciprocally it would be if it had been a House bill, for 
one body to send for the bill without the concurrence of the other, for 
it is their joint act. 

I do not think the case referred to by my friend from Nebraska ap- 
plies to this, for there the act, so far as the President was concerned 
and so far as final action upon the bill was concerned, had been acom- 
plete and final constitutional act of his; but until he shall have signed 
the bill, within the ten days, the process, the matter is still open, if 
both Houses wish to again reconsider it, and I think the practice of a 
hundred years has settled that. 

Therefore, this being now a concurrent resolution, I do not think 
there is the least objection to passing it. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Vermont that 
I think perhaps this might be reached by another method. Itisa lit- 
tle difficult to get a concurrent resolution through the other House, espe- 
cially on private-bill day, which is to-day. This is a matter of mere 
form, which does not amount toanything, and yet E should not like to 
ask the President to sign a bill that conveys 480 acres more land than 
the bill on its face purported to convey, which was by an error in in- 
serting ‘‘and’’ where the word should have been ‘‘of,’’ and that is all 
of it. Although the land is of no practical value, being 11,000 feet 
above the level of the sea, it might look as if there was some little ad- 
vantage being taken of it, and I would not like to do that. I wish to 
suggest to the Senator from Vermont whether I could not reach this 
by moving to reconsider, if I could get unanimous consent? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the Senate can not act on the bill until it gets 
it back. If the Senator would enter a motion to reconsider, I should 
not object to his doing so. 

Mr. TELLER. If I make the motion by unanimous consent, then 
would not a resolution of the Senate to bring back the bill bein order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the resolution is in order now. 

Mr. TELLER. The resolution as the Senator has moved to amend it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. I have not the least objection to entering 
a motion now to reconsider by unanimous consent, but the Senatorcan 
have unanimous consent at any time, whether two days have gone or 
not, However, the right of the two Houses concurring to tfully 
request the President of the United States to return a bill that he has 
not yet signed, about which a mistake is found to have been made, I 
am sure must exist. 

Mr. TELLER, I would not want to establish any improper rule, 
and I am greatly impressed by the suggestion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont that it ought to be done by the action of both Houses. There- 
fore I will consent to the amendment, and I will undertake to get the 
resolution through the other House if I can. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It can be got through in ten minutes, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Several SENATORS. Let if be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution as proposed to be amended 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be, and is hereby, requested to return to the Senate Senate bill 1332, en- 
titled “ An act granting to the city of Colorado Springs, in the State of Colo- 
rado, certain lands therein described, for water reservoirs,”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


EXCLUSION OF CHINESE LABORERS, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 

a nt of the number of arrivals and departures of Chinese per- 

sons at the port of San Francisco, monthly and annually, since the 2d of Au- 

1882; and that he further transmit any information in his possession re- 

the evasion or violation of the laws now in force for the exclusion of 

laborers from the territory of the United States, and ng the 
neglect or failure of duty of any officer of the United States under said laws. 


SENATORS FROM MONTANA, 


Mr. HOAR. I move that 1,500 additional copies of the reports of 
the majority and minority of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions in the Montana contested-election case be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I give notice that, unless the pension bill which is now 
pending as the unfinished business be completed this week, I shall not 
ask the Senate to take up the Montana contested-election case until 
Tuesday next. Ido not mean by that to be understood that I shall 
not call it up on Monday if the pension bill be entirely completed; but 
I shall consult the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvyis] about that 
gnd follow his convenience. I shall not, however, call the election 
case up on Monday unless the pension bill be out of the way by that 
time. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS FOR SATURDAY. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. If there are no further resolutions to be offered, I 
moye that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness. 

Mr. INGALLS. Before the motion of the Senator from Vermont is 
submitted, I beg to suggest that I have heard an intimation that there was 
some understanding or agreement by which, in case the Senate should 
sit to-morrow, the Calendar, under Rule VIII, was to bealone considered. 
Task forinformation, in order that Senators may be fully advised whether 
that be the understanding or not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chairis not aware of any such agree- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I do not think it improper to state that at a con- 
ference of my political friends, and I hope the political friends of the 
gentlemen on the other side (for we are all friends here), in order to 
get on with the public business it was thought best—and some of the 
gentlemen on the other side have been spoken with about it—that the 
unfinished business, the great measures like the one we had up yester- 
day and the one which is now on the Calendar as the unfinished busi- 
ness, should be taken up every day immediately after the routine morn- 
ing business, instead of giving the hour or two that the rules provide 
for to the Calendar, under Rule VIII; but in order that the Calendar, 
under Rule VIII, the small affairs of local interest and of private jus- 
tice, etc., that make up the massof matters treated of under Rule VIII, 
should not be left out of sight, therefore the best thing to do was to 
devote every Saturday entirely and exclusively to business that could 
be considered under Rule VIII all day long, giving that one day of the 
week to clearing up the Calendar of the small matters of local interest 
all over the United States, and of private justice and pensions and all 
thatsort of thing. Therefore, I should hope that the Senate all around 
would think that that was a wise and right way to get on more rapidly 
with business than in any other way. So, sitting to-morrow, as I trust 
we shall, I should hope that the Senate would devote itself exclusively 
to the Calendar, under Rule VIII. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I have been desiring for some days to 
submit some remarks upon the subject of the prevailing depression of 
the agricultural interests; in other words, on the tariff. I did not in- 
terpose my remarks upon the discussion of the trust bill, which I might 
have done if the bill had not been suddenly referred. I do not much 
like to ask the indulgence of the Senate, when the pension bill is under 
discussion, to hear me foran hour; and yesterday I gave notice that to- 
morrow morning, immediately after the routine business, I should ask 
the Senate to take up the resolution offered by the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. VoorHess], for the purpose of enabling me to submit some re- 
marks, I should very much dislike to do a thing that the Senate 
would consider to be a violation of any understanding or of any rule 
of the Senate. I should, however, very much like to be indulged, as 
it is important to me, and I hope to my constituents, that what I haye 
to submit upon that question should be submitted at an early day. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am sure, if I may make a re- 
mark, that if to-morrow when we commence to go on, or at any time’ 
when we are going on with the Calendar under Rule VIIJ, theSenator 
from Oregon should ask the Senate to hear him upon the subject pede 
esi he would get unanimous consent for it without the sligh 

oubt. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is satisfactory. I did not like to be precluded 
so that if I should make the motion to-morrow it would be regarded as 
violating the understanding. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent—and Iam 
very sure the Senate will be glad to hear the Senator from n— 
that at the conclusion of his remarks upon the pending resolution of the 
Senator from Indiana, the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
Calendar under Rule VIII, and that no other business be considered 
until the Senate shall adjourn on that day—to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had yester- 
day approved and signed the act (S. 140) to prevent the introduction 
of contagious di from one State to another, and for the punish- 
ment of certain offenses. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had to the concurrent reso- 
ution of the Senate to print the proceedings and final act of the Inter- 
gapa Marine Conference and the report thereon by the United States 

e tes. 

The message also announced that the House had to the con- 
current resolution of the Senate requesting the President to return to 
the Senate the enrolled bill (S. 1332) granting to the city of Colorado 
Springs, in the State of Colorado, certain lands therein described for 
water reservoirs. 

The message further announced that the House had the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: : 

A bill (H. R. 5739) increasing the pension of Sophia Schimmelfen- 
nig, widow of Alexander Schimmelfennig, late brigadier-general and 
major-general by brevet; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 127) to print the eulogies upon William D, 
Kelley. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Irenew my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After four hours and fifty-four minutes 
spent in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 58 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, 
March 29, 1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate the 28th day of March, 1890. 
POSTMASTERS, 


Nathan W. Moody, to be postmaster at Fresno, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California, in the place of Mary C. Hughes, removed. 
Edwin B. Smith, to be postmaster at Pomona, in the county of Les 
Angeles and State of California, in the place of Philip Stein, removed. 

James A. Cochran, to be postmaster at Colorado City, in the county 
of El Paso and State of Colorado; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after April 1, 1890. 

Benjamin F. Parsons, to be postmasterat Hawkinsville, in the county 
of Pulaski and State of Georgia, in the place of Edward P. King, whose 
commission expired March 9, 1890. 

John M. Holt, to be postmaster at Moline, in the county of Rock Isl- 
and and State of Illinois, in the place of Dan. W. Gould, whose com- 
mission expired February 19, 1890. 

Albert L. Stone, to be postmaster at Marseilles, in the county of La 
Salle and State of Illinois, in the place of Ebenezer Barber, whose com- 
mission expired March 12, 1890. - 

Francis H. Doran, to be postmaster at Michigan City, in the county 
of La Porte and State of Indiana, in the place of Henry W.Cook, resigned. 

George P. Graf, to be postmaster at Knightstown, in the county of 
Henry and State of Indiana, in the place of John A. Sample, ed. 

James F. Clough, to be postmaster at Sabetha, in the county of Nem- 
aha and State of Kansas, in the place of Gottlieb Christ, whose com- 
mission expired February 10, 1890. 

William J. Henry, to be postmaster at Lindsborg, in the county of 
McPherson and State of Kansas, in the place of John D, England, re- 
signed. 
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John P. McKnight, to be postmaster at Hiawatha; in the county of 
Brown and State of Kansas, in the place of Henry C. Baker, whose 
commission expires April 6, 1890. 

James M. Saffell, to be postmaster at Frankfort, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Kentucky, in the place of G. R. Rodman, whose 
commission expires April 16, 1890. 

Charles A. Johnston, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Marion and State of Kentucky, in the place of William W. Wathen, 
whose commission expired January 12, 1890. 

Joseph W. Gary, to be postmaster at Caribou, in the county of Aroos- 
took and State of Maine; the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Jan- 
uary 1, 1890, Mr. Gary having been nominated and confirmed as Jo- 
seph W. Gray. 

John A. Truex, to be postmaster at West Plains, in the county of 
seme and State of Missouri, in the place of Lemuel G. Eblen, re- 
mov 

Mrs. Emma C. Noble, to be postmaster at Raton, in the county of 
Colfax and Territory of New Mexico, in the place of Robert K. Vandi- 
ver, resigned, 

ames A. Claghorn, to be postmaster at Waseca, in the county of 
Waseca and State of Minnesota, in the place of Dennis McLaughlin, 
whose commission expires March 29, 1890. 

Benjamin F, Johnson, tobe postmaster at Worthington, in the county 
of Nobles and State of Minnesota, in the place of Lucien B. Bennett, 
w. commission expired March 1, 1890. 

George A. Whitney, to be postmaster at Wadena, in the county of 
Wadena and State of Minnesota, in the place of Peter Roscoe, whose 
commission expires March 29, 1890. 

Edward E. Bilkey, to be postmaster at Elko, in the county of Elko 
and State of Nevada, in the place of James P. Smith, removed. 

Howard A. Clement, to be er at Haddonfield, in the county 
of Camden and State of New Jersey, in the place of Thomas Hill, whose 
commission rice April 28, 1890, 

Isaac T. Nichols, to be postmaster at Bridgeton, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of New Jersey, in the place of Samuel A. Lan- 
sing, removed. 

gn M. Clark, to be postmaster at Niagara Falls, in the county 
of N agais and State of New York, in the place of Benjamin Rhodes, 
removed, 

Morris Burns, to be postmaster at Galion, in the county of Craw- 
ford and State of Ohio, in the place of William A. Raymond, whose 
commission expires April 6, 1890. 

Robert D. Dole, to be postmaster at Bryan, in the county of Will- 
iams and State of Ohio, in the place of Frederick J. Klein, resigned. 

Hugh M. Eakin, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the county of 
sory and State of Tennessee, in the place of George E. Blake, re- 
moved. 

Barclay M, Tillman, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the county 
of Bedford and State of Tennessee, in the place of Eugene Blakemore, 
whose commission expires March 29, 1890. 

Anna B. Baker, to be postmaster at Bowie, in the county of Mon- 

e and State of Texas; the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
o having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
April 1, 1890. 

M. Johnson, to be postmaster at Terrell, in the county of 
Kaufman and State of Texas, in the place of Thomas B. Griffiths, re- 
signed, Mr. Johnson having been nominated and confirmed as Edward 
M. Johnson. 

Edward Clark, to be postmaster at Poultney, in the county of Rut- 
land and State of Vermont, in the place of R. J. Humphrey, whose 
commission expired February 15, 1890. 

Alexander W. Davis, to be postmaster at White River Junction, in 
the county of Windsor and State of Vermont, in the place of Sanford 
H. Potter, whose commission expires April 21, 1890. 

Jasper H. Orcutt, to be postmaster at Northfield, in the county of 
Washington and State of Vermont, in the place of Henry L. Kenyon, 
whose commission expired March 9, 1890. 

Frank E. Williamson, to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county 
of Cariang and State of Washington, in the place of C. A. McCabe, re- 
moved. 

Lewis 8. Patrick, to be postmaster at Marinette, in the county of 
Marinette and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Jasen K. Wright, 
whose commission expires April 21, 1890. 

Daniel C. Remington, to be postmaster at Mauston, in the county of 
Juneau and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Oscar F. Temple, de- 
ceased, Mr. Remington having been nominated and confirmed as David 
C. Remington. 

Hiram T. Sharp, to be postmaster at Delayan, in the county of Wal- 
worth and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Henry C. Hunt, whose 
commission expires April 14, 1890. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Second Regiment of Cavalry. 

First Lieut. Edward J. McClernand to be captain, March 24, 1890, 

vice Gregg, retired from active service, > 


Second Lieut. Francis G. Irwin, jr., to be first lieutenant, March 24, 
1890, vice McClernand, promoted. 


Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Maj. Anson Mills, of the Tenth Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
March 25, 1890, vice Forsyth, retired from active service. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. s 
Capt. Stevens T. Norvell, to be major, March 25, 1890, vice Mills, 
promoted to the Fourth Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Levi P. Hunt, to be captain, March 25, 1890, vice Nor- 
vell, promoted. 
Second Lieut. William H. Smith, to be first lieutenant, March 25, 
1890, vice Hunt, promoted. 


ASSISTANT UNITED STATES TREASURER AT NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. Andrew Hero, of Louisiana, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, in the place 
of Samuel Flower, whose term of office will expire April 20, 1890, 


MELTER OF THE MINT AT DENVER, 


Safford R. Hamer, of Colorado, to be melter of the mint of the United 
States at Denver, in the State of Colorado, in place of John W. Brown- 
ing, resigned. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Rezin A. Maynard, of Michigan, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Grand Rapids, in the State of Michigan, in place of Andrew 
F. Schafer, to be removed. 

Frank N, Tillinghast, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Greenport, in the State of New York, to succeed Frank L, 
H. Phillips, whose term of office will expire by limitation April 1, 
1890. 

John F. Dravo, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of customs for the 
district of Pittsburgh, in the State of Pennsylvania, to succeed 
O. Barr, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Freeland H. Oaks, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Saco, in the State of Maine, to succeed Stephen S. Mitchell, 
whose resignation has been accepted, 

William Davis, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, to succeed John J. Hig- 
gins, whose term of office will expire by limitation April 25, 1890. 

George M. Gieason, of New York, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Oswegatchie, in the State of New York, in place of Thomas 
L. Harrison, to be removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 28, 1890, 
MELTER OF THE MINT. 
Safford R. Hamer, to be melter of the mint of the United States at 
Denver, Colo. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
William Van Buren, of Michigan, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Michigan. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 28, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 


APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of the 
egislative day of Wednesday, March 26. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise 
the point that there is not a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER having ascertained by count that there were 168 
members present, the Clerk read the Journal. " 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, before the Journal is approved I 
desire to have the Clerk read that part of it which shows the disposi- 
tion made of the bill for the admission of the State of Idaho into the 
Union. The report wentin under Rule XIII, and the Clerk, I be- 
lieve, does not usually read the part of the Journal which covers pro- 
ceedings under that rule; at all events he has not read it this morn- 
ing, and I want to know what the Journal shows upon that gom, 
ane SPEAKER. The entry will be read as soon as the Clerk can 

dit. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ifthe Clerk is not pre to read that part of 
the Journal at this moment, I will ask the Speaker to state whether 
the report of the action of the House in regard to the Idaho bill, as 
found on page 2753 of the RECORD, is the same as what is contained 
in the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is.informed that whatis printed in the 
RECORD is a correct transcript of what appears in the Journal. 
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Mr, SPRINGER. Then I desire to know, Mr. Speaker, by what 
authority this order was made: 


That said bill, together with the said views of the minority, be recommitted 
to the Committee on Territories. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has not seen that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That statementis made in the RECORD at the top 
of page 2753. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is a mistake of practice 
there, but will examine the question, and the entry will not be consid- 
ered as approved until examination has been made. 

Mr. SPI GER. Allow that to pass, then, for the present. 

The SPEAKER, Certainly. Thequestion will be reserved without 
prejudice. This is a matter of which the Chair had no cognizance. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, I willstatefor the information of the 
House that there having been a kind of a quasi-understanding that the 
case of Idaho was to follow immediately after that of Wyoming, and 
my minority not yet printed, I went to see the Journal 
clerk, Mr. Smith, and asked him what would be proper, and, after he 
had talked with me, I suggested that he send for the tleman from 
Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] or the gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. DORSEY], 
in charge of the majority report. Accordingly we sent out for Mr. 
Dorsey, and he and I agreed that both reports should be sent down for 
rare and that the proper ordershould be made; leaving it, as I un- 

, to Mr. Smith to make the proper order, because I really did 
not understand exactly what would be the proper order under the cir- 
cumstances. We left the entry, therefore, to him, butit was done with 
the full understanding and approval of the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. DorsEy] and myself, representing the majority report and the 
minority report. 

TheSPEAKER. Without stating a definite opinion upon the ques- 
tion, the impression of the Chair is that such business must be trans- 
acted in the presence of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER, That was the point I desired to make. 

The SPEAKER. The two rules taken together are not absolutely 
definite, and but for the question of the reservation of points of order 
it ee held that either method could be adopted with regard to 
such ; but the question of reservation of points of order presents 
so many difficulties that the Chair would not undertake to decide that 
way at present. 

Mr. MANSUR. I desire to say that I am willing to share equally 
with my friend from Nebraska [ Mr. DorsEy] the responsibility in this 
matter, entirely relieving the clerk, who did nothing except what we 
approved. 

"Phe SPEAKER. The matter might be settled now by unanimous 
consent—— 

Mr. DORSEY. The Chair will allow me to say it was understood 
that the Idaho bill should not be considered reported, but should re- 
main in charge of the committee ; that was the understanding with 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], but he was anx- 
ious to have the majority report printed with the minority report-—— 
Pic. SPEAKER. It was done simply with a view to the printing of 

e ? 

Mr. DORSEY. Yes, sir, for his convenience, so as to have the report 


printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report of the majority of the committee was 
not printed by order of the House. 

Mr. DORSEY. There was no order by the House for printing either 


rt. 
The SPEAKER. Precisely. Is there objection to printing and re- 
committing the report of the committee, together with the views of the 
minority? The Chair hears none, and it issoordered. If there be no 
farther correction, the Journal will be regarded as approved. In the 
absence of objection, that order is made. 

Mr. CRISP. I would like to understand the decision of the Chair 
upon the order of recommitment as it appears in the Journal. Of 
course, I understand that the question of gran and recommitmentis 
now settled by unanimousconsent. Butthe action stated in the Journal 
seems to have been taken under thesecond clause of Rule XIII; and there- 
fore, as 2 matter of practice, the question being new, I would like to 
know what the determination of the Chair was. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought that for recommital seme ac- 
tion on the part of the House must take place. 

Mr. CRISP. Then that action will not a in the Journal as 
having been taken without the direct order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It will not; it will simply appear as having been 
done by unanimous consent this morning. 

CORRECTION. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Idesire to correct the RECORD. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BAKER], in his closing five-minute speech yes- 
terday, said : 

Following the record made during ten years of consistent opposition to the 
Dakotas, he has had himself written up as being their firmest nd. In the 
Magazine of P. he is already embalmed in history as the one person en- 
titled to all credit for the admission of the four States last admitted. Hear what 
he has procured to be said of himself. 


` That is what I understand the gentleman to say, but I said at the 


time that the statement of the gentleman that I had procured this 

article to be published was not true. The reporter—— 

A SPEAKER. This hardly appears to be a correction of the 
RD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; itis. My statementshould have gonein 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s statement is omitted? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; itis omitted from the RECORD. I desire 
the RECORD to show that I said at the time what I say now, that the 
statement that I had procured eee Polen of this article myself 
was untrue. The reporter has stated to me that he was sitting near 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] at the time, and did not 
hear my remark, but gentlemen all around me heard it. I desire my 
statement to appear, and I reiterate it. 

Mr. BAKER. That is all right. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to submit to the House some 
proposed changes of reference. 

There being no objection, 

The Committee on Indian Affairs was disc! from the further 
consideration of a memorial requesting legislation upon the subject of 
claims arising from Indian depredations; and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

The Committee on Printing was di from the further consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 567) to continue the publication of the supple- 
ment to the Revised Statutes; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


OWNERS, ETC., OF BRITISH BARK CHANCE. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Committee of the Whole 
House will be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 2234) for the relief of the owners, officers, and crew of the British 
bark Chance; and the bill will be laid on the table, a Senate bill sim- 
ilar in substance having passed the House, 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALLEGHENY, PA. = 


Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (S. 2402) to provide for the purchase of a site and erection 
of a public building thereon at Allegheny, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

The bill was read. 

The one Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that question is put, I ask that the report 
may be read. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know how large an expenditure 
this bill involves. 

Mr. BAYNE. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, 

Mr. ROGERS. I think we had better have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


PRINTING OF EULOGIES ON HON. WILLIAM D. KELLEY. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to make a privileged report. The 
Committee on Printing has directed me to report back with an amend- 
ment the joint resolution (H, R. 127) to print the eulogies upon Will- 
iam D. Kelley. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed of the eg sy delivered in Congress upon 
the late William D. Kelley,a Representative in the Fifty-first Congress from the 
State of Pennsylvania, 25,000 copies, of which 6,000 eop es shall be for the use of 
the Senate and 19,000 copies shall be for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives; and the Secretary of the Chey Ser and he is hereby, directed to have 

rinted a portrait of the said William D. Kelley to accompany said eulogies, and 

or the purpose of engraving and ig apace kaia portrait the sum of $500, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. That, of the quota to the Honse 
of Representatives, the Public Printer shall set apart copies,which he shall 
have found in full morocco, with gilt edges, the same to be delivered when com- 
pleted to the family of the deceased. 


The report of the committee was as follows: 


The committee have considered the House jointresolution No. 127, to printthe 
eulogies upon William D, Kelley, and report the same to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass with an amendment striking out the words 
“five hundred ” in line 12 and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ one thou- 
orn estimated cost of printing said eulogies is the sum of $10,375. The cost of 
printing the said portralt is the sum of $1,000. > 

The amendment reported by the committee, to strike out “five hun- 
dred” in line 12and insert in lieu thereof ** one thousand,’’ was agreed 
to. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 
Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submita privileged report 


from the Committee on Printing. Iam directed by the committee to 
TROTS DE with favorable recommendation the resolution I send to 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafe be nu- 
thorized to have printed, is pach form, 1,000 copiesof the hearings now 
being held before that committee. 


The resolution was adopted. 
PRINTING PROCEEDINGS INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE. 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee on 
Printing to report back the concurrent resolution which I send to the 
esk, and recommend its adoption. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Secre- 
tary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized to have the proceedings and final 
act of the International Marine Conference, and the report thereon by the United 
States de tes, printed and bound at the pipa mdk Printing Office, and 
that in addition to the usual number there shall be 2,000 extra copies for the use 
of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives; forthe use of 
the Department of State 1,300, for the use of the Treasury 600, and for the use 
of the Navy Department 500 copies. 


The resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I ask that the report on the resolution be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The report of the committee is as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the Senate concurrent 
resolution to printthe proceedings and final act of the International Marine Con- 
ference, have given consideration to the same, and re back the resolution 
recommending its adoption. Ina letter addressed to the Senate Committee on 
Printing the Sccretary of State says: 

“As si owog the need of expedition in the printing, I have to inform you that 
the foreign delegates can not make their reports to their own governments until 
they shall have received copies thereof from this Government, I shall there- 
fore thank you to take such steps in the premises as will enable this Depart- 
a furnish copies to the foreign delegates at the earliest practicable mo- 
men 

The estimated cost of printing the number of copies designated in the resolu- 
tion is $11,308.50. 


POST-OFFICE INSPECTORS AND SPECIAL AGENTS. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I am directed by the Committee on the Post-Of 
fice and Post-Roads to report back, with certain amendments, the res- 
olution I send to the desk, and recommend its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the Postmaster-Gencral of the United States is authorized under the 
provisions of existing laws to appoint such post-office ap tenn and such spe- 
at agents as the good of the service and the safety of the mail may require; 
an 

Whereas such post-office inspectors and special nts are allowed a stated 
salary, and also a per diem allowance for incidental and traveling expenses 
while actually employed in the service; and 

‘Whereas it isourrently reported that the present Postmaster-General has been 
employing the time of such poroms inspectors and special agents in investi- 
gating the claims of contending Republican applicants for appointment as post- 
masters, and paying for such services out of the public funds; s 

Whereas such practices are contrary to the laws of the land, subversive of 

overnment, and such outlays of the public moneys wholly unauthorized: 
erefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish as speedily as practicable to the House of Representatives a statement 
of what post-office inspectors or special agents, if any, have been employed or 
directed to investigate the standing and claims of rival applicants for appoint- 
ments as postmasters, and, if so, when, where, and in what cases rts haye 
been made by such inspectors or special agents, either under the direction of 
said Postmaster-General or by any officer of the Department under his control, 
and what amount of money or moneys have been paid out of the public funds 
for the salaries of such post-office inspectors and special agents while em- 
hero as heretofore mentioned, and the amount of per diem so paid such em- 
ploy: 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 

In line 19 of the engrossed copy of the resolution, after the word “ Whereas,” 
insert the words “it is alleged,” and also in line 28, after the word ‘* investi- 
gate,” insert the words “ or have investigated." 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to the fact that my colleague, Mr. NORTON, 
who introduced this resolution, is absent from the House by leave. 
He is very much interested in this matter, and I ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if he could not consent to let this lie over without 
prejudice until after his return. 

Mr. DOCKERY, I will state to my colleague that Mr. NORTON has 
conferred with the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and I am advised that the amendments are entirely satis- 
factory to him. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This comes unanimously, I will state also, from 
the committee. 

Mr. HATCH. I have no objections under the circumstances. 

The amendments were considered, and agreed to. 

The resolution ns amended was adopted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON,. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into a Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of general appropriation bills, 


SOPHIA SCHIMMELFENNIG. 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, before the motion of the gentleman 
from is put to the House I would like to call attention to the 
fact that there is a bill on the Speakers table on which the previous 
question has been ordered. I refer to the bill (h. R. 5739) increasing 
the pension of Sophia Schimmelfennig. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemaniscorrect. The Clerk will read the 
bill to which reference is made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Sophia Schimmelfennig, widow of Alex- 


ander Schimmelfennig, deceased, late brigadier-general of the Army of the 
United Statesand major-general by brevet, be, and the same is hereby, increased 
to $50 a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is that the bill which was reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Friday last? ; 

The SPEAKER, This bill comes over from the session of Friday 
night last. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Was there not an order that there should be de- 
bate for twenty minutes on either side ? 

The SPEAKER. Fifteen minutes on each side, if desired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to have the report read, and I will 
take the floor merely for that purpose. 

The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5739) granting an increase of pension to Sophia Schimmelfennig, submit the 
following report: 

General Alexander Schimmelfennig entered the service as colonel of the 
Seventy-fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers in 1861; took an active part in the bat- 
tles of Bull Run, Chancellorsville, and Gettysburgh. Wasappointed b: er- 
general in the summer of 1862; was sent to the harbor of Charleston in fall 
of 1863 to assist General Foster and Admiral Dahlgren in their operations 
against the Confederates; while there distin, ed himself as a brave and most 
excellent soldier and as an officer of integrity and intelligence; was the first 
general te enter Charleston with his troops after the evacuation, There are on 
filea the papers of this case several letters of a most highly complimentary 
character from Admiral Dahigren and Maj. Gen. J. G. Foster, with thanks of 
both to General Schimmelfennig for most useful and valuable services. 

He died brevet major-general on the 7th of September, 1865, a short time 
after his discharge, of disease contracted while in the service, for which his 
widow, Sophia Schimmelfennig, is now recei a pension of $30 per month, 
She has been an invalid fora number of years, requiring throughout constant 
attendance, and has recently, through the most sad and accidental shooting of 
her only son, lost her chief support. Sheisnow at the advanced age of sixty-two 
years, is infirm and poor, without means of support, save that furnished by the 
pension she is now receiving from the Government. 

Your committee believe that this isa worthy case, and recommend that the 


bill do pass. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the amount of the bill? 

Mr. MORROW. Fifty dollars. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en, , it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. MORROW moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves that the 
Honse resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. The rule of 
the House provides that on Friday of each week, after the unfinished 
business has been disposed of, it shall then bein order to move that the 
Honse resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole House to consider 
business on the Private Calendar; and if that motion fails then public 
business shall be in order, as on other days. 

Now, I make the motion that the House resolve itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the consideration of business on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that clause 9 of Rule XVI is 
also in force, and therefore the motion of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan takes precedence, being first in order. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of consider- 
ation upon this bill. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If that motion of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan, chairman of the Committee of Military Affairs, shall be voted 
down the question will recur on the motion of the gentleman from 


Tennessee. 
The SPEAKER. If that motion shall be voted down it will be pe 
fectly simple. The House has the matter under full control. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Michigan to go into 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of consider- 
ing general appropriation bills, A 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Division. 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 96, noes 77. 

Mr. ENLOE, Mr. RICHARDSON, and others, Yeas and nays. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, no; do not let us waste the time. Letus . 


pass the bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas | Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. 


- 104, nays 128, not voting 97; as follows: 


YEAS—104, 
dams, Culberson, Tex. Lanham, 
Allen, Mich. Culbertson, Pa. Lansing, 
Anderson, Kans, Cummings, Lehlbach, 
Andrew, Cutcheon, ind, 
Arnold, zell, ge, 
Banks, Dingley Masoni ick, 
giley, rm 
Belden, lick, McKinley, 
Bergen, Funston, Moffitt, 
Gear, Morey, 
Boutelle, ~ Morrill, 
Brewer, $ P= einige Seow, 
re, mes, orse, 
Browne, Va. ‘Grosvenor, Nute, 

N. H: ugh, O'Donnell, 
Burrows, Harmer, O'Neil, Mass. 
Burton, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. 
Bu: Hermann, Parrett, 
Candler, Mass. Hill, Payne, 
Carter, tt, Payson, 
Cheadi Holman, Perkins, 
Clark, Kerr, lowa Peters, 
Clunie, ilgore, ley, 

ls Kinsey, Quackenbush, 
Coleman, A ines, 
Conger, Laidlaw, Randall, Mass. 
NAYS—123. 
A Dock: Lee, 

i Doliiver, Lester, Ga. 
Anderson, Miss, Dunnell, Lester, Va. 
Atkinson, Pa, Dunphy, Lewis, 
renee Elio cares 

ansur, 
Barwig, Eile Martin, Ind. 
Bland, Enloe, Martin, Tex. 
Boothman, ubar, cAdoo, 
Bowden, ‘ext! McClammy, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Finley, McClellan, 
Brickner, iteh, McComas, 
Brower, Fithian, McCord, 
Brown, J. B. Forman, M 

ner, Forney, McMillin, 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, cRae, 
Bullock, ibson, Montgomery, 
Bynum, Goodnight, Moore, N. 
Campbell, rout, udd, 

a herny Hal, Mutchler, 
pman, es, 
cy, Hatch, O’Ferrall, 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, Owens, O 
Clements, Haynes, A 
eard, Penington, 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, I Pickler, 
Cooper, Ohio Herbert, Pierce, 
vos Hooker, Post, 
es, 
Kennedy, Richardson, 
dson, Lawler, Robertson, 
Dibble, ws, rs, 
NOT VOTING—97, 
Alderson, Connell, er, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cothran, M y, 
Bartine, Craig, McKe 
Bayne, Crain, Miles, 
Beckwith, Darlington, Milliken, 
Belknap, De Haven, Mills, 
Bi De Lano, Moore, Tex. 
Bingham, Dorsey, E R 
Blanchard, Niedringhaus, 
Blount, Ewart, orton, 

r, lood, O'Neall, Ind. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Flower, aoe 
Brosius, ‘owler, Outhwaite, 
Browne, T, M. k Owen, Ind. 
Buckalew, Gifford, Paynter, 
Bunn, Hemphill, Perry, 

Cald wel Henderson, Iowa Phelan, 
Candler, Henderson, N.C. Quinn, 
nnon, 6 on Randall, Pa. 
Carlisle, Kelley, Rife, 
Caruth Kerr, Pa. Rusk, 
Caswell, Ketcham, Sanford, 
ings, nappy Scran: 
„Cheatham, La Follette, Skinner, 
-~ Comstock, Lane, Stahlnecker, 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


The following pairs were announced: - 
Until further notice: 


Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 


Stephenson, 
Stump, 


Mr. WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. Horxrys with Mr. BLOUNT. 


Mr. THompson with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 


Mr. Evans with Mr. PERRY. 
Mr. WICKHAM with Mr. CoTHRAN. 


Mr. De Laxo with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 


Mr, MILES with Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. Norton. 

Mr, J. D. TAYLOR with Mr. CARUTH, 
Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. HEMPHILL. 
Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. MCCARTHY. 


Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 


Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. TURPIN, on contested elections, 


Mr. Knapp with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 


Mr. LANSING with Mr. WILEY. 
blej FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. (This is not transfer- 
able. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. SKINNER, on election-contest cases. 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, (This pair 
not transferable. ) 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania, 

For this day: 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. FOWLER, 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. BoaTNER. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. QUINN. 

Mr. OSBORNE with Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. Biaas, on this vote. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. CRAIN, for the rest of this week. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore, of Texas, until Monday week. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, from 
Kai e until April 13, both days inclusive. (This pair not trans- 
erable. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire simply to give notice that I shall renew 
this motion to-morrow morning. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, requested 
the return of the bill (S. 1332) entitled@‘An act granting to the city of 
Colorado Springs, in the State of Colorado, certain lands therein de- 
scribed for water reservoirs.” 


WATER RESERVOIRS FOR COLORADO SPRINGS, COLO, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the message 
from the Senate. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, March 28, 1990, 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of resentatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent ofthe United States be, and he is hereby, requested to return to the Senate 
Senate bill 1332, entitled “An act ting to the city of Colorado Springs, in the 
State of Colorado, certain lands in described for water reservoirs,” 


The resolution was adopted. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering business on 
the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering bills on the Private Calendar. When the com- 
mittee last rose it had under consideration the bill (H. R. 3913) grant- 
ing jurisdiction to the Court of Claims, notwithstanding any statutory 
bar, to the claims of J. F. Bailey & Co. and others. The gentleman from 
aen Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN ] had offered an amendment and had the 

oor. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire to make a motion that the committee pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowing of 
certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United 
States Army as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the att of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act. 

The CHAIRMAN, The motion would not be in order now, as the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] has the floor. The gen- 
tleman had the floor when the committee last rose. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, on the 14th day 
of March, the bill—— 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. What is 
the question before the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill pending before the committee is the bill 
which the Clerk has reported, and it was being considered when the 
committee was last in session. 

Mr. ROGERS. I did not hear the Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (F. R. 3913) granting jurisdiction to the Court of Claims, notwithstanding 
any statutory bar, of the clai of J. F. Bailey & Co. and others. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inquire 
whether the bill is now being debated under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. There is only one section in the bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Then I understand that the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN] has an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHAN- 
AN] has offered an amendment, which is now pending. 

Mr, CULBERSON, of Texas. Do I understand that he has an hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been no limitation of the debate. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I would like to have a little time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Larptaw]—— 


1890. 


The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHAN- 
AN] has the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that, and I desire to ask whether 
the gentleman from New Jersey is not willing that the bill shall be 
laid aside to-day, to be taken up at some future time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iam not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Claims [Mr. LAIDLAW] desires that this bill shall be laidaside 
for the present. 

Mr. LAIDLAW, I would be glad to have it postponed for a while 
until we can get some additional facts in reference to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHAN- 
AN] has the floor and unless he will yield for that purpose it can 
not be done; but if he is willing to yield, holding the floor, I hope he 
will do so now, and allow the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAID- 
LAW], who reported this bill, to have it laid aside for the present, be- 
cause, as he states, he desires to submit some additional facts received 
from the Department. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL], who, I think, either introduced this bill or takes 
some interest in it, also desires this arrangement to be made, and Iam 
perfectly willing that the arrangement shall be made, I retaining the floor, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] moves that this bill be laid aside informally, without losing its 
place on the Calendar. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, and Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. LAIDLAW] 
having charge of the bill has stated that he desires to submit some 
additional facts at the next meeting of the committee or atsome future 
time, and that he desires this bill to be laid aside until he can procure 
those facts. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the consideration of the bill go on and let the 
facts be submitted in the discussion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I supposed it would be better to have the facts 
before we passed the bill. Mr. Chairman, I move to proceed with the 
next bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. ENLOE. I move to lay this bill aside. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BucHANAN] yield the floor? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iam perfectly willing to yield 
if any satisfactory arrangement can be made. I have no desire to press 
the consideration of the bill at this time if the gentleman who reported 
it or the gentleman from Pennsylvania who is interested in it desi 
to have it postponed. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I wish to have it postponed temporarily, because 
I want to get some additional information in regard to it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair willstate the motion. Does the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] object to laying aside this bill in- 
formally ? 

Mr, KILGORE. Yes, I object to it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
psa" that the committee proceed to consider the next bill upon the 

endar. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I think the first motion in order is my 
motion to lay aside this bill, as objection has been made to laying it 
aside. I move that the bill be now laid aside, 

The CHAIRMAN. If this motion of the gentleman from Illinois is 
carried that will lay aside this bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to make a motion to take up a different bill 
from the one which the gentleman from Illinois proposes. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee if 
he desires to move to take up a special bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I yielded only for 
the pore of having a motion made and an arrangement arrived at. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
vat 5g to move to take up another bill, 

r. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Has the pending bill been laid aside by an order of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
moves to take up a certain other bill. If the committee agree to his 
motion that virtually lays this bill aside. 

Mr. KILGORE. A demand for the regular order will compel the 
consideration of this bill, and I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

In Committees of the Whole House business on their calendars may be taken 
up in regular order, or in such order asthe committee may determ unless 


_ the bill to be considered was determined by the House at the time of going into 
committee. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair holds that the motion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] is in order. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order that this bill was under 
consideration at the conclusion of last Friday’s session on the Private 
Calendar, and was brought overas unfinished business, and that there- 
its ean in order at this time to move to lay it aside and take up 
another 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. The 
committee have control of their work. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now take 
up and proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7616) for the al- 
lowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the 
United States Army as reported by the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer a substitute for that 


motion. 
Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. If this - 


Mr. DOCKERY. 
motion and all other motions are voted down, we will then proceed 
with the regular order, I suppose? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; under the rule. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
If this motion be adopted, will not the bill which is now pending bein 
order when the House again goes into Committee of the Whole upon 
the Private Calendar, and will not its status remain the same? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. The bill will come up as unfinished 
business. Under the rule of the House all work in Committee of the 
Whole is under the control of the committee unless otherwise ordered 
by the House. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Another inquiry. Is not the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks not, The Clerk will report 
the title of the bill which the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
moves to take up. š 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and su; 
taken and used by the United States Army, as reported by the Court of 
under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee by substituting a motion to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on War Claims, 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order that the gentleman can not 
make that motion at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The bill is not yet before the committee. When 
the bill is taken up by the committee, then the gentleman from Wis- 
consin can make his motion. 

Mr. THOMAS. [rise to a parliamentary question. I would like 
to know whether that motion is debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. En1.0£] is not debatable. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wish to say that this bill contains two hundred 
and eighty-five claims, amounting to $545,000-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate isin order. For the information of 
the Committee of the Whole the Clerk will read Rule XXV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All questions relating to the priority of business shall be decided by a ma- 
jority without debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. KILGORE. Has the bill which the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. ENLOE] desires to bring up been read? i 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not demand that at the pres- 
ent time. If the House decides to consider the bill it will be read; 
otherwise not. 

Mr. KILGORE. If the bill is not read how are we to determine 
whether we will take up that bill or proceed with the regular order? 

The CHAIRMAN. That isa matter for the Committee of the Whole 
to decide for itself. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. ENLOE, there were— 
ayes 64, noes 61. 

Mr. THOMAS. I call for tellers. 

one were ordered; and Mr. ENLoE and Mr. THOMAS were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 82, 

77. 


CLAIMS FOR STORES AND SUPPLIES. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole decides to consider 
the bill, which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. THOMAS.: I shall ask leave to offer a substitute. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowance 
of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United 
States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] 
is . The pending question is, Shall this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? The gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin offers, by way of substitute, a resolution which 
will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the bill be reported back to the House— 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that this bill is not 
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ly before the Committee of the Whole. I do not think any such 
Í has eyer been referred to the Committee on Claims; and I make the 
pan of order that that committee has no right to report to the House 


consideration a bill involving matters that properly belong to another 
committee, unless the bill has been first referred by the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Isuggest that this bill is not reported from 
the Committee on Claims at all, but from the Committee on War Claims, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Whatever committee may report the bill I 
make the same point; of course the same principle is involved. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In connection with this point of order and be- 
fore any objection to this bill and its present consideration is waived, I 
REAA. a separate consideration and a separate vote upon each item of 
the bill, these items being separate and distinct matters of legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman can reserve that right when the 
bill comes ta be considered by paragraphs. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry or a remark in 
the nature of a parliamentary inquiry. I suggest that the verbal and 
other amendments which are to be submitted by the gentleman in 
charge of the bill should be offered now and be considered as pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is in the interest of proper parliamentary pro- 
cedure that the corrections of spelling and of figures should now be 
made and a couple of omitted names put in, so that this whole matter 
may come up together. 

Mr. THOMAS. On the question of order I wish to say a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. KERR] must first be considered. The Chair will listen to 
argument on that question. 

Mr. ENLOE. In reference to that point of order I wish to say it is 
not necessary that a separate bill should be introduced in this House 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims in order that the com- 
mittee may get jurisdiction of this subject. The Bowman act requires 
that all findings of fact by the Court of Claims shall be reported to the 
House of Representatives, and as a matter of course they are referred— 
it has been the rule all the time to refer them—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and that committee has a perfect right to get the bill in 
such shape as it pleases and report it back to the House. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wish to say a word on the point of order. The 
fact is, as the bill itself will show, that this bill was never introduced 
in the House except by authority of the Committee on War Claims. 
Whether that committee had authority to do so or not is, I suppose, 
the question raised by the gentleman from Iowa. The Committee on 
War Claims, by a majority vote, authorized the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to report on behalf of the committee this bill. Whether the 
rules panu the introduction of the bill in that way in this House Iam 
not able to say, but such are the facts. 

. Mr, ADAMS. In answer to the remark of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. ENLOE] I want to insist that neither the Bowman act nor 
any other act can make rules for the government of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Fifty-first Congress; andif our rules provide that a 
committee can have jurisdiction only of a matter referred to it that 
committee has no right to report this bill until it has been introduced 
and referred to the committee. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then I would like to know where the Committee on 
Appropriations get authority to report to the House the bills which 
they report. Where does that authority come from? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is a special rule of the House author- 
izing them to do it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The Committee on Appropriations gets its au- 
thority from Rule XI; and it is only from that rule that such authority 
ean be acquired by any committee. . 

Mr. KILGORE. A single observation upon this point of order. As 
I understand, all these claims have by act of the House or the act of 
some committee of the House been referred to the Court of Claims under 
the Bowman act, and that court has passed on the two questions of 
fact which alone are submitted to the court: the question as to the 
amount involved and the question as to the loyalty of the claimant. 
The question as to the liability of the Government does not belong to 
that court, When the court has passed npon the two questions of fact 
I have stated, the report is made to this House; and it would properly 
be incorporated in some bill which must be referred to a committee 
having jurisdiction of the subject-matter. Until that is done, until 
some bill has been reported covering the report of the Court of Claims, 
I submit this House has not jurisdiction of the question. 

As I understand—I am not familiar with the facts in this case—the 
Court of Claims has reported on all these claims with reference to the 
two questions of fact as to which alone the court has jurisdiction; those 
reports by some means or other have gone into the hands of the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, which committee has chosen to provide for the 
payment of all these claims, fixing the liability of the Government to 
all these claimants upon the report of the Court of Claims, although 
no bill covering these claims has been introduced into the House and 
referred to the committee. 

Now, I understand that is the statusof this case. And I assume no 
bill can be considered in this House until it has been first introduced 
and referred to the proper committee and reported back by that com- 


ate aga called up in regular order, unless it be done by unanimous 
consen 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, there is no question as 
to the right of the Committee on War Claims to report this bill to the 
House for itsactiou. Under the Bowman act these claims were referred 
to the Court of Claims for the purpose of ascertaining and reporting the 
facts tothisHonse. That Bowman act provided, expressly, theseclaims 
should be reported back to Congress after the action of the court had 
been had upon them. It was provided further that they should be con- 
Renee. from Congress to Congress until final disposition had been made 
of them. 

In the Fiftieth Congress the point of order was made that these claims 
by right should go to the head of the Calendar; and three of these claims 
were passed to the head of the Calendar. The pointof order was then 
made that they were not properly at the head of the Calendar, and it 
was decided by the Speaker of the House at that time that these claims, 
when reported to Congress, should be referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. They were referred to the Committee on War Claims, and a 
bill was prepared by that committee in the Fiftieth Congress and re- 
ported to the House covering these claims. Since then these claims 
have been passed insuch bills by the House; that is, these claims, after 
action of the Court of Claims has been had upon them, when they come 
to Congress from that court, have been referred by the Speaker of the 
House to the Committee on War Claims. If you do not continue the 
same course of action in reference to them, then whatare you going to 
do with them? If they are referred to that committee by the Speaker 
of the House, and the committee can not bring them back, the action 
of the committee is estopped, and the action of Congress is estopped 
in reference to their disposition. 

‘i Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. With pleasure. 

Mr. BURROWS. Where does the committee get the right, assum- 
ing these claims were properly referred to the committee or to the 
Court of Claims, where do they get the right to bunch all these claims 
and report them in a separate bill? Why can notèyou as well bunch 
all the claims before that committee and report them in a single bill? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. So far as I am concerned, Mr. Chair- 
man, I am willing to report every claim reported to be correct by that 
committee in one bill and let it be acted upon by the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. But where do you get the rule which allows it to 
be done? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. There isno rule prohibiting it. It isin 
the power of the committee to report them in one bill if the committee 
shall choose to do so. 

Mr. BURROWS. I submit, Mr. Chairman, the committee has no 
power to bunch all these claims in one bill and report it to the House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The committee have undertaken only 
to take all the bills of oneclass—that is, claims for stores and supplies— 
and to include them in one bill, and report it to the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. LIsubmit the committee has no such authority, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. We follow just exactly the practice which 
has been adopted in reference to what is known as the 4th of July cases, 
reported by the Quartermaster-General’s Office as correct, includingsuch 
claims as were reported upon favorably in one billand reporting it to the 
House. Such bills have been reported back to this House in such cases 
ever since July, 1864, and Congress has passed them every time without 
question. 

Mr. KILGORE. In what respect are these cases similar? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The 4th of July cases are referred to the 
Quartermaster-General’s Office to investigate and report upon the facts 
in each case, These claims are referred to the Court of Claims under 
the Bowman act to report to Congress the facts which may be found to 
be correct. In the 4th of July cases, when reported to Congress by the 
Quartermaster-General’s Office, they have been included in the same 
bill by the committee and reported to the House for action. That has 
been considered as a precedent by this committee as to the course to be 
taken in reference to these claims sent to the Court of Claims, and they 
have been included in one bill, asin this case, and reported to the House. 

The two points of order are these. The first is, the committee had 
no right to report these claims, because no bill has been introduced. 
These claims were referred to the committee under the rules of the 
House by the Speaker of the House. If the committee can not report - 
them back, then the House is estopped and the Court of Claims and 
Congress are estopped. 

The next point is that we can not bring these claims in a bunch in 
one bill. We have only followed the precedent adopted in reference 
to the claims reported from the Quartermaster-General’s Office, and 
which claims, as I have eaid already, when reported have, since 1864, 
been provided for in bills of this character. That precedent has been 
established, and we have only followed it in this case. 

Mr. PERKINS. Were these claims referred to the Committee on 
War Claims by the prosess House of Representatives ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. They were referred to this committee 
by the pn House. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, my purpose in asking the attention of 
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the Chair is because it seems to me the whole question of order is in a 
mutshell. These cases rested o y on individual bills, all of 
which were referred to the Committee on War Claims in the last Con- 
gress. In obedience to the Bowman act, by explicit legislation of Con- 
aes each of these cases with a bill was referred to the Court of Claims 

the purpose of ascertaining the loyalty of the claimant and the facts 
of the claim. The Court of Claims proceeded in each separate case to 
make its findings as to the facts. It reported its findings in each case 
to the House. When its findings came to the House, under the law 
they were referred, by the direction of the Speaker, to the Committee 
on War Claims, for the purpose of carrying out the intention of the 
Bowman act, to report them back either favorably or adversely to the 
House, that we may have the action of the House upon them. 

Does it take, Mr. Chairman, a separate bill in each case when the 
finding of the court has been referred by the House to the committee? 
Must the committee wait until somebody introduces another bill, and 
a second, and a third, or a fourth bill, or until all of such cases have 
been covered by a billofsomeshape? Why, it seems to me to be per- 
fectly absurd, If the reference by the House to the committee is not 
for the purpose of committing the subject-matter to the committee, so 
that the committee shall determine what disposition it will make of 
the findings of the court, and the committee can report favorably or 
unfavorably on such finding—if it is not for the purpose of permitting 
the committee to do this, what is the purpose? In this case, having 
elected to report favorably, I think it absolutely absurd to raise the 
question of order here that the bill is not properly before the House. 

It is purely a matter of legislative discretion. The reference of the 
findings of the Court of Claims to the committee gave it jurisdiction. 
Having thus acquired jurisdiction, the committee could exercise its 
own discretion, its own will, in reporting back to the House, It had 
the undoubted right to report back one bill or any other number of 
bills which in its judgment were necessary to bring the subject-mat- 
ter before the House for action. I therefore insist that the question of 
order is not well founded. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I know of no greater injury that 
could be done to the course of orderly legislation in this country, upon 
matters of claims against the Government, than the establishment of 
a rule of the House, a statute of the country, or a decision of the Chair 
that would fora moment make possible such legislation as that involved 
in the pending bill. I know of nogreater promise of wrongdoing than 
would be involved in a bill grouping, as this does, a number ot 
private individual claims, no one of which depends in any sort of de- 
gree upon the good faith or character cf the others; all dependent 
for their validity upon a widely different state of facts, but all, as in 
this case, to be grouped together, the one to make weight for the other 
a aid its passage or else to break down and defeat the passage of the 
others. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I want to examine the legal question involved, 
irrespective of my judgment as to the character of the pending bill, 
simply premising that the proposition insisted upon by the gentleman 
from Kentucky Patr. STONE] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Houk] isa proposition fraught with the most dangerous elements to 
honest legislation. 

If there ever was a measure that might with perfect propriety and 
withont the possible censure of anybody be denominated a ‘‘log-roll- 
ing’ measure, the bill now before the House certainly can with per- 
fect propriety lay claim to that title. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him a moment? Iwish toask the gentleman if it has not been the un- 
broken custom of the House to pass the claims known as the 4th of 
July claims in a similar manner. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will come to that in a moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let mecomplete the question. And, further, 
if it has not been the unbroken custom of the House also in every ap- 

ropriation bill at every session of Congress to embrace in one bill the 
dings of the Court of Claims in such cases and pass them in that way. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ifthe gentleman from Tennessee will not break 
into the illy prepared argument that I have, I will come to the last 
question in its proper order, and I will show the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, I think, and the chairman of the committee also, that there is 
a marked difference in the distinction he seeks to draw. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, But the 4th of July claims have already been 


passed. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. I answer the gentleman in regard to the 4th of 
July claims that it may be he is right; his experience is longer than 
mine; but we have broken more than one ‘“‘ unbroken current” of au- 
thority in this House, and it is time that we should break several more. 
If, therefore, the bill now before the House is in the unbroken line of 
legislative precedents and authority, I am trying toshow that that un- 
broken line is utterly pernicious in its character and opposed to good 
legislation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But you have not broken the line of prece- 
dents in regard to the 4th of July claims, for in this session they were 

in the same way. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will come to the 4th of July claims in the 
proper time; but I think the gentleman will find, if he will be patient 
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for a little while, that the argument he seeks to make will be turned 
against him and destroy the very position that he wishes to assume. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman let me—— 

Mr. THOMAS. Let me answer the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, with the consent of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS. The 4th of July claims were embodied in the bill in- 
troduced in the House and referred to the committee. This is a bill 
introduced by the committee, and never had been referred to them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So the gentlemen will see that they stand here 
upon a widely different footing; but I would not have cared if the 4th 
of July bill came from the same committee. They stand upon a dif- 
ferent footing, any way. 

Mr. KILGORE. The question I wish to ask the tleman is, 
whether or not the point of order ever bas been made on what are known 
as the 4th of July claims. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, So far as I know it never has been. But the 
gentleman knows that it is not uncommon for us to go along here and 
waive points of order that would be fatal to measures of this character. 

Now, I desire to proceed with my argument. Each item of this bill 
isa separate and an independent measure. Originally it was in the form 
of a bill introduced in the House of Representatives, which became a 
separate invocation of legislation, if you please. It was surrounded by 
its own characteristics and dependent upon no other measure for its 
standing in the House, and the Bowman act provides exactly what 
shall be done with that character of claims. All the jurisdiction which 
this House obtains to-day upon the subject-matter of the pending bill 
it gets through the Bowman act. I assume that the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Houk] will admit that, inasmuch as he has planted 
himself already upon the Bowman act. 

Now, what is the Bowman act on this question of the separate char- 
acter of these claims, and, as I shall term it for the purpose of this argu- 
ment, the separate history of each one of these measures ? 

Whenever a claim is pending before any committee, either of the Senate or 
House of Representatives— 

Now, that is the starting point; not when they are in a bundle of 
claims; not when there are several hundred claims. Nobody would 
pretend that a reference of ten claims or twenty claims or one hundred 
claims in a bundle could be made under the Bowman act. You start 
out with a claim—asingle claim—and it is put under a certain juris- 
diction which never leaves it, which clothes it with its character at 
every step. Now, what is to be done with a claim, not an omnibus 
bill, buta single claim? It is to be sent asa claim to the Court of 
Claims— 


the committee or the House may cause the same— 

That is the single claim— 
with the vouchers, papers proof, and documents pertaining thereto, to be trans- 
mitted to the Court of Claims, and the same there shall be proceeded in under 
such rules as the court may adopt. 

Then it provides that the Court of Claims shall make report to the 
House of Representatives upon that claim. Would anybody under- 
take to say that the Court of Claims could lodge subsequent ultimate 
jurisdiction in the House by a report that would say, ‘‘The Court of 
Claims, having had under consideration 250 claims, as follows, they 
report that the claimants were loyal, and the following sums are to be 
allowed,” and dump the whole grist into the House and ask it to take 
thatasa compliance with the Bowmanact? By nomeans. Mr. Chair- 
man, it was intended by this legislation that each one of these claims 
shall constitute a separate and independent bill, standing uponitsown 
merits, as I have said. 

Now this report is made. Now comes the other question which the 
gentleman from Tennessee has spoken about. What is the jurisdiction 
now of the several committees of this House in the matter of originat- 
ing legislation—hbecause it is originating legislation to introduce a bill 
into the House of Representatives? If I introduce a bill to pay a claim, 
it is an origination of legislation upon that subject; and if I introduce 
a bill to tax a certain kind of importations into this country, it is an 
origination of legislation upon that subject. So I find, Mr. Chairman, 
by examination of the rules of the House, that the yarious committees 
of this House have various powers, all differing, or mostly differing, 
from the other. ‘There is a class of committees that are authorized to 
introduce bills into the House, and I want to call your attention to the 
fact that the expression which confers power upon one or more of the 
committees, but not upon all, to do a certain thing, excludes the other 
committees from doing similar acts or acts of a similar quality. 

I think that no gentleman will deny the soundness of that proposi- 
tion, and the ent of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Stone], 
therefore, that the Committee on War Claims is not forbidden to do an 
act, falls to the ground, because certain other committees of the House 
are authorized and empowered to do acts of a similar quality, and the 
Committee on War Claims is not one of those committees. Therefore, 
the expression of the power in one committee is an exclusion of the 
power from the other committee, This principle of law, I think, will 
not be denied. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. For the power of the Committee on 


instance, 
Appropriations to originate appropriation bills, and the Committee on 


2752 


Rivers and Harbors to originate the bill for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am coming to that directly, but the gentle- 
man is right. The rules of the House must be considered to have had 
in their construction or origination a purpose that was a wise purpose. 
What was it? Why, in the very nature of things, the Appropriation 
Committee should not be bound by the mere introduction of bills into 
the House. Their duty is to provide appropriations of money for the 
various purposes of the Government. 

Mr. ADAMS. At the instance of the Government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. At theinstance of the Government. They are 
to answer the Departments of the Government, and there is a pre- 
scribed form in which the Department shall call upon that committee 
or those committees. 

Mr. HOUK. And it is at the instance of the Government, through 
the Court of Claims, to allow the payment of these claims. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know, but my friend has omitted to state that 
hea act prescribed how these claims are to be adjudicated and 

o 

Mr. HOUK. I did not grasp all of the gentleman’s argument, I sup- 
Lo GROSVENOR. Ihave no doubt about that. (Laughter. ] And 
for once in his life my friend from Tennessee has made an *‘honest con- 
fession,” and that is ‘ for his soul.” 

Mr. HOUK. I will do it every time. 
pable of gathering up his loose argument. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Your power of gathering up is not to affect at 
all the character of my argument. 

Mr. PETERS. If the gentleman from Ohio will allow me, in regard 
to appropriations, I desire to state that even appropriation bills are pre- 

and introduced to the House and then referred to the committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So I understand; and I am strengthened in m 
position by the suggestion of the gentleman from Kansas fate, PETERS 
that even appropriation bills—and I have had some connection with one 
appropriation bill and I agree with him—are always introduced to the 

ouse and recommitted before the House can get jurisdiction to pass 


I suppose that I was inca- 


that bill, 
But let me goon. The fifty-first subdivision—— 
Mr. McRA If it does not interrupt the gentleman from Ohio, I 


would like him to look at section 1 of the Bowman act and section 7, 
so that he may consider that in the point he is now attempting to make. 
If you will permit me I will read—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have the act all before me. If you will per- 
mit me to conclude my point as to committees, then I will hear you. 

Mr. McRAE. I wanted to call your attention to the first section. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is not the proper place for me to be inter- 
rupted. Just let me go on to say what I am saying about the power 
and jurisdiction of these committees. 

Mr. McRAE. That is the point. It is the question of the jurisdic- 
tion of the committees I desire to call your attention to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me have my way about presenting this 
— of the committees, and then you can explain your views after- 
wa 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to go forward. I am coming now to the 
committees of the House that are authorized by the rules of the House 
to report legislation to the House; thatis, to originate legislation in the 
House. In the ninth page of the pamphlet copy of the rules of the 
House, in the fifty-first subdivision of Rule XI, I find the following 
provision: 


The following-named committees shall have leave to report at any time on 
the matters herein stated, viz: The Committee on Rules,on rules,joint rules, 
and order of business; the Committee on Elections, on the right of a member to 
his seat; the Committeeon Ways and Means, on billsraising revenue: thecom- 
mittees having jurisdiction of Lo crdeesierrar the general appropriation bills; 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, bills for the improvement of rivers an: 
harbors; the Committee on the Public Lands, bills for the forfeiture of land 
grants to railroad and other Somme one, MUs preventing s lation in the 
public lands, and bills for the reservation of the public lands for the benefit of 
actual and bona fide settlers; the Committee on tories, bills for the admis- 
sion of new States; the Committee on Enrolled Bills, enrolled bills;— 


They can not waitfor a bill to be introduced, because there has been a 


bill introduced, passed, and handed over to them, and prepared for the 
signature of the Speaker, and hence this provision as to that commit- 
tee— 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, general pepsin bills; the Committee on 
Printing, on all matters referred to them of printing for the use of the House or 
two Houses; and the Committee on Accounts, all matters of 
contingent fund of the House. 


Now, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] refers to theseventh 
section of the Bowman act, which provides: 

That reports of the Court of Claims under this act, if not finally acted u 
the session to which they are reported, shall be continued from session 
sion and from Congress to Congress until the same shall be acted upon. 

I can not see any pertinence whatever in that bead so iene Ifaclaim 
is in the form of a bill, the bill over. We a contestin the last 
Congress, as members of the ieth Congress will remember, upon 
the question whether those bills were here or had to be reintroduced. 
That contest sprang up and occupied most ofa day. I do not remem- 


expenditure of the 


at 
ses- 


~ i. 


ber exactly what the decision was, but my best recollection is that the 
Chair decided that the bills were here and need not be reintroduced. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman t a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; if it is in the line of the argu- 
ment I am making at this time. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. If I did not misunderstand the gentle- 


man, he was quoting from Rule XI. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, Rule XI, paragraph 51. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The gentleman said that the commit- 
tees he named were to have chargeof certain bills and certain matters. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I read the rule exactly as it stands, and I am 
now making my argument upon it. Itis Rule XI, subdivision or para- 
graph 51. It was held, as I recollect, in the Fiftieth Congress, by Mr. 
Speaker CARLISLE—and if I am wrong about that the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] will correct me—that these bills, under 
the seventh section of the Bowman act, did not have to be reintroduced 
in that Congress. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The Speaker said that the law made it proper 
for the Clerk to place them on the Calendar. That is just what he 
said. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; but he by no means undertook to say 
that they lost their character of bills and became an omnibus matterof 
claims that might go to a committee having no authority to report 
bills, and might come back here in the form of a single bill reported 
from that committee. That is the question that we are arguing about 
now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand that the gentleman from Ohio 
claims that this point of order is well taken because there was not a bill 
introduced in each particular case and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thatis one of my points. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, I ask the gentleman if there is no other 
way by which the committee can get jurisdictionof these matters. And 
further, if, when a finding of the Court of Claims is submitted to the 
House, as the Bowman act requires such findings to be submitted by 
the Speaker, and is referred by the Speaker to the Committee on War 
Claims, that does not give the committee full jurisdiction of the claim. 
And, if so, where is there any rule which prevents or prohibits that 
committee from putting two or more of these claims together in one 
bill? Also, upon this point, I will ask the gentleman how it is that 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors get control of bills for improving 
the rivers and harbors of the country except by the reference to them 
of the reports of the Secretary of War or the engineers’ reports? There 
is no separate bill introduced in each case of that kind. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman does not make that argument 
seriously, I think. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want the gentleman to point out the differ- 
ence. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will make the difference very plain. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I want the gentleman to tell us what 
the distinction is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The distinction is as wide as a distinction can 
possibly be. In the first place, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
is one of the committees authorized to report bills. That is the first 


int. 

Me RICHARDSON. Does the gentleman say that the Committee 
on War Claims can not report a bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say they can not report an omnibus bill in 
which they have merged one hundred and fifty bills or claims. Thatis 
what Tam arguing now. Iam sticking to the case at bar, and not 
wandering off into a philosophical speculation as to what might be in 
some other case, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the tleman say that the Committee 
on War Claims can not originate a bill with one hundred claims in it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am sticking to the question that is involved 
here, and I am saying that that committee can not take a set of bills 
which the law has clothed with an independent character and merge 
them ther—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But they are not separate bills. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isay they are. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why, the gentleman is complaining because 
they are not oe bills. 

Mr. GROS OR. That is exactly what I am doing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the matter itself was referred to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was referred to them in the form of separate 
bills, each one of which stood upon its own merits, with a separate re- 
port from the Court of Claims, each bill called in the law “a case,” 
each bill ceqpns: Soa own characteristics. Now, I deny the power of the 
Committee on War Claims to do this, and I deny the propriety of the 
legislative pms which permits or would permit the grouping to- 
gether of all those bills, the destruction of their individual character, 
and the ing of them er into one general lump. 

N. Itisnot a question of propriety that we are 
discussing here, but a question of order. The question of the propriety 
of such a method of legislation does not arise, 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. It does arise. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. . Now, will the gentleman come back to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and show me the difference between 
that case and this. And I want to ask him one further question. Does 
he take the position that the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds can not put two or more public buildings together in a bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I deny that they can do anything of the kind. 
Now, I decline to be interrupted further until I complete my argument. 
But, by way of illustration of my point, I will ask the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee Mr. RICHARDSON ] whether he is willing to stand up here 
and say that the Committee on Invalid Pensions can take one hundred 
spol pension bills and put them into one bill and report them to this 

ouse 


Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. RICHARDSON and Mr. KILGORE rose, 
Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 


Mr. GROS OR. I will take you one at a time and answer the 
whole of you. [Laughter.] 
Mr. KILGOR The gentleman from Ohio as I apprehend does not 


seem to have the exact facts in this case [laughter], but Iam with him 
in his proposition. The truth of the business is that bills have never 
been introduced in relation to these matters at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand that. 

Mr. KILGORE. Bills have been introduced in some cases, butin a 
great many other cases no bills have been introduced. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘Then I am very much obliged to the gentleman 
from Texas, because, if that is so, then all the arguments which have 
been made on the other side fall to the ground, and there is no ques- 
tion about the illegal character of this bill. ; 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is just the point I made. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And I beg the pardon of the gentleman from 
Towa (Mr. KERR] for not allowing that statement to come in. The 
facts as they now appear settle beyond all peradventure the argument 
in favor of the position we have occupied. What, then, has been done 
in this case? Suppose, by way of illustration, thata committeeshould 
take, say, one hundred private bills, one hundred pension bills, group 
them into one bill, and add fifty more private pension claims that the 
committee saw fit to report upon. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And which never were referred to them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Never referred to them—claims which never 
bad the character of separate bills. 

Now let me finish my argument in answer to the gentleman from 
Tennessee in regard to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. That 
committee receives from the Secretary of War a report as to the pro- 
priety and the value of a certain river improvement; it gets reports as 
to another and another and another such improyement; and under the 
authority given by the rule I have quoted, the committee introduces in 
the House one bill making an appropriation of money, not declaring or 
establishing the propriety of any particular work, but making an appro- 
priation. That bill is referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and reported back, the original jurisdiction having been conferred on 
the committee by the action of the House in referring the bill to it. 
That question dozsnot stand upon all fours with this. In this case 
bills have never been referred to the War Claims Committee, 

The river and harbor bill is first introduced by an individual mem- 
ber of the House, usually a member of the committee, usually the 
chairman of the committee. He introduces the bill; itis his bill. 
It goes to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and is reported back 
by that committee, and placed on the Calendar. The House has re- 
ferred the subject-matter to the committee; it is within their jurisdic- 
tion; and the House gets jurisdiction in that way; and not only in that 
way, but by virtue of the law of Congress which devolves upon the 
Secretary of War the duty of informing Congress with reference tothe 
meritorious public works of the country. That is a public appropria- 
tion, an appropriation for a public purpose. Here is an appropriation 
to pay a mass of private individuals their private claims. I want the 
gentlemen who are to reply to tell me the difference between the atti- 
tude they occupy in this case and the attitude they would occupy if 
there were fifty private pension bills and ten claims for pensions, that 
never were introduced in the House and never referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, all grouped in one measure and brought in 
here for action. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. We report in one measure the appro- 
priation of about $90,000,000 that we make every year for the payment 
of pensions, such pension claims as the Pension Office may d to 
be valid. The Court of Claims has declared these to be valid claims. 
We specify these claims separately in the bill, but in the case of the 

ion bill we appropriate for all in a lump. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not talking about the appropriation, my 
friend. Iamasking your views in regard to the case I have stated, and 
I think you will not differ with me. Suppose there are fifty men ask- 
ing to be put on the pension-roll by special acts of Congress, and the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions takes those fifty bills, puts them all 
into one bill in fifty paragraphs, then takes the names of ten more per- 
sons whose applications were never put in any bill, and never referred 
to the committee, puts ten paragraphs in the bill providing for these 
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ten persons, making sixty private bills all incorporated in one bill, and 
the committee asks the House to take jurisdiction of that bill—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. When not a single bill was before them? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. When not one bill was before them. Let me 
tell the gentleman, further, that the Bowman act contemplates the orig- 
inal character of the claim (that is the bill) pending in 
There can not be a claim pending in Congress except by virtue of a bill. 
I may stand here having in my pocket a claim against the Government; 
but if I do not introduce a bill covering the claim it does not come 
under the Bowman act. The very moment it is introduced, it becomes 
a separate and independent cause of action, if you please. It goes to 
the Court of Claims. After that court has made its report we have a 
right to examine the basis upon which the report is made; we have 
something more to do than merely to make an appropriation. We must 
pass upon the question of fact. We are to legislate upon the question 
whether we will pass this bill or not. 

Now, does the gentleman say that we are called upon to legislate in 
one bill upon the questions of fact found in two hundred and fifty 
claims, one hundred of those claims never having been introduced into 
Congress at all, never having been claims pending within the scope and 
meaning of the Bowman act? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The gentleman from Ohio says we 
do not differ; I want to show that we did not differ a year ago when, 
as he will recollect, a bill precisely similar to this was before the House. 
I read the title of the bill, and it is one upon which the gentleman 
spoke at that time: 

A bill for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and 
used by the United States Army as reported by the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act, 

The gentleman who now has the floor [Mr. GROSVENOR], in a speech 
which will be found on page 1679 of the RECORD of the last Congress, 
advocated that bill. I admit that we are not talking now on the merits 
of this question, but in the case of the bill to which I refer, and which 
the gentleman advocated, no point of order was made. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Was not that the bill which we designate as 
the “4th of July claims bill?” 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. It was a bill to pay claims under the 
Bowman act. You will find the title on page 1670 of the RECORD. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Wasa point of order made in that case? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. No, sir; but it was a bill similar to 
this; and the only object in making a point of order now on your part 
is to oppose this bill. On that bill you said—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No doubt some of these claims are valid; I 
suppose they are, 5 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Let the gentleman from Alabama complete his 

statement; and then I will answer him. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The gentleman advocated the bill to 
which I have referred, embracing, as this bill does, a number of claims 
all lumped together. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LEE] pro- 

an amendment at that time to which the gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. GROSVENOR] objected, because it tended, as he said, to jeopard- 
ize a very meritorious bill. The gentleman from Ohio at that time 
used this language: 

Now, can we not meet this question upon itsown merits? Is it necessary that 
this bill, covering as it does a line of claims about which there seems to be no 
contention, should be loaded down with a proposition so fraught with ultimate 
consequences as this question? It seems to me that if this bill stood here u 
its own merits it would not last five minutes; and it seems further that it is a 
strong ion against the justice of the bill thatit is sought to be put on here 


as an amendment upon a bill that everybody seems in favor of the imm 
passage of, that it should so hamper and delay it. 


It will thus be seen that there was no contention last year by the 
gentleman in regard to claims of this character. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman say these claims are the 
same quality of claims those were ? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The same quality; exactly the same 

uality. 
5 Mr. GROSVENOR. Name one of those claims, and tell me how it 
compares with these. 
r. WHEELER, of Alabama. Everyone of these claims is the same 


as those. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Are you quite sure? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Quite sure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam very sure you are mistaken. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I recollect the claim of Coles. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to say to the gentleman from Alabama 
just this: I have no doubt I supported the bill to which he has referred. 
I was not opposed to any particular portion or paragraph of it. Ifthe 
Recorp shows it, then I made that speech. Now, because I wasin 
favor of a bill composed of numerous items against which no objections 
were made and against which no point of order was raised, the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] is, I must never 
oppose a bill on account of misjoinder of items, because on one occasion 
I waived the point of order. Is not that an argument which will be 
considered weighty ? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Everybody favored that bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Everybody favored it. 
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Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Everybody on that side favored it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Everybody does not favor this by a long way, 
let me tell the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. PETERS. Iinjected a statement into the gentleman’s speech 
that appropriation bills were introduced and referred to the commit- 
tee. I find since that was done only for the purpose of having the 
, bills printed, and also that it is not necessary to have those appropria- 
tion bills introduced for reference to the committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The ground I stand upon is that the rules of 
the House give the Committee on Appropriations that power. I am 
willing to examine each one of these claims. Iam willing to take each 
one of these claims and have it carefully examined. But I say here I 
will not be bound in my judgment by the action of the Court of Claims 
during the last four years, as I will show when the proper occasion 
arrives—not that the court was defective in its patriotism, not that the 
court was unwilling to arrive at just conclusions, but that the judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims in many cases was a default judgment, 
and many of them are worse than that ; they are judgments practically 
by confession, confession of officers who ought to haye been there to 
defend the position of the Government. 

Mr. ENLOE. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ENLOE. If that point is to be gone into we wish to be heard 
upon it. But I make the point of order that it has nothing todo with 
the question under discussion, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to say in support of the point of order, 
Mr. Chairman, that we have the right to examine the action and judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims on each one of these items. 

Mr. ENLOE. But the gentleman was proceeding to make statements 
in reference to the method of procedure in the Court of Claims, which 
is not pertinent at this time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwill state it when the proper time comes. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, when the proper time comes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My pointisthis: This billis made up of a largo 
number of claims which find their way here under the Bowman act, 
and the individual autonomy of each one of those elaims-is to be main- 
tained until final action is taken on them by Congress. This bill con- 
tains matters which properly go to the War Claims Committee, but 
they are commingled with matters which ought not to go to that com- 
mittee under any authority which had jurisdiction to refer to the War 
Claims Committee. I claim by parliamen’ law, therefore, this bill 
is not properly on the Calendar, and that the point of order ought to be 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, the remarks of the gentleman 
from Ohio have taken such a very wide range that it is very important 
that we should examine and see what is actually before this commit- 
tee. 


The point of order made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] 
is before the committee for consideration. It is ‘‘that the committee 
has no jurisdiction of these claims, for the reason that no bill for the 
payment of either of the claims has ever been referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims.’ Now, sir, the gentleman from Tennessee, who 
has charge of this bill and on whose motion it was taken up for con- 
sideration to-day, is a member of the Committee on War Claims, and 
he says—and other members of the Committee on War Claims have 
made the same statement to me—that all the claims referred to in this 
bill were either before the Committee on War Claims because of bills 
referred by the Speaker of the House or because of petitions sent tothe 
Committee on War Claims by the House, 

I know that there are two claims embraced in the bill under consid- 
eration that I had the honor to embody in bills, for the relief of M. I. 
Durham, administrator, and for the relief of W. N. Potts; and these 
were referred by the Speaker of the House to the Committee on War 
Claims, and subsequently, under the provisions of the Bowman act, were 
referred by the Committee on War Claims to the Court of Claims. So 
that the first point of order made by the gentleman from Iowa falls to 
the ground, because he says that the Committee on War Claims has no 
jurisdiction of the claims embodied in the bill for the reason that their 
subject-matter, separately or collectively, had not been referred to the 
committee, and that no bill or substantial case covering these claims 
had been so referred. 

Mr. ADAMS. Willthegentleman allow an interruption just at this 
point? Were the bills to which the gentleman from Kentucky now 
refers as having been introduced by himself presented during the pres- 
ent session of =, eo 

Mr. McCREARY. They were; and they were presented also in the 
Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses. Iam informed by membersof the 
Committee on War Claims that the bill now under consideration is 
made up of claims that were introduced in this or previous Congresses, 
either by bill or petition, and referred to that committee, either in this 
Congress or some previous Congress, and then transmitted under the 
Bowman act to the Court of Claims. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the question arises as to what is the Bowman 
act, exactly what was designed to be accomplished by Congress in the 
passage of that act. I will read its first section. 

It may be said in this connection that the act was to provide for cases 


of just this character. It was an act providing fora fair and impartial 
adjudication by a competent court of just such claims as are em’ 

in the bill now under consideration, and it was enacted to afford relief 
and assistance to Congress in the investigation of claims and demands 
against the Government. The first section of this act provides— 

That whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committee of the 
Senate or House of Representatives, or before either House of p Which 
involves the investigation and determination of facts, the committee or House 
may cause the same, with the vouchers, papers, ee, and documents pertain- 
ing thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Ciaims of the United States, and 
the same shall there be proceeded in under such rules as the court may adopt. 
When the facts shall have been found, the courtshall not enter judgment there- 
on, but shall report the same tothe committee or to the House by which the 
case was transmitted, for its consideration. 

Now, I hold that the very action required by the Bowmam act has 
been had in this case. The bills were originally introduced in the 
House of Representatives. They were referred to the War Claims 
Committee. That committee referred them to the Court of Claims, 
and the Court of Claims now under the first section of the Bowman act 
sends the report of the court back to the House and through the House 
to the committee, which embodies them in its report in the bill which 
is now before us for consideration, embracing the very matters on which 
the court has rendered a favorable report. It isadmitted by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THomas] that about two-thirds of the 
claims embraced in the bill were embodied in bills that were referred 
to the Committee on War Claims and then referred to the Court of 
Claims, This being so, the bill is not amenable to the objection urged 
by the gentlemen from Iowa [Mr. KERR]; and it may be stated also 
that under the Bowman act if the report of the Court of Claims to Con- 
gress is not acted on when first reported it shall be continued from 
Congress to Congress until finally acted on. 

The further point is made by the gentleman from Iowa that, if either 
of these claims was properly before the committee, they have no juris- 
diction and no right to report more than one of the claims in any bill; 
in other words, that they have no right to report a bill embracing a 
number of them. 

For many years the Committee on War Claims has reported a bill 
similar to this at every session of Congress, and the precedent has been 
followed this session. But outside of that I call the attention of the 
committee to subsection 31 of Rule XI of the rules of the House of 
Representatives, which subsection declares, in directing how legislation 
shall be referred to the respective committees, that— 

Claims arising from any war in which the United States has been engaged 
shall be refe: to the Committee on War Claims, 

Now, in accordance with that rule, the claims embodied in this bill 
under consideration were referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and properly referred, They were considered by that committee, re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims, and have come back to the House, and 
are all here embodied in one bill. The Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors has been given similar powers by Rule XI, which declares that 
subjects relating to the improvement of rivers and harbors shall be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and this committee re- 
ports a bill every session of Congress containing appropriations for dif- 
ferent rivers and harbors, all in one bill. Then why should we not in 
this case group together all the claims that have been reported favor- 
ably by the Court of Claims and embody theminonebill? It has been 
so held or rather such has been the practice for years, It has been 
done, as I aminformed, ever since Congress first commenced the con- 
sideration of claims under the Bowman act. I see no reason why it 
should not be done now. There is no rule prohibiting it; and as the 
bill will be read by paragraphs and cach claim will be considered sepa- 
rately, I see no proper ground for objection, unless, indeed, there are 
members on this floor who are opposed to the fair and just consideration 
of war claims that have been favorably considered by the Committee 
on Claims: I believe, therefore, that the bill now under consideration 
is properly before the committee, and the committee has jurisdiction of 
the claims embraced in the bill, and the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Iowa should be overruled. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, the real trouble about this bill, 
against which is raised this question of order, is that the bill itself is 
only a partial compliance with the law; strictly, all of these bills ought 
to have their place, coming over from former Congresses, at the head of 
the Private Calendar in their order, not where they are now, bat far 
ahead of where this bill places them. 

I have been surprised at some of the gentlemen who have presented 
their views on this question finding a difference between the pending 
bill and other bills containing separate items. Sir, the 4th of July 
claims bill, which has this House twenty-three times annually 
since that statute was enacted, is a bill gathering all of the same sort 
of claims for quartermasters’ and commissary stores and supplies, pay- 
able in different amounts and to different ms. 

But the whole of these claims embodied here have been adjudicated 
by a court of high authority with a number of judges, on testimony 
sifted by the examination of lawyers, by cross-examination, rebuttal, 
and careful elimination in amount, the action being to reject in many 
of the cases and in others to scale them down; whereas the 4th of 
July claims Congress has twenty-three times passed bills covering the 
wholeof them simply upon ex parte statements, without trial by judges, 
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without sifting by lawyers, without cross-examination by counsel for 
the Government; and upon that slight authority has done what it had 
a right to do for the same subject-matter, the same class and kind of 
claims: put them together in one bill and under one title; and the only 
fault about this bill as it is now is that it should have stated at the 
end the amount, namely, in all the sum of so many dollars. 

It is one bill. The gentleman who last argued this matter has more 
than once aided here in the of the river and harbor bill, relat- 
ing to various classes of legislation, 1t embraces at least five or six 
kinds, while this embraces butone. Theriverand harbor bill provides 
for canals, rivers, and harbors, preliminary surveys, locks, gates, and 
dams at different places——— 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And for the purchase of land. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes; for the purchase of land and real estate and 
many other things. This bill the gentleman calls a job, and yet he 
supports that sort of a bill every year. Here you have your sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill covering under one title everything on 
earth. By its very title it is a ‘‘sundry ” civil appropriation bill— 
matters referred to the Committee on Appropriations merely by esti- 
mate, and all come in under one bill, amounting to about $25,000,- 
000; different in classes, different in kind, different in subject-matter, 
different in everything, *‘sundry,’’ ‘* various,’’ ‘‘ varying,’’ different 
in every degree. And then you have (for I know something of this 
matter from observation of five years on that committee) the general 
deficiency bill. In that you have classes of claims of different variety, 
for different for different people. During this Congress I 
voted for a bill of that kind, and I have no doubt that my friend who 
has just taken his seat also voted for it. 

Weactually voted to pay in one bill, which I holdin my hand, not only 
five thousand different persons in different amounts and for four different 
classes of subjects, but we really enabled the payment of claims upon the 
finding of one man, not a court—without cross-examination, without 
investigation, without rebutting or counter testimony, but upon the 
decision of one man and auditor. Not only that; we went further and 
ronan that we would appropriate in a single bill, called the ‘‘ urgent 

eficiency bill,” in the second section, for these classes of claims, ** for 
arrears of pay to volunteers.’’ I voted for it. Gentlemen around me 
voted for it. For ‘‘ bounty to volunteers’? —— 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Not at thistime. We provided for the payment 
of bounty under the act of July 28, 1864, and we provided for the 
commutation of rations to prisoners of war in rebel prisons, and we 
provided not only for the payment of these items, but also for horses 
and other property. Now, in this Court of Claims bill there is but one 
class, ‘‘for stores and supplies furnished quartermasters and commis- 
saries,” and which were ‘‘taken and used” by the Army of our Gov- 
ernment; but here, in the urgency deficiency bill, every variety of 
claim under the sun is added and provided for by a clause here: 


And for payment of such amounts additional thereto as may be certified to 
be due by said AESA pE E Skra on this account during the year 1890, 
so much therefor as may be necessary is hereby appropriated. 


And we actually provided forthe payment of claims not yet allowed 
and upon, that never will come to any committee, never will be 
sent before the Appropriation Committee, never will be referred to this 
House for its action; we passed them in a lump. 

It is rather late now, after these things have been passed, for my 
friend to say that when you put together in one single bill claims for 
stores supplied by loyal, honest, true men to this country, which have 
been d upon by an able court acting under law, it isa bunching 
of claims (and these have been due for a quarter of a century), when we 
have passed a bill that has bunched claims, as I have shown, in the 
provisions of the bill to which I have referred. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Is there a single dollar appropriated in the ur- 
` gency deficiency bill that is not in pursuance of previously existing 

wW 
Mr. McCOMAS. Iam glad the gentleman has asked me that ques- 
tion. In that bill provision is made of $711,000 for claims in part not 
yet adjudicated and passed; and we only claim the right to take up 
these claims and pass them under existing law. They have been sent 
by special act to some place where somebody might and did pass upon 
them and report them back to Congress; they come back here because 
the law did not provide for their payment, and they may be provided 
for in one bill. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Why did you not put these claims into the ur- 
gent deficiency bill and pass them in it? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Because there isnolaw authorizing their payment 
in that way; it did authorize their consideration in this way. It is a 
gratuitous assumption on the part of my friend to say that there is not 
a law for this. I will show you presently what has been the law on 
this very subject. 

_Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the gentleman from Maryland say that a 
single item of appropriation in the t deficiency bill is an appro- 
priation that was not authorized by existing law ? 


Mr, McCOMAS. Isay that these unaudited claims were not au- 
thorized to be paid by any existinglaw. They have never been audited. 
But that bill gave them the power to have them paid. I voted for it 


myself, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What right had you to put it in the bill, then? 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘The right of this Congress to legislate. l 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But it isabsolutely forbidden by the rules of the 
House, unless it has been authorized by existing law. x 

Mr. McCOMAS. But Con did not prohibit, but passed the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then if you did soit was because the pointof 
order was not raised. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iam not going to meet things that do not happen 
to be up at the time. Iam taking the things that did happen the 
laws that have passed. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? ` 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to know the principle—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. TI undertake to say that there has never been an` 
urgent deficiency bill passed here containing appropriations that were 
not authorized by law. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman said he rose to ask me a question, 
and now he ‘‘ undertakes to say;’’ but lam justnow underta tosay 
something myself, and therefore I decline to be interrupted. _[Laugh- 
te 


E 

ate KILGORE. Is it not the fact that those appropriation bills 
simply made an appropriation of so much money, to be expended in 
payment of claims after they had been properly adjudicated ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I stated twice, and if the gentleman had listened 
to what I said he would have understood me, that it was actual legis- 
lation authorizing the payment of the money for these claims when- 
ever they should hereafter be audited, which could not have been paid 
without this additional legislation; and I say that was right. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It may have been right, but it was out of order. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iam not accounting for things now. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. This is a question of order. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It is not merely a question of order. This isa 
question of whether or not, under existing law, there is authority for 
this House to consider these claims under this bill, and I say the form 
of the existing law covers the framework of the bill. 

Mr.KERR,of Iowa. The question is whether the bill is properly here. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I am discussing that question, if the gentleman 
will allow me. Now, Mr. Chairman, take the title of this bill itself, 
“For the allowance of certain claimg for stores and supplies taken and 
used by the Union Army under the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1883, known as the Bowman act.” It purports in its title to be an 
appropriation of money under an act of Congress covering a certain 
class of cases coming before Con . Now, what light have you— 
and I now speak of the jurisdiction—what light have you upon the 
framework of the title to that bill? Turn to the first section of the 
Bowman act and you will find its language is that when the facts shall 
have been found the court thereon shall report the same to the com- 
mittee. 

Under that power these claims have come back to Congress in the 
Forty-ninth, the Fiftieth, and the Filty-first Congresses. That is the 
provision in the first section of the Bowman act, which you will find 
on page 300 of the Manual and Digest. Now turn to section 7. There 
you will find a section taken in part from the original act of Congress 
which laid the foundation for the Court of Claims as a separate court. 
That was copied into the Bowman act as the seventh section, and it 
provides— 

That reports of the Court of Claims to Congress under this act, if not finally 
acted on during the session at which they are reported, shall be contin from 
session to session and from Congress to Congress until the same shall be finally 
acted upon, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if you turn to First Court of Claims Reports you 
will find, in the beginning of the book, the act of 1855 under which 
this court came into existence. Section 8 of that act is transported 
into the body of the Bowman act. It provides— 

That said reports and the bills reported as aforesaid— 

Because they had reports and bills there—and I am coming to the 
pe of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] about reports and 

ills— 

That said reports and bills reported as aforesaid shall, if not finally acted upon 
pets the session to which said reports are made, be continued from session to 
session, 

And so on, proceeding in the very language of the Bowman act from 
which I have just read, the seventh section of the Bowman act. 

Now, what was the ruling of the Speaker in the last Congress, and 
what has been the practice of Congress upon this subject? The law 
that I have read particularly required a bill separate and a report sep- 
arate, but the Bowman act makes a change in that respect; it omits 
‘the bill and the report,” and provides only that the reports of the 
Court of Claims, if not finally acted upon during the session to which 
they are made, shall be continued from session to session, ete., until 
disposed of.” In the Thirty-seventh Congress, second session, page 42 
of the House Journal, the Speaker announced that— 


In conformity with law and the usage of former Congresses such bills from 
the Court of as were left undisposed of at the close of the last Congress 
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would be again read the second time, and, er with the adverse reports of 
the enoia court which were left undisposeà of, be committed to the Private Cal- 
en - 

Again, when this question eame up in the Fiftieth Congress, I had 
the honor to ask the Speaker a question, which will be found on page 
110 of the RECORD of December 19, 1887, and I ask the attention of 
the House and of the Chair to the ruling which was made by the dis- 
tinguished Speaker of the last Congress with respect to these very claims 

‘about which I am now talking, claims which come under the modifi- 
cation made of the act of 1855 by the Bowman act, which carefully 
omitted the requirement of separate reports and bills in Congress upon 
each separate claim, upon which requirement my distinguished friend 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has based so much of his argument. 

That law gave the jurisdiction to the Court of Claims; they were to 
pass upon the facts and to apply the law; they were to investigate the 
question of loyalty, and to determine what money was due, and to re- 
port the cases back. Then, under this act of Congress, which is some- 
thing more than a rule of this House when it directs the procedure of 
the House, the reports of the court are to continue from session to ses- 
sion and from Congress to Congress until disposed of. I asked the emi- 
nent Speaker of that Congress [Mr. CARLISLE] a question, which I 
will read from page 110 of the RECORD, as follows: 


Mr. McComas. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. McComas, The Bowman act, chapter 116, etc., volume 22 of the Statutes at 


Now, in order to give effect and force to that continuance from Congress to 
wig brew my qu nis: Will not claims thus reported back from the Court 
of ims to last Congress, and then repo by this committee to the 
Forty-ninth Congress with an accompanying bill— 

As happened— 
standing on the Calendars of the last Congress—will not those claims, under the 
terms of the section which I have read, be placed upon the Calendar and be the 
firstclaims in priority on the Calendar for consideration during the present Con- 
gress? I send to the Speaker's desk the act to which I have referred. 

Now, here is the decision of the Speaker: 


The Chair remembers the terms of the act. The practice of the House has 
been, when a report is received from the Court of Claims, it is referred to the 
committee which had originally jurisdiction of the matter—the Committee on 
War Claims or the Committee on Claims, as the case may be. If that commit- 
tee during that Co reports the claim back again to the House, the Chair 
thinks that the section of the act to which the gentleman from Maryland refers 
req report to be continued on the Calendar; and the Chair has so 
instructed the Clerk in the present session, to place on the Calendar in regular 
order all the reports made by committees on reports from the Court of Claims. 
‘That will be done. 
~ Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, and Mr. GROSVENOR rose 

Mr. McCOMAS, Now, then—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I say, “‘Now, then’’—— [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let me make my own argument. My ‘now, 
then’ is pertinent to my argument. I will hear the gentleman di- 
rectly when his ‘‘now, then ” is more appropriate. 

Rule XI provides that— 

All proposed legislation sHall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule. 

What is ‘‘ proposed legislation ” under the Bowman act and what 
- is the practice of the Speaker? These reports come from the Court of 

Claims, and the Speaker, as stated in the decision I have read, sends 

them to the Committee on War Claims by reason of the jurisdiction 

iven by that act and the jurisdiction given by the rules of this House 
in all Congresses, including the present. 

All proposed legislation, 

That does not mean a report or a bill exclusively. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Do not the estimates for appropriations to pay 
the 4th of July claims come here in the same way ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. My friend from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] is right; 
his suggestion is timely. Reports upon the 4th of July claims come 

> here in the same way; “proposed legislation’’ in the President’s mes- 
comes here in the same way, and is referred to the various com- 
mittees as ‘* pro legislation.” Under the act of Congress these 
claims come here from the Court of Claims to be acted on and are 
continued from session to session and from Congress to Congress until 
action is finally taken. The rulings of the Speaker of the Thirty-sey- 
enth Congress and the Speaker of the Fiftieth Congress have shown 
what is the proceeding in these cases; and when these reports go to the 
committee it has fall and complete jurisdiction. If that committee 
has not jurisdiction, where else is jurisdiction lodged? If that com- 
mittee has not jurisdiction, then this law is a mockery and a fraud. 

I put the question to the practical judgment of the Chair, Here are 
these claims; they come here under an act seven years old, providing 
for the payment of claims of loyal people for supplies taken by the 
armies of the Union—taken ordinarily from men 25 could least afford 
to bear the loss. The property of these men went to feed the Union 
armies, while from some of these farms the sons as ‘‘boys in blue” were 
fighting in the ranks, 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. As the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McCoaras] has had considerable experience in this House and 


comes, as I do, from a section of country where a great many of these 
claims originate, I would like to ask him whether his experience since 
he has been a member has shown him any hope of relief for these loyal 
claimants except such as is offered by s bill of this kind. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. The suggestion of my friend is correct; there is no 
other hope on earth for any of these people. Unless Congress will hon- 
estly take up and consider in their order these separate claims as they 
may be put at the head of the Calendar (which has not been done), the 
only other possible hope for the payment of these just claims of loyal 
men is by a bill of this kind. ~ 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. One other question: whether any 
class of war claims has ever come before this House with higher au- 
thentication or upon so thorough investigation for the protection ofthe 
interests of the Government as these cases. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman had heard the first part of my 
remarks he would know that I had enlarged on that fact; that here 
is a bill embracing claims which have had more thorough sifting, more 
careful weighing, than has ever before been given to such cases. 

Mr. KILGORE, ‘The interrogatory propounded by the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Witson] relates to the merits of this case, 
and I would like to ask one question upon that subject myself, if the 
gentleman will allow me. | 

Mr. McCOMAS. I hope the gentleman will be very brief, because 
I do not desire to occupy the time of the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, we have plenty of time. [Laughter.] Is it 
not a fact that there has been a claims commission for the pu of 
passing on these claims; that there has been a court established since 
the war for the purpose of passing on these Southern warclaims? Have 
there not been two opportunities to have these matters adjudicated ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Well, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to ask the gentleman another question. 
What authority has a committee to act on any matterunless it be some 
matter which is before it by reason of a bill or resolution introduced 
in the House and referred to that committee? 

Mr. McCOMAS. My friend will pardon me if I decline to consider 
questions which are irrelevant to this discussion. The facts in regard 
to the Southern Claims Commission and other commissions are irrele- 
vant to this matter of quartermasters’ supplies. There are thousands 
of facts which have no part in this discussion because they are irrele- 
vant. My friend from Texas is quite a concrete fact; but he and his 
questions are irrelevant in this discussion. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will answer the last question of my friend, 
the only one which is relevant. 

Rule XI, to which I referred awhile ago, provides for the reference, 
not only of bills, but of all ‘‘ proposed legislation,” which includes the 
reference of recommendations in the President’s message, which in- 
cludes the reference of reports from the Court of Claims under the Bow- 
man act, which includes the reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, of which I am a member, of the Book of Estimates, without any 
bill or report at all. The report upon the French spoliation claims 
came into this body and was referred by resolution to the Committee 
on Appropriations; and those claims, embracing a great number of 
amounts to be Lorch hundreds and hundreds of re included 
in one bill; and no question of order was made upon their considera- 
tion in that form. 

In conclusion, let me submit to you, Mr. Chairman, that, if the rul- 
ing which you may make should be unfavorable to the consideration of 
these claims in this form, some method should be pointed out by which, 
under the statute, the just claims of loyal men, claims which have al- 
ready been toolong delayed, may be considered and paid. The Court of 
Claims has found the facts in these cases, as it did in the case of the 
French spoliation claims, under act of Congress. I notice that the mi- 
nority of the committee, in ing of these cases having been before 
the War Claims Committee, do not assail any of these findings; they 
talk generally; they are not specific. Iam not concerned about gen- 
eralities. When I am discussing a question of fact I like conerete in- 
stances. If these findings of the Court of Claims are bad, if these 
claimants were not loyal, if their claims are not just, if the amounts 
proposed to be allowed are excessive, the minority of the committee 
ought to have pointed out any such objections. After seven years of 
canvassing and sifting, not one of these claims, apparently, has been paid. 

I myself now recall one of these claims which came from the Court 
of Claims. It has been passed by the House three times. It is in a 
separate bill now. Itisa claim of a man, an old abolitionist, who, 
being opposed to slavery, manumitted his slaves long before the war 
and paid for their support because in Maryland they could not live as 
freemen, He sent them to Liberia and there supported them. The 
Army of the Union took his property, and the items are, with others, 
here bunched together for supplies and stores for A, B, and C, asyou have 
seen, all under one title providing for the payment of the same class of 
claims. It is the proper form under the law, under the reference of the 
claim by the Speaker under the rule, under the terms of our present rules, 
as well as the last rules of this House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwish to say to the gentleman from Maryland 
that the gross sum put into the urgent deficiency bill was to pay sal- 
aries, monthly pay, and allowances to soldiers and officers of the Union 
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Army who have not yet been paid according to existing statutes of the 
country, and other claims for payment, for which there exists in the stat- 
utes of the country legislation entitling them to their pay. Iheard the 

i on, and talked with the Second Auditor to-day on the subject. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Not yet audited? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand they were not then. Thatis, A. 
B. was paid as a sergeant when he ought to have been paid as a lieu- 
tenant. The law fixed his pay at so much, but he got æ less sum. It 
was objected to, that this sum of money should not be included to pay 
these claims when audited, the law standing there in the statutes au- 
thorizing their payment. 

I make this statement to relieve the question of the insidi dan- 

rous, and fallacious argument of the gentleman from Maryland; that 

all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Who is entitled to the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin has the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a few 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask attention to the point I 
desire to make. Itseems to me the point of order the gentleman makes 
goes to this extent: That the Committee of the Whole House can not 
consider this bill. 

Yet, Mr. Chairman, itseems to me that question ought to have been 
addressed to the House, and not to the Committee of the Whole House. 
On the 28thof February the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
reported this bill to the House of Representatives, and the House re- 
ported it to the Committee of the Whole—that is, to this committee— 
and in fact ordered the committee to consider this bill. 

There was no point made against its consideration at that time. 
There was no point of order reseryed against the bill or its considera- 
tion, and it is now too late for the Committee of the Whole, a creature 
of the House of Representatives, to say it is not in order to consider a 
bill which the House has ordered it to consider. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. HowcouldI know? By the rules of the House 
I did not know and could not know until the bill was reported, and 
how could I waive a point of order which I could not make? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not undertake to say the rule is right; 
but the bill was ordered to be reported to the committee and they were 
ordered to consider it, and the committee can not raise the point of or- 
der that it can not consider the bill which on the 28th of February was 
referred te it for consideration. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But we have excepted and insisted upon the 
point of order at the very first moment that it could be done. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And, moreover, the points of order were re- 


served. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The record does not show it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. They were reserved this morning. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, But the action of the House was taken on the 
28th day of February, and I claim that it is too late now to reserve the 
point of order upon what the House did a month ago. 

Mr. THOMAS. In answer to the gentleman from Tennessee in re- 
gard to the point I was making, if the point he now insists upon has 
any ground whatever to sustain it, it is that the Committee on War 
Claims has no power to introduce a bill as an original measure into this 
House. Under that it seems to me the point of order can be made at 
ped time, and before the Committee of the Whole as well as in the 

ouse. 

Suppose, Mr. Chairman, that some gentleman not a member of this 
House, who has no authorityor power to introduce a bill, had assumed 
to do so, and that by chance it should go upon the Calendar, and yon, 
as the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, when this bill came 
before the House for consideration, should discover that it had been in- 
troduced without authority of law by a person having no right to in- 
troduce it, and that it had gotten upon the Calendar. Is it too much 
to assume that you would hold the point of order against the bill at any 
time when that discovery was made? 

Would it do to say that there had been no point of order reserved? 
Would it do tosay that, because some one who had no right to introduce 
a bill had done so and that because no notice had been taken of it be- 
fore, it was then too late tointerpose objection? Why, you could destroy 
in that manner the validity of any legislation whatever in Congress. 

But the point to which I desire particularly to referisas to the juris- 
diction of the Committee on War Claims. Had it any right to intro- 
duce thisomnibus bill? On that point it seems to me that the objection 
can come at any time, and must be entertained. 

Now, I wish to state some facts, Mr. Chairman, upon which you can 
base a judgment as to whether the bill is rightly before the committee 
ornot. The fact is, and will not be denied, I imagine, by any gentle- 
man, that there are some one hundred and twenty of the cases embod- 
ied in this bill in regard to which there was no bill introduced in the 
House and referred to the Committee on War Claims out of which to 
draw the pending measure, There are in this bill some two hundred 


and eighty-five claims acted upon by the Court of Claims and reported 
back to this House. But, sir, I wish to state some facts in relation to 
the draughting of this bill, something that I do not understand or com- 

rehend. The majority of the committee assume to authorize a mem- 

r of the committee to prepare and introduce a bill; but, sir, I find 
by the report of the committee that one of the claims embodied in the 
bill was not certified to this House until March 1, 1890, and this bill 
was introduced on the 28th day of February, 1890. How could that 
possibly have happened? 

Mr. ENLOE. I can tell the gentleman in a moment how it hap- 
pened. It was an error of the clerk in making the compilation of the 
bills, and there has been the necessary action taken to correct it. 

Mr. THOMAS. I can notimagine, Mr. Chairman, whose fault it was; 
but I find upon further examination of the bill that on March 12, 1890, 
cases were certified by the Court of Claims to the House, and they are 
embodied in the bill; re yet the bill itself was drawn on the 28th of 
February. How could the clerk make a mistake in that connection? 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman will allow—— 

Mr. THOMAS. Iprefer that the gentleman would not interrupt me 
now. I sayI do not understand how this could have been done. The 
case was not here; it was in the Court of Claims. Is it not a fact that 
the bill was drawn up without examining the files and records of the 
Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives, but from 
other files or reports, of which I know nothing? I want to state the . 
further fact, Mr. Chairman, if I were permitted to discuss the merits of 
the bill itself, that the bills or claims, many of them, embodied in this 
bill are not for the payment of loyal claimants; I care not whether the 
Court of Claims so certified or not. If I were permitted to enter upon 
a discussion of the merits of the case I could show proof of disloyalty 
taken from the archives of the Confederate States; and, besides this, many ' 
of these claimants, instead of proving their loyalty before the Court of 
Claims, fail utterly on that point. 

Mr. HOUK. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOUK. As I understand it the question before thiscommittee 
is a question of order, as to whether we have proper jurisdiction of 
this bill. Now, the gentleman is proceeding to discuss the merits of 
the individual claims it carries. I claim that is notin order, and want 
to notify the gentleman that when it comes properly before the House 
we are ready to meet him and discuss that question, and di of the 
evidence which he thinks he has dug up. We will be able to show 
that it is as false and unreliable as many of the other statements which 
have been made in regard to this bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Is it not official? 

Mr. HOUK. And I insist that the gentleman shall confine himself 
to the question of order which is to be decided. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wonder the gentleman from Tennessee did not feel 
so much anxiety when the gentleman from Maryland was talking, 
when he spoke of these claimants as loyal men, and that this 
bill be considered because of the loyalty of the claimants, so found by 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOUK. The gentleman from Maryland never entered into the 
merits of the case. $ 

Mr. THOMAS. He entered into it sufficiently to say that they were 
good loyal men. 

Mr. HOUK. Well, I think so, too; but the gentleman is going be- 
yond that point. 

Mr. THOMAS. Only to dispute that statement and show that they 
were not loyal. = 

Mr. HOUK. But the question here is one of order; not whether 
these claims are just or not or whether the parties were loyal. It is 
perhaps the question of locality upon which the gentleman isso anxious, 

Mr. THOMAS. The Committee on War Claims had no chance to 
ascertain whether the claims were just or not. They were never inves- 
tigated when they came before that committee. They were bundled 
together and put in a bill by order of the majority of the committee; 
and I made a formal minority report, protesting against the passage 
of the bill. I allege that none of these claims were examined by or 
considered by the committee, but were taken and placed in this bill with 
as much disregard of the merits of any one of these cases as though the 
Bowman law made the decisions of the court final judgments, when in 
fact such decisions are only advisory. 

And now, sir, upon that question I undertake to say that it would be 
a dangerous practice to permita committee to gather together, without 
examination, claims, every one of which has been repudiated either 
by the Southern Claims Commission or by the Quartermaster-General’s 
Office as absolutely haying no merits, and in most of the cases declar- 
ing the claimantsdisloyal, and placing them in this bill simply because 
some court had received such information as enabled it to recommend 
the claims and certify as to the loyalty ofthe claimants. Why, sir, the 
bills the gentleman has referred to as the 4th of July bills have never 
taken sucha course. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask the gentleman if he will permit me—— 

Mr, THOMAS. Idecline to be interrupted. These 4th of July bills 
have all been introduced by members of this House—been presented as 
other bills are presented. They have been referred to a committee. 


2758 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


` Maron 28, 


They have been examined there. They have been reported upon, and 
then acted upon by this House. This bill has never taken that course 
atall. Of course itis all wrong. There is no reason why this House 
should consider a bill which was never introduced in the House till 
this committee, without authority and without precedent, introduced 
it, and which has not received any consideration by a committee ex- 
cept a mere draughting of the bill. There is no rule requiring the House 
to take up for consideration a bill that was never introduced except by 
the committee, and which bill the committee to which it was referred 
" has never considered. 

The Court of Claims may have investigated these claims after a fash- 
ion. There is something remarkable, however, in the fact that noto- 
riously disloyal people have been able to prove to that court their loy- 

alty. It may be, sir, that the fault is with the attorneys of the Gov- 
ernment, who have permitted the claimants to prove whatever they 
pleased, have permitted these disloyal people to prove their loyalty 
even in the face of the Confederate records, which prove beyond doubt 
the disloyalty of these people. Men who were in the Confederate army, 
and men who had sons in the Confederate army, and men who openly 

ve aid and comfort to the rebellion—these are the men who have, 

some mysterious process, been allowed half a million dollars by that 
court. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin to be at least 


Mr. THOMAS. Of course I desire to be fnir. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman has declined to be interrupted and 
_ has refused to permit a question, but proceeds to discuss the merits of 

the claims, I want to say that that is not fair treatment. 

Mr. THOMAS, I desire to say that I want to treat every member 
of the Committee on War Claims fairly; and I think what I have said 
is true: That the majority of the committee made up this bill and di- 
rected it to be reported to the House without examination of a single 
item to ascertain whether it was correct or not, 

A MEMBER. They say so in their report. 

Mr. THOMAS. They say so in their report. 
ani ENLOE. Upon what item do you make that statement about 

e bill ? 

Mr. THOMAS. What statement? 

Mr. ENLOE. The statement that you made. 

Mr. THOMAS. I say that there are cases in this bill that were re- 
ported from the Court of Claims on the 11th of March and which were 
not sent to the House before the 12th of that month; and this bill was 
prepared on the 28th of February, 1890. 

Mr. ENLOE. Isay that there was a subsequent meeting of the com- 
mittee at which the gentleman was present, and they took up and au- 
thorized the report that embraces these new cases. The gentleman 
knows——. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, how can a bill be amended in the 
Committee on War Claims after that committee has reported it to the 
House? How can the gentleman say that this bill was amended in 
committee after it was reported to the House when these items are orig- 
inal items in the original bill ?—a bill drawn containing findings of 
the court as Jate as the 12th of March which bill was reported to the 
House on the 28th of February before. 

Mr. ENLOE. In answer to that I say that Iam authorized by the 
committee to offer the amendments in this House. 

Mr. THOMAS. But these findings of March 1 and 12 are in the 
original bill, and how did they get there? That is the question. 
[Laughter.] You may have afterwards got authority of the commit- 
tee to put them there, but that was unnecessary, for they were already 
there—there before the Court of Claims had made their findings, 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the gentleman insist that a committee having 
reported a bill to the House could not authorize any member after that 
bill had been reported to the House to offer amendments on the floor 
to perfect that bill, and especially a bill where there are numerous 
items, names, and amounts? 

Mr. THOMAS. Ido not deny that the full committee authorized 
you to make the motion in the House to amend the billas to names and 
amounts when you had made mistakes in drawing it up, but in the 
draughting of the bill there are cases that even the Court of Claims had 
never certified to Congress. 

Mr. ENLOE. Doesthe gentleman mean to say that when the com- 
-mittee directed the clerk to take all these cases relating to quarter- 
masters’ stores that have been reported favorably upon by the Court of 
Claims and embody them in the one bill, and he does not do it correctly, 
and there are mistakes on the part of the clerk—does he mean to say 
that for that reason it is not right to perfect the bill by bringing in 
amendments to correct the errors of the clerk? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. A nunc pro tunc proceeding. 

Mr. THOMAS. This bill was drawn in such a manner that the 
amendments proposed are so many in the bill as to make it black with 
ink. There is hardly a single item in the whole bill that does not re- 
quire the name or the amount corrected, and there are some added 
since the bill was reported, by whose authority I do not know, 

But, sir, there are many items that I have found that show that 
not only has the committee failed to properly examine on their merits, 


but that the court has been misled into making rulings as to loyalty 
that I donot believe will stand the test ofexamination. I undertake to 
say that there are many eases in this bill which, ifexamined in the light 
of the real facts, would not receive the approval of any man. Thecom- 
mittee, however, sir, refused to examine a single case. 

Mr. ENLOE. The amendments authorized ata subsequent meeting 
pN the committee cover the objections to which the gentleman is re- 

erring. 

Mr. THOMAS. Idonot think so, The bill was then out of the 
hands of the committee and reported to the House. I say for this reason 
it ought not to be entertained here now. I have a motion here which 
I intend to make when the bill is reached for consideration: to re-refer 
the same back to the committee with instructions. But, sir, I consider 
it to be all wrong that this bill should have been, in the manner it was, 
reported to the House, and that it ought not to be entertained at all 
now, for I know of no precedent for this proceeding of the Committee 
on War Claims; and I aver that never before has this committee assumed 
to introduce a bill like this, All bills heretofore reported by that com- 
mittee, so far as I am able to learn, have originated in the usual and 
ordinary way: been introduced into the House and referred to that 
committee, and then acted upon by this committee. I deny that the 
Committee on War Claims has the right to introduce bills into this 
House; there is no precedent or authority for it. The only right any 
committee has to introduce a bill into this House is in cases where the 
rules specially authorize it. 

The Committee on War Claims is not one of those committees, This 
omnibus bill covers $538,419, I believe, of money to be taken ont of 
the Treasury. It has been drawn up and brought before this House 
without any consideration by the Committee on War Claims, The 
wrong and disadvantage of that course is that not only the committee 
failed to give it any consideration, but the members of the House have 
not had their attention called to it by having it first presented to the 
House, published in the RECORD, printed, and copies distributed among 
the members in order that they might know what had been done; on 
the contrary, this bill for half a million dollars is launched upon the 
Honse by the committee without any investigation by the committee 
whatever as to the justice of the items contained therein; and, forone, 
I object to that manner of getting this bill before the House. 

These claims were at an early day, just after the close of the war, on 
a foir investigation, rejected by the Southern Claims Commission or 
the Quartermaster-General’s Department, mostly upon the proof of the 
disloyalty of the claimants; but now, sir, after twenty-five years has 
elapsed they are enabled to get a certificate of loyalty, whereby they 
seck to put their hands into the Treasury and withdraw millions of 
dollars. Thisis but the commencement, the first effort, an experiment. 
If it succeeds there will be vast amounts appropriated in the same way. 
For this reason, Mr. Chairman, I think you should most seriously ex- 
amine the question now brought before you, the decision of which will 
involve the saving or expenditure of a vast sum of the people’s money. 

If a bill of this kind is to be considered at all, let it be considered in 
the Committee on War Claims, first having been introduced into the 
House in the regular way; let itbe carefully considered by the commit- 
tee, and if there are any disloyal claims in it, if there are any persons 
who, under false pretenses, have obtained the decision of the court in 
their favor, let them and their claims be eliminated from the bill. 

Jt is unfair to those who were honest and who were Confederates 
that other men, who have no conscience, no honor, should seek to cover 
up their own disloyalty and, in violation of law, deceive the court, 
thereby securing for themselves certification of loyalty when the rec- 
ords of their own pretended government show, in many instances, that 
they were members of the Confederate army. 

Mr. ENLOE. That question was thoroughly investigated by mem- 
bers of the committee. The gentleman [Mr. THoMAS] was invited to 
be present when we came to consider the merits of that question, and 
if he can establish the identity of a single one of these persons in the 
bill as of the character he now describes I will agree that his state- 
ment is correct. Otherwise I must hold that it is not correct. 

Mr. THOMAS, Iasked that privilege in the committee when the 
committee was in session; I asked the privilege in the full committee; 
I asked the privilege when I should not be surrounded by a crowd of 
attorneys; I asked the privilege to calmly, deliberately, and judicially 
consider the facts, and the majority of the committee refused me the 
privilege. Afterwards they graciously invited me downamongst a herd 
of the attorneys in these cases who, I think, have gotten the cases 
through the Court of Claims in the manner I have stated. If these 
attorneys did not do that, then the court itself has been most negli- 
gent and wrong in some of its decisions, in my judgment. All I want 
is a fair and honest consideration of the items of this bill by a com- 
mittee of this House, and then by the Committee of the Whole and by 
the House. 

I have no desire that loyal men should be deprived of their rights; 
but, sir, I say if one Confederate is going to reap a reward in the way 
of payment for his property we ought, in justice, to give the same to 
every one of them, and I believe that every candid gentleman upon 
this floor who was upon the Confederate side feels as I do about this 
matter. Here are certain people, who were notoriously disloyal, mix- 
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ing themselves up in an omnibus bill with those who were loyal and | The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] 


seeking to drag their claims through on the back of the loyal. 
should that be? Thatis what I object to and that is the reason I am 
so strenuous and anxious that this bill shall be considered upon its 
merits. 

Mr. COLEMAN. May I ask the gentleman a guestion? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Iam trying to get posted upon this subject. Is 
there ony ia as to the loyalty or disloyalty of the Court of Claims? 

ughter. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, sir, there may be a question as to the loyalty 
or disloyalty of some of the attorneys who acted for the Government in 
getting up the evidence, 

Mr. ENLOE. Could a disloyal attorney go down there and corrupt 
a loyal court? 

Mr, GROSVENOR. He could keep away witnesses. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. He could suppress testimony. 

Mr. THOMAS. Iwill answer that by saying that in one casea 
local attorney was employed by the Government to get up testimony, 
and he and the attorney of the claimant met and drew up a deposition 
and the witness swore to it in the absence of the attesting officer, and 
it was then taken to that officer and his jurat was attached to it, and 
that deposition was sent to the Court of Claims and the court rendered 
a judgment of loyalty in the case, when at the same time the Confed- 
erate records showed that the man had been disloyal. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, THOMAS] is 
going to make an attack upon the Court of Claims, either as to its loy- 
alty or disloyalty or its integrity, we would like to have something to 
say upon that subject, and, so fur as the attorney having charge of the 
defense for the Government is concerned, I asked him if he could point 
ont any cases in this bill where there was reason to suppose that the 
findings of the court were not correct, and he pointed out two cases, 
and they were stricken out of the bill or will be. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, if he found two cases I want to see if there 
are not more. I know there are many more. 

Mr. ENLOE. You can not find more. 

Mr. THOMAS, The gentleman is mistaken; I have found a good 
many more, = 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to see your evidence. 

Mr. THOMAS. I found one case where the man’s name was Wy- 
song. He is the man who got up the evidence in the way I have stated. 
Then there was another case where the name of the claimant was Kil- 


mer. 

Mr. ENLOE. Who was the attorney in that case? 

Mr. THOMAS. I did not take the attorneys’ names. I only took 
the facts. But, Mr, Chairman, I undertake to say that the Confederate 
records show that the claimants in these last-named cases were disloyal, 
and I am satisfied that there are many others. : 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order, and I must 
insist upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. HOUK. The gentleman from Wisconsin is not discussing the 
a which is before the committee, but is discussing the merits of 

e bill. Ifhe is poing to do that, let it be understood that we are now 

e 


upon the merits o ill, 
It looks to me as if we were talking about 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. 
the demerits. 

Mr. HOUK. Well, that depends upon how the gentleman looks at 
it. If there are demerits in the bill and if gentlemen will proceed in 
an orderly way and proper manner to dispose of the question of order, 
then, if the bill is taken up, each case can be considered separately, 
and I will promise now that I will vote for no claim where the proof 
does not sustain it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, itis unfair, unjust, and improper to occupy a 
whole day in discussing the merits of a bill which is not before the 
House, under the pretense of discussing a question of order, and I ask 
a ruling of the Chair upon my point one way or the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already ruled that gentlemen 
must to the point of order, but at the same time the Chair can 
hardly mark the line wherein they shall walk. 

Mr. HOUK. It does seem to me, Mr, Chairman, that even the dull- 
est perception ought to be able to see that the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin has not been discussing the point for more than half an hour past. 
[Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair may agree with the gentleman from 
~ Tennessee [ Mr. Houx], but still it is not necessarily the duty of the 
Chair to call the gentleman to order; but when the gentleman from 
bo pra calls attention to the point, then the Chair must take notice 
of it. 

Mr. HOUK. In all seriousness, Mr. Chairman, I say it is unfair to 
this House and it is unfair to these claimants to occupy this day, the 
only day in the week that we have for the consideration of these pri- 
vate bills, in such a discussion as we have had here. It is a fraud upon 
the House. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. THOMAS. And the adoption of this bill would be a fraud on 
the country. [Laughter.] 


will proceed in order. 

Mr. THOMAS, Mr. Chairman, I have not in my judgment trans- 
gressed any ruleof order. What I have said in relation to the formation 
of this billand the manner in which it was gotten up was in illustra- 
tion, not only of the injustice, but of the illegality of bringing in this 
bill in the way in which it has been brought in from the Committee 
on Claims. Sir, if they had introduced this bill and had examined the 
matter as they would have been obliged, under other circumstances, to 
examine each case to see whether the claim was right as to amount and 
as to tho question of loyalty, that would have been a different matter, 
and a different bill would now lie before us; but—— 

Mr. HOUK. Does the gentleman pretend to say that he, as chair- 
man of the Committee on War Claims, has permitted a bill to come in 
here without any verification of its contents? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; and I made a minority report against it upon 


that v and. 

Mr. FOUK. Weli, eleven of the gentleman’s colleagues do not 

ree with him. 

Mr. THOMAS. - They admit in their report that they have never in- 
vestigated an item of it, and if the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Houx ] had not been so anxious that this bill should go through with- 
out investigation of its merits he would have learned, by an exami- 
nation of the report, that the Committee on WarClaims never investi- 
gated these items, and he would have been better informed as to the 
justice of this bill. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no feeling about this 
matter—— 

Mr. HOUK rose, 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I have the floor. 

Mr. HOUK. And you have had it for two hours. [Laughter.] 

Mr. THOMAS. Not so long; but I have no doubt the time seems 
long to the gentleman. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THomas] whether he is willing to yield 
for a motion that the committee do now rise, 

Mr. THOMAS. If it is the desire of the committee to rise, I cer- 
tainly do not want to occupy time now with my remarks. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. My suggestion is that the gentleman 
yield only for that purpose. 

Mr. THOMAS. For that purpose I will yield. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman from Wisconsin yields 
the floor to me to move that the committee rise. I make that motion. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I presume I shall retain the right 
to the floor if the motion should be rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the right to yield the floor 
for the purpose of allowing another gentleman to make the motion that 
the committee rise, and on the resumption of the session of the com- 
mittee the gentleman will have the floor. The gentleman from Kansas 


moves that the committee now rise. 


Several members addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Irise to a question of information. I would like 
to be informed before the committee rises whether there exists any 
doubt concerning the loyalty of the other Republican—— 

The CHAIRMAN. That question can not be asked now. The mo- 
tion that the committee rise is equivalent to a motion that the House 
adjourn, and is not debatable. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. ANDERSON, of Kan- 
sas, there were—ayes 64, noes &9. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, and Mr. EN- 
LOE were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 58, 
noes 87. 

So the Committee of the Whole refused to rise. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, as bearing upon this point of order I 
ask the Clerk to read the names of about forty claimants in behalf of 
whom no bill has been introduced in this House, but whose names are 
included in the present bill. 

The Clerkeread as follows : 


W.Shiffler, no bill; A. Poffinberger, no bill; James S. Coleman, no bill; Elias 
Eakle, no bill; Ann E. Grous, administrator, no bill; Tilman Hilliary, no bill; 
F. M. and Josiah E. Doan, no bill; Samuel S. Gloyd, no bill; Ficher N. New- 
comer, no bill; Mary Sidenshiker, no bill; Robert and Dennis and Kilmore, 
no bill; Brusias Coman, administrator, no bill; William H, Borders, no bill; 
Elizabeth M. Johnston, no bill; R. W, Montgomery, administrator Benjamin 
C. Emery, nobill; Theodore S. Barksdale, no bill; A. T. Snuefer, no bill; Thorn- 
ton O. Windham, no bill; Charles W. Wood, no bill; Betty B. Reily, no bill; 
W. Owens, administrator, no bill; Edward Tearney, administrator, no bill; 
James O. Williamson, administrator, no bill; Frances A. Harnell, no bill; 
William Johnson, no bill; Jackson P. Lewis, no bill; J. M. Shivers, adminis- 
trator, no bill; Jacob Friend, administrator, no bill; W. B.Green, administrator, 
nobill; Anna M. Anderson, et al., no bill; Joseph Grantham, no bill; John R. 
Reeves, administrator, no bill; John S. Leary, et'al., nobill; Jacob H. Keedy, 
no bill; Malinda Rogers, administrator, no bill; Nesby J. Burrell, administra- 
tor, no bill; William Nuekles, no bill; W, C. Davidson, no bill; Ella Bryan, 
no bill; William G. Davis, no bill. 


Mr. THOMAS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the namesof those claimants, 
about forty in number, have been incorporated in this bill, although 
no bills for their relief have been introduced in this House. I am in- 
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formed—and a hasty examination leads me to believe the information 
correct—that the claimants whose names have just been read constitute 
only one-fourth or certainly not more than one-third of the claimants 
in whose behalf no bills have been introduced here, although their 
claims are included in this bill. In my judgment the bill contains at 
least one hundred claims of this character—claims for the payment of 
which no bill has been introduced in this House. 

Now I submit that a parallel can not be found in the history of leg- 
islation in Congress; thata case can not be adduced where the War 
Claims Committee or any other committee, unless it be the Committee 
on Appropriations or the Committee on Rivers and Harbors (both of 
which committees have express authority under the rules), has everdone 
a thing of this kind. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Does the gentleman state that the 
names just read are the names of persons included in this bill? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Some of those names I can not find 
in the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. The clerk of the committee has given me these 
names, having made the examination at my request; and in a note 
which be sent me he says that many others of the names in the bill are 
in the same category; and upon examination I find such to be the case. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I have followed the reading, and I 
think the clerk of the gentleman’s committee is mistaken. The names 
in the bill are arranged alphabetically and the names which the gen- 
tleman has had read are not all in the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. I think the gentleman will find that they are. I 
do not make this statement upon my own absolute knowledge; and 
I am glad the gentleman has called my attention to the matter. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, I think there is a mistake, because 
I had the bill in my hand while these names were read. 

Mr. THOMAS. I know of my own knowledge that there are many 
cases in this bill as to which no bills have been introduced, 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Does the gentleman contend that 
a petition filed here in the House and referred to the committee is not 
a food ground of jurisdiction on which that committee may report a 
bill? 


Mr. THOMAS. Certainly I do. The only petition filed in a case of 
this kind is a petition to send the case to the Court of Claims; there is 
no other form of petition. The petition does not call upon Co 
for any legislation whatever. It is filed under the Bowman act, and 
asks to have the claim sent to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. But that petition, if referred by 
the House to the committee, gives the committee jurisdiction. 

Mr. THOMAS. It gives the Court of Claims jurisdiction when sent 
to that court, but it does not give the committee any jurisdiction. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The Court of Claims gets juris- 
diction upon the order of the Committee on War Claims referring the 


. case. 
Mr. THOMAS. The Bowman act says that the House or the com- 
mittee before which any such claim may be pending may, on the peti- 
tion of the claimant, send it to the Court of Claims. Now, I contend 
that there is no authority on the part of the Committee on War Claims 
to introduce thereupon a bill seeking to legislate or to have the House 
legislate upon the matter. If that be not so, why can not the com- 
mittee introduce a bill as well before as after the Court of Claims has 
reported? Why should the committee be required to wait for a report 
from the Court of Claims if the gentleman’s position is correct? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. use the committee would 
generally report relief according to the prayer of the petition. Now, 
this petition, as I understand, is addressed to the House of Represent- 
atives, and is by the House referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
which gives the committee ample jurisdiction to take action upon the 
matter contained in the petition. The Committee on War Claims re- 
fers the case to the Court of Claims—— 

Mr. THOMAS. Let mecorrect the gentleman. The petition is not 
always addressed to the House; it is frequently, as I understand, ad- 
dressed to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The House refers it to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. z 

Mr. THOMAS. But the petition does not ask for the passage of a 
res it does not ask Congress to grant the relief set forth in the peti- 

on. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Itis for the payment of the claim. 

Mr. THOMAS. Itis forthe purpose of having the claim referred to 
the Court of Claims for the ascertainment of two facts: First, a juris- 
dictional fact, the question of loyalty; secondly, a statement by the 
court, from the evidence, of the merits of the claim as to amount, 
and all that sort of thing. The conclusions of the court upon these 
two questions of fact are certified back to the committee or to the House, 


either. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. They are certified back to the House. 
Mr. THOMAS. The court has aright under the law to send its find- 
ings to the committee; it hardly ever does send them to the House. 
r. ENLOE. Asa matterof fact, the report of the court is addressed 


to the Speaker of the House. 


Mr. THOMAS, Yes, it is addressed to the House, but it goes to the 
committee. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Considering the number ofitems 
in the bill, will the gentleman from Wisconsin state how many petitions 
were referred to that Committee on War Claims during the present 
Congress ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Very few, I suppose; perhaps not a dozen. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The petitions for these claims, 
then, were referred to the Committee on War Claims bya dead Con- 

Kd 


Mr. THOMAS. Does the gentleman ask me how many petitions 
were referred to Congress at this session in behalf of these claims? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMAS. None at all. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. These claims, then, are reported 
on petitions referred to the Committee on War Claims of a dead € Con- 
gress? 

Mr. THOMAS. They were referred in the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth 
Congresses. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. ‘These bills were kept on the Calendar 
under the Bowman act. 

Mr. THOMAS. I think the gentleman is mistaken about these cases 
being kept on the Calendar under the law. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Under the Bowman act it is provided 
they should be continued from Congress to Congress, 

Mr. THOMAS. But noton the Calendar. They were not placed on 
the Calendar and they did not stand upon the Calendar. They came 
to the committee, and when they came to the committee they were 
acted upon and reported to the House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it strikes me, unless it is the intention of the 
House to pass an act here now, loose and unwarrantable in its charac- 
ter, it will not grant the privilege to this Committee on War Claims of 
preparing a bill covering so many items and so many claims and re- 
porting it under one title for the action of the House. 

In my judgment it is loose legislation, which ought not to be per- 
mitted, and which is not in order under the rules of the House if ob- 
jection be made toit. It is législation, if allowed, which will cause 
the public money to flow from the Treasury in the most reckless man- 
ner. For that reason I insist upon the point of order, and hope the 
bill will be stricken from the Calendar. 

Mr. ENLOE. Let me ask the gentleman from Wisconsin whether 
he would not prefer to reserve a portion of his remarks for another day, 
as he seems to have exhausted the point of order. 

Mr. THOMAS. I thank the gentleman for his advice and his con- 
sideration for myself. He is disinterested, I have no doubt, and he 
makes his remarks as a friendof mine. They do not arise, I suppose, 
because my remarks will hurt the case which he supports. ButI think 
I will follow his advice, and without detaining the committee further 
will ask that the point of order be sustained. 

Mr. HOOKER. Thepoeint I understand, Mr. Chairman, is that under 
the Bowman act the Committee on War Claims has no power to report 
the pending bill. I understand every single claim embraced in this 
bill has some time or other been presented to Congress in a bill intro- 
duced and referred to the Committee on War Claims and has been 
referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act. I do not care 
whether the claims are just or unjust; that is not what I am now pro- 
posing toconsider. I address myself for a few moments to the point of 
order. 

Under the Bowman act passed March 3, 1883, the Court of Claims, 
consisting of five judges, was designated as the tribunal for the purpose 
of relieving Congress of the trouble of investigating the specific claims 
presented to its consideration. The title of the act is ‘‘to afford assist- 
ance and relief to Congress und the Executive Departments ’’ in the in- 
vestigation of these claims. 3 

Under that act, known as the Bowman act, all claims were to be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims composed of five judges. They were to 
consiđer primarily the question of loyalty. It was a jurisdictional 
question. The terms of theact required the court should first examine 
into the question of loyalty, and unless they found favorably on that 
question they should not further consider the case; that they should 
stop in limine. . 

When they decide the question of loyalty, then they go into an in- 
vestigation of the facts as to whether the losses alleged have been in- 
curred. They are to find two facts: First, as to the loyalty of the 
claimant and, second, whether the property was lost and was worth 
what the claimants alleged. : 

The act then further provides that the Attorney-General of the United 
States shall by himself or his subordinates represent the Government 
of the United States before the Court of Claims. And when they have 
made the investigation it is their duty to report the cases back to the 
Senate or the House on those two isolated points. Now, when they 
have done that the committee has undoubtedly the right to report, and 
i Aa simply a matter whether they report in one bill or in a hundred 

And the honorable gentleman from Ohio and others, who object to 
several matters contained in the bill and say they should not be there, 
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will have an opportunity to strike them from the bill when they come 
to consider it h X 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, so far as the question now pending, the 
simple point of order, is concerned, I maintain that there is no substan- 
tial ground for the point of order against the consideration of the bill. 
The committee had a right to present the bill to the House in this form, 
It is before the Committee of the Whole now for consideration. 

But this Bowman act was further amended by what is known as the 
Tucker act, which enlarged the power of the Court of Claims, and a 
reference to section 13 of the act which was passed on the 3dof March, 
1887, will be found to enlarge that jurisdiction in the following words: 

That in every case which shall come before the Court of Claims or is now 
pending therein under the provisions of an actentitled * An act toafford as- 
sistanceand relief to Congress and the Executive Departments, ete., approved 
March 3, 1883, if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the court upon the facts es- 
tablished that it has ju iction to render judgment and decree thereon under 
existing laws and under the provisions of this act, it shall proceed to do so, 
| ad to either party such further opportunity for hearing as in its judgmen 

ustice shall requiro; and report its proceedings thereon to either House of Con- 
gress or to the Department from which the same was referred, etc, 

Now, the Court of Claims acts under the provisions of these two stat- 
utes enacted in 1883 and the amendatory act of 1887, and they find 
with reference to the cases which are embodied in this bill, and make 
their report to the House accordingly. That report is now before us 
for consideration. 

Now, an argument has been made against the findings of the Court 
of Claims. But, Mr. Chairman, that is not the question for our con- 
sideration. The question here is a point of order as to the right of the 
committee to report this bill and the authority to consider it in this 
manner; and, as has been well said by the gentleman from Maryland 
pir McComas], the seventh section of the Bowman act itself provides, 

order that the reference may not be unsatisfactory, that the reports 
so returned by the court shall stand until they receive the judgment 
of Congress upon them; that is to say, that they shall continue from 
session to session and from Congress to Congress until there has been an 
adjudication by this high court in regard to them. 

‘There is nothing, however, I submit, in the point of order against the 
bill, because it has included all the findings of the court—nothing; and, 
including, as it does, only the findings of the court, it is not, in my 
judgment, subject to the point of order. 

Mr. ROG . Mr. Chairman, I desire to invite the attention of the 
committee and of the Chair briefly to the point of order, and shall con- 
fine myself exclusively to that. This question is of far more impor- 
tance than the mere consideration of this bill under the new rules, and 
I indulge the hope that I shall be able to convince the Chair that the 
question presented here, the question of order submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, is not well taken. 

If the Chair will examine the second paragraph of Rule XXIV he 
will find the following provision embodied in it: 

2. Business on the p anced table shall be disposed of as follows: 

Messages from the ident shall be referred to the appropriate committees 
without debate. Reports and communications from the of Departments, 
and other communications addressed to the House— 

It does not say from whom or what they are, what they may be, or 
eve about them, but simply ‘‘ communications add. to the 

ouse”?— 

Tropes LEIATE ti Ure AAS Lanter oa wih I ES OIN OLOY 
tion as public bills presented by members, 

Now let us turn to the provisions of the Bowman act. ‘The third 
paragraph of that act provides: 

When the facts shall have been found, the court shall not enter judgment 
thereon, but shall Sear the same to the committee or to the House by which 
the case was transmitted for its consideration, 

When the Court of Claims, therefore, reported these different claims 
back to the House and the Speaker, under the rules, referred them to 
the proper committee of the House, that committee acquired the same 
jurisdiction over the subject-matter involved as if each claim or a sin- 
gle bill embracing all of the individual claims had been regularly in- 
troduced in the House and sent to the proper committee in open House. 
I think under paragraph 2 of Rule XXIV, to which I haye referred, 
that view is manifestly clear and unquestioned, unless I am mistaken 
in the fact as to whether or not the report was made to the House and 
sent to the committee by the Speaker. 

And upon that point one observation. If in this bill there is one 
single provision or one single claim which came to the House and was 
by the House referred or by the Speaker of the House referred to the 
committee it acquired jurisdiction of that particular provision or claim; 
and this point of order can not be sustained against that, because the 
committee had unquestionably proper jurisdiction over it by reason of 
that order. 

Now, one other proposition, and to that I invite the attention of the 
Chair, because this question has never been raised under the new rules, 
but has been discussed by those who take an interest in parliamentary 
law on both sides of this Chamber, to wit, Rule XXII. I will not read 
the first section of that rule, which relates to the reference of private 
bills, memorials, etc., by the Speaker. 

The Chair will recollect that private bills or memorials are pre- 
sented by handing them to the Clerk, the member presenting the same 


indorsing his name upon the bill; and by the Clerk they are put into a 
box, to be referred, under the supervision of the Speaker, to the appro- 
priate committees. But in the second paragraph of this rule, which 
was also a rule of the former House, it is provided that— 

Any petition or memorial or private bill excluded under this rule— 

That is, of course, such papers as may be of an obscene, indecent, in- 
sulting, or improper character— 
shall be returned to the member from whom it was received, and itions 
and private bills which have been ineppropnie'®iy referred may, by the direc- 
tion of the committee baving possession of the same, be properly referred in 
the manner originally presented, and an erroneous reference of a petition or 
private bill under this clause shall not confer jurisdiction upon the commii 
to consider or report the same. 

So that under this paragraph of Rule XXII, treating this as a pri- 
vate bill, the question of order can not apply to the reference there, 
for the same reason, namely, that the committee to which it was re- 
ferred was the proper one. Now, by way of illustrating this, take 
the next provision, relating to public bills, for I know not what view 
the Chair may take of this bill, whether it be a public or a private bill, 
although I am inclined to think it comes under the formercategory. It 
uses language which is more far-reaching, because section 3 provides: 

All other bills, memorials, and resolutions ays in like manner, be delivered, 
indorsed with the names of members introdu np voar, to the $ ker, to be 
by him referred, and the titles and references reof and of all bills, resolu- 
tions, and documents referred under the rules shall be entered on the Journal 
and printed in the RECORD of the next day. 

Now, how can a correction of such reference be made? The rule it- 
self provides: 

And correction in case of error of reference may be made by the House in 
ee with Rule XI on any day immediately after the reading of the 
ournal— 

In what manner ?— 


by unanimous consent, or on motion of a committee claiming jurisdiction, or 
ya hoy report of the committee to which the bill has beeen erroneously re- 

And so, Mr, Chairman, we are operating under a rule which has this 
effect: that when a public bill—as I understand it, and I believe it to 
be correct, after ing with more competent parliamentarians than 
myself—we are operating under a rule which, when a public bill is re- 
ferred by the House and the House has received the report of the com- 
mittee, it does not matter whether it came from a committee which 
had or a committee which had not jurisdiction; but when the House 
receives the report, and by the action of the House it is sent to the 
Committee of the Whole for consideration, it is then too late to make 
a point of order at all. 

And so, Mr, Chairman, the other day when the first appropriation bill 
was presented, I rose in my place and made the inquiry of the Speaker 
as to whether or no it were TRET, under the present rules, that 
points of ordershould be reserved before a bill should go into commit- 
tee. The Speaker did not rule upon it, but simply suggested that I 
had better reserve the points of order. So I presume this foreshad- 
owed a decision. Now, then, Mr. Chairman, there was no point of or- 
der reserved. There is one point to which I desire to call attention, 
and that is to the question of jurisdiction of committees. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me, right there? 

Mr. ROGERS. I can not yield now. I want to be consecutive in 
my argument and at the same time to be courteous to the gentleman. 

When a public bill is erroneously referred to an improper committee 
the rule prescribes the method by which you shall correct that refer- 
ence: First, on any day immediately after the reading of the Journal by 
unanimous consent ; secondly, by action taken by the House or on mo- 
tion made by the committee which, under the rules, should have juris- 
diction of the subject-matter ; and, thirdly, by the committee to which 
it has been referred erroneously referring it back to the House. 

These are the only remedies prescribed by these rules by „which you 


can raise a point of order against a bill when it has once been sent toa . 


committee, referred back to the House, and placed on the Calendar. 

Now, apply this principle to the other principle, for it is simply an 
illustration of the former one. The initial step, I say, was the intro- 
duction of a bill into this House and the reference of it to the proper~ 
committee—the Committee on War Claims. That committee, under 
the Bowman act, refers it to the Court of Claims. The Bowman act 
requires that bill to be referred back to the House under the rule that 
I first read. Rule XXIV refers these findings, just as it would a com- 
munication from the heads of the Departments and other communica- 
tions addressed to Congress are required by the very terms of the rule 
to he referred to the appropriate committee. 

The Chair, under the direction of the House, referred these bills, cer- 
tainly some of them, to the Committee on War Claims. They have 
taken up this bill, formulated it, brought it into the House; it has been 
teceiyed by the Speaker, sent to the appropriate Calendar, and then the 
House takes it up and refers it to the Committee of the Whole. Now, 
will the Committee of the Whole undertake to instruct the House what 
it shall do? It is the duty of the House to instruct the committee what 
it shall do; the House has sent this bill to the committee, and it is too 
late to make the point of order in committee. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the last point 
made by the gentleman, I say that when the House agreed to g^ into 
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Committee of the Whole it was for the consideration of no bill, 
but for the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar. It hap- 
pened that this bill was the first on the Private Calendar, and when it 
was presented to us it appears on its face that it was never referred. 
This is a bill that comes from a committee without authority to report 
` itin such manner that the want of authority appears on the face of 
the bill itself. } 

Now, a good deal has been said about the Bowman act. This ques- 
tion of the effect of the Bowman act was discussed in the last Congress. 
A good deal has been said about what Mr. CARLISLE decided in that 
case. Mr, CARLISLE never said that the course taken by a former Con- 
gress could regulate the rules or procedure of Congress. Gentlemen on 
that side denied that former Congresses could do anything of that kind. 
Now, all legislative bodies, or most of them, are more particular about 
the requirement as to the introduction of bills and their reading a first, 
second, and third time than this body. 

But I undertake to say that no legislative body in the world would 
be so foolish as to hold that a committee can report anything it pleases 
to the House, whether it has jurisdiction of the matter or not, or that 
we can not question its jurisdiction if it so happens that the matter 
comes before us when we are inCommittee of the Whole. 

Mr. CARLISLE made the decision in the last Co on a case stated 

the gentleman from Maryland. The inquiry of the gentleman from 
land was as follows: 

Now, in order to give effect and force to that continuance from Congress to 
Congress my question is, Will not claims thus reported back from the Court of 
Claims to the last Congress, and then reported by its committee to the Forty- 
peste pron with an accompanying bill, standing on the Calendar of the last 

It was upon this qnestion that the decision was made, and that 
is as far as Mr. CARLISLE’S decision went; that is, that if there 
was an accompanying bill in regard to the particular claim that was 
brought upon the Calendar of this Congress, then it would be entitled 
to the place given to it according to the law. That is all he decided, 
and no further. But I hold that there is nothing in the opinion there 
given that tes against the point of order that I have made, and 
that is that, in order to give any committee jurisdiction of any matter, 
that matter must in some manner be brought before the committee by 
the action of this House, by bill or resolution, and not by the action of 
law or of a former Congress, 

Mr. ADAMS, Or of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Or of the Court of Claims. Now, that has 
not been done in this case, and I challenge gentlemen to deny that at 
least one hundred and twenty of these claims that have been brought 
here have never been referred to this committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If any of them have been formerly referred, 
would that be obnoxious to the point made by the gentleman ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If any of them have not been properly referred, 
it would vitiate the entire bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Willthe gentleman yield so that 
the committee may rise, as it is within a few moments of the hour for 
the House to take a recess? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes, I will yield for that motion; but I desire 
to say that I have some further remarks I wish to make. 

Mr. HOUK. Can we not have the point of order decided before the 
committee rises? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will yield for the motion that the commit- 


tee rise. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michi reported that the Committee of 
the Whole had had under cons tion the bill (H. R. 7616) for the 
allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by 
the United States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the 
preno of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act, and 

come to no resolution thereon. 
HARLEM RIVER AND NEW YORK HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr, HNNDERSON, of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the immediate consideration of the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. ‘ 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be authorized to send a 
subcommittee of five members to examine the Harlem River improvements at 
New York, and such other works as they deem proper in the harbor of New 
York, and make report to the full committee. The necessary expenses of said 
subcommittee shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House upon the 


certificate of the chairman of said committee. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution? [After a panse.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 


that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (H. R. 8458) authorizing the purchase of tents by the Secre- 
bas Aad War, and for other purposes. 
SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the Chair 
announces that the House is in recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m, 
Mr. MORROW called the House to order and directed RUA of 
the following communication: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, SPEAKER'S Room, 
March 29, 1890. 
Mr. Morrow, of Colifornia, is hereby appointed Speaker pro tempore for this 


evening's session. 
T. B. REED, Speaker. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move that we adopt the 
rule for this evening that the roll be called and that each member 
present, as his name is reached, be allowed to call up a bill for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. My reason for making that proposition is 
this. I desire to favor the men who attend these Friday evening ses- 
sions. A great many members place their cases in the hands of the 
Committee on Pensions or the Committee on Invalid Pensions and 
then pay no further attention to them, while other members come here 
and stay Friday evening after Friday evening and never have a case 
called up because their cases are not reached on the Calendar. Now I 
think that this proposition of mine will have the effect to secure a 
larger attendance at these Friday evening sessions and at the same 
time te reward those who do attend. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope, Mr. Speaker, there will be no objection to 
the arrangement proposed. It can only be made, however, by unani- 
mous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the motion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. My proposition is that the members 
present be allowed each to call up a bill, the names being called in al- 
phabetical order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. WILL- 
IAMS] moves to change the order of business for this evening, so as to 
provide that the roll of members be called, and that each member 
present, as his name is ealled, be allowed to ask for the consideration 
of a bill. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, that can only be done 
by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read Rule XXII, 
paragraph 4. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In Committees of the Whole House business on their calendars may be taken 
up in regular order or in such order as the committee may determine, unless 
int aimas babi or Torra poset O N ee 
bills for the improvement of S aesa weil hardo Sahai] haye precedence, z 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule just read, it would be 
competent for the committee to change the method of transacting busi- 
ness at these evening sessions, as proposed by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, 
and the Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I shall raise the question of a quorum 
if that proposition is insisted upon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr, FINLEY] raise the question of no quorum ? 

Mr. FINLEY. I raise the question because I do not want that order 
of business adopted. I have come here regularly every Friday evening 
meeting with the view to help other gentlemen to pass their pension 
cases and they have passed them, and now, when I have got to a point 
where I shall soon be able to pass some of mine, other gentlemen are 
to come in ahead, and I object to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky real- 
izes, of course, that under the proposed rule he would have an oppor- 
tunity to call up his bill. 

Mr. FINLEY. I understand that I would have an opportunity to 
call up one bill each pension night. Other gentlemen, however, have 
had an opportunity to call up more than one bill because the course pur- 
sued has been to call the Calendar. We started on that order of busi- 
ness in faith and why not pursue it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that at these Friday evening sessions we have generally but from 
twelve to twenty-five members present. I desire to state that Ihave 
been here almost every Friday evening, both in this Congress and in the 
last Congress, I desired to have this order adopted in order to bring 
members here to attend to their own business, instead of leaving it to 
others, who do come from asense of duty, to attend to their business. 
Diligence ought always to be rewarded. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri.- I demand the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
I understand that the gentleman from Kentucky makes, not the poini 


that there is no quorum present, but the point that there is no quoram 


voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not hear the gentleman 
distinctly, but understood him to say that he raised the point that 
there was no quorum present. 


Mr. MORRILL. He did. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky can 
state what his point was. 

Mr. FINLEY. I simply asked that we pursue the same course that 
we have been pursuing heretofore, the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. The Chair has decided that it would 
be competent for the committee to change that order by a majority 
vote. 

Mr. FINLEY. AndI have notified gentlemen that in thatcase I will 
make the point that there is no quorum. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, rather than have the gentle- 
man block all business, I will withdraw my motion. I desired to 
show that I, for one, was here in good faith to do business. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky a question, (To Mr. FINLEY.) How many bills have you 
that you would like to dispose of ? 

Mr. FINLEY. Ido not know that that is any business of the gen- 
tleman, [Laughter]. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose the committee would consent to let those 
bills be called up and disposed of. That is why I asked the question. 

Mr. SAWYER. Not with my consent. I would not buy a man off 
by giving him an advantage that others do not get. 

Mr. BAKER, I demand the regular order. 


ALLEN COONS, 


Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to submit a review 
of the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions on the bill (H. R. 
5238) which was recommitted to the committee last Friday night, and 
which practically stands at the head of the Calendar. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. For what purpose does the gentleman now 
make this report? to have the bill take its place on the Calendar? 

Mr. BELKNAP. No; to ask for its present consideration, I ask 
for the immediate consideration of the bill, and I now call for the 
reading of the report. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I suppose it would require unanimous 
consent to take that bill up out of the regular order until it is reached 
again on the Calendar. 

I have no objection to a proper consideration of the bill at any time, 
but I am opposed to its passage, and on Friday night last I was pre- 
pared to state the grounds of my opposition. When, however, the bill 
was withdrawn the memoranda which I had here were torn up and 
thrown among the waste paper, and I would not be able to present to- 
night the objections which I could have presented last Friday night. 

Mr. BELKNAP. I will state that all the papers in connection with 
this case are here; and if necessary I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill be considered now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5238) grant- 
ing a pension to Allen Coons. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears 
none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ena ote., That th f the In Ñ 
thorized ont directed to pines att Che: pe daar gat Ura Aa penar Á se 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Allen Coons, late private 
Company F, Fifty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the written state- 
ment just submitted by the gentleman from Michigan in explanation 
of this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Last Friday evening the report upon H. R. 5233, granting s pension to Allen 
Coons, late a private in the Fifty-seventh New York Infantry, was withdrawn 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, that the following state- 
ment made by the gentleman from Missouri (Mr, STONE) might be verified. I 
read from the RECORD: i 
*“ Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly on this 
bill. Ihave examined the papers in this case, and am satisfied this is a bill 
¡which ought not to be passed. I find this claimant has a long h tal record, 
unusually long. From the examination of the peras this hospital record is 
discovered as coming from the Surgeon-General. The claimant had been in 
and out of the hospital at different times running through a period of months; 
(but that record shows that in every instance but one he was in there for a dis- 
gusting disease, which I can not name in the presence of the galleries; that one 
greyi Hegh diarrhea, This man has been several times examined by med- 

cal boards,” 

I wish to submit for your indulgence a review of the report, believing an in- 
ee has been done à most worthy claimant and the Committee of Tavalid 
f sions by thestatement of the gentleman from Missouri. Whatarethe facts, 
and was the gentleman justified in his statement? 

The claimant, Allen Coons, enlisted December 12, 1861. ital records 
show him as treated for disease in January and Febr , 1862, of elaim 
was tor, injury in hips and back received six months r this hospital treat- 
men 


He alleges that he was injured in the hips and back at the battle of Malvern 
Hill, Virginia, on or about the Ist day of July, 1862, was run over by an ambu- 
(lance wagon; the horses were frightened and ran through the com: wate 
thro him down, the ambulance tunata oes him and so Taart Bim t 
jhe was unable to keep with his company. è was captured and held prisoner 
of war until August 3, 1862, 

The claim was rejected by the Department on the ground that claimant is 
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unable to furnish proof that injury was received in line of duty. His inability 
to furnish this proof is due entirely to the fact that he was captured and held 
as a prisoner of war zaps Serv fewer 

Loew. quote you from official records, War Department, Adjutant-General’s 


Office: 

Prisoner of war; captured at James River, Virginia, July 2,1862; confined at 
Richmond same day; name appears on list as sick and wounded; was held 
prisoner until August 3, 1862, 

The muster-roll of company shows him as missing after engagement Suaday 
morning, June 29, 1862, 

The report of Surgeon-General shows him as discharged March 1, 1863, because 
of chronic rheumatism in hip joints and injury to back. A er report of 
Su: m-Generai shows him as admitted to hospital August 6, 1862 at Point 
Lookout, Maryland, sick with scorbutus; this was three som after he left Rich- 
mond, paroled prisoner. And he is discharged from service upon a certificate 
of t Surgeon-General for chronic rheumatism and injury to back, This 
is the man’s official record-service. 

They show fully and plainly that the man was so injured and he was denied 
a pension by the Department simply because he could not show by witnesses 
of the oceurrence that his injury was received in line of be A 

The evidence on file shows he was an able-bodied man before enlistment, 
And numerous surgeons who have treated him since the war testify to the con- 
tinuance of his injury, and many of his neighbors testify that he is not able to 
work more than half the time, and that he is often sick and confined to his bed 
from this injury to his back, 


The charge made by the gentleman from Missouri that claimant had been In 


and out of hospital at different times, running through a period of months, 
and every time but once with this be me ase preset is not borne out by the 
records. He was treated the last days of January and in February, 1862, for 
gonorrhea; one day, May 24, 1862, for diarrhea, 

The only other treatment ever received in the hospital was for the injury to 
back, chronic rheumatism, and scorbutus, scurvy, the result of his inj and 
confinement in prison while held as a prisoner of war. 

He received three examinations by medical boards and in each one was rated 

one-half disabled by reason of rheumatism and injury to back, and they be- 
ieve his disability due to the cause he alleges. 

The claimant bears a most excellent reputation in the city where he has re- 
sided for several years, and has the respect of all who know him. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I have no di ition to at- 
tempt to diseussthis case at the present time. Ican not do so properly, 
for the reasons I have already stated, I wish, however, to make a 
proposition. Ihave not objected to the consideration of the bill, and 
the proposition I now make is that it stand where it is until the Com- 
mittee of the Whole (into which I suppose the House will at once re- 
solve itself) shall have transacted its business for this evening and risen; 
then let this bill come up when the cases reported from the Committee 
of the Whole are taken vp; and I shall at that time make a proposi- 
tion that the consideration of the bill be delayed until afature pension 
session of the House or that it go over for consideration by a fall House 
on Friday next. I desire to have an opportunity to make the státe- 
ment which I was prepared to make last Friday night, but am not 
now. Iask unanimous consent that the disposition I have suggested 
be made of this bill: that it stand in its present position until the Com- 
mittee of the Whole shall rise this evening. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Mr, Speaker, the papers in this case are all here. 
Ido not want it to go over for the reason that a great injustice has been 
done to this man by the statement which was made last Friday even- 
ing by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. The RECORD of last 
Friday night’s proceedings has gone all over the country, branding this _ 
man as an unworthy claimant. He is charged with having a very bad 
hospital record. It has been stated that there is no merit in his claim 
and that it should not be allowed. Last Friday night I was not pre- 
pared to meet the charges against the claimant; I had not the records 
here, and I did not know what to make of the gentleman’s statement. 
But I now affirm that nosuch statement can be sustained by the pa) 
in this case. The evidence from the exaniining board, from the Sur- 
geon-General’s Office, and from the War Department is all here. This 
man’s case is a clearand clean one, and he should be vindicated here to- 
night. 

itr, STONE. of Missouri. I will verify my statement already pub- 
lished in the RECORD as soon as I ¢an have proper opportunity. This 
certainly is not a case of such serious importance that its consideration 
can not be delayed for a few days until the matter can be properly 
heard. Itis brought in here at this hour by unanimous consent—— 

Mr. GEST. What is the objection to hearing this proof now? We 
can just as well consider it now as at any other time. ; 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the record be read. 

Mr. GEST. The papers are here, and the gentleman from Missouri 
and all of us can be informed of the facts of the case. We do not any 
of us want to pass the bill if it ought not to pass. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I stated last Friday night that I had here 
a copy of the report made to the Surgeon-General concerning the hos- 
pital record to which I alluded and copies of other evidence in the 
case; but I have not the time now to go through this record and select” 
this testimony. I donot know whether the gentleman from Michigan 
has here all the papers in the case or not, 

Mr. GEST. He says he bas. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Ihave them, sir. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. And, even if he had, I think itis hardly 
fair when a question of this sort is raised to require me to discuss it 
under these circumstances. I should at least have the opportunity to 
take up the case again and investigate the evidence. 

Mr. of Ohio. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Missouri would have no objection to this case being reported favorably 
if he could place his statement and objections in the RECORD? 
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‘Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The case can not be ‘reported favorably,” 
because it is y before the Hcuse. 
The SPEAKER It is now before the House. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. If the case were before the Committee of 
the Whole, I should not object to its being reported to the House. The 
te I now make is that I desire the consideration of this bill to be 

elayed for the present, until the Houseshall go into Committee of the 

Whole and rise again—— 

A MEMBER. This evening, do you mean? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Yes, sir; and then I shall ask at a proper 
time for such disposition of the bill as I have indicated. 

Mr. BLISS. If I understand the gentleman correctly, he is willing 
we shall take up and consider this bill after the committee rises to- 
night, which will probably be quarter after 10 o'clock. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I did not wish the gentleman so to under- 
stand me. I stated that when the committee shall rise I should then 
make a proposition to the House as to the disposition of the bill. My 
present request is that its consideration be delayed until the committee 
shall rise, 

Mr. BLISS. I hope that the bill will be favorably considered to- 
night. I know this man personally. He lives only 20 miles from my 
residence. The report of last Friday night’s proceedings in regard to 
this case hasgoneto hishome; and Ihave lettersin regard toit. When 
aman has been unjustly placed in an unfavorable light before bis 
friends and neighbors, I think we ought as soon as possible to repair 
the injustice. 

Six months after the hospital record to which the gentleman from 
Missouri has alluded, this man went into battle, was wounded and 
taken prisoner, remaining in prison over thirty days. He could not 
get a hospital record, and that is the reason the case was rejected in 
the Department. Now, I will say to the gentleman from Missouri 
that this man has a family; he has children. We have testimony; 
some of the best citizens in our town have made affidavit in regard to 
his standing, in regard to his being sick and not able todo a whole 
day’s work. Iam simply telling what I know to be the facts. 

‘The idea of denying to a worthy man who lay in the prison at Rich- 
mond what right and justice demand, this small pittance of $12 a 
month, I think is ashame. I want to see justice done to him, and I 
hope the gentleman from Missouri will reconsider his objection and 
allow the bill to be acted upon now. 

_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the consideration of this bill be postponed un- 
til after the committee rises. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The claimant has the benefit of the state- 
ment made by his Representative and the benefit of the report submit- 
ted to-night. In that view of the case, I ask that the bill be delayed, 
as I have before suggested. 

. Mr. LANE. I will object to any delay in the consideration of this 
bill that will bring it upin preference to other bills hereafter. If it is 
_ withdrawn let it take its course. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Then I will tell the gentleman that it 
will take a quorum to pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thequestion is on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read the third time. - 

Ta question was taken, and on a division there were—yeas 36, 
noes 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I make the point that there is no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. LANE. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I trust the gentleman will not do that, 
We can not get a quorum in time to do any business. 

Mr. GROUT. I hope some arrangement will be arrived at rather 
than do that. 

Mr, STONE, of Missouri. I have made a reasonable suggestion and 

uest, so that we can go on and do some business. 

. LANE. I will not agree to anything that is not an orderly way 
of doing business, If the gentleman from Missouri wishes to make the 
point of no quorum and the bill is not withdrawn, there is no help for 
Mt. BOOTHMAN. I raise agains 

x . I raise the point of order against the point that 
has been submitted. = 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has moved 
a.call of the House. : That is the only question now before the House. 

The question was taken; and the motion was rejected. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent that the roll be called, 
ore each member present be permitted to call up one bill and dispose 
of it, 

Mr. ADAMS. There is only one other motion in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that there is 
only one motion now in order, since the House has refused a call of the 
House; that is the motion to adjourn. The last vote disclosed the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Was not a call of the House moved? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, It was rejected. Now, as the Chair 
understands the rule there is but one motion in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. And that is a motion to adjourn. 


Mr. BAKER. If I may be allowed to suggest, I think, under the 
circumstances, rather than prevent the transaction of any other busi- 
ness, that our friend from Michigan might let this bill lie aside for the 
present, and let the point of no quorum be withdrawn and some cases 
on the Calendar considered. I believe that would be a better course, 

Mr. BELKNAP. I have no desire to obstruct legislation here, and 
will do anything to allow the business to proceed. But I protest against 
this action against this worthy man. Still there are other worthy men 
waiting for their pensions, widows and orphans of soldiers who ought 
to have their dues. I will let the bill be laid aside for the present. 

Mr. BAKER. Let the bill be laid aside, say, for an hour; and the 
gentleman from Missouri can take the papers and examine them, and 
perhaps he will gather new light from them. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Idid not hear the gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. LANE. I will object to any such arrangement. 

Mr. BAKER. I hope the gentleman will take the papers in the case; 
then he can retire to the Speaker’s room and examine them at his leisure, 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The gentleman is very kind. 

Mr. FLOWER. I hope the gentleman from Michigan will not stand 
in the way of passing some of these claims to-night. 

Mr. BELKNAP. I am not standing in the way. I am ready to 
withdraw the bill; Iam ready to do anything that will facilitate mat- 
ters here. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I will have to demand the regular 
order. 

Mr. BAKER. Iam willing that the gentleman from Texas may go 
with the papers in the case. [Laughter. ] 

~Mr. KILGORE. We have done so much already to-day, and have 
succeeded so admirably at these night sessions, that I think we might 
as well adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Michigan has withdrawn his bill? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I did not understand that the bill had 
been withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been withdrawn to the extent, 
as the Chair understands, that its further consideration has been post- 
poned until after the committee rises. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. That is the only proposition I have made, 

Mr. LANE. To thatI object. If the gentleman withdraws his bill 
now it must take its chanee of coming up hereafter. Let us transact 
this business in a business-like way. 

Mr. BAKER. But we can do some business if the gentleman will 
allow this bill to be withdrawn. 

Mr. LANE. May be we can and may be we can not. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. We can try, at least. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I hope the gentleman from Ilinois will 
allow the filibustering, if there is to be any, to come from those who 
are not recognized as friends of the soldier. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois has been rded as a friend of the soldiers. 

Mr. LANE. I object to a conditional withdrawing of the bill, that 
isall. As I have said, I want to see the business done in a business- 
like way. If the bill is withdrawn it must be unconditional. 

Mr. PETERS. Iask unanimous consent that the consideration of 
this bill be postponed until the committee rises, 

Mr. LANE. I object. 

Mr. BAKER. What does the gentleman desire? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. e Chair is advised that it will be 
impossible for the House to transact any business until the question of 
a quorum shall be disposed of. If that is withdrawn we can proceed 
with the consideration of business, As the matter now stands there is 
only one motion in order. 

Mr. BAKER. We are trying to do something. 

Mr. PETERS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PETERS. JDnder the rules when it has been disclosed that 
there is no quorum present, does it require a motion to order a call of 
the House? 

Mr. MORGAN. That motion has been made and voted down. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
know of the Chair whether the point that no quorum is present has been 
made thisevening. As I understood the statement, the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio will please 
suspend fora moment. The Chair will answer one question ata time. 
The Clerk will read paragraph 2 of Rule XV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2. Inthe absence ofa quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if there 
is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, and in 
all calls of the House the doors shall be closed, the names of the members shall 
be called by the Clerk, and the absentees noted; and those for whom no- sufi- 
cient excuse is made may, by orderof a majority of those present, be sent for 
and arrested, wherever they may be found, by officers to appointed by the 
Se t-at-Arms for that purpose, and their attendance secured and retaineds 
and the House shall determine upon what condition they shall be discharged, 
Members who voluntarily appear shall, unless the House otherwise direct, be 
immediately admitted to the Hall of the House, and they shall report their 
names to the Clerk to be entered upon the Journal as present. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan., The gentleman from Missouri would be 
entitled to withdraw the point of no quorum if he saw fit. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Undoubtedly; but the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. LANE] made an objection, 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio will state it, 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I inquire of the Chair whether the point of no 
quorum is present has been made. I understand the gentleman from 
Missouri to make the point that no quoram had voted. - 
The Chair understood that the point 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
as made was that there was no quorum present. The point was con- 
sidered and decided. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. I think the record will disclose the fact that 
the point was made that no quorum had voted. 

Mr. MORGAN. Would not the result be the same? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. It would not be the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In that case the vote disclosed the fact 
that there was no quorum present. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I do not know the language used, Mr. 
Speaker, but I desire to say this, that I had no wish, and have none 
now, to compel a call of the House or to suspend business; and the 
pons I desired to make was made; and if consideration is insisted upon 

will make the point that no quorum is present in the House. I made 
the usual statement, when the vote was taken, that there was no quo- 


rum, 
_The SPEAKER pro tempore, Whether the gentleman from Missouri 
made that point or not, the Chair, in taking the vote of the House, de- 
termined that the vote disclosed the fact that there was no quorum 
present; so that the point was raised, and the Chair passed upon it. 

Mr.SAWYER, Iamnotaparliamentarian, never haveread therules 
in my life, and never expect to [laughter], but there are some things I 
have learned here, and I have learned this: That on these Friday even- 
ing meetings any one man can prevent the passage of a bill. When- 
ever an objection is made by one man here we have got to yield to him 
or else wind up the concern, Now, here to-night the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. STONE] objects to the consideration of this bill. I do 
not wish to be understood as questioning his good faith in that. He 
says, ‘‘ Here, now, I do not want this bill considered.” 

I have made an examination of this and made some remarks upon it. 
Somebody else has examined the case and they say that I was mistaken. 
Now, the position, as I understand, of the gentleman from Missouri is 
this: ‘‘Before I want the House to sit in judgment on the correctness 
of the review I made heretofore of this question, I want opportunity 
to re-examine the case and see whether Iam right or wrong.” That is 
not the most unreasonable request I have heard made here. I think we 
can settle this question just as easily as falling off a log. Justso. He 
asks us to postpone this and give him an opportunity to re-examine the 


case. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. If my friend will allow me, I will state 
that I would be as ready as any man inthis House upon examining the 
record, if I am wrong, to publicly say it before all the House. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ihave nodoubtof that. He says here: ‘‘ Let it go 
to the meeting of the House—the whole House—next Friday.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. He says he will let it come up when the 
committee rises to-night. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam telling the case as I understand it, and maybe 
Iam wrong. I do not want a dozen men to say that I am wrong. I 
am going on to state it as I understand it. He says that he proposes 
it shall go before the full House, when a quorum is present on next 
Friday. That would give him a week’s time to look up the case and 
see whether he was correct in his review of the evidence or not; and 
let it lie over that he might have such an opportunity. Now, if I got 
up in this House and said, ‘‘I have reviewed this case and I find that 
there are certain objections to it,” and anybody and everybody tells 
me I am not correct in my views, I should not want the House to sit 
on and condemn me for my review unless I had an opportunity again 
to see whether I am correct or not. 

I have always voted for any pension case, right or wrong, hit or miss, 
whether I knew anything about it or not. [Laughter.] Ishall yote 
for this case as I understood it when originally reported; and certainly 
I shall vote for it as I understood the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BELKNAP] to make a report after his examination of it. But before 
I condemn the gentleman from Missouri for making what is claimed 
to be a very erroneous attack upon this soldier, itis equally fair to him 
to give him an opportunity to examine the case; and then if he finds he 
is wrong I have suficient confidence in his manliness to know that he 
will rectify the error. 

Mr. PERKINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to ssk 
the Chair what is the status of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro sapere. The question before the House was 
upon the engrossment and third reading of a bill. ‘That question was 
submitted tothe House and the vote was—ayes 26, noes5. Thereupon 
the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. STONE] raised the point of no quorum. 
There was some question afterwards as to whether he had the 
point ofno quorum yotingorno quorum present, The Chair responded 


thatin determining the number who had voted ay and no, respectively, 
the Chair had determined that there was no quorum present. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is it in order to ask unanimous consent that this 
bill be deferred temporarily and that the House resolve itselfinto Com- 
mittee of the Whole? s 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is nothing in order but a motion 
to adjourn, unless the point of no quorum shall be withdrawn. 

Mr. PERKINS. Would not unanimous consent be equivalent to the 
withdrawal of the point of no quorum? If unanimous consent is now 
requested and given that this bill be temporarily postponed and that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, will not that be 
equivalent to a withdrawal of the point made by the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PER- 
KINS) will observe that the record as it now stands raises the question 
of the presence of a quorum and shows that there is no quorum pres- 
ent. That record must be canceled, and it may be canceled by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Stone] withdrawing his point of no 
quorum. If we proceed by unanimous consent, as suggested by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], it will leave the record show- 
ing that there is no quorum present. Therefore, in order to proceed 
we must have that record canceled by the withdrawal of the point of 
no quorum; otherwise we must adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, this matter can be disposed of now 
in a moment by either one of two gentlemen. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. STONE] made the point that no quorum had voted and 
stated at the time that if this bill was Le rp he would withdraw 
that point. The gentleman in charge of the bill agreed that that might 
be done, but the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE] demanded that 
the withdrawal should be unconditional, 

Mr. MORRILL. No; he objected to the withdrawal. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill ask the gentleman from Illinois to state what 
his position was. I understood the gentleman [Mr. LANE] to object, 
and to say that the withdrawal should not be made unless it was made 
unconditionally, 

Mr. LANE. I wish to make a statement to the House in order that 
my position may not be misunderstood. 

Mr. MORGAN. Please answer my question first. I have stated 
this to be the situation: The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] 
raised the point that no quorum had voted, stating that he would not 
insist upon it if the gentleman in charge of this bill would withdraw it 
until we had got through with the evening’s business in Committee of 
the Whole, and then bring it up again. The gentleman in charge of 
the bill agreed to do that, and then the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. LANE] objected unless the withdrawal was made uncondition- 
ally. 

Mr. LANE. That is correct. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, then, Mr. Speaker, either the gentleman in 
charge of the bill must withdraw it unconditionally or the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. LANE] must withdraw his objection, or else we must 
go home, 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the situation, 
the point of no quorum has been raised. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Is there anything in order, then, except a 
motion to adjourn or a call of the House? 

Mr. GEST. Iunderstand the record shows this situation, that when 
the point of no quorum was made there was a motion fora call ofthe 
House, and thatit was voted down. Now, there is nothing in the world 
for us to do in the present situation of things except to adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. If these gentlemen [Mr. Bitss and Mr. STONE, of 
Missouri] would agree, the one to withdraw his bill unconditionally 
and the other to withdraw his point of no quorum, we might proceed - 
with the business of the evening. 

- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that it is impos- 
sible to transact any business while the point of no quorum stands on 
the record. 5 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the call of the House was voted down, ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order at this 
time. : 

Mr. SAWYER. I desire toask a question for information, Has 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Stone] withdrawn his point of no 
quorum ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
withdrawn the point. 

Mr. BLISS. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the bill unconditionally. I 
do not want to stop legislation and lose the whole evening, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. StoNE] withdraw the point of no quorum ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Certainly I do. 


The gentleman from Missouri has not 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of business on 
the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Kansas (tr, MORRILL] that the House now resolve 
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itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of business 
under the order. 

Mr. FLO Mr. Speaker, before that motion is put, I move, in 
Saimons to eens who hashad charge of this case [Mr. BEL- 
KNAP], that it lie over for one week and be then taken up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion before the House is that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose 
of considering business on the Private Calander under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

- The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar under the 
special order for Friday evening. $ 


LUCIAN L. SANBORN. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4422) 
to increase the ion of Lucian L. Sanborn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
pon nde nes g Das That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
and directed to increase to $50 a month the pension of Lucian L. San- 
born, late of Company D, Sixth of Vermont Volunteer rae ton! 
The report (by Mr. NUTE) was read, as follows: 


Lucian L. Sanborn was a corporal in tig ofthe Wild I, Sixth Vermont Volunteers. 
aes was wounded in the head at the battle o Wilderness. 
unt garros g upige pins reg something March, 1865, Here- 
on for the disability received at Gare rate or $3 & month from June, 
isa an at 15a asec from January, 1869, and $20 a month from February, 1871, 
Sa 1883. 


August, 

EH wound was made by a bullet passing through his face in such s way as 
to badly deform him, and as a result produce almost total blindness. The sol- 
dier is S able, on account of Dilain sity to do any work, and is to a consider- 
able extent nton personal care of others, while if limb were gone 
he an boda do some work, but would receive a much higher rate of drogen The 

think that the soldier's disability warrants a higher rate of pension, 
and the committee reach this conclusion from having seen the soldier in com- 
mittee-room, where he presented such an appearance as seems to warrant an 
increase of pension. 

Your committee recommend that forty-five” be substituted for “fifty” in 
line 4 of the bill, and as so amended that the bill do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this bill will belaid aside to 
be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I do not know—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overlooked the fact that there is an 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that amendment is to strike out 

“fifty” and insert ‘‘forty-five.’? Ido not know but that this bill 
ought to go over for consideration in a full House. I am not inclined 
to defeat the passage of the bill, asof course I could—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. The report of the committee in this case 
is not based upon the evidence of others, but the applicant appeared 

before the committee, oe their knowledge of his condition 

derived from personal i 
Mr, KILGORE. I anand. that if this were a case of total blind- 


ness the ion would be $72. 
But this man is nearly blind, so that he 


ILLIAMS, of Ohio. 
can not work. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, it would do no harm for this case to take the 
same course that has been pursued with other bills of like amount. 

Mr. GROUT. The proposition is not to increase this man’s ion 
to $72. The bill as introduced would increase it to $50, for which 
amount the committee propose to substitute $45. 

. A MEMBER, What is he receiving now? 

Mr. GROUT. Thirty dollars, according to my recollection. I can 
assure the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE], from my personal 
. knowledge, that this is clearly a case of great merit. 

As has been stated, this man was here in person before the commit- 
tee. Heis nearly blind—has to feel his way along with great care, and, 
as the committee states, is to a considerable extent dependent upon the 

care of others—not enough to entitle him to a pension of $72, 
mt enough, in the “judgment of the committee, to justify an increase 
to $45. There is no question with reference to the merit of the case. 

Mr. KILGORE. This is not a large increase such as I have been in 
the habit of raising a question upon. I believe I will let the matter 
take its course. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee fo strike out ‘fifty’? and insert "‘ forty-five,” it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
House. 

ESTHER G. BRYANT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4132) 


granting a pension to Esther G. Bryant. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That ae Secretary of the Interior be,and he hereby is, di- 
et and authorized to Lees iets name abr psy Bryant, widow of John P. 
t, late of Compan: pany B, N nth Regiment of Vermont Volunteers, on the 

orci ee subject to ties and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. NUTE)- was read, as follows: 
Esther G. Bryant, the beneficiary named in bill H. R. 4132,is the widow of 


John P. t, deceased, latea private in Company B, Ninth Regiment of Ver- 


. Bryan 
Aney ool regimental hospital in's Fi Virginia, Feb- 
The n en ospital near in’s Farm, 

ruary 20, 1865, but the records of the hospital do not Sooke of bone iy First 
Lieut. Edward L. Kelley, who commanded his company, makes oath that the 
ig John P. Bryant, was a good soldier who nevershirked, but did his tate 
well 

The widow named in this bill received on account of the death of this soldier, 
her husband, a pension, and continued to draw said pension till her marriage 
on the 13th day of May, 1868, to one Martin Chilson, with whom she lived a short 
time as his wife; but from his brutal treatment of ‘her she was by the supremo 
court of Vermont decreed a bill of divorcement from him ap the ey sae 
of court for 1870, less than two years after her court 
says she was divorced for “intolerable severity.” 


do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this bill will be laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thenthequestionis, Shall this bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? [The 
question was put.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I call for a division. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. GROUT. I wish to submit a remark to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is now dividing. 

Mr, GROUT. Not yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is the question before the committee. 

Mr. GROUT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. When the vote 
viva voce on a question has been completed and a division is called for, 
is it not in order, between the completion of the vote in one form and 
the beginning of the vote in another, that remarks may be submitted? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

The question being taken, ‘‘Shall the bill be laid aside to be reported 
rr anes to the House?’ it was determined in the affirmative—ayes 

noes 2. 
FANNIE E. WOODBURY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4424) 
granting a pension to Fannie E. Woodbury. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., a the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to restore to the pension-roll the name of Fannie E, Woodbury, widow 
of Charles A. Maliana ene @ first lieutenant in ES B, First Vermont 
Volunteers, subject to rules and limitations of the pension laws. 


fins report (by Mr. NuTE) was read, as follows: 


E. Woodbury, named oo this bill (H. R. eral is the widow of First 

les A. Woodbi as second panas in Company I, 

se ted to be first lieutenant 

y Bin December, 1862, and was killed in action April, 1863, near 
Broad Kun, Virginia. 

His widow, Fanny E. Woodbury, named in this bab plied for a pension on 
acconnt of the death of her husband, and received such pension by virtue of 
certificate No. 10205. This pension she continued to draw til till Au 1885, 
when she married one Amass A. Randali, from whom she was divorced in 
March, 1888, about two years after marriage, for the cause, as stated in the decree 
of the court, cruel and magica tan treatment and failure to support. 

Randall when ppoe marriage artery her that he would oe her, in 
lieu of the pension which she must give up, certain lands in the West, worth 
$4,000, and represented himself to be worth some $16,000. 

It transpired that he was not worth an properiy as hs aay TN and he did 
not deed her any land; but abused, neg! pai, deserted her, so that the court 

=" her a divorce and restored her to the name of the soldier. Her husband 

ed on the field, so that now in fact she is his widow, ng name. Shoe 
eet Ner EAE Argut, old, and dependent on her daily labor for support; she is 


The widow’s own klar ie pam A asserts the facts which appear in this report, and 
they are supported as to the divorce by a certified copy of the same; as to the 
fraud perpetrated to induce her to marry, by the affidavits of Lu . Graham 
and Emma W. Scott; = si ee neh eg asngt Zia worthiness, by davits of L. 
B. Clough and Mrs. J.B. tchinson. 
Your committee a EEan that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MINNIE A. BAILEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 247) grant- 
ing a n to Minnie A. Bailey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, TA Slee 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sub, pee ns and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Minnie A. ley, Gavin of Oscar 
M. Bailey, who wasa private in asap tf F, Fifteenth Regiment of Connecticut 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred ron bill (S. 247) 
granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey, submit the following repo: 

A bill "identical with this, proposing to put claimant on the See pecnieeeetl 
at $12 per month, has previously passed but reached the Presidenttoo 
late for executive action, and therefore failed to become s law. 

The applicant is a daugh' ter of Oscar M. Bailey, who wasa private in Com- 

F Fifteenth Goatees Volunteers, and who died May 8, 1863. 

A ioa was granted to the widow of the deceased soldier, and at her mar- 
riage the pension was pet poke the ap: who noe until she was sixteen years of age. 
She is now thirty years lame from two years since birth from 
a disease of the Ripjoint, Mahe roe unable to earn a living sed is is dependent upon 
others for her support. 


Lieut. 


is, au- 


1890. 
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Your committee believe this to be a just and meritorious claim, and therefore 
recommend the passage of bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LUCINDA A, CLARK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4423) 
to grant a pension to Lucinda A. Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is egerat E au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the rules and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Lucinda A. Clark, widow of George 


M. Clark, late lieutenant of Company E, Sixteenth Vermont Volunteers, 
The report (by Mr. Nure) was read, as follows: 


Lucinda A. Clark is the widow of George M. Clark, late s lieutenant of Com- 
pany B, Sixteenth Vermont Volunteers. The soldier enlisted in September, 
; Was promoted to be a lieutenant in Jan 1863; discha: August, 
1863; and died in June, 1855. In the service the soldier con , at or near 
Union Mills, Va., rheumatic neuralgia, which was aggravated at the battle of 
Gettysburgh. 

Soldier received a pension of $7.50 a month from August 11, 1863, and $11.25 a 
month from March, 1833, for the said disability. The soldier died of erysipelas, 
and his widow is barred from a pension because, as the surgeons say, “there is 
no pathological sequence between rheumatic neuralgia and erysipelas,” though 
the examining surgeon for the Pension Office says he examined soldier and 
found him suffering from neuralgia in right hip, impairment of health on ac- 
count of prolonged suffering from it, and that nutrition of leg became impaired 
by such suffering that erysipelas quickly developed, and he died. The affida- 

tof Dr. F. A. Smith accords with this statement, and he says the indirect 
cause of soldier's death was the disability for which he was pensioned. We 
think the cause of the soldier's death was the disability for which he was pen- 
sioned, and that his widow should draw a pension as his widow. She has not 
married since his death. . 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to he reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HANNAH WARD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5626) 
granting a pension to Hannah Ward. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Hannah Ward, 
widow of David A. Ward, late captain of Company A, Sixth Kentucky Cavalry, 
at the rate of $20 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, in lieu of the pension now reveived by her. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (FI. R. 
5626) granting a pension te Hannah Ward, submit the following report: 

Mrs, Hannah Ward is the widow of David A. Ward, sergeant of Company A, 
Sixth Kentucky Cavalry, who died January 10, 1865, of wounds received in ac- 
tion December 16, 1864, near Hopkinsville, Ky., and now a pensioner at the rate 
of $12 per month, 

The bill under consideration provides that she be pensioned as the widow of 
acaptain. Thisclaim is based upon the following facis shown by the evidence 
before your committee : 

David A. Ward was enrolled October 3, 1861, and mastered into service as ser- 

nt of the original Company A, Sixth Kentucky Bhindi December 23, 1561. 
er and was transferred to the Sixth Kentucky Veteran Cavalry 
Jantary 1, 1864. Only part of the original company re-enlisted, and those that 
did not, including all the Sompeny, oflicers, were mustered out in October, 1864. 
Ward was placed in command of the company from that date. He was recom- 
mended for promotion to captain, but from some cause, undoubtedly due to de- 
lay on the part of the governor of the State, his commission was not issued un- 
til December 21, 1854, although a vacancy in that rank existed prior thereto, as 
shown by the  agld of the Adjutant-General, and under the provisions of the 
act of June 3, , a remuster was made to correspond and give him the rank 
of captain from the date of his commission. 

As Taresotace stated, on the date of the incurrence of the fatal wound and for 
some considerable time prior thereto, he wasin commandofhiscompany, There 
was no commissioned officer then serving with the company, as a matter 
of fact Edwin M. Hobbs, who finally succeeded as the captain, signed the in- 
ventory of the effects of said deceased Ward on February 1, 1365, as sergeant 
commanding the company. The widow has been, and is now, paralyzed and 
apenas upon her frieuds, having no income from any source. The expenses 
ofher maintenance are therefore necessarily greater than in ordinary cases, 

Ward was, to all intents and purposes, the captain of the company when he 
received the fatal wound after more than three years’ evidently faithful and 
meritorious service. 

In the opinion of your committee the facts in the case warrant the gangon 
of the relief asked for, and therefore report favorably on the seoor anyi bill 
and ask thatit do amended, however, by adding after the word “laws,” in 
line 8, the words “in lieu of the pension now received by her.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the concluding 
ph of the report was read, and agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH T, GARRETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6166) 
to grant a pension to Elizabeth T. Garrett. 

The bill was read, as follows: H 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereb; su- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Eliza! A 
Garro widow of Torpa F. Garrett, who was a soldier in Spy Battalion in 


Fourth Illinois ment, in the Black Hawk war, and hers pensi: 
atthe rele Ok P DAE AOIS i 44] 


The report (by Mr. De LANo) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6166) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth T, Ga: have considered the same and report: 
he claimant's late husband, Joseph F. Garrett, was a private in Caps. Elijah 
Ills pees are 4) Battalion, Fourth Illinois Volun Biack Hawk war, 
from April 21, to June 16,1832, He was granted a $20 per month 


by special act September 3, 1888, and died about fifteen months after said 
pension was allowed, aged over eighty years. 

‘The claimant also asks a pension at $20 a month, and submits ample proof of 
her m: with the soldier; also, that she is almost blind, quite feeble, and 
in no condition to earn a living. She has no children or kindred to look to for 
support, and the only property she possesses is a town lot of not over $250 in 

ue, A large number of witnesses swear to the above-named and in 
addition therete one hundred and twenty-two citizens of Plymouth, cock 
County, Ilinois, certify that the claimant is old, feeble, almost blind, and very 
poor, and they petition Congress to grant the relief prayed for. 

Your committee think the case a proper one for relief by special act, and the 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ó WALTER P. HARRISON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HE. R. 6624) 
increasing the pension of Walter P. Harrison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the pension of $3 per month now received by Walter 
P. Harrison, late private Company B, First Regiment Louisiana Volunteers, 
Mexican war, be, and the same is hereby, in to $72 per month, the same 
to be in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. De LANo) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6624) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Walter P. Harrison, have considered the same 
and beg leave to report : 

Said bill is identical with bill H. R. 10477 of the Fiftieth Congress, which was 
reported favorably to the House in Report No. 3987, second session,and your 
committee adopt said report (No. 3987) asapplicable to this bill and recommend + 
that the bill do pass. 


HOUSE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10477) 
granting an increase of pension to Walter P. Harrison, have considered the 
same and report as follows: 

Walter P. Harrison was a private in Com y B, First Louisiana Volunteers, 
Mexican war, and is now a pensioner at the rate of $ per month under the 
Mexican pension act of January 29, 1887, He also asa midshipman in 
the Unios States Navy from October 19, 1541, until June 10, 1843, when he re- 
signed, 

In 1886 he applied for pension for total blindness, declaring that while in the 
Mexican war he contracted measles, which settled in his eyes and caused dis- 
ease of the same, resulting in total blindness about the year 1860, He was un- 
able in his ae claim to furnish the evidence of com to show the in- 
currence of his disability in his military service, and hence his claim for pen- 
sion for his disability has never been adjudicated. As above stated, he has 
been allowed a service pension of $8 per month. 

Notwithstanding his infirmity, the claimant has for twenty-five years earned 
his subsistence by acting pdea ( agent being always attended by another 
person. He is now sixty-five years of age, his health has failed him, he has no 
property to afford him a living, and being no longer able to continue business, 

e is entirely dependent upon his small beeper 5 

Dr. Flavel B. Tiffany, « leading physician of Kansas City, Mo., certifies that 
the claimant is totally blind from the disease known as choroid retinitis = 
mentosa, with secondary cataract following in each eye. There is no history 
Sofi disease, other than measles, which might be the cause of Mr. Harrison’s 

ndness. 

Many prominent citizens of Kansas City, Mo,, certify to his helpless condi- 
tion. 

A prominent attorney, Henry N. Ess, esq., of Kansas City, Mo., states: 

“i have known W. P. Harrison seven oreight years. He desiresan act passed 
fora — to him. He served in the Mexican war. He took measles, from 
which he has wholly lost his eye-sizht. There are no records of the disease of 
the men in service then. The physician, although now living, does not per- 
sonally recollect this particular disease of Mr. Harrison. Without such out- 
side testimony he can not getany increase of pension under the law as it stands. 
He is now totally blind, and has been blind for more than twenty-five years. 
There isjust a little failure of evidence that defeats him before the rtment. 
I know Mr. Harrison well, and his character is beyond dispute.” 

. V.C. Karnes, of Kansas City, Mo., a prominent lawyer and late United 
States attorney, states: 

*Mr. Harrison is a very remarkable man. and although entirely blind makes 
a brave fight to do business as faras he can. He isa man of excellent charac- 
ter, honorable in every respect, and entitled to. the fullest confidence and con- 
sideration. Ofcourse I know nothing of the cause of his blindness, but among 
moe edo eg A him his own statement is all thatis required on this or any 
other su t. 

Morrison Munford, editor Kansas City Times, Charles E. Hosbrook, Sanford 
B. Ladd, and James 8, Botsford, all leading citizens of Kansas City, certify to the 
same effect. 

Other testimony before your committee shows the claimant's present condi- 
tion, and that the eye disease existed for many years before he became blind. 

In several similar cases, where pensioners of the Mexican war were totally 
blind, notably the cases of Titus Wilder and Martin Kellogg, Congress has in- 
creased the pension to $72 per month, 

Your committee believe the bill one of merit,and therefore recommend its 

e, amended ing after the word “volunteers,” in line 5, the words 
~“ Mexican war.” 


Mr. PETERS. I understand from the reading of this bill, Mr. Chair- 
man, that it is proposed to increase the pension or to give a pension of 
$72 per month. Am I correct? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is correct. 
proposed by the bill. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like to know either from the report or from 
some member of the committee who is familiar with the facts why this 
amount is given? 

Mr. ADAMS. This is a case of total blindness and requires constant 
attendance. I thought itwas stated in the report. I know personally 
the beneficiary. There is a report referred to, which is made a part of 
the report that was read, which explains the case. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I kaow the facts from my own personal knowledge. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


That is the amount 
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CHARLES H. PERRY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3383) 
granting a pension to Charles H. Perry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles H. Perry, late of the whale- 
ship Edward, Mexican war, 


The report (by Mr. DE LANo) was read, as follows: 


rt: 
, 1887, fora 


while be yh, lo fourth mate on the United States whaling-ship Edward, com- 


ing a pension to Charles H. P. 
he ci 


each, and the landing force marched 1} miles to reach the garrison. 
ip Edward took dispatches to Commodore Shubrick, who was 

med at Matzland with the squadron. Commodore Shubrick returned 
thanks in behalf of the Government for theservice rendered by the Edward on 
that Soasi ee at his request the Edward carried fixed amunition, shells, 


etc., back to n. 

The official rt of the United States Fish Commission for 1875-76 contains 
at the bottom of page 113 the following statement: 

“The London Mercantile Gazette of October 22, 1852, said: ‘The number of 
American ships engaged in the southern whale fisheries alone would of them- 
selves be nearly sufficient to man any ordinary fleet of ships of war which that 
country ht require tosendtosea. Instances are not wanting, indeed, where 
whalemen have un ken yeoman service fortheir country. Thusin Novem- 
ber, 1846, Copinin. Simmons, of the nolia, and Captain Jobn E. Barker, ofthe 
Ed both of New Bedford, h ng that the garrison of San José, Lower 
are a, Was in imminent danger, landed their crews and marched to its re- 


+ 

On 421 of the same volume a table showing returns of whaling vessels 
sailing from American ports has a marginal note mentioning the fact that Capt- 
ain Barker, of the Edward, marched with his crew to the relief of the garrison 
of San José in 1846, 

In a letter addressed to your committee under date of February 18, 1890, the 
collector of customs, port of New Bedford, Mass., says: 

“The records of this office show that Charles H. Perry was one of the crew 


Your committee believe, however, that in view of the service rendered, by 
which the m of San José and the lives of more than a score of men were 
probably saved to the Government, the claim is an ae?) nae oer meritorious 
one ànd should be so recognized by the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM G. HILL. 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H. R. 4811) 
to on William G. Hill. 

e bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-rolls of the Government the name of William G. 
Hill, late orderly sergeant of Capt. Jesse Walkera company, Oregon Volun- 
teers, for meritorious service, and for wounds received in October, 1854, while 
engaged in battle with the Pi-Ute Indians in the Chewaucan Valley, in O n, 
then a Territory, subject to the limitations and regulations of the pension PR 
of the United States. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


ing a pension to William G. Hill, haye considered the same and beg leave to 
sult the following report: 


He is a te 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 
tions of the 
eventh lines of 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
KEZIAH RANDALL. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6607) 
pene bel orci to Keziah Randall, of Mattapoisett, Mass., widow of 
chard Randall, who served in the coast guard, 1812-1815, 


The bill was read, as follows: 

.» That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
lace on the pension-roll, subject to the pronao and lim- 

ion laws, the name of Keziah Randall, of isett 

eee widow of Richard Randall, who served as coast guard in the war of 1813 


itations of the 


The report (by Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (FH. R. 6607) grant- 
ing a pension to Keziah Randall, have considered the same, and beg leave to 
submit the following report: 

The claimant, who isshown by record evidence to have been born September 
30, 1789, asks a pension by special act, declaring that her husband, Richard 
Randall, with Josiah Sturtevant, Nathaniel Parlow, William Sherman, and Ich- 
abod B all of Rochester, Mass., went to Wareham and served as coast 

rd at the time the British sloop N imrod made a raid on Falmouth, Ware- 
.and other places along the shores of Buzzard’s Bay during the war of 
1812; that hersaid husband was away on duty as coast guard about three weeks 
the first time, and in all he served about three months. He never enjoyed good 
health after returning home, and the claimant thinks ex ure in said service 
he the cause, She disposed of her husband’s knapsack and gun some fifty- 
ve years ago, 

Claimant further declares she has never received any aid from the State or 

National Government and is poor and needy, depending on her friends for 


support, 

Seth Hiller, William Hammond, George W. Lewis, A. M, Jenney, and Dr. W. 
E. Sparrow, citizensin high standing atclaimant’s home, certify that they have 
known her for forty years and be er ie and that she has always been a hard- 
working and prudent woman. They never knew of her veracity being qo: 
tioned, and her memory, especially of events occuring in her early life, is re- 
markable; also that she is dependent upon neighbors and friends for support. 

It also apoeare that claimant is unable to find any one now living whoserved 
en ae usband in the war 1812, and no record of the service can now be 
foun 

Your committee recommend the of the bill with the following amend- 
ment: Add to said bill the words “and allow her a pension at $25 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill as amended will be 
laid aside to be gortea to the House with the recommendation thatit 
do pass. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was accordingiy laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


NANNIE W. METCALFE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6415) 
to reissue the pension certificate of Nannie W. Metcalfe and allow her 
a pension as a surgeon’s widow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, su- 
thorized and directed to reissue the pension certificate of Nannie W, Metcalfe 
and allow her a pension with rank of surgeon, which rank was held by her 
deceased husband, George W. Metcalfe, during the greater of his service 
in the Seventy-sixth New York Volunteer Infantry, war of the rebellion, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6415) to reissue the pension certificate of Nannie W. Metcalfe and allow her a 
pension as a surgeon’s widow, have considered the same and beg leave to sub- 
mit. the following report: 

The claimant’s deceased husband, George W. Metcalfe, was mustered into the 
service as an assistant surgeon Seventy-sixth New York Infantry Volunteers 
January 13, 1862, and as surgeon same regiment to date July 30,1862. He was 
mustered out November 9, 1864, by reason of expiration of term of service. 
During a part of his service he served as surgeon-in-chief Second Brigade, and 
with the exception of the time between January 13, 1862, and July 30, 1 
ranked as surgeon and rendered long and faithfnl service to his country w) 
holding that grade, 

The soldier filed an application for pension January 9, 1371, alleging that while 
in line of duty in Fredericksburgh, Va., in July and August, 1862, he contracted 
malarial disease and chronic diarrhea, which resulted in disease of liver and 
kidneys. The soldier died October 28, 1874, of the diseases alleged in his appli- 
cation, and the widow (this claimant) was allowed a pension under the general 
pension laws at the rate of $17 per month, which is the amount fixed by law for 
the widows of assistant surgeons. The claimant also cerns her husband's 
claim and was allowed the acerued pension, he having died before his claim 
was completed. 

The claimant prays that her pension certificate be reissued so as to pension 
her as the widow of a surgeon instead of as the widow of an assistant surgeon. 
Se declares that her husband's service was such as to entitle her to this recog- 
nition. 

It appears from the soldier's allegations and the proof submitted in soppor 
of his ann before the Pension Bureau that his diseases were contracted in July 
or August, 1862. It will be remembered fhat he was promoted to the rank of 

n on the 30th of July, 1562. 

e soldier was unable to definitely fix the time of contracting the alleged 
diseases, but at different times gave itas June or July, 1862; July or August, 1862; 
the summer and autumn of 1862, and once he stated that it was not until after 
July 25, 1862, that he contracted the diseases claimed for in his origina! appli- 
cation, 

Dr. N. R. Barnes, an assistant mame of the soldier’s regiment, testifies that 
the soldier's diseases were contracted in the summerand autumn of 1862. Other 
witnesses testify that the diseases were contracted while the regiment was at 
Fredericksburgh, Va., and the soldier himself made the same allegation, but in 
view of the fact (as shown by papers in the case) the regiment did not leave 
that place until some time after the soldier's promotion to s n, this throws 
but oe yy ee on the question of the exact date upon which the disability was 
contracted. 

The records of the War Department contain no evidence that the soldier was 
oft duty for any cause until a long time after the date of promotion as surgeon, 

In the light of the reci in your committee believe that it is quite 
as fair to presume the diseases which caused the soldier's death were contracted 
immed y after the soldier’s promotion to surgeon as that they were incurred 
just before his advancement to that grade, That he contracted disease and re- 
ceived promotion about the same time seer clear, but which appeared first 
can not, it seems, be definitely shown, an committee is of the opinion that 
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mbahever doubts there are in the matter should be resolved in the claimant’s 
vor, 

The passage of the bill, which is respectfully recommended, will give the 
claimant $25 per month in lieu of the amount she is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


JAMES M. M’KINNEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4094) 
granting a pension to James M. McKinney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Sccretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, net fed to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension la the name of James M. McKinney, late second 
lieutenant of Company A, North Cumberland Battery, Kentucky State Militia, 


The report (by Mr. GOODNIGHT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 4094) 
grani a pension to James M. McKinney, submit the following report: 

A similar bill was introduced during the Fiftieth Congress, and favorably re- 
ported by the Invalid Pensions Committee, but was not r ed for final action. 

The report of said committee sets forth the facts in the case as follows: 

“The benefici named in the bill was second lieutenant of Company A, 
North Cumberland Battalion Kentucky State Militia. His claim for pension 
on account of gunshot wound of left shoulder and face, resulting in loss of left 
eye, was rejected by the Pension Office because claimant was notin the military 
service of United States at time of the receipt of the wounds, 

“Tt appears from the evidence on file that McKinney was mustered into the 
above-named organization October 1, 1864, and mustered out August 23, 1865. 
While stationed with his command in Union aon? Kentucky, in April, 1865, 
the same was attacked by a force of Confederates. 1 he latter overpowered the 
militia, and claimant, with others of the command, was captured and taken 
away as prisoner. The Confederates were shortly thereafter pursued by some 
Illinois soldiers, and a fight ensued, during which the claimant, while attempt- 
ing to escape to the Union troops, was shot in the shoulder and face as hereto- 

‘ore N 
“There being no law now existing under which pensions can be granted to 
members of State organizations, the action of the Pension Bureau in rejecting 
the claim was proper, Con. however, has always recognized the justness 
of this class of claims, and being fully satistied of the merit of the case under 
consideration, your committee report favorably on the acoompanying bill and 
ask that it do KIA 

Your committee concur in the conclusions reached in the foregoing report, 
and likewise recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JAMES 8S, FERRIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3511) 
granting a pension to James 8. Ferrin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby author- 
ized and directed to place the name of James 8. Ferrin, imbecile son of James 
W. Ferrin, late of Company F, Fourth Kentucky Mounted Infantry, who died 
in Andersonyille prison, upon the pension-roll,and pay him a pension of $18 
per month during life. 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to James S, Ferrin.” 


The report (by Mr. GOODNIGHT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3511) 
granting a pension to JamesS. Ferrin, have considered the same and report that 
a similar bill to the one under consideration was considered and favorably re- 
ported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions at the second session of the Fif- 
tieth Congress, which report is referred to and adopted by your committee as 
containing the facts and history in this case. The bill reported to the Fiftieth 
Congress was not acted upon, They report the bill back to the House with reo- 
ommendation that it pass with this amendment: 

“Said pension payable to the legally qualified trustee or committee of the 
said James 8, Ferrin.” 


[House Report No. 3987, Fiftieth Congress, second session. ] 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 

Ha) granting a pension to James S. Ferrin, have considered the same and re- 

as follows: 

PThe beneficiary of this bill is the imbecile son of James W. Ferrin, who was 
a soldier in Company F, Fourth Kentucky Mounted Infantry. Thescldier was 
captured on July 30, 1864, and was sent to rebel Bape at Florence, S. C., and 
died there from exposure on November 6, 1864. The child was born on August 
15, 1864, shortly after the receipt of news of the imprisonment of the father. 
The widow wasa pensioner until her remarriage in 1869, and the child's pension 
was paid to the guardian untfl 1880, when the boy became sixteen years of age. 
He has been an imbecile from his birth, as shown by testimony, both medical 
and lay, filed before your committee. 

His subsistence is afforded by his mother, who, with a number of small chil- 
dren, has been deserted by the second husband. The family is certified to be 
in very straitened circumstances. 

In several similar instances Congress has afforded relief to the extent asked 
for in the bill, and hence the bill is reported back with the recommendation that 
it do pass, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted; and 
the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

SALLIE T. WARD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1622) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sallie T. Ward. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to pay Mrs. Sallie T. Ward, widow of the late General W, 
T. Ward, a pension of per month, in lieu of the pension she now receives, 
during her natural life. 


The report (by Mr. GOODNIGHT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R, 
1622) ting a pension to Mrs, Sallie T. Ward, widow of the late William T, 
Wi Nave had thesame under consideration, and find that a similar bill to 
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the one under consideration was passed by the Fiftieth Congress, but was ve- 
toed by the President. The objections of the President were as follows, to wit: 

“ The bill herewith returned, while fixing the monthly amountto be absolutely 
paid to the beneficiary, does not make the granting of the pension nor the pay- 
ment of the money sub; to any of the provisions of the pension laws, nor . 
make any reference to the Mexican service pension she is now receiving. 
it is the rule under general Jaws that two pensions shall not be paid to the same 
person, inasmuch asthe widow is entitled to the pension she is now receivin 
upon grounds different from those upon which the special bill was passed, 
no intention is apparent in the s ] bill that the other ion should be 
superseded, it may result that, under the peculiar wording of this bill, she would 
be entitled to both pensions.” 

The present bill is drawn so as to meet this objection. : 

Your committee refer to the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of 
the Fiftieth Congress, reporting on a similar bill to this, fora statement of facta 
and the military history of General Ward, and adopt the same as their report. 

They recommend that the bill pass, amended, however, by striking out all 
after the word “receives,” and insert therein instead the wo: “subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 


(House Report No. 1404, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8574) granting a pension to Sallie T, Ward, widow of William T. Ward, have had 
the same under consideration, and find thatasimilar bill to the one before your 
committee was introduced into the Forty-sixth Congress and passed, but was 
not called up and acted on in the Senate. 

As to the facts and history of this case, the report from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions of that Congress is adopted as the report of this committee. 

Said report shows that he was mustered into the service October 4, 1847, as 
major of the Fourth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and served with his regi- 
ment in Mexico to J uiy, 1848, and was honorably mustered out with his regiment 
at Louisville, Ky., July 25, 1848. 

He was appointed brigadier-general of volunteers 18th September, 1861. and 
brevetted major-general of volunteers 2th February, 1865, 

His services were: Organizing brigade in Kentucky from September 20 to De- 
cember 1, 1861; pore olan eects at Green River Bridg: entucky, to Jan- 
nary 8, 1862; commanding Sixteenth Brigade, Department of the Ohio, to March 
12, 1862; commanding camp of instruction at Bardstown, Ky., and all the troops 
on the lines south of Louisville, Ky.. to July, 1862; commanding troops at Lex- 
ington, Ky., during part of yaz 1862, and in pursuit of Morgan to August, 1562; 
commanding at Munfordville, Ky.,to September 5, 1862, and a b: ein Army 
of Ohio to November, 1862; commanding post and bri ie at latin, Tenn., 
to June, 1863; commanding Second Brigade, Third Division, Reserve Co: 
Department of the Cumberiand, to October, 1863, and brigade in the district 
Nashville, to January 8, 1864; commanding First Division, Eleventh Corps, to 
April, 1864,and First Brigade, Third Division, Twentieth Corps, to June 29, 1864; 
commanding Third Division, Twentieth Cores. to September 23, 1864; on leave 
of nee to October 10, 1864; commanding Third Division, Twentieth Co: 
until corps was discontinued, June, 1865, Honorably mustered out of serv: 
August 24, 1865. 

He distinguished himself in the battles before the fall of Atlanta and in the 
fights presets: the surrender of General Joseph E. Johnston’s army. 

While leading his brigade in a charge at the battle of Ga., he was se- 
verely wounded in the arm and side, but refused to leave the field. He was 
absent on leave only seventeen days during the whole war, 

The fractured bone by the wound at Resaca gave him much trouble, and he 
finally found the arm useless. On account of his wounds he was receiving a 
brigadier's pension of $30 per month at the time of his death (certificate No, 


109492), 
une died October 12, 1878, a few months after completing his seventicth year of 

e. 
While we can not say that his wounds and exposures in the service of his 
country were the direct cause of his death, they doubtless tended to diminish 
his powers to resist the effects of old age and hasten his death. 

Piss left an widow now past sixty years of age and without property or means 
of support. 

Your committee ind many precedents for the legislation asked in the accom- 
panying bill passed at every Congress since the war. Among them we will 
only re‘er to the pensions to Elizabeth York, widow of Shubal York, surgeon 
Fifty-fourth Illinois Volunteers (chapter 53, page 582, 14 Statutes at Large); 
Rose Webster, widow of Reason H. Webster, Company E, One hundred 
twenty-third Illinois (chapter 116, page 530, 20 Statutes at Large); Grace Aikins, 
widow of William R, Aikins, Company A, Eleventh Iowa Volunteers (chapter 
2965, page 575, 20 Statutes at Large); Caroline S. Webster, widow of Col. Fletcher. 
Webster, $10 per month; and widow of General James Shields, $100 per month 
(chapter 46, page 3, first session Forty-sixth Congress). 

Your committee recommend that the accompanying bill be passed. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted; and 
the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANASTASIA M’GRIEVY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3256) 
granting a pension to Anastasia McGrievy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Anastasia yne fonder had 
of Henry McGrievy, late of Company K, Forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
infantry,and pay her a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, ` 


The report (by Mr. YopER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3256) Saana poama to Anastasia McGrievey submit the following report: 

Anastasia rievy is the widow of Henry MecGrievy, who was a private 
in Company K, Forty-third ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, who enlisted 
August 14, 1861, and served until the close of the war; was mustered out of the 
service July 13, 1865, died December 28, 1873. His widow made application for 
pension September 22, 1879, alleging that the soldier’s death was caused oer 
son of injuries received while in the service and in the line of his duty by being 
run over by a hand-car on the railroad, said car barioa Rae men upon it, by 
which he received internal injuries which resulted in death. 

That said soldier, after having been injured as before stated, was sent to the 
general hospital at Rome, Ga., where he was treated for his injuries. 

‘This claim was rejected in the Pension Office on the ground that the soldier's 
death was not attributable to his Army service. The evidence on file clearly 
establishes prior soundness. He was a strong, healthy, robust man when he en- 
tered the service, and the records in the War Department report him absent, 
sick in hospital. He wastreated in the general hospital at Rome, Ga., and also 
in the regimental hospital. 


Capt. H. Rhoades, of Com y K, testifies he was a good, faithful sergeant, 
and cing thee lather part oF his service he was poorly, and, for some cause he 
ber, was partially disabled. 

Michael G. Roble and Levi Bates, members of his company, testify that on 
S hont-ene On the estilo an’ Obie EADY AY ana aaurd to belar ID A parmar 
a -car on ths ean o ass upthe 
ter from Henderson to Fort Banko Teona While the adaa 


was fi 
camp and was off duty for some time, having been badiy bruised and injured 
by said accident. The evidence goes to show that the soldier suffered from this 
ury ever afterward and was material in producing his death. 
uel Lawler and John Syreian testify: 

* We were intimate with the soldier from the time he returned from the Army 
up to the time of his death, December 28, 1873; saw him frequently during his 
last sickness. He was sick when he came home, and did not work for three or 
four months, and was attended by Dr, Neff; but he got better after awhile and 
went into the railroad blacksmith shops as a helper, and worked under these af- 


fiants asa helper. He was never strong, 
he com lained of suffering in his stomach from injuries alleged to have been re- 


day’swork. He 
house. He was s man of good moral 


this 
nately for magne wry Se beaten A opinion has been the sole cause of the rejection 
of the claim by the lene haere ae 
nder 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
HARRISON WAGNER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 645) grant- 
ing a pension to Harrison Wagner. 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Chairman, I made the report in this case, and 
upon an investigation I find that there are some other matters to be 
embodied. I ask unanimons consent to withdraw the report, and I 
will make a supplementary report hereafter, allowing the bill to retain 
its place on the Calendar. 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JOSEPH D. WILLIAMSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6603) 
granting a pension to Joseph D. Williamson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 

_ limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Joseph D. Williamson, late private 

in Company C, One hundred and ninetieth ent Pennsylvania Veterans, 

and allow him a pension from the date of the filing of his c! in the Pension 
Office. ; 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6603) 
granting a pension to Joseph D. Williamson, has had the same under consid- 
eration, and beg to submit the following report: 

The facts in this case are as follows: 

Claimant enlisted April 27, 1861, and re-enlisted as a veteran volunteer De- 
eember 31, 1863, and served continuously to the date of his muster out of service, 
June 16, , & term of four years one month and twenty days. 

During this time he was captured on Weldon Railroad, August 19, 1864, and 

a prisoner of war to March 28, 1865, a term of six monthsand nine days. 

On April 18, 1879, he fled a claim for pension, claiming asa cause chronic bron- 
chitis, and mber 13,1879, an amended application, claiming as an addi- 
tional cause affection of right lung, and on y 1, 1885, a second amended ap- 
penton, claiming disease of rectam and heart, all of which he alleged to be 
a of exposure while held in Salisbury prison, during the winter of 

The proofs show that he had severe cough and cold while in prison, and that 
when paroled he was so weak and feeble that he could not march, but had to be 
transported by conveyance to place of parole; that when he arrived at Camp 
Parole, Maryland, he was not able to ride on horseback from the railroad station 
in Pennsylvania, near his home, without being held on hishorse. That hisfamily 

hysician, while home on said furlough, despaired of his life or recovery from 
fis then critical condition. That his furlough was extended thirty more days 
upon his physician's affidavit that he was unable to travel because of his condi- 
tion then due to his prison hardships and exposure. That he recovered suffi- 
ciently to rt to , Pa., where he was discharged June 16, 1855, on a 
medical of disability. 

That he remained at home and under treatment for disease of lungs and heart 
and general debility. That his condition became somewhat improved by his 
treatment and his good constitution, favored by his youth; when, on January 
20, 1856, he gained an acceptance in the regular Army, to serve on the tier, 
in New Mexico and Arizona, believing that the climate would be favorable to 
his permanent recoyery. ‘That he served in the Third United States Cavalry to 
October 22, 1868, when he was honorably That for several years he 
remained in Texas and the South after his discharge, on account of his disease 
of bronchitis and lung affection, and finally returned to Pennsylvania, still suf- 
fering in a mild or violent form with said disease, and has been continuously 
exp ring on account of said several afflictions in various degrees of severity to 


date, 
It also appears that claimant's claim has been rejected by the Commissioner 
of Pensions because the record fails toshow treatment for said afflictions while 
@ member of the Third United States Cavalry; the only record of treatment 


. 


poing De calarsbal optiihelais and blistered feet at the hospital at Fort Stanton, 
N. Mex., once on March 80, 1867, and June 14 to 17, 1858. record the claim- 
ant claims is erroneous, inasmuch as he never was afflicted with ophthalmiaor 
blistered feet, He claims this t while in Said hospital was for hemor- 
rhoids, or piles, and nothing else. His claim of error in the record comes with 
ey argar É use, as be says, he was always mounted, and never traveled 
on foot, whereby his feet would likely become blistered. 
In view of this failure of record, the Department has applied the doctrine of 
pel to the claimant's claim for a pension, and holds that notwithstanding 
the incurrence of said afflictions in the service and line of duty, his re-enlist- 
ment in the regular Army, and the absence of any record showing the continu- 
ance of said disabilities while therein, the claimant is under the well 
established rules of that Department from setting up a claim for pension therefor. 
The evidence shows that the claimant entered the service at the breakin 
out of the rebellio: 


for many years unash: 
and is and has been dependent on the charity of his friends for his support. 

In view of the evidence carefully considered, aside from any arbitrary rules 
in its application, it seems to us that in this case the mption heretofore 
held by the Pension Office ht not to be applied to this case; that claim has 
pon nae and ought to be allowed, and therefore we recommend the passage 
of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

JOHANNA ECKLE, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2958) 
for the relief of Johanna Eckle. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject A 


to spor pach pe 
limitations of the m laws, the name of Johanns Eckle, ow of Joseph 
pra Big) Company E, Second Regiment of Maryland Volunteer 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Semen eed was referred the bill (H.R. 
2958) for the relief of Johanna Eckle, su! t the following report: 

Johanna Eckle is the widow of Joseph Eckle, who served as private in Com- 
pany E, Second Maryland Volunteers, from July 28, 1861, to Jul 18s. In 
action before Petersburgh, Va., June 16, 1564, he was wounded in len eg, which 
wound resulted in an aggravated case of varicose veins, for which he was pen- 
sioned at $14 per month. 

The widow's claim has been rejected on the ground that soldier's death from 
fall out of his window is not chargeable to his military service. 

It appears in evidence that the soldier was a great sufferer by reason of the 
diseased condition of the wounded leg, losing much sleep. On the night of his 
death, the weather being intensely hot, he got up about midnight, telling his 
son, who was sleeping in the room, that his og pained him m ; went to the 
open window, paces his foot upon the sill, w. was but 17 inches from the 


floor, and applied some liniment. 

The son, who had fallen asleep n, was suddenly awakened by a noise on the 
steps below, and pona up found that his father had fallen out of the window. 
A physician was ediately called, but before his arrival the soldier had ex- 
pired. Some of the neighbors testify that they were with the soldier as late as 
11 o'clock on that night; that he complained much of the pain in his leg, was 
perfectly sober, but cheerful as usual. 

The reviewer of the Pension Office, in summing up the case, says: 

“ The evidence shows prima facie that soldier's leg was in a most wretched 
condition, subjecting him at any moment to the possibility of a fall, and that 
one night in July, 1882, a very hot one, while suffering intense pain and worried 
with the heat, he got up about midnight, etc. * * There is seer i echo 
ular to arouse the suspicion that soldier was an intem man or that he had 
been drinking on the night in question, the theory that Reh syed up at 

ing to recover 


the window to return to bed his leg ere wer. and — > 
street Wi fatal resul 


himself in time he was Lees Sh $ 

Upon the showing made, Commissioner of Pensions, under date of De- 
cember 15, 1886, forwarded the papers in the case to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, in pursuance of the provisions of the joint resolution of Congress 
approved May 29, 1830, for its favorable consideration, but no action appears to 
have been taken upon his recommendation, 

Your committee are of opinion that the facts in the case, together with the 
dependent condition of the ow, warrant favorable action in the case, and 
therefore return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
BARBARA SOHNAPPINGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 4482) 


granting a pension to Barbara Schnappinger. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $12 per month, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bar- 
bara Schnappi , widow of Frederick Schnappinger, late a private in Com- 


n Second Maryland “ 
car Sey That this act shall take effect from date of soldier's death. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4482) 
granting a pension to Barbara Schnappinger. submit the followin, ag ow 

The petitioner, Barbara ree ae the widow of Frederick Schnapp- 
inger, who enlisted August 28, 1561, in Company K, Seeond Maryland Volun- 
teers, and was disch ber 18, 1864. He died July 8, 18%, and was at 
the time of his death on the pension-rolls on account of double inguinal hernia, 

On August 7, 1880, his widow filed a claim for pension, alleging that soldier's 
death was due to the hernia for which pensioned, which was rejected by the 
Pension Office in May 22, 1883, on the ground that soldier's death from apoplexy 
was not shown to be due to bis military service. 

From the records of the War Department it appears that the soldier was 
treated in several hospitals for chronic diarrhea, remittent fever, and rheuma- 
tism, and the testimony on file in the case shows that subsequent to his return 
from the Army the soldier complained of general debility, besides the double 
rupture; that in 1879and 1880 he received benefits from a lodge of which he was 
a member on account of sickness due to rheumatism; and Dr. F. Reinhard 
testifies that he treated the soldier during the month of oi yprtorgy A for articular 
and muscular rheumatism; that he left him uncured, and that in his opinion 
his sudden death a few months later was caused by these ailments. 
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On July 7, 1890, the soldier was suddenly taken ill, and Dr. Birch, who was 
called, testifies he found him unconscions from apoplexy, and when calling the 
next morning he found him y 

There can be no doubt that the claim is a meritorious one, and that the 
sed death was a direct result of the rhen: m which is of 


existed continuously since soldier's dise! 
be admitted by the Pension Office, as said disease is accepted as the exciting 
cause of plexy; but owing to soldier’s removal from place to place, remain- 
ing in each but a short time, such proof can not be filed by the widow. 

The committee believe the claim to be a meritorious one, and therefore re- 
turn the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, striking out, however, 
all of section 2 of the same. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MES. MINERVA JANE OLIVE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1982) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Minerva Jane Olive. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Mrs, Minerva Jane Olive, mother 
of William H. H. man, deceased, late a private of Company C, One hundred 
and twenty-fourth iment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1982) 
nsion to Mrs. Minerva Jane Olive, submit the following report: 

the same under consideration and recommend that the bill do 
pass, gears A nicotine as our sepor the report of the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions, which is as follows, to wit: 

a the petitioner, Mrs. Minerva Jane Olive, is the mother of William H. H., 
Ryman, deceased, who was a private inthe Nineteenth Regiment of the United 
States Infantry, and who subsequently, after his discharge from the first serv- 
ice, enlisted in Company C, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment of In- 
diana Volunteers, and was mustered into the service of the United States on 
the 7th day of December, 1863, for the term of three years, by Captain Far- 
quhar, United States Army, mustering officer. 

“The said W.H. H. Ryman, the son of the petitioner, served through the war 
of the rebellion, was six months a prisoner at Andersonville, and was return- 
ing home with others of his regiment on board the steamer Sultana, which 
vessel was in the service of the Government as a transport, on the 27th day of 
April, 1865, when she exploded and was wrecked, with much loss of life, on the 

ississippi River, about 8 miles above the city of Memphis, Tenn. 

“The Piimas has not applied for a pension to the Commissioner of Pensions, 
on account of lack of technical or legal proof of the death of her said son while 
in the line of military duty and service; but we think the proof of hisloss upon 
the steamer Sultana aforesaid amounts to very near a tive certainty. The 
explosion took place twenty-four years ago last April, Itappears from the afti- 
davits of the mother and other friends and acquaintances of the soldier that he 
has not been heard of or seen at any time since. 

“ Thecertificate of the adjutant-general of Indiana, N. R. Ruckle, containing 
evidence of the enlistment and service of the soldier, sets out at the close of it: 
*Supposed Jost on steamer Sultana, April 27, 1865.’ The affidavit of J h T. 
Elliott, on file, shows that the affiant wassecond lieutenant of Company C, One 
sis 2 and twenty-fourth Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and states 
that— 

*** Twas on the steamer Sultana with the said William H. H. Ryman the night 
before the explosion of the vessel. I was well acquainted with him; he was a 
member of my company,and I talked with him the night before. I know that 
he disa; red during the Spion, I am morally certain that he was one of 
the lost on the vessel, Isaw the night before and I have never seen him 
to this day since.’ 

“This affidavit bears date November 29, 1889, 

“We think this evidence, a gas ge by the presumption arising from such 
long absence, is sufficient proof of the death of the soldier. The facts of his 
enl ent and service and that he was returning home with others to be dis- 

(not having been discharged) on board a Government vessel, and so in 
line of duty, are also sufficiently proven. 

“The petitioner has been twice married since the death of her first husband, 
Ryman, father of the soldier. All her three husbands are now dead. She had 
no children by any except the first husband. By him she had three sons, all of 
whom entered the Army and served honorably in the war of the rebellion, 
Two of these are yet living. One isa United States pensioner; the other is in 
broken health; neither are men of any means or property. 

**William H. H. Ryman, the Founga of the three sons of the first marriage, 
who was lost, as we think, on the Sultana, as aforesaid, contributed, as the 
evidence shows, substantially to the support of his mother, the petitioner, both 
before the war and during bis service therein, This son was never married; 
left neither wife nor children surviving him. 

“The petitioner is seventy-three years old, is in very feeble health, and has 
no property or means of support except her own labor and the charity of friends. 

seh therefore report herewith and recommend the passage of a bill for her 
relief,” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
GEORGE. B. SMITH. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1983) grant- 
ing a pension to George B. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George B. Smith, late private in 
Company F, Ninety-ninth Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, at the rate 
of $40 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1983) 


gtanting a pension to Geo B, Smith, submit the following report: 
The committee tfully submit that they recommend the passage of the 
bill as it passed the and upon examination of the facts found to be es- 


tablished by the evidence herein they adopt the report of the Senate Commit- 
tee on Pensions as own, which is as follows, to wit: 

“That the said ang. bl B. Smith was a private in Company F, Ninety-ninth 
Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, enlisted in August, 1862, and served 
until ee penne 22, 1864. Ile is now a pensioner, drawing $8 per month on ao- 
count of chronic diarrhea and resulting disability. But the present petition is 
filed for an increase, upon the und of total blindness. There seems to beno 
Saecage we as fb his present condition being that of total blindness, and it has been 
su nee 2 

“The petitioner alleges that the disease of the eyes which caused blindness 
originated from being overheated during a two-day march from Moscow to 
Memphis, Tenn., which oceured on the 7th and 8th of June, 1863; thatsince said 
time his power of vision has gradually become weaker until he totally lost his 
sight in 1877 as aforesaid. The petitioner's claim upon this ground been 
presented to the Commissioner of Pensions and has been rejected by the Com- 
missioner, and said rejection has been affirmed upon iA may to the Secretary 
of the Interior on the ground, chiefly, that the disease of the eyes did not ori 
inate in the service in the line of his military duty, and also upon the prade, A 
of certain medical opinions that the disease could not have originated from 
overheating, but that it is due to inflammation of the eyes after the term of 
service had expired. 

“ We are not concerned about effects of the technical distinction between over- 
heating andinflammation. We think the evidence in the case, of the facts in the 
case, shows the origin of the disease to have been during papi nee Braa neS 
the soldier, Three special examiners, Thomas W. Burke, under date of No- 
vember 5, 1887. George E. Woolsey, under date of June 30, 1887, and John W. 
Clampitt, under date of rape Jee 8, 1887, have each certified that they believe 
there is merit in this claim of total blindness. ` 

“George S. Walker, under date of November 5, 1837, testifies that— 

“*T was a licutenantin the same company with the claimant. That while on 
the march to Memphis in the spring of 1863 from Fort DeHart, near Moscow, 
the petitioner had to be hauled in an ambulance, as he had been overheated and. 
overcome 80 that he could not march, This was on the line of march just be- 
fore the command reached Memphis, It took two days to make themarch. It 
was in the spring of 1853. The weather was very warm. It had been intended 
to e the march in three days. The distance was45 miles. The men having 

ust left hed tatoos eigen the march in two days was a very severe one, they not 
ing toughened by previous marching to stand it. 

“*T waited upon claimant TWA: He was suffering from diarrhea and 
sore cyes, The oyes looked sore and angry. He complained that he could not 
see well out of his eyes, and of his eyes hurting him. After that I understood 
that he was always troubled with sore eyesin theservice and otherwise. I saw 
him again about January 1, 1864, at Scottsborough, Ala. Hehad sore eyes when 
I rejoined him at that place, but while attending on duty.’ 

“This statement of Lieutenant Waller, an eye-witness to the condition of the 
soldier at the time of the origin of the disease, is corroborated, if it needed cor- 
roboration, by the testimony of Manley C. Ramey, who was a private in the 
same company, and it rs from the evidence of David O. Little, Frederick 
Jennings, John O. Kritchfield, and Dr. W. W. Butterworth, as well as other com- 
rades and acquaintances, whose affidavits are on file, that this disease of theeye 
was continued and existed in some degree up to the time of his dise and 
became worse after his discharge, gradually disabling him from work or 
of any kind, until he totally lost his sight in 1877. 

“*It is true there is some evidence that he (the petitioner) had conjunctivitis 
of the cyes before this and years prior to his enlistment; but physicians say that 
when that disease is cured it is cured for good, just the same as other 
and it appears that the petitioner was cured of that and that he was in soi 
condition at the time of enlistment,and,as is stated by Special Examiner 
Woolsey in his report before referred to: 

“* Physicians also say that overheating would or might cause congestion of 
the optic nerve, and, though apparently being of no importance at the time, 
might eventually result in t blindness. As thero is no other hypothesis to 
account for the soldier's present condition, if that was not the cause of the blinde 
ness, what was?’ 

“ After a careful examination of all the evidence in this case—and itis ve 
voluminous—we have concluded that the petitioner is entitled to relief prin: 
pally upon the ground, we think, that more weight ought to be given to 
testimony of cye-witnesses, personal acquaintances and neighbors of the soldier, 
both as to the origin of the disease and as to its continuance and character, than 
to that of medical experts as to the effect of statements of the same made upon 


paper, 

“The petitioner is now fifty-four years old. He has, he says, 40 acres of 
broken land, encumbered by $00 of mortgage, and he has no other means of 
support. He can not attend to the land himself, and his hire, the interest on 
the mo ge debt, and the taxes leave no income from that source. 

“ We therefore report herewith and recommend a bill for his relief.” 


The bill was laid aside to he reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


BARENT S$. VAN BUREN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2057) 
for the relief of Barent 8. Van Buren. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of RarentS. Van Buren, jatea musician in the Fourth 
Regiment of Illinois Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H R. 
2067) granting a pension to Barent S. Van Buren, submit the following report: 

The case of Barent S, Van Buren, formerly a musician of the Fourth Illinois 
Cavalry Volunteers (claim for invalid pension No. 389982), was rejected by the 
Pension Office September 17,1885, on the ground that the evidence on file in the 
e did at show that tumors of breastand thigh originated in the service and 
the line of duty. 

The history of this case is as follows: Soldier, who was the son of Judge E. 
Van Buren, of Chicago, was a musician and joined the regiment composed of 
the Fourth Illinois Cavalry Volunteers in October, 1861; was discharged with the 
other members of the band at Cairo in the spring of 1862. The testimony on file 
in his case in the Pension Office goes to show that soldier contracted tumors of 
chest, abdomen, and thigh, on the march from Fort Henry to Fort Donelson, 
Tennessee, in Febraary, 1882. The weather was wet and cold, and the constant 
riding day and night and the constant exposure brought on sickness, which 
resulted in said tumors, which were hard and softalternately and at times sup- 
purated; always tender and troublesome. 

These tumors existed at the date of discharge in April, 1862, and Dr. Joseph W. 
Freer, who treated him immediately after arriving home, after discharge, for 
these tumors, is dead, and soldier has been unableto furnish the testimony ofa 
commissioned officer of the regiment as to the incurrence of his disability in 
the service, owing to the fact that the members of the band were not with the 
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regiment when traversing the country from Fort Henry to Fort Donelson, Ten- 


nessee, 

He has the testimony of the different members of the band who 
were with him at the time, and to whom he showed his tumors at Randolph 
ok pr in Fe x after the ride across the country. 

testimony shows he was a strong, healthy man when he enlisted, by 
parties who knew him. This is shown by several witnesses, and that he was 
afflicted as above set forth on his return from the Army, It is certain from the 
testimony on file that this man was sound and well when he enlisted, and it is 
Sieny certain that he was discharged because of his sickness, which he con- 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CATLENA LYMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5206) 
granting a pension to Catlena Lyman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension la the name of Catlena Lyman, widow of William 
O. Lyman, late surgeon United States Navy, at the rate of $50 per month, in 
lieu of the pension now allowed her. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom wa: referred the bill (H. R. 5296) 
granting an increase of pension to Catiena Lyman, submit the following report: 

This bill passed the Senate of the Fiftieth Congress, and the following report 
was made to the Senate on said bill, which report your committee adopt as their 
own, and which isin words as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was re-referred the bill (S. 2626) grant- 
ing a pension to Catlena Lyman, widow of William C. Lyman, have examined 
the same and report: 

“That the claimant is now a pensioner at the rate of $25 per month, the rate 
allowed by law for her husband’s rank, that of passed assistant surgeon in the 


Navy. 

“Since the recommittal of the bill itisshown by additional evidence submitted 
to the committee that the husband, William C. Lyman, al:hough having oftici- 
ally only the rank of passed assistant s n, did actually serye as surgeon 
in the Navy in the war of 1961 with marked ability. He took the place of sur- 
geon at the United States naval rendezvous at Chicago. He had paca h of 
several ships in quarantine outside of New Orleans; he was in the expedition 

inst the forts and fleets of the enemy in the Lower Mississippi. In the dis- 
ange ct his duties there he took the yellow fever, and only recovered after 


eT yatei as surgeon on board the Portsmouth, the flag-ship of Admiral 

t, and in recognition of the meritorious character of his services he re- 
ceived a testimonial from the Admiral, being a box of surgical instruments, in- 
scribed to him by that officer, which has been shown by the widow, in whose 
possession it is, to the committee. 

“The claimant lost all her property by the Chicago fire, and is now without 
means of support save the pension. e sum now paid her is inadequate. 

“The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill.” 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand how much the 
claimant in this case is now receiving. 

Mr. LAWLER. Twenty-five dollars a month. 

Mr. KILGORE, The probable foundation of that claim is that this 
claimant lost her property in the Chicago fire. Now, if the Govern- 
ment undertakes that—— 

Mr. LAWLER. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. LANE. ‘The ground for the application for increase in this case 
is that the husband of the claimant served in a different rank from that 
to which he was commissioned. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will tell you what I will be willing to do about 
this: Let this case go over the way we have been doing in other cases 
and go before a full House; let it be considered in the House and give 
the claimant a chance at it there. This is a considerable increase. I 
am not inclined to object to the bill to-night, but am willing that it 
shall go over. 

Mr. LAWLER. There is merit in the bill, and for that reason I 
wanted the gentleman from Texas to listen to the reading of the report, 
which wasshort. Asstated by the gentleman from Illinois[Mr. LANE], 
the husband of this woman served in a higher position than that to 
whieh he was commissioned. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘There is nothing in that. I never knew a lieuten- 
ant who was not willing to serve asa captain. I believe I will insist 
on the arrangement I suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Texas moves that the bill 
be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that next Friday morning, immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal, the biH shall be taken up, the previous question to be considered 
as ordered; the privilege of amendment reserved, and that fifteen min- 
utes be given for debate on each side. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 


JAMES M’CUSKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2066) 
granting a pension to James McCusker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
jewel ee gi laws, the name of James McCusker, late of Company M, First Con- 

cut Heavy Artillery. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2066) granting a on to James McCusker, submit the following report: 

soldier December 31, 1861, and was. September 25, 1865. 


The basis of the claim is rheumatism contracted at Gett; Pa., and also 
by a fall from his horse at Fredericksburgh, Va., also ague and p The claim 
was rejected at the Pension Office because the injuries complained of were not 
due to his army services. The soldier himself testifies to the incurrence of the 
several disabilities mentioned. Several comrades testify that the soldier was 
very sick in the Army, and remained sick for some time, and the report of the 
examining surgeon rates the disability of this soldieras total. Heserved opa Á 
ated = the Army. He is nearly sixty years of age and is poor, with a wife 
an y. 

We recommend that the bill do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARIA CLARK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2067) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Clark. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria Clark, widow of Thomas J. 
Clark, deceased, late captain Company G, Second New York Heavy Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2067) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Clark, submit the following report: 

Thomas J. Clark, the husband of complainant, was on the pension-roll as pen- 
sioner in his lifetime for gunshot wound in lung, and at his death his widow 
applied for pension, but the same was rejected in the Pension Office on the 
ground that the soldier's death was not due to his army service. 

Dr. John A. Robison testifies in the record that he treated the soldier from 
April, 1885, to May, 1835, for cancer of the nx, undoubtedly caused by a bullet 
wound of the left lung received in the se He further testifies that,in his 
opinion, the injury to ths lung was the exciting cause of the cancer which caused 
the soldier's death. 

Dr. Franklin Brooks swears cans to the same state of facts. These 
facts are further sustained by Dr. N. F. Rual 

Dr. Walter F. Knall testifies that it does not admit of a doubt that the wound 
of the lung was the beginning of the cancer which caused the soldier’s death. 

The committee think there can not be a doubt that the soldier's death was due 
to his army service, and therefore recommend that the name of the widow of 
etd Pepaya] be placed cn the pension-roll, and therefore recommend that said 

pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


BARBARA MADDEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2046) 
to grant a pension to Barbara Madden. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pisos the name of Barbara Madden, widow o: Bar- 
tholamew Madden, late private Company D, Eighty-eighth New York Infantry, 
on the pension-roll, subject to the restrictions and limitations 
of the United States, to be paid a pension from A 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
2046) granting a pension to Barbara Madden, submit the following report: 

Bartholamew Madden, the soldier and husband of this widow, enlisted June 
29, 1864, and was Sieehareed January 18, 1865, and died August 30, 1875. 

This claim was rej on the ground that the complainant could not show 
by competent testimony that the soldier's death was due to his army service. 

Corporal Peter Coyne swears that the soldier was a sound and healthy man 
and free from di and particularly disease of Jungs or throat, and continued 
in good health up to January, 1865; that about that time, while lying in frontof 
Petersburgh, Va., by reason of exposure in sleeping upon the damp and frozen 
ground the soldier contracted a cold, resulting in a severe cough, ATAOE py 
zan much, and continued to grow worse, having great difficulty in breathing, 
and became very hoarse up to the time of the battle of Hatcher's River, about 
February 5, 1865, when he was very feeble and greatly emaciated, 

Angust Rettig swears substantially to the same state of facts. 

Patrick Knight and Patrick McGinnelly testify in the record that they knew 
the soldier for five years before he enlisted, and that at the time of his enlist- 
ment he was a sound and healthy man, and that he was wounded in the Army, 
and they saw the wound, and that they knew he drew a pension for such wound; 
that they knew when he came out of the Army, and until his death that he was 
unable to work on account of said wound, and that the soldier did not die of 
any disease that he inherited. but as a result of his Army service. 

Other witnesses testify to similar facts, all tending to show that the soldier 
rire as the result of his Army service, of lung trouble caused by a cold caught 

the Army. 

The aa A therefore, are of opinion that the death of this soldier was due 
to his Army service, and his widow's name should be on the pension-roll. We 
therefore recommend that said bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


of the pension laws 


ELLEN SHEA, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2051) 
granting a pension to Ellen Shea. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 

revisions of the pension laws, the name of Ellen Shea, mother of Michael 
Ehea, late of Company A, Thirteenth Ilinois Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2051) 
granting a pension to Ellen Shea, submit the followin reper 

This ion was granted by both branchesof the Fifti Congress, but failed 
to secure the signature of the President. The following report was made on 
said bill at that time, which report this committee adopt as report, and is 
in the following a 

“ The accom; g bill (H. R, 3579) was introduced in the Senate in the first 


session of the Forty-ninth Congress, and the Committee of the Senate on Pen- 
sions made a favorable report thereon, which report your committee adopt as 
their own, and which report is as follows: 

“©The claimant filed her application on July 1, 1884, alleging that her son, Mi- 
chael Shea, had contracted a fever in the Army, which resulted in insanity, and 
that, having wandered from home, he lost his life by reason of a snow-slide 
which occurred at Woodstock, Colo.,on March 10, 1884. 

‘Mrs. Ellen Shea is a widow, seventy-six of age, lives at Chicago, and is in 
poor circumstances. 

** The deceased soldier, Michael Shea, enlisted on January 13, 1862, in Com- 
eet A, Thirteenth Illinois Volunteers. Heis reported sick in 1883, and sick on 

rlough, but the nature of the ailment does not appear. He returned to the 
service, and was discharged January 20,1865, 

“t The physician who treated Michael Shea during his furlough testifies that 
he had brain fever; that be returned to the Army, but never after had theright 
use of his mind, and could not support himself. 

“t The claim was rejected by the Pension Department on the ground that the 
soldier's death was not aresult of the service; but your committee are of the 
opinion that the cause of death may reasonably be traced to the insanity con- 
pe oe the service, and that therefore this claim for apension may properly 

allowed. 

~ In view of the facts of this case your committee recommend that the bill do 
pass.’ 


Mr, STONE, of Missouri. I object to this bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Morrow having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had 
had under consideration sundry bills and had directed him to report 
them back with various recommendations. The committee had also 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 5206) granting a | spaced to 
Catlena Lyman and recommended that the same be made the ial 
order for next Friday immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
with the previous question to be considered as ordered, with the right 
of amendment and debate of fifteen minutes on each side. 

The SPEAKER protempore, The Clerk will report first the bills rec- 
ommended to the House by the Committee of the Whole without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, before that is done I desire 
just a moment to make a statement. I hold in my hand four bills, one 
to pension Ellen Shea, one to pension Keziah Randall, one to pension 
Elizabeth T. Garrett, and one to pension Esther G. Bryant. The per- 
sons on account of whose services these bills were introduced served, 
one of them in the war of 1812, onein the Black Hawk war, and two in 
the late war. ‘These are bills of a character such as I have been object- 
ing to the passage of. 

Now, I make this proposition, to which I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House: That these four bills may go over, to be taken up im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal on Friday next and to be 
discussed in the full House for a reasonable time. ‘Then, if the full 
Honse shall decide that such bills as these ought to become law I shall 
have nothing more to say in regard tothem. I have no disposition to 
waste the time or to consume the time of the House at these Friday night 
sessions unnecessarily. I simply want an expression from a full House 
in to this class of legislation. My proposition is that these four 
bills yo over; that they be taken up after the reading of the Journal on 
Friday next; that the previous question shall be considered as ordered, 
after the close of the debate, upon the passage of each of the bills; that 
two hours, one hour on each side, be allowed for the discussion of the 
bills, and that I may control one hour of that time leave to print being 
given for any gentleman who desires to do so, and with the understand- 
ing that I shall have the right to occupy as much of the hour on my 
side as I desire. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Does the gentleman mean two hours on 
each of the four bills? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Oh, no; one hour on each side upon the 
four bills taken together, I to have control of the hour in opposition to 
the bills and to occupy as much of it as I please. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Thirty minutes on each bill? 

A MEMBER. Fifteen minutes on each bill on each side. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I suggest to the gentleman, as he wants 
to make a test case, that he had better send one bill to the House in 
that way, because if he takes two hours’ debate on each of these four 
bills—— 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. My friend misunderstands me. I do not 
care to make a fifteen-minute speech upon each one of these bills, but I 
want to make a single speech upon the whole four of them, and then 
let a vote be taken after the close of the debate, first upon one and 
then upon the others in succession. I can discuss the whole fonr of 
them at once. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
STONE] asks unanimous consent that the four bills indicated by him 
shall go over until next Friday after the reading of the Journal; that 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered after debate upon 
the bills; that two hours shal! be allowed for debate upon all four bills, 
one hour on each side, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] to 
eontrcd the hour in opposition to the bills, 


Mr. LANE. Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry: Can we lump 
these bills in that way? I have no objection to the proposition, but 


I don’t think we can do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that that order 
may be made, and if there is no objection, the order will be made. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. With leave to print remarks in the REC- 
ORD if any gentleman desires, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the bills 
recommended favorably to the House from the Committee of the Whole 
without amendment, and if there be no objection such bills as reported 
will be deemed to be engrossed, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KILGORE, I have no objection to that except that I think it 
better to consume the remainder of this night’s session in passing these 
bills regularly. I don’t like this lumping business. However, I will 
not object. : 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole without amendment, were severally ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

A bill i R. 4424) granting a pension to Fannie E. Woodbury; 

A bill (H. R. 4423) to grant a pension to Lucinda A. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 6624) increasing the pension of Walter P. Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 3383) granting a pension to Charles H. Perry; 

A bill (H. R. 6415) to reissue the pension certificate of Nannie W. 
Metcalfe and allow hera pension as a surgeon’s widow; 

A bill (H. R. a granting a pension to James H. McKinney; 

A bill (H. R. 3256) granting a pension to Anastasia McGrievy; 

A bill (H. R. 6803) granting a pension to Joseph D. Williamson; 

A bill (H. R. 2958) for the relief of Johanna Eckle: 

A bill (H. R. 2057) for the relief of Barent S. Van Buren; 

A bill (H. R. 2066) granting a pension to James McCusker; 
A bill (H. R. 2067) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Clark; and 
A bill (H. R. 2046) to grant a pension to Barbara Madden. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S, 247) granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey; 

A bill (S. 1982) granting a pension to Mrs. Minerva Jane Olive; and 

A bill (S. 1983) grantinga pension to George B. Smith. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were taken up, the amendments 
severally coneurred in, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
the third time, and $ 

A bill (H. R. 4422) to increase the pension of Lucian L. Sanborn; 

A bill (H. R. 5626) granting a pension to Hannah Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 4811) to pension William G. Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 3511) granting a pension to James S. Ferrinn; 

A bill (H. R. 1622) granting a pension to Mrs. Sallie T. Ward; and 

A bill (H. R. 4882) granting a pension to Barbara Schnappinger. 

Mr. O'DONNELL moved to reconsider the votes by which the bills 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House were severally passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BILLS POSTPONED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Five bills, of which the titles will be 
read by the Clerk, reported from the Committee of the Whole House, 
will, without objection, go over until next Friday immediately after 
the reading of the Journal, the previous question to be considered as 
ordered on such bills — 

Mr. KILGORE. Withthe right of amendment and fifteen minutes’ 
debate on each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
STONE] to have, however, the opportunity to discuss four of the bi 
in one speech, not exceeding an hour. z 

The titles of the bills referred to were read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R.2051) granting a pension to Ellen Shés; 

A bill (H. R.4132) granting a pension to Esther G. Bryant; 

A bill (H. i800 granting a pension to Catlena Lyman; 

A bill (H. R. 6168) granting a pension to Elizabeth T. Garrett; and 


A bill (H. R. 6807) nting a pension to Keziah Randall, Mattapoisett, Mass., 
widow of Richard Randall, who served in the coast guard, 1812-1815. 


There being no objection, the proposed order was made, 
MARY A. VAN ETTEN. 


Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1041) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Etten. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, name of Mary A. Van Etten, widow of ` 


James F. Van Etten, late of Company A, Thirteenth Regiment of New York 
Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: * 


pee praseerhay bg mcsay den Bione “ont ng ahr aoran enema 
ting a n an n, su! | 
A bill for the relief of this claimant both Houses of the Forty-ninth 
Congress and was vetoed by the jent. 

The in the case are y set forth in the report of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions of said as follows: 


“The claimant, Mary Ann Van Etten, is the widow of James F. Van Etten, 
to whom she was married January 9, 1864, at Rochester, Monroe County, New 
York, by Rev. israel Foote. 

“The husband enlisted and was enrolled on the l4th day of May, 1861, at El- 
mira, as a corporal in Company F, Thirteenth Regiment New York Volunteers, 
for two years. He was su uently transferred to Company A of the same 
regiment, At the battle of Gaines's Milis he was wounded and taken prisoner, 
and at Richmond, Va. Subsequently he was paroled at City Point 
July 19, 1862, and was subsequently treated in hospital, where he was sent as 
tick and wound 

“ This was in Bellevue H 


whed, with a son, then nine qos of age, at Braddock 
unable to save himself or son in consequence of 


“It a cart that the soldier was a good swimmer. This tioned fact 

the claimant's application for widow's pension, and also by the affi- 

Charies M. Hanford and Asa W. Chappell, credible witnesses. He left 

surviving him the claimant, his widow, Esther N. (daughter), born October 17, 

rer “3 Saye A. (son), born October 1, 1869, and Rose V. (daughter), born July 
ae 

“On the 28th aes Sig July, 1885, the widow filed an application for a pension as 

such widow, and in addition to her own sworn application and statement of 

facts she filed the affidavit of Dr. Lovinus L. Hillman, a well known and repu- 

table physician residing at Greece, Monroe County, New York, who had known 

soldier for six or seven years prior to his enlistment, and who swears that the 

y soldier was a sound man before such enlistment, and who treated the soldier 

egret EY to his discharge for inflammatory rheumatism during the summer 

of and at different times during the years su uently; that in 1874 Dr. 

Hiliman found his rheumatic difficulty complicated with organic diseaseof the 


heart, 

“Also, the affidavit of Myron H. Andrews, who was acomrade and tent-mate 
in the service, who testifies to the inflammatory rheumatism and trouble from 
sickness of the soldier in the service. 

“Also, the affidavit of Lieut, James Hutchinson, of his company, who testifies 
to the soldier's enlistment, pony coy and being wounded in the battle of 
per rhe Mills, June 27, 1862, and that he was mustered out with his company 

y 13, 1863. 

“Also, the affidavit of Joseph P. Cleary, who carried soldier off the field at 
Gaines’s Mills, and was with him a fellow-prisoner, and swears that was 
sick while in prison and suffering from his wounds. 

“The widow's application for pension was rejected on the ground that the 
ones of death (drowning) was not due to his military service. 

“ Your committee believe that but for the disabilities of the soldier, contracted, 
it oy Ben fopi de the line of duty as a soldier, he would have been able to 
save h son from drowning, inasmuch as it is shown he was a good 
swimmer, 

“The man's record as a soldier is good. This claimant, his widow, is pee 
and nenn She has dependent children. Inour judgment her case is entirely 
meritorious. 

Your committee are of opinion that the widow's claim for pension is entitled 
to the consideration of Congress, and therefore report favorably on the accom- 
panying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the hill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FRANK TRAYNOR. 


Mr. FLOWER. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6078) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
~ Traynor, 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Frank Traynor, late of Company F, One hun- 
dred and second New York Volunteers, a pension at the rate of $18 per month, 
ia liens 42 Men DODOA now paid: hin, trove ent after the passage of this oak. 


The report (by Mr. TuRNER, of New York) was read, as follows : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
0078) granting an increase of pension to Frank Traynor, submit the following 
report: 

rank Traynor is a pensioner on account of —- wound of right side, at 

$8 per month. The wound was received at neellorsville. The ball also 

passed through the right arm, and still remains in the body. He suffers much 

= from the wound, and, while the motion of the arm is not greatly impaired, 
he member is weak. 

On the night of July 15,1882, pensioner, living in the third story ofa building 
in this city, the weather being very warm, be, as had been his fixed his 
bed on the balcony of said story to get the breeze and sleep. About 3 o'clock 
in the morning the balcony gave away, he falling to the second-story balcony. 
Heg the awning post to save himself from the fall tothe street, but could 
not hold on by reason of the weakened Condition of the arm and side, and fell, 
fracturing his other arm. The injury was such as to necessitate amputation of 
same below elbow joint. The circumstances under which this injury was in- 

_ eurred are fully shown by evidence before your committee, 

By reason of the serious disability incurred in service and the subsequent 
: ury, he is now almost entirely disqualified for the performance of manual 

r. 


Following numerous precedents, your committee believe themselves justified 
in returning the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was ordered to be e and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read,the third time, and passed. 


Mr. FLOWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
JONATHAN DEAN, SR. 


Mr. O'DONNELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2418) granting a pension to Jonathan Dean, sr. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, anthor- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Jonathan Dean, sr., a 
soldier in the war of 1812, subject to the provisions and limitations of the act 
granting Cpa to the soldiers of the war of 1812. 

‘hat the said Jonathan Dean, sr., be allowed all arrears of pension due 
all soldiers of said war of 1812, and that he pd pae pannos at the rate of $8 
pi iors dating from the date of the filing of his application in the Pension 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that the 
time to which this evening session is limited has expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time fixed by the rule for the ad- 
journment of the House having arrived, the Chair declares the House 


adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
EDUCATION OF CHILDREN IN ALASKA. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an increase 
in the estimate for education of children in Alaska, as submitted 
by the Secretary of the Interior for the fiscal year 1891—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Chief of the Bureau of Engravingand Printing, asking 
for an additional appropriation for the compensation of employés of 
said bureau on account of overtime work—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BYNUM: 


sions ner; and 
Whereas said made such examination and filed their report, together 
wk Ane? of the facts in each case rerated, with said Secretary of the 
nterior; an 
Whereas said report and said statement of facts was printed and published 
to the ae about 30 copies, and the printing and publication thereafter 
sto} ; an 
hereas the said statement contains the facts in 465 cases rerated, showing 
gross frauds on ere claimants and clerks in the Pension Bureau: Theref 
Be it resolved, ara Angr paest or PR Trn EOE pee 
to furnish this House with a y of said rt ani 
to him by said special commission or ing board; 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIU, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk, and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
reported asa substitute for the bill H. R. 5728, a bill (H. R. 8739) provid- 
ing in certain cases for the forfeiture of certain lands heretofore granted 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, and, with the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed and recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills, which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 6305) for the relief of Hayden Sorter; 

A bill (H. R. 2590) granting a pension to Charles E. Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 4807) for the relief of Lydia G. Carnes; 

A bill (S. 778) granting a pension to William Church; 

A bill (S. 1339) granting a pension to Joanna W. Turner; 

A bill (S. 788) granting a pension to William H. Mays; 

A (8. 812) granting a pension to Robert A. Bride or McBride; 

A bill (S. 782) granting a pension to Rachel Dillon, mother of James 
Dillon, deceased; and 

A (8. 758) granting a pension to M. Cornelia Brown. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported with amendment the following bills of the House; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 6914) pensioning Harriet B. White; _ 


` 
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TA bill (H. R. 8371) to increase the pension of Thomas N. Gohegan; | ment the bill of the House (H. R. 6473) to provide for the establish- 
A bill (H. R. 1906) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron; and ment of a port of delivery at Ashland, in the State of Wisconsin, and 
A bill EE R. 1994) to increase the pension of Arnold Meyer. for other purposes—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state. 


Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 8589) to amend sections 4783 and 
5486 of the Revised Statutes—to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bill of the 
House Œ R. 6146) to increase the pension of George C. Quick—to the 
Committee of the Whole Honse. 

Mr, SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 3066) granting a pension to John Dunn; 

A bill (H. R.7878) granting a pension to Irene D. Swan; and 

A bill (H. R. 6995) for the relief of Isabella Wentworth. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
prre with amendment the bill of the House (H. R.7395) for the re- 

jef of Amanda F. French, widow of Orrin W. French—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported with 
amendment the joint resolution of the Honse (H. Res. 127) to print the 
eulogies upon William D. Kelley—io the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7703) to ratify and confirm cer- 
tain agreements with the Cœur d’Aléne Indians in Idaho Territory, 
and to make the necessary Sperone scons for carrying the sameinto ef- 
feet, and for other purposes therein named—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 380) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River Rail- 
road Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and Cumber- 
land Rivers,” approved January 8, 1889—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 7985) to amend an actentitled “An act to 
aid vessels wrecked or disabled in the waters conterminous to the United 
States and the Dominion of Canada,’’ approved Jane 19, 1878—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. MASON also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 7168) to provide for the establish- 
ment of a port of delivery at Rock Island, I1l.—to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. EWART, from the Committee on Claims, to which was referred 
the bill of the House (H. R. 5091) for the relief of Simeon Wagner and 
others, reported a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 8740); which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S, 897) to establish a port of delivery at Sioux 
city, Iowa—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 2835) to amend an 
act approved March 3, 1887, entitled “An act to amend sections 2533 
and 2534 of the Revised Statutes, and making Hartford, in the State of 
Connecticut, a port of entry, in place of Middletown’’—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committeeon the Public reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8245) to provide for the dis- 
posal of the abandoned military reservations in Wyoming Territory— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAREY also, from the Committe e on the Public Lands, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8295) to authorize the 
purchase of certain public lands by the city of Buffalo, Wyo., and for 
other purposes—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. y 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported with amendment the following bills of the House; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union: 

A bill (H. R. 4622) providing for a life-saving station at the entrance 
to Tillamook Bay in Oregon, and for life-saving crews, ete. ; 

A bill (H. R. 425) to erect a light-house and fog-signal ab Maryland 
Point, on the Potomac River, in the State of Maryland; 

A bill (H. R. 436) to establish a life-saving station at Gay Head, on 
the coast of Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R. 3903) to provide for the establishment of a life-saving 
station at mouth of Siuslaw River, in Lane County, Oregon, and fora 
crew thereat; and 

A bill (H. R. 4578) to establish a life-saving station at Brant Rock, 
in the town of Marshfield, Mass. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, also, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported favorably the bill of the Honse (H. R. 384) to establish a 
light-houseat Dog River Bar, in Mobile Bay, Alabama—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with amend- 


of the Union. 
ADVEESE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XII, the following adverse reports were de- 
livered to the Clerk and laid on the table: 

By Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4139) granting a pension to C. C. Blanton. 

Also, on the me of the House (H. R. 5470) granting a persion to 
Harrison F: 
Piso on the bill of the House (H. R.5119) for the relief of David 

oulder. 

Also, on the bill of the House (H. R. 5120) for the relief of Henry 

on. 

Also, on the bill of the House (H. R. 5644) for the relief of Francis 
Marion Hunter. 
Apam on the billof the House (H. R. 5264) granting a pension to Daniel 

iss. 

Also, on the bill of the House (H. R. 6373) ting a to 

= granting a pension 

Also, on the bill of the House (H. R. 6374) granting a pension to 
Anderson Weese. 

By Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, on the bill of 
the House (H. R. 468) for the relief of captains, pilots, engineers, and 
mates of steam-vessels. 


SENATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, the following adverse reports were de- 
livered = the Clerk, and their farther consideration was indefinitely 
postpon 

By Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, on the 
bill of the Senate (S. 802) granting a pension to Oliver H. Judd. 

Also, on the bill of the Senate (S. 809) granting a pension to J. W. 
Meadows. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as 

ollows: -+ 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 8732) to provide for the sale of the lands 
of the Choctaws and Chickasaws west of the ninety-eighth meridian of 
west longitude—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FORNEY: A bill (H. R. 8733) to forfeit certain lands here- 
tofore granted to the State of Alabama by act of Congress approved June 
3, 1856, to aid in the construction of a railroad from the Tennessee River, 
at or near Gunter’s Landing, to Gadsden, on the Coosa River, ete.—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 8734) ociegg Subse Aer, soaps to 
meet the cy caused by the floods in the Mississippi River and 
its tributaries, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and 

By Mr. BECKWITH: A bill (H. R. 8735) in relation to 
causeways, and bridges over navigable waters—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R.8736) making an appropriation of 
$10,000 for the relief of Lucy J. Pruner, daughter and only heir of 
Black Beaver, a Delaware Indian—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8737) to amend and to further extend the bene- 
fits of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the allotment of lands 
in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the 
protection of the laws of the United States and the Territories over the 
Indians, and for other purposes,” approved February 8, 1887—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8738) to grant to the _ 
Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City Railroad Company the use of 4 acres 
of land belonging to the United States Government, for terminal pur- 

—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 8741) relating to water- 
main taxes in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8742) to incorporate the East and 
West Washington Traction Railway Company of the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 8743) to amend section 
348 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McADOO: A bill (H. R. 8744) to amend the act entitled “An 
act to prevent the importation of adulterated and spurious teas,’’ ap- 
proved March 2, 1883—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A joint resolution (H. Res, 134) to 

poe for 8 manian 4 the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late 
end—to the Committee on Printing. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8745) to correct the 
muster of and for the relief of George W. Davenport—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8746) granting a 
pension to Charles H. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8747) to pension Julia A. Johnson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8748) for the relief of Mrs. Moivere Tousey—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 8749) granting a pension to 
George W. Vanpelt, late private in Company D, Sixty-eighth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 8750) for the 
relief of J. J. Evans, A. G. Wilson, and James Boyd, trustees—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8751) for the 
relief of Samuel S. Haynes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8752) granting arrears of pension 

~to Mrs, Sarah J. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A bill (H. R. 8753) to t an increase of 
pension to Harvey T. Alcott, late of Company One hundred and 
twenty-sixth New York Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8754) to grant a pension to James Y. Law—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8755) to grant a pension to John B. Vile—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FORMAN: A bill (H. R. 8756) granting a pension to Henry 
Gording—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8757) for the relief of 
James N. Buchanan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8758) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza 
M. Chappell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8759) for the relief of James T, 
Hawkins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8760) for the relief of J, N. Haw- 
kins—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8761) for the relief of the legal heirs of Wiley J. 
Jamison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8762) for the relief of K. L. Keaton— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8763) for the relief of John W. Smart—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8764) for the relief of Jesse Stevens, 
of Jackson County, Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8765) for the relief of Vance B. Tip- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8766) for the relief of Charlotte Warren—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 8767) for the relief of George Max- 
well—to the Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8768) granting a pension to William 

"F. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN; A bill (H. R. 8769) for the relief of Henry Judge, 
of Ashland, Oregon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia (by request): A bill (H. R. 8770) for the 
relief of Mrs. Albert M. Dukes, of Liberty County, Georgia—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8771) for the relief of Jupitar James, of Liberty 
County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8772) for the relief of Malbro Quar- 
termain, of Liberty County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8773) for the relief of Sarah A. Watson, of Liberty 
County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 8774) for the relief of William 
Adams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McoMILLIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 8775) for the relief 
of E. F. Gobel, of Illinois—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 8776) for the relief of Samuel Carter— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ‘ 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8777) granting a pension 
to Thomas Regan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8778) granting a pension to George 
V. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIFE: A bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Irwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8780) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie E. Mor- 
ris, widow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8781) providing for the granting of a pension to 
Thompson Myers for disability from disease contracted while in the 
service of the United Statesin the Quartermaster’s Department—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SMITH, of Ilinois: A bill (H. R. 8782) for the relief of Sarah 
A. legal heir of Capt. Hugh Worthington, deceased —to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia (by request): A bill (H. R. 8783) 
granting an increase of pension to William Rains, late Captain Com- 
pany B, First Kentucky Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: A bill (H. R. 8784) to reappoint Warren C. Beach 
a opan in the Army, and to place him on the retired-list in addition 
to number now authorized—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H, R. 8785) for the relief of Will- 
iam Welsh, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 8786) granting a pension to 
Emelene Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8787) granting a pension to Charlotte O’Neal— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8788) to increase the 
pension of Henry Grabble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8789) for the relief of 
a legal heirs of John Woodson, deceased—to the Committee on War 

ms. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8790) for the relief of Mrs. Ella M. Wright—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8791) for the relief of Hannah Wright—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

Memorial to Congress requesting legislation upon the subject of 
claims arising from Indian depredations—Committee on Indian Affairs 
discharged, and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tion Claims. 

A bill (S. 567) to continue the publication of the supplement to the 
Revised Statutes—Committee on Printing discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (H. R. 5850) to reimburse George S. Fisher for losses sus- 
tained by fire in Japan, November 26, 1863—Committee on Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: Petition of Dick Kendall Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Kansas, for early pension legislation— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 64 citizens of Kansas, against running interstate 
Sunday trains, ete.—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of teachers of public schools of Clay Center, Kans., in 
favor of international copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, resolutions of Board of Trade, Wichita, Kans., in favor of deep 
harbor on Gulf of Mexico—to the Committee on River and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 93 citizens of Kansas, against passage of House bill 
537—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Memorial of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church of 
the United States, concerning the manufacture and sale of intoxicating 
drinks—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolution of city council, Topeka, Kans., relative to deep- 
water harbor on Texas coast—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Junction Farmers’ Alliance, Valley Brook, Kans., 
— passage of House bill 537—to the Committee on Banking and 

urrency. i 

Also, resolutions of Board of Trade of Kansas City, Kans., in refer- 
ence to importation of ores—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Hayes Alliance, No. 238, Kansas—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolutions of citizens of Anderson, Kans., in favor of service 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: Petition of Pickaway Farm- 
ers’ Alliance, of Pickaway, W. Va., asking for the adoption of the 
‘‘subtreasury plan’’—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Capital City Assembly, Knights of Labor, Charles- 
ton, W. Va., asking for the adoption of the postal telegraph bill now 
before Congress—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union, of Wheeling, W. 
Va., relating to the employment of Americans and skilled mechanics 
only on Government works—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union of 
Grand Rapids, Mich.—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Resolutions of Oscar P. Randall Post, No. 
211, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of granting a pension to 
George W. Vanpelt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of ex-Union soldiers, in favor of aservice pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: Protestof citizens of Lonoke 
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County, Arkansas, against the passage of the Butterworth and Conger 
lard bills—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Paper from G. Kuesterman and 76 others, of 
Green Bay, Wis., indorsing the protest of the North American Turner- 
bund relative to any change of the present laws on immigration and 
naturalization—to the Committee on Immigration. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of members of Tlinois Farmers’ Alli- 
ance, asking passage of Senate bill to loan money to farmers, ete.—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Sarah J. Martin, widow of Samuel Martin, Company 
H, Sixty-fourth Illinois, for accrued pension, to accompany bill grant- 
ing arrears of pension to Mrs. Sarah J. Martin—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Resolution of Frederick Post, No. 551, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, in favorof service pen- 
sion and repeal of the arrears act, and against the Senate dependent and 
Morrill House bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin: Petition of the officers of the Ap- 
pleton Turnverein, and of 900 citizens of the city of Appleton, Wis., 
protesting against any material change in the emigration and natural- 
ization laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of Pitzer Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Winterset, Iowa, in favor of pensions for widows and orphans 
of all late soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of ex-soldiersof Armagh, Indiana County, 
Pennsylvania, for service pension—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolutions of the board of supervisors of Platte 
County, Nebraska, in favor of deep harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORMAN; Petition of citizens of Illinois, against alien labor— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of importers and dealers in teas, rela- 
tive to duty thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the National Educational Association, in favor of 
the passage of the international copyright bill—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Henry Moellen and others, citizens of 
Scott County, Iowa, protesting against the passage of any law changing 
present naturalization and immigration laws—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance 
of Clarksville, Butler County, Iowa, favoring the Butterworth bill 
against gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 


By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of J. M. Dickerson and many other old 
soldiers of Woodson County, Kansas, asking for the passage of the In- 
galls-Cheadle service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of F. H. Park and 69 other farmers and members of 
Farmers’ Alliance of Greenwood County, Kansas, asking for the pas- 
sage of Ingalls-Cheadle service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Cherry Creek Lodge, No. 1576, of Woodson County, 
Kansas, asking for free coinage of silver, abolition of national banks, a 
large volume of currency in circulation, election of United States Sena- 
tors by the people, abolition of trusts, for a reduction of taxation on 
articles of necessity, and favoring a liberal system of pensions—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of citizens of Ohio, asking for an al- 
lowance to the widow of Lieut. W. H. Harmon, Tenth United States 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of soldiers of Madison County, Ohio, asking that the 
service-pension bill be passed by Congress—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Remonstrance of J. M. Cleerland and 177 others, 
citizens of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., against the removal of the Southern 
Utes from their present reservation in Southern Colorado to lands in 
Utah, for reasons stated—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MANSUR (by request): Petition of J. B. Gassand 1,094 others, 
citizens of Missouri, praying for a law prohibiting the sale of fermented 
liquors within soldiers’ homes, arsenals, recraiting stations, navy-yards, 
forts, and barracks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of William Adams, late lieutenant 
Company A, First Regiment Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers, for the loss 
of four horses valued at $670—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOREY: Resolution of Soldiers and Sailors’ Convention, 
Xenia, Ohio, in favor of pension legislation—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. : 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of 310 inmates of the National Soldiers’ 
Home at Hampton, Va., praying for a law prohibiting the sale of fer- 
mented liquors within soldiers’ homes, arsenals, recruiting stations, 
navy-yards, forts, and barracks—to the Committee on Military Af- 


airs, 
Also, petition of 52 members of the International Council of Women, 
praying for a law prohibiting the sale of fermented liquors within sol- 


diers’ homes, arsenals, recruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, and bar- 
racks—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of ex-soldiers and citizens of Haynes, 
Ohio, in favor of pension act recommended by the Grand Army of the 

ublic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. PARRETT: Petition of August Dupont of Perry County, 
Indiana, for an honorable discharge, toaccompany House bill No. 7152— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of Jackson Brewer, Company K, Twen- 
ty-third Kentucky Volunteers, for pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition and papers in support of the pension 
da of Johnson Reddick, of Grenola, Kans.—to the Committee on 

‘ensions, 

By Mr. RAINES: Petition of 61 persons, of Steuben County, New 
York, fora law prohibiting the sale of fermented liquors within soldiers’ 
homes, arsenals, recruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, and barracks— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: Petition from citizens of the State of Tli- 
nois, asking that an appropriation be made for the improvement of the 
Kaskaskia River, in accordance with the recommendation of Major 
Miller, in charge of river improvements—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of Hon. H. M. Smith, of Smith 
County, Mississippi, asking reference of claim of William Smith, for 
store supplies taken during the war, to the Court of Claims, under the 
provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of W. L. Rowland, asking 

to refer his quartermaster claim to the Court of Claims, under 
the so-called Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr.STRUBLE: Resolutions passed by Dunlap Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, No. 147, Rock Rapids, Iowa, urging the passage of the 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions passed by West Side Alliance, Sac County (Iowa) 
and Plymouth County (Iowa) Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1434, urging the 
of House bill 5353—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILEY: Petition of 2,511 citizens of New York, for a law 
prohibiting the sale of fermented liquors within soldiers’ homes, arse- 
nals, recruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, and barracks—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. : 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: General affidavit in support of claim 
of Lieut. North Storms, Company E, Thirteenth Regiment Illinois Cav- 
alry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Petition and affidavit, to accompany 
a bill for the relief of Mrs. Hannah Wright—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. . 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of citizens of the city of Richmond, Va., 
members of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of Amer- 
ica, relative to theemployment of citizens of the United States to labor 
= Government works in preference to aliens—to the Committee on La- 

T. 
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SATURDAY, March 29, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R, 5739) increasing the pension of Sophia Schimmelfen- 
nig, widow of Alexander Schimmelfennig, late brigadier-general and 
major-general by brevet, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 127) to print the eulogies upon William 
D. Kelley was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 2 

DISTRICT SCHOOL BUILDINGS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from J. W. Douglass, president of the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the Senate, a 
report of the District inspector of buildings as to whether the eight- 
room school buildings provided for under the last appropriation have 
been or are being so constructed as to render them as nearly fire-proof 
as possible, etc.; which, with the accompanying report, was, upon mo- 
tion of Mr. DAWES, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPRINTING OF DEPENDENT PENSION BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that there be printed for the use of the Senate 
300 additional copies of Senate bill 389, the dependent pension bill, 
with the pending amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a memorial of the Bricklayers and 
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Masons’ International Union of America, of Detroit, Mich., remonstrat- 
ing against the employment of aliens upon any ee works; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of citizens of Montgomery and 
“Fayette Counties, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the 
transmission through the mails of obsceneliterature; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 1, Gal- 
veston, Tex., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of 
America, that none but citizens of the United States be em- 
ployed upon Government works; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the memorial of T. Bumgardner, of Wil- 
cox, Mo,, remonstrating against the maintenance of the sugar frust, 
and praying for the entire repeal of the sugar duty on all grades above 
and below No. 13, Dutch standard; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

. Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a memorial of the Monthly Meet- 
ing of Friends, of ober pas Plain, Iowa (254 meheek zemonsran ag 
the passage of an act making appropriations for increasing the 
avy-and for coast defenses; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions of the Business Men’s Association of 
.the State of Iowa and resolations of the Board of Trade of Burling- 
ton, Iowa, in favor of the of Senate bill 1605, known as ‘‘ the 
a, bankrupt bill;’? which were referred to the Committee on the 

nage 
Mr. HOAR presented a petition of members of the Masons and 
Bricklayers’ International Union of America, of Boston, Mass., pray- 
ing that none but citizens of the United States be employed on public 
buildings, in navy-yards, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of teachers of Dodge City, Kans., 
praying for the passage of the international copyright bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 32 citizens of Emporia, Kans., pray- 
ing for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the West Branch Monthly 
Meeting of Friends, of Miami County, Ohio, numbering 200 adult per- 
sons, remonstrating against large expenditures for the Navy and coast 
defenses; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of citizens of Boisé City and Paris, in 
the Territory of Idaho, praying for the passage of the Pacific railroad 
ayy Se which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of C. M. Farman and other citi- 
zens of South Carolina and Florida, praying for certain legislation in 
relation to the title of a certain Spanish land grant to Jesse Fish, sr., 
of Florida; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 


Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Wallace County, Kan- 
sas, praying for the reduction of the price of lands within railroad 
limits; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of the Newton (Kans.) Board of Trade, 
remonstrating against the imposition of a duty on lead ore; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST paia resolutions adopted by Local Assembly No. 3861, 
Knights of Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the ratifi- 
cation of the treaty with Russia; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Pettis County, Missouri, 
praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Healso presented the petition of A. J. Cammings and others, citizens 
of St. Louis City and County, Missouri, praying that an appropriation 
be made for the improvement of the Missouri River; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 266) to encourage co-operation and to 
provide for the formation of associations in the District of Columbia for 
the purpose of conducting any lawful business and dividing the profits 
among the members thereof, reported it without amendment. 
` Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 3314) granting right of way 
to the Red Lake and Western Railway and Navigation Company across 
Red Lake reservation, in Minnesota, and granting said company the 
right to take lands for terminal railroad and warehouse purposes; which 
was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2729) granting right of way to the Red Lake and Western Railway and 
Navigation Company across the Red Lake Indian reservation, in the 
State of Minnesota, and granting said company the right to enter cer- 
tain lands in said reservation at private entry for town-site purposes, 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 152) for the relief of Samuel Tate, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were re- 
ferred the joint resolution (S. R. 55) making an appropriation for pre- 
serving the plant and the unfinished works on the Mississippi River, 
and continuing the improvement thereof, and a bill (S. 3024) ma 
an appropriation for the improvement of the Mississippi River, repo 
abill (S. 3324) for imptoving the Mississippi River from the head of the 
paeis to the mouth of the Ohio River; which was read twice by its 
title. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3315) granting a pension to 
Ambrose J. Vanarsdale; which wasread twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present in connection with the bill a letter from 
the Commissioner of Pensions, dated March 24, 1890, and an affidavit 
of Dr. C. F. Walden. I move that these papers be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to accompany the bill. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 3316) granting cer ee) 
to Mrs. Rachel Price; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3317) granting an increase of 
pension to John L. Nichols; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3318) to authorize Edwin C, Rich- 
ardson and associates to convey water from Satass Creek during the 
periods of melting snows; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 3319) for the relief of George 
Maxwell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3320) granting a pension to Alvah 
G. Crossley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3321) to protect land claimants 
within railroad limits; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3322) for the relief of 
John H. Hamiter; which was read twice by its title, and,with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAW YER introduced a bill (S. 3323) granting a pension to Bertha 
Walhaupt; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing pa referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. T. I have received a petition from Mrs, Margaret F. Smith, 
widow of Commodore William Smith, of St. Lonis, Mo., asking for a 
pension of $50 a month. I know nothing about the facts, but in obedi- 
ence to her request, I present the petition and a bill for the relief of 
Margaret F. Smith. I ask that the bill, together with the petition, be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3325) to pension Margaret F. Smith, of St. Louis, Mo., 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying petition, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 3326) for the relief of William I. 
Hazen, of Fairburn, Custer County, South Dakota; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Dep- 
redations. 

He also introduced a bill (3. 3327) granting to the State of South Da- 
kota section 36 in township No. 94 north of range No. 56 west, in the 
county of Yankton, in said State, for the purposes of an asylum for 
the insane, to correct an act-approved June 16, 1880, attempting to 
make such grant to the Territory of Dakota, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House*of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H: R. oan granting a pension to Mary A. Van Etten; 

A bill (H. R. 1622) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sallie T. 
Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 2046) to grant a pension to Barbara Madden; 

A bill (H. R. 2057) for the relief of Barent S. Van Buren; | 

A bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to James McCusker; 

A bill (H. R. 2067) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 2958) for the relief of Johanna Eckle; 

A bill (H. R. 3256) granting a pension to Anastasia MeGrievy; 
A bill (H. R. 3383) granting a pension to Charles H. Perry; 

A bill (H. R. 3511) granting a pension to James S. Ferrin; 

A bill (H. R. 4094) granting a pension to James H. McKinney; 

A bill uE R. 4422) to increase the pension of Lucian L. Sanborn; 
A bill (H. R. r. to grant a pension to Lucinda A. Clark; 

A bill t R. 4424) granting a pension to Fannie E. Woodbury; , 
A bill (H. R. 4811) to pension William G. Hill; 
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4482) granting a pension to Barbara Schnappinger; 


6078) granting an increase of pension to Prank ‘Tray- 


6415) to reissue the pension certificate of Nannie W. 
‘Metcalfe and allow her a pension as a surgeon's widow; 
A bill fee pers granting a pension to Joseph D. Williamson; and 
A bill (H. R. 6624) increasing the pension of Walter P., Harrison. 
_ The eee also announced that the House had passed the follow- 


granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey; 

) granting a pension to Mrs. Minerva Jane Olive; ani 

A bill (S. 1983) granting a pension to George B. Smith. 
DEPRESSION OF AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If thereis no further morning business, 
that order is closed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the resolution of the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. VoorHEEs] in regard to the depression of agricultural interests 
be taken up for present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears none. 
The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. VooRHEES on 
the 17th instant, as follows: 

Whereas the deep and widespread depression and decay of the agricultural 

American lin 


Re 
= 5626) granting a pension to Hannah Ward 
R. 


interests of the peop’ the enormous and appal amount of mort- 
indebtedness on agricultural ds, the total failure of home gone reed 


ish remunerative “aoe for farm products, the palpable searci! 


ficiency of money in circulation in the hands of the people with w. to trans- 


act the ess of the country and effect exchanges of property and labor at 
fair rates, are of the most overwhelming importance to the safety 
and the well-bein: ent: Therefore, 


Govern 
fel Ge app ge poy 
prompt and immediate attention to the preparation and such meas- 
ures as are required for the relief of the farmers weed cies eae and under- 
paid laborers of the United States. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the Republican party was restored to 
power at the last Presidential election on account of its position upon 
the tariff. It is pledged to a reduction of the revenues to an amount 
sufficient only to meet the necessities of the Government, but in such 
a manner as to insure the welfare of American industries. The issue 
was squarely made between the operan system and tariff for reve- 
nue only; between the Mills bill, which had passed the House and 

was the embodimentof the theories of Mr. Cleveland and the free-trad- 

E tariff for revenue only is nothing but free trade—so far as was 
practicable for the Democratic House, with so many local interests, 
some of them demanding protection, to embody those theories into a 
bill, and the Senate bill, which was framed with the view to secure the 
necessary reduction of the revenue without injury to the industries of 
the country or abandoning the policy of protection to American labor 
and American capital. 

The people decided for the national policy of protection, that the 
present tariff policy should be continued, and that whatever revision 
of the tariff was required should be made by its friends. It only re- 
mains for the dominant party in Congres: to execute the will of the 
people and redeem its pledges. This it is p to do with all 
possible dispatch considering the magnitude and intricacies of the sub- 

ject, and before the present session of Congress adjourns itis safe to say 
that some measure not greatly dissimilar to the Senate bill of last ses- 
sion will become a law. 

As was to have been expected, the Democratic party has not profited 
by defeat. The attitude of the two political parties towards the tariff 
question has not changed. The contest is to be tongni over again on 
the same lines and with the same old arguments used by them in the 
last Congress and in the Presidential campaign. The Mills bill, ora 
measure substantially like it, is to be the proposition of the Democratic 
party, with which the measure of the majority is to be antagonized. 

The Democratic policy at the present session of Congress, as it was 
at the last, is to continue heavy protection to Louisiana sugar and to 
place wool, lumber, salt, and vegetables and other farm products, and 
the products of the mines and raw material generally on the free-list. 

Having put their hands to the plow in this matter, the Democratic 
leaders will not turn back, Having been committed by President 
Cleveland to free trade, there is no retreat. His free-trade message was 
the Rubicon, which once crossed was crossed forever, ays cee Ae this 
the Democratic leaders, aided by the Cobden Club, are making her- 
culean efforts to propagate free-trade theories. Taking advantage of 
the overproduction of corn and the low price of farm products in the 
Western States, they are indusiriously seeking to convince the farmers 
of those States that the depression of the farming industry is caused 
by the protective system and to array them against the other indus- 
tries of the country. ‘Tons of free-trade literature are being circulated 
among them, and it is hoped and apparently believed by the Demo- 
cratic leaders that, aided by the discontent which naturally prevails in 
times of business de m, Republican farmers can be brought to 
aom the Democratic theory of the tariff, or at least be induced to try 


In accordance with this general policy, the senior Senator from Indi- 
ana a few days made a speech, intended no doubt to have a wide 
circulation, em with brilliant rhetoric and glittering general- 
ities, in which his imagination was drawn upon, more than facts, to 
show that the present depressed condition of the farming interests was 
due to the tective policy, and to endeayor to turn the present dis- 
content to advantage of the Democratic party. 

I do not propose to answer his speech, but in my humble way to at- 
tempt to show that the protective tariff has in no degree contributed to 

e depression, that the present condition of the farmer is far more 
prosperous than it would have been under a system of tariff for reve- 
nue only, more prosperous than it ever has been in this country when 
the prin of protection was abandoned, and is far better than the 
condition of the farmer in any free-trade country in the world. 

I listened, in entire accord with him, to his eloquent laudation of the 
farmer. Agriculture in some form is the oldest of the occupations of 
man, and is still the most important. There are probably more persons 
engaged directly in farming and dependent upon the earnings of the 
farmer than are engaged in or dependent upon all the other industries 
of the country. I hope I shall be credited with equal sincerity with 
him when I say that all laws, whether State or national, ought to be 
so framed as to promote the interests of the farmer in common with the 
interests of all other citizens engaged in honorable and usefal oecupa- 
tions, and so as to prevent all combinations, monopolies, and specula- 
tions which have a tendency to control the supply of and demand for 
farm products; that wheneverany existing law can be shown to operate 
unjustly upon any class of citizens I will be as ready to vote for its re- 
peal as he; and that whenever any measure is proposed which in my 
judgment is calculated to benefit the farmers of this country, without 
injustice to other equally deserving classes, my voice and my vote will 
be found in favor of that measure. 

Every impulse of my nature is in full sympathy with the men who 
till the soil and labor with their hands in every useful occupation. 
Labor is honorable and the source of all wealth. Idleness is a curse to 
the individual and the community. I firstsaw the light on a farm and 
from necessity throngh an experience which has made me familiar 
with all phases of farm life. But when we come to discuss the remedies 
proposed for the existing depression of the agricultural interests, the 
Senator and myself, on some of them, are as far apart as the poles. He 
would endeavor to array the farmer against all other classs of producers, 
while I believe that the interests of the farmer are intimately connected 
with the weal of every other producing class, and that the adjustment is 
so delicate and sensitive that a blow to one injures the whole. If the 
manufacturers are not prosperous, farming languishes; if farming is 
not prosperous, manufactures are depressed. In fact, the surest way to 

destroy the farmer would be to first destroy the manufactures, which 
would destroy the home market for farm products and drive the opera- 
tives to the cultivation of the soil and to competition with the present 
farming class. 

Employment, not cheapness, is the true basis of all national pros- 
perity. The way to make a nation prosperous and the people happy 
and contented is to give every one an op of being employed. 
The measure of our prosperity as a nation is the value of the fruits of 
labor, of the wool we grow, the cattle and horses, the wheat and corn, 
and other agricultural products we raise, of the articles we manufac- 
ture, and of the useful and precious metals we mine. When all our 
diversified industries are profitably carried on together, when the soil, 
the mines, and the forests are all laid under contribution to add to our 
wealth, when the hill-sides, which are not well adapted to cultivation, 
are profitably devoted to the raising of sheep, when the cattle industry 
is fairly remunerative, when wheat and corn bring a fair price, when 
there is a demand for the products of our mills and our factories which 
keeps them in operation, every one is prosperous; and individual pros- 
perity makes a prosperous whole. 

But let the price of wool be low, let there be a partial failure of the 
wheat crop, or, as now is the case, the corn crop be in excess of the 
demand, or the factories and mills compelled to shut down, and pros- 
perity is at once checked, other industries suffer, and hard times are 
threatened. Letno one suppose for a moment that one class or the class 
interested in one industry is not interested in all the others. All are 
intimately connected. The destruction of the wool industry and the 
throwing of several thousand men out of employment would be an in- 
jury to every man, woman, and child in the United States. The man 
thrown out of employment by the destruction of that industry would 
be obliged to crowd into some other. The lands now profitably used 
for grazing purposes would many of them be idle and unproduct- 
ive. 

Whatever hurts Maine hurts Texas and what hurts Massachusetts 
hurtsOregon. The people of the entire Union are interested in the pros- 
perity ofevery part. Massachusetts manuractures Oregon wool, but to do 
so she buys the wool and helps to make a home market for it, and she 
also buys the food products of other States to feed the operatives in her 
factories and her mills, The Senator from Indiana and the party to which 
he belongs two years ago thought they could single out and strike down 
the wool industry; but the people of this country understood that one 
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industry could not be stricken down without injury to all the rest, and 
they made common cause with the wool-grower. 
THE PRICE OF CORN AND WHEAT. 

The low prices of corn and wheat in the West are producing a de- 

= of agricultural interests in the principal corn and wheat grow- 

ing States. The advocates of free trade charge that the fall in prices 
is caused by the protective ; but fortunately the cause for the 
decline in prices is neither o nor difficult to understand. The 
price of corn is fixed by the same law that fixes the prices of all other 
commodities: the law of supply and demand, in connection with the 
cost of transportation from the States of production to the places of 
consumption. But the free operation of this law is often interrupted by 
combinations of middle-men, The States which produce a surplus 
of corn, and therefore are sources of commercial supply, are Ohio, In- 
diana, Illinois, Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, and Nebraska. Owing largely 
to climatic causes, the crop of corn last year was the largest ever pro- 
duced in the United States and the largest in the rate of yield since 
1880. From a table contained in a report of the statistician of the 
R jairen Department, issued in March of this year, I extract the 
foll : 

The production of corn in 1887 was 1,456,000,000 bushels; in 1888, 
1,988,000,000 bushels; in 1889, 2,113,000,000 bushels; showing a very 
large increase of the crop during the last two years, and thatit has now 
reached the surprising proportions of over 2,000,000,000 bushels. 

From the same table I learn that up to March 1 of this year there 
had been consumed and distributed a greater amount, with one excep- 
tion, than in any previous year up to the same period. The amount 
consumed and distributed up to March 1, 1889, of the crop of 1888 and 
of the surplus of previous years, was 1,201,000,000 bushels, and the 
amount consumed up to March 1, 1890, of the crop of 1889 and of the 
surplus of previous years, was 1,443,000,000 bushels. 

These show that the demand and consumption have not de- 
creased, but that the supply has largely increased and that the present 
unmarketable surplus and low prices are caused by overproduction, 
and that alone. The freight rates for the transportation of corn and 
other farm products are in many eases too high, but the rate of trans- 
portation is not the cause of the present low price of corn. When the 
question is examined it will be found that rates of transportation have 
been from time to time reduced, and by some transportation lines, not- 
ably the Union Pacific, greatly reduced, upon corn to meet the pres- 
ent emergency; but the situation has not improved, as it could not be; 

. the market has been supplied. There is no legitimate demand for the 
surplus for present consumption, and if bought at all, must be bought 
by operators who speculate as to the future demand and therefore buy 
at their own price. The home market is the principal market; and 
when the production is largely in excess of the demand for home con- 
sumption a fall in prices is inevitable. 

On a former occasion I discussed in the Senate the cause of the de- 
cline in the foreign market of the price of wheat and presented elabo- 
rate tables to show the value of our exports and imports, the amount 
of agricultural products exported, the amount of wheat and flour ex- 
ported through a series of years, the amount of the production and 
distribution, the growth of the production of wheat in India, the ag- 
gregate importation of wheat and flour in Great Britian and the countries 
whence imported. The latter tables were taken from the report of 
General Bonham, consul-general of the United States at Calcutta. Re- 
ferring to these tables I summed up the matter as follows: 

The facts stated in this report fully justify the views of Judge Bonham, that 
India is to become a formidable competitor with the United States in the wheat 
markets of Europe, and in my judgment explain the cause of the decline of 
wheat in Europe in recent years. The table showing the aggregate imports of 
wheat and flour into the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland from 
the several countries named is especially instructive. 1t shows that, while the 
imports into Great Britain, although somew hat fluctuating, have not materially 
increased since 1881~"82, the imports from Russia have increased from 4,089,308 
centals in 188182 to 11,986,350 centals in 1885-'86; the imports from India have 
increased from 7,337,924 centals in 1881-82 to 12,101,963 centals in 1835-86, and 
thatthe imports from other countries, not including the United States, have in- 
creased from 12,229,230 centals in 1881-82 to 17,083,501 centals in 1885-86; while 
the wa x3 from the United States have decreased from 43,776,662 centals in 
1881-"82 to 36,007,187 centals in 1885786, and that the export of wheat from India 
has increased from 299,335 centals in 186768 to 21,060,519 centals or 35,100,865 
bushels in 1885-86, a period of nineteen years. These figures show that we are 
already engaged in a ruinous competition with Russia and India, which must 
continue to grow greater asthe production of wheat in those countries increases 
to crowd the American product out of the European markets; and yet the free- 
traders tell us to let our home markets go, buy our manufactures in England, 
and raise more wheat, 

Protection to industry, by creating a diversity of employment and increasing 
the number of those who are not engaged in farming, but must depend upon 
the farmer for the means of subsistence, gives him a steady, remunerative market 
for breadstuffs and creates a market for crops which can not be profitably ex- 

ed. The foreign market for our wheat is mainly created by England, and 
growing every year more uncertain and unsatisfactory. The amount of our 
corn and wheat required by England depends in the first place upon the crops 
of Europe, which usually supply from two-thirds to three-fo of what is 
needed; then u the yield in Russia and India; so that the American farmer 
first takes the chances of his own 


industries, and pau labor of Enjang, our people should turn their attention 
to something zit as that is, to eg ae Og home markets, and lead our 
farmers to depend upon a foreign market for sale of their surplus products, 


They propose that we shall increase our exports to pay for our increased im- 


ports, and in raian tug do so that our farmers shall enter the field in com- 
tition with the miserable ryots of India, who live on a few cents a day. If 


t were pro to import into the United States several millions of the Indian 
ryots or of ese for agricultural laborers, to enable us to compete with India 
in producing wheat, every white laborer in the United States could see that 
American labor was threatened. H 


ow does the case differ when it is proposed 
to drive several millions of Ameriean laborers from the manufactures into agri- 
culture and then to force them into competition with the Indian ryots by in- 
creasing our surplus wheat crop, which we will be compelled to get rid of by 
underselling Indian wheat? 

In the report of the statistician of the Agricultural Department, al- 
ready referred to, the cause of the present depression of agriculture is 
admirably stated. Mr. Dodge shows that the low price of corn and 
wheat is due to overproduction; that the farmers of this country can 
not successfully compete with the wheat-growers of India, Russia, and 
other countries; that other industries should be encow and main- 
tained in order to create a home market forfarm products and em- 
ployment for our people, and that farmers should engage in diversified 
farming and produce all the products we now import. He says: 


AGRICULTURAL DEPRESSION AND ITS CAUSES, 

There is almost universal complaint among farmersof all nations of the prev- 
alence of low prices. The agricultural depression of Great Britain has proba- 
bly been more severe than that of any other nation. A potent cause in this case 
is the com: ition from all parts of the world, unrelieved by any taxation of 


investigation of the causes of agricultural tyr shore 
of e 


cal with similar cries of dissatisfaction with proceeds of cultural labor. 
So the trouble appears to be general in monarchies and repub; whether the 
monetary circulation is gold or silver or paper, and under the influence of vari- 


ous and diverse econom) ems. 

Not all countries are in same depths of distress. In ours farmers and 
farm laborers are doubtless better fed and clothed, able to maintain a higher 
style of living, and enjoy more of the benefits of civilization and culture than 
those of any other country, It may be said with absolute truth that in thirty 
years the scale of living has advanced immensely in this country, not equally 
inall sections, but manifestly everywhere. There isa tendency to extra ce 
in town life has been imitated in rural circles, and the natural ambition 
for progress and precedence, when generally aroused, will express itself in dis- 
satisfaction with prevailing conditions and a determination to overpower all 
o ies to advancement. This is a hopeful sign. Itis an indication of con- 
scious dignity. It is a prophecy of progress. 

While, therefore, our own country feels the effect of agricultural depression 
less t almost any other in the world, the reduction in prices of most staples, 
and in domestic animals and their products, forces a d: le com, n 
with agricultural values at their highest, compels reduced expenditure to keep 
outgo subordinate to income, increases the number of unfortunates who can 
not make “both ends meet,” and reduces the profits of the enterprising and 
skillful who are still able to strike a balance in their favor. Retrenchment is 
not an agreeable alternative, and is therefore delayed until its compulsion is 
imperative and perhaps destructive, "The times” are universally regarded as 
“hard” in comparison with more pratperuos eras of the past. 

It matters not that the prices of implements, utensils, and fabrics, of goods 
desired by the farmer, have been reduced proportionally; hisinterest account, 
if he has one, is unreduced, and his mortgage isa greater burden to lift. He 
sighs for the good old days of high prices, though they may have been war or 
famine prices, necessarily temporary, and me they a. have been the 
source of extravagant views, unnecessary expenditure, and the foundation of 
his present indebtedness, He naturally resents and deplores low valuation of 
farm products. What are the causes of low prices? They may be various, but 
the prime cause is the operation of the inexorable law of supply and demand. 
Abundance leads inevitably to low prices; scarcity, tohigh prices. With either 
there is fluctuation, a see-saw of prices which increases cost and 
Medium and uniform values are therefore best tor the farmer. 

There has been an increase of production in this country even more rapid than 
the increment of population. America has long been the synonym of plethora. 
Her people probably consume more than those of any other nation and haye 
alarger surplus for foreign needs, Immigration has been heavy and unre- 
stricted; railroad building has been stimulated until an empire of new and 
productive lands have been opened; and these lands have been given ad libitum 
to settlers of native or foreign birth. Si lation first, and profitable utiliza- 
tion afterwards, have been the motive for settlement and development which 
have astonis the world and caused overproduction and low prices. The fol- 


reduces profit. 


lowing statement shows the increase in thirty years in certain products of the 
farm, as repo! 


by the census: 


rison to the present date, we find that the corn crop 
exceeds 2,000,000,000 bushels, wheat approximates 500,000,000, oats exceed 700,- 
000,000, and hay and potatoes have in in similar proportion. While the 
product may be three or four times as large, the population is less than three 
oe as tee though the proportion of workers engaged in agriculture was 

rger t now. . 

During the forty years from 1850 to the present time the cotton product in- 
creased from a little over 2,000,000 bales to more than 7,000,000 bales. Cattle have 
also increased very rapidly; cows from between 6,000,000 and 7,000,000 to about 
16,000,000; other cattle from scarcely 12,000,000 to more than 36,000,000. While 
sheep have doubled in number,the wool production has quadrupled. While the 
milch cows are almost three times as many, their average rate of be of milk 
has probably doubled. The improvementof other cattle, through breeding and 
feeding, has reduced the time uired for reer grt § and increased the weight 
of carcass to such an extent that amount of beef produced annually in pro- 

rtion to numbers of animals keptisimmensely increased. Relative numbers, 
n comparison with the past, in all kinds of domestic animals, have far less sig- 
ae improvement in weight and quality, in thriftiness and early ma- 


It is dimeult to force a market abroad for a surplus of wn A miop iir eha A 
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ng to produce its own food, and as far as possib! 
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(for extension in all forms of industriat production. The instinct of seh- 
‘vation compels the adoption of such a policy. This furnishes the motive for 
‘the corn laws of France and Germany and other continental countries, and tife 
Jaws of European nations prohibiting the introduction of our pork products. 
We can not sell our crops abroad, as a rule, except to fill the gapsin supply that 
are made by bad seasons or other results of the inevitable or inexorable. 
+ * * 


* * a * 


In wheat overproduction has destroyed the grower’s profit. Wheat-growing 
has become a philanthropic mission for supplying any A bread to Great Britain 
and encouraging her manufacturers to keep wagesonalow plane. The North- 
western missionaries sre still diligently sowing their seed and floating their 
bread across the waters, and mourning that the profits do not returnto them 
after many days of weary transportation. The areaof the crop of 1889 included 
about 10,000,000 acres more than the home consumption of the year will require; 
and the price in Liverpool has of late been the lowest for a century. 

We can not force foreigners to buy our bread. There has been a mass of in- 
effable nonsense regarding © the markets of the world” for wheat. Less than 
a fourth of the people of the world eat wheat. Half of the ple of Europe 
scarcely know its taste, while few of the nations of Asia and Africa have any 
knowledgeofit. Elsewhere the statistician has thus presented the limitations 
of our distribution of the wheat surplus: 

“South America is now no market for flour, as more wheat is grown there 
than is required for domestic tonsumption, and an annually enlarging outlet 
for wheat is now sought in the distribution of the surplus. Australasia makes 
more than a home supply. India has a surplus of 10 to 15 per cent. 

Europe always has wheat to sell, leaving only Western Europe to supplement 
its nearly full garners with the contributions of all other coun those of 
Europe included. Of the average 4 bushels consumed by each in itant of 
Europe only a half bushel comes from other continents, and this is practical], 
the measure of the market for the wheat surplus of the world, a market whic 
neither reciprocity nor the persuasion of any international comity can enlarge. 
Nothing but war, famine, or pestilence, nothing but an act of God or a change 
of crop distribution uttérly at variance with lon ed po and practical 
sense can swell to sudden importance the demand for wheat flour that will 
relieve prevailing stagnation and advance prices,” 

The production of meat has also adyanced faster than population. In 1880 
the cattle of all kinds were returned as 39,675,533, and the numbers as now esti- 
mated, on farms and ranches, are 52,801,907, or 33 per cent. more. Excluding 
cows, the increase of other cattle, which includes the beeves, is equivalent to 
about 40 per cent, Then beeves are brought to maturity more rapidly than for- 
merly, and more meat is made in proportion to numbers, so that the beef sup- 
ply is greater than in 1880 in proportion to population. The ratioof supply has 

n very greatly increased since 1850. Our export of beef has grown up in the 
past thirteen years, and the export of cattle has not only increased, but its char- 
acter has changed from the shipment of Texas or Florida long-horns to Cuba 
to the export of fat beeves to Europe, one of which commands the price of five 
of the original style of Gulf coast cattle. This difference represents not pre- 
cisely the meat-making capacity of the cattle of 1850 and 1890 respectively, but 
i suggests the wide disparity between the ratio of meat to numbers of caitle at 

e two dates. 

It is futile to attempt to defy the law of supply and demand, So longas farm- 
ers insist on growing only the bread grains, cotton, tobacco, and cattle, and 
to neglect other products which are needed, which we import at a cost of more 
than $20,000,000 annually, just so long will the lamentation over low prices con- 
tinue. Diversification is essential to agricultural salvation. There are writers 
and speakers who are doing incalculable injury by their influence in repression 
of any tendency to a wider range of rural production, encouraging indolence 
and idleness, paralyzing enterprise, intensifying rural inertia, and ento pra 
dependence on foreign production, and the draining of the resources of the 
country to foreign lands. They appear to deprecate any effort towards inde- 
pendence or the cultivation of self-reliance, the stimulation of invention, the 
acquisition of manual skill, or the development of rural taste. Their advice 
pointsin the direction of aimless poroty and practical serfdom. 

The agricultural exports of the United States during the year amounted 
to about $530,000,000 at the seaports, or about $400,000,0000n the farms. The - 
cultural imports amounted to over $348,000,000 at ports of shipment, and fully 
$100,000,000 with freights and commissions added, without further allowance for 
undervsluation. Thus it takes most of our altaral exports to pay for agri- 
cultural imports. These importsare largely food and fibers. The heavier items 
for 1888789 were as follows: 
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Most of this importation should be apo here, and many minor products 
not named; in fact, there is little on the list, except tea and coffee, that should 
be imported. There are many plants yielding fruits, dyes, medicines, and other 
products useful in the arts or for food that could be profitably grown, after suit- 
able re pat apne for the supply of a demand al. y existing or to be created, 
and utilizing rural labor and increasing the wealth of the country. 

+ * * o * * . 

There may be minor causes of depression which have not been considered, 
but they are impotent and unimportant in comparison with those outlined, 
The main difficulty is, there is overproduction of a few staples and quite too 
limited a list of rural products. There is too much hog and hominy, and a 
narrow range of delicacies that are so eagerly sought by the buyer and so profit- 
able to the producer. Thereis too much rural labor unemployed, and too much 
mechanical and manufacturing labor idle in both cases for lack of sufficient va- 
re, and because $500,000,000 or $600,000,000 are spent in foreign countries for 
products that could better be made here. It is useless, it is foolish, to say that 
we can not sell our surplus unless we buy our food and clothing abroad. 

We did sell last year to a single country to the amount of $201,000,000 more 
than we bought of that country, and a similar disproportion exists every year. 

As we become more independent, more self-sustaining, producing all sub- 
stantials of life, wealth will more abound and be more equally distributed 
under the industrial than under the commercial idea; and while imports will 
still be heavy, they will be egg Lore luxuries and superfluities of the rich, and 
will not reduce the resources or limit the comforts of the people. 

In a primitive country the first business of farmers is to produce food, to cater 
to the wants of the stomach; if they go no further, as papiston advancesand 
its wants increase with the p: of culture and civilization, and so neglect 
to supply the “raw materials "for the uses of the industrial arts, their country 
will forever remain primitive and poor. This country can notclaim exemption 

from the inexorable rule. Cotton, by the invention of the gin, and the existence 
of a suitable soil in the South, the salvation of its then 
threatened its existence by its refusal to tolerate other raw materials for 


other 
arts, The cotton crop is valuableand will representa value, yetit would 
not suffice to board the people of the South at Aea aan Daia for a week. A 


score of other products should further enrich her agriculture to relleve existing 
depression. All the worsted wools and all the wools can be woven 
in the country can readily be produced in the Sou Only the invention of an 
effective decorticator is required to make ramie a great industry, supplement- 
ing rather than rivaling cotton; and jute and many native and foreign fibers 
should swell the list of raw materials. 

And there should be no more need of going to Italy or anong for raw silk 
than there is to India for raw cotton. Further, there should be j 
need of going to Cuba forsugar. Nine-tenths (at least) of all the raw materials 
requi for textile, metallic, mechanical, chemical, oleaginous, or other manu- 
facture can be produced primarily by our farmers, diverting their labor to 
profitable channels, and swelling the value of their products, mois ba the 
prices of the food staples, and Insuring prosperity and comforttoall. No other 
panacea will cure hard times; a profitable outlet, by diversification and exten- 
sion, for constantly augmenting rural labor, can alone make rural industry 
profitable. Ifthe policy of going abroad for all fibers except cotton shall be 
put into permanent practice, and for all sugar and fruits, barley and oil seeds, 
to be paid for in corn and wheat and cotton, which are already crowded into 
foreign markets to the last pound and bushel, there will be no necessity for a 
“singletax"’ to make the farmer's land valueless, and no need of account- 
books or Pees and little demand for books of any kind. 

And yet there is ignorance abroad of the extent of these limitations of 
our culture and of the means of recuperation. Many of our farmers are 
delaying the emancipation of rural industry, and seeking to import cordage to 
bind upon their backs still closer their present burdens. Instead of en ng 
the range of profitable production, they are seeking to restrictit, The wheat- 
growers insist upon going to the antipodes for binder-twine, while a million 
acres of flax fiber is wasted in adjoining fields, and when they could produce. 
hemp enough within six months to bind the wheat of the world. The cotton- 
growers want to go to India for jute, which will grow in their cotton fields as 
readily as weeds. If we will not produce the twine to bind our sheayes or the 
jute or hemp or flax to cover our bales, we shall have no h pes to complain of 50 
cents per bushel for the one or 5 cents per pound for the o! 3 

During the lastten years more than two million workers in agriculture, armed 
with improved implements, have been added to the seven millions that were 
ene corn and wheat and cotton; and shall they still insist on the same 
limited range of effort, walk in the same furrows their fathers and seck 
to live and die in the same overdone and profitless rontine? Ifso,agricultural 
depression will become chronic and intensified toa degree unknown at present, 
Shall farmers hug the chains of their dependence, limit the range of their in- 
dustry, refuse to strike out into new paths, and sink into comparative idleness 
and poverty? There are millions of them too intelligent and enterprising and 
ambitious to co-operate in any such scheme of self-degradation, 


Little can be added to this admirable statement o1 the case. If Mr. 
Dodge’s facts are correct and his conclusions well drawn, it follows that 
instead of removing duties upon imports of labor products into the 
United States, the duties should be maintained in order to stimulate 
every industry which gives employment to labor and creates a demand 
at home for farm products. Instead of admitting into this country free 
of duty wool and other farm products we should maintain the present 
duty, and in some cases the duties should be increased so as to make 
them practically prohibitory. 

In times of business depression, from whatever cause produced, it is 
natural to blame the laws for the exisiting condition. 6 laws may 
or may not be to blame. The price of every commodity is determined 
by supply and demand. There is no way in any industry to restrict 
production to the probable demand, where so many are engaged as are 
employed in farming, and as aconsequence the supply must vary, even 
if the demand remains reasonably stable. So with other productions. 
It follows that a business, during the most prosperous condition of the 
country and under the best possible laws, can not atall times be equally 
profitable. The farmer will have his good and his bad years. One year 
the manufacturer will be able to operate his factory at a profit; another 
year he must operate it at a loss or not at all. 

What can Congress do now to aid the farmers? The Senator from In- 
diana and those who think like him say, ‘‘ Remove the duties which 
keep out foreign goods, and let the farmer obtain them at the foreign 
prices.” I and ail who believe general employment necessary to na- 
tional p ty say, ‘Continue the protective system so as to maintain 
existing industries, bring others into existence, build up and strengthen 
the home market so as to consume at home more farm products, and 
bring the consumer and producer together, and thus save the cost of 
transportation.” Isay also, increase the duties upon all the farm prod- 
ucts that are imported into the United States, to enable our farmers as 
far as possible to produce them at home. 

If we examine the last published reports of our imports and exports 
we shall find that an enormous sum is paid to foreign countries for 
articles of food, every particle of which should be produced in this 
country. Why is it necessary to import into this country $2,500,000 
worth of vegetables, including cabbage, from Holland, 317,156 bushels 
of potatoes from Scotland, 1,441,466 bushels of potatoes and 608,432 
bushels of beans and pease from Canada and Nova Scotia? Why is it 
n to import over $1,000,000 worth of bay and nearly $8,000,000 
worth of breadstuffs, and over 16,000,000 dozen eggs, some of which 
came from Denmark, Norway, and Sweden, and, the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] says, some of them from Italy ? 

I hold in my hand a newspaper clipping from a Canada paper, or at 
least what purports to be a telegram or letter from Ottawa, Ontario, 
in which is stated the amount of certain articles imported into Canada 
from the United States free of duty, the amount of dutiable articles, 
and the amount of similar articles exported from Canada into the 
United States. I will submit the table, simply saying that I under- 
stand the first two columns represent the value of the articles which are 
imported into Canada, and the last column represents the articles and 
the value thereof exported from Canada to the United States. 


Taking the trade and navigation returns of the Dominion for the year ending 


J 


2782 


June 30, 1857, it is shown that the exchange between the Dominion and United 


States in comm: jes was as follows: 


aie 3 


eS pers 


r 


TESTEI TITEN 


‘Mr. President, I am glad to know that the dominant party in Con- 
gress, at least in the other House, are disposed to take the same view 
of the question of duties upon agricultural products which I have just 
indicated. 


I hold in my hand anarticle clipped from yesterday morning’s Wash- 
ington Post, with the heading, ‘‘A protection for the Grangers.’’ As 
the newspapers are supposed to know everything, I presume it to be 
correct, and from the best information I can obtain I believe it to be so. 
The article is as follows: 

‘PROTECTION FOR THE GRANGERS—THE GRBAT WORK OF THE LEGISLATIVE CON- 
MITTEE OF THE PATRONS OF HUSBANDRY. 

The legislative committee of the National Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, 

has issued an ad 


office 514 F gery Seager palo ebay a the country 
show! the results of its labors with the Committees on Ways and Means. 
The leg ve committee furnishes the following list of farm products which 
the Ways and Means Com to and the amount of tax 
«laid on each article; 
Animals: 
Horses and Mm Ules,......-ceervennsseeseneserersesenens -- $39.00 
Horses and mules valued at $150 and over. per cent, 
Cattle more than one year old.... . $190.00 
Cattle less than one year old .. 2.00 
po EE PR eee .50 
BBO ATE A kuone leno 
All other Hive haiio renani setanna aasan, 20 POY CONT, 
mal 
Corn meal.......... 7 ~. 10 cents per bushel. 
ni.. 2 cents per pound., 
Oats 10 Ppt per = 
cent per poun 
Rice. cents per nd, 


... 10 cents per bushel. 
«È Cent per pound, 
s.. 20 cents per bushel. 
.. 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


s cents per pound. 


AARE ..6 cents per ponnd, 
bt SEE Et eee „5 cents per gallon, 
Milk, preserved or condensed ..........c0 sueresresessrersenesseensesere 3 CONES per pound. 


„40 cents per bushel. 


20 cents per bushel. 
r bushel. 


Meat products: 

Bacon snd War... ..... ns sccnsescesensssneesseeet soseenesens aesass sorses sosise D CONS per pound. 
Beef, mutton, and Pork. ......s.cces soe ces eeraa ver one semeecas ..2 cents per pound, 
Meats of all kinds, Prepared and preserved.. ......c+eracceesecereretersnersereee 25 per cent, 
Lard ......5005. 2ecents per pound. 
Poultry, liv: 3 cents per poun: 
Tallow ...... „1 cent per pound, 
Vinegar... at ...74 cents per gallon, 


The present duty upon horses and mules is 20 per cent. It will be 
observed that the proposed duty is to be $30 per head on horses and 
mules valued at less than $150, and on those valued at $150 and over, 
30 per cent. Under the existing tariff there are imported into the 
United States something over $3,000,000 in value of animals free of 
duty and about $780,000 in value of dutiable animals, all animals for 
breeding purposes and all emigrant teams, etc., being admitted free. 

Under the existing law the duty upon barley is 10 cents per bushel; 
the proposed duty is 30 cenis per bushel. 

Under the existing law barley malt is 20 cents per bushel; under 
the proposed law it is 40 cents per bushel. 

Under the existing law barley pearled, etc., is one-half a cent per 
pound; under the pro law it is to be 1 cent per pound. 

Under the existing law buckwheat is 10 per cent., while under the 
proposed law it is to be 10 cents per bushel. 

Under the existing law butter is 4 cents a pound; under the pro- 
posed law it is to be 6 cents per pound. 

Cheese under the existing law is 4 cents; under the proposed law, 


6 cents per pound. 
Milk under the existing law is 10 per cent., and under the proposed 


law it is to be 5 cents per gallon. 

Beans and pease, ete., under the existing law are 30 per 
cent., and under the pro law the duty is to be 40 per cent. 

Broom-corn under existing law is 10 per cent.; under the proposed 
law it is to be $8 per ton. 

Cabbages under the existing Jaw are 10 per cent.; under the pro- 
posed law the duty is to be 3 cents apiece. 

Eggs under the existing law are free; under the proposed law the 
duty is to be 5 cents per dozen. 

Under the existing law the duty on hops is 8 cents; under the pro- 

law it is to be 12 cents per pound. 

Under the existing law the duty on onions is 10 percent; under the 
proposed law it is to be 25 per cent, 

Under the existing law the duty on potatoes is 15 cents per bushel; 
under the proposed law it is to be 20 cents per bushel. 

Under the existing law the duty on flaxseed is 20 cents per bushel; 
under the proposed law it is to be 30 cents per bushel. 

Under the existing law the duty on pease is 10 per cent.; under the 
proposed law it is to be 40 per cent. 

Under the existing law the duty on vegetables prepared is 30 per 
cent.; under the proposed law it is to be 45 per cent. 

Under the existing law vegetables in the natural state pay 10 per 
cent.; under the proposed law 25 per cent. 

Under the existing law straw is free; under the proposed law the 
duty is to be $2 per ton. 

Under the existing law apples green and applesdried are free; under 
the proposed law apples green are to pay a duty of 25 cents per bushel 
and dried apples 2 cents per pound. 

Under the existing law the duty on bacon and hams is 2 cents per 
pound; under the proposed law it is to be 5 cents per pound. 

Under the existing law the duty on beef and pork is1 cent per pound; 
under the proposed law it is to be 2 cents per pound. 

TRUSTS. 

There is another way in which the producer may be benefited by 
legislation, and that is by enacting and executing laws to prevent gam- 
bling and speculation in the productsof labor. I am sorry to say that 
the power of Congress is limited to deal with this matter; but the power 
of the States is ample and should be exercised, 

Labor is the source of all wealth. No other means of producing 
wealth have ever been or ever will be found. It must be wrung from 
the soil by patient toil; it must be brought up from mines deep in the 
earth by the labor of man; it must be coined from the forest by the axman 
and the millman; it must be wrought out from raw materials by the 
skill, the patience, and the labor of human operatives. The curse of 
this and all other communities to-day is that so many personsare trying 
to escape this Heaven-ordained law, and to secure something for noth- 
ing, wealth without labor. 

This is at the bottom of every wild scheme to create wealth without 
labor and to create its representative (money) by legislation alone, to 
have the Government do by legislation for the citizen what he can onl 
do for himself by labor. This is at the bottom of all gambling contri- 
vances, speculative combinations, all the attempts to control prod- 
ucts of the mills, factories, and farms, and to fix the prices for both 
consumer and producer. This fever of speculation grows hotter during 
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times of business depression when eapital is unemployed. Combina- 
tions, monopolies, speculators, may indeed acquire wealth, but it is 
wealth that has been produced by labor. Irepeat, labor only can pro- 
duce wealth, and all schemes, whether of legislation or of speculation, 
to produce it otherwise will fail. The strong arm of the law should be 
interposed to protect the producers and consumers of the country from 
being plundered by such organizations, 

The advocates of free trade tell us that trusts and combinations to 
control products and prices are fostered by the tariff. But every one 
knows that some of the most gigantic and oppressive trusts in this 
country were formed to deal in articles of purely domestic manufacture, 
the prices of which are not affected in the least by the tariff; that 
others are formed to deal in articles which are imported free; and others 
still are formed to deal in articles which are both imported and eee 
duced in this country. The truth is that the tariff has nothing what- 
ever to do with the question of trusts. 


FARM MORTGAGES, 

A great deal has been said on this floor and elsewhere about farm 
mortgages, and it appears to be thought by some that if the number 
of farm mor is large in any State or Territory it indicates an un- 
prosperous condition of the farmer. But nothing is further from the 
truth. Nothing can be absolutely predicated as to the prosperity or 
lack of properity of the farmers of a community from the existence or 
non-existence of farm mortgages. The inference to be drawn from the 
number of mortgages in an old, settled country, like one of the New 
England States, might be very different from the inference to be drawn 
from the same thing in a newer community. In a new State a large 
number of farm mortgages may indicate great prosperity, may repre- 
sent cultivated and productive farms and comfortable homes, where, 
without the ability to borrow, there would have been a waste and un- 
productive area, They may have been the means by which day labor- 
ers on the farm have been converted into prosperous farmers on their 
own account. In many cases they represent additional lands, pur- 
chased on credit, which are a source of increased prosperity, and so a 
blessing. 

In the State I have the honor in part to represent I can remember 
when, in the beautiful and fertile Willamette Valley, most of the orig- 
inal claimants still owned and occupied their donation claims of 640 
acres free from mortgage and when many of the claims did not even 
furnish the agricultural productions necessary for the support of their 
families. But another generation grew up. Enterprising young men, 
without means, from nearly every State of the Union, went to that 
State, bought lands on credit, gave mortgages for the purchase price, 
began to raise from 40 to 60 bushels of wheat to the acre, and in prob- 
ably forty-nine cases out of fifty have paid off the mortgages and have 
become wealthy and prosperous farmers. 

Mortgages are only necessarily an indication of a want of prosperity 
of the farming class when they represent indebtedness for living ex- 
penses or losses in conducting business; and such cases are as likely 
to be the result of extravagance and bad management as poor crops 
and low prices, I repeat, the statements which we hear from time to 
time in this Chamber and published in the free-trade press, as to the 
number and amount of farm mortgages, may as well be taken as evi- 
dence of prosperity as of the reverse. 


UNEQUAL DISTRIBUTION OF WEALTH, 


The Senator from Indiana [ Mr. VOORHEES) dwelt at length upon the 
unequal distribution of wealth in this country. There is, it is true, a 
great inequality in the distribution of wealth. This inequality has 
naturally increased with the growth of the country, the division of 
labor, and the multiplication of large establishments to conduct every 
kind of business. But itis produced by causes largely beyond the con- 
trol of legislation. It will continue while the world endures, for some 
men will always be industrious, economical, and acquisitive, while 
others will be indolent, extravagant, and wasteful. Some will possess 
the ability to make and keep money, while others will have the capac- 
ity only for spending it. Some will be enterprising and successful, 
while others will fail in every undertaking. Fathers will continue to 
acquire fortunes to be squandered by their sons. If the wealth of the 
world were to be equally distributed to-day, within five years there 
would be larger fortunes and more paupers than ever before in the 
world’s history. 

Nor do I think there is as much difference between the prosperity of 
the farmers and of those engaged in other industries as the free-trader 
would have the farmer believe. In this country every occupation is 
open to all, Aman may obtain a farm from the public domain, by liv- 
ing on it, and it requires but a comparatively small capital to work it. 
If a farmer believes that he can do better at some other occupation there 
is nothing to prevent him from entering it. Where there is such free- 
dom for selection of occupation the tendency must constantly be for 
those engaged in the less profitable to seek the more remunerative em- 
ployments; and it would appear that if the profits of a farmer are not 

. as large as the profits of those engaged in other occupations there must 

ee other compensating advantages to induce him to continue his 
g- 

It is no test of the merits of the protective system that under it, dur- 


ing a season of depression and overproduction, the farmer is not pros- 
perous. The reat tests are his condition during periods when the pro- 
tective policy has prevailed as compared with his condition duri 
riods when the policy-of a tariff for revenue only has been tried, an 

is condition in this country during periods of protection as compared 
with the condition of farmers in countries where free trade prevails, I 
have not time to enter into details in contrasting the present condition 
of the farmer in ihis country with his condition prior to tariff legisla- 
tion under a Republican administration. Besides, I have something 
to present, to show his condition as compared with that of the farmers 
So ries countries, quite as important and not so generally under- 
stood. 

Suffice it to say, in a word, that the condition of the farmers of the 
United States to-day, notwithstanding the depressed condition of agri- 
culture, is immeasurably better than before the war. I think there is 
no doubt that in proportion to their numbers there are fewer mort- 
gages upon their farms. Their houses are homes of luxury compared 
with the farm-houses of that period. The Jog cabins and the cramped 
and inconvenient farm-houses, the kitchen fire-places, the bare floors, 
the rough walls, the home-made furniture, the cupboard of rough 
shelves, which largely prevailed within my own recollection, have been 
supplanted by modern cottages, containing the conveniences of life, and 
the farmers’ tables are loaded with food that was then considered lux- 
uries. The appliances for cultivation, the toole for plowing, sowing, 
reaping, and thrashing, and the facilities for marketing have all been 
improved, The farmer, as a rule, works fewer hours, and his children 
do not go to the field as so tender an age. The hardest portions of his 
work, once done by hand, are now accomplished by machinery. His 
children are better clothed and better educated. In short, in every 
way the farmer of to-day, even if his farm is mortgaged, lives better 
than the man who held the mortgage did in the ante bellum days. 

What does our experience as a nation during the century of our ex- 
istence show as to the effect of a protective policy upon the farmer and 
other productive interests of the country? As I read our history in 
connection with the tariff it shows that absolutely all the prosperity 
of the farmers of this country, as well as all the prosperity we have 
enjoyed as a nation, has been enjoyed when the protective policy has 
Bie pe and that the abandonment of that policy in whole or in part 

always caused business depression, scarcity of employment, low 
wages, and hard times, and that at such times the farmer has always 
suffered most, 

I have not time upon this occasion to review the history of tariff legis- 
lation in this country, but I will briefly refer to a few of the salient 
points of that history. 

One of the strongest reasons which, prior to the adoption of the Con- 
stitution, were urged in favor of a stronger government was that the 
power to regulate commerce, to impose duties upon imports for the 
protection of manufactures, was necessary to revive and make P sso 
perous our languishing industries. The preamble of the first tariff act, 
signed by President Washington, recited that the imposition of duties 
was necessary for the encouragement and protection of manufactures, 
Until 1816 the duties levied were not sufficient to afford adequate pro- 
tection to American industries, but under the tariff acts of 1816, 1824, 
and 1828 more ample protection was given, and the country entered 
upon a career of unexampled prosperity; every industry prospered and 
the Treasury was full. , 

This policy was stricken down, at the demand of the South, by the 
act of 1832, which provided for a gradual reduction of duties, and which 
as gradually brought on a crisis which culminated in 1837 in the great- 
est commercial crash the country ever witnessed, The suffering, low 
wages, and low prices produced a political revolution, and the Whig 
party came into power in 1840 pledged to re-enact a protective system, 
a promise it redeemed in 1842, Again the country began to recover 
from its business prostration and to prosper. 

But under the promise—at least in Pennsylvania—to maintain the 
tariff of 1842, the Democratic party carried the Presidential election of 
1844, and again struck down the protective-tariff system and checked 
the prosperity of the country. The great commercial crisis of 1857 
was a legitimate result of the Democratic tariff policy. 

The Republican party came into power in 1861, and the protective 
policy came to the front. I need not describe the wonderful p: ty 
of this country under the policy adopted and maintained by the Re- 
publican party. It has been without a parallel in the history of the 
world. Our growth in wealth, in population, in resources, has been 
constant and rapid, resulting in the improved condition of every class 
of our citizens. 


HOW DOES THE CONDITION OF THE AMERICAN FARMER COMPARE WITH THE 
CONDITION OF THE FARMER IN FREE-TRADE COUNTRIES? 


It did not oceur to the Senator from Indiana, when he was painting 
the condition of the poor and the depression of the farming interests 
in contrast with the luxury and splendor of the rich and advocating 
tariff for revenue only as a remedy for this inequality, to tellus what 
had been the effect of free trade where it had been tried; whether it 
had there secured employment for the laboring classes and filled their 
homes with comfort. 

England is the great free-trade country, and the Senator would have 


done better to tell us, in his splendid oratory, of the blessings which 
free trade had conferred on the laborer and the poor there, rather than 
to draw on his imagination for the blessings tariff for revenue only would 
confer upon the same classes here; before he charged the present depres- 
sion of the farming industries in this country to the protective system, 
it would have been instractive and would have helped to arrive at cor- 
rect conclusions to consider how free-trade has affected the farmer in 
England and her dependencies. 

For forty years the tariff-for-revenue-only policy has been tried in 
England, and during the whole period the condition of the laboring 
classes has heen growing comparatively worse, If the system has ben- 
efited any class it has been the rich. It has promoted the accumula- 
tion of wealth in the hands of the few and prevented its distribution 
among the many. The wealth of the favored classes has been wrung 
by the employers of labor from the labor of the poor, and has, in turn, 
been wrung from them by the bankers, brokers, and financiers. It has 
promoted the interests of four millions of capitalists at the expense of 
thirty millions of workers. 

In the present condition of England we have an object-lesson we 
would do well to study. On one side, four millions of capitalists, titled 
aristocracy, with wide country seats devoted to po and game pre- 
serves; with magnificent baronial castles filled with costly works of art; 
stables filled with horses which have never been used in any useful or 
profitable employment, and are better cared for every day than the 
thirty millions of human beings who are ground into the earth to sup- 
ply all this magnificence; bankers who go on from day to day adding 
bond to bond and stock to stock, who loan their millions to kings and 
control kingdoms by their wealth; four millions who live in luxury 
such as ne similar number of men in any other country in ancient or 
modern times ever lived, squandering often in vice the gains wrung 
eee under the unequal and unnatural industrial system of Great 

If my friend from Indiana had chosen to picture their great wealth, 
their baronial castles, their festive boards, and their splendid equi 
their extravagances and their vices, what a field it would have been for 
his rhetoric. But let us turn to the other side of the picture. 

Thirty millions of people, millions of whom were once prosperous 
farmers, small traders, employers of labor, well-to-do merchants, and 
day-laborers, under the system which placed their labor in competition 
with the labor of the world, have been growing poorer and poorer, and 
their condition has gone from bad to worse. The harvest of the system 
is thirty millions out of thirty-four millions of people who dwell in pov- 
erty and starvation and rags. There are among them one million of 
paupers; millions who are half clothed; millions out of employment, 
while fourteen millions find employment for but a portion of the time 
only, and work for starvation wages at that. 

If my friend from Indiana had wanted examples of business depres- 
sion, poverty, squalor, and wretchedness from which to draw conclu- 
sions as to the relative merits of the American system of protection 
and the British system of free trade, he could have found them in free- 
trade England, and if he had wanted an illustration of what Great 
Britain would make this country if she had the power to force her 
economic theories upon us, he could have found it in Ireland. Does 
England advocate free trade for the United States from unselfish mo- 
tives? Do her rich manufacturers maintain agents and circulate their 
free-trade literature in this country for our good? No; England would 
like to monopolize the workshops of the world and make the people 
of all other nations hewers of wood and drawers of water. 

All remember how, when President Cleveland sent his free-trade 
message to Congress and the Mills bill was reported in the House, the 
whole press of England and Scotland teemed day after day and week 
after week with eulogies of President Cleveland; how they heralded 
the message as in the interest of free trade; how they predicted pros- 
perity for their depressed and languishing industries if the Cleveland 
policy should prevail in the United States. It is for her own interest, 
or rather, I should say, in the interest of the governing classes, that 
she advocates free trade. It is with the hope of breaking down the 
manufacturing and commercial industries of other nations and pro- 
moting her own. 

In a speech which I made in the Senate on the 12th of March, 1888, 
I had a passage read from the speech of an English free-trader concern- 
ing the controversy between the United States and Great Britain over 
the Oregon Territory. My apology for repeating it, if one is needed, 
is its peculiar interest for the people of the Northwest. I then said: 

SHALL ENGLAND CONQUER THE OREGON TERRITORY BY FREE TRADE? 


The present conspiracy oe the material interests of the Pacific coast re- 
minds me of the remarkable utterances of an English statesman, Mr, Fox, 
nearly forty-three years ago, at Covent Garden Theater, London, April 9, 1845, 
in suey ene, he Oregon controversy, during President Polk's ndiatnlatention 


when the ying ory for political parties was ‘54° 40’ or fight.” I ask the Sec- 
retary to read this remarkable prediction of Mr. Fox. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. in the chair). The Secretary willread 


as requested, 
The Secretary read as Sere: 
“Quarrel about this? hy, we might just as well be invited by Peel and 
Polk to fight about mountains in the moon. 
Sewhis hours qo ave endl woe OAN LANN Gear coma POSA upon tee bank pore 
ome re and see w can uce upon 
tions of the sell; on DMAE AADAT Sadrohes oa take enections tail FIIT soon 


become more valuable. And when man has ocoupied pey Algum industry has 


driven its car of ful conquest around the borders vast land, when 
towns have arisen and cities appeared with their thronging numbers, when 
the Rocky Mountains are tunneled and rail and canal have united the Atlantio 
and c, when the waters of the Columbia swarm with steam-boats, why, 
then will be the time to talk of the O. m territory; then, without a ment 
or line-of-battle ship, without bombarding any town whatever, free trade will 
conquer the Oregon territory for us, and will conquer the United States for us 
also as far as it is desirable either for us or for them that there should be any 
conquest whatever in the case. Free trade will establish there all the insignia 
of conquest. When their products come here, and those of our industry return 
there will be scarcely a laborer upon the vane forest that he is clearing but will 
wear upon his back, to his ve irt, the livery of Manchester. The knife with 
which he carves his game will have the mark of Sheffield upon ite blade as a 
testimony of our supremacy. Every handkerchief waved upon the banks of the 
Missouri willbe the waving ofan English banner from Spitalfields. Throughout 
the country there will be marks of ourskilland greatness, and tribute paid for us 
received not by warriors or BOTS OT, BOS coming directly into the national 
treasury, but flowing into the pockets of the industrious and toiling poor, refresh- 
ing iada and enriching those who pursue it, giving them an imperial heritage 
beyond the wide Atlantic. Why, they will conquered, for they will wor! 
for us; and what can the conquered do more for their masters? They will 
yoy corn for us, they will grind it, and send us the flour; they will fatten pigs 
or us upon the peaches of their large wooded grounds: they will send us what- 
eyer they can produce that we want, and without asking us to put our band 
in our pocket in order, by taxation, to pay a governor there for quarrelin: 
with their representatives or soldiery to bayonet their multitudes. There 
nothing upon earth worthier the name of empire than this; this is a nobler 
kind of dominion, less degrading both for the one party and for the other, less 
debasing than any sovereignty that was ever won by armies, and, being so won, 
reiuctantly swayed by scepters.”’ 

Mr. Dotex, This passage has heretofore appeared to be a piece of brilliant 
oratory, the offspring of a vivid imagination. It now, in view of the recom- 
mendations of S Damvoraiic administration and the action of a majority of the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House, seems almost like the voice of 
prophecy, and it begins to look as if the Cobden Club, re-enforced by the Ad- 
ministration, is about to succeed in conquering O: n, destroying her wool in- 
terest, and bringing to pass the event predicted by Fox, when there will be 
scarcely a laborer in Oregon, not only in the pine forests that he is clearing, but 
in the valleys and on the hill-sides he is tilling, but will wear on his back to his 
very shirt the costly livery of Manchester, and that to be paid for in wheat at 
60 cents per bushel Inid down in Liverpool. . 

Mr, President, the more the boasted prosperity of England under free 
trade is examined the clearer will it appear to be the prosperity of the 
privileged classes, a prvepetity measured by the increasing fortunes of 
her millionaires, by the bank accounts of the rich, by the luxuries which 
inherited fortunes and fortunes wrung from the laboring classes insure 
to them. Her system of political economy has destroyed agriculture, 
has driven many important industries from the country, has thrown a 
large proportion of her population out of employment and driven them 
to more prosperous countries. Not only is the prosperity of 4,000,000 
of her population secured at the expense of the other 30,000,000, but 
at the expense of her dependencies wherever they have not rebelled 
against the system, and at the expense of other and weaker nations 
wherever she could succeed by diplomacy or force in destroying their 
industrial interests to build up her own. 

But as even the rich can not long prosper when laboris unemployed, 
when agriculture is apad, when other industries are paralyzed, it 
was inevitable that a timeshould come when the depression caused by 
free trade should become universal. To-day the English capitalist 
finds it difficult to employ his capital in England and foresees that 
there is bound soon to be a breaking up of the present system, that a 
day of reckoning is at hand, and he is casting about for some safe and 
profitable field for investment. Strange as it may appear, free-trade 
English capitalists are investing their surplus millions in this country, 
where labor is protected against the cheap labor and cheap-labor prod- 
ucts of England. Millions of dollars of British capital, which, under 
a system of political economy that would foster industries and give em- 
ployment to home labor, would be invested in England, are being in- 
vested in the United States. English capitalists with free trade drove 
English artisans and English laborers to protected America, and were 
themselyes driven there to find employment for their capital. 

Every great industry in the United States which has been built up 
by the maintenance of the American system of protection, and which 
has given employment to American citizens in our towns and cities, 
and thus created a home market for the products of the farm, is to-day 
being examined by agents of English capitalists with a view of being 

urchased by English syndicates. Several important industries of the 
United States within the past year have been transferred to British 
owners. I saw a statement not long since—I know not what founda- 
tion there may be for it—that a syndicate of English capitalists were 
negotiating for the purchase of the salmon canneries on the Columbia 
River with a view of controlling the cannery business in Washington 
andOregon. All this shows thatat last free trade, by destroying many 
industries of England, has, in its de effects, reached the men 
who have heretofore been benefited by it, and is driving them for the 
employment of their capital out of Great Britain, as it has heretofore 
driven millions of artisans and laborers from England and Ireland to 
find employment elsewhere for their labor. 

THE HANDWRITING ON THE WALL. 

The Senator from Indiana predicted that the handwriting is on the 
wall foreshado the downfall of the protective On the 
contrary, let me tell him that the decree is already written in the his- 
tory of the near future for the abandonment by Great Britain of her 
nonsensical and suicidal economic system, and that with that will fall 


the whole fabric of free trade, whi is to-day only supported by Eng- 
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land and her Crown colonies, which have no power to impose duties 
for their own protection. To prove that Ihave not overdrawn the per 
ure of the condition of England under free trade, I will quote from 
an English writer whose burning and eloquent words will show tbat 
he possesses the requisite knowledge and ability to enable him to 
with certainty as to facts and to draw correct conclusions from 
them. Heis not one of the thirty million reduced to poverty and pau- 
rism by free trade; he belongs to the aristocratic four million. But 
is eyes have been opened to see the iniquities of a system which 
has produced such sad results in England, his ears are open to the cries 
of distress that come up for relief from every quarter of the United 
Kingdom, and, in the interest of humanity, inspired by patriotism, he 
has voiced the wrongsofhiscountrymen. Ihold in my hand a pamphlet 
entitled A Forbidden Subject; or, Protection to British Industry, by 
Sir Edward Sullivan, Bart. I wish the rules of the Senate permit- 
ted me to incorporate in my remarks the suggestive cut upon the first 
cover, which represents the British Lion securely chained in a barrel 
labeled ‘‘ Free trade;’’ his tail, protruding through a hole, is twisted 
into a knot on the outside, to further secure his safe confinement, while 
above him, sailing in cloudless skies in freedom and sunshine, is a bird, 
which I suppose represents the American le. 

Nowhere have I seen the questions of free trade and protection pre- 
sented with greater terseness and pungency than in this pamphlet. 
Nearly every sentence is a text. The subject is discussed in a series of 
short essays under the following titles: 

“A forbidden subject.’ ‘ Near is my shirt, but nearer is my skin.” “The 
cheap loaf No.1." “The cheap loaf No.2.” “The necklace of Siva.” “ Gen- 
eral emplo ment.” “Is England to go out of tillage?” “Sham.” “Shrink- 
nge.” “The logic of facts,” “ Protectio: 


“Prosperity by arithmetic.” Staite N 
five-shilling duty on corn.” “The burning question.” “The capital of labor.” 


I wish every voter in the United States had a copy of this phlet 
that he might read the baronet’s eloquent plea on behalf of the 30,- 
000,000 workers in England for protection, and their protest against 
the foolish free-trade policy of England, and that he might learn, what 
is the fact, that there is a serious growing sentiment and movementin 
England against that policy. I propose to incorporate in my remarks 
quotations from some of these essays, that they may reach some of the 
farmers and laboring men of my State. 

Under the title of ‘* A forbidden subject,” the baronet says: 


We know perfectly well that Das Á many of us are in our hearts thinking 

scandal of “free trade; ” praying for higher prices, though we know that higher 

prices can only come with protection. 
* * * * * * * 

Yes, there are actually idiots going about the county talking scandal about 
free trade—and Iam one of them—and this is what I say: That after forty years’ 
experience of one-sided free trade the condition of labor in the United Kingdom 
is very sanning That many industries have died out or removed to other 
countries; that in nearly every industry English labor is undersold by foreign 
Jabor; that in most industries four days is now considered a week's work. That 
agricultural wages are dropping to a point never before reached; that in many 
counties the laborers are competing for work at 10s. and 9s, a week. That, in 
spite of excessive cheapness, there are millions in the country who only taste 
fresh meat once a week, or once a fortnight, and milk never. That the per 
class number 7,000,000 in a population of 34,000,000. That t are 14,500,000 of 
the community speaker May than 10s. 6d. per week. ‘That flesh and blood never 
was so cheap, the sweating system never so cruel. That land is rapidly going 
out of cultivation. That every year, witha idly increasing ion, we 
are growing less food. That agriculture in all its branches is rapidly declining. 
That whilst our lands are going out of tillage those who are ready and anxious 
to till them are standing idle. 

That land-owners, tenants, laborers, county tradesmen, represent 10,000,000 or 
12,000,000 directly or indirectly dependent on agriculture. That agriculture. 
the growing of food for the people, must always be the most important interest 
in ev community. That, of all the ways in which capital can be bao pact 
agriculture is by far the most advantageous to society. That no y ret 
puts into motion so much productive labor as that of the farmer. to im- 
pose conditions under which the land can not be cultivated is devising the most 
gigantic “lock-out” ever conceived. That the United Kingdom is the only 
country in the world that is going out of tillage. That everywhere else, in 
France, in Germany, Belgium, tillage is extending. That to advocate a return 
from tillage to grazing is like advocating a return from express trains to stage 

ns. That tillage produces eight times the amountof human food, employs 
three times the amount of human labor ngs ther re does. That, therefore, the 
return from tillage to ing means the igre of one-half of the popula- 
tion. That all production that does not pay its cost ceases. 

That, therefore, if growing food does not pay its cost, it will cease. That em- 
ployment, not cheapness, is the mainspring of natio: prosperity and content- 
ment, That the way to make a nation happy and prosperous is to give every- 
body an opportunity of being employed. t the idea of supplying a popula- 
tion of 24,000,000 with everything at a lower price than they can produce it is 


ey the most preposterous nonsense that ever entered the human mind. 
hat this is actually what free trade pretends to do; we are attempting to sup- 
ply ourselyes with everything cheaper than we can produce it, in other 


wo we p! before our workers cheap food, but put it out of their power to 
earn the money to buy it. That there is hardly an article in the world that can 
not be produced cheaper in some other country than in England. That freight 
and transport are so cheap that nearly everything will now pay the cost of 
aoe to England. That, owing to her insular position, surrounded on all 
sides by ports and harbors, England is more vulnerable to industrial invasion 
than any country in the world. That, owing to the extravagant and unthrifty 
character of her people, England is the one country in the world that requires 
Rete 
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ition in cheapness means competition in cheap labor; Viney ype in chea; 
r means competition in flesh and blood; and competition in flesh and bl 

isslavery. That excessive competition is the greatest curse that can be im- 
posedona working community. That the unrestricted labor competition ofthe 
whole world is rap’ Ay making the conditions of English labor im e. That 
cheap clothing and cheap food are of no value if human labor is cheaper still. 
That excessive cheapness is of no value tothe community without employment. 
That employment means cheapness. That those who have employment can 
buy. That those who have notemployment can not buy. R 

hat the first and ount duty of every Government is tọ encourage 
conditions under which every one can find employment. That we import 
manufactures and export manufacturers; import agricultural produce and ex- 
pa agricultural laborers; export strong men and import hoige paupers., 

at to advocate emigration, with our fields untilled and 7,000,000 of our popu 
lation half clothed, is monstrous. That board of trade returns are mere flap- 
doodle, the food of fools. That foreign imports and foreign rts alone are 
no proof of national p: rity. That internal production and internal con- 
sumption are the only proofs of national prosperity. That free trade hasruined 
Ireland, and protection alone can restore it to p: rity and contentment, 
That the ches countries are those most unfavorable to labor. That free 
trade means pness to the rich, the idlers, those with fixed incomes; but 
longer hours, lower wages, harder work to the workers. That the workersare 
twenty to one to the idlers, and therefore free trade sacrifices the interests of 
the nineteen to the interests of the one. 

Thatin no other community in the world has the Government ventured to im- 

pose the tyranny of unrestricted foreign competition on the workers. That for- 
eign competition cheapens everything the working classes produce, but cheap- 
ens nothing they consume except food. That protection raises the price of one 
article they consume, but also raises the price of everything they produce. That 
higher prices for what ats roduce mean yea wages, less grinding competi- 
tion, a higher standard of life. That five shillings spent on the produce of g- 
lish labor benefits the wong class more than fifty shillings spent on the prod- 
uce of foreign labor. That it does not follow we eat more corn because we 
import more corn; we may grow less, That it does not follow we consume more 
silks because we import more, if we give up procu silks. That itis home 
trade enriches the working classes. That 25,000,000 of the population depend on 
the supply and demand of home trade. That they consume no foreign 
whatsoever. That it is manifestly unjust as between class and class to 
everything the poor produce artificially cheap. Thatindeed the tendency o t 
to be the other way; that the cultural classes are the best customers of 
manufacturing classes. That they consume no foreign manufactures, That, 
with the exception of food, foreign competition does not cheapen one single 
article the working classes consume; as a rule they consume entirely of 
English manufacture. That when the agricultural classes are doing well they 
buy; that when they are doing badly they “do without.” That the wealth of 
a nation is the value of what it produces, That under foreign competition the 
value of everything we produce is decreasing every year. That to say that 
under these conditions we are getting richer is absurd. That every year the 
balance of foreign trade is £100,000,000 nstus. This has to be paid. 

Economists may argue until they are black in the face how it ip omg it does 
not signify twopence; ithastobe paidsomehow. That one-sided trade isa 

me of lose, tails you win. That every one is getting poorer who 

eals in labor and every one is richer who deals in money. That unrestricted 
foreign competition is so evidently destructive of the vested interests and rights 
of labor that out of England no single statesman has ever considered it worth 
a moment's consideration. That in America the working classes believe toa 
man that in eng are the aristocracy have forced free trade on the workin 
classes in order t they may buy their foreign luxuries cheap. They can nm 
conceive that any working community can be such fools asto invite unrestricted 
foreign competition, that is killing their industries and driving them out of 
their country. That thirty-nine-fortieths of mankind look upon free trade as 
absolute nonsense, unworthy a moment's serious consideration, That it is only 
a question of the majority. 

£5,000 desire protection and 20,000 do not it isa monopoly. If 20,000 desire it 
and 5,000 do not it is common sense. When the majority are for protection, pro- > 
tection is right; when the majority are against protection, protection is wrong. 
That free-tradersa conceal the truth from the working classes. They tell them 
that labor is in a worse condition in America, France, Germany, and Belgium 
than it isin England, which is not true. They tell them that under any cir- 
cumstances they can beat the foreigner, which isnot true. They do not tell them 
that under protection the wages in France, Belgium, and Germany have nearly 
doubled. Thatforty years ago these countries had no manufacturing industries; 
that now they are teeming with them. That fifty years ago America had no 
manufacturing regres! f whatever; that now she sappie the entire wants of 
50,000,000 of people, besides exporting everywhere. ey do not tell them that 
in every country in the world, except England, agriculture is ing. They 
do not tell them that for every sovereign that was in circulation ong years 
there are three sovereigns to-day. That itis the increased circulation of go! 
and the spread of steam—not England removing her import duties—that have 
caused the increased trade of the world. They do not tell them that English 
laborers, with l4s. a week (it ought to be sen can not grow wheat as cheaply as 
Indian ryota, with 2s. a week; that English operatives, working fifty-two 
hours for 25s., can not produce as recente as French, German, or Belgian op- 
eratives, working seventy hours for 20s, The working classes do not know the 
truth, and those who want their votes have not the courage to tell 
. . * * * * 

If English consumers are to be supplied by foreign producers, how are Eng- 
lish ucers to live? How can they buy if they have not got any money? 
and how are they to get any money if they don’tearn any wages? and how are 
they to earn any wages if Soy don't get any work? How can t consume 
unless they first produce? d the folly of man ever conceive more suicidal 
nonsense than a scheme for supelying an industrial community of 34,000,000 
with e g they consume from abroad cheaper than they can produce it 
themselves? Itis simply a scheme for depriving our biakan PPE of work, 
Itis only political economists run riot whocould have conceived it. 

s s * . * s * 

The foolish fellow in the fable who pulled down his chimneys and bricked up 
his fire-places because the almanac told him it was June was a wise man com- 
pared tothose who throw off their coats in order to keep warm and encourage 
cheap labor in order to keep up high wages. 

Let me repeatthe proposition. If an industrial community insists upon being 
supplied with everything it consumes cheaper than it can be produ: at home, 
there soon be no work for that community to do. It must leave the coun- 
try or starve, It was always a certainty that directly our workers realized the 
fact that the foreigners were taking the bread out of their mouths they would 
call for protection. Well, that time has come, and they do realize it. Thein- 
stinct of selfpreservation is awakened, and it is possible they may make itvery 
hot for those who have so long been leading them astray from the paths of com- 
mon sense. Industrial depression has been so long reaching wages that perme 
began to fancy it would never reach them atall. But it has, e great indus- 
trial boom put it off ten years, but at last it has come. 

The cause of the delay is very simple. Up to the present time the immense 
industrial by poe of the country has stood between English end Kerr, work- 
men, and so long as that buffer remained the former no’ Ish 


them. 
* 


of the competition with cheap labor; now it is gone, and they are fuce to face 
with their enemy. First the employers lost their profits, then they lost their 
capital, and now at last the workersare losing their wages. Theshoe is begin- 
ning to pinch, and the reaction has commenced. It was a certainty. The em- 
apg man: to live without his profits; he may struggle on even if he 

half capital; he has his a economy to ie him; but when 
the workman loses employmentheisdone. Notheories will help himthen; he 
wants remedies, and very quickly,too. It is a case of work or workhouse, 

Under the head of ‘‘ Near is my shirt, but nearer is my skin,” he 
says: 

In industrial country in the world except England it is ized that 
the first daty of tho Government is to promote the employment of the people; 
in other words, to protect their industries. In every other industrial sonny 
but the industries of the people are p Is it so certain that all 
the whole world is wrong and England only right? In every country except 
England it is allowed that the interests of those who both produce and consume 
are greater than the interests of those who only consume, In ev industrial 
community out of England it isallowed that employment is of more importance 
than mere cheapness. In England alone it is maintained that cheapness is of 
more ee than Ss Areeven free-traders infallible? Is there 
any doubt which is right? i mes gives the means of buying; cheap- 
ness does not give the means of buying. 

The penny roll is now down at a halfpenny; and thousands of the unem- 

would be much better off with the penny roll at twopence if they had 
on to buy it with, When a cry goes up from the unemployed 
in it Taai by an assurance from the Cobden Club that workmen are 
far worse off in foreign countries. The intormation I have gathered on this sub- 
with much care satisfies me that this statement is absolutely untrue; that it 
in fact, the actual reverse of the truth, There is industrial distress in other 
countries, no doubt, but nothing like the industrial distress that exists in Eng- 
. There is this immense difference: Other nations suffer chiefly from the 
results of their own overproduction, whereas England suffers from the over- 
production of the whole world, 


Under the title of ‘Cheap loaf No. 2,’’ he says: 


Itis pry sey pt Englishmen to understand this one great fact, that a popu- 
lation of 34,000,000 of le inhabiting a country of 77,000,000 of acres, with, all 
the resources of civil on and with the cheapest coal and iron in the world, 
with still working capital left, a good climate, a splendid seacoast, can with the 
greatest ease supply all its food and all its manufactured requirements, pro- 
vided the people wish to work; if they won't work, cadet qumstio; but poy Aa 
like other workers all over the world: they will work if the conditions of labor 
are sufficiently favorable; if they are not, they will not work. The farmers 
will till their fields if they can make a profit by doing so; if can not, they 
will let them lie fallow. Those whotell Englishmen they can not supply their 

wants in Itural and manufactured produce tell them what is not true. 
Our total imports (1879) were £378,000,000. If we were to return to the practice 
of common sense and of “civilized mankind,” and admit duty free tea, coffee, 
cocoa, sugar, tobacco, that we can not produce at home, and puta high duty 
on all foreign luxuries, wine, spirits, and on all agricultural and manufactured 
i interfere with employment at home, we should, if the importa- 
continued, relieve our taxation to the extent of £30,000,000 a year; or, if the 
ove geben ceased and we produced these articles ourselves, we should, with- 
out exaggeration, add £60,000,000 or £70,000,000 directly and indirectly to the 
class of the community. Now, this is no exaggeration. The 
tranny yi one-sided free trade, in which England has given away every- 

ng and received nothing in return, is passing away. The sl risal 
half awake and himself uneasily, “Is this true or isit only a dream? ” 
Pg it is no dream. the awakening be complete and soon; itcan not be 
soon, 


Under the caption of ‘‘ Necklace of Siva,” he says: 
From Cape Comorin to Cashmere the credulous Hindoo bows himself before 
the great god Siva the Destroyer. From the Land's End to John O'Groat's 


House the credulous operative bows himself before rgd proat Competition 
the Destroyer. The Siva of the Hindoo is a cruel „adorned with a necklace 


of skulls, and propitiated with oblations of bl and human sacrifices., The 
Siva of the tish o tive is also a cruel god, adorned with a necklace of 
skulls and propitiated with the life blood of many millions of workers, 
s e s * * * * 
competition must come in this industrial world; but woe to those 
who add com. to competition till there is no place left for the worker. 
In the fierce for gold and the fiercer struggle for life, the weak, of 


course, will go to wall and get crushed and trodden under foot, All I 


ask of political economists is to devise laws that shall minimize the number of 
those must fall in the industrial strife, not laws that multiply it. The 
greatest benefactor to industrial mankind is the legislator or economist who di- 


minishes competition, and the curse to industrial mankind is the one 
who artificially increases it. “But,” say our instructors, “ competition is not a 
eruel god that delights in a necklace of skulls,” ete. Let us see. A wretched 
woman stitches shirts at 4d, a dozen, her very life all the time passing Sone 
her fingers into her work. ‘You must look alive, my good woman,” says the 
slopmaster; “you must stitch a pona deal harder than you have done if you 
wish me to employ you. Ihave m paying you 4d. a dozen forstitching these 
but now I find I can get them stitch 
ry ths r 3d, per dozen. You must do them for 3d. a dozen or lose my work.” 
“ But I can’t stitch them for 3d. a dozen,” answers the poor woman; “already 
I stitch sixteen hours a day, often more; my fingers are sore; I have to pay for 
my light and for my needles and thread, and all I can earn is 3s, 6d, per week. 
Iwill to stitch cheaper, I will indeed; but for God's sake don't take away 


as well in Belgium, Saxony, and 


my work, orIstarve.” “I agg ine Peed ” saysthe slopmaster, who realizes her 

“butwhatcanIdo? Businessis business; competition is so severe that 
I must have the chea; labor. If shirts ean be stitched for 3d, a dozen abroad 
I must get them sti for 3d. a dozen at home or lose the trade,” And soan- 


other skull is added to the necklace of Siva. The same with chainmakers or 
nailmakers. ‘“ Now, then, my man,” we say to the foreman or gangman, “you 
must make these women and children of yours work harder than they haye 
been doing. I find I have been paying you too much, I can get the work done 
cheaperabroad.” “But,” saysthe gangmaster, “I can't get any more work out 
of them. I work them as long as the Jaw allows me, and longer, too; and if 
you look at them I think you will see by their appearance that I do not allow 
them to waste their time.’ 

“Well, I don’t know anything about that; all I know is that unless you can 
supply me with chains and nailscheaper than you have done I shall be obli 


to buy my chains and my nails abroad,” so there is another turn of 
screw and more skulls added to the necklace of Siva. Sooner or later the com- 
petiti es competition in cheap r, and competition in 


on becom: labo: 
labor means competition in flesh and blood. Flesh and bl is plenty, 
pen: are scarce, and therefore the holders of the pennies haye the game 
their hands. They get a great deal of flesh and blood fortheir pennies. And 
bh has no claim on them; they have not to replace it. You 
buy your horse, and if you work him to death you must buy another, but you 
do not buy the women who stitch your shirts, or your chain-makers, or your 


nailmakers, or those who make cheap clothes in the sweating den, They cost 
you no money. If they worked themselves to death it is no loss to you; a hun- 
dred others are always ready to take the vacant place, When men, women, 
and children can work no more they go to the hospital or the workhouse to 


die, probably to many of them the happiest hours of their r, joyless lives, 
to learn, per! alas, too late, that thero are conditions aden 7 ich life is 
worth living. But does it signify? Who cares? 


“Rattle his bones over the stones; 
He's only a pauper, whom nobody owns,” 


It's only a few more victims on the altar of competition, a few more skulls 
added to the necklace of Siva. This is not the fault of the employers of labor. 
They may be, and very likely are, as kind-hearted as their neighbors, but they 
have no choice, It is the fault of those vain theorists who have artificially stim- 
ulated competition until the conditions of labor have become fatal. 


In his essay on ‘* General employment’? he says: 


The prosperity of an industrial community like England may be summed up 
in the two words, eralemployment. Generalemployment means content- 
ment, sobriety, self-respect, and the general progress and improvement of the 
working ¢ The want of it means the very reverse of all this. General 
rae ae ape is of far greater importance to an industrial community than cheap 
food; the cheapest food will be dear if there are no earnings wherewith to pur- 
chase it, Itis of far more importance than cheap luxuries. It is of far more 
moment to the community that the producing class should have general em- 
perpen should be able to earn we to keep themselves and those depend- 

gon them in th, comfort, and respectability, than that the owners of 
realized and fixed incomes should be able to buy ir luxuries at a somewhat 
cheaper rate, 


Under the title of **Is England to go out of tillage?’’ he says: 


“Are you apprised,” said Grattan, ninety years ago, inone of his magnificent 
orations, “that the paston of Ireland is not less than 6,000,000, and that a 
great proportion of that number are ple connected with tillage? If you 

out of tillage, what will you do with that j pataran pon " We can answer 
rattan's inquiry. Since he spoke one-third of Ireland has gone out of tillage 
and one-third of her ulation has left the country; and abhor present rate of 
decrease a few years will see one-third of England also gone out of tillage and 
one-third of her population leave the country. England and Ireland are going 
out of tillage. Thatis the terrible truth I wish to bring home to the convic- 
tion of all thinking people. Why are they going out of tillage? For the very 
simple reason that tillage does not pay, use the value of the article pro- 
duced is not equal to the cost of producing it, 


Under the title of “Sham ” he says: 


After all, the Senin Tipe with the working classes is one of w: . What 
on earth do they care for theories of political economy, for ‘Adam Smith, or Mill, 
or Cobden, or Bright, except as guides to a "better land?" 

‘The cost of agricultural produce is everywhere more than anything a case 
of wages, and when we are urging our agricultural to produce corn as 
cheap asit can be produced in India, in America, Wallachia, Egypt, Turkey, 
Poland, etc., we are urging them to do what, with their present rate of wages, 
is impossible. In India, agricultural wages are lid. a day; in Turkey, t, 
the shores of the Baltic, about 3d. or 4d. In America and Canada dail wages 
are very high; butagricultural laboris only employed four months in the year. 
The farmer only employs labor to plow and sow the seed and harvest the crop, 
Directly harvest is over he sends his corn to the nearest locks up the 
farm, and all hands, himself very often included, go off into the forest lumber- 
ing till summer comes again, We say to our farmers, “ You must grow wheat 
in competition with Poles, Turks, ryots, fellahs, Wallachians.” Suppose they 
were to answer, “ Well, we can do so if we have labor at lid. a day,” what 
would our economists say then? They want to have their cake and to eat it 
too. They want high wages and cheap produce, but this is impossible. 

And under ‘‘ Shrinkage ’’ he says: 

Now, what do the working classes really want? They want their industrial 

lives to be brighter, gayer, more hopeful, less labo be 


tected from excessive competition; from the competition of underpaid r; 
from competition that makes their industrial life intolerable to them, that lowers 


m to wages, protection to labor, 
ihelally inorease the price 


s a . * * s 

In France, Germany, and America, protection argues thus: ‘‘ We have large 
populations, amounting to from 35,006, to 50,000,000. Every individual of this 
population has to be fed and clothed and housed and supplicd with necessaries 
and luxuries. This constitutesan immense home market. If we keepitas 3 
ng popula- 


l bo 


than mere cheapness. 
and pomeri Forei 
ofall. 
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advantages in the way of cost or transit to come over and supply us. 
as there ever such a case of national madness, of industrial suicide? 

E year our population increases, every r their consumption of every- 
thing increases, every year our production every 
less money on production at home and spend more money on pi 
Are wemad? Ithinkso. It is wellthecountry should realize, if inthe ominous 
murmur of approaching revolution she can realizeanything, thatthe of 
‘industrial shrinkage that isnow going on is universal. Itaffectsevery industry, 
enyen Sem cultural, almost without exception. England is bleed- 
ing at every industrial pore. Foreign trade profits individ home trade 
profits the whole community. The money that jis turned over once in foreign 
trade is turned over ten times in home trade. Foreign trade enriches the deal- 
ers, home trade enriches the producer. A dozen orso great bankers and brokers 
and financiers and foreigners and dealers in money are now making money, 
but all the rest of the community are losing it. 


The Senator from Indiana proposes, as a remedy for the existing de- 
prno of the agricultural interests of this country, a policy which 
been the cause of the destruction of the agricultural interests of 
Great Britain and of all the misery and wretchedness so vividly and 
truthfally portrayed by the writer of the foregoing extracts. 

But, for fear that it may be claimed that the distress in England has 
been overdrawn by Mr. Sullivan, I will quote briefly from an official 
report to the same effect. 

I am indebted for it to the speech delivered in the Senate on the 16th 
of October, 1888, by the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 
The report I refer to is a report from a commission that was appointed 
on the 29th day of August, 1885. On thatdate Victoria,*‘ by the grace 
of God, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, Queen, 
defender of the Faith,” issued a commission to certain *‘ trusty and 
well-beloved cousins and councilors’’ and others, numbering twenty- 
six, the Earl of Iddlesleigh being the first and the Earl of Dunraven 
being the second, the object whereof is set forth in the commission, as 
follows: 


Whereas we have deemed it expedient that a commission should forthwith 
issue to inquire and report upon the extent, nature, and probable causes of the 
depression now or recently prevailing in various branches of trade and indus- 
try, and whether it can be alleviated by legislative or other measures. 


Sir James Caird, the senior land commissioner for England and a 
great authority, testified before the commission to the continual de- 
pression and ruin among the agricultural classes of England. After 
giving the result as to the different countries, he was asked: 


Have you made any generalization of the result? 

Answer. Yes, I havo. The present ascompared with ten years ago as deduced 
by me from these figures, which I have already given, would show on an aver- 
age thatthe landlords haye lost 30 per cent., the tenants 60 per cent., and the 
laborers 10 per cent., and pein that into figures, it brings out that on £65,000,000 
of rental for the United Kingdom the landlords’ loss of 30 per cent. would be 
equal to about £20,000,000, and the tenants’ 60 per cent., inasmuch as their income 
may be taken at half the rental, would be just the same; that is to say, per 
cent. on half the rental is also £20,000,000. ith regard to the laborers there was 
a difficulty in estimating the amount of reduction, but I will place before your 
lordships the way in which I endeavored to arrive at it. 


The following is from the final report: 


years, but it is not now at its highest point. The rate for piece- 
work has diminished for nearly all cases. A reduction is reported in hours of 
work of from three to four hours a week during the last fifteen years. Both the 
quantity and the quality of the work produced havelargely increased. Summar- 
izing very briefly the answers which we received to our questions and the oral 
evidence given before eee would appear to bea general agreement among 
those whom we consulted— 

A. That the trade and industry of the country are in a condition which may 
be fairly described as depressed. 

B, That by this depression is meanta diminution and in some cases an ab- 
pogre of profit, with a corresponding diminution of employment for the labor- 

g classes. 

C. That neither the volume of trade nor the amount of capital invested therein 

PESIN fallen off, though the latter has in many cases diminished in 
value, 
D. That the depression above referred to dates from about the year 1875, and 
that, with the exception of a short cee of prosperity enjoyed by certain 
branches of trade in the years 1880 to 1883, it has proceeded with tolerable uni- 
formity and has affected the trade and industry of the country y, but 
more ey. those branches which are connected with 

As regards the causes which have contributed to bring about this state of 
things, there was, as mene be expected, less unanimity of opinion, but the fol- 
Jowing enumeration will, we think, include all those to which any importance 
was attached : 

First. Overproduction. 
ee d. The continuous fall of prices caused by the depreciation of the stand- 

ue. 

Third. The effect of foreign tarifs and bounties and the restrictive commer- 
cial policies of foreign countries in limiting our markets. 

Fourth, Foreign competition, which we are beginning to feel both in our own 
and neutral markets. 

Fifth. An increase in local taxation and the burdens of industry generally. 

Sixth. Cheaper rates of carriage enjoyed by our foreign competitors. 
ao Legislation affecting the employment of labor in industrial under- 

ngs. 

Eighth. Superior technical education of the workmen in foreign countries, 1 

Those who may be said to represent the producer have mainly dwelt upon 
the restriction and even the absence of profit in their respective businesses. It 
is from this class, and more renege Mil the employers of labor, that the 
complaints chiefly proceed, On the other hand, those classes of the population 
who derive their income from rie ve Er investments, or from Pop Wee Ce: 

have pone of 
y the remarkably low prices 


We may therefore sum up the chief features of the commercial situation as 

A. A very serious falling offin the ee value ofthe produce of the soil; 
creased productio: other of commodities; 

©. A tendency in the supply of commodities to outrun the demand; 

D. A diminution in 

E. A similar diminution in the rate of capital. 

The i production, whether ag- 


afactur! 
among all the producing classes. Those.on he 
of fixed es or who draw their incomes from fixed investments, have ap- 
parently little to complain of, and we think that so far as regards the purchasing 
power of wages a similar remark will apply to the laboring classes. 

We are disposed to think that one of the agencies which have tended 
to perpetuate this state of things is the protectionist aag of so many foreign 
eountries, which has become more marked during the last ten years than at 
any previous period of similar length. The high prices which p: se- 
cures to the purchaser within its protected area naturally stimulate production 
and impel him to engage in competition in foreign markets. ‘The surplus pro- 
duction which can not finda market at home is sent abroad, and in fo 
markets undersells the commodities produced under less artificial conditions, 
The natural growth of the industries of foreign countries, possessing in many 
cases the population and other resources required for successful manufacturing 
enterprise, has also contributed to produce the same result, 

We have, as above pointed out, suffered a serious loss in our purchasin 
power by reason of the deficient or unremuneratiye character of the produce o 
the soil. Sir James Caird estimates the loss in Popeye power of the classes 
enga; in or connected with agriculture at £42,800,000 duri: the year 1885, 
and the loss in several of the preceding years must no doubt have been equal 
to or even greater than this, This amount has been lost to the markets in 
which it was formerly agent, and can not fail to have had an important influ- 
ence upon the demand for manufactured goods. 


All the colonies of England which have the power to do so have re- 
pudiated free trade and adopted a protective Under protec- 
tion the condition of the Canadian Dominion has wondertully improved. 
She calls the system ‘‘the National System.” She follows the example 
of the great Republic, and hopes to secure under that policy some meas- 
ure of the prosperity we enjoy. Australia is also demonstrating the 
wisdom and benefits of a protective policy. Her industries, which lan- 
guished under free trade, are to-day flourishing under a tariff which 
protects her people against the manufacturers of Great Britain. All 
this could not take place without creating doubts, not only among the 
30,000,000 workers, but among the privileged classes of Great Britain, 
as to the wisdom of free trade; and, as I have said, the sentiment there 
in favor of protection is to-day strong and rapidly growing. 

Injurious as free trade has been to England, it has been far more so 
to her colonies, where they have had no power to set up barriers against 
her commercial policy. 

TRELAND AND INDIA, 

Ireland and India illustrate the ruinous effects of free trade. The 
squalor and wretchedness of the masses of Ireland exceed that of any 
other civilized people on the face of the globe. Her people flee from 
her borders into exile to escape starvation; and yet Ireland is a fertile 
and productive country, possessing abundance ofresources, if developed, 
to sustain all her people in comfort and even luxury. Her people are 
naturally industrious and economical, Ireland, under a protective 
system, been made to bud and blossom as the rose and people 
to prosper. Under such a system contentment, happiness, and good 
order reigned. All her poverty and all her woes to-day can be traced 
to the commercial policy of Great Britain. A writer, discussing the 
processes by which Ireland has been impoverished, says: 

Ireland has an extremely rich soil and is pre-eminently adapted to the raising 
ee RE S E 
many of the finest natural Lanter te the world. sas 

The Irish, ata very early date, devoted their attention to the raising of cattle 
for English markets, In the seventeenth century it became a very lucrative 
business and the first source of Irish wealth. But Parliament, in obedi- 


great 
ence to the demand of England landlords, passed a law prohibiting the impor- 
tation from Ireland of all cattle, sheep, and swine, of beef, pork, bacon, mutton, 


butter, and 
The source of Irish industry having been destroyed, the Irish having a few 
ships built others and betook th ves to commerce, establishing a large and 
flourishing trade with the colonies, with the East and West Indies and the con- 
fered, ae. 
o 
carrying on trade with the colonies, and thus Ireland's flou g 


x What did the Irish = eee They developed their ee but as the B 
ustry became e they were once more need n by England, an: 
the poor Irish rman, blessed withan ASAE Apa of fsh. if 


swept from the seas, thelr man closed, their operatives perishing from 
want and famine, or to other countries to find a home. r id 
But soon after, a Treland’s rescue. Grattan, Flood, Char- 


few ers came to 
Iemont, and others worked for this downtrodden people. The Irish Volunteers 
with supported by Flood, made demands of which were 
once more was free, One of the first acts of the newly 
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enfranchised legislature was to introduce measures for the protection of Irish 
industries by placing heavy duties on all imported goods. Then sprung up a 
wonderful spirit of enterprise, and soon Ireland’s industry and p ity was 
the greatest she had ever known, The island was dotted over with busy hives 
and marts of industry. Her ports were alive with commerce, her ships visited 
every sea, her flag floated in every port, her people were peaceful, contented, 
and happy; landlord and tenant were alike X 

There was a ready home market for produce, and a continually increasing 
demand for the wares of the manufacturer. The laborers had steady employ- 
ment at high wages; they were well fed, comfortably housed, and decently 
clothed. is was Ireland under ‘‘protection.”” But, alas, it could not last 
sony English monopolists and landlords could not brook such growing pros- 
pe T Pitt came upon the scene, and by one of the foulest acts known to his- 

ry Ireland was drawn to England, and England’s free trade was forced upon 
her. Thus again was Ireland robbed of her prosperity. English manufact- 
urers glutted the Irish market, undersold them, crushed them, Five million 
of operatives were thrown out of work, Almost all manufacturers closed their 
doors and sought elsewhere a living. 

According to the Government report, in 1802, the first year of English free trade 
under the "act of the Union,” there was a popen of 8,000,000; employed; 
2,000,000; unemployed, 6,000,000. Those without work had to seek it some- 
where, and many, as in 1699, went upon the land. Rents rose from one pound 
toten. There being no home consumption, the price of produce fell almost to 
nothing. The tenants could not pay the rent; the landlords were bankrupt; 
the whole island was in gloom and despair. Then came the famine, with all its 
horrors; whole families lay down and died. Over 2,000,000 perished by famine 
and 2,000,000 more came to America, And so it has continued to this day. 

Ireland is a down-trodden country, and Irishmen at home are suffering want 
and poverty and degradation, and simply for the want of self-government and 
the right to adopt and maintain a protective policy, 

Free trade was forced by Great Britain upon British India, and her 
extensive manufactures were annihilated, her factories dwindled away, 
her commercial activity was destroyed, her agriculture impoverished. 
In short, like a blight, free trade blasted and scorched her prosperity, 
made her a producer of raw materials for English manufactures, and 


bound her people in abject and hopeless commercial servitude to En- 
glish masters. 
FRANCE. 


France has had for three-quarters of a century a protective system, 
and by her tariff laws the importation of many articles is absolutely 
prohibited, and as to others her duties are prohibitory. Her tariff is 
so comprehensive in its character that the smallest industry is pro- 
tected and the largest not neglected. 


GERMANY, 


Germany, on account of the alarming depression of many of her in- 
dustries, was compelled to adopt a protective policy. A little over a 
decade of protection has there produced the same beneficent results 
that it has always produced elsewhere; new life has been infused into 
old industries; new ones have been prosperously inaugurated; wages 
have sarian and the condition of her laboring people has been greatly 
improved. 

donotbelievea case can be found of any civilized country which has 
tried the protective policy whose prosperity has not been materially 
increased thereby, and I do know that, judging by the standards by 
which the people of a Republic measure prosperity, there is not acivil- 
ized country on the face of the globe whose material interests have been 
advanced by free trade. 
THE INDUSTRIES OF THE COUNTRY ARE AT PRESENT IN THE HANDS OF THE 

FRIENDS OF THE PROTECTIVE SYSTEM. 

Whatever is done by Congress at this session, and as long as the Re- 
publican party has a majority in either branch of Congress, will be in 
accordance with that policy. The friends of protection, however, ought 
not to be forgetful of the position of the Democratic party upon the 
tariff issue or unmindful of the consequences of a victory which would 
enable them to put those theories into practice. A good illustration of 
the difference between the policies of the two parties is afforded by the 
manner in which they propose to treat two important productions of 
the country. 

WOOL AND SUGAR. 

The Senator from Indiana and the party to which he belongs propose 
to put wool on the free-list and to maintain a heavy duty upon sugar. 
The Republican party proposes to maintain and strengthen the tariff 
on wool and to reduce or remove the tariff on sugar. 

What would be the effect of putting wool on the free-list? 

President Cleveland, Mr. , and Mr. Mills all said it would 
make wool cheaper, and they justified their attempt to put it on the free- 
list by the assertion that it would make clothing cheaper. But some 
demagogues, during the last Presidential campaign, atleast in Oregon, 
undertook to make the people believe that removing the duty would 
not decrease the price. 

What fixes the price of wool? The same law that fixes the price of 
any other commodity: the law of supply and demand. The wool clip 
of the world and the demand of the world govern the price of wool in 
London, the great wool market; and the price in the United States is 
fixed, and has been for the last quarter of a century, by the London 
puss; and has always been the London price with the cost of transpor- 

tion and duty added, except when the customs laws have been avoided 
and wool imported at an undervaluation. Every time the price of 
wool has gone down in London it has gone down in this country, and 
the only reason that it has not gone as low in this country as in London 
is E bga tariff prevented its importation. 

, has been no free wool since the year 1816. Duties were in- 


creased in 1830, and this was followed by an advanceof over 5 cents 


per pound in the average price of American wool. From 1833 to 1842 
the tariff was systematically reduced each year. When this reduction 
began the price of wool was 61 cents per pound, and when it ended the 
price was 43} cents, and the tendency of prices was generally down- 
ward. 

When the tariff was reduced in 1883 wool in the United States fell, 
in anticipation of the admission of foreign wools under the new tariff, 
5 cents per pound, although the reduction in the duty was less than 
2 cents per pound. 

It is apparent to every thinking person that wool-growing in the 
United States would be doomed should wool be placed on the free-list 
or the tariff on imported wool reduced. Consider the magnitude of the 
loss which would ensue. It is estimated that in the United States there 
are 700,000 wool-growers, employing 500,000 additional men as assist- 
ants. The most of these men have families, and there are probably 
4,000,000 persons interested in the industry, about one-fifteenth of our 
entire population. There are probably 150,000 more owners of small 
flocks. ‘These wool-growers own 700,000 farms, averaging 160 acres of 
land, or 112,000,000 acres in the aggregate, portions of which are too 
rough to be cultivated, but are valuable for sheep-raising. 

The effect of prng wool on the free-list would be to ake wool-grow- 
ing unprofitable. It would render unproductive the rough and poor 
portions of these seven hundred thousand farms now used for grazing 
sheep; it would decrease the value of the sheep and of the wool clip; 
it would decrease the wages paid to the employés and deprive the 
farmer of his profit. I have seen this loss put in this way: 


Depreciation of the value of land, $2. ja 
Depreciation of the value of labor. = 
Depreciation of the value of sheep. 
Depreciation of wool 


DORRY EEE A R A RN T Reaassecevonsqnapopibecs tesacweteeteens® 855, 000, 000 

The loss on account of the price of wool would be an annual and 
continning loss. 

The free-traders assert that if wool is placed on the free-list our man- 
ufacturers can make their goods cheaper and send them into foreign 
markets and successfully compete with foreign manufacturers, but be- 
fore they can do this we mustsupply ourselves, which we have not yet 
done. In 1887 we imported $45,000,000 worth of woolen goods, which 
not only bore the cost of transportation but paid the duties. In the 
year ending June 30, 1888, we imported nearly $50,000,000 worth of 
woolen goods, Before we can supply the markets of the world we must 
supply our own market, and to do this we must reduce the price be- 
low the cost of woolen goods now sent to our country from abroad, and 
in addition pay the transportation to distant countries. This we can 
never do and pay existing wages to the laborers who make the goods 
and existing prices to farmers who produce the wool. 

The free-traders, while industriously endeavoring to make the farmer 
believe that he is unjustly taxed by a protective tariff, are seeking to put 
wool on the free-list, which is one of the principal sources of revenue 
to the American farmer. Who demands this sacrifice? Not the wool- 
growers; not the farmers; not the manufacturers, who, with few excep- 
tions, are in favor of according the wool-grower the same protection en- 
joyed by themselves. No organization, no class of citizens engaged in 
industrial pursuits, demandsit. Itis proposed to sacrifice this great in- 
dustry for a theory, upon the theory that the members of the Cobden 
Club know better what is to the advantage of the farmers of the United 
States than they know themselves; that the sugar and cotton planters 
of the South know better what is goed for the laboring men of the 
North than they know themselves. 

It is said free wool will reduce the price of clothing. So far at least 
as the price of the poor man’s clothing is concerned this is untrue. 
Clothing is cheaper to-day in the United States than ever before in the 
history of thiscountry; the laboring man can now buy more and better 
clothing with the product of a month’s labor than ever before. The 
fact is that the domestic competition in a nation of 60,000,000 of peo- 
ple, with skilled artisans, with improved machinery, and a long and 
constant demand of the best market on the face of the globe, has re- 
duced the cost of plain clothing to the lowest living prices, But con- 
sider how trifling the effect of the tariff on wool must be on the price 
of a suit of clothes. There are from 3 to 5 pounds of wool in a suit of 
clothes. The average duty is, say, 10 cents per pound, ‘The price of 
the wool in a sait of clothing would, until our wool industries were 
destroyed and our beg driven to the slaughter-pen, be decreased from 
30 to 50 cents per suit, but as soon as our wool industry was destroyed 
it would be largely increased. 

The fact is that the wool which is in a suit of clothes is but a small 
part of its cost. After the wool is prepared for market by the grower 
there is the home buyer with his commissions, the wool broker with 
his charges, transportation, storage, insurance, the manufacture of the 
cloth, the profits of the wholesale and retail merchants who handle the 
cloth before it reaches the manufacturer of clothing, the manufacturer 
of the clothing, the wholesale merchant and the retail merchant who 
sell the clo with their profit, Undertake to trace this 30 or 50 
cents reduction be yur the wool which is in mee a suit 
of clothes from the wool-gro to him in clothing, 


wer until if comes 
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and how much piep be Pisin to non piles might as aeres 
to irrigate your en by pouring a pail of water on a mountai 

10 miles away as to expect to see the visible effects of cheaper wool 
under free trade in cheaper clothing. Then only a small proportion 
of the laborer’s wages is expended for woolen clothing. 

No complaint has ever been heard from the laboring man about the 
price of clothing, and American laborers and their families are better 
clothed to-day than ever before in the history of this country, and bet- 
ter than the laboring men of any other country on the face of the earth 
at this or any other time in the history of the world. The crusade 
against the protective tariff on wool is conducted by the free-trader 
upon a deceptive plan. He tells the farmer that free trade will in- 
crease the price of wool and benefit him; he assures the manufacturer 
that it will decrease the price of wool and benefit him; the laboring 
man that it will cheapen clothing by foreign importation, and the manu- 
facturer that he can make s cheaper and thus keep out the for- 
eigner and be enabled to find a market abroad; while at the same time 
importers and foreign manufacturers are intriguing and subscribing 
funds to place wool on the free-list. If they succeed some one will be 
cheated, and it will not be the importers or foreigners. Clothing will 
not be perceptibly cheapened. The power of the farmers and laboring 
men to purchase will be reduced, the demand for home consumption 
diminished, foreign importations greatly increased, and home produc- 
tion d 

For a period of nearly forty years a heavy duty has been imposed 
upon imported sugar in the interest of the sugar-planters of the South. 
More than a thousand millions of dollars has been during that time 
paid by the consumers of sugarin the United States to swell the profits 
of sugar-planters, who for a portion of the time raised their cane and 
manufactured their sugar with slave labor, and since the war, owing 
to the peculiar conditions in the South, have carried on business with 

- the poorest paid labor in the United States, and yet the production of 
sugar in the United States is chiefly carried on in Louisiana, and is now 
only about half as large as it was in 1862. The tariff has not, owing 
to the peculiar conditions in the South, developed the sugar industry 
in the United States, and to-day, while we consume one-fourth of the 
sugar manufactured in the world and more than one-fourth of our en- 
tire revenue from customs duties is derived from the duty on sugar, we 
raise less than one-tenth of the sugar we consume. 

How can we account for the fact that the advocates of tariff reform 
propose to place wool, lumber, vegetables, fruit, and other articles, the 
production of Northern States, upon the free-list and to retain the 
enormous duty onsugar? Is it because the sugar industry is an industry 
of the South, the support of which is indispensable to the Democratic 
party, that Loaisiana demands protection for it, and the Democratic 
party, North and South, dare not refuse to comply with her demand ? 
‘There can be no other conclusion. 

In order to reduce the surplus $5,000,000 and to reduce taxation, if 
it be admitted the consumer pays the duty, 8} cents per capita upon 
an estimated population of 60,000,000, the Democratic party pro- 
poses to put wool, which isa profitable industry in almost every North- 
ern State, upon the free-list, in order to sustain a tax of $58,000,000 
upon imported sugar, which is a necessity to every household in the 
Union, and thus taxing, if the duty be a tax upon the consumer, all 
the people of the United States 96% cents per capita annually to protect 
a few sugar-planters in Louisiana. 

The duties paid upon imported wool have averaged about 41 percent.; 
the duty on sugar as the law now stands is 83 per cent. 

There is another thing in thig connection worthy of note. The wool 
industry not only is an important industry in nearly every Northern 
State, but it gives employment to white laborers, to the laborers who 
are not only citizens of the United States in name, but in fact, who are 
independent and intelligent, whose votes count for as much in the con- 
trol of public affairs as the votes of the millionaires (men who work or 
decline to work, as interest or caprice dictates), men who constitute the 
very foundation upon which the superstructure of our political fabric 
rests: the farmer, the herder, and the shearer, who all share in the 
profits of the business, 

But the profits of the sugar industry in Louisiana and other Southern 
States go alone to the planters. The men who plant and cultivate and 
harvest and crush the cane are free only in theory, they are citizens 
only in name, they enjoy only such civil rights as the dominant class 
chooses to accord to them. As to political rights, they are permitted 
to exercise none where their votes would affect the result. Theymust 
work for such wages as are offered. They are not even allowed, in 
many cases, to freely dispose of the wagesearned. They are compelled 
to take it in barter, and, between low wages, excessive profits of the 
planter, and interest paid to the employer, the laborer receives only 
starvation wages. If they combine for an improvement of their condi- 
tion, strike for better wages, they are forced into submission. 

The protection afforded by the tariff on imported sugar, on account 
of the peculiar social, business, and political condition of the South, 
is in no sense a tariff to protect American labor, but a tariff which 
taxes 60,000,000 of people at the rate of nearly $1 per capita annually 
to enrich a few men, many of whom tried to destroy the Union in order 
to construct upon the ruins of the fabric a confederacy the corner-stone 


of which should be slavery and free trade, and who now, disregarding 
the Constitution and Jaws of the United States, are depriving th 
former slaves of their political rights and have reduced them to a con- 
dition little better than slavery. 

Let me make another suggestive comparison, The bulk of the cane 
sugar is raised in Louisiana; all the balance of the domestic product is 
raisedin twoor three Southern States. Itisall the product of the South. 
There were in 1887 only 9,241,440 sheep in the thirteen Southern States; 
of these, 4,761,831 were in Texas. The total number of sheep in the 
United States is 44,759,314. The total number of sheep in the South- 
ern States is only about one-fifth of the whole number in the United 
States. The three Pacific CoastStates have moresheep than the thirteen 
Southern States. New Mexico has nearly as many sheep as Texas, while 
California exceeds Texas by about 2,000,000. 

THE SURPLUS REVENUE. 

The surplus revenue has been exaggerated—magnified for political 
purposes—to advance the free-trade policy. Forthis purpose appropria- 
tions demanded by public necessity and in the interest of economy have 
been withheld. Money has been hoarded in the vaults of the Treasury 
or deposited with favored banks which should have been used in carry- 
ing on public improvements and paying off the interest-bearing debt. 
In some remarks I made in the Senate on December 21, 1887, I called 
attention to the fact that the surplus revenues were being overstated 
and to some objects of national and public importance to which the 
surplus could be profitably applied. If Congress had then adopted a 
policy which would have distributed among the people the surplus reve- 
nues, after providing for the sinking fund, by expenditures for the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors, the erection of necessary public build- 
ings, the survey of the public lands, and the construction of coast 
defenses, it is more than probable that the present stringency of money 
and consequent depression of the farming interest would not have arisen. 

The senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] the other day 
presented in the Senate a statement of the estimated probable revenues 
and appropriations for the next fiscal year. I will incorporate it in 
my remarks. It is as follows: 


Estimated revenues, $450,400,000. That includes post-office revenues. Per 
contra, probable appropriations, exclusive of deficiencies, $323,000,000; pe 
nent appropriations, including sinking fund, $101,600,000; probable deficiene: 

a guess, but a guess from the best judges of what it will 1,000,000, That 
makes on the other side $455,600,000. Butadd pro appropriations reported 
to the Senate and not included in propane deficiency—return of direct tax, 
$17,500,000, which we have passed and sentto the other House; Blair bill, $7,000,- 
000; French spoliation claims, which the courts have adjudged tha 


t we owe,and 
we owe as truly as we owe our board bills, $1,742,000; naval ships, $7,000,000; in- 
aggre- 


creased pensions, $35,000,000, as the committee has told you here. This 

gate makes $58,242,000, and added to $55,600,000 it makes proposed appropria 
tions $523,842,000. The estimated revenues being $450,400,000, there is in view a 
probable deficit, if that be anything like truth, of $73,442,000. A 

This statement does not include all the proposed appropriations. On 
the other hand, the Blair bill has probably been defeated for this Con- 
gress, and it is not likely that some of the other appropriations will 
be made, at least to the amount stated. But some of them will be, 
including the item for pensions, and it is possible that some of the esti- 
mates will be exceeded. These figures are worthy of the attention of 
those who are immediately intrusted with the tariff legislation, and 
of those who are demanding a great reduction of the revenues. 

HOW ARE PENSIONS TO BE PAID IF THE TREASURY IS DEPLETED? 

The Senator from Indiana, after advocating a revenue policy which 
would inevitably impoverish the country, empty the Treasury, and 
prevent any further increase of pensions and of the list of pensioners, 
and after enumerating certain measures which he supposed would rem- 
edy the existing agricultural depression, said: 

In the interest of the farmer I would add a liberal policy of pensions, 

And adds: 

But for the large sums which for years have been distributed by the Pension 
Office, and thus reached nearly every neighborhood in the United States and 
goneinto general circulation, the present financial crisis among the farmers and 
laborers would have come at an earlier day. 

I am, the party to which I belong is, and the members of the Senate 
on this side of the Chamber are in favor of recognizing the just claims 
of the men who, when the Union was assailed, the national existence 
threatened, and republican institutions were imperiled in the interest of 
human slavery, carried the flag to victory, overthrew the great rebell- 
ion, and saved the Union. We are in favor of caring for them in their 
old age and decrepitude, and for their widows and orphans, not asa 
charity to them, but as the discharge of an obligation. Their necessi- 
ties and just claims should be the measure of our response to their de- 
mands. Whatever is just, whatever is equitable, whatever is dictated 
by patriotism and grateful recognition of the services of the Union sol- 
diers, should be done, even if it should become necessary to increase tax- 
ation and the public debt. 

But it appears to me that the argument that distributing the public 
revenues among the people in the way of liberal pensions is a public 
blessing, is the weakest of all the arguments in favor of pensions. The 
same argument may be made in fayor of other expenditures of the 
revenues for public purposes. The Republican party, while it favors 
just and liberal pensions for the Union soldiers and would discharge 
every obligation to them and to those dependent upon them, is in favor 
of maintaining sufficient revenues to enable the obligations of the Gov- 
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ernment to them to be met, knowing that if large disbursements are to 
be made for pensions the ability of the Government to meet them must 


be maintained. 
RIVER AND HARROR IMPROVEMESTS. 

This reference to the suggestion of the Senator from Indiana, of lib- 
eral ions for the relief of the farmer, is made in part as an intro- 
duction to something I desire to say in regard to another expenditure 
of public moneys, which not only distributes them among the people, 
and thus benefits the farmer, but is of direct and lasting benefit tothe 
farmers and producers of the country, but which, like increased appro- 

riations for pensions, can not, or at least will not, be made unless the 
ernment maintains atariff policy which affords a sufficient revenue 
forthe purpose. Already whut is termed the extravagance of Congress, 
both in regard to pensions and appropriations for rivers and harbors, is 
being denounced in and out of Congress, and it is evident that the con- 
dition of the Treasury is to be used as an argument against large ap- 
propriations for these purposes. 

How does the improvement of rivers and harbors benefit the farmer ? 
Experience has demonstrated that water routes are the only effectual 
cheapeners and regulators of railroad charges. The tendency is to the 
consolidation of railroad lines; and what are intended as competing 
lines of railroad when constructed often become parts of existing sys- 
tems, and, instead of cheapening treight charges and proving beneficial 
to the farmers and consumers, only add to their burdens. But wherever 
railroad lines come in competition with free and unobstructed water 

ays no combination is possible, and the cheapest water transportation 

es the rate for transportation by rail as well. 

The cost of transportation is an onerous tax upon producer and con- 
samer, and it is the part of wise statesmanship to endeavor to reduce 
it to the minimum by improving and utilizing the great water ways 
which nature has abundantly provided for us in such a way as to pro- 
mote the freest competition in our internal carrying trade. We have 
grand system of water transportation, which is already of incalcula- 
ble value to the people, which should be adequately improved by the 
General Government. It is time we reali that we have a great 
country, great in territory, in resources and possibilities for the future, 
and by wise legislation help to lay broad and deep the foundations of 
our future prosperity. 

The farmers and producers haye come to understand—at least in the 
State I have the honor in part to represent—that the money expended 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors is spent directly for their 
benefit; that river competition and improved harbors will lessen the 


` cost of transportation, and that whatever does this increases the price 


of everything they have to sell and lessens the cost of everything they 
have to buy. They have learned by disappointing experience that in- 
sufficient appropriations, instead of being economical, are wasteful and 
extravagant. The less the cost of transportation the more the producer 
receives. 

The market priceis composed of, or at least represents, two elements: 
the cost of production and the cost of delivery; and often the cost of 
transportation forms a large part of the commercial value of the product 
at the place of consumption. Unfortunately for the farmer who pro- 
duces the wheat and the wool, the market price of wheat and wool is 
not fixed by the cost to him of the production and of transportation, 
but he must compete in the foreign market with the wheat and wool 
growers of other countries, and even in the home market with foreign 
wool. Hecan not control the cost of transportation. He must be con- 
tent to receive for his labor and the use of his capital what is left of 
the selling price of his product at the place of delivery after the cost of 
transportation is paid, whether it is fair compensation or not. Low 
rates of transportation not only benefit the producer and the consumer, 
but stimulate production, develop the resources of the country, in- 
crease the amount of transportation, and increase the individual and 


me would permit I could show, in like manner, how a protective 
icy which stimulates industry and gives employment to labor drawn 

m agriculture, and thusin manufacturing pursuits lessens compe- 
tition to the farmer and at the same time furnishes him a market for 
his lus products, supplies the Government with revenues, and en- 
ables it to undertake public works which directly and indirectly bene- 
fit the farmer. 

Take one instance more. Once the Government relied to a great ex- 
tent for current expenditures upon the proceeds of sales of public lands, 
and then the object of the Government in disposing of the lands was 
to realize as much revenue as possible from them. But, with the ad- 
vent of the Republican party to power and with the tariff which at 
once started the country upon the highway of prosperity and filled 
the public Treasury, the policy of the Goyernment has been changed, 
and now free homes upon the public domain are given to all citizens 
who will avail themselves of the gift. 

HOW SHOULD THE REVENUE BE REDUCED? 

The Republican party says by placing articles which we do not pro- 
duce on the free-list, by repealing the tobacco tax and tax on alcoho- 
used in the arts, and reducing the tariff onsugar. How does the Demo- 
cratic party propose to reduce the revenue? ‘Therevenue of theGovernl 
ment is principally derived from duties on imports and from internal- 


revenue taxes, The total annual revenue derived from these sources 
is something over $300,000,000. Of this about $212,000,000 is derived 
from duties on imports and nearly $100,000,000 from internal-revenue 
taxes, mainly from tobacco and spirits. ‘The Democratic party does not 
propose to remove the war or internal-revenue taxes; that would re- 
duce the revenue without benefiting British manufacturers and with- 
out injuring American industry or removing protection to the Amer- 


ican laborer. To secure votes in the to wing States they did 
yield in the Mills bill to the demands of the tobacco-planters for a 
reduction of taxes on tobacco and cigars. But they propose to obtain 
the principal reduction of the revenue by reduction of the duties upon 
imports, not upon articles which we do not produce at home, but, so 
far as possible, by the reduction of duties upon articles which our own 
people manufacture. The revenue at present derived from tariff duties 
may be divided as follows: About fifty-eight millions from sugar, nearly 
fifty millions from luxuries, and about one hundred millions from man- 
ufactured articles, woolens, cotton fabrics, clothing, steel, and various 
products of the looms, factories, furnaces, mills, and shops, and about 
twelve millions from what the free-traders term raw material. ‘‘Raw 
materials ’’as used by them embraces wool. For the same reason that 
the Democratic party does not propose to repeal the internal-revenue 
taxes, namely, that the repeal of such taxes would not permit inter- 
ference with the manufacturing interests of the country, they propose 
to retain protection to the sugar industry. They say that the sugar 
produced in the United States isso small a portion of the whole amount 
consumed that the fact that the price of the domestic product is in- 
creased by the amount of the duty on imported sugar (which is not ad- 
mitted) is not objectionable like the duty upon wool, which, collected 
on a hundred millions of pounds of imported wool, increases the price 
also of three hundred millions of pounds of the domestic product. 

The $50,000,000 received from duties on luxuries, as it is paid alto- 
gether by the rich, all parties agree must not be touched. This leaves 
as the only alternative the reduction of revenue to be made from the 
$100,000,000 derived from manufactured articles and from raw ma- 
terials, and the policy of the party, as unequivocally and emphatically 
stated in President Cleveland’s message and in the annual reports of 
the Secretaries of the Treasury under his Administration, is to make the 
necessary reduction of the revenue in this direction. If this policy 
should be carried out, what sources of revenue would be left? The 
Prerna yevenna tax, duty on sugar, and the duty on luxuries, that 
is all, 

The Democratic policy strikes at the whole system of protection to 
American industries, threatens the destruction of our American man- 
ufactories and the prosperity of the entire North. Is it any wonder 
that in foreign countries, and especially in England, itis popular? Why 
should it not be? It is the policy which Great Britain has advocated 
for the United States for many years, which she endeavored before the 
Revolution to enforce in the colonies, which she has enforced in Ireland 
and India, where she has the power, which her manufacturers and cap- 
italists have spent millions of dollars to promulgatein the United States, 
and which even now they are contributing toadvance—a policy which, 
if it ever prevails, which may God grant it may not, will open up to 
the manufacturers of England the markets of sixty-odd millions of peo- 
ple, who consume more of the products of labor than any other equal 
number of people in the world. 

In the United States the land required for manufacturing purposes, 
for raising agricultural products, the buildings and other improvements 
used for carrying on the great industries, the tools and machinery, the 
profits of the manufacturers and returns for the capital invested, the 
savings of the laborer, whether invested in a house or placed in a sav- 
ings-bank, or loaned on bond and mortgage, are taxed, and bear their 
proportion of the public burdens. They contribute to support a State 
government, maintain a county organization, build and keep in repair 
highways, to support municipal governments, and to support schools. 
The more prosperous the business, the more it contributes, 

Home industries, diversified labor, increased manufactured products, 
all help, by increasing the amount and value of taxable property, to 
bear these public burdens and to decrease the burden to Pe borne by 
any one member of society. The duty which is levied upon foreign 
products at the custom-house for the support of the General Govern- 
ment is but an equivalent for the State, county, city, and school taxes 
levied in this country upon the plant of manufacturers and product of 
labor. What is pro by the free-trader or the advocate of s tariff 
for revenue only? It is to place our manufacturers at a disadvantage 
with the foreign manufacturers, by admitting to this country the prod- 
ucts of foreign labor untaxed to compete with the products of domestic 
labor, which in every stage, from the raw material to the finished 
product, has in some manner been subject to taxation, 

But, says the Democratic party, 

BUY WHERE YOU CAN BUY CHEAPEST; 
obtain what you consume at the lowest price, no matter how reached. 
The great argument made against protection is that we shall be able 
with free trade to get from abroad at a lower cost articles which we 
now produce for ourselves under the protection of the tariff. Once re- 
move the barrier against the cheap-labor products of foreign countries, 
which has been erected by a protective tariff, and, as surely as water 
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seeks its level, the prices in the United States, not only of labor prod- 
ucts, but of labor itself, will find a level with the prices of those com- 
‘modities in the countries where they are cheapest. 

The law of supply and demand is as certain as the laws of nature. 
Let us see where this principle of buying where you can buy cheapest 
would lead us. There is scarcely a product of human industry that, 
owing to more favorable conditions of climate, cheaper lands, or cheaper 
labor, can not be produced cheaper in some portion of the world than 
in the United States, unless we are willing to cheapen labor in the 
United States to the standards in Europeand Asia. To buy where we 
can buy cheapest would be to buy our wool of Australia, the Argentine 
Republic, Africa, Asia, and Turkey; our woolen fabrics of England 
and Germany; our cotton fabrics of Great Britain and other European 
nations; our iron and steel of Great Britain and Germany; our fish of 
Canada; in a word, to transfer our workshops and factories across the 
sea to give employment to the laborers of other countries. 

The enterprising woolen manufacturer would purchase his wool of 
Australia and manufacture it in China with Chinese labor. If admit- 
ted duty free, clothing manufactured by cheap labor under the opera- 
tion of the ‘sweating system ” in Great Britain or by Chinese labor in 
China could be purchased cheaper abroad than at home. Even our 
wheat would eventually be purchased from India and our great agri- 
cultural interests destroyed, as has been the case in Great Britain. 
However broad our philanthropy may be, however much we may sympa- 
thize with the laborers of other countries, charity should begin athome. 

In dealing with humanity we owe our first duty to our own country 
and our owncountrymen. It is the duty of the Government to protect 
its citizens in the enjoyment of their rights upon land and sea wherever 
they may rightfully go. This duty of the Government is but the cor- 
relative of the duty of the citizen of allegiance to his Government. 
Though it may be powerless at this time to do so, it is the duty of the 

Government tosecure to every citizenof the Republic, white orb: „on 
every foot of American soil, civil and political rights which the Constitn- 
tion guaranties to him; to see that he enjoys rights of life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness, that he receives the fruitof his own labor, that 
when he has a right to vote he is not intimidated or driven from the 
polls and when he has voted that his vote shall be honestly counted. 

it is the duty of the Government to protect the laboring men of the 
United States against the cheap labor of Asia and the pauper labor of 
Europe, to dignify labor, and to secure the independence and to promote 
the intelligence of the American laborer; to protect the American la- 
borer, not only against the admission into this country of laborers who 
work for starvation wages, but from the products of cheap labor every- 
where, The Democratic party has entirely abandoned the principle of 
protection to American industriesand to Americanlabor. Urged on by 
* the solid South and cheered on by British manufacturers and free- 
traders, the Democratic party stands to-day, as Samson stood in the 
temple of the Philistines, with its arms around the pillars of American 
industry, blind, waiting only forstrength to pull down the great struct- 
ure which has been so many years in building, and which, if it does 
fall, will bring ruin and distress upon the country and will grind the 
Democratic party to powder. 

TREASURY NOTES AND BULLION. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that after the 
morning business on Monday, or the first day thereafter, when I can 
have the opportunity, I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to make 
some remarks upon Senate bill 2350, reported from the Committee on 
Finance, authorizing the issue of Treasury notes on deposits of silver 
bullion, and the bill (S. 1558) to provide for the free coinage of both 
gold and silver, and for the issuance of coin certificates to circulate as 
money, and for the retirement of United States legal-tender and na- 
tional-bank notes of small denominations, and for other purposes, which 
lies upon the table, 

IMPROVEMENT OF GRAND RIVER. - 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask permission to submita resolution as a sub- 
stitute for the resolution proposed by me yesterday, and I ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Moopy in the chair), 
lution now offered will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish 
the Senate with all information in his possession concerning the survey which 
has been made by the citizens of Grand Rapids of the Grand River between 
Grand Rapids and Grand Haven on Lake Michigan; and he is directed to re- 
port to the Senate his views as to the practicability of improv: Grand River, 
with an estimate of the cost of making a channel of sufficient depth to accom- 
modate the commerce of the Lakes. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Inow ask leave to withdraw the resolution which 
I submitted yesterday upon this subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Michigan has leave. 
if there be no objection. The Chair hears none; and leave is granted 
to withdraw the resolution yesterday submitted by him. 

IMPROVEMENT OF ST. MARY’S RIVER AND HAY- LAKE CHANNEL, 

Mr. DAVIS. Is the Calendar now in order ? 

Tha PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar is now in order. 


The reso- 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Calendar, under Rule VII, is in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 1631) making appropriations for improving the St. Mary’s 
River and for improving the Hay Lake Channel. The bill was passed 
over the other day without prejudice under Rule VIIL 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill 

It proposes to appropriate, to be immediately available and to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, for improving 
Hay Lake Channel, Michigan, for continuing and completing the im- 
provements, $1,684,115; and for improving Saint Mary's River at the 
falls, Michigan, continuing and completing improvements on the new 
lock, dam, and approaches, $3,738,864. 

For the purpose of securing uninterrupted work on these improve- 
ments and the speedy completion thereof, the Secretary of War, upon 
the application of the Chief of Engineers, is authorized to draw his 
warrant or requisition from time to time upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury for such sums as may be necessary todo the work; but an 
itemized statement of such expenses shall accompany the annual report 
of the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice that after this bill is disposed of I 
shall call for the regular order. I think it is a violation of the unan- 
imous understanding to call up bills out of their order. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SCHILLINGER PAVING PATENT, 


Mr. PLATT. When the Calendar, under Rule VIII, was under con- 
sideration on a former day, Senate bill 1024 was passed over without 
prejudice upon the objection of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 
Jt is a bill to send a case to the Court of Claims. I understand that 
the Senator from Arkansas has since examined the case, is ready to 
withdraw his objection, and is willing that the bill shall be passed. If 
so, I ask that the Senate consider it at this time. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I withdraw my objection to the consid- 
eration of the bill, and am willing that it shall be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1024) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to finally 
determine the claim of Charles E. Creecy for the use of the Schillinger 
patent in the Capitol grounds, 

Mr. PLATT. The bill has been read and there is an amendment 
from the Committee on Patents, which has been read. If anything is 
read now it should be the amendment which is pro: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Patents will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Patents report tostrike out 
all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

That the Court of Claims be, and hereby is, authorized to hear and determine 
the claims of John J. Schillinger and his assignees and their licensees, for com- 
pensation for the use by the United States of the invention of John J. Schillin- 

r for laying concrete pavement in blocks, as secured by letters patent to said 

ilinger, dated July 19, 1870, numbered 105599, reissued May 2, 1871, num- 
bered 4364, and modified by disclaimer filed March 1, 1875, on account of laying 
of pavement in and about the Capitol grounds, under the direction of the Ar- 
chitect of the Capitol, from October 11, 1875, to October 18, 1881; and if said court 
shall find the patent of said Schillinger to be valid and to have been infringed 
by the laying of said concrete pavement in the Capitol munds it is repay fer 
thorized and directed to render judgment in favor of suid Schillinger or his as- 
signees or their licensees.or either of them, as the case may be, for a fair and 
reasonable compensation for the infringement and use of such invention by the 
United States, notwithstanding said claims, or some portions thereof, may be 
barred by the statute of limitations. From such judgmenteither the said Schil- 
linger or his assignees or their licensees, or either of them, or the United States 
may appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States within sixty days from 
the rendition thereof; and if judgment shall be finally rendered in favor of 
said Schillinger or his assignees or their licensees, or any of them, pursuant to the 
provisions of this act, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to pay the same out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know why the contractor was 
not responsible for this amount. 

Mr. PLATT. When this pavement was laid the Government, 
through the Architect of the Capitol, was notified that it was thought 
to be aninfringement of this patent. The United States went ahead, 
under that notice, to make the contract, and it put into the contracta 
clause that the contractor should indemnify the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; that is the point. 

Mr. PLATT. The United States is the party who violated the pat- 
ent in that way. It has under the contract a claim upon the con- 
tractor if it should be found that it ought to pay damages. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Now, the point is this: The patentee neglected 
to bring his suit against the Government, or against the contractor, 
who was the actual violator or infringer of the patent right, until af- 
ter his claim was barred. If we authorizethis man to come in against 
the United States and we pay him, have we not lost our remedy 
against the contractor? 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know how that may be. Ido not think that 
is the case; but whether it is or not this party has not been in fault. 
He came to Congress and asked to have this matter referred to the 
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Court of Claims. It was referred under the Bowman act, and the Court 
of Claims found that the patent was valid and sent the case back to 
Congress. It was not acted upon then, because Judge Hagner, of this 
District, had rendered a decision in another case which went to the 
int that there was no infringement in this case. Judge Hagner’s 
ecision has since been overruled by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. This party has been diligent in trying to get his rights as 
against the Government. All he asks is an opportunity to go to the 
Court of Claims. . 

I think that when any one claims that the Government has thus in- 
fringed a patent after notice given to it he ought at least to have an 
opportunity to go where he can try his case, he not having been in fault 
by any laches on his part. It was the United States that was the in- 
fringer of this patent, if anybody infringed it, because it had notice. 
It then made the contract, and it proposed to recoup on the contractor 
if it should be determined that it was liable for damages. 

J do not think that if this case were fully explained here or the re- 

rt read anybody would think that the patentees made themselves 

ble to be charged with laches or negligence. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Here is the point I suggested and the point that 
strikes me. We made a contract for paving around the Capitol grounds 
withasphalt. Certain parties claimed that thecontractor with whom we 
made the contract had noright to use the asphalt which was employed. 
We, the Government, put a clause into the contract that the man with 
whom we contracted should indemnify the United States and should 
be responsible for any infringement of any patent. That is a plain 
contract. Now, the Government did not do the work; they had it done. 
- The contractor is the man who infringed the patent, who violated the 
rig:.ts and interests of this patentee. The patentee has a perfect right 
to sue this man. If he has a patent that is worth anything he does 
not have to go to the Court of Claims to establish it. He had hisremedy 
against the contracter. He did not pursue his remedy against the vio- 
lator, the infringer of his patent, the man who had contracted with the 
Government and who did the work and who used the material which 
was an infringement of his patent. He did not proceed against him. 
He delayed until he has no remedy either against that man or against 
the United States. 

Then he comes in and asks that he may be allowed to havea remedy 
aginst the United States. Now, if we grant him that remedy against 
the United States we necessarily have lost our remedy against the con- 
tractor. The contractor was bound to indemnify the United States. 
Now he is not bound to indemnify it when we come in voluntarily and 
restore a right which the man has forfeited by the lapse of time. 

Mr. PLATT. Idonotthinkso, I think the contractor is bound to 
indemnify the United States if any judgment shall be rendered against 
it, because the right of action which the United States would have 
against the contractor does not begin to run until it has been made to 
pay, as I understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator to examine that point and let 
the bill be over, retaining its place on the Calendar. Without 
going under Rule IX let it retain its place so as to be called up the 
next time the Calendar is considered. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘The bill has once been passed over, and I should like 
to have it disposed of some time or other. I am perfectly clear in my 
mind that the decided cases settle that the right of action does not be- 
gin to run until the United States has had to pay something for it. I 
think Iam correct in that. 

Mr. COCKRELL, But when the United States is not liable, and 
when all liability on the part of the United States has ceased and it 
voluntarily comes in and gives a remedy against it, it can not go upon 
the other party. 

Mr. PLATT. I may have been unfortunate in my expression. 
What I intended to say was that the right of the United States to bring 
an action against the contractor does not accrue until it has had to pay 
something. If it shall be found in thiscase that the United States has 
to pay anything to the inventor, then its right of action against the 
contractor will acerne, and it will have six years after that time toseek 
its indemnity against the contractor. That is plain and familiar law 
with reference to the statute of limitations, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Patents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended s^ as to read: “ʻA bill conferring jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to finally determine the claim of John J. 
Schillinger and his assignees for the use of the Schillinger patent in 
the Capitol grounds,” 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COKE. Iask the Senate to go back to Order of Business 430, 
Senate bill 2715, which was passed over under Rule VIII informally 
and without prejudice, and to take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks for the 
pest Ser anae of the bill mentioned by him, the title of which 


Mr. SHERMAN. As the bill is already on the Calendar to be called 
up at any moment, Ishall not object, because it has not yet had its day 
in court; but I give notice that if any bill is called up after the point 
previously reached on the Calendar I shall object, and I wish now to 
enter an objection. j 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the leave of the Senator from Texas I should 
like to enter an objection now to Order of Business 422 being consid- 
ered under this call; that is, I do not wish it to be called up without 
my objection being entered, and let it go over under Rule IX. It is 
the bill (S. 305) to transfer the revenue-marine to the naval establish- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What does the Senator desire to do? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to enter my objection now to the bill to 
transfer the revenue-marine to the naval establishment being consid- 
ered under this call, so that it shall not be taken up without my being 
present. It involves very grave considerations, and nearly doubles the 
expense of the establishment. I wish to enter the objection now. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the order of business? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Order of Business 422. 

ee PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
the floor ? 3 

Mr. COKE. I yield the floor to the Senator from Ohio to make his 
explanation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. | I simply wish to enter my objection to Order of 
Business 422 being considered to-day under Rule VIII. It has been 
passed over without prejudice. I wish to enter the objection now so 
that when it is called up by any one it will be subject to objection. It 
has already been passed over informally. 

Mr. GRAY. I only wish to say to the Senator from Ohio that I 
have charge of that billand expect to call it up; as I understand him, 
he registers an objection now to its consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishall insist upon its consideration notwithstanding 
the objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
would be in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 
not be considered. 


It can not be done to-day, I imagine. 
A motion to proceed to its consideration I think 


I think I ean give very good reasons why it should 


GALVESTON HARBOR, 

Mr. COKE. Now, I ask that the Senate take up Order of Business 
430, being Senate bill 2716. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, laren to consider the 
bill (S. 2716) to provide for the completion of the improvement of the 
entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas. 

For the purpose of securing the work of improving the entrance to 
Galveston Harbor, ‘Texas, the bill provides that the j Panas of War, 
upon the application of the Chief of Engineers, may, in his discretion, 
draw his warrant or requisition, from timeto time, upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury for such sums as may be necessary to do such work, 
not to exceed in the aggregate $6,200,000, the amount estimated as 
necessary for the completion of the same, as shown in the reports of the 
Chief of Engineers for the year1889. But the amount drawn from the 
Treasury is not to exceed $1,000,000 in any one year, and an itemized 
statement of the expenditures is to accompany the annual report of the 
Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas, 
who has moved the consideration of this bill, what is proposed to be 
done with reference to two other very important harbors on the coast 
of so one known as Sabine Pass, the other known, I think, as Aran- 
sas Pass, 

I will say that I make this inquiry because I realize the fact that the 
trans-Mississippi country is interested in the harbors on the Gulf or 
Mexico, and, so far as I am concerned, I have from constituents in my 
own State numerous inquiries concerning these other harbors. 

If it is proposed to improve the harbor at Galveston and do nothing 
in the way of establishing deep-water harbors at Sabine Pass and Aran- 
sas Pass, then I certainly should feel like opposing this bill, perhaps 
to the extent of objecting to its consideration. 

Mr. COKE, Mr. President, I have to say, in reply to the Senator 
from Nebraska, that, in obedience to a law of Congress requiring the 
Secretary of War to appoint a board of engineers to examine the north- 
west coast of the Gulf of Mexico and select the best point for a deep- 
water harbor which would accommodate ships of the largest draught, 
Lieut. Col. Henry M. Robert, Lieut. Col. G. L. Gillespie, and Lieut. 
Col. Jared A. Smith, of the Corps of Engineers, were appointed, and I 
hold in my hand the report of these gentlemen, in which they discuss 
the Texas coast and all the points on it that are susceptible of improve- 
ment, and they unanimously agree that Galveston is the only one that 
fills the requirements of the act of Congress under which they acted. 

I will state further to the Senator from Nebraska that there is no 
intention of abandoning the improvement of Sabine Pass or Aransas 
Pass, Both will make good harbors with 20 feet of water, and this 
board of engineers recommend that the improvement of these two har- 
bors should continue, but they recommend that Galveston be selected 
as the point for the great commercial harbor of that coast. 
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I will state further that from the mouth of the Mississippi River for 
for a thousand miles west, on the Gulf coast, there is not a harbor where 
a vessel drawing 15 feet of water can enter for refuge. The engineers 
in this report say that they can, for the amount of money appropriated 
by this bill, put 30 feet of water over the Galveston bar, and after en- 
tering the harbor there are 1,300 acres of harbor room over which there 
will be from 30 to 50 feet of water, making it a first-class harbor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senator from Texas what is the pres- 
ent depth of water on the bar at Galveston ? 

Mr. COKE. About 13} or 14 feet. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The proposition is to increase from 13 to 30 
feet at Galveston Harbor, and the depth of water at the other two har- 
bors is perhaps about 20 feet, as I understand, at this time. 

Mr. COKE. Oh, no. I have a letter here from Colonel Ernst, the 
engineer who has heen in charge of these points, and he gives the depth 
of water at each place. He says that at Sabine Pass it is 9 feet and at 
Galveston 12} feet to 13} feet, at Aransas 8}, and at Brazos Santiago 
7 feet. 

That is the depth given by Major Ernst, who for several years has 
been in charge of the works at these points—thatis, at Galveston and 
Aransas Pass—and who is now here in the city of Washington, This 
letter was written in July, 1888. 

Mr. FRYE, Will the Senator from Texas allow me one moment? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] has 
raised a question which has been frequently brought to the attention 
of the committee since this bill has been reported. There was a fear 
that if this bill was reported and passed other harbors in Texas would 
receive practically the go-by, especially Sabine Pass. Now, I feel au- 
thorized to say that there was a hearing, while this bill was progressing 
before the committee, on the part of those who were friendly to the 
appropriations at Sabine Pass, and it was of such a nature that beyond 
any question it convinced every member of the committee that an ap- 
propriation was absolutely necessary and must be made there, what- 
ever was done for Galveston. 

There is within reach of Sabine Pass one of the most enormous fields 
of the best pine Jumber to be found in the whole world, and the port 
of delivery for that lumber is Sabine Pass, but that pass does not need 
more than 15 feet of water. The bottom is very muddy, and with 15 
feet of water a vessel loaded and drawing 16 feet can be very easily 
taken through with the tide. The 15 feet will be reached within two 
years with the usual expenditure, and I took the liberty, after consult- 
ing with the committee, of saying to those representing Sabine Pass 
that the appropriation would be made in this year’s river and harbor 
bill for that pass as usual. 

Now, as to Aransas Pass, there is a bill offered by a corporation for 
the privilege of improving Aransas Pass to the extent of obtaining 20 
feetof waterover the bar, no tolls to be charged under any circumstances, 
and the Government to be under no obligation to take it, but simply 
giving its permission that the work shall be done. That bill has been 
referred to the Secretary of War, and a report has been made this morn- 
ing, or I received it this morning, favoring the enactment of that bill. 
If that should be enacted into law, as a matter cf course that takes 
care of Aransas Pass; but no harbor where an appropriation is an abso- 
lute necessity to the business of the country will be permitted to go 
without an appropriation because the committee have recommended 
that a sufficient amount be appropriated to perfect the work at Galves- 
ton. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Right there I should like to ask the Senator 
from Maine, the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, for a little 
light on the proposition. Whatis tobe the rule by which certain rivers or 
certain harbors are to be taken outof the general operation of the river 
and harbor bill? Is it pro as to certain of them that they shall 
be considered in separate bills? If so, what class of harbors and what 
class of rivers are to receive the consideration of Congress by this special 
process? Undoubtedly the course has been that all rivers and harbors 
which are to be improved under the policy of the Government should 
come in under the general bill, and I should like to know why thisand 
one or two other cases have been made an exception to that general 
rule. 

Farther, while I am on my feet, I wish to ask, if it is a desirable 
thing to improve Sabine Pass and make, at a much less expenditure, a 
harbor there which will be of the value described by the Senator from 
Maine, why should that not be linked with this and the appropriation 
be made sufficient to improve both this harbor and that, and also the 
one at Aransas Pass, under the proposition suggested by the Senator 
from Maine? It seems to me that in selecting out this one harborand 
expending in the next few years $6,200,000 there, when a harbor of 
equal importance and value could be made at either of the other points 
by an expenditure perhaps of one-third of that amount, is not good 
legislative policy. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, frequent charges have been made of a 
wrongful expenditure of money in the river and harbor bills. Now, I 
am prepared to say that the only wasteful expenditure really made in 
the river and harbor bills is that expenditure which calls for too little 
money. We have been appropriating for Galveston Harbor for the last 


six or eight or ten years and have not gained upon that bar more than 
6 inches of water, simply because you make an appropriation one year ` 
of $300,000, the next year you have no appropriation bill, or it may be 
vetoed, and the third year you will make an appropriation of $250,000, 
and that will not recover the loss of the year for which you se al 
ated nothing. The result is that you have poured into Galveston 

bor eight or ten hundred thousand dollars without effecting any pur- 


pose. 

Mr. MANDERSON, [ask the Senator if that is not true as to many 
other harbors, notably the mouth of the St. John’s River, in Florida, 
where there has been poured into the ocean an enormous sum of money 
and yet through the operation he speaks of no beneficial result has been- 


sec 

Mr. FRYE. I only used Galveston as an illustration, I say that 
charges are made against the bills making appropriations for rivers and 
harbors that they appropriate money for creeks and bayous and little 
rivers, where there is no possibility of any commerce existing, and these 
charges go broadcast over the country when there is no truthin them. ` 
I say that if you take the last river and harbor bill that passed Congress 
and go into the South, as to which these charges are particularly made, 
you can not find ariver there where the appropriation has not paid $15 
in the increase of commerce for every dollar expended, and I say that 
the extravagance and waste are not in appropriations for little rivers 
whose names are comparatively unknown or for places called creeks in 
South Carolina or North Carolina, but in the misappropriation for the 
pon improvements, the misappropriation being a too small appropria- 
tion. k 

The President of the United Statesin his message called attention to 
this very thing, and he recommended that you make appropriations in 
your river and harbor bill sufficiently large so that the waste of a too 
small appropriation shall not exist, and that has been the impression and 
the opinion of the committee for years, that you ought to make an ap- 
eee aoe that shall be economical, no matter whether it be large or 

sma 

Now, the committee desire to test the House of Representatives on this 
very question, and they selected for that test two appropriations, one 
for the completion of Galveston Harbor and the obtaining of 30 feet of 
water there, and the other for the completion of the Sault Ste. Marie. 
That Galveston Harbor is a national necessity the committee under- 
stood nobody will deny. That Sabine Pass or Aransas Pass can be 
compared to it in its national importance nobody will assert, and 
therefore they selected Galveston Harbor as one test to see what the 
House of Representatives will do, whether or not they will adopt that 
principle. Ifthey will, the Committee on Commerce on the part of 
the Senate is ready to proceed in the same direction with divers great 
rivers and great harbors of national importance. 

Sault Ste. Marie, of course, nobody makes any question about at all. 
There is more commerce at Sault Ste. Marie by 800,000 tons than there 
is on the great Suez Canal this very day; there was more last year by 
800,000 tons than there was on the Suez Canal. The Suez Canal is 
open to the commerce of the world the year round, and the Sault Ste, 
Marie Canal is closed for four months during the year. There is a 
great lock to be completed there, an enormous lock, absolutely neces- 
sary to that immense commerce, and shall the United States be deal- 
ing with that lock for the next ten years? Shall the United States 
make an appropriation of half a million this year, and then when next 
year comes around have no appropriation, and the next year perhaps 
one vetoed, or shall the Congress of the United States, i 
absolute necessity of that great highway of commerce, the absolute 
necessity of this lock, appropriate money enough to complete it? The 
money will not be called for any faster than it must be expended. 
But this course has this immense advantage: It enables contracts to be 
made for the whole work. The money is to be called for only so much 
each year, but the contracts can be made for the entire work. For 
Galveston Harbor with the enormous amount—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimons consent that the Senator from 
Maine may be allowed to proceed. 

eet I hope the Senator may be allowed to conclude his 
remarks, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
Senator from Maine will proceed. 

Mr. FRYE. Galveston Harbor, with its enormous jetties, calls for a 
large expenditure of money and of labor. Those jetties can be con- 
structed 25 per cent. less if Congress will appropriate the entire amount 
necessary, even if it limits the expenditure, as it does in this bill, toa 
million dollars a year. Why? Because a contract can be made to- 
day for the building of both jetties fora much less sum of money than 
a contract can be made to expend $500,000 this year. It calls for no 
more money on the part of the Treasury; the work gets no more each 
year than itis entitled to. ‘The money is to be paid outin thenext six 
years; and my judgment is that with the immense demand that has 
been made for Galveston Harbor from the whole Western country ot 
man ought to object for a single moment to the enactment of this bi 
into a law by both Houses. 

Now, as to any other propositions of this kind, there may be some other 
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propositions made. I understand that the Senators from Oregon desire 
that the mouth of the Columbia River shall be improved somewhat in 
thesame way. The mouth of the Columbia River onght to be improved 
in the same way; there isnodoubt about that. You go up there to the 
mouth of the Columbia River to-day, and they are building a jetty 4 
or 5 miles long out into the Pacific Ocean. The Government has all 
the plant necessary, an immensely expensive plant, and it is doing the 
work in the most economical way I ever saw work done in my life. 
They run along there and do work for six months, the money is out, and 
the entire work on that operation ceases at once, the men are discharged, 
the machinery has to lie idle, much to its injury. 

Why should not the appropriation of $1,500,000, if thatis theamount 
required, be made, to be expended so much a year, and then the con- 
tract can be made to-day for the completion of the work, extending 
over the three years, and no more money be called for. It is the way 
Germany does such work; it is the way England does it; it is the way 
France does it; it is the way every country does it that has the power. 
It examines with the utmost care to see whether or not a canal shall 
be built, a harbor shall be created, the river Clyde, for instance, shall 
be made a river which shall float a ship drawing 30 feet of water; and, 
having determined that, it obtains estimates from its engineers as to 
the cost. Having obtained estimates it makes the appropriation for 
the entire work, and then the money is expended in the most econom- 
ical possible way. 

The Committee on Commerce in these bills are undertaking to do 
rae that, to see whether or not Congress would and agree to 

a policy which every Senator in the United States Senate who ever 
examined this subject will admit at once is the most economical pol- 
Meco oe by any possibility be adopted. 

PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator if the same 
reasons which he has given would not apply to Sabine Pass? 

Mr. FRYE. No; they do not. A vessel went ont of Sabine Pass 
loaded with lumber the other day, drawing 12 or 13 feet of water, 1 
foot drawn by a tug through the mud in the water. The only 
trade at Sabine Pass practically is the lumber trade. There is an im- 
mense belt of the best pine lumber all around within 75 miles of Sabine 
Pass, which necessarily is to be exported at Sabine Pass. 

The lumber vessels of this country drawing more than 15 feet of water 
are scarce. We do not use the great ships that were formerly used in 
the ocean traffic for the lumber business, and you find very few vessels 
to-day drawing more than 15 feet of water in the lumber trade; 
and those who were here for Sabine Pass simply asked that they might 
have od of water. Now, with the provisions made in the next two 
teri ¢ progress as they have at Sabine Pass in the last two years, 

will get 16 feet feet of water, all that is really required there. But 
Galveston i is the harbor of the world. It is the harbor for the whole 
Northwest; it is the harbor for the whole East; and our Eastern ships 
can not go into Galveston now; a ship drawing 16 feet of water can not 
over the bar at Galveston now. ly aship that is used in cross- 
the ocean to-day can cross the Galveston bar; and that is different 
from Sabine Pass, the one a harbor for the world and the other 
being a harbor for Sabine and surrounding country within a hun- 
dred miles and no more. 

I think the engineers who selected Galveston were undoubtedly right 
in that selection. There is another project upon the Gulf for an island, 
for an outlying harbor, and a private corporation is undertaking now 
to build that harbor. Galveston is the only place that has really been 
thoronghly examined and settled upon as the harbor for the great Gulf 
country there, the country bordering on the Gulf, and the question here 
is only, will you do as you have done for the last eight years, make an- 
nually appropriations utterly insufficient and waste every dollar that 
you appropriate, or will you make an appropriation ample to complete 
the work and let that be drawn upon, as it must be under this bill, at 
the rate of a million dollars a year, remembering when you do it that 
your contract can be made for the whole $6.200,000? 
ae paon of the Senate for having taken more than the time al- 

wW 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to make an additional statement in mse 
to the suggestion made by the Senator from Nebraska as to the special 
necessity for the creation of a deep-water harbor on the coast of Texas 
yas Ee the creation of the particular deep-water harbor that he men- 

By consulting the map of the United States it will be seen that a 

r area of country is within the reach of tide water from the vicinity 
of Galveston than from any other point upon the American continent 
or upon this hemisphere. 

Then there are some other facts of interest which I may state briefly. 
A radius of a thousand miles describing a circle with New York asa 
center would pass through Minnesota; a radius of a thousand miles 
taking its center at Galveston would bisect that circle in the southeast 
corner of Minnesota. An airline from Olympia, the capital of the State 
of Washington, to New York City is 500 miles longer than an air line 
from Olympia to Galveston; a little more than that by any traveled 
route, An air line from San Francisco to New York is abont 900 miles 
longer than an air line from San Francisco to Galveston. Thatimmense 
territory which is tributary to tide water there is dependent to a large 


extent for the cheapening of tran: 


and the value of its prod- 
ucts upon the making of a deep harbor at Galveston. 


Not very long ago there wasa convention of the States and Terri- 
tories of the West he held at Fort Worth, Tex., and they passed resolu- 
tions in favor of securing a deep-water harbor on the coast of Texas, 
not alone for the benefit of Texas, but for the benefit of the Northwest. 
Subsequently another convention for the same purpose was held at 
Denver, Colo., represented by most of the States and Territories of the 
West. They united in recommending an appropriation fora deep-water 
harbor on the coast of Texas. Subsequently, and during the last year, 
another convention was held at Topeka, Kans., in which some ten 
States and Territories were represented, and they again repeated the 
request for a deep-water harbor on the coast of Texas. 

Mr. MANDERSON. However, I beg to say to the Senator that none 
of those conventions recommended any particular deep-water harbor on 
the coast of Texas. Their effort was not for Galveston or for Sabine 
Pass or Aransas Pass. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will refer to that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. But as many as could be had—— 

Mr. REAGAN. I have only five minutes now, and if the Senator 
will allow me I should like to occupy that time, so as to make my state- 
ment as complete as I can within that limited period. 

The great populations and agricultural interests of Texas, of Western 
Arkansas, of the Indian Territory, of Kansas, of Nebraska, of Colorado, 
and all the country north and west of them and east of the Pacific 
Ocean, with the Territories and Northern Mexico, would be benefited 
in their commerce and business by a deep-water harbor on that coast. 

Now, the Senator says that those conventions did not recommend 
any particular place. Heisright. The Legislature of Texas and some 
other Legislatures have joined in these recommendations. The Con- 
gress, pursuant to the recommendations of these conventions, 
an act authorizing the appointment of a board of engineersof high rank 
to go to that coast and select a place for this deep-water harbor. 
suant to that act of Co a board of engineers, none below the rank 
of major and all of whom I understand are officers of the highest char- 
acter, examined the different places within the limits prescribed by 
the act of Congress, and unanimously agreed that Galveston presented 
advantages more than any other point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator's time has expired. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Texas have leave to proceed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I give notice that I shall object to the further 
extension of any time after this. This will be the last time it will be 
extended by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator from 
Texas pi ? The Chair hears none, 

Mr. REAGAN. The engineers, after examining the different points, 
unanimously recommended this one point. 

The people of Texas never asked for any particular place, the Legis- 
lature of Texas never asked for any particular place. The object was 
to get a deep-water harbor where it could be obtained the cheapest and 
the best, and where it would best accommodate the t class of ships, 
and the engineers met with the understanding that, by the act of Con- 
gress and by the act of the Texas Legislature, they were to selecta place 
for a deep-water harbor which would accommodate the world’s com- 
merece and the vast commerce tributary to it at the least expense, and 
in view of all the facts they selected Galveston. All the great West 
is interested in this; its commerce is interested in it; the Sahe 
of its transportation is interested in it; the value of its farms is inter- 
ested in it, because it will bring increased value to their prođucts. 

While this is so, we do not propose and have never proposed to aban- 
don the important works at Sabine Pass and at Aransas Pass, but those 
are to go on as they have gone on under the river and harbor bill, and 
continue to be improved, or by such other means as Congress may pro- 
vide. 

I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska, if he will think of the vast 
interests concerned and that we need a deep-water harbor, he will hesi- 
tate before he will obstruct the adoption of a measure which accommo- 
dates half the territory of the United States with cheaper transporta- 
tion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I propose an amendment, to insert in line 4, 
after the words ‘‘ Galveston Harbor,” the words ‘Sabine Pass and 
Aransas Pass.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4, after the word “Harbor,” it is proposed 
to insert the words ‘‘ Sabine Pass and Aransas Pass;’’ so as to read: 

That for the purpose of securing the work of im eská Soy entrance to Gal- 
veston Harbor, Sabine Pass, and Aransas Pass, e reer yon of War, 
upon the application of the Chief of Gortasera, 2 is hereby authorized, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
coer ieee proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- 
SON 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the Senate is laboring under 
some difficulty in its consideration of the pending bill, by the fact that 
there is no report giving that detailed information which it seems to 


1890. - 


y 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. ; 


2795 


me should tome to this body when a bill of theimportance of this is to 
be considered, and weare compelled hurriedly to into the reports 
of the to see what has been the history of legi and of 
the expenditures made upon these harbors. 

I agree with everything that has been said with reference to the im- 
pean of a deep-water harbor on the coast of Texas. The State that 

have the honoz in part to represent is deeply interested in this proj- 
ect. Every interest that we have (that is, the interest of every pro- 
ducer) leads us to desire that there should be some active, vigorous 
competition with the East in the marketing of the products of the trans- 
Missouri country. But everything has seemed to tend in the direction 
of the improvement of Galveston Harbor, to the exclusion of the other 
points named upon that. coast. Why it has been so I am ata loss tocon- 
ceive, but I submit that if one harbor is desirable upon the coast of the 
Gulf of Mexico for the trans-Missouri country, two or three would be 
infinitely better. That would make a competition which is most de- 
sirable. I understand the fact to be that in the direction of Aransas 
Pass and Sabine Pass railroads are already projected, and if the im- 

vements are made and those harbors established there will be to the 
estern producer an opportunity for competition on rates and a better- 
ing of his condition because of thap very fact. 

If this sort of legislation is any indication as to what is designed, 
there seems an effort here to create a monopoly at Galveston to the ex- 
clusion of these other competitive and properly competitive points. I 
find on hurriedly examining the report of the engineer that at Sabine 
Pass there have been enormous appropriations by the Government and 
very great expenditures of money. In August, 1882, $150,000 were 
appropriated; in July, 1884, $200,000; in August, 1886, $198,000; in 
August, 1888, $250,000; and the result has been that from a depth of 
6% feet upon the bar in the first instance there has been reached at mean 
low tide the least depth of 10 feet and 5 inches, making probably an 
average stage of water of 13 feet upon the bar mentioned by the Sen- 
ator from Texas. : 

On looking at the expenditures made at Galveston Harbor (and I can 
not take time in the five minutes allotted me, under this amendment, 
to read at length) I find that there has been a much less expenditure 
at Galveston Harbor than at Sabine Pass, and yet the proposition now is 
toabandon the work that has been done upon the Sabine Pass, or at least 
to leave the expenditure in that locality to the tender mercies of the 
river and harbor bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifthe Senator will allow me, he has the wrong in- 
formation. There has been a great deal more expended at Galveston. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It may be that Iam wrong in that, from my 
hurried examination. 

Mr. FRYE. A great deal more has been expended at Galveston. 

Mr. MANDERSON. ‘The fact that I am mistaken in the matter, it 

seems to me, is a fair commentary upon the proposition that under the 
five-minute rule and in this hurried and unexpected manner, without 
a report from the Committee on Commerce, we should be compelled 
to consider a bill which proposes to take over $5,000,000 from the pub- 
lic Treasury. 

My proposition is simply this, that if it is proper to make this enor- 
mous expenditure of money for the purpose of creating a deep-water 
harbor npon the coast of Texas, a fair thing to do is to expend a part 
of this enormous sum of money at Sabine Pass and at Aransas Pass, If, 
in the opinion of the Committee on Commerce, that action is unneces- 
sary as to Aransas Pass because a private corporation proposes the ex- 
penditure, then certainly that reason does not operate against the other 
proposed deep-water harbor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the States of Texas, Colorado, Kansas, 
and Arkansas and the Territories of Utah and Wyoming, through 
their Legislatures, have memorialized Congress in favor of a deep-water 
harbor at Galveston. I hold in my hand a list covering three pages of 

titions from the boards of trade, exchanges, etc., from the States of 
Totes; Kansas, Colorado, and in fact from all the States of the 
West, asking that the entrace to the harbor at Galveston be improved 
and that Galveston be made a first-class seaport. 

From the month of the Mississippi River indefinitely west, I believe 
to Vera Cruz, there is not a single harbor of refuge into which a vessel 
drawing 15 feet of water can go. The Gulf front in the United States, 
from the mouth of the Mississippi River to the mouth of the Rio Grande, 
must be about 700 miles. In rear of that 700 miles of Gulf coast lies 
two-thirds of the territorial area of the United States, being that part 
west of the Mississippi River which finds its nearest route to the sea 
by way of the waters of the Gulf of Mexico at Galveston. In this 
area of country is produced the vast surplus of wheat, corn, oats, and 
live-stock for which there can be found now no remunerative market, 
while east of the Mississippi River the production is not sufficient for 
its population. In addition, west of the Mississippi River, in the area 
that I have spoken of, tributary to the Gulf of Mexico, nearly half of 

. the cotton of the United States is raised. 

Now, that country—and when I speak of it I speak of all the States 
and Territories, for they are all represented in their memorials here— 
demands access to the sea by way of the Gulf of Mexico. They de- 
sire this outlet for their vast surplus. Every Farmers’ Alliance, the 


Granges in all the States, all the agricultural people of the West de- 
mand this outlet to the sea for their productions. An outlet is needed 
to take the produce outof our country, where they have more than can 
be consumed, where they haye to burn corn for fuel, where beef and 
pork have gone down so low that they do not pay the cost of produc- 
tion. 

An outlet isdesired upon the Galf of Mexico for these products, and 
the only question is where that outlet shall be. They do not need a 
harbor with an entrance of only 15 or 20 feet; they need a harbor that 
will be open to the largest ships that engage in the foreign trade, for 
it will be remembered that while this vast area of country that I have 
spoken of lies behind the Gulf coast in the United States, in front, 
across the Gulf, are the Island of Cuba, and Brazil, and all the South 
American Republics, with which our commerce, already great, is to be 
indefinitely increased in the near future. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. COKE. I would like to speak a minute or two longer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Texas may proceed, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? The 
Chair hears none, and the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. COKE. The amendment of the Senator from Nebraska proposes 
to load this bill down with two other points of improvement on the 
Texas coast. 

Mr. HEARST. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEARST. What is the distance between these points on the 
Gulf coast where it is proposed to build these harbors ? 

Mr. COKE. I suppose the distance from Galveston to Aransas Pass 
is abont 150 miles, The distance from Galveston to Sabine Pass I im- 
agine is about 60 or 70 miles. 

Mr. HEARST. It seems to me that one place might answer as a 
deep-water harbor. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator from Nebraska desires to amend the bill 
by putting on Aransas Pass and Sabine Pass, I have assured him and 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Commerce has assured him 
that a bill has been introduced and has been recommended by the 
Chief of Engineers, giving over toa private corporation the right toim- 
prove Aransas Pass without charge to the Government and without 
charge upon commerce. 

This corporation proposes to make Aransas Pass a free port without 
charge to the Government or upon commerce; and theSenator has been 
assured that Sabine Pass will be amply and bountifully cared for in 
the river and harbor bill, Wedesire at Galveston a great national har- 
bor. Ido not underrate Sabine Pass or Aransas Pass. Both of these 
points will be, and ought to be, improved, and good harbors can be 
made at both, and each will have a grand back country for its support, 
but Galveston is the place for a great port in which the largest vessels 
in the world can ride safely at anchor, ; 

I will read to the Senate what Colonel Ernst, of the Engineer Corps, 
says about Galveston. Speaking of the acres of deep water, he says: 

We find at Sabine Pass, after entering the harbor there are 100 acres of deep 
water for anchorage; at Galveston there are 1,304 acres of deep water for an- 
chorage; and at Aransas there are 60 acres of deep water. 

Colonel Ernst goes on to show the cost of improvement peracre. He 
says the cost of improvement for Sabine would be $23,790 per acre; for 
Aransas, $24,517 per acre; and for Galveston it would be $1,687 per 
acre. 

Galveston is a city of 50,000 inhabitants. It has all the appliances 
for handling commerce. Eight thousand miles of railroad in Texas 
alone point to and concentrate just above Galveston on Buffalo Bayou. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas 
from what document he reads. 

Mr. COKE. I read from a letter of Colonel Ernst, now on duty as 
an engineer in the city of Washington, who for several years was in 
charge of the work at Galveston and at Aransas Pass. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Has that been published for the use of the Sen- 
ate? 

Mr. COKE. It has been read before the Committee on Commerce, 
and it has been published. 

Mr. MANDERSON. But not in any report on this bill ? 
tt es COKE. It isamong the printed documents that accompany the 

Now, Mr. President, there is no trouble about the improvement of 
Aransas Pass. There will be no trouble about the improvement of Sa- 
bine Pass on the river and harbor bill. We want one great commer- 
cial port, one into which all the vessels of the world can enter, and 
Galveston, by the report of the engineers, by the convergence there of 
the greatest commerce on the Gulf coast west of New Orleans, by the 
indications of nature, is the point, and the only point, upon the Texas 
coast where we can get such a port. 

We do not need it for Texas alone. We have in Texas a sufficient 
area to make five States as e as the States of old Virginia and West 
Virginia combined. Then behind us is the Indian Territory, that t 
areasoshortly to be settled, and then Arkansas, Missouri, Kansas, Iowa, 


Nebraska, Colorado, and all that country which has memorialized Con- 
for a deep-water port upon the Gulf of Mexico; and all of them, 
f think, which have designated any point have named Galveston as the 
ace, 
ne MANDERSON. Ifthe Senator will allow me to interrupt him, 
does he not know that from the State of Nebraska, and I think, also, 
from Kansas, there have been petitions presented and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce (some perhaps are lying on the table), im fa- 
vor of `a deep-water harbor both at Sabine Pass and Aransas Pass? 

Mr. COKE. Ido not know of such. There will be a harborat Sa- 
bine Pass. Theimprovementis goingon. The Committee on Com- 
merce intend to make a liberal appropriation on the river and harbor 
bill for that improvement. If the improvement at Sabine Pass is what 
is wanted it will be had, without embarrassing this bill with the pro- 
po amendment. The only effect of the Senator's amendment would 

to endanger the passage of this bill, and I hope it will not prevail. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I share some of the doubt that has 
been expressed here and elsewhere about the possibility of the construc- 
tion of a good harbor on the coast of the Gulf of Mexico, in Texas or 
elsewhere; and, whether I share any doubt with anybody else on the 
subject, I am profoundly affected with a belief that we shall never get 
a harbor there or elsewhere at the hands of the engineers of the United 
States Army at any reasonable cost. But we have certain instrumen- 
talities in our employ which we are bound to make use of, as it seems, 
even although they are a great deal more expensive to us than if we 
entirely discarded them. 

Logically and necessarily a deep-water harbor on the coast of the Gulf 
of Mexico would bea very great advantage to an immensearea of country 
lying west of the Mississippi River, and the people have made up their 
ara 8 that itis worth while to have a serious effort made to have sucha 
harbor constructed. They realize that we shall blunder about this busi- 
ness, that we shall spend two dollars where one dollar ought to answer 
the purpose; that-when we get it it will not probably be what we want, 
but it is by instrumentalities of this kind that we are to get everything 
which we are to get at all in the nature of river and harbor improve- 
ments until we extirpate root aud branch the engineer part of the United 
States Army. 

I have no doubt that a million dollars of Chicago capital will make 
a good harbor at the mouth of the Brazos; that is to say, as good a 
harbor as can be made on the Texas coast. That is simply because 
they employ competent civil engineers to do the work. It is hecause 
the men who spend the money are on hand to see that it is properly 
spent. The Engineer Corps know that they are to go on and on, and 
it does not make a cent’s difference whether they spend the money 
wisely or not. Their salaries are assured, their proportion of the money 
is bound to come, and they perform their work with recklessness and 
an entire disregard of the responsibilities of the situation, such as would 
not be tolerated in any other country in the world. But we tolerate 
it and seem to enjoy it, 

Mr. President, a harbor, in order to be available for present needs on 
the Texas coast, must be at a place where there are other things besides 
deep water. It must beat a pine where there is already a large in- 
vestment of private capital in the shape of railroads, elevators, and so 
on. I undertake to say that there is no place on the Texas coast that 
answers these conditions even remotely except Galveston. 

There is another very important consideration. An enterprising 
people have built up a city there under very unfavorable conditions, 
and I would rather spend a million or two million dollars more at Gal- 
veston for a harbor with only the assurance of getting the same result 
than I would spend a much less amount at some other point where this 
investment of capital and enterprise had not been made. I do not be- 
lieve the Government has any right in the ordinary sense of the term 
to destroy the investment of its citizens by building up instrumental- 
ities which depreciate or put out of sight entirely the investments 
which they have made. In other words, the Government ought to link 
itself in whatever it does to this energy and to this enterprise and to 
the investment of its own people, giving encouragement and help 
thereto as far as itcan. In order that there may be use for a harbor 
and its construction there must be, as I said, railroads to carry the 
products there; there must be elevators; there must be capital ready 
to invest in grain, and all the other instrnmentalities of trade without 
which natural facilities go for nothing. 

The people of the section of country which I in part represent here 
have a deep and abiding interest in this question, and they are inter- 
ested in it whether they believe that any of their products will go to 
Galveston or not. I have sometimes doubted whether so great a por- 
tion of our trade would go that way as some of the more enthusiastic 
supporters of this proposition seem to think, but Ido know at least 
that it will farnish acounter-irritant; and the very moment there is a 
prospect that the one, two, five, ten, fifteen, or fifty million bushels of 
grain of the State of Kansas which must be exported will really go that 
way, I know that the transportation companies which are interested in 

g this grain to Chicago, to St. Louis, and in other directions, 
will come in and say, ‘‘ We will give you better rates if you will go 
our way in place of going this new way.” 

Therefore this proposition, in any event, if it is to result in a harbor, 


will be of great benefit to the people of the State of Kansas and to all 
ple who lie between the borders of that State and the Gulf of Mex- 
co; and they feel that while we are spending millions of dollars in 


comparatively trivial enterprises, good enough in a local way, it is not 
unreasonable to say that $6,000,000, a la: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. PADDOCK, - I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Kansas be allowed to proceed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator will proceed. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. They feel that it is not unreasonable that $6,000,000 
shall be spent on this enterprise and appropriated in such a way as to 
make it certain that it shall be forthcoming at every step of the work 
and that its final completion shall be made perfectly manifest. The 
trouble abont our river and harbor bill generally is that it appropriates 
for a particular work $1,000, or $5,000, or $10,000, or $50,000 a year, 
only a small portion of the amount which will finally be required for 
the completion of the work. I have in my mind a single harbor upon 
the coast of Lake Erie, estimated to cost $100,000, which by this proc- 
ess of piecemeal appropriation cost $200,000, and there is an estimate 
for the present year of $50,000 for its completion, whereas if we had ap- 
propriated $100,000 in the beginning we not only should have had a 
harbor for that money, but we should have had it within two years. 

It ought to be possible to apply to the great harbors of this country, 
or to the great places where great harbors are possible, and where the 
larger investments of private capital are already made, the sensible 
business principle of providing enough money in order that the work 
once undertaken upon any plan may be proceeded with to its final and 
logical conclusion. 

The late Mr. Eads, a noted engineer, said that he could make a har- 
bor at Galveston which he would guaranty to be of a depth of 30 feet, for 
$7,500,000, The people of Galveston, under the influenceof that prom- 
ise and looking to the melancholy exhibit of the expenditure of $2,000,- 
000 out of the Government Treasury which had entirely disappea: 
of which there was not a single trace either in the depth of water orin 
a stone or a bit of timber or anything else to evidence its expenditure, 
asked Congress not to give them any money to be expended by the 
Government engineers, in the hope that Congress would do, as it had 
done in regard to the improvement of the mouth of the Mississippi 
River, appropriate a lump sum to be expended by an engineer whose 
reputation was at leasta reasonable guaranty that weshould get some- 
thing for the money. 

But Congress did not close with that proposition. The engineers 
finally adopted nearly Eads’s plan. They would not adopt it entirely. 
Of course it would not have Se consistent with their reputation to 
do that, because that would be confessing that they patterned after 
somebody outside, and that an Army officer never would admit; but 
they came nearly to that plan, and there is now a reasonable hope that 
if we appropriate this money we shall get something in the way of deep 
water at that harbor at all events; and whether we get it or whether 
we do not, we shall at any rate have made an honest effort to do it, 
and a we fail the failure will be such that its repetition will not be 
invited, 

For that reason, Mr, President, I think we ought to this bill. 
I wish to say to the Senator from Nebraska that I think his amend- 
ment would be bad in this, that it would be putting us back upon the 
old plan of small appropriations and minimize or utterly negative 
the result. If it is proper to have, as it is, more than one harbor 
on the Texas coast, let us at the proper time appropriate money for 
those purposes; but, if there were a harbor to-day at Sabine Pass or if 
there were one at Aransas Pass, it would not lighten the labors or in- 
crease the value of the products of a single agriculturist of Kansas or 
Nebraska, because there is nobody there to buy what we have to sell; 
there are no ships coming in there to receive what we have to export; 
there are no railroads even going there for the pu of carrying it 
there; and all those things would have to be built up at a later period. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that he 
isin error in respect to Sabine Pass, There isa railroad there and 
very considerable commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, there is no railroad there that connects with 
the multiplied system of Northern Texas, the Indian Territory, Kan- 
sas, and Nebraska, and there are not facilities enough there to store the 
products of a single Kansas or Nebraska farm. 

Mr, PADDOCK. That may be. 

Mr. PLUMB. They might come, and they might not. What we 
want is as nearly as possible present relief, and let these speculative 
places that may come along later make their investments and thereby 
make the appeal to us that comes from Galveston to-day, to recognize 
what individuals have done, and at the same time in doing so make it 
perfectly certain that when we get a harbor we shall have ali the other 
things that go along with it in order to make it valuable to the pro- 
ducers of the country. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce what the estimate for Sabine Pass for the pres- 
ent year is, if he remembers. 

Mr. FRYE. Idonotremember. Theappropriations have run from 
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$150,000 to $250,000 a year. I will say to the Senator that the com- 
mittee has already practically determined to make the usual appropri- 
ation for Sabine Pass. There was a hearing before the committee, and 
some of the most intelligent men I ever saw came from down in that 
neighborhood and presented their case admirably, and satisfied the 
committee that Sabine Pass must be reasonably improved for the busi- 
ness which is to seek the ocean there, not as a great deep-water harbor 
for the world. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iwish to say to the Senator from Texas that he 
must not infer from anything said by my colleague or any one else that 
there is any disposition on the part of my colleague or myself or any- 
body in the State of Nebraska to defeat his proposition. There is an 
idea prevailing in our State, and has been for a good while, that Sabine 
Pass is the better place and that a better deep-water harbor could be 
made there, but there is no disposition to get in the way of or to antago- 
nize the proposition on behalf of Galveston. It was only on account of 
the apprehension that, Galveston being excepted in this irregular 
and unprecedented manner, the other places were to be ignored that 
there was any disposition whatever to interrogate him or others as to 
the purpose of the committee. Upon the assurance of the chairman of 
the committee in respect to his own view and that which he understood 
to be the view of his committee and the informal conclusion of the 
committee, so far as Iam concerned I have no disposition to antagonize 
the bill or to ask for its amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not know that my coll e has stated 
as fully as need be the motive which prompted me to offer the amend- 
ment. It has accomplished its purpose in inducing the argument that 
has been made upon the bill and the presentation of the facts which 
were not in the possession of the Senate by means of any report that 
was within our reach. It may be that papers went to the Committee 
on Commerce which infinenced their action and induced this result; 
but no member of the Senate unless he was a member of that commit- 
tee has had access to them. I felt as though here was an effort by the 
creation of this one deep-water harbor to create that which was mo- 
nopolistic in its tendencies and to exclude any appropriation for these 
other very important points on the coast of Texas. But with the as- 
surance made in the open Senate by the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce and corroborated by other members of the committee, that it 
is their purpose on the river and harbor bill to make a liberal appro- 
priation for the improvement of Sabine Pass, I am content, and I with- 
draw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from Ne- 
braska is withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. I have a report of the highest privilege to present, but 
if a vote can be had upon the pending bill I shall withhold it for a few 
minutes. 

* Mr. FRYE. We can get a vote now, I think. 

Mr. REAGAN. Isuppose we can have a vote now. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I intend to vote for this bill, although 
I do not believe myself that Galveston is the cheapest or the best place 
at which to build a harbor on the Gulf. I believe there should be at 
least three harbors on the Gulf, and I believe nature has provided three 
appropriate places. I do not know that Galveston is absolutely one of 
them, but there is a large city growing up there, large interests have 
centered there, and they are connected now by a system of railroads 
with a large portion of thecountry. It seems to me that, whether it is 
one of the best places by nature or not, it is one of the places where we 
are compelled to build a harbor. 

Ifit can be built for $6,200,000 the Government of the United States 
can afford to build it. It is for the benefit, not of Texas alone, but for 
the benefit of all the Northwest, which has had very little advantage 
of the harbor appropriations, practically I may say none. So I donot 
care if it seems to be somewhat of a large sum; the largeness of the 
country back of it and the great interests to be promoted justify the 
expenditure. 

The harbor at Sabine Pass is, I think, of equal importance, and at 
Aransas Pass, on the other side, the harbor is of equal importance. 
Both of those harbors can be made equally good, in my opinion, with 
the harbor at Galveston with very much less money, and while I vote 
for the improvement at Galveston I vote for it with the distinct under- 
standing that this is not the only experiment which is to be made, be- 
cause if this experiment should fail, asa great many people have an 
idea it may, we should be left without any outlet in that direction. 

The Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. MANDERSON] said that more money 
had been spent at Sabine Pass than at Galveston. That is a mistake, 
Large expenditures have been made at Galveston and have failed for 
the reason that the chairman gave, in my opinion. The expenditures 
at Sabine Pass have been more remarkably valuable to commerce. I 
think it would be very difficult to find any port anywhere in this coun- 
try where the Government obtained as good results from the amount 
of money expended as at Sabine Pass, and therefore it can not be the 
policy of the committee or of Congress to abandon any one of those 
three ports. I shall insist when the river and harbor bill comes here 
that the two other ports shall be also taken care of, because I think the 
great Northwest is entitled to at least three ports on the Gulf. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will permit me I will inform him that 


the report of the engineers who selected Galveston as the prinefj 
point on the coast for improvement especially recommended that 
bine Pass and Aransas Pass be also improved. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that matter very well. Ihave givena 
good deal of attention to this subject, because the people in my section! 
of the country are justas much interested in it as the Texas people., I 
have been getting letters and resolutions of boards of trade, and the! 
Legislature of my State I believe indorsed this scheme. Therefore I 
am forthe three ports. Iam going to vote for the bill because I believe 
the money will bring deep water at Galveston. If it does not, I know 
it can be got somewhere on the coast, and the Government is bound 
to give it to the people in the Northwest. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I simply wish to supplement what I 
understand has been said in regard to the Sabine Pass improvement 
by the statement that there has been no public improvement upon 
rivers and harbors in the United States, with the exception of the jet- 
ties at the mouth of the Mississippi River, that has brought about such 
valuable results as the improvement at Sabine Pass. The evidence 
shows that for every $100,000 expended there we have had a perma- 
nent increase of 1 foot in the depth of water upon the bar, 

Mr, PADDOCK. What has been the result, I should like to inquire, 
at Galveston? 

Mr. VEST. The result has been so far exceedingly favorable, and 
there is no sort of question that with comparatively small expendi- 
tures hereafter, which I think every member of the Committee on Com- 
merce favors, there can be a splendid harbor at Sabine Pass. 

Now, I want to say a word in all frankness in regard to the harbor 
at Galveston, in which the people in my State are as much interested 
as those of any other State in the Union. I was not entirely satisfied 
with the reports of the engineers as to the work already done at Gal- 
veston. They have made some terrible mistakes there. They have 
thrown away a large amount of money. 

Mr. INGALLS. How much? 

Mr. VEST. Well, over $2,000,000. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. I thinkin that vicinity. 

Mr. FRYE. They have not thrown it away. 

Mr. VEST. I mean to say that there is nothing to show for it. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, yes, there is. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know what you would call it, whether thrown 
away or not. They adopted a plan there which they found out to be 
impracticable. After Captain Eads went down there, in order tomake 
a contract like the one he made in to the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi, to secure so many feet of depth of water for so much money, he 
came to the conclusion that they had placed the jetty too far out, that 
there was too much width, and that it would not secure the sco 
from the reaction of the tide, upon which the success of the whole ex- 
periment is based, if it isan experiment. The engineers accepted his 
criticism in good nature and have undertaken to remedy that defect, 

Now, I am not an ex as to such matters, especially the improve- 
ment of harbors upon the seacoast or upon the Gulf of Mexico, and I 
found myself, as a member of the committee, in this simple condition: 
we were without any other authority except a board of engineers, and 
they reported with great unanimity in favor of this deep-water im- 
provement at Galveston in preference to every other point upon the 
coast. The interests involved are so enormous, the exigencies are so 
great, that I did not feel at liberty to say that I would vote for no ap- 
propriation at Galveston because I did not like the manner in which 
the money has been hitherto expended. 

I shall vote for this measure and do all I can to secure its passage, 
but I want to say now that I would not be surprised if it turns out 
that we shall be compelled to adopt some other place hereafter upon 
the coast and some other plan. ‘This, however, is the best that is now, 
poscia, and so long as the present system of putting these river and 

arbor improvements under the control of the Bureau of Engineers con- 
tinues there is no alternative left us but to abandon the idea of a deep- 
water improvement upon the Gulf coast or else to take their recom- 
mendation, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 2442) to extend to Tampa, Fla., the privilege of immediate 
transportation of unappraised merchandise; 

A bill (S. 2501) to provide for an American register for a steamer to 
be Posie San Benito, owned by a corporation of the State of California; 
an 

A bill (S. 3279) to suspend the enforcement of the act approved 
2, 1889, entitled ‘“‘An act to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the 
vised Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances on steamers.’’ 
ounced that the House had passed the folowing 


The message also anni 
bills, with amendments in which it requested the concurrence o: 


Senate: 
A bill (S. 2402) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 


2798 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARCH 29, 


= a pario building thereon at Allegheny, in the State of Pennsylva- 


? 

A bill (S. 1306) for the erection of a public building at Hudson, N, Y. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

, A bill (H. R. 164) to increase the limit of cost of the erection of the 
public building at Wilmington, Del.; 

A bill (H. R. 6845) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost check, 
drawn by O. M. Carter, lieutenant, United States Engineer Corps, in 
favor of Charles C. Ely; and 

AITU R. 7175) for the erection of a public building at Tusca- 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 3279) to suspend the enforcement of the act approved March 

1889, entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 4488 and 4459 of the Re- 

Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances on steamers;’’ and 

A bill (H. R. 8458) authorizing the purchase of tents by the Secre- 
tary of War, and for other purposes. 

COLORADO SPRINGS WATER RESERVOIRS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and ordered 
to lie on the table: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 23th instant, the House 
of Representatives concurring, I return herewith the bill (S. 1332) entitled “An 
Sat greeeing Ses city of Colorado Springs, in the State of Colorado, certain 
described for water resorvoirs."* 


BENJ. HARRISON. 
Executive Maxson, March 20, 189. 
ADDED MEMBERSHIP OF SAC AND FOX INDIANS, 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be directed to investigate all 
the facts concerning the adoption, by action of the Interior De nt, of cer- 
tain persons as members of the tribe of Sac and Fox Indians of Missouri, as re- 

to the Senate by the Secretary of Interior, in response to resolution 
of date lith instant, and report to the Senate at the earliest practicable date, 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr, HALE submitted the following report, which was read: 
‘The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houseson cer- 
tain amendmen’ the 


mend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 19, 21, 60,61, 62, 63, 64, 


m its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 4, 7, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 22, 23, 25, 26, 36, 37, 88, 39, 40, 42, 43, 44, 45, 


47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52. 53, 54, 56, 57, 58, 59, and to the same. 
“that the Bowne recede none its d se t to the amendment of the Senate 
Arpege and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


sum proposed *“36,000;” and the Senate agree to the same, 
That the Senate recede l eoad cogar to the amendment of the House 
to the amendment of the Senate n and to the same. 
On the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, the committee of conference 
have been unable to agree. 
EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


D. B. HENDERSON, 

J. G. CANNON, 

WM. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the re- 


rt. 
ame COCKRELL. Ishould like to know—I did not catch it from 
the reading—what tvas done with the amendments numbered 60, 61, 
8, 5, 64, and 65? 

e Chief Clerk read as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 19, 21, 60, 61, 62,63, 64, 
65, 06, and 67, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like toask the Senator from Maine what 
is still iu controversy. 

Mr. HALE. The only matter in controversy between the two Houses 
is amendment n 41, on page 21 of the bill, relating to the loca- 
tion of artesian wells in the Western country. All the rest of the bill 
stands disposed of in the conference by agreement, the House conferees 
yielding in certain matters and the Senate conferees yielding in other 
matters, the committee coming to an accord upon the entire bill except 
the amendment referred to, 41 in number, upon page 21. Thatisa 
Senate amendment to which the House conferees declined to agree, and 
it must be the subject of further meeting or controversy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before the report is adopted I desire to make a 
statement in regard to the amendments numbered 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 
OE PR a SOS Be arene ee OF Se, 
on page 


It will be observed by reading these provisions of the bill as they 
came from the other House that for certain objects, for example, ar- 
rears of pay, bounty under the different acts, and commutation of ra- 
tion, the House made an indefinite appropriation, “‘so much as may 
be necessary is hereby appropriated.’? That was the language used in 
every one of the provisions to which these amendments were made, 
The Senate Committee on ey pie ery amended the provisions by 
inserting an amount, in the first instance, the sum of $200,000, or so 
much as may be necessary; in another instance, the sum of $175,000, or 
so much as may be necessary, and, in another, the sum of $15,000, or 
so much as was necessary, and, in another, the sum of $22,000, or so 
much as was necessary. z 

Mr. CULLOM. So much more? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; only so much as was necessary. 

Mr. CULLOM. So much more orso much under that amount? 

Mr. COCKRELL. So much under that amount. That was the de- 
liberate action of the Committee on Appropriations, and I think for 
good and sufficient reasons. Here, for years past, with two or three 
exceptions, no appropriation has been made in advance to pay the claims 
audited and allowed for balance of bounty or bounty arrears, arrears of 

or for commutation of rations. For many years they have been 
reported to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury, and Congress at 
each session has made a specific appropriation to pay the amount au- 
dited and allowed. In this deficiency bill there was an amount inserted 
by the Senate which we thought was suflicient to pay the claims al- 
ready audited since the last report and all those that could be audited 
up to the 30th of June. We were met in conference by the statement 
that the officials said that the amount we had inserted would not be 
sufficient to pay all the claims which would be andited and allowed be- 
tween this time and June 30, the end of the present fiscal year. We 
offered to increase the amount. We offered to increase the amount to 
any sum they would say was sufficient to meet all possible allowances 
which might be made, and the members of the other House on the con- 
ference peremptorily refused to accede to the proposition. 

Mr. President, why is it that the Republican House of Representa- 
tives refuses to fix an amount in an appropriation bill? I say it is the 
deliberate purpose on the part of that House to conceal and suppress 
from public knowledge and from the country the amounts of money 
actually appropriated, and to do it by saying ‘‘so much as is necessary 
is appropriated,” z 

Mr. President, I am using no language now that I did not use to the 
committee of conference. I think it is a very poor, miserable, con- 
temptible subterfuge to conceal and cover up the amount of mone: 
that the Republican House will have to appropriate, and it is benea 
the dignity of any great political party. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Missouri must deal with the rules 
and with the House of Representatives in his contemptuous allusions 
to that body. The committee of conference found itself confronted 
with a provision applying to these appropriations upon which the con- 
ferees representing the other House were not only firm, but obdurate. 
The whole question in controversy is simply this: Hereis a distinctive 
class of claims, the evidence of which is found upon the files and 
archives of the Treasury Department. They relate exclusively to 
soldiers’ claims, old arrearages due to the soldiers of the Republic for 
arrears of bounty and commutation. Heretofore, as the Senator from 
Missouri has said, Congress has generally (not always, with some 
exceptions) appropriated in detail specific amounts beyond which the 
auditors and auditing officers of the Treasury Department could notgo. 

Every year cases, in some instances many cases, have arisen where 
claims have been andited and approved and no appropriations have been 
made until months aftewards. A soldier living in a certain town, upon 
a certain street, receives his money because he gets in in time, before the 
appropriation is expended. Another soldier in the same town, in the 
same street, in another house, does not get his claim in until after the 
money is expended, and he has to wait six months or a year. 

Acting upon.these considerations the House of Representatives de- 
cided, after full debate, that upon this class of cases Congress was justi- 
fied in making an indefinite appropriation, and provided in terms that 
so much money as might be necessary to pay these old-soldier claims 
should be appropriated inthe bill, so that every man, wherever he came 
from, wherever he served, wherever he lives now, should havehis money 
as soon as his claim should be andited, 

The practice of indefinite appropriations is a vicious practice; there 
is no doubt about that. The Senator is right in saying that A seepeee 4 
Congress should hold the jurisdiction over these appropriations, and 
should appropriate specifically so that it may be known what the 
amounts are that are carried in each of the annual appropriation bills. 
But the House of Representatives, because of the nature of these claims, 
because they are based upon the evidence that the Government alone 
can furnish, because it is not outside testimony that is produced, because 
it is the fault of the Government, as they claim, that they do not com- 

ete and certify these claims and hunt up the soldiers and pay them— 

use of these reasons the House of Representatives determined to 
make an exception in this case, and to make an indefinite appropria- 
tion, so that no old soldier of the war, twenty-five years older to-day 
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than when his service commenced, with all the added infirmities that 
have come to him,should wait longeror die waiting for the promised land, 

We found in conference that the representatives of the House of Rep- 
resentatives upon the conference committee were, as I have said, ob- 
durate upon this point, and at last, because of the reasons that they 
gave, the majority of the Senate conferees yielded and gave up the con- 
troversy. And all the more, Mr. President, because under a plan of 
doing business in these Departments, set on foot by the Senator from 
Missouri and carried out with his usual vigor and persistency, these 
claims are all to be brought to a head and disposed of and andited and 
paid within the next two or three years. Therefore, with one excep- 
tion, the Senate conferees believed that no great harm would come 
from letting down the rule about indefinite appropriations, and thatis 
simply the reason why it is that the majority of the conferees on the 
part of the Senate yielded in order that these old soldiers, these old 
claimants, these broken-down, aged men, passing off the scene of human 
action, might not be kept delayed even one week or onè day. That 
is all there is of it, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the re- 

of the committee of conference, 
The report was concurred in. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF GEORGE M’DOUGALL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Calendar will be 
proceeded with. 

The bill (S. 316) for the relief of the legal representatives of George 
McDougall, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to pay to the legal representatives of the estate of George 
McDougall the sum appropriated in the general deficiency bill of Au- 

t 4, 1886, to pay the judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of 

ohn Paul Jones, administrator, to wit, $81,250, in the same manner 

as though the judgment had been affirmed on appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, but without interest or costs. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord: 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 

CAPRON COLLECTION OF JAPANESE ART. 


Mr, VOORHEES. I ask the indulgence of the Senate to call up 
Order of Business 452, Senate bill 321, a bill that was passed over 
under the rule a few days ago in my absence. 

The bill (S. 321) providing for the purchase of ‘‘the Capron collec- 
tion of Japanese works of art’’ was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to appropriate $14,675 for the purchase of “‘ the 
Capron collection of Japanese works of art,’’ now on temporary de- 
posit in the National Museum, at Washington. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the amount appropriated ? 

Mr. CULLOM. Fourteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. VOORHEES. ‘The Senator from Ohio is familiar with this sub- 
ject. I will state that it is the amount fixed by the authorities of the 
Smithsonian a yearor moreago. The bill was reported aftera very full 
examination by the Committee on the Library. It passed I think twice 


through committee and was passed once by the Senate in a former 
Congress. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], of the com- 
mittee, is present. The Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] is not 


here, but I hope the Senate will pass the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator be kind enough to explain to those 
Senators who have not had the time and opportunity to visit the Na- 
tional Museum, what this collection of Japanese works consists of? I 
simply want information about it. 

. VOORHEES. General Capron was abroad a number of years in 
the service of the Government in Japan, and when he returned he 
brought a rare collection of those peculiar works of art for which Jap- 
anese civilization and skillare famous. Thecollection has been valued 
by those who are experts in that business and this is the value placed 
on the collection by Spencer F. Baird and others connected with the 
Smithsonian Institution and the National Museum. The collection 
now belongs to Mrs. ron, & very aged lady, General Capron being 
dead. The matter, as Senator from Massachusetts as well as my- 
self can assure the Senate, has had very careful consideration, and I trust 
that no obstacle will be presented to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the amount involved? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Fourteen thonsand and some hundred dollars. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask my friend from Indiana a question. 
I do not know anything in the world abont this matter, except that I 
know that the prices paid for Japanese curios have gone down very 
much in the last two or three years. ‘They used to be considered quite 
Tare, but now hardly a week passes when there are not large auction 
sales in this city of Japanese articles. I have never seen this collec- 
tion, and I do not know whether it consists of articles that can not be 
obtained elsewhere or whether they are antiques, which would give 
parena value to such articles, but I happen to know that all the 

rge cities to-day are filled with Japanese curios. I simply want to 
inquire whether this price is considered as being the value to-day or 
whether there has been any recent valuation, so as to know whether 
$14,000 is an exorbitant sum or not. 

Mr. DAWES rose. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not profess to know the value of such things, 
but I have bad the opportunity to see the selections made by Mr. 
Capron and they are not of any ordinary character, like those which are 
in the shops of cities. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, no. 

Mr. DAWES. They are of a very rare kind, and are nowhere to be 
found in any of the shops, and they are of inestimable value as com- 
pared with all those that are seen in shops. I would not undertake to 
express an opinion as to their value, but there are no such specimens of 
the wonderful art of the Japanese people as those that were collected 
by Mr. Capron. They are peculiarly valuable specimens of what is 
done in that country, and they are of great value of themselves, as 
compared with other specimens, though I am not able to express an 
opinion upon their money value. I know that heretofore they have 
heen valued by those in whose judgment I should have great confidence 
as being of great value to this country to obtain the possession of and 
keep in the National Museum. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In further answer to the Senator from Missouri 
I will state that during the last session of Congress there was a letter 
read here which is in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. It ought to beon 
file now. I tried to find it a little while ago. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts knows of the existence of the official communication which 
we secured from the Smithsonian in respect to the value of these rich 
and rare specimens of works of art in Japan, and the amount appro- 
priated in the bill is the value placed by them. We did not pretend 
to appraise them ourselves; we did not know how; and so we secured 
the written official statement of what such works would be worth at 
this time, and that was within the last year or eighteen months. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, these works are of such transcendent 
valne that it raises a condition of wonderment in the human mind that 

ever considered them why they were ever allowed to be brought 

m the country where they were made. They are not works that 
can be estimated by any valuation or appraisal, but depend largely 
upon theimagination. Having had some experience in committees that 
have viewed and investigated such matters, I have found that no two 
persons agree as to their value. They are somewhat like the Sibylline 
Leaves. They come to us first with an estimate of a few thousand dol- 
lars, as these did originally 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator is mistaken abont that. 

Mr. HALE. And they have been constantly increasing in value, 
It is an additional argument in favor of ing this bill and 
rid of it, that if we do not pass it now at $14,000 it will come in next 
year at $20,000. The Senator from Massachasetts [Mr. DAWES] says 
to me in an aside that he has no doubt that will beso. The Senator 
from Indiana will appreciate that consideration. It may be that he 
would favor it if more. money should be called for. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is an argument in favor of the passage of 
the bill now. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no doubt that as years go on more and more 
the real value of these specimens will be appreciated, and that willin- 
crease their valuein the market. JIagree with the Senator that if we 
had purchased them five years ago in the market we could haye got them _ 
for much Jess than now. Every year that we come to be more and more 
familiar with what is done there these specimens will be prized above 
all others, 

Mr. HALE. What I was coming at is that there is a pronounced de- 
mand for this kind of appropriation from the laboring men and the 
farmers of the country. The representatives of that sentiment which 
the Senator from Indiana so earnestly and eloquently urged upon the 
Senate the other day, the downtrodden and oppressed farmers of the 
country, who are disregarded by Congress, who are passed over in their 
claims in favor of fanciful things and in favor of monopolists, desire 
this appropriation! Nothing can carry to the breast of the Western 
farmer so complete and thrilling a feeling of satisfaction with the Con- 
gress of the United States as to know that it is hunting up old relics 
from Japan, collections that have been for years and years here in 
Washington, and without which the Government has gone on ina very 
respectable fashion, but which now, in obedience to their demand, are 
being purchased for their benefit! Itis nota fanciful thing, Mr. Presi- 
dent; it is a real thing, the desire that the great West has for the pur- 
chase of these products of Japanese art! 

Fourteen thousand dollars is a small sum to the farmer of the West. 
He is willing to expend ii for these subjects; he is entirely satisfied; 
and the Senator from Indiana is doing much in this cause that he is 
now pleading to pacify the farmers whom the other day he unduly 
stirred up. Icongratulate him that he isengaged now in a crusade that 
will be beneficial to the farmers of the country and will tend to make 
them more content. And for that reason, and to relieve the burdens 
under which they exist, I am going to vote with him, because I thought 
the other day that he was stimulating a feeling of discontent on the 

of the farmers, and now I see that he has slept over it and that he 
found something that they are interested in, and that he knows 
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will go through, and we are all going to join him and pnt him in favor 
in sending this appropriation through. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I will forgive the very mean speech 
that preceded a very excellent conclusion and will ask for a vote, only 
saying that General Capron was a very acceptable Commissioner of 
Agriculture in his day, and this little appropriation goes to his widow 
in her poverty. Now I hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to ask the Senator from Indiana if it is true 
that these works of art have been offered for $2,000? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will not put it in any offensive way, but I will 
answer in this way: I was trying to tax my best recollection when 
the Senator made that statement, and my best recollection is—I am 
not to be held responsible if it is a little different from that—that I 
introduced a bill for the purchase of the Capron collection for $10,000. 
Then the committee asked officially the officers who had these works 
in charge at the Smithsonian Institution for an estimate of their value, 
and they made an estimate over the amount that was asked for them. 
Then I amended the bill myself in accordance with it, 

I represent a constituency, Mr. President, who would not abolish 
the Smithsonian Institution or the National Museum, and I suppose 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] would criticise them for not 
doing so; but, as I stated, I forgive him for his speech for the sake of 
the vote he is going to give. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuppose everybody is in favor of ornamenting this 
Capital and making it to the American people who come here attract- 
ive to a reasonable and proper extent with works of art. A good many 
of us have voted for larger expenditures than this for single objects 
which hardly come within that designation when they are completed. 
Iremember Mr. Sumner said that the most polite thing he ever knew 
in his life was when a distinguished Englishman walked with him 
straight by the statue of Andrew Jackson and did not manifest the 
slightest consciousness that there was such a thing in sight. 

Now, I think in the selection of these works we can trust, better 
than we can ourselves, the judgment of the men who have the charge 
of the Smithsonian Institution and the National Museum. Professor 

‘Baird, I believe, reserved this large space in the National Museum to 

their custody and exhibition; they are among the most attractive and 
interesting objects which are examined by the persons who go there, 
and he desired their purchase. I think Iam not mistaken in making 
that assertion. The Senator from Indiana knows whether I am cor- 
rect or not in that statement. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator is correct about that. 

Mr. HOAR. When thepresentaccomplished secretary of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, who is not only one of the most distinguished and 
Jearned men in the country, but who has been a special student of the 
history of art, who is familiar with the history of the great works of 
art in the world, and who has been a special studentin that most deli- 
cate art matter of engraving, desires a small appropriation of this kind 
for an object of art to be preserved in his National Museum, and setsa 
price on it, I, for one, am willing to act upon his authority, and I do 
not think there is better authority in the country. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, in the absence of the Senator from 

Texas [Mr. REAGAN], in order to guard the people against such ex- 
ropriations as this, I shall be sompa to put in my 
against any such expenditure of the public money. I 
will not make any speech about it, for the reason that I can not get— 
let me see, what is the word ?—I can not get the forgiveness of the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] for making a mean speech in 
opposition to this bill, by voting for it. My position is that I shall 
have to vote bit. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr, President, I desire to say that while $14,000 is a 
small sum it is an appropriation that ought not to be made. I fully 
agree with all the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] so well said 
a few days ago in to the condition of the farmers of the country, 
and I furthermore agree that this character of appropriation is not the 
kind that they approve, and I do not believe that it should be made by 
the Senate of the United States, 

It is practically admitted that these articles are not worth this sum 
of money, and that the bill was originally introduced for a far less 
amount. The ms who own these works did not consider them 
worth $14,000, and yet the Senator from Indiana says he changed the 
amount on his own motion when the lady for whose benefit the appro- 
priation is to be made did not expect that amount. 

Mr, President, it it was our own money with which we were dealing 
we should have the right to take it and give it to this lady, to give her 

“more than she asked, to give her more than it is admitted these articles 
are worth, and to give her more than they are valued at, but I do not 
believe that I as a Senator here have the right to vote the people’s 
money in any such way, and therefore I am in earnest panies this 
and all kindred app tions. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am astonished at the inaccuracy of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY], who is usually very accurate and fair. 

_ The amount was not on a claim of the claimant or on an esti- 
mate of more than the works were worth. I stated that I changed the 


face of the bill upon an official estimate made by experts in the Smith- 
sonian Institution bi ge the official request of the committee, and that 


that was the basis of changing the amount. That was the statement. 

Mr. BERRY. I understood the Senator to state that the bill was 
originally introduced for $10,000, with which sum the owner of these 
articles was content. Is that correct? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I did’not say whether she was content or not, 
I did not ask the poor, old, impoverished lady on that subject, but I did 
find out what the articles were said to be worth by those who were com- 
petent tojudge. Inever jew and I never haggle and I never beat down, 
especially a widow woman in poverty, and I represent a constituency 
who do not expect me to do it. 

Mr. BERRY. In regard to jewing and beating down the poor, and 
talking about a poor old woman, there are thousands of poor old women 
in the State of Indiana and in Arkansas who are as much entitled to 
the consideration of the Congress of the United States as this Jady or 
any other lady. 

When the Senator talks about never trying to beat down, that argu- 
ment goes very well with a man’s own property and his own money, 
but when we are dealing with other people’s money, I, for one, do not 
believe that we have a right to vote any more than the article we 
purchase is worth, and the fact that the lady is old and poor makes no 
difference in that particular, if we are dealing with her for articles which 
the Government desires to 

That is my idea of the right and wrong of the proposition, and no 
remarks about the character of constituency the Senator represents 
or that I may represent will affect me when it comes to voting away 
money which we admit is not ours, and when the Senator ts that 
the bill has been changed from the amount provided for when it was 
originally introduced. 

ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed for a third reading. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
desire the yeas and nays on that question? 
ae BERRY. No; I ask forthe yeas and nays on the passage of the 

1l. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the passage of the bill the Senator 
from Arkansas asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Iam paired with the 


Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK]. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was ed). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator trom Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT] on all pouaka ons; but I 
do not consider this as a question of that kind and I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. Ifhe were present I should 
vote “* yea. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] and withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). J am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. I do not know how he would vote 
on this question and withhold my vote. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] 
has not voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am paired with him, subject to making a 
quorum, and so I withhold my vote unless it be necessary to make a 
quorum. 

Mr. QUAY. I understand from Senators on the other side that my 
pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] does not 
apply to this bill in case my voteis n to make a quorum. Un- 
derstanding that a quorum has not yet voted, I feel at liberty to vote, 
and I vote “yea.” 

Mr. SQUIRE. “I understand the Senator from Virginia [Mr, DANIEL] 
with whom I am paired, if present, would vote ‘‘ yea,” and therefore I 
am at liberty to vote, and I vote “yea.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am assured that the Senator from Lonisiana [Mr. 
Eustis] with whom I am paired, if here, would vote ‘‘ yea,” and I vote 

‘ yea. 


I am 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask if a quorum has voted ? 
The VICE-PRESID. . Not yet. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill respond to my name then. I vote ‘‘nay.” 


«Mit, VEST. Iam at liberty to vote to make a quorum, and I vote 
nay. 


- and the reasons therefor, which shall be accom 


Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. In order to make a quorum I vote. 
I vote ‘‘nay.”’ s 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Allen Dawes, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Morrill," Squire, * 
Blair, Paddock, Stock: 
Butler, Hoar, Payne, Teller, 
Call, Kenna, uay, Voorhees, 
MeMillan, wyer, Washburn, 
Cullom, Manderson, Sherman, 
NAYS—15. 
Bate, Coke, Ingalls, Vest, 
Berry, Edmunds, Pierce,” Walthall, 
Casey, Frye, Piatt, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, George, 
ABSENT—40. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hawley, Pettigrew, 
Allison, Eustis, Hearst, Plumb, 
Barbour, Evarts, Higgins, Pugh, 
Beck, Farwell, Hiscock, Ranso 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Stanford, 
Brown, Gibson, Jones of Nevada, wart, 
Cameron, Gray, McPherson, Turpie, 
rok bejis Hale, Moody, Vance, 
Daniel, Bempiuns Morgan, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Harris, Pasco, Wolcott. 
So the bill was passed. 


LABAN HEATH & CO, 


Mr. PIERCE. I ask that the next bill on the Calendar, Order of 
Business 455, being the bill (S. 948) for the relief of Laban Heath & 
Co., of Boston, Mass., may be passed over without prejudice, as the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who reported it, is not 

resent, 
= The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT GRAND FORKS, N, DAK, 


Mr. PIERCE. Iask that Order of Business 444, Senate bill 1571, 
which was heretofore passed over without prejudice, may be now taken 
up. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1571) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Grand Forks, N. Dak. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to uire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, asite, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating spparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States courts and post-office and other Government offices, in 
the city of Grand Forks and State of North Dakota, the cost of said site and 
building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, 
and approaches; complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum 
of $100,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the 


United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
Pro for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by n paoue 
adye: reula- 


ent in one or more of the newspapers of said = of largest 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Pro made in response to said advertisementshall be addressed and mailed 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed sites, 
and such othersas he may think proper to designate, to be examined in person by 
an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written rt to said 
Secretary of the results ofsaid examination, and of his recommendation thereon, 
nied by the original proposals 
and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his possession 
relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the 
of the mury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, accom- 

ied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted to 
em, in like manner as here: nbefore provided in regard to the proceed 
said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary ofthe reas 


the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $ per day and actual travelirig ex- 
penais: , however, Thatthe member of said commission appointed from 

e Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of adve: ng for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, 
and other spans incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary sur- 
vey thereof 1 be immediately available. ý 

much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available 
immediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site, 

No money re fant tey by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of North Dakota shalt have ceded to the United 


tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therei 
e said site shall have been paid for and the lans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been ipervising 
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tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
rior, and the T n A, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 


, the Secretary of the Inte- 


yara hostu and ventilating ap 4 Eaa Marar S and uppruaches, 
The building shall be ure: to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BURLINGTON, IOWA. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive ess, 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator to withdraw that motion to en- 
able me to make a report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the motior for that pu 

Mr. SPOONER. Iaminstructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report back the bill (S. 954) authorizing the con- 
struction of a public building at Burlington, Iowa, with a recommend- 
ation that the Senate do not concur in the amendments made to the 
bill by the House of Representatives. 1 ask for the present consider- 
ation of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 954) authorizing 
the construction of a public building at Burlington, Iowa. 

Mr, SPOONER. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ments made by House of Representatives, and ask for a conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Spooner, Mr. Mor- 
RILL, and Mr. VEST were appointed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA, 


Mr. SPOONER. Iam instfucted by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report back the bill (S. 903) for the erection of a 
public building in Cedar Rapids, Iowa, with the same recommendation, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin that the Senate non-concur in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives, and ask a conference on the 
votes. k > 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MORRILL, Mr. SPOONER, 
and Mr. Pasco were appointed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I have requested the Senator from 
Ohio to yield to me a moment before going into executive session for 
the purpose of enabling me to call up a little bill to which there is no 
objection, a pension bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are a good many pension bills on the Cal- 
endar, and I do not think we can violate a unanimous agreement by 
seeking to call up a single pension bill out of the hun or more on 
the docket. I must insist on the regalar order. I have several con- 
stituents who are interested in pension bills on the Calendar, and they 
are just as needy as the constituent of the Senator. I regret very 
much to object, but I feel compelled to do it. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I doubt very much whether any one of them is 
as needy as this widow, who is absolutely destitute, but I shall notin- 
sist on my motion now. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 164) to increase the limit of cost for the erection of 
the public building at Wilmington, Del., was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. 6845) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lostcheck 
drawn by O. M. Carter, lieutenant, United States Engineer Corps, in 
favor of Charles C. Ely, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 7175) for the erection of a public building at Tusea- 
loosa, Ala., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1041) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Etten; 

A bill (H. R, 1622) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sallie T. 

ard - 


2 
A bill (H. R. 2046) to grant a pension to Barbara Madden; 
A bill (H. R. 2057) for the relief of Barent S. Van Buren; 
A bill (H. R. 2066) granting a pension to James McCusker; 
A bill fr R. 2067) pawing a pension to Mrs. Maria Clark; 
A bill (H. R. 2958) for the relief of Johanna Eckle; 


rd 
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A bill (H. R. 3256) granting a pension to Anastasia McGrievy; 

A bill (H. R. 3383) granting a pension to Charles H. Perry; 

A bill (H. R. 3511) granting a pension to James S. Ferrin; 

A bill (H. R. 4094) granting a pension to James H. M > 

A bill (H. R. rr to increase the pension of Lucian L. Sanborn; 

A bill (H. R. 4423) to grant'a pension to i A. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 4424) granting a pension to Fannie E. Woodbury; 

A bill (H. R. 4482) granting a pension to Barbara Schnappinger; 

A bill (H. R. 4811) to pension William G. Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 5626) granting a pension to Hannah Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 6078) granting an increase of pension to Frank Traynor; 

A bill (H. R. 6415) to reissue the pension certificate of Nannie W. 
Metcalfe, and allow her a pension as a surgeon’s widow; 

A bill (H. R. 6603) granting a pension to Joseph D. Williamson; and 

A bill (H. R. 6624) increasing the pension of Walter P. Harrison. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALLEGHENY, PA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2402) to provide for the pur- 
chase of s site and the erection of a public building thereon at Alle- 
gheny, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. In thecaseof the bill for the erection of a public build- 
ing at the city of Allegheny, in the State of Pennsylvania, I move that 
the Senate concur in the amendments of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PLATT. Does that bill as amended make an appropriation ? 
Mr. QUAY. No; the House of Representatives have stricken ont 


app: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania moves 
that the Senate concur in the amendments made by the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill for a public building at Allegheny City, Pa. 

Mr. INGALLS. Before that is acted upon I should like to inquire 
whether this bill contains the same provisions which appear in the other 
bills similarly amended, to the effect that the n expenses for 
the sketch-plans and for the inspection of the site and for the payment 
of the expenses of the agent sent out by the Treasury Department are 
to be paid ont of the sum herein appropriated. If it does, it is obvi- 
ously improper for the Senate to concur in the amendments, because 
by them the bill is left in an insensible and unintelligible condition. 
There is a similar bill for Sed tom building at the town where I reside, 
and if the terms are not different in the bill which the Senator from 
Pennsylvania calls up from those in the bill to which I refer, then it 
is not possible for the te to concur in the amendments without doing 
a stultifying thing. I ask that the bill may be read before we concur 
in the amendments. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

_Mr. QUAY. The bill may go over and I will call it up at another 


time, 
Tees VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table subject to 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUDSON, N. Y. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1306) for the erection of a 
pits building at Hudson, N. Y.; which were ordered to lie on the 

FIRE-PROOF BUILDING FOR NATIONAL MUSEUM. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iask the Senate to take up Order of Business 461, 
being the bill (S. 2740) to provide for the erection of an additional fire- 
proof building for the National Museum. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not do that, That is out 
of order and in violation of our understanding that we should proceed 
regularly with the Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL, Ishould be very glad to have the bill acted on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam in favor of the bilt and should like to see 
it pass. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After forty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 8 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 31, 1890, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 29, 1890. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


Francis McNutt, of the District of Columbia, to be secretary of the 
legation of the United States at Constantinople. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. ` 


L. Edward P. Dennis, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for the 
eastern district in the State of Maryland. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Quinby Vance, of Hillsborough, N. Mex., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Las Cruces, N. Mex. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
Daniel Lake, of New York, to be marshal of the United States for 
the eastern district of New York. 
INDIAN AGENT, 
Robert Waugh, of Mount Pleasant, Iowa, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Uintah and Ouray agency (consolidated), in Utah. 
SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 
John F. Dravo, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of customs for the 
district of Pittsburgh, in the State of Pennsylvania. 
Rezin A. Maynard, of Michigan, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Grand Rapids, in the State of Michigan. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
James E. Russell, of Cour d’Aléne, Idaho, to be register of the 
land office at Cour d’Aléne, Idaho. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Michael Keating, to be postmaster at Centreville, in the county of 
Queen Anne’s and State of Maryland. 

Amzi G. Patterson, to be postmaster at Harper, in the county of Har- 
per and State of Kansas. 

William C. Charles, to be postmaster at Kiowa, in the county of Bar- 
ber and State of Kansas. 

8. Smith, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of Smyth 

and State of Virginia. 

Calvin L. Spaulding, to be postmaster at Brainerd, in the county of 
Crow Wing and State of Minnesota. 

Edwin B. Smith, to be postmaster at Pomona, in the county of Los 
Angeles and State of California, 

Edward E. Pilkey, to be postmaster at Elko, in the county of Elko 


and State of Nevada, 


Nathan W. Moody, to be postmaster at Fresno, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California. 
: Frank E. Williamson, to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county of 
Garfield and State of Washington. 

Edgar M. Johnson, to be postmaster at Terrell, in the county of 
Kaufman and State of Texas. 

Anna B. Baker, to be postmaster at Bowie, in the county of Mon- 
tague and State of Texas. 

George P. Graf, to be postmaster at Knightstown, in the county of 
Henry and State of Indiana. : 

Francis H. Doran, to be postmaster at Michigan City, in the county 
of La Porte and State of Indiana. 

John A. Truex, to be postmaster at West Plains, in the county of 
Howell and State of Missouri. 

Alexander W. Davis, to be postmaster at White River Junction, in 
the county of Windsor and State of Vermont. 

Edward Clark, to be postmaster at Poultney, in the county of Rut- 
land and State of Vermont. 

Jasper H. Orcutt, to be postmaster at Northfield, in the county of 
Washington and State of Vermont. 

Joseph W. Gary, to be postmaster at Caribou, in the county of Aroos- 
took and State of Maine. 

Hiram T. Sharp, to be postmaster at Delavan, in the county of Wal- 
worth and State of Wisconsin. 

Daniel C. Remington, to be postmaster at Mauston, in the county of 
Juneau and State of Wisconsin. 

Lewis S. Patrick, to be postmaster at Marinette, in the county of 
Marinette and State of Wisconsin. 

George A. Whitney, to be postmaster at Wadena, in the county of 
Wadena and State of Minnesota. 

Benjamin F. Johnson, to be postmaster at Worthington, in the 
county of Nobles and State of Minnesota. 

James A. Claghorn, to be postmaster af Waseca, in the county of 
Waseca and State of Minnesota. 

John M. Holt, to be postmaster at Moline, in the county of Rock 
Island and State of Minois. 

Athbert L. Stone, to be postmaster at Marseilles, in the county of La 
Salle and State of Illinois. 

Robert D. Dole, to be postmaster at Bryan, in the county of Will- 
iams and State of Ohio. 

Barclay M. Tillman, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the county 
of Bedford and State of Tennessee. 

Charles A. Johnston, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Marion and State of Kentucky. 

Hugh M. Eakin, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Tennessee. 

Morris Burns, to be postmaster at Galion, in the county of Crawford 
"James M. Bafet, to be 

ames , to postmaster at Frankfort, in the county of 

Franklin and State of Kentucky. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, Mareh 29, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 


H. Mrisurn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


BARBARA MADDEN. 


Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that House bill 
2046, passed last night, be corrected verbally by striking out the last 
six words, which are mere surplusage, before the engrossment of the 


bill.: 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Ilinois asks unanimous con- 
sent to strike out of the bill (H. R. 2046) to grant a pension to Barbary 
Madden the words at the end of the bill ‘‘to be paid a pension from,’’ 
as the words are superfluous. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ALLEGHENY, PA. 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2402) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Allegheny, in the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the bill and report to 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania refers were read on yesterday. 
Istherea demand for their reading now? If not, the reading will be 
dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BAYNE. There are certain amendments—— 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘There are certain amendments, Mr. Speaker, to the 
bill to which I desire to direct the attention of the House. 

First, I move the usual amendment which has been made in such 
eases, to strike out the appropriating clause embraced in lines 13, 14, 
and 15. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the words proposed to be 
stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strik b“ which said f $250,000 is hereb; propriated fo id purpose, 
out of eeepc in tha IFAARA not AMETE E pant tise alita 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BAYNE. There are notar amendments which I will ask the 
Clerk also to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out, after the word “expenses,” in line 50, down to and 
including line 60, the following: 

"So nyse the a ay dineke herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expense of ad rating ing expenses of said agent, 
and the jea aeonit and cola rosea ex said commissioners, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the Sara and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. 

“So much of pierre saad he a as may be necessary for the 
sketol-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury 
mevliately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site.” 

Also amend. in line 2, by ing out the Tee no mon appropriated” 
and insert in lieu thereof Tao part of the sum anthorized “et dba strikeout, in 
the same line and in line 63, the: words “available ener. pro- 
vided" and insert “expended;” so that it will read: 

FORE mage: the sum authorized by this act shall be expended until a valid 

Also strike out lines 70 to 77, inclusive, as follows: 

“After the said site shall have been paid for and eee ets and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been parek Oe the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the raana of thè Treasury, the Esaiae of 
rior, and the Postmaster-G. the balance of said app: 
available for the erection and completion of the building | including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches,” 

The several amendments were considered and adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and if was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAYNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


pesed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider to be laid on the 


Tho latter motion was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the bill H. R. 747, of the same 
title, will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILMINGTON, DEL, 

Mr. PENINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House from the further considera- 
tion 1; the bill (H. R. 164) to increase the appropriation for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Wilmington, Del., and put it upon its pas- 


sage. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 
jection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ote., That the amount heretofore fixed as the li 
and for the erection of a public building at Wilmington, 


is hereby, increased to $250,000, and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost 
of site and for the erection of said building; and thesum of $109,000, in addition 
to the sum heretofore ap for that purpose, appropriated 
out of any moneysin the ury not otherwise appropriated. 
are SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report wili be read first. 

The report (by Mr. LERIA read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 


bill ŒL R. 164) entitled “An act to increase the appropriation for the ereetion of 
ro an Arzi baig at Wilmington, Dei., have had the same under 


That the Sey of Wilmington, Del., is one of the most flourishing of the manu- 
facturing cities of the country, having 2 pel anos of between 60,000 and 70,000 
inhabitants, and the present t-oflice ga is insufficient for the accom- 
modation of the patrons of the office. The Federal courts are held there, as 
well asthe office of the collector of the port for the district. of Delaware and in- 

ternal-revenue office. 

ill is not 


The bill increases the limit of cost from $150,000, sppropsiaieg AUEN 4, IS86, 
to $250,000, being an increase of $100,000. The sum asked for in 

too much when the importance of this city is fairly eee nae and or com- 
mittee respectfully recommend the passage of the bill, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust, Mr. Speaker, that some statement will be 
made as to the necessity for this increase by my friend from Delaware, 
because there is nothing contained in the report to indicate what it is. 

Mr. PENINGTON. Mr. Speaker, in the Forty-ninth Congress there 
was an appropriation of $150,000 to construct a publie building at the 
city of Wilmington for the purpose of a post-office, custom-house, the 
accommodation of the Federal courts, and internal-revenue offices. 
After the appropriation was made the Supervising Architect drew the 
plans and sent them up to the city and immediately it was seen that 
the plans so submitted, covering the appropriation of $150,000, or rather 
so much thereof as was left after the purchase of the site, which cost 
$30,060, would not be sufficient for the erection of a building suitable 
for the needs of the city. They therefore asked an additional appro- 
priation for this 

The Supervising Architect in passing through the city took occasion 
to stop and view the a ens looking to the interest of the city and the 
Government, and tion came to the conclusion that the ap- 
propriation was not ia maaien and so he recommended in the Fiftieth 
Congress that, in his opinion, "it would require $250,000 to construct a 
snitable building for that city. 

This city is increasing at the rate of from five to ten thousand i ae: 
lation per annum, so that in 1880, with a population of 40,000 
the city has increased until now the population is about 67,000 
postal receipts are increasing at a rate of about $6,000 per year. 

Her manufacturing interests alone amounted last year to between 
thirty-five and forty millions of dollars, leaying out her commercial 
interests. She is one of the cities of the country where they manu- 
facture the cars that are found on our railroads through all parts of the 
land and steam-boats which ply upon the waters; Pullman cars. are 
manufactured there, and, in fact, almost every branch of manufactur- 
ing is carried on that is found in the country. In my humbie jedg- 
ment the appropriation here recommended is rather small than large, 
and I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What are the gross revenues of the post-office and 
custom-house ? 

Mr. PENINGTON. The gross revenues of the post-office for the last 
year were a little over $60,000; the internal-revenue receipts were about 
$300,000, although I have not the exact figures, but in that nelghbor- 
hood; I think about $300,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And from the customs? 

Mr. PENINGTON. The receipts from the customs were about $15, - 
000, according to my recollection. 

‘The Federal courts are in session ten months in the year, and have 
not ample accommodations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Have they not a building now? 

Mr. PENINGTON. ‘There is an inferior building now, which is 
adaptable to other purposes; and when the new one is erected it will 
compensate largely for the extra expense. 

Ae Le aaa Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. PENINGTON. I move to strike out the appropriation clause, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the object in striking out that clause ? 

Mr. PENINGTON. Tt has been stricken out of all the other bills. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the money has to be spent. 

Mr. Ee UN That is true; but it is to go into an appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. We want them referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

The amendment to strike out the appropriation clause was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e fora third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the title will be amended 
by striking out the words “appropriation for’’ and inserting the words 
be J imit of cost of.” . 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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Mr. PENINGTON moved to reconsider the yote b 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsi 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HUDSON, N. Y. 


Mr. KETCHAM. I ask for consideration of the bill (S. 1306) for 
the erection of a public building at Hudson, N. Y. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a 
sA and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and hear Cn paratus, elevators, and approaches, for the 
use and accommodation of the United States post-office and other Government 
offices, in the city of Hudson and State of New York, the cost of said site and 
building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating ppperees elevators, 
and approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which sum of 
pooma is hereby appropriated for said pu „ out of any money in the 
Uni States Treasury not otherwise appro: ted. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by pee 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals, 

Pro made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 

to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the origival 
proposals and all maps, plate, and statements which shall have come into his 
ion relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grantsuch hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Sec- 

of the Treasury a written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, maps, Feige or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the pcocioes 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
sha)l thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
nses: Prov however, That the member of said commission appointed 

m the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, 
and other ee incident to the selection ot the site, and for necessary sur- 
vey thereof 1 be immediately available, 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available 
immediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money a AO I by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of New York shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive PARON over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administra- 
tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall haye been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the ury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating a) ratus, elevators, and approaches, 

The building shall be unex to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 


Tn lines 12 and 13 strike ont “one hundred” and insert “seventy-five.” Also 
strike out the following: * Which sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated for 
said pepas out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise 


appropr! 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill? 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

‘Lhe report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill of in Range mge Ae 1396) for the erection of a public building at Hudson, N. Y., 

ully re $ 
at the bill ia substantially similar to the bill (H. R. 596) reported by this 
committee on the 25th ultimo, As explanatory of the bill, the committee annex 
hereto, and make a partof this report, the reportaccompanying said House bill, 
which is as follows: 

“The Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 596) for the erection of a public building at Hudson, N. Y., having 
had the same under consideration, respectfully report: 

“Thatthe city of Hudson contains a populat on of about 14,000, but fully 15,000 
people receive their mail matter through this office. The city shows s small 
though steady increase, and its business is likely to be materially augmented 
by the recent erection of five knitting mills and other projected industries 
which will employ skilled labor and artisans. The original plant of the Allen 
Paper Car Wheel Company, one of the most successful enterprises in the coun- 
try, is located here; also the Clapp & Jones fire-engine works, two smelting 
iron works, bridge works, tobacco manufactory, three national-banking insti- 
tutions, savings-banks, freighting establishments, ete., all of which expect an 
require prompt and efficient cone service, but to afford which additional facili- 
ties and conveniences are indispensable. 

“Suitable accommodations are also required for the internal-revenue office. 
The business transactions at the post-office for the year ending June 30, 1889, 
were as follows; The gross receipts amounted to $14,472. 

“The committee, regarding the accommodations now afforded inadequate 
for the business requirements and believing a public building necessary to meet 
the present and prospective needs of the public service at that place, recom- 
mend for House bill No. 596 as amended: 

“Tn line 13 strike out ‘one hundred’ and insert * seventy-five, and in line 17 
strike out ‘one hundred’ and insert ‘seventy-five.’ ” ’ 


which the bill 
r be laid on the 


In accordance with the recommendation made above, your committee recom- 
mend the passage of the said bill, striking out the words “one hundred " where- 
ever they occur in the bill and inserting in lieu thereof the words “seventy- 
five;” and also by striking out, in section 1, all after the word “dollars,” the 
words 60 stricken out being a clause appropriating the amount of money to 
erect the building. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I object. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. McMILLIN said: I withdraw my objection to the bill the con- 
sideration of which is asked by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
KETCHAM]. 

TheSPEAKER. Istherefurtherobjection? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. » 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and d. 

Mr. KETCHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
panoa, ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill H. R. 596, on the same 
subject, will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LIFE-SAVING APPLIANCES ON STEAMERS. 


Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk, and do so by direction of the Committee on 
Commerce, 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8, 3279) to suspend the enforcement of the act approved March 2, 1889, 


entitled “An act to amend sections 4483 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes, re- 
quiring life-saving appliances on steamers." 


Be it enacted, elc., That the visions of an act to amend sections 4488 and 
4189 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, requiring line-carrying pro- 
jectiles and the means of propelling them to be carried on steamers, and the 
rules and regulations relating thereto adopted by the Board of Supervisin, 
Inspectors and approved bef the Secretary of the Treasury March 2, 1839, be, 4 
they are hereby, suspended from operation and enforcement for the period of 
one year, 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a Senate bill. 
be made for the necessity for passing it. 

Mr. BAKER, The reportwhich accompanies this bill from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce contains & letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury which covers the whole ground; but, perhaps, I can state it more 
briefly. A p ago Congress passed an act to amend sections 4488 and 
4489 of the ised Statutes by inserting in the law a requirement for 
steamers to carry line-carrying  proeceea and the means of propelling 
them. The act was to take effect on the first of February this year, 
but actually took effect on the 11th February by the approval of the 
board of inspectors. Immediately after this, the enterp patent- 
ees of the projectiles and the means of propelling them put the prices 
up from two to four hundred per cent,—a perfect swindle, little less 
than an outrage on the commerce of the country. The Secretary of 
the Treasury recommends the passage of this bill. It was passed the 
day before yesterday in the Senate, and the steam-boat interests of the 
country urgently require its ge now. In order to avoid the im- 
position of this swindle which is proposed to be perpetrated on them, 
putting three and four prices on the projectiles, itis asked that this bill 
shall be passed. 

ei KILGORE. We can not hear over here what the purpose of the 
bill is. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
act for a year. 

Mr. BAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr, CHIPMAN] had 
particular charge of the bill before the Committee on Commerce, and 
I will yield the floor to him. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I would like to suggest an amendment to 
this bill in the nature of a substitute. I move that sections 4488 and 
4489 of the Revised Statutes, referred to in this bill, be repealed. 

Mr. BAKER. ‘That would be a wise thing to do undoubtedly, but 
I hope it will not be done, as we are acting under the advice of the 
Treasury Department; and all that isneeded and required by the inter- 
ests affected is to pass this bill, I hope my friend will not insist on his 
amendment, 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman on my right [Mr. CHIPMAN ] has 
had the bill in charge, and I would like to hear his statement in re- 


I hope an explanation will 


It suspends the operation of the 


to it. 
Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, under the act of 1889 vessels are re- 
quired to have lin projectiles. Under that act the Secretary 


of the Treasury has made certain regulations, and it is found that the 
carrying out of these regulations is going to cost millions of dollars to 
the owners of vessels. They contend, on the one hand, that the = 
lations are unnecessary and, on the other, that the projectile is 
too expensive; that, even if the regulations are right, the projectiles 
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selected under it cost too much and are no better than other projectiles 
which would cost less. 

All that they desire is that time be given to have the whole subject 
investigated. The effect of this bill will be simply to suspend the ac- 
tion of that tion during the present season. 

Now, the object of bringing this bill up at the present time is this: 
that all the vessels in the lake trade are inspected in the spring of the 
year. Not one of them can leave port and enter into the ess of 
the season as the Jaw now stands without being fitted with this appa- 
ratus. The vessel-owners desire now, in anticipation of their sp: 
inspection, to have this law suspended, so that they need not go to the 
expense of supplying their vessels with these projectiles. 

‘There is a bill pending in this House,and one in the Senate, repeal- 
ing the law of last year; butall that is now desired is a suspension of the 
law long enough for a thorough investigation of the subject. It is felt 
that the legislation upon this subject was hasty and improvident; that 
it was not based on information that was thoroughly reliable, It is 
also felt that at the bottom of this there was a comfortable thing for 
the inventor of this projectile, which they will be obliged to use. If 
the present law is suspended, the entire matter can be brought to the 
attention of the House when the bill is brought before it. 

Mr. COVERT. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr, COVERT. Is the limit of suspension established by this bill? 

Mr. CHIPMAN, Yes, sir; it is simply for this season. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed, 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, TUSCALOOSA, ALA. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
si consideration of the bill (H. R. 7175) for the erection of a pub- 

c building at Tuscaloosa, Ala. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide asite and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable and commodious bui cpr waa fire-proof vaul 
for the use and accommodation of the post-office and o Government uses a 
Tuscaloosa, Ala. The site and building thereon, when completed upon plans 
and specifications to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum of $60,000; nor shall any site be pur- 
chased until estimates for the erection of a building which will su 
cient accommodations for the transaction of the public busin and which 
shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited a the site 
shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site nor plan for said bui shall 
be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involvingan expenditure exceed- 
ing the said sum of $50,000 for site and balding’ and the site purchased shall leave 
the building unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at least 40 fee 
including streets and alleys: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expend 
until a valid title to the said site shall be vested in the United States, nor until 
the State of Alabama shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State 
and the service of civil process therein. 


The committee recommended an amendment striking out the word 
“fifty” wherever it occurred in the bill and substituting ‘‘ forty;’’ so 
as to make the appropriation $40,000 instead of $50,000, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the bill to be en- 

and read the third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the report be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report (by Mr. BANKHEAD) is as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. Mth roviding for the erection of a public building at Tuscaloosa, Ala., 
has duly considered the same, and submit the following report : 

oosa is situated on the Warrior River, at the head of navigation, in 
Tuscaloosa County, and was at one time the capital of the State; but for the 
convenience of the southern portion of the State the capital was removed to a 
more central locality, namely, Montgomery, 

Tascaloosa is the county seat of one of the richest counties in the State, both 
in minerals and agriculture. 4 

The State University and State Lunatic Asylum are both located there. These 
institutions are the pride of the whole people. 

In an educational way itis the Athens of the South. 

Besides the above-mentioned university there are two flourishing female col- 
leges, a successful system of public schools, and a Bras military school, be- 
sidesa number of other private schools. The people are all cultured and pros- 
perous, 

There are three national banks, the Tuscaloosa Land Company with a paid 
capital of $1,000,000, and an electric plant but just completed, by which the pub- 
lic institutions and the city are lighted. 

n factories grace the banks of the Warrior River. 
Furnace companiesare organized and manufacturing establishments are being 


Street-car lines run parallel with the river and other car lines intersect these 
at right angles. 
The great Queen and Crescent m of railroad runs through Tuscaloosa, 


syste: 
a= two other truuk lines are being rapidly built and cross each other at Tus- 
caloosa, 

The postal receipts have been very materially reduced, because it was neces- 
sary to establish two branch offices, one at the nuver, the other at the u 
lum, for the reason that business could not be su y or properly done 
éhe small and poorly managed office now existing. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. BANKHEAD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
me passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report. 
I report back from the Committee on Appropriations the bill (S. 2284) 
for the o ization, improvement, and tenance of the National 
Zoological Park, and recommend that it do pass with certain amend- 
ments, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, cte., That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out ofany money 
in the Treasury not otherwise Europ for the o0 ization, improve- 
ment, and maintenance of the National Zoological Park, to be expended under 
r d ion of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, the following sums 
of money: 

For uncer heres: can Sameer oad cl d oth visions for the 

‘or she rns, cages, fences, and inclosures, and other provisions for 
custody of animals, $9,000. 

For repairs to the Holt mansion, to make the same suitable for occupancy, 
and for office furniture, her mre 

ars creation of artificial ponds and other provisions for aquatic animals, 


‘or water supply, sewe , and drainage, $7,000. 
For roads, walks, and bridges, $15,000, 

For miscellaneous hig ry materials, and sundry incidental expenses not 
otherwise provided for, 95,000. 

For current expenses, including the maintenance of collections, food suppli 
salaries of rs erga employés, and the acquisition and transportation o! 
specime 000, 

Src. 2. That the National Zoological Park is hereby placed under the direc- 
tion of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, who are authorized to trans- 
fer to it any living specimens, whether of animals or plants, now or hereafter 
in their charge, to accept gifts for the park at their discretion, in the name of 
the United States, to make exchanges of specimens, and to administer the said 
Zoological Park for the advancement of science and the instruction and recre- 
ation of the people. 

SrO. 3. That the heads of Executive Departments of the Government are hereby 
authorized and directed to cause to be rendered all necessary and practicable 
aid to the said Regents in the acquisition of collections for the Zoological Park. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Is this bill now before the House for consideration, 
Mr. Speaker? i 

Mr. CANNON, Ishould be glad to have it considered at this time. 
I think that as there is but one substantial amendment the bill can be 
disposed of in ten minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to reserve the point of order npon it. ] 

The SPEAKER. That is not necessary. The point of order is open 
at any time before consideration of the bill is begun. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Appropriations 
were read, as follows: 

Page 1, lines 3 and 4, strike out the words "there be, and hereby is, appropri- 
ated, outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise RODLOPTIRA> et insert 
in lieu thereof the following: “the one half of the following sums named, re- 
spectively, is hereby appropriated, out of any money inthe ury not other- 
Pde  Sppropeiaten, and the other half out of the revenues of the District of 

Same page, line 7, strike out the words “the following sumsof money” and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “to be drawn on their requisition and dis- 
Mame page, line 2 alter the words "United States,” insert the follow! 
“and the District of Columbia.” R 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I suppose that the reading of these 
amendments may possibly be regarded as entering upon the consider- 
ation of the bill, and I think it is a bill that ought to be considered in 
Committee of the Whole. - 

Mr. CANNON. I think it can be disposed of very promptly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this matter rather 
belongs to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and these little detached 
appropriation bills originating in the Senate are entirely contrary to 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not aware of any rule of the House which pro- 
hibits the Committee on Appropriations from reporting a bill or bills 
to provide for the sundry civil expenses of the Government. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that the sundry civil appropriation 
bill is one bill. This is a detached portion of it, in advance of the reg- 
ular bill. This item is brought in here by itself, and if this practice 
is to be continued the appropriations will be scattered in every direc- 
tion, and we shall have no sundry civil bill at all or shall not know 
what the bill is. 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the gentleman from Georgia, I wish to 
say that the committee have the same authority, under the rule, to re- 

rta bill providing for the sundry civil expenses of the Government, 
in whole or in part, that we have to report an urgent deficiency bill, 
and several of those bills have been already reported. The rule does not 
speak of a sundry civil bill and does not know of such a bill, but mat- 
ters covering the sundry civil expenses of the Government are referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and are privileged, I think this 
can be disposed of to the gentleman’s satisfaction, upon the merits, in 
a very few minutes, because this appropriation ought to be made, ifat 
all, early in the season, so that it can be utilized at the beginning ot 
spring, so as to carefor the animals already in possession. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If it does not pass at all I do not think that there 
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will be any serious trouble. I hope the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLmAN] will insist on the point of order. 

Mr. Mo LIN, Thereisoneobjection to which the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] has not addressed himself; that is, that this is 
an appropriation bill originating in the Senate. I remember the time 
when the gentleman from Illinois fought strenuously and properly 
against the origination of appropriation bills in the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that where there is an origination of 

a great appropriation bill in the Senate that point may well be made, 
Not that there is any express inhibition in the Constitution to the orig- 
ination of appropriation bills in the Senate, but as a matter of practice 
such bills have nearly always originated in the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is a fact, if I remember correctly, that a docu- 
ment now becoming extinct, a document known as the-Constitution of 
the United States, has been construed to mean that appropriation bills 
should te in the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh! The Constitution is silent on that matter. I 
hope, however, that this bill will not get wound up in the Constitu- 
tion, because it is a matter that ought to receive prompt attention. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, it is very certain to get wound up in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, if nowhere else. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. If the gentleman makes that point of 
order I think it is good. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Well, I make it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has 
already made it, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

DUPLICATE OF A LOST CHECK. 


Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, a 
bill directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost check drawn by Om 
Carter in favor of Charles C, Ely. 

Mr. CANNON. I think we had better have the regular order. 
Honors are easy now between the two sides. However, I do not object. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was read, as follows: 


Whereas it mgt gh that O. M. Carter, lieutenant Engineer Corps, United States 
Army, did, on 8d day of July, 1889, issue a check, numbered 139164, upon 
the assistant treasurer of the United States at New York, in favor of Charles C. 
paced the sum of $3,929.95, in payment of contract work done at Brunswick. 

which is all to have been lost in transmission through the United 
States aana by Benjamin D. Greene, of Philadelphia, Pa., to whom it had been 


meea an the provisions of the act of February 16, 1885, amending section 3546, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, authorizing United States disbursing ofi- 
cers and agents to issue duplicates of lost cheeks apply only to checks drawn 
for $2,500 or less: Therefore. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That said Lieut. O. M. Carter ba, and he is here- 
by, instructed to pagan a duplicate of said original iaasa o traat such regulations 

rd to its issue and paymon as haye been prescri the Secretary of 
for the issue o pues o orara under the es de plie of section 
Statutes of the United 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I dia to ask the gentleman whether 
this matter has been referred to the Treasury Department or not? 

Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. Yes, sir. The bill was drawn there. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And was there a report received from the Treasury 
ey ogee 

Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that that report from the 
ent be printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. Cameron) is as follows: 


The Committee on Claims have had under en the bill (A. R, 6845) 

=o M. Carter, lieutenant United 

in favor of Charles C. DA “which they report back with 
the same do pass. 


Your committee herewith attach the son correspondence between the Treasury 
Lg tyreerenalyer and the parties at interest, also a certified statement from Lieut. 
O. M. Carter, stating that he did issue check No, 139164 in favor of. Charles C. 
Ely, which they ask shall be made a part of their report, 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 25, 1890. 


OharlesO. Saced for $3,929.95, in payment meyers castle IS Ga.; 
said was indorsed by the payee 
hed ness of New York City fi ‘or collection and 

deposit to your credit, and that said check was lost inthe mails, Youasked to 
be furnished with a form of act of Congress necessary to enable the Secretary of 
the a to issue a duplicate of said Loar ahaa it being for a larger sum 
pe eee authorized by law. 
reply I have to inform you that only the drawer of an original check can 
bora a duplicate thereof, and the act of Congress should instract Lieutenant 
Carter to issue a duplicate of said lost check. 

Iinclose herewith a draught of a bill which it is thought will answer your 
purpose; also a blank bond of indemnity which may be adapted to your pur- 
pose after authority has been given by Congreasfor thei issue ofa duplicate check. 


Respectfully you: 
oe Fe GEO. 8S. BATCHELLER, Assistant Secretary. 
GREENE, 
1605 Walnut street, Philadelphia, Pa. 


UNITED Srares ENGINEER OFFICE, 
RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS AND FORTIFICATIONS 
IN GEORGIA AND NORTHEASTERN FLORIDA, 
Savannah, Ga., January 22, 1890, 
I certify that I issued check No, 1391640n the United States assistant treas- 


urer at New York, N, Y., for $3,929.95 to the order of Charles O. ee parents 
for jetty work done in Brunswick Harbor, Georgia, and, so far as I am informed 
by the assistant treasurer pokes New York, this check bas not yet been presented 
for payment. This cheek Savan nah, Ga., EV 37) 
O. M. CARTER, 
First Lieut., Corps of Engineers, U. S. Army. 
The bill wasordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. LESTER, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER SAN BENITO. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries to ask the immediate consideration 
of the bill (S. 2501) to provide for an American register for a steamer 
to be named San Benito, owned by a corporation in California. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Nevigstipa is hereby authorized 
and directed to canse the foreign-built steamer Kim ley, owned at the port of 
San Francisco, State of California, by the Pacific Im pprova Company, a cor- 
ration of said State of California, and now rebuilding in the United States, to 
registered as a vessel of the United States, under the name of San Benito. 
Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the eetnashy of said steam-vessel, steam- 
boiler, steam-pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be 
granted the proper and usual certificate issued to steam-vesseis of the merchant 
marine without reference to the fact that said saani Dolar, Menni Tape an and 
appurtenances were tot constructed pursuant to the laws of the Uni 
and were not constructed of iron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests 
to be applied on the inspection of said boiler, sten. ipes, and appurtenances 
will be the same in all as to stren: and safety as are required in the 
inspection of boilers constructed in the United States for marine save 
that the fact that said boiler, steam-pipes. and Sapper. not ng con- 
structed pursuant to the requirements of the laws of the United States and are 
of unstam iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certifi- 
cate if said boiler, ‘steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient 
strength and safety. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I understand that this is a bill pro- 
viding an American register for a foreign-built ship. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir; it is to grant an American register to a 
foreign-built ship upon which there has been expended by citizens of 
the United States $20,000, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is there any objection to the bill general, so 
as to allow an American register to all fonclgn belts ships owned by 
Americans? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am not authorized by my committee to enter 
into that question. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BAKER. I must object to the consideration of this bill unless 
the report be read. 

j! Me BINGHAM. The report is short, but it is at the same time a 
ull one. 

The report (by Mr. RiscHAm) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was referred the 
= 3. 2501) to provide for an American register for a steamer to be named San 
nito, owned by a corporation in the State of California, submit the following 


pe 

port: committee direct a favorable Ne gt upon Senate bill 2501, and submit 
that the language of the bill is identica! ouso bill No. 6411, and ine 
step following statement of facts, and recommend the passage of the Sen- 
ate bi 


epee of about $10,000. 
May, 1888, she was towed to New York, where she was put in dock atthe 

Erie Basin and carefully rts tag and where temporary repairs were made, 
all at a cost of upwards of $15, 

The vessel was abandoned pay her owners, and the underwriters settled for 
her as a total loss. 

She lay in the Erie Basin until the latter part of 1889 when she was purchased 
by ariana of the United States for $80,000, which, however, inol upwards 
bogey 000 for salvage expenses which had been incurred in saving and preserv- 

ran, Arpe g cost of temporary repairing, etc., leaving less than $35,000 for 
value of the 

“Her British regita has been surrendered at her port of English registry and 
canceled, 

After her purchase by citizens of the United States she was towed to the yards 
of the Chesapeake Dry Dock and Construction Company at Newport News, Va, 
where she is now being rebuilt for her ARETAS purchasers, and the estima’ 
cost of her repairs will amount to upwards of $60,000. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] to explain the necessity 
for some provisions in this bill which seem to be exceptional in their 
character. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The bill is literally, in every word, the form that 
Meese adopted for giving an American register to foreign-built ves- 


Pega ant agree en of New Jersey. Including the provisions as to 
e boiler? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The point as to the boilers is simply that they 
have not been built from American iron, but, so far as inspection is 
concerned, they must pass inspection under our Jaw, 
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Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
ds oe paca ae ae sir; ae pess pagane rye agtn n 
e was ordered to a third reading; t was accordingly 
the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
reconsider 


That is provided in the bill? 


penn. fee also moved that the motion to 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
TAMPA, FLA. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the House a bill 
from theSenate, which is in substance the same as a House bill already 
reported by the Committee on Commerce of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2447) to extend to Tampa, Fla., the vilege of immediate transpor- 
tation of paap ae Air e ey Sony 


Be it enacted, cte., That the provisions of the first section of the act entitled 
par fergie gg ge pe 
are hereby, extended to shop port of Tanpa, Fla. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I have been directed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to ask the consideration of this bill atthe present 
time. A House bill exactly similar in its provisions has been favor- 
ably reporten by that committee. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 
Mr. DAVIDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
praed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
@. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
TheSPEAKER. In the absence of objection, House bill No, 6421, 
uur in substance to the Senate bill just passed, will be laid on the 
e 
There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour now begins at 12 minutes after 
1 o’clock, and the call rests with the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. Spine Mr. Speaker, is it in order now to make a pri: 
report 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 
RIGHT OF WAY FOR RAILROAD THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, when business was last transacted 
under this order the Committee on Indian Affairs had under consid- 
eration a bill which now comes up as unfinished business, the bill (H. 
R. 344) to grant the right of way to the Pittsburgh, Columbus and 
Fort Smith Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for 
other a. Anamendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CHEADLE] was adopted; and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
RoceErs], stating that he had voted upon the amendment under a mis- 
KARE US moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is on the motion to reconsider. The 
amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4 of section 2, after the word “land,” strike out the word “two” and 
insert “one.” 


Mr. CHEADLE, I move that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


be laid on the 


the table. 
Mr. PERKINS. As will be observed, Mr. §) the effect of this 
amendment is to strike out ‘‘250 feet” and *150 feet.” The 


gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. ROGERS], whom I do not now see in 
his seat, moved to reconsider the vote adopting the amendment. 
Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, by the terms of this bill as amend- 


The SPEAKER. This question isnot debatable, the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] having moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Indiana may be permitted to make his statement and I would like to 
follow him in a brief statement. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Indiana can withdraw his 
motion to lay on the table. a 

Mr. CHEADLE. I withdraw that motion temporarily, in order that 
a statement of this matter may be made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana will 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, by the termsof the bill as amended 
this railway is granted right of way, 100 feet in width, through this 
Territory. ‘The bill as oriinali reported proviđed that for depot pur- 
poses, etc., there should be granted to the company in every 10 miles 
of their line 250 feet additional fora distance of 3,000 feet. The amend- 
ment which was adopted on my motion reduced this additional grant 
at stations from 250 feet, exclusive of the rightof way, to 150 feet. 

If the amendment already adopted 
will have at every station for a distance of 3,000 feet a strip of 
250 feet in width, which I am sure will be sufficient for the transaction 
ot business. It is certainly as much as great lines of railway have 


should be retained this een, mae Andre 


throughout the State of Indiana, and I am satisfied it is not less than 
the average width enjoyed by great trunk-lines of railroad through 
sections of country much more densely populated than this Indian 
Territory, and where there is transacted a business many times greater 
than what will be transacted in this Territory for many years to come, 
It does seem to me that, in giving for right of way and depot 
every 10 miles, a strip of land 250 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length, 
we make sufficient grant of the public domain for these purposes. I 
hope that the motion to reconsider will be rejected. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that we have passed several bills granting to different 
railroad companies right of way through the Indian Territory, and in 
every instance we have granted for every 10 miles of the line a strip of 
ground 3,000 feet in length and 300 feetin width, for cattle yards, pta- 
tions, depots, and other railroad purposes. This has heen our grant, in 
addition to the right of way, to all companies except this company. 
By the bill as reported this company is restricted to a width of 250 
feet, being less than has been granted in this particular to any ether 
pene yah The requirement is that the land thus granted shall not be 

for anything else than railroad purposes, though the company 
may permit its employ¢s to reside upon the land while in their employ, 
The land under the requirements of the bill is to be used for cattle- 
yards, stations, and other railroad pu and for such purposesalone. 
Thereis no reason, so faras I know, why this company should be treated 
differently from other companies. My friend from Arkansas [Mr. 
PEEL] will verify the statement I haye made on this subject. 

Mr, PEEL. Mr. Speaker, this amendment restricting the grant to 
thiscompany for depot pur , ete., as proposed in the bill, was offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, CHEADLE]. I hope the Honse on 
reconsideration will vote down theamendment. I know thatthe gen- 
tleman has offered it in good faith; but I trust that the House will not 
discriminate against this company; for, as my colleague on the commit- 

tleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], has said, it has been 

ost universal rule, sanctioned by the reports of the Committee 

dian Affairsand the action of the House, to grant to these rail- 

companies for depot purposes, ete., in addition to the ordinary 

ht of way, a strip of Jand 300 feet in breadth by 3,000 in length for 

very 10 milesof road. As my colleague has said, this bill is restricted 

to 250 feet instead of 300 feet heretofore given to other roads, and I hope 

the House will not reduce it, and from this fact that it is a privilege 

and they can not use it for any other purpose. If it turns out to bé 

too much, seid can not divert it, and it is better with a view to the 
commerce of the country to give more than less. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I think the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] is the right one. The only 
reason given for this provision in the bill is that we have heretofore given 
greater privileges to other companies, The fact is these companies are 
becoming too numerous and are taking too much of the Jand of this 
Territory. What doesitamount to? In every 10 miles three-fifths 
ofa mile in length and 250 feet in width are given to these railroad 
companies virtually, because the price at which they are to purchase 
the land is equivalent to an additional 250 feet to the right of way. 

Mr. PERKINS. No. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, even if it is not 250 feet in addition to 
the right of way it is objectionable. They can not need any more than 
that provided for in the motion as amended. The motion is already 
amended and the House has already passed upon it. The question 
now is, shall that action of the House heretofore taken be reconsidered 
as to this company? I for one object to reconsidering; and now, Mr. 
8 p er, I make the motion to lay upon the table the motion to recon- 

er. 

Mr. PEEL. I should like to be heard for a moment. £ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

The question was put to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Division. 

A MEMBER. What is this for? 

z Me OUTHWAITE. It is to give a railroad lands; that is what it 
for. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 31. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I make the point there is no quorum, 

Mr. PEEL, You are not going to filibuster? 


Mr. CHEADLE. Ido not think it should prevail. Ifthe majority 
wishes to take the responsibility, let them do so. 
TheSPEAKER (after counting the House). ‘There are 141 members 


present—not a quorum. 

Mr. PERKINS, I move that there be a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; and the following-named mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 


Anderson, Miss, Beckwith, Bland, Brower, 
wW, Belknap, Boothman Brown, J. B. 
Baker, Bergen, Boutelle, rowne, T. 
Banks, Biggs, Bowden, Browne, Va, 
Barnes, Bingham. Breckinridge, Ark. cw, 
Brosius, 


Bayne, Blanchard, 


ws, ` De Lano, Mason, Stahl. 
Butterworth, Dolliver, McAdoo, Stephenson, 
Caldwe' en y, Stock! age, 
Cam a $ M Taylor, I 
Candler, Fitch, Miles, ‘aylor, J 
Candler, Flick, Milliken, Taylor, Tenn. 

n, Flood, Mills, Townsend, 
Carlisle, Forman, Moore, Tex, Turner, Ga. 
Cariton, Fowler, Norton, Turner, N, Y. 
Caruth, Grosvenor, O'Neall, Ind, Turpin, 
Cheatham, Grout, O'Neill, Pa. Venable, 
Clark, Wis. Harmer, Osborne, Wade, 
Clarke, Ala. Haugen, Perry, Walker, Mass. 
Clemen Hayes, Phelan, lace, Mass, 
bm nied yg ne mega N. ©. poe Wotton ame 

nger, e winn ashington. 

Cothran, Hits Randall, Pa. Wheeler, Mich. 
Cowles, Hooker, Rife, Whitthorne, 

“ Kelley, n, Wickham, 
Crain, Kennedy, Rusk, Wike, 

y Kerr, Pa. Sanford, Wilber, 
Darlington, Knapp, Scranton. Wilkinson, 
; Lind, Smith, W. Va. Wright, 

De Haven, Magner, Spooner, Yardley. 


The following members, under the rule, presented themselves and 
were recorded as present: 

Mr. ANDREW, Mr. B Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. 
BLAND, Mr. BRECKINKIDGE of Arkansas, Mr. BROWNE of Virginia, 
Mr. COGSWELL, Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. De HAVEN, Mr. DOLLIVER, Mr. 
GROSVENOR, Mr. Grout, Mr. HAUGEN, Mr. Hooker, Mr. MCADOO, 
and Mr. Moore of Texas. 

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and eight members are present, 
which is more than a quorum. 

Spon nar gen I move that all further proceedings under the call 
wi 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 72, 

So the motion was disagreed to. . 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on Mr. CHEADLE’S amendment, which 
was , a8 follows: 

In line 4 strike out “two" and insert ‘‘one;" soit willread: “A strip of land 
150 feet in length.” 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, by this bill we bave already virt- 
ually granted to this railroad company a right of way of 100 feet in 
width throughout the Indian Territory. The proposition now pending 
is to permit them to take and use a strip of land not exceeding 250 feet 
in width, with a length of 3,000 feet, in addition to the right of way, for 
station and depot purposes, for every 10milesof the road. The bill, as 
it was originally presented to this House, proposed to grant virtually to 
this railway company, every 10 miles, a strip of land 400 feet wide and 
3,000 feet long for the purpose of railway stations, It isasserted by the 
advocates of the proposition that a necessity exists for this additional 
land to enable the railway company to do what? ‘Why, I answer, to 
let out the privilege to their employés. 

Now, it is not possible that there will be a sufficient number of em- 
ployés in the railway company’s service to need one-half of this grant 
of tee three-fifths of a mile in length every 10 miles, 400 feet in 
width, which is the proposition of the bill. Gentlemen favorable to 
this measure say, “ Why, we have done so with respect to every other 
bill that has been introduced and passed the House granting the right 
of way through this Territory.” But, Mr, Speaker, it is that very fact 
that awakens my opposition. Almost every week in this House a bill 
comes in granting a right of way to some railroad corporation through 
this Indian Territory, and giving this amount of land, which is not 
now a part of the public domain, but which may, by purchase from 
these Indians, become a part of the public domain, and as such become 
subject to the provisions of the homestead laws and homestead entry 
to be disposed of by the United States for the benefit of the people of 
the United States. But if this bill stands as now drawn there will be 
so much land withdrawn from the chance of homestead entry. 

I feel sure thatthe amount of land covered by the amendment of the 

gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. CHEADLE] reducing this grant, so that 
the proposition will be to grant them, in addition to the right of way, 
150 feet in width every 10 miles for a distance of 3,000 feet for station 
purposes, instead of 400 feet, will be amply sufficient. Let us cease 
granting so much land to these railroad companies. Let us make a 
precedent now more favorable to the people of this country than the 
precedents which gentlemen plead in favor of the passage of the bill as 
it stands. Let us reduce the amount in this bill that has heretofore 
been granted to other companies, and apply thesame rule hereafter to the 
other companies that will come, and there are many of them now wait- 
ing with billsin the committee, ‘There are other bills which will come 
in from time to time for similar purposes, and I suggest that it is time 
that we were making a precedent reducing the amount of land to be 
turned over to these corporations for railroad purposes. 
. Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, a word in response to the gentle- 
man from Ohio. The gentleman is somewhat mistaken in one partic- 
ular at least in his discussion. By consent of the committee the right 
of way to this railroad company has been reduced to 100 feet. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I used that figure in my illustration, though 
I did not say that it had been reduced. 

Mr. PERKINS. It has been reduced to 100 feet in width, and this 
provision gives to the company the right to acquire a strip of adjacent 
land each 10 miles, in addition to the right of way, for depot purposes, 
cattle-yards, ware-houses, and other necessary equipments of a station, 
250 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is in addition to the right of way? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. Now, what is the reason for this addi- 
tional grant? It is necessary because in that Territory not a foot of 
land can be purchased by the railroad company. Itis true thatat every 
station along the line this amount of land may not be needed; but the 
company have no right and no opportunity to acquire ground for such 

urpose except as they get it under the provision of this bill. The 

ndians themselves can not authorize the lease or sale of a foot of the 
lands; and hence it is necessary that we make this provision in the bill 
for depots, side tracks, and such necessary purposes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Kansas, for I have 
not had an opportunity to run over the bill, if it is not provided in the 
bill that wherever they take the additional land allowed they are re- 
quired to pay the Indians for it by the very terms of the bill itself? 

Mr. PERKINS. The general provisions of the bill are such as to 
require full compensation to the Indians for the land, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What do you mean by full compensation? 
How much per acre? 

Mr. PERKINS. Appraisers are to be appointed, as provided in the 
bill, and their duties are to appraise the damages as well as the right 
of way; and in addition the company are to pay the Indians each year 
Ser ane use of the ground. Then, besides, there is this provision in the 

ill: 

And provided further, Thatno parts of the lands herein authorized to be taken 
shall be leased or sold by the company, and they shall not be used except in 
such manner and for such purpose pin Es as shall be necessary for the construc- 
tion and convenient ope n of said railway, tel ph, and telephone line; 
and when any portion thereof shall cease to be „Such portion shall reve: 
to said nation or tribe of Indians from which the same shall have been taken, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Do yousuppose that any railway company will 
let any part of the lands revert? 

. Mr. PERKINS. It necessarily reverts by the very provision of the 


/bill, unless it is used for the purposes specified in the bill, 


Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman from Kansas be kind enough 
to state to the committee what are the termini of this road; where does 
it begin and end? 

Mr. PERKINS. The road begins on the southern boundary of the 
State of Kansas in Cherokee County, near the center of the county, and 
by way of Talequah to Fort Smith, in Arkansas. 

Mr. HOOKER. Immediately across the Indian Territory? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir; I will say that the road starts at Pitts- _ 
burgh, in Kansas, and runs to Fort Smith, Ark. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman state whether any portion 
of the road goes through that portion of the country proposed to be es- 
tablished as the Territory of Oklahoma? 

Mr. PERKINS, No, sir; no part of it. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard upon the sub- 
ject-matter of this bill generally, especially in regard to that portion 
of it which is proposed by section 2 to grant certain rights of way to 
this railroad company. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now considering the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana, which reduces the amount of land granted 
for station purposes. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then I will address myself to that amendment. 

As I understand it, there are only two lines of railway which are to 
be constructed through the Indian Territory, or Indian Nation. These 
Indians have agreed with the Government of the United States, under 
the treaty of 1866, that there shall be one railroad built north and south 
and one east and west through the Indian Territory, and any power on 
the part of the Congress of the United States to grant the right of way 
to any railroad company is predicated solely upon the rights conceded 
by the treaty stipulations to which I have referred between the United 
States Government and the Indian tribes. 

I refer to article 11 of the treaty of 1866,which makes this provision; 
and while it is true it is with one of these tribes it respects all: 


The Cherokee Nation hereby granta right of way not exceeding 209 feet wide, 
except at stations, switches, water stations, or oing of rivers, where more 
may be indispensable to the full enjoyment of tbe franchise herein granted, and 
then only 200 additional feet shall be taken, and only for such length as may be 
absolutely necessary, through all their lands, to any company or corporation 
which shall be duly authorized by Congress to construct a railroad from any 
point north to any point south and from any point east to any point west of and 
which may pass through the Cherokee Nation. Said company or corporation, 
and their employés and laborers, while constructing and repairing the samo 
and in operating said road or roads, including all necessary agents on the line, 
atstations, switches, water-tanks, and all others necessary to the successful oper- 
ation of a railroad, shall ny apasae in the discharge of their duties, and at all 
times subject to the Indian intercourse laws now or which may hereafter be en- 
acted and be in force in the Cherokee Nation. 


The provisions of this treaty make a grant to two railways, grants 
that the Government of the United States may concede by virtue of 
enactments passed by the Congress of the United States. Understand 
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that these east and west and north and south railroads have already 
been constructed, and this railway is an additional arte saree 
not north and south or east and west, but is an entirely Trent and 
independent railway, not alluded to in any treaty with the Cherokees 
or any other of the five semi-civilized tribes. It is an effort, Mr. 
Speaker, in this bill to take lands which do not belong to the United 
States, under the idea that the Government possesses the right of emi- 
nent domain over them. 

They are not public lands of the United States, but are lands which 
by solemn compact you have settled on these Indians. It was thought 
necessary to cons_ruct these two lines of road, one running north and 
south, the other east and west, and in order to do so to make a treaty 
with the Indian tribes to get that right. If that power is exhausted, 
then there is no power to get any other road through the lands belong- 

to the five semi-civilized tribes except by their consent. 

say there is no power to grant a right to any corporation prreonns, 
to construct a line of railway which shall run through lands ging 
to these civilized Indians except to acquire the right by treaty. You 
did acquire that right to construct these roads under the eleventh sec- 
tion of the treaty of 1866, to construct road north and south and a road 
east and west, because it was important for military and other p 
that the Government of the United States should have the power to tray- 
erse the Indian Territory with their troops, munitions, provisions, and 
stores of every description. Therefore they contracted with the Indian 
tribes for the construction of a road north and south and for the con- 
struction of a road east and west; but they have not contracted with the 
Indian tribes in regard to this road. 

If you may pass this bill, then you can make a perfect network of 
railroads all through the Indian lands which do not belong to you, with- 
out the consent of the Indian tribes. When this bill was up before I 
offered an amendment providing that the consent of the Indians be 
first obtained, and when that portion of the bill is reached I shall call 
attention to it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment, 

Mr. PEEL and Mr. ROGERS rose. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the observations just made by my 
courtly friend from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] have been made per- 
haps to the House in the last three or four years twenty times. The 
House has uniformly conceded the right of the Government of the 
United States to exercise the right of eminent domain over lands be- 
longing to the five civilized tribes, and it would be a strange construc- 
tion if they did not hold that they had the right to exercise it over 
every foot of American soil wherever for governmental purposes it was 
thought ne to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] properly 
stated the necessity for this action. In the Indian Territory the tribes 
do not undertake to exercise the right of eminent domain atall. There 
never has been a law either of that sort or one which had power to do 
it. They have a sort of quasi-government, but not a sovereignty ini ts 
full sense, as that of the Federal Government, but a government just 
such as there is in the Territories of this Union and in the District of 
Columbia, So I take it that they have no power to exercise the right 
oteminentdomain, If, therefore, these railroad companies at any point 
between the termini of this road find it necessary in the construction 
of the road to use more land than conceded to be used by the terms of 
this bill, they must come to Congress fora new enactment. It toes 
not follow that, because Congress authorizes the road to use this land 
every 10 miles, they will use it, and it is not presumed that they 
will, because railroad companies, like private individuals, buy what 
they want and do not take what they do not want if they know 
that they have to pay forit. Now, by the terms of this bill ample pro- 
vision is made for the adjustment and settlement of any controversy 
between the tribes or between any individual of the tribes and this 
road: First, by the appointment of arbitrators, one to be appointed 
by the President, one to be appointed by the chief of the tribe, and the 
third, I believe, by the Federal court. If they fail by amicable proc- 
ess and if they can not come to terms with the tribe of Indians and 
get their consent for the sale of the land, then appeal is made to these 
arbitrators. After the arbitrators have made their award, if either 

rty is not satisfied, it can go to the Federal court; there a jury is 
impaneled, testimony adduced, and this property condemned for the 
specific purpose embraced in this bill. Another part of this bill pro- 
vides that the company shall deposit twice the value of the land before 
they begin the construction of the road. Finally, when the decree is 
obtained, this money is appropriated to the payment and is turned over 
to the proper authorities. Thatis all thatcan de asked by any Govern- 
ment of any of its citizens, and why should we not exercise the power 
of eminent domain through land belonging to these five civilized tribes 
the same as we exercise that power as to the land belonging to any pri- 
vate individual in any State or Territory in the Union? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Because we have not agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS, That isa mistake. We have heard that matter dis- 
cussed before, There is no treaty provision with the five civilized 
tribes that inhibits the Congress from exercising the right of eminent do- 


main, and I hold that youcould coastruct a thousand railroads through 
that Territory if it was deemed fit to do so. 

Mr. GROS OR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. ROGERS. Inamoment. Gentlemen argue that, because by the 
terms of the treaty provision was granted to build two roads through 
there, because we have dons so by negotiation in those instances, 
it can not now be done without negotiation; that the naming of one 
road excludes all the others—expressio unius est exclusio alterius, That 
has no application at all. Because a former Congress has seen fit to 
make that provision it does not therefore follow that Congress has an; 
pra by that to put any limit on its sovereignty, certainly notin deal. 

g with a people who have only a quasi-government and whose rights 
are A hie under laws of Congress, 

r. GROSVENOR. Ihave not the bill by me, and the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERS] no doubt understands the provisions of it 
better than I do, but what I desire to ask him is whether the railroad 
company, as a condition of the condemnation of the property—for that 
is what I call it—is compelled to show in some way the necessity of it 
for the operations of the railroad line? 

Mr. ROGERS. Not by the express terms of the bill, I think, but 
that is the law of all condemnation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The law is that they must prove upon the thresh- 
old that they need Perel ry Sade for the operations of their line? 

Mr, ROGERS. inly; that is a condition precedent to all con- 
demnation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But it is not contained in this bill in any way. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then the opinion of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas is that that would be required now, as a condition of the exer- 
cise of this power of condemnation? 

Mr. ROGERS. I have no sort of question of that. Upon the con- 
trary, Mr. Speaker, no railroad company can go into a State, underany 
organization, and condemn a thousand acres of land, or any paras 
of land, unless they can show the necessity for it. Suppose a 
company ayers a to go inside the limits at a town, sei near to 
a town, an or the purposes of a depot and necessary sidings, 
switches, and so forth, the condemnation are thousand acres of land, 
does anybody suppose that any court would grant such a decree? It 
isabsurd, Uponthevery threshold they must show the necessity for it, 

Mr. COBB. Where will they show it? 

Mr, ROGERS. In the Federal court at Fort Smith or at Muscogee. 
The terms of the bill provide for that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Where do they provide for it? 

Mr. ROGERS. On page 4, line 36, there is this provision: 

Either party being dissatisfied with the finding of the referees shall have the 
right, within ninety days after making of the award and notice of the same, to 
sopas by the original petition to the United States district court at Muscogee, 
Indian Territory, which court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine the 
subject-matter of said paunga according tothe laws of the State of Kansas pro- 
vided for determining the damage when property is taken for railroad purposes, 
When proceedings have been commenced in court the railroad company ae i 
pay double the amount of the award into court to abide the judgment thereof, 
and then have the right to enter upon the property sought to be con and 
proceed with construction of the railroad. 

Mr. COBB. Does not that simply refer to the amount of damages 
which the railroad company is to pay, and not to the extent of the con- 
demnation ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Certainly not. It embraces all, 

Mr. COBB, Is it not true that the act of Congress passed here isit- 
self a condemnation of the lands named in the bill ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Not at all, Mr. Speaker; because, by the very terms 
of this bill, before they can take one foot of these lands at any pointin 
the Indian Territory they have got to acquire it, first, by referees; 
second, by negotiation; and, third, by condemnation. 

Mr. COBB. You did not read that part of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I had not time to read the whole of the bill; the 
gentleman should read it for himself; but everything that I have stated 
is contained in it. So, Mr. Speaker, there is nothing new about this 
matteratall, Ifthe railroad company see fit, at some little way sta- 
tion along the road, to undertake to condemn a piece of land 3,000 feet 
in length and 130 yards in width, if they have no use for it they will 
not be allowed by the court to make the condemnation. Before they 
can make any condemnation at all they must first show the necessity, 
and so all along the line. 

Now, one wordmore, Thisroad passes by the Cherokee capital, where 
there are institutions of learning, where there is a court-house, where 
they have the capitol building, It is one of the most important points 
in the entire Territory, and I know of my personal knowledge that 
those people have wanted railway communication there for years, and 
my friend from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] isa decade behind the people 
of the Indian Territory on this question of the construction of rail- 
roads, 

Again, Mr. Speaker, another observation. There have been various 
charters granted for railroads through that Territory, and this bill, as 
I understand, because I never examined it until this morning, con- 
forms to what has now become the stereotyped bill of this House for 
such purposes, which was produced after careful investigation, consid- 
eration, and debate of every proposition contained in it. 

Now, why make fish of one and flesh of another? This form of bill, 
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I believe, was settled in the Forty-eighth Congress, and has been ap- 


plied to every railroad charter of this kind granted since; so that. if 
practice, debate, deliberate judgment, calm consideration of any ques- 
tion settles it, the questions involved in these railroad charters must 
be assettled. Imyself know of nosound principle that would 
not dictate the treating of this Territory in this respect just as you 
‘would treat any other portion of the country. It would have been 
better, infinitely better, perhaps, if in the beginning, ten years ago, 
we had passed a general law giving to all parties the right to go in 
there upon the terms embraced in this bill. Certainly we onght not 
to continue to debate this question over and over again, caer after 

session after session, for a quarter of a century. e ought 


now to it as settled, 4 
Mr. P S. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the 
amendments. 


Mr. HOOKER. I hope that will be voted down, in order that we 
may have an opportunity fordiscussion, because I want to reply to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. f 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question, and the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

A division was called for. 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 23, 

Mr. HOOKER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point that no quo- 
rum is present ? 

Mr. HOOKER. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then I make the point that there is no quorum 


present. 
The SPEAKER, having ascertained by count that there were only 
140 members in the Hall, announced that there was not a quorum pres- 


ent. 

Mr, PERKINS. I move a call of the House, 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call theroll; when the following-named mem- 
bers failed to answer: 


Allen, Miss, Clunie, Hitt, Quackenbush, 
Coleman olman, inn, 
Andrew, Comstock, Houk, Randall, Pa. 
Arnold, psa se r, Ohio, Kelley, fe, 
Atkinson, Pa. ran, Kennedy, Robertson, 
Baker, Cowles, Kerr, Pa. Rockwell, 
Bankhead, Crain, Knopp; Rusk, 
Barn Darlington, La ette, $ 
Bartine, De Lano, Lansiog, Scranton, 

2, Dibble, Laws, Sonar; 
Beckwith, Dingley, Lehlbach, Smith, W. Va, 
Belknap, Dolliver, Lind, Stahlnecker, 
Bergen, Edmunds, Magner, Stephenson, 
Boatner, Elliott, Mason, 

Boutelle, Ellis, MeAdoo, Bweney, 
Bowden, Enloe, McCarthy, Taylor, I. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Evans, McComas, Taylor, J. D, 
Bickner, Ewart, McCormick, Taylor, Tenn, 
Brosius, Fitch, McKinley, Turner, Ga. 
Brown, J. B. Fithian, MeMillin, Turner, N. Y, 
Browne, T, M. ood, Miles, Turpin, 
DA wer, Moore, Tex. Venable, 
Bunn, Forman, Morgan, Wade, 
Burrows, Fowler, Morrill, Walker, Mass, 
Butterworth, Gifford, O'Donnell Wallace, N Y. 
tt n: yi a a N: 
Caldwell gosees. S = Ind. Washington, 
recnhalge, Mass. rne, 
Osmpbeli, Grout, Oneill Pa. wW 2 
Candler, Mass. Hall, Owen, ind. Wilber, 
Cannon, Harmer, Payne, Wilkinson, 
Carlisle, Hayes, Perry, Wise. 
Carter, Henderson, Til. Phelan, Yardley. 
Caruth, Henderson, Iowa Pierce, 
H 3 Price, 


The following-named members, who entered the Hall during the roll- 
call, were recorded as t, under the second clause of Rule XV: 

Mr. ANDERSON of Mississippi, Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. BECKWITH, Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, Mr. BRIcKNER, Mr, BURTON, Mr. BUT- 
TERWORTH, Mr. CARTER, Mr. CLUNIE, Mr. COLEMAN, Mr. COOPER of 
Ohio, Mr. DIBBLE, Mr. DOLLIVER, Mr. ELLIS, Mr. ENLOE, Mr. FITH- 
IAN, Mr. FLOWER, Mr. GOODNIGHT, Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, Mr. 
HENDERSON of Iowa, Mr. Hirt, Mr. MCADOO, Mr. McCormick, Mr. 
McMILtry, Mr. O' Do: Mr. PRICE, Mr. ROCKWELL, 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and ninety members, being more 
than a quorum, have answered to their names. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the demand of the gentle- 
man from Kansas for the previous question. f 

"lhe previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment of Mr. CHEADLE was rejected. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to offer an amendment to strike out, 
in line 5 of section 2, the words ‘‘and fifty.” 

The SPEAKER. There is already ing an amendment offered 


pending 
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker], which will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 2 the following: 

“ That the consent of the Indian tribe or tribes through whose reser- 
vation this railroad shall pass shall first be had and obtained.” - 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to this amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word on the amend- 
ment. It has been said by my friend from Arkansas, in discussing a 
question with regard to the very point presented by this amendment, 
that the Indian tribes themselves are in favor of this grant of land to 
this railroad. If that be the fact, Mr. Speaker, why should there be 
any objection to this provision for obtaining the consent of the Indians 
to the of this road through their Territory? I may be a dec- 
ade behind other gentlemen on this question, but it seems to me a 
very simple proposition that if the Indians are in favor of having this 
line of railway constructed through their Territory, if they believe that 
when permission is granted the road will be constructed and they will 
be benefited, it is but fair that we should give them the opportunity 
to say so. 

I have just read a section of the treaty of 1866 with one of these 
tribes—and I believe a similar stipulation will be found inall these 
treaties—providing that a certain railroad may be constructed; and 
this provas shows that so far from the legislation of the country hav- 
ing demonstrated, ascontended by my friend from Arkansas, that the 
right of eminent domain has always been asserted by the United States 
over this territory as over any part of the public domain, it was not 
considered that there was sufficient power and authority on the part 
of the Government of the United States, under the right of eminent 
domain, to force railroads through the Indian Territory without the 
consent of the Indians. Else why these provisions in the treaty? 
And, if it was necessary to make a treaty with the Indians in order to 
obtain, the right to construct a railroad north and south and a railroad 
eastand west through the Indian Territory, how is it that now you ap- 
peal to another and a different principle, ignoring the necessity of ob- 
taining the consent of the five semi-civilized tribes? If it be true, as 
contended, that the Indians are favorable to this measure, why should 
we not pursue the course that the Government has always pursued 
with to the Indian tribes when it was desired to construct a rail- 
road through their Territory? 

In making the treaty of 1866 with the Cherokees and the other civ- 
ilized tribes the Government conceded by solemn treaty stipulations 
that the right to this soil existed in the Indians themselves, and that 
in order to run a railroad north and south through the Territory and 
another east and west it was n that the consent of the Indians 
should be obtained, and obtained in the most solemn form, the form 
in which one governmental power deals with another, the form of a 
treaty, with commissioners to agree upon its terms, If this was nec- 
essary with regard to one railroad, why is it not necessary with refer- 
ence to all? 

But if the theory of my friend from Arkansas is correct, that under 
the right of eminent domain the Government of the United States may 
at its own option construct any number of railways through the In- 
dian Territory, then there is no necessity for having any treaty stipu- 
lation with them on this subject. But the Government must have 
conceded the idea there was necessity for treaty stipulation, or they 
mon an have made treaties in reference to the lines of railroad re- 

e 
- When you come to look at the subsequent provisions of this act, the 
idea the Government of the United States must treat with them as peo- 
ple having possession of these lands before they can run lines of rail- 
road throngh the Territory, you will find embraced in the fifth section, 
and though we have not yet reached it, you will find there the idea 
revails that the right of these Indians to this land must be conceded, 
use in that section 5 of the bill it is provided: 


That said aein Aen rtd shall pay to the Secretary of the Interior, for the 
benefit of the part: nations or tribes through whose lands said line may be 
located, the sum of $50, in addition to com n provided for in this act, for 
property taken and Garages done to individual occupants by the construction 

the railway for each mile of railway that it may construct in said Territory, 
said payment to be made in instaliments of $1,250 as each working section of 
25 miles of road is graded: Provided, That if the eral council of either of 
the nations or tribes through whose land said railway may be located shall, 
within four months after the filing of the maps of definite location, as set forth 
in section 6 of this act, dissent from the allowances provided forin this section, 
and shall certify the same to the Secretary of the Interior, then all compensa- 
tion to be paid to such dissenting nation or tribe under the provisions of this 
act shall be determined as provided in section 3 for the determination of the 
compensation to be paid to the individual ocoupants of lands, with the right of 
appeal to the courts upon the same conditions, terms, and requirements as 

rein provided. 


Section 5 Jooks to the fact that the assent of these tribes must be ob- 
tained, and therefore I say if it were necessary to make treaties to run 
aline through this Territory from north to south and another from 
east to west, when we wish to construct another road you must get the 
pose: se the one case as you got it in the other, by the consent of these 
tri 


In section 5 you concede you must pay acertain price, Yousay these 
railroads are necessary for the development of the Territory, and, if 
that is conceded, why not then put this provision in the bill? I have 
always understood these five civilized tribes are an intelligent people 
and capable of taking care of their own affairs. And if they are and 


‘ 


1890. 
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we have to get their consent to this railroad on the terms 
then it is the easier way than by exercising the right of eminent domain, 
which has not been exercised towards roads heretofore constructed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. ROGERS.. I hope not. 
gr BTOB: I raise the pointof order that the morning hour 

expired. 

The SPEAKER, If the gentleman raises that point it will have to 
be overruled, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move, then, that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee, of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
of taking up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7619) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1891, and for other pu 

Mr. PERKINS. Before that is done I hope the gentleman will allow 
the previous question to be seconded. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I must insist on my motion; and I wish, be- 
fore the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, that all general debate in committee be limited to ten 
minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me inquire whether there is anything in the way 
of new legislation contained in the bill. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. There is nothing in the bill in the way of new 
legislation. I move that the general debate be limited to ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on Mr. CurcHEoN’s motion that 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the Union; and it was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question before the committee is the bill 
(H. R. 7619) making appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other p and by 
order of the House all general debate has been limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I amnotaware, Mr. Chairman, that any member 
of the committee desires to engage in general debate, and before asking 
that the bill be read by paragraphs tor amendment I will merely say that 
this annual appropriation bill for the support of the Army carries $24,- 
458,220.52. The bill for 1889-’90 carried $23,824,615.73, and the in- 
crease arises almost entirely under the headingof ‘‘ Pay of the Army,” 
and the increase under the operation of law arises from the greater 
longevity of the officers in the service and increase in the retired-list. 

There is allowed under the head of ‘* Pay of the Army’? an item of 
$13,200 more than was carried in the last appropriation bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. May I be permitted to interrupt the gentleman for 
a moment, if it will not disturb him ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. You stated, I believe, with some little hesitation, or 
at least I inferred from your answer yon had some doubt, that there 
was no new legislation in this bill. I want to know in that connec- 
tion what is meant by the statement on page 2 of the report, which re- 
fers to the clerks for the inspectors-general ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will take pleasure in explaining to the gentle- 
man. Under the head of pay of the Army, eleven clerks are provided 
for inspectors-general at a compensation of $1,200 each per annum. 
‘These clerks are to be provided for these officers in the field. Itis done, 
I will state to the gentleman, in accordance with the recommendations 
made by the Secretary of War. It does not create any new offices, but 
simply provides an additional appropriation, so that each of the inspect- 
ors-general at the headquarters of the three great divisions of the Army 
and the erp ier dea of the departments may havea clerk to accompany 
him in the field. The duties of these positions are at present per- 
formed, I will state to the gentleman, by detailed men—men detailed 
from other portions of the Army—and the Inspector-General thought, 
and the Secretary of War also, that this force should be entirely inde- 
pendent of the Army for thisreason: The Inspector-General is required 
to inspect every other division of the Army, the disbursing officers, the 
Quartermaster’s Department, the Medical and ineer ents, 
Ordnance, and in fact every other part of the Army, and it is believed to 
be a poor policy to borrow clerks from the department he is required to 
inspect to aid him in the performance of that duty. He therefore asks 
that an additional appropriation be made to attach the clerks perma- 
nently to the inspectors’ department and to be used exclusively for that 


mrpose. 
y Mr. ROGERS. I understand the effect of that is to restore a dozen 
enlisted men to the Army and to put in their places a dozen clerks. 
Now, is there any such law or any provision of law that warrants it? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is to restoreeleven men who are now detailed 
with the inspectors-general to the Army and put in their places a dozen 
re Wio are shown to be competent to perform the clerical duty re- 
quired. 

Mr, ROGERS, But the question is whether there is a provision of 
law to warrant this. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. 
gentleman will have the right to make the point. I can only say that 
the committee believed it to be in the interest of economy to allow the 


When that ph is reached, of course the 


request in and while it does make an additional appropriation I 
do not think it changes at all the existing law. 

The Secretary of War, I will state, submitted an estimate for eleven 
clerks for the inspectors-general ata salary of $1,400 each, and for 
eleven messengers; but the committee in considering the matter ac- 
ceded onlyin part to this request, and granted eleven t clerks 
for the i rs-general at $1,200 each, and we believe, as I havesaid, 
that it is in the interest of economy. 

Mr, SAYERS. I would like to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Michigan to the proviso found on page 22 of the bill in the fol- 
lowing words: 

Provided, That section 3709 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply to the pur- 
chase of supplies not exceeding in value the sum of $200. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is the existing law. 

Mr. SAYERS. It occurs to me that this provision isa change of the 
existing law. 


word for word. 

Mr. SAYERS, I think not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. You will find it in the last appropriation bill and 
i e last but one. 

Mr. SAYERS. I know it changes existing law as it appears in the 
statutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman will find it in the last appropria- 
tion bill, and I will call his attention—— 

Mr.SAYERS. I do not question the gentleman’s statement. Iam 
satisfied with what he says. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is word for word the existing law. 

I will complete, Mr. Chairman, the statement I was about to make 
by saying that in the Subsistence Department no change whatever was 
made. Underthe head of Quartermaster’s Department an additional 
amount is appropriated under the head of barracks and quarters, which 
will be explained when we reach that provision. I will state, how- 
ever, that there is an apparent increase of $55,000 over the last bill for 
this purpose; but in reality no inerease at all is made, because thatsum 
was the exact amount appropriated in the last general deficiency bill 
for the same purpose. 

The committee recommend an appropriation of $100,000 for buildings 
for garrison purposes at the different military posts, in accordance with 
the recommendation of the Secretary of War. The committee has also 
recommended an appropriation for the enlargement of the cavalry post 
at Fort Myer, in Virginia, and we recommend for this purpose the ap- 
propriation of $32,600. This cavalry post of Fort Myer is the only one 
east of the Mississippi River. At present it has a capacity of but two 
companies, but it is designed to increase that to four companies, and 
the amount appropriated will allow the erection simply of the barracks 
and stables, leaving the other necessary buildings to be provided for in 
future appropriation bills. s 

An allowance is also made of $16,500—a new item—for additional 
land needed tor a rifie-range at Fort McPherson, near Atlanta, Ga. In 
the Medical Department there is no change, In the Engineer Depart- 
ment there is a reduction of $1,500, and no other change. In the 
Ordnance Department the committee recommend an appropriation of 
$14,920 for the procurement of four mounted guns, with the ni 
equipments therefor. This isa new item, but not a new class of ex- 
penditures, 

The committee have also recommended the sum of $180,135 for field 
batteries—light field batteries—with their carriages and equipments. 
There will probably be a point of order in regard to that when it is 
reached inthe bill, which may then be discussed. As I understand, the 
gentleman in charge of the fortifications bill claims that it should go 
properly to that committee. I desire to be entirely frank with the com- 
mittee in :egard toit, and will say that in the Book of Estimates this is 
carried under the head of ‘‘ Fortifications and other works of defense.’? 
But being for the equipment of light batteries in the field, for troops, the 
committee felt it their duty to lay it before the House for its action. 
In conclusion I will state, Mr. Chairman, that omitting the item to 
which I have just referred, embodyi 1g $180,135 of expenditure, the bill 
would present a reduction of $33,000 from the bill of last year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the bill be read by paragraphs for 
amendment and debate, under the five-minute rule. f 

The CHAIRMAN. Byorderof the House, the time fixed for general 
discussion has expired; and the Clerk will read the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FOR PAY OF THE GENERAL STAFF. 
Adjutant-General’s Department: For pay of the officers in the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral's Department, as now authorized and provided by law, $52,500. 
For additional pay to such officers for length of service, to be paid with their 
current monthly pay, $16,000. 

Mr, GROSVENOR, I desire to offer an amendment at this point. 
At the end of the Adjutant-General’s Department I think is the place 
where I ought to offer it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will hear the amendment. 


No, sir; this is a provision of the existing law, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line add the following: 
“To enable the secre, War to complete the series of see po now in prog- 
ress of the campaign for and battles about Cha 


ae aig san ttanooga, including the ñeld 
survey office expenses, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. As this relates entirely to the pay of the Army, 
I would request the gentleman from Ohio to withdraw his amendment 
for the present, and to offer it at a later stage of the bill, where it will 
come in more oe 

Mr. GROSVENOR. At thesuggestion of the gentleman, I will with- 
draw the amendment; but I would like the gentleman from Michigan 
(the chairman of the committee) to state where it ought to be offered. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will indicate that to the gentleman before we 
reach the point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For pay of not sroto thirty-cight Lng doer ect cene at Patapan, not 
thirty paymas' ’ messen; y xpenses 
godine, -in ail, $62,087.20: Provided. That the maximum sum to be allowed 
} clerks and contract surgeons when traveling on duty shall be 4 
cents per mile, and, in addition thereto, wben transportation can not be furnished 
the s Department, the cost of same actually paid by them, ex- 
usive of parlor-car fare and transfers. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, 
by direction of the committee, in the proviso of this section, which I 
now send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On line 21, strike out the word “paymasters’,” before the word 
A a Ea N end ater ihe werd“ elarks,” ta the sone TA, Josert “in the Pay 
and ’s De; t;” making it read as follows: 

“ Provided, That the maximum sum to be allowed clerks in the Pay and In- 
spector-General’s Department and contract surgeons,” etc, 


Mr. PETERS. I would like to ask the gentleman if that excludes 


paiete clerks? 
. CUTCHEON. Not at all. 
’s Department. 


spector-General 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For compensation of witnesses attending upon courts-martial and courts of 
inquiry, $8,407, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. By direction of the committee I offer the follow- 
ing amendment, to come in at line 3, page 7. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page7, line 3, before the word “ witnesses,” insert the words “reporters and; ” 
n For P Fey pa rters and witnesses attending upon courts-martial 
and courts ar tonuiry, $8,407." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For additional pay to officer in re of public buildings, and so forth, in 
Washington, District of Columbia, $1,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would suggest to the gentleman in charge of the 
bill that he strike out the words ‘‘and so forth,” in line 7. They 
ought not to be in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I have no objection, and will move to strike ont 
the words ‘‘and so forth,” in line 7. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman whether this isa 
eustomary appropriation? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Itis. One word in explanation, Mr. Chairman. 
This item in the last bill was $500, but since that there has been a 
change made in the grade of the officer by the provisions of law. 

The officer who performs the duty of taking charge of the public 
buildings and grounds in the District of Columbia is to have the pay 
and allowance ofa colonel; and in accordance with that it became nec- 
essary, on account of Major Ernst not having the same grade as his 

redecessor, to make an additional appropriation of $500. It would 
hive come in the deficiency bill if not made here. 

The Clerk again proceeded to read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Before passing that, I suggest that this was cop- 
ied from the last appropriation bill, and as we have stricken out the 
words “and so forth” in line 7, I think the words ‘‘and grounds” 
should be inserted in the place of ‘‘and so forth.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the pay ofa clerk attendant on the collection and classification of mili- 
tary information from abroad, $1,500; and the officers detailed to obtain the 
same shall be entitled to mileage and transportation and also commutation of 
quarters while on this duty, as provided when on other duty. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to ask the gentleman from Michigan if the 
intention of this provision is to allow to each one of these officers sent 
abroad a clerk? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. I noticed in the papers the other day where several 
officers had been sent abroad to different countries, and my idea was 
to know whether this provision was intended to furnish each one of 
these officers with a clerk. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, sir; we have what are termed military at- 
tachés at five of the principal courts of Europe, whose business it is to 

:* observe the military operations and improvements in those countries, 


It is for clerks of the Pay and In- 
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and operations of the armies generally, and them to the Depart- 
ment at home. Itisn to have a clerk (and I think there is 
some position of the kind in the War ent) whose business it 
is to collate, collect, and prepare for publication the reports so made. 

Mr. SAYERS. While the gentleman is upon his feet, I want to ask 
him a general question. 

M. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. How many additional clerks does the ‘present re 
ace ed for, including these clerks who are to take the place of enli 
soldiers? 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Nonewhatever. No new clerks except the eleven 
provided in the Inspector-General’s Office to take the place of other 
clerks now there. 

Mr. SAYERS. Were these other clerks enlisted soldiers? 

A Mr. CUTCHEON. They belong to what are known as general-service 
erks, 

Mr. SAYERS. What is done with these clerks? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They are returned to their proper department 
whence they have been borrowed, so to speak, by the r-General, 

Mr. SAYERS. Then these eleven clerks are additional to those that 
exist now. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I suppose that is a fact. They are additional, 
and therefore we make an additional appropriation of $13,200. 

Mr. LANHAM. It is made, however, on an estimate from the War 
Department. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, and the Inspector-General of the Army 
peared before the committee and convinced us that these additional 
clerks were necessary. 

Mr. SAYERS. I simply desired to know whether they were addi- 
tional to the existing force or not; that was all. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For mileage to officers when traveling on duty without troops, when author- 
ized by law, $150,000: Provided, That in disbursing this amount the maximum 
sum to be allowed and paid to an officer shall be 4 cents per mile, distance to be 
computed over the shortest usually traveled routes, and, in addition thereto, 
the cost of the transportation actually paid the officer over said route or 
routes, exclusive of parlor-car fare and transfers: And provided further, That 
when any officer so traveling shall travel in whole or in part on any railroad on 
which the troops and supplies of the United States are entitled to be transported 
free of charge, or over any of the bond-aided Pacific railroads, he shall be al- 
lowed for himself only 4 cents per mile as a subsistence fund for every mile 
necessarily traveled over any such railroads: And provided further, That the 
transportation furnished by the Quartermaster’s oparia to officers travel- 
ing without troops shall be limited to transportation in kind, not includi 
sleeping or parlor car accommodations, over free roads, over bond-aided P. 
rail and by conveyance belonging to the said department, 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, if I understand this provision it al- 
lows officers traveling upon duty 4 centsa mile in addition to the 
amount they pay for transportation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; I think the gentleman is right about that. 

Mr. PETERS. The provision is this: 


That when any officer so traveling shall travel in whole or in part on any 
railroad on which the troops and supplies of the United States are entitled to 
be transported free of charge, or over any of the bond-nided Pacific railroads, 
he shall be allowed for himself only 4 cents per mile as a subsistence fund for 
every mile necessarily traveled over any such railroads. 


Now, of course, over a bond-aided railroad the transportation of such 
officers would be free, as I understand it. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Yes, sir. A 

Mr. PETERS. Then there is a provision in the first part of the par- 
agraph, as follows: 


Provided, That in disbursing this amount the maximum sum to be allowed 
and paid to an officer shall be 4 cents per mile, distance to be computed overthe 
shortest usually traveled routes, and, in addition thereto, the cost of the trans- 
portation actually paid by the officer over said route or routes. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, 4 cents a mile is his subsistence allowance. 
Mr. PETERS. In lieu of rations? 
Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. It used to be 8 cents a mile. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. In lieu of everything. This is in the words of 
the existing law; not a change of a word has been made. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


Regular supplies: For the regular supplies of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, consisting of stoves and heating apparatus, and repairand maintenance 
of the same, for heating barracks and quarters; of ranges and stoves for cook- 
ing; of fuel and lights for enlisted men, guards, hospitals, store-houses, and of- 
fices, and for sales to officers; of forage in kind for horses, mules, and oxen of 
the Quartermaster’s Department at the several posts and stations and with the 
armiesin the field, including its care and protection ; for the horsesof the several 
regiments of cavalry, the batteries of artillery, and such companies of infantry 
and scouts as may be mounted, and for the authorized number of officers’ horses, 
including bedding for the animals; of straw for soldiers’ bedding; and of sta- 
tionery, including blank-books for the Quartermaster’s Department, certificates 
for di rged soldiers, blank forms for the Pay and Quartermasters Depart- 
ments, and for printing division and department orders and reports, $2,678,000: 
Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended on printing un- 
less the same shall be done by contract, after due notice and competition, ex- 
cept in such case as the em: will not admit of the giving notice for com- 
petition: Provided further, T after advertisement all the supplies for the use 
of the various departments and posts of the Army shall be | pean where the 
ae can be purchased the cheapest, quality and cost of transportation con- 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam instructed by the committee to offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 2 


1890. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 

1, line 15, after the word “dollars” insert: “Provided, That for the cur- 
rent fiscal year, and h , there shall be included under the appropriation 
rg a eh Step har donde 

al e n urn: 4 
ced cg schools; tableware and preety furniture for kitchen an maa haiio? 
en utensils and agricultural implements for post gardens; each and all for 
the use of enlisted men of the Army.” 

Mr, ROGERS, Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order upon that 
amendment until we can obtain some explanation of it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. This does not change the appropriation at all, 
but is desired in order to make the bill comply with the new Army 
regulations of 1889, It has been transmitted by the Secretary of War 
in Executive Document 292, with the regulations referred to, 

Mr. SAYERS. How much does that add to the expense? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Notatall. It simply authorizes this expendi- 
ture for this purpose out of the general fund. Thatis all. It does 
not enlarge the appropriation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Incidental ‘F potas con te fficial busin 
caterer pe Seah Oy OSO the Army; oxten cara concider TA catia 
the direction of the Quartermaster’s Department in the erection of barrac'! 
quarters, and store-houses, in the construction of roads, and other constant 
labor, for periods of not less than ten days, andas clerks for post quartermasters 
at military posts; for expense of expresses to and from the frontier posts and 
armies in the field, of escorts to paymasters and other disbursing o: „and 
to trains, where military escorts can not be furnished; expenses of the inter- 
ment of officers killed in action, or who die when on duty in the field, or at 
military posts and on the frontiers, or when traveling under orders, and of 
non-commissioned officers and soldiers; authorized office furniture; hire of 
laborers in the Quartermaster’s Department, including the hire of in reters, 

ies, or guides for the Army; compensation of clerks and other employés to 
the officers of the Quartermaster’s ioe ga ag sna og ep of fo and 
Wagon masters authorized by the act of July 5, 1838; for the apprehension, se- 
curing, and delivering of deserters, and the expenses incident to their pursuit; 
and for the following expenditures required for the several regiments of cav- 
alry, the batteries of light artillery, and such companies of infantry and scouts 
as may be mounted, and for the trains,to wit: Hire of veterinary surgeons; 
purchase of medicine for horses and mules, picket-ropes, blacksmiths’ tools 
and materials, horseshoes and blacksmiths’ tools for the cavalry service, and 
for the shoeing of horses and mules, and such additional expenditures as are 
necessary and authorized by law inthe movement and operations of the Army, 
and not expressly assi to any other department, $675,000: Provided, That 
$225,000 of the appropriation for incidental expenses, or so much thereof as shall 
be necessary, shall be set aside for the payment of enlisted men on extra duty 
at constant labor of not less than ten days in the Quartermaster’s De 
but no such payment shall be made at any greater rate per day than 
law for the class of persons employed at the work done therein. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move to strike out the last word in order to get 
some information upon this subject. I notice in this a reference to 
eases where soldiers are in ‘‘constant labor.” That israthera peculiar 
expression, but I do not rise to criticise that. What I want to know 
is whether the committee have made any investigation to ascertain 
whether or not any part of the apparent or the real discontent among 
the soldiers of the Army has grown out of extra service to which they 
have been assigned not in the line of their regular duty. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, We have made no special inquiry on that par- 
ticular subject, but I think this matter of extra-duty pay, instead of 
being avoided, is rather sought by menin the Army. Where they are 
mechanics, for instance, and can labor upon some building thatis going 
on, itis called ‘‘constant labor’’ as distinguished from mere police 
duty. 

Mr. ROGERS, They are not, as I understand from this amendment, 
paid for that extra service at all, unless they work for ten days. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not less than ten days. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is that construed, in its actual operation, as mean- 
ing ten consecutive days? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand that it is. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does the gentleman think that it is a proper thing 
to allow an officer to detail a man to do extra work independent of his 
regular duties for nine days and pay him nothing? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, The gentleman will remember that at the pres- 
ent time our Army is not overburdened with labor, and ordinarily such 
light duties as may be necessary about a post the enlisted men are de- 
tailed to perform, and the work is regarded as a portion of their duty. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is not that open to very great abuse? Why might 
not an officer work a man nine days upon such labor and then let him 
off fora day, then work him again nine days and then let him rest for 
a day, and then work him nine days again, and so on? 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. I can only say that this is the long-established 
usage of the Army, and we have not undertaken to introduce any new 
legislation upon this bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. And thereare nocomplaints arising from that cause? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. None have been made to us and none have come 
to our knowledge. 

Mr. ROGERS. Well, I would ask the gentleman if the discontent 
in the Army has not excited sufficient public attention to justify the 
Committee on Military Affairs in making some inquiry with reference 
to that question, which it seems to me every day grows in importance. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We have been giving very careful and serious at- 
tention to the matter of desertions from the Army, and have reported a 
bill which is intended to reach and check that evil, but of course we 
could not put it upon this appropriation bill, In due time we shall 
ask the House to consider tuat bill, which we believe will greatly dimin- 


ment, 
fixed by 
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ish the causes of discontent in the Army and greatly decrease deser- 
tions, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I am much gratified to know that 
the Military Committee have had their attention enlisted in that direc- 
tion, and I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For buildin; r m f ion of urchase 
inge ae military eae Se uate oicaainoe A Aes dea 
ete., ho 

Mr. MORSE. I move pro forma to amend by striking out the last 
word of the paragraph just read. 

Mr. Chairman, it would appear by the accompanying report, recom- 
mending an appropriation of $100,000 for canteens at the Army posts, 
that among the things that are to be sold at these ‘‘canteens’’ are 
beer and light wines and that this Government beer saloon may be 
connected with a library and reading-room, if notin the same room. 
I protest against this proposition to open drinking saloons at the Army 
posts and denounce it as an outrage against the temperance and chris- 
tian peopleof this country. I denounce it as against the best and high- 
est interests of the soldiers themselves. The report argues that the 
sale of light drinks to the soldiers would prove a tem measure, 
The man who wrote that report and the Army officer who made this 
recommendation have not learned the A B Cof temperance reform, and it 
seems to me as though, like Rip Van Winkle, they had waked up 
atter a lapse of centuries. 

The argument is contrary to science and experience. Beer and the 
lighter drinks are the devil’s kindling wood for nong drinks, and 
are the sure and certain road to intemperance and drunkenness and all 
that implies. 

Fifty years ago, when Congressmen came to Washington in 
coaches, the proposition to prevent intemperance by the use of fer- 
mented liquors, wine, cider, might have been respectfully received by 
the American people, but in this age of scientific investigation such a 
suggestion is simply ridiculous. 

On the 20th day of May, 1886, the President of the United States 
signed a bill, making it a law, enacted by the Forty-ninth Congress, to 
provide for the study of the nature of alcoholic drinks and narcotics 
and their effects upon the human system by the pupils of the public 
schools in the Territories, the District of Columbia, and inthe Military 
and Naval Academies, and in Indian and colored schools of the Terri- 
tories of the United States. 

Now, the officer who made this recommendation as a temperance 
measure should study these books, several of which I have on my desk, 
and I suggest that he begin with the primer used in the primary de- 
partment, On page 27, question: 

What is the nature of alcoholic poison? Alcohol is a bad poison. It is in its 
nature to make one who takes a little—such drinks as cider and beer—to want 
more, and if he takes more he will still want more. 

It is in the nature of alcohol to make a person not eare if he does wrong. Ofte 
en it makes those who wish to drink it do wicked and evil deeds. 

One more quotation from temperance primer: 


Q. What is the effect of beer drinking? 

A. It is the nature of beer to make those who drink it want more and more 
—— JE is also the nature of beer to make its drinkers dull, stupid, and 
wicked. 


Now, supposing the officer who made this recommendation as a tem- 
perance measure to have absorbed the teaching of the primer class, let 
me read him from the grammar-school and high-school text-book on the 
effects: 


The alcoholic appetite—We have seen that a little alcohol taken at frequent 
intervals affects the drinker as slow poison; and that in large quantities taken 
at one time it will speedily destroy life. But one of its most us charac: 
teristics is the fascinating power that a littie alcohol has, in such liquors as beer, 
wine, and cider, to create a craving desire for more alcohol. 

The drinker does not at first seem to realize his danger; but the more he 
takes of this poison the more he cares for it and the less he cares about doing 
right. Ashe keeps on, the time comes when anything may be sacrificed for 
this selfish J PaT e of the appetite which he seems to have no power to re- 
sist. The alcoholic appetite once fastened upon a person persistently clings to 
its victim. After being long resisted it may be roused to redoubled fury by a 
slight taste or even smell of an alcoholic liquor. The nature of alcohol is not 
changed by its being put into food, A little there, as anywhere else, has the 
power to rouse an ap: te for more, The only safe course for a person who has 
panes appetite is toat once and forever refuse to take any form of al- 
cohol, 


Now a brief quotation from the high-school text-book used ia this 
District by order of Congress: 


The alcoholic appetile—It must be remembered that in whatever quantity or 
wherever alcohol is found, its nature is the same. It is not only poison, but a 
narcotic poison. It belongs to the same class with opium, chloroferm, ether, 
hydrate of chloral, etc., one great peculiarity of which is that they never leave 
the body through which they have once passed in quite the same condition in 
which they found it, The person who has once taken them is apt to feel a de- 
sire to take them again, nd this desire is not like the ordinary appetite for 
food, Itis not that their smell or taste is agreeable, for the reverse is often the 
ease. It is the after-effect that issought. The oftener this desire is gratified, 
the more imperious it becomes, until finally the man is no longer master of him- 
self; he neglects his daily affairs and takes no interest in anybody or anything 
but plans for a fresh supply of the poison. 

The alcohol found in beer and other light liquors, though present only in 
small quantities, this cumulative attraction for itself, which tends 
sooner orlaterto lead to excess, The craving for alcohol, when indulged. 
comes a disease both of body and mind. The only remedy for the disease is to 
remove the cause, by adhering strictly to total abstinence. Such abstinence is 
also the absolute against forming this unnatural craving. In view 
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of this easily formed and more easily aroused ee tee 
E ORERE with any form of alcohol d appetite, the one that sho uld be 
ayo! 


Having shown by these quotations the utter fallacy of the argument 
of this report that thesale of the milder drinks will ote temper- 
ance at the army posts, I denounce the provision of this law for the es- 
tablishing of canteens, in which are many useful and beneficial things 
which ought to be provided for the benefit of the soldiers, such asa 
reading-room, gymnasium, library, with innocent games—I say I de- 
nounce the provision which connects a beer saloon with the room in 
which are contained these other luxuries and necessities for the defend- 
ersof our flag. What is the excuse offered for the United States going 
into the saloon business in this report? Why, that of any common rum- 
seller: ‘If I don’t sell the rum some one else will.” 

Many, if not most, of these soldiers are young men, not hardened or 
confirmed drunkards, and I denounce this proposed Government saloon 
for putting a temptation in the way of these young men. But the ar- 

t is that many of them are already addicted to drink; and here 
Tics arco to rigs by a quotation from the temperance text-book of the 
ool grade, on page 37, series No. 2, as follows: 


Pre legate appetite once fastened upon a person persistently Pyerm oysckred 
victim. Ater being resisted it may be aroused to redoubled fury by nalig t taste 
oreven smell of an aleoholic liquor. The only safe course fora who has 


a person 
an alcoholic appetite is at once and forever to refuse to take any form of alcohol, 


Think of the effect of these Government beer saloons upon a reformed 
man in the army who is struggling with an appetite for alcoholic 
drink. 


Another complication and difficulty will arise and bring State and 
‘Government authority into conflict where there are military posts and 
canteens in prohibition States. I warn my party associates on this side 
that the passage of this appropriation for army ‘‘canteens’’ containing 
drinking saloons without my amendment will be used with telling 
effect by the third-party people against us, with telling effect on the 
stump, and will lose us thousands of votes of the christian people and 
temperance people of the Northern States. 

The idea that the so-called lighter liquors—heer, wine, and cider— 
will prevent intemperance is a relic of the past age and is utterly ex- 
ploded by the investigations of our times. The man is belated in his 
research who recommends such a remedy. Thechildren ef this nation 
who study these text-books in the public schools would laugh at such 
a legislator. F hold in my hand the heading of a petition from the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, protesting against this Govern- 
ment beer saloon, which bears over 9,000 signatures. I hold in my 
hand a letter from the chaplain of one of these posts, where one of 
these drinking canteens has been established, in which he denonnces 
the thing as destructive to the morals and the highest and best inter- 
ests of the soldiers. 

I quote the following from an article from the pen of Mrs. S. V. La 
Fetra, of Washington, as giving expression to the sentiment of the 
christian women of the eountry: 


loud and ro) 

ure of this to canteens out the regular Army 
“for the promotion of temperance!™ This reads too much like the wine and 
beer j of our land, and should make every christian fearful for the re- 


sult. 
home yra SE — wd tag tir ye Ta mrt entertain | 
strong outside, paren 
discipline? While prohibition is She christian’s battle cry all along the line, 
shall we utter no protests against this Proposition to establish liquor saloons in 
or erect buildings 


ion! True, legitimate 
articles of food, clothing, ete., are and will be sold in these canteens, but in 
this tr damian cna Y public sentiment on the liquor question we are far from 
indorsing a d beer saloon in a dry-goods store, or even a groeery, “for 
Magnan deyer ers z 


oto laws have always been a failure unless the wine and beer 
now our Army 


rohibited the wine and beer canteen at Fort Washing- 
to him in behalf of the militia of the District of Sena 


and strong 
had to ayer liquor in its 
soldiers, It is proposed here to make our soldiers 
accessory bya share in the proceeds. The Red enna and loeal Women's Chris- 
tian Temperance U; protest against the sale of Biden and 
beer rin any or all soldiers’ homes and army posts and will popes an Syed gika for 
ef so long as sons, husbands, and broti are ruined by win 
drink. Itis said that probably some action will be taken in the House of Rep 
resentatives the coming week. 


I have this morning filed a petition from 310 inmates of the National 


Soldiers’ Home at rong hg Va., praying for the suppression of the 
sale of drink at homes and recruiting stations, navy-yards, 
forts, and barracks. 


I have here letters from private soldiers, whero these drinking sal 
have been established, who say in a whisper, not to be repeated, that 


the effect is bad and only bad, They will not allow their names to be 
used for self-evident reasons. 

I hold in my hand General Order No, 24, dated at Washington, Feb- 
ruary 22, 188], which reads as follows: 

DI Sree STOS Fee eens bee ane Of Sehonionting Ugani SE Dili sm 


tions and posts is 
By command General Si Sherman. 


R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 

I understand that this order has never been revoked or rescinded. 

I ask for the adoption of my amendment to the appropriation bill, 
and in the name ef my constituents I ask that General Order No. 24 
may be enforced at all the army posts in the country. 

J submit that the people of this country are not to any extent aware 
of this proposed legislation, to establish drinking-saloons under the 
auspices of the Government, and I tell you that when the people be- 
eome aware of the enormity of this proposition they will be heard from, 
and this Capitol will thunder with protests from the law-abiding tem- 
perance and Christian people of the nation, 

(During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, when five minutes 
had expired, Mr. KERR, of Iowa, obtained the floor and yielded his 
time to Mr. MORSE.) 

Mr. SPINOLA. . Mr. Chairman, I am sorry indeed—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that any ques 
tion is pending. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move to strike ont the word “canteen.” 

Mr. MORSE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York [Mr. Servo] 
has been recognized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like, before the gentleman from New 
York begins, to ask him a question. 

Mr, SPINOLA. My dear friend, sit down for a minute—just a 
minute. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman from New York give way [uee 
enough to allow me to offer this amendment? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Notat present. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York declines to yield. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, my sympathies throughout my en- 
tire life have gone out, like the river to the sea, toward reformed drunk- - 
ards [laughter], and I do not know of anything which will check that 
sympathy. Nospeech delivered on the floor of this House by any gen- 
tleman, whether he has been guilty in early life of indiscretions or not, 
will have the least influence upon me on a question of this character. 

Now, sir, we have listened with great attention—I have, and I be- 
lieve the whole House has done the same—to a gospel man’s views on 
a business subject. [Laughter.] I holdin my hand a little card, which 
I received this afternoon in my seat, announcing that ‘‘Hon. ELIJAH 
A. Morse, M. C., of Massachusetts, will give an address,’’ which to- 
day he has prematurely dropped upon the floor of this House [laugh- 
ter], an address that was not to be given until to-morrow night. Now, 
this is asort of miscarriage, it strikes me [laughter], and I am very sorry 
for it, for the simple reason—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. My point of order is that the remarks of the 
gentleman are not pertinent to the subject before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Why, sir, I am speaking on the ‘‘ canteen” itself. 
[Laughter.] Thereisno mistake about that. The ‘canteen !’? Every 
soldier knows what that is; and every soldier was glad during the war 
to have it filled; and I have helped to fill many a one myself for many 
a marching boy who was weary and thirsty. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And helped to empty some of them, 
General. 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, sir; thank God, I never helped to empty one. 
I stand here as a genuine absolute enemy of rum, never having drunk 
a gallon in my life, put it all together. 

A MEMBER. At onetime. ([Laughter.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. At no time; and I am very sorry that my friend 
from Massachusetts does not occupy the same position. [Laughter. 

Now, sir, the raid which the gentleman has made here on this su 
ject of the ‘‘ canteen ” is met by the Army Regulations in this language: 

The sale or use of ardent spirits in canteens is strictly prohibited. 


There can be no drunkenness around acanteen. These canteens ex- 
ist to-day at more than forty army posts; and they have been of the 
utmost benefit, the greatest service, to the enlisted men of the Army (as 
well as the officers), who can go there and get what they require. 

I read further: 

The sale of beer and wine may be restricted orinterdicted, at the discretion of 
the commanding officer, and is to be authorized only as a means of preventing 
excesses outside, and to promote temperance— 

To which my whole life has been devoted. [Laughter.] Thisisen- 
tirely disconnected with polish of every kind—either stove polish or any 
other kind “vee. [Langhter. ] 

Now, sir, a little cheap capital made on the floor of this House in the 
delivery of atemperance speech is entirely outof place, in my judgment. 


+ 
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It should be reserved for some other place than the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New York has 

ired. 
vies MORSE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I make the point of order that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has already spoken once on his amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman sends to the desk another amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MORSE. I withdraw my former amendment and offer this. 

Mr. MCADOO. Asthe gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr, MORSE] 
has occupied ten minutes, I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SernoLA] may be allowed the same length of 
time. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts sends to the 
Chair an amendment, which will be read. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the request for unani- 
mous consent has not yet been put to the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. What was it? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Therequest of the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. McADoo] that by unanimous consent the time of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] be extended for five minutes. 

Mr. SPINOLA, Never mind; let it go. 

The CHAIRMAN. That request can be put after the amendment of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts has been read. 

Clerk ed to read the amendment of Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, Lask that members be compelled to take 
their seats so we may hear what is going on. 

The CHAIRMAN. Members will take their seats and preserve order, 

If the gentleman from New York [ Mr. SPINOLA ] desires further time 
the Chair will hold the amendment in ce. If the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] asks that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SPINOLA ] shall have five minutes more time the Chair will 

t the request to the committee. Is there objection? The Chair 

rs none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I find that Washington, commander- 
in-chief of our earliest armies— Washingtonians came afterwards; they 
were reformed drunkards [laughter]; they came from Baltimore; three 
of them sitting around a stove in a gin-mill, a place I never visited 
[laughter and applause], and I trust my friends on the other side, who 
are so enthusiastic on the temperance question, can say as much. 
[Langhter and applause.] But, tocontinue. Thisis what wasenacted 
when Washington had charge of the soldiers of our country: 


Sro, 10. And be it further enacted, That every non-commissioned officer, pri- 
vate, and musician aforesaid shall receive daily the following rations of provis- 


ions, or the valne thereof: One pound of beef, or th uarters of a nd of 
pork, ono ga of bread or flour, half a gill of rum, y, or whisky, or 
the value at the contract price where the same become due, and 


e quart of salt, two quarts of vinegar, two pounds of soap, and 
lakera 26 canted to every bundved potenti ies ~ 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

What becomes of my friend, Mr. MoRsE, basking under the shadow 
of Bunker Hill, when the Father of our Country provided that these 
men should be taken care of with a proper ration? I want to say here, 
as every member will verify who served in the Army, that it is an ab- 
solute medicinal necessity in the Army in active service. And, sir, out 
upon the plains, where the water is alkaline, there is nothing so good 
to purify it as a little pure whisky. [Laughter and applause. ] 

If you were to stir it up with some kind of stove-blacking [great 
laughter and applause], how would that meet with the taste of the sol- 
diers? It might change their complexion, I admit, but it would be a 
dan drug to mix with the ration of thesoldiers. They then would 
indeed have a chromo in their stomachs, as my friend from Massachu- 
setts has said [great laughter], but the inside of their stomachs would 
become polished. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Now, sir, my friend is altogether wrong in relation to this question. 
He ought to know himself, having served in the Army. He ought to 
know himself the necessity of the soldier being served with a ration of 
whisky after a long day’s march in the rain, if you please, or after hav- 
ing bivouacked on damp ground, sleeping in a swamp perhaps over 
night. He ought to know that nothing could be of greater service than 
a proper ration of something to stimulate him and preserve and protect 
his life. [Applause. ] 

I will go as far in remedying any evil existing in this country by the 


extravagant use of aleoholic liquors or drunkenness as any man on the | States 


floor of this House. But I will draw the line myself where I willstop, 
and not permit it to be done by men who do not understand it. [Ap- 


planse. ] 

I will not stand here, Mr. Chairman, to makespeeches for home eon- 
sumption or to cater to the caprice and whimsical notions of the ladies 
in the land. [Laughter.] The gentleman has madehis remarks. Let 
him make them in the name of the temperance ladies of the country. 
Perhaps he did so. They can do much good, more than the men can. 
They have exercised it in all directions, but it is not to be done in an 
arbi way, for such action in reference to temperance has never ac- 
com: anything and never will. It is only to be done by suitable 


jai bg secre te action, and I am in fayor of such action 

F; 
The C AN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
Theamendmentof Mr. MoRsE, of Massachusetts, was read, as follows: 
After the word “dollars” insert “ provided no alcoholic liquors, including 

beer and wine, shall be sold or supplied to the enlisted soldier.’ 1 

Mr. MORSE was recognized. 

Mr. LANSING. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LANSING. Imake the point of order that under Rule XXI 
this is new legislation injected into an appropriation bill, and that there- 
fore the amendment proposed by the gentleman is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what rule does the gentleman refer ? ~ 

Mr. CUTCHEON, This will befound in clause 2 of Rule XXI, which 
provides: 

2. Ni priati 
In ORASE CER PORIE TRAGEA Sux shy CYPRIAN nok pretionsiy aitaere 
ized eday iaag as is rege meer of approp Bassous for emnt iena raca 
law be ìn order in any poh nite appropriation bill or in any amendment thereta.’ 

Mr. Chairman, in order that the committee may clearly understand 
the point of order, I desire briefly to call the attention of the Chair to 
the manner in which this paragraph now under consideration comes 
into the bill, what it is for, and the reasons for its incorporation in the 
bill, so that the Chair may be enabled to rule intelligently upon the 
question. If the members of the committee will refer to the report ac- 
companying this bill, on page 9, they will find there that an estimate is 
made by the Secretary of War under the head of appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30,1891, under the head of *‘ buildings for gar- 
rison purposes: ’* 

For construction of or purchase of buildings at military posts for libraries, 

ums, amusement-rooms, canteens, etc., $150,000. 

The committee allowed $100,000 for the purpose of these buildings. 

This committee will observe, and the chairman will take notice of 
the fact in considering the point of order, that this is for the construc- 
tion of er purchase of buildings at military posts, and for nothing else. 
The only thing that I understand the amendment is directed towards 
is the canteens. Now the word “‘ canteen ™ isa name that is new to 
our Army nomenclature. While it is old in the armies of Europe, it 
has existed in the Army in this country only for the past ten years. 
They are in existence to-day at forty-one of the Army posts. 

Mr. LANHAM. Fifty-seven. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, fifty-seven. Ishould have said forty-one 
at the time that this report was submitted. 

Whatis a canteen? Itisa tive store that is maintained by 
the officers and enlisted men at the military posts, which takes the 
place of the old sutler’s store, or what was more recently called the 
post-trader’s store, 

They supply the officers and men with such articles as may be needed 
tosupplement their rations, and with the little necessaries that they may 
require at the different posts. 

If gentlemen now will turn to page 24 of the report they will find set 
forth at length a general order issued from the Headquarters of the 
Army, bearing date of February 1, 1889, General Orders, No. 10, in the 
following language: 

[General Orders, No.10.] 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, February 1, 1889. 


therein by : 
whenever he is satisfied that the giving to the men the opportunity of obtain- 
ing such beverages within the limits has the effect of preventing them 
from resorting for strong into: ts to places without such limits cose tends 
to promote temperance and oai soca among them. The practice of what is 
known as “treating” should be d uraged under all circumstances. 

3. Gambling or playing any game for money or other thing of value Is for- 


This, then, isnota new thing. Itisestablished by the law atthe mili- 
tary posts now t the Army. Itis not, therefore, to ask in the 
bill any authority to establish the canteens, for they are already estab- 
lished. Neither does the question of policy herearise. The only ques- 
tion presented by the appropriation bill to the committee is whether it 
is advisable to give to the Secretary of War an appropriation with which 
he can erect buildings, among other things, for a My, gymnasium, 
for amusement rooms, and canteens, which is; as I have said, another 
name for the co-operative stores. The amendment proposed applies 
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legislation to the bill. Now, whatever my sentiment may be in regard 
to the policy of that legislation if it came in a different form, it is now 
here in the shape of new legislation on an appropriation bill, and sub- 
ject to the point of order which has been raised against it. 

Mr. 8 NER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. SKINNER. Is there any other legislation on the subject than 
that contained in that general order, to which you have referred, estab- 


lishing canteens? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is the law of the Army. 

Mr. SKINNER. But is there a general law passed by Congress? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No; this is only a regulation. 

Under the old sutler system, Mr. Chairman, the sutler was permitted 
to sell not only wines and beer, but also strong drinks; and that was 
one reason for breaking up that system, ultimately. Then the post- 
trader system was yoy Saat and under that system the post-trader 
has always sold these lighter beverages, openly and admittedly, but 
also, covertly, he sold strong drinks as well. Now, I will send to the 
desk a letter bearing on the question from the Adjutant-General of the 
Army, received by the chairman of the committee a day or two since. 

Mr. SAYERS. While that is being sent to the desk I will suggest 
to the gentleman the propriety of striking out the words ‘‘and so- 
forth’? wherever they appear in the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ihave no objection to that. 

I now ask the Clerk to read the communication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, March 23, 1890. 


Dear Sm: I have just received your letter of the 22d instant requesting to be 
informed (1) whether under the post-trader system liquors were sold by the 
trader; (2) whether under the canteen system a regular “ bar-room ™ is set apart 

the same building with the amusement room and library; (3) what, if any, 
limitation is set upon the sale of liquors to the men ata post. You also say you 
will be glad to receive any other information and suggestions upon the subject 
which it may be in my porer to give to you. 

1, Origi y ardent l —— as well as wine and beer were freely dispensed to 
officers and men under the penance system. The demoralizing effect of this 

ractice, described at len in the report from this office to the Secretary of 

‘ar, dated December 31, (see page 12, Report 529, House of Representatives, 
present session, cop ogee ve resulted in the issuance on February 22, 1881, 
of an Executive order, prohibiting the sale at military posts of intoxicatin 
liquors stronger wine or beer. But for reasons explained on 15 0 
the same report the War De ent found it impossible to enforce this pro- 
hibition with any degree of thoroughness, and this fact constitutes one of the 
most potent ments for the supersedure of the trader's store, the operations 
of the higher military authorities can never fully control, by the canteen 
system, which is directly managed by officers of the Army, liable to trial by 
pi poder pea and dismissal from the service for any violation of regulations 
and orders. 

2. The regulations for the government of the canteen system (page 24, Report 
529) absolutely forbid the sale of ardent spirits in or by the canteen, and direct 
that when the commanding officer shall, as a menns of preventing men from 
resorting for strong drink to places without the post limits and of promoting 
temperance, deem it advisable to allow wine and beer to be sold, such sales 
must be made “in a room used for no other purpose. These regulations like- 
wise provide that the canteen, comprising (besides the store or place where 
merchandise needed by the troops is exposed for sale) the billiard and amuse- 
ment room, and, if there be any such, the wine and beer room, is to be estab- 

whenever practicable in the same building with the reading-room and 
library; but this provision was inserted for the sole reason that many of our 
military posts are known to be overcrowded and that a separate building for 
canteen purposes would rarely be available. Should Congress ag ie toga the 
desired amount for “garrison buildings,” quarters apart from the building con- 
taining the library can and doubtless will be assigned to the canteens. 

3. As has been stated under the second head, the sale at military posts of 
such liquors as whisky, brandy, or rum is positively interdicted, It is left to 
the discretion of the post commanders to decide what quantity of beer or wine, 
if any, shall be sold to the men on week days. Commanders of posts, being on 
pena vey are best capable of determining the expediency of permitting or pro- 
hibiting the sale of these lighter drinks; personally they derive no benefit, di- 
rect or indirect, from such sales, the i preu accruing from which are paid into 
the company (í. 6., mess) funds; and as their professional standing depends 

ly upon the state of their respective Sy Ran they have a direct interest 
in the welfare and sobriety of their men, and hence can be safely trusted to reg- 
ulate this matter. 

‘That the latitude thus given to the local commanders is distinctly promotive 
of temperance and of good morals can not be doubted. Statistics prepared in 
the War Department on the subject warrant the inference that five-sixths of all 
military offenses are directly or indirectly traceable to drunkenness; and the 

rt of the Acting Judge-Advocate-General for the year ending October 31, 
1809, shows that of two hundred and ninety-nine men convicted of desertion, 
nearly one-half admitted that over-indulgence in drink led them to commit the 
crime. Impelled by a craving for strong drink, soldiers leave their barracks 
with the intention, in nine cases out of ten, of resuming their duties after grati- 

ing it; but once under the influence of the intoxicant they often either over- 
stay the limit of their fees (those of them that do not go without leave) or, 
returning within such limit, commit more or less serious breaches of discipline 
karraio Pace not be guilty of while in their sober senses. In either case 
pea order and military discipline necessitate the commitment of tho offenders 
the guard-house for trial and punishment, 

It is admitted on all hands that the discretionary authority vested in com- 
mandants of posts to permit the sale of light drinksin reasonable quantities has 
been wisely Papst and attended with highly beneficial results, A citation 
of all reports showing this fying fact would unduly extend the limits 
of this communication; and I content myself with quoting from a few of them, 
selected at haphazard, premising that the high character of the writers shuts 
out all suspicion of a lack of candor on their part. 
coe following are extracts from reports of commanders of posts below men- 


Mount Vernon Barracks, Alabama: 
“In my opinion the canteen tends to improve the discipline of the command 
pa be wacker ie any pera hlan the garrison and reduces the number of cases 
courts-martial,' 


drunkenness and 


Fort K , Montana: 

“The uence of the canteen upon the welfare of the command is ie 
marked. Notwithstanding it has been in operation so short a time, not 
the number of men were confined or tried by court-martial the payment 
in this month as were after the previous monthly payments.” 

Pa Custer, Montana—commanding officer, in forwarding report of canteen 
officer, says: 

“The report shows a very favorable condition of the canteen, and it is prob- 
ably one of the best canteens in the Army. It has greatly improved the disci- 
pline of this command, as shown by the post reco: and at posts where I have 
observed the operations of canteens, in contradistinction to the post-trader’s 
establishment, it has decreased drunkenness more than 50 cent. There is 
very rarely now a case of drunkenness that can be traced to canteen, This 
canteen has given great satisfaction to the officers and enlisted men of the post, 
and through its instrumentality al! persons, whether ‘enlisted men or officers, 
pars ory neice to live with a greater degree of comfort and less expense than 

‘ormerly, 

Fort Sidney, Nebraska: 

“The canteen has now become an established institution in the United States 
Army, and its merits are so many and so great that I think it altogether im- 

robable it will ever be disturbed. It may be improved upon, but will never 
d nsed with. After ten years’ continuous, careful observation of the ef- 
fect of a canteen upon the well-being and general morale of commands, I am 
prepared to say that when properly conducted it is a beneficent institution at 
a military post. It allays discontents, is a source of economy to the enlisted 
men ; keeps those in the garrisons who would otherwise find their social enjoy- 
ments beyond its limits; enables men to preserve their self-respect by keeping 
them from public drinking places and other questionable resorts, reduces the 
use of strong intoxicants to a minimum, affords orderly, clean, and well lighted 
rooms in which the men can enjoy themselves with games and innocent amuse- 
ments without being brought in contact with the reckless and disorderly ele- 
ments of civil society, and promotes sociability and good manners among the 
men of the different organizations. It has been observed in this command that 
larger amounts of money are deposited with paymasters when the canteen is 
in successful operation than at any other time. lt is a fact which bas been no- 
ticed by merchants that soldiers in garrisons where there are well conducted 
canteens expend more money in articles of dress and comfort than do soldiers 
at garrisons not similarly situated,” - 
Dayid’s Island, New York Harbor, Capt. F. H. E. Ebstein, Twenty-first Infan- 


try: 

“T conversed with a number of enlisted men of long service as to the ad- 
vantages of the canteen, and their unanimous mid § on was in favor of the 
canteen as against the former method of post-traders. At this depot the can- 
teen has been a material aid to discipline. At no time have there n so few 
confinements in the guard-house as since tho establishment of the canteen. 
The guard report shows from twenty-five to thirty-five confinements within the 
first two days after a pay day. After the last pay day—the first since the can- 
teen was opened—there were but three confinements, and these not chargeable 
to the canteen.” 

General Gibbon, commanding Department of the Columbia, in forwarding 
report of the commanding officer, Vancouver Barracks, Washington, remarks; 

‘“The post of Vancouver Barracks lies close alongside the town of Vancouver, 
the street next the post being lined with saloons to which the soldiers of the 
garrison resorted for liquors. The establishment of the canteen inside the 
rison gave the enlis men a home-like and convenient resort, where they 
could read, play cards and billiards, get lunches, and drink their beer comfort- 
ably and moderately, and at a profit to themselves, A marked improvement 
in the discipline of the garrison resulted. * * * Most post-traderships 
are now little better than beer saloons, the immense profits of which gointo 
the trader’s pocket. Inthe case of the canteen the soldiers themselves 
these profite. An application to the post of Vancouver Barracks of the prohibi- 
tion * * * (to sell wine and beer) will result in the loss of these profits to 
the soldiers, and increase of Spanos, and a decrease in discipline,” 

In submitting the paper to the Adjutant-General, General Miles remarks: 

“There has not been a post-trader at Vancouver Barracks for ten years, and 
although it is one of the largest posts in the country it is one of the t disci- 
plined and most orderly. The post canteen and gymnasium are excellent sub- 
stitutes for the ordinary post-traders' establishments. Beerand light wines are 
not regarded as alcoholic liquors and should not, in my opinion, be so classed.’ 

Colonel Wheaton, the commanding officer, Fort Omaha, says: 

“The post canteen since its institution in August, 1487, has been a boon to the 
soldiers, not only in supplying them with amusement and recreation and in 
greatly improving their morals, but in keeping them out of the low bar-rooms 
adjacent to the post which they formerly frequented and which are now closed 
for Jack of patronage,” adding that the canteen has "reduced desertion, and in 
all respects been so beneficial to the troops that, in the interest of order, 
good morals, and good discipline, I dread seeing a return to the old system.” 

nd the de ment commander, General Brooke, who, being on the spot, 
opportunities for personal observation, adds that he has noted the closing of 
the dram-shops on the outskirts of the reservation, as described by Colonel 
Wheaton, and “also the other benefits described of a canteen, not only at 
this but at other posts in this department.” Concerning the sale of beer and 
light wine at a post canteen, General Brooke s “It has this advantage over 
the sale of the same by a post trader, namely, that the men will patronize their 
own canteen, but where opportunity offers will toa neighboring village or 
taan Jin preference to the post trader, being thus thrown in the way of tempta- 
tion. 

In conclusion I beg to reiterate my conviction that to couple the appropria- 
tion of the money needed for the purchase or erection of “ garrison buildings ” 
with the proviso that beer or wine shall not be sold therein, so far from repress- 
ing dissipation, would tend to encourage it, as it would result in the reopening 
near the outskirts of military reservations of low groggeries and haunts of vice 
now to a great extent closed in consequence of the introduction of the canteen 
system, 

The paper accompanying your letter is returned as requested. 


ery respectfully, 
Milas J.C, KELTON, Adjutant-General. 


Hon. B. M. Cutcnron, 
Chairman Commitiee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. That shows, Mr. Chairman, that these beverages 
are permitted to be sold at present under the post-trader system; that 
they are permitted by general orders; and the amendment of the gen- 
tleman would be a change of existing law in the shape of legislation 
upon an ae pees bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iwould be glad to ask the gentleman from Michi- 


gan, if this is not new legislation, what is meant by the report of the 
committee on page 21, where the Adjutant-General says: 


Anaon the canteen has at no time been expressly authorized, and has only 
been indirectly countenanced by the War Department, etc. 
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Mr. LANHAM. That was previous to the general order establishing 
the canteen system. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is the report submitted by the committee, or 
a pei of their report. 

. WHEELER, of Alabama. That is a year and one-half old. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It was anterior to the establishment of the can- 
teen system. 

Mr. PICKLER. But why do you put into this bill a provision of 
that character relating to this system any more than a hundred other 
things which are equally applicable as to what is allowed under the 
canteen system? Why not establish regulations as to the selling of 
eggs, butter, and cheese ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The reportaccompanying the bill, as the gentle- 
man will observe, gives the whole history of the canteen system. 

Mr, PICKLER. But this is a lengthy report in favor of the United 
States Goyernment opening saloons for the sale of wines and liquors in 
the barracks. 

Mr. LANHAM. Ido not think it is. It was designed in the in- 
terest of temperance, to promote temperance; and by a wonderful una- 
nimity of testimony from the officers at those different posts it has pro- 
moted temperance, has decreased intoxication, and has had the effect 
of decreasing the number of desertions. 

Mr. PICKLER. Would the gentleman take army officers as par ex- 
cellence authority on temperance ? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I would. They are a far better body 
than any other class in the country. [Laughter andapplause.] There 
is no class of men who stand higher as men of temperance and high 
morality than the officers of the Army and Navy. 

Mr. PICKLER. I am not attacking the officers of the Army and 
Navy; but I know that no men drink as generally as officers of the 
Army. , 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word on the 
point of order. I must say that I was a great deal surprised—if I un- 
derstand my friend, the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, correctly—to be informed that the United States Government 
has at any time legislated in favor of granting authority for the sale of 
intoxicating liquors to enlisted men in the United States Army. I 
never heard of any such legislation; and I can not conceive that any 
such legislation has been had. 

Mr. LANHAM. If the gentleman from Maine had paid attention to 
the reading of General Order No. 10, or the portion of it which was read 
by the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, he would have 
discovered that— 

The sale or use of ardent spirits in canteens is strictly 
prabego niar officer is authorized to permit wines and 
therein by the drink. 

There was a prohibition in this order of the sale of strong intoxi- 
cants. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is not the law; but——. 

Mr. LANHAM. But has not the War Department the right to make 
regulations governing military posts? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. g That is not the question involved in this discus- 
sion. The fact that the War Department may have issued a general 
order, upon the idea of some Secretary of War as to the authority of 
that Department, certainly does not furnish a sufficient basis to claim 
that the instruction given in such an order would have the force of ex- 
peg law so as to prohibit an amendment on a regular appropriation 


Mr. PETERS. But if that order was madein pursuance of existing 
law, then it is part of existing law. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. Ihave not had the law called to my attention 
which has authorized the Secretary of War or any other official of this 
Government, to undertake to promote the cause of temperance by pro- 
moting the sale of wine and beer. 

Mr. PETERS. But, if the gentleman will allow me, there is a gen- 
eral law which places power in theSecretary of War to make all need- 
ful rules for the regulation of the Army, and this is such a regulation. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Very good. 

Mr. PETERS. And this order is madein pursuance of a former law. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. ‘Therefore you hold that this gives it the force of 
law to the extent that when it is proposed for the first time in the his- 
tory of our legislation to make the establishment of these rum shops 
by act of Congress, the fact that the Secretary of War at some time has 
assumed authority to grant such permission under a general and vague 
power of making regulations for controlling army posts, and when it 
is proposed to launch out into a new arena of national legislation au- 
thorizing the establishment of these drinking places under the sanction 
and authority of the United States Government, that an amendment to 
strike it out is not admissible on the ground that this sort of temper- 
ance establishments have already been authorized by existing law. 

Mr. LANHAM. This very legislation contemplated was substituted 
in the place of sutlers’ stores and post-traderships, to correct abuses 
like ‘‘Belknapery.’’ Drange and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will not lanch out into that, because it might 
take more time than the exigencies of the discussion on a point of order 
would admit to reply. This proposition in itself, as stated in the re- 


hibited; but the 
ght beer to be sold 
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pt of the committee, izes the fact that these liquor-shops are 
oa to be abused. A further provision in the report says in regard 
the moral aspects = 
MOa vamplying MIINE ROEFS DEN to enlisted SE tc catalan’ 
to point out that we must take the soldier as we find bim, and that he is not by 
any means a perfect being, and that among other defective traits he is apt to 
have a fondness for strong drink, 

And if we find the soldiers have an appetite for liquor we must per- 
force pass a law authorizing the establishment of places where it is most 
convenient for the soldier to gratify that appetite. 

Mr, LANHAM. Will the gentleman read the two succeeding lines? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwill: -~ 

If now, by offering him the opportunity ef procuring in moderate quantities 
comparatively harmless beverages, such as light wines and beer, we poras 
him from indulging in, or diminish his temptation to indulge in, whisky, Gh 
rum, and gin, the uent use of which makes drunkards of men, who w; 
deny that a good result has been accomplished? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE (to Mr. ADAms). Give me some further time. 

Mr. ADAMS. There is no time to give. I desire to speak on the 
point of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, has my time expired? I would 
like to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thegentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What was the purpose of the rap of the 

The CHAIRMAN. To call attention to the fact that the C 

prepared to make a ruling. [Laughter. ] 
- Mr. BOUTELLE, If the Chair will kindly and courteously observe 
the usage of the House in permitting me to try to inform it a little 
further on this subject under consideration for a few minutes I will be 
greatly obliged. 

(Cries of ** Rule!’?] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state in reply to the gentleman 
from Maine that he supposed the object of the argument was to con- 
vince the Chair, and the Chair was already convinced. [Laughter. } 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope to be able to convince the Chairif he will 
allow me. When I was interrupted I was in the middle of a sentence 
which I would like to complete. 

Mr. PETERS. The Chair is with you now, and he may not be if 


vel ? 
ir was 


you proceed. [Laughter.] 
Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Kansas! [Laughter.] I 
read further: 


The purpose of the canteen to promote temperance should, however, be dis- 
tinctly and constantly borne in mind; it should be within the power of the 
commanding officer to impose restrictions upon and even to completely inter- 
dict the sale of the drinkables mentioned— 

That is, wine, beer, and these other promotives of temperance— 

d should, if i 
roe ented wo amg pe mater apne asa 

I undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, that the attempt to put this into 
an appropriation bill is new legislation of a most remarkable and aston- 
ishing kind. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will pass upon the point of order. 
The Chair is of opinion that the words ‘‘ existing law,’’ in paragraph 2 of 
Rule XXI, apply to statute law, and that, unless there is a law now 
upon the statute-book allowing the sale of these liquors to soldiers, the 
amendment would not be a change of existing law. The Chair, there- 
fore, overrules the point of order, and the committee will pass upon the 
amendment on its merits, 

Mr. LANSING rose and was recognized. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to ask the Chair a question, to see whether 
I understand the ruling. Does the Chair hold that the making of law 
where none exists isnot a change of law within the rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that that would 
necessarily be the case. The question is whether this amendment 
changes existing law. Is there any existing law on this subject? The 
Chair has ruled, and the gentleman [ Mr. CANNON] can appeal if he de- 
sires. The gentleman from New York [Mr. LANSING] is recognized. 

Mr. LANSING. Mr. Chairman, the point of order having been de- 
cided, I desire now to speak to the merits of this proposed amendment. 
I ean be a personal witness before this House of the beneficial results 
of the canteen system in agarrison. Icall the attention of the House 
to a clause in the official letter written on this subject by Col. Richard 
I. Dodge, of Madison Barracks, which are located within my district 
and within my immediate neighborhood. He says: 

In my opinion no step has been taken for the improvement of the moral, 50- 
cial, and intellectual condition of the enlisted men more efficacious than the 
establishment of the canteen. With pride I am able to say that in discipline 
Pap yet good conduct I haye a command superior to any I have ever seen 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] 
insists that we are legislating intemperance into the Army and putting 
temptation in the way of the enlisted men. Sir, as I have said, I live 
within a few miles of a barrack where there is a regimental organiza- 
tion and has been for a great many years, and antil the inauguration 
of the canteen system our county jail was full half the time with sol- 
diers from that garrison. The little village in which the garrison is 
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situated, Sackett’s Harbor, was filled with rum-shops from one end to 


the other, and the garrison there got to bea perfect nuisance—a 
nuisance—and so continued until the inauguration of the canteen sys- 
tem; but now absolute quietude rests upon the town, and a great many 
of the men who kept the ruam-shops there have gone out of the busi- 
ness for want of customers. 

The canteen has made that garrison to-day the most orderly one that 
has been there for twenty years. I speak confidently upon this sub- 
ject, for I have seen regiment after regiment. Now, sir, I protest 
against outside people, people who drive in one line, one-idea people, 
coming into legislative bodies and trying to force legislation along some 
peculiar line of their own. ‘‘It is a condition, and not a theory, that 
confronts us” in this respect, and the condition is, I say it of my per- 
sonal knowledge, in every respect better than it ever has been in the 
the garrison with which I am particularly acquainted. 

The report of the committee contains a number of letters and reports 
from the commandants of regimental posts. Those reports and letters 
are collated here, and every oue of those commanding officers states 
that the canteen system has been advantageous to the cause of temper- 
ance and of good discipline in his command. Now, sir, it is only fair 
to assume that intelligent gentlemen, officers who have grown old in 
the service naturally have a pride in the decent and orderly conduct of 
their commands, and when Col, Richard I. Dodge and other like officers, 
men whose names are revered throughout the country as heroes of the 
war, men whoze military and social positions can not be questioned 
anywhere, send reports to the Secretary of War saying that this system 
has been beneficial to their commands in every particular, this House 
ought to haye some respect for their opinion and their reports ought to 
control, instead of the whimsical ideas of some outside society seeking 


for impossible good. [Applause.] 

Mr. LANHAM. as Cadre: I am very earnestly a friend te the 
cause of temperance, and yet I believe that when all the facts and cir- 
eumstances are considered the adoption of this amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse] will not lead to the 
promotion of that cause in the military service. It has long been a 
subject of careful inquiry in military circles how to prevent as far as 
possible desertions from the Army, to reduce toa minimum the intem- 
perance of the soldiers, to relieve the irksomeness of army life, to pro- 
mote contentment therein, and conserve wholesome discipline, as well 
as to escape the evils which have usually attended the sutlers’ or traders’ 
stores and their influence and effects upon the morale of the Army. 

One result of this inquiry led to the establishment of whatis known 
asthe canteen system; and accordingly in February of last yeara gen- 
eral order, by direction of the Secretary of War, Mr. Endicott, was is- 
sued authorizing thesame. I quote the following extracts from that 
order: 

lished at mili where there are no t 

Salles Sec eects ee here at ie mir h ireng with such articles as a 
be deemed necessary for their bow entertainment, and comfort; also forafford- 
ercises, billiards, and other 
ng officer may set rt for the purposes of the 
rooms, whenever practica- 


ble, to be in the same building with the library or reading-rooms. 
2 The sale or use of ardent spirits in canteens is stri prohibited; but the 
fMficer is authorized 


r games. e 


within the post limits has the effect of on them from re- 
imits, and tends to pro- 


circumstances. 
a gor playing any game for money or other thing of value is for- 
bidden. 

There is a further rule and regulation for the government of post 
canteens in the following language: ~ 
T and to be MEMET £0 eater the: ROOS of the sentient WIECU toe 
authority of the commanding officer. Commanders of canteen posts situated 
in States or surrounded by communities not tolerating the sale of intoxicants 
will not permit the residents or members thereof to visit the canteen for the 
purpose of obtaining beer or wine. 

From this it will be observed that in States or communities where 
thesale of intoxicants isnot permitted the residents or members thereof 
are not even to be allowed to visit the canteen for the purpose of ob- 
taining beer or wine. 

On the Ist of February of this year fifty-seven of the one hundred 
and ten garrison posts in the Army had canteens in active operation, and 
the testimony of Army officers, who have had abundant opportunity for 
a practical observation as to the effects of this system, is overwhelmingly 
in its favor, showing conclusively that it has reduced intemperance 
and otherwise resulted well wherever it has been enforced. The pres- 
ent Secretary of War, Mr. Proctor, says: 

The reporta that we have in regard to the canteen system are very strong in 


its favor; it conduces to order, temperance, and contentment among the men, | 


In the brief time allowed me I can not more than quote from what 
certain officers of the Army say on thissubject. In the first place Ma- 
jor-Generals Crook and Howard are both on record in favor of the can- 
teen In a letter of the Adjutant-General to the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. CurcHEoN] we find the fol- 
lowing questions and answers: 

But has the canteen system proved of any real benefit to the soldiers? Has 


it improved the discipline, increased the morale, rendered the soldiers more 
contented with their lot? as it as yet reduced the percentage of desertions? 
The answer comes from Mount Vernon Barracks, Alabama; 

In my opinion the canteen tends to improve the discipline of the command, 
in that it keeps the men within the garrison and reduces the number of cases 
of drunkenness and by courts-martial. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
i Mr. LANHAM. Itrust I may be allowed to proceed a few moments 
onger. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman from Texas desires to proceed 
I will yield him my time. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman, 

From Fort Keogh we have the following testimony: 

The influence of the canteen upon the welfare of the command is very marked. 
Notwithstanding it has been in operation so short a time, not half the number 
of men were confined or tried by court-martial after the payment in this month 
as were after the previous monthly payment. 

From Fort Sidney, Nebr., the report is as follows: 


After ten years’ continuous careful observation of the effect of a canteen upon 
the well-being and general morale of commands, I am prepared to say that when 
properly conducted it is a beneficent institution at a military post. It alla: 
discontents, is a great source of economy to the enlisted men, keeps those in the 
garrisons who would otherwise find their social enjoyments beyond its limits, 
enables men to preserve their self-respect by keeping them from public drink- 
ing places and other questionable resorts, and uces the use of strong intoxi- 
cants to a minimum, 


From Fort Custer, Montana, we have the following: 
There is very rarely now a case of drunkenness that can be traced to the can- 


The commanding officer at Fort Mackinac, Michigan, reports after 
but six weeks’ trial: 

The canteen has proved the greatest conservator of discipline I have everseen, 

The commanding officer at Fort Wadsworth says: 

Asan improver of discipline there is no doubt that it is an important factor. 

The following testimony comes from Fort Abraham Lincoln: 


‘The canteen system tends not only to the comfort and pleasure of the men, 
but prevents dissipation. The morale of this command has improved; the men 
appear more contented with their surroundings, and but few apply to leave the 
post on passes. 7 

The commanding officer at Madison Barracks, Col. Richard I. Dodge, 
says: 


inthe Army. As my general rules and mode of command 


merous grogshopsand other ns oes Es I can reari the very marked im- 


This and other testimony which could be cited seems to leave no 
room for doubt as to the beneficial results of the canteen system. It has 
the experimental stage and may now be considered a fixed in- 
stitution at army The sale or use of strong intoxicants is abso- 
lutely prohibited in the canteen, and discretionary authority is given 
the commanding officer as to the sale of wines and light beer under the 
circumstances and for the p mentioned in the general order. 
It is manifest that a great reform has already been accomplished, and 
those who best understand the nature and disposition of soldiers and 


£ | are most conversant with all the conditions of garrison life, and whose 


duty it is to administer this military regulation, unite in its commen- 
dation. It seems to me we ought to leave the matter inthe shape al- 
ready given it by the War Department, where the responsibility be- 
longs, and attempt no further legislation upon the subject in this bill, 
and I shail accordingly vote against the proposed amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. i , I move that all debate on the 
pending amendment be limited to ten minutes, the time to be equally 
divided between the two sides. 

The CHAIRMAN (having put the question) said: The ayes have it. 

Mr. PICKLER (who had been addressing the Chair during the put- 
ting of the question). I call for a division. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the House will give the gentleman who 
offered the amendment a reasonable opportunity to be heard in favor 
of it, 

The question being again taken on the motion of Mr. CuTcHEON to 
close debate on the pending amendment in ten minutes, there were— 
ayes 62, noes 60. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that thirty 
minutes’ debate be allowed. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that the debate be 
limited to thirty minutes, fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ean hardly entertain the proposition 


now. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I prefer that the time should be occupied in de- 
bate rather than in voting by tellers or any such proceeding; andif the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] desires to be heard I 
eo glad that the time be extended to thirty minutes, to be divided 
equally. 
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Mr. PICKLER. I accept that proposition, and withdraw my de- 
mand for tellers. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa[Mr. KERE] asks unan- 
imous consent that debate on the pending amendment be limited to 
thirty minutes, fifteen minutes on each side. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from South Dakota is recognized to 
control the time on his side of the question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words on this 
question because I feel a deep interest in it. It seems to me that this 
is an effort by the United States Congress to legislate the saloon into the 
Army. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] has read evidence here 
from different commanding officers in regard to this canteen system. 
And what do these officers, gentlemen, certify to? ‘They simply certi 
they can control drunkenness among the enlisted men better by hav- 
ing them at canteens within the barracks than they can when they get 
drunk down in town. This is only comparison—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Who says that? 

Mr. PICKLER. These officers allsay that. That is the argument 
adduced by these officers, simply that they can control this matter 
better if they have it in the barracks. 

I inquire of gentlemen on this floor what you are going to do with 
military posts situated in a State like mine, where the people of that 
State have voted to prohibit the sale of all intoxicating liquors, includ- 
ing wine and beer? Now you propose by this action at every 
in my State to set up wine and beer shops for the sale of intoxicating 
liquors to the enlisted men of the Army. You propose farther to pro- 
tect them in this sale by bayonets. You propose to have your saloons 
poe by bayonets in States which prohibit the sale of these articles 

y law. 


I need not say to gentlemen here what every man knows, that if they 
are permitted to in a bar in these canteens they will sell every drink 
a man calls for. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman permit me toask him a ques- 
tion ? 3 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Suppose the amendment prevails and the sale of 
wine and beer in canteens is prohibited; does not the gentleman know 
the post-trader will take up the business at the post and carry it on? 

r. PICKLER. I reply to that that the United States Congress 
have never given their consent to making a profit out of the enlisted 
men. Letit remain there, Let them get their wine and beer as they 
have obtained them in the past. I am in favor of these canteens so far 
as everything is concerned except the sale of intoxicating liquors. I 
am in earnest about that, and I do protest against this House of Rep- 
resentatives indorsing the sale of wine and beer by passing this law. 

I protest against that, Mr. Chairman; and, gentlemen, there is in 
this land, as youall know, a sentiment that is working against the sale 
of all intoxicating liquors. And mark my prediction, the time will 
come, and it is not far in the future, when a proposition like this will 
not be laughed at in the House of Representatives of the United States. 
That time is coming, and it is near at hand. The conscience of the 
nation is aroused on this question, and the people who advocate tem- 
perance sentiments are asking for what they believe is right. Their 
conscience is in it, and where conscience is in anything it will not be 
put down until it is settled, and settled in a right way. 

I am opposed, Mr. Chairman, to sanctioning by law the setting up 
of a saloon in every barracks of the United States. I was for 
years and ahalfinthe Army. I was for two years in the ranks as an en- 
listed man. Isaw service allthe way through. Inever needed whisky, 
but when it was offered to me in those days I took it. [Laughter. 
You have all been there and you know how it is yourselves. [Renew 
laughter. ] 

But I am opposed to sanctioning this by law. 

Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] will not assert 
to-day that it is necessary to good order and the welfare of the soldiers 
they should have intoxicating liquor sold to them. He will not inall 
candor argue such a proposition tothe House. He does not believe that, 
and with his gray hairs and honorable years he will not say it is peces- 
sary for good order in the Army to sell these intoxicating liquors to the 
enlisted soldiers, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That it is not a military necessity. 

Mr. PICKLER, No; it is not a military necessity. 

I just want to read one ph from the report of thiscommittee 
and I will then yield the floor, I want to call your attention to the 
report of the Adjutant-General, J. C. Kelton, and it strikes me as most 
extraordinarily singular that this committee in egy ean report, 
embracing about fifty pages, confines thirty-seven or thirty-eight of 
them to an argument for the sale of wine and beer in these canteens. 
But I willread what the Adjutant-General says in regard to this to show 
that the officers themselyes are ashamed of it. Hesays expressly: 

It must be remembered that the sale of beer and wine at canteens is not en- 
couraged by the regulations. ‘ 

And I ask your particular attention to that, gentlemen. No army 
regulations encourage it; in fact, they havealways been the other way. 
And I say that from my own experience in the Army the only trouble 


I have ever seen on this account was because of the sale of liquors to, 
the men and ‘their consequent intoxication. 

Mr, LANHAM, Will the gentleman be kind enough to read just a 
little below what he has read ? 

Mr. PICKLER. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman read from Adjutant-General 
Kelton’s statement a little further? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, he makes an argument the other way, I know. 

Mr. LANHAM. Just one sentence below what you have read, or 
may I read it? 

Mr. PICKLER. I have no objection. 

Mr. LANHAM. Adjutant-General Kelton says further on: 

It is only tolerated for the reason that many men do, unfortunately, crave 
stimulants, and that experience has shown that indulgence therein can not be 
prevented, but may be regulated and restricted. The sale of beer and wine 
ought not to be made a prominent feature in the conduct of the canteen. 

Mr. PICKLER. The effort here is to make it paramount. 

Mr. LANHAM. He says it is simply tolerated. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, we do not want it tolerated. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I rise to a question of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iunderstand the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] offered an amendment. Now, the point 
I make is that the gentleman ought to be recognized to control the 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts will be rec- 

on his amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize a gentleman on the 
other side first. a 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word 
in reply to the gentleman from South Dakota. Instead of this being 
an effort, as by him, to legislate saloons into the Army, the 
object of the committee is to legislate the whole business out of the 
Army, or at least to do what can be done by legislation to keep the 
soldiers out of the saloons. Now, the gentleman from Dakota argues— 
and there has been a great deal of talk in the last few minutes by gen- 
tlemen who evidently did not know what they were talking about—in 
regard to this matter and about this General Order No, 10, which is the 
only basis on which we propose to allow beer or light wines to be sold 
in canteens atcertain times. Thisorder commences by stating that the 
sale of ardent spirits is to be prohibited. It then says that at these 
canteens they are authorized to permit wines and light beers to be sold 
when, and only when, it will have the effect to prevent the soldiers 
from resorting to places outside of the camp for these beverages. There- 
fore, if they have no light wines or beer in Dakota, then the officers in 
that State will exercise the discretion which they have to prevent even 
the selling of light wines and beers in the canteens of Dakota. 

Now, I want to say that no army on earth has ever succeeded in en- 
listing the very highest class of people in any country, especially in 
times of peace. You can not get a man to serve in time of peace, 
either in Europe or America, for the small pittance that is given to 
the soldier, who, if he had not entered the army, could have reached 
the higher walks of life. That class of men will not enlist at such 
times, and hence all countries are compelled, in controlling an army, to 
devise the very best means possible to bring the material of which it 
is composed up to the very highest standard. 

A word also, Mr, Chairman, in regard to the fling made by the gen- 
tleman against the officers of the Army and Navy. I assert that there 
is no clsss of men in Dakota or out of Dakota, in the United States or 
out of the United States, who stand as high as men of temperance, as 
men of high morfls, as men of the highest tone of character and honor, 
as the officers of the Army and Navy, against whom the gentleman 
hurls that imputation. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Will not the gentleman except Con- 
gress? Hegel 

Mr. PICKLER. I hurled no fling at the army officers, except that 
I thought, as drinking men themselves, they were not competent to 
lay down a law on this question, and the gentleman knows it. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. In response to that I say, as a rule, 
I know they are not drinking men. 

Mr. PICKLER. You do not know them. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I do know them; many of them per-. 


sonally. 

Mr. PICKLER. So dol. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And I have served with them, and 
know what I say to be a fact. 

Mr. PICKLER. I know what I say is a fact. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. You may have met some such men 
in Dakota, where, by your peculiar laws, you encourage that system. 
[Laughter and applause.] But in the great country at large, where 
laws are made upon proper democratic principles, we have no such 
charge to make against the officers of the Army and Navy. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, you do not have to live under our laws. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. No, I do not; and I thank Heaven I 
do not, [Laughter.] 
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Mr. PICKLER. Well, we are satisfied. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Nordo I live in your climate; I live 
in the sunny South, in God’s country, where the Dakota people are try- 
ing to come, and we are ready to welcome them. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, I have nothing further to say in to this 
matter except to call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that 
there is nothing but a permission under certain circumstances for the 
officers commanding posts to allow the canteens to sell light wine and 
beer, to be sold when in their opinion they will tend to the preserva- 
tion of the morals and temperance of the Army and prevent the sol- 
diers from resorting to other places to obtain liquors. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do you think it advisable at this late day to sanc- 
tion this practice by giving it the force of law in this appropriation 
bill? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I think it advisable to-day to do 
whatever is best for the Army, I think it advisable to do what this 
law does—that is, positively to prohibit the sale of ardent spirits; and, 
in cases where the Army is located near towns where liquors are ac- 
cessible to the men, to allow these light wines and beer to be sold in 
the canteens, when, under such circumstances, it will have the effect 
of keeping the soldiers in the barracks and prevent them from going 
outside to the groggeries, getting drunk and robbed and broken down 
in health and morals. [Applause. ] 

Mr. PICKLER. Make them drink by law. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I want to correct the 
statement of my friend from Alabama as to the high state of morals 
among the officersof the Army. I think he ought to except the clergy 
and members of Congress, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. . When members of Congress are at- 
tacked I will defend them. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The Chair will now recognize the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE]. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy the attention of the House only 
for a moment or two longer; and I will say that since the remarks 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA ] and his personal attack 
on me, I have referred to his autobiography in the Congressional Di- 
rectory, and I understand his speech better when I read that he was 
five times elected an alderman of New York City, with all that that 
implies. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I never was an alderman of New York City. 
an alderman of Brooklyn, the city of churches, 

Mr. MORSE. Well, that is the same thing, only across the river. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, I am fond of wit, and shall have to repeat to 
my friend from New York the story I once told in Massachusetts, of a 
gentleman who drank at a hotel seven cups of coffee, when the waiter 
remarked to him that he must be very fond of coffee. He replied that 
Samas fond of coffee, and he hated to drink so much slosh to get a 

ittle. 

Now, I enjoy wit, but I do not like to have it toothin and scattered. 
[Langhter. 

The gentleman from New York has seen fit,to refer to my personal 
business. Now, I submit that in every legislative body on earth, by 
all rales of parliamentary law, as well as earn (ey is entirely out of 
order to refer to the personal business of a member, and such a refer- 
ence was entirely unworthy of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I take it back. 

Mr. MORSE, In the course of his argument he told us that he never 
drank two quarts of whisky in his life. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Wrong again. I said I never drank a gallon. 

Mr. MORSE. Whisky is evidently not the weakness of my venerable 
friend from New York. He rather fancies and his weakness is for a very 
tall and highshirt collar. [Laughter. ] 

But seriously, Mr, Chairman, there is no joke about this business. 
The moral principle involyed in my amendment is one of great and 
serious import. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] rises 
here and demands to know from the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs what is the meaning of the discontent, want of disci- 
pline, and frequent desertions from the Army. Isubmit that the an- 
swer from the gentleman [Mr. CurcHEON] was unsatisfactory, and I 
will answer the question of the gentleman from Arkansas by saying 
that I believe the evils of which he complains are largely due to the 
forty-one canteens already established in which drink is sold. 

Yes, Mr, Chairman, a member of this House, told me this very day 
that he had a letter from a soldier who committed a crime under the 
influence of drink bought at one of these canteens, was court-martialed, 
and is now serving a three-year sentence in prison. 

I have on my desk here a letter from an Army chaplain. I wish my 
time would admit of my reading it. In this letter he can not find 
words strong enough to denounce these Government saloons. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no objections to other provisions of this bill. 
Indeed, I believe in it. I believe that it is right and proper that the 
canteens should contain a reading-room, a library, a ium. This 
provision is all right and I shall be glad to vote for it, but for the saloon 
attachment I will never vote. And again, I warn my party associates 


Iwas 


on this side of the House that the Republican party can not afford to 
reject my amendment and legalize these Government saloons, Refuse 
to pass amendment, and I tell you that when the people are heard 
from a protest will come up here that will shake this Capitol from its 
foundations. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to ask the Chair how much time there 
is remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon one side there is four minutes in favor of 
the amendment, and eight minutes in opposition to the proposition. 
The gentleman from Michigan will be recognized. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like the friends of the amendment to 
exhaust their time now. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KERR] for four minutes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Mr. Chairman, I think that theremark of the 
gentleman from New York needs correction. Ido not think there is 
anything in Army life that so seriously interferes with the service of 
men and officers as the sale of intoxicating liquors, The gentleman 
from Dakota [Mr. PicKLER] says that he was in the Army three years 
and that his experience was that the sale of liquor was an injury. I 
know it was an injury. I know that the men in my company who 
neyer drank a drop of intoxicating liquors were the men who stood the 
service best. That was my experience; and they were in the swam 
of the South; they were in the most unhealthy places in the South; 
and the men who were entirely free from the use of liquors were the 
men who got through the service in the best health and with the best 
constitutions. 

Now, I make another statement, that we are having men come here 
from day to day asking us to on the widows of officers in the Army 
at from $50 to $100 per month, and in nearly every one of those cases 
it is reported that these officers have left a poor widow, without a dol- 
lar in the world. Why isit? It is because, notwithstanding the fact 
that they have for thirty or forty years had a salary of two, three, or 
five thousand dollarsa year, they have spent every dollar of that money 
in extravagant habits, including the use of large quantities of wine. 
Why, a man can not have a dinner-with a general officer of the United 
States Army without having dollars of money expended for wines and 
beers and ‘costly liquors, where there is a tenth of that that would be of 
advantage to the individual. And if you want to save the money of 
the United States, if you want to save unnecessary expenditures in the 
Army, you must suppress this habit of using intoxicating liquors in 
the Army, because it is a thing which costs a vast amount to the 
American people, 

I come from a State that has prohibited the sale of wineand beer, as 
well as intoxicating liquors of every kind, and their experience has 
been that crime has been reduced. While the population of the State 
has increased one-fourth, the criminal expenses have been reduced 
fully one-third while that law has been in force, and the same result 
will apply to the Army. 

Why do we find so many disabled men in the Army, men who are 
lying around disabled? It is because they have acquired the habit of 
using intoxicating drinks. They with the use of the milder 
beverages, but we all know that as those are indulged in the persons 
who use them come to demand stronger liquors. f do not find any 
man who is not in the habit of using liquor himself who is in favor of 
permitting its sale to other men. At the bottom of the matter you 
will find, in almost every instance, that a man who advocates the sale 
of liquor to others is in the habit of using it himself. ~ 

Now, the gentleman from New York [ Mr. SPINOLA] has attempted 
to ridicule this question. Isay, Mr. Chairman, that there is nota 
question before the American people to-day which occupies so much of 
their thought or that is weighing so heavily upon their consciences as 
this great question of the suppression of the sale of intoxicating liquor; 
and are we, while this question is weighing so heavily upon the con- 
science of the people, to set the example of licensing the sale of ardent 
spirits by the Congress of the United States? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, I yield three of the eight minutes remaining on 
our side to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, we are under the five-minute rule, 
and the chairman of the committee does not control all the time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It was the understanding that I should control 
the time against the amendment. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN, There were eight minutes left upon that side. 

Mr, MILLS. But the chairman of the committee need not control 
itall. That is not necessary. The Chair can recognize some one else 
on that side. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I believe the amendment upon 
which the debate was limited was the motion to strike out the last 
word, 

The CHAIRMAN, No, sir; it was upon the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The proposition to strike out the last word was 
pending, but it may have been acted upon before the limitation was 
put upon the debate. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I-make the point of order that the chairman 


of the Military Committee hasnot the right to control the time. There 
was no authority given to him for that p t 
The CHAIRMAN. It is not necessary for the gentleman to raise 
that point of order, The Chairrecognized the gentleman from Michi- 
gan Mr. CUTCHEON], and the gentleman from Mi yielded three 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] yielded two minutes to me, but the Chair refused to recog- 
nize the arrangement. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair misunderstood the gentleman. The 
gentleman from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, we can not a aig ce evil 
out of the country, neither can we control] human appetite by legisla- 
tive enactment. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] 
talks about this bill as establishing beer saloons, There is nothing of 
that kind in the bill. It provides for canteens. What is a canteen? 
It is a store-house that is run by the soldiers themselves, a co-operative 
store-house. Now,whatdo these gentlemen propose todo? They pro- 
pose to amend the bill so as to prevent the soldiers from selling wine 
and beer in the canteens, these co-operative store-houses, if they desire 
to do so, In other words, these temperance people—no better temper- 
ance men than I am myself—propose to send the soldiers out from the 

rrison, from the canteen, from the co-operative store-house into the 

ell-holes and rum-shopsof the villages near which these Army posts are 
situated. They propose to take the control from the officers who have 
these men under their command and send the men out into the vill 
in order that they may fill themselves with this ‘‘ fire of hell ” as it is 
called. That is the practical view which sensible men take of the 
effect of such an amendment as is offered here by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, 

Mr, Chairman, Iam for practical common sense in dealing with this 

uestion. If these gentlemen desire to promote temperance among 
the soldiers, why will they not take the universal and uncontradicted 
testimony of the officers who have had this matter under consideration 
and who tell us that this canteen system is a great means of promoting 
temperance? But these gentlemen will probably reply by reading the 
letter of some crank, some man who has but little sense, some man who 
has but one idea in his head, and if he don’tget it out his head will 
burst wide open. [Laughter.] We propose to place this matter un- 
der the control of the officers of the Army and to allow the soldiers to 
have what the people have in Massachusetts, local option. If the pub- 
lic sentiment at a post is not in favor of having these liquors sold, 
“local option ’’ can be invoked and can control the matter. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time that remains I 
desire to say a few words. This is a choice between the canteen and 
the post-trader. The post-trader is an existing institution, authorized 
by law to exist at every military post, with the t to sell these light 
wines and beer that are sold in the canteens, and he is beyond the ju- 
risdiction of a military court to try him for a military offense if he 
evades the law. The object of the Secretary of War in recommend- 
ing this legislation to enable him to establish these canteens is purely 
in the interest of morals and of bing, Sabor 

I talked with the Secretary upon the subject this morning. Hesaid 
to me that he had been a prohibitionist for hy ah years, that he 
had been in favor of prohibition in Vermont, that he had voted for po 
hibition in both branches of the Legislature of that State, that he had 
been an open and avowed advocate of it everywhere, that he was a 
temperance man himself, and yet that the concurrent testimony of the 
military officers at every post where the canteen system had been tried 
certified to him that it had decreased drunkenness and other offenses 

“in the Army more than 50 per cent. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. There are three minutes remaining of the time 
allowed for debate on thisamendment. The gentleman from Michigan, 
who had five minutes, yielded two to the gentleman from Ohio, and 
has now spoken three. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SPINOLA] for three minutes. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr, Chairman, we have always been taught that 
‘consistency is a jewel,” and to some extent I agree with that sugges- 
tion. Thelast resolution of the last Republican platform reads as follows: 

Resolved, That the first concern of all good government is the virtue and so~ 
briety of the people and the purity of the home. The Republican party sym- 
pathizes with all wise and well directed efforts for the promotion of temperance 
and morality. 

Now, that sounds beautiful. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE, It sounds better than anything we have had from 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SPINOLA. It comes likea bugle blast in the night. But I 
want the people of the United States to understand the fact that the 
Republican party, being in possession and control of this House of Con- 
gress and everything pertaining to it, has established a ‘‘canteen’’ for 
the sale of rum in the basement underneath, where we are oe to 
legislate soberly, for the good of our common country. [Laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side.] That is the kind of “ consist- 
ency’’ we are inyitéd to admire—the consistency which is proclaimed 
“a jewel’’ by the gentleman from Maine [Mr, BOUTELLE]. 


I soeps the proposition made by the excited gentlemen on the other 
side of the House, and if they wish. to vote this intemperate proposition 
into the bill, let them do so. We will go to the people upon the fact 
as to whether they will sustain the Republican party in the running of 
an unlicensed rum-shop in the basement of the Capitol of this country. 

Now, my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse], whom I love 
[laughter], made some allusion to my collar. Why, it is here as stiff 
as a rail and as clean as cleanness itself; and if it were three or four 
times as large as it is, and he were wearing it, it would not hide his 
ears. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

ise CH MAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I call for a vote on the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse]. 

The question having been put, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 20, noes 41. 

Mr. PICKLER. demand tellers, 

A were ordered; and Mr. PICKLER and Mr. CUTCHEON were ap- 
pointed. 

i The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 62, noes 
5, 


So the amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read the following: 
eae shooting-galleries, ranges,repairs, and expenses incident thereto 

Mr. ADAMS. [ offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For rifie-range at Fort Sheridan, $10,000. . 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The hour has arrived when it seems proper 
the Committee of the Whole should rise. This amendment can go over 
to be pending when the committee shall sit again, as the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] prefers that course, I move that the com- 
mittee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 7619) making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled a bill of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 3279) to suspend the enforcement of the act approved 
March 2, 1889, entitled ‘‘An act toamend sections 4488 and 4489 of the 
Revised Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances on steamers,” 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
agreement to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7496) to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, and that the Senate 
further insisted on its amendment numbered 41 to the said bill. 


RELIEF OF SUFFERERS BY MISSISSIPPI OVERFLOW. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Task unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. It looks to 
the saving of human life and involves no appropriation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the president of 
the Mississippi River Commission be, and is hereby, authorized, out of any 
money heretofore appropriated for the improvement of the Mississippi River, 
topurenuss or hire such boats as may be immediately n to rescue in- 
hi 


itants in the overflowed districts of the Mississippi River Valley, and to use 
said boats for the purpose named. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint resolution (H. Res. 136). i 
- Mr, CUTCHEON, I-would be glad to hear from the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] a statement of the urgency or necessity 
which calls for the passage of this joint resolution. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad to give the gen- 
tleman the information he desires. I hold in my hand two telegrams 
from the United States engineer stationed in the district along the Mis- 
sissippi Valley opposite the States of Arkansas, Mississippi, and North- 
ern Louisiana. I read these telegrams: 


Mempuis, TENN., March 27, 1890. 
To CHIEF or Excryeers, Washington, D.C.: 
Twenty skiffs needed to rescue overflowed people; telegraphic authority re- 
quested at not exceeding $30 each. 
YOUNG, Engineer, 


2822 
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MARCH 29, 


Memrun, TENN., March 27, 1890, 
To Curer or ESGINEERS, Washington, D. O.: 
Telegraphic authority requested to charter smal! steamer and barge at $75 per 


day, to rescue people on Steele's Bayou. Captain YOUNG, 
A letter addressed by the honorable Secretary of War to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Carcuryas] reads as follows: 
War DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 29, 1890. 


Sm: I have the honor to inclose for your information two telegrams received 
from Ca) wW Young, Corpsof l Aap anait a dated Memphis, Tenn., March 
27, relative to hiring water transportation for the relief of sufferers by the over- 


flow in Mississippi. 
Authority bas granted to this officer to use the Government boats and 


barges to rescue the inhabitants in the overflowed districts, but the purchase or 
hire of boats for this purpose from the appropriation for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River is not authorized by law. 
Very respectfully, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, Secretary of War. 
Hon. T. O. CATCHINGS, 
House of Represenlatives. 

Two copies of telegrams, herewith, 

The resolution which I have presented merely gives to the president 
of the Mississippi Kiver Commission authority to use a part of the 
money now to the credit of the improvement fund of the lower Missis- 
sippi iver in the purchase of skiffs and barges and the hire of boats 
to rescue the people in the overflowed districts. And I will say that 
nine-tenths of those people are negroes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. State how much there is of this fund which is 
allowed to be used. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. There is to the credit of Captain Young, engi- 
neer in charge of that district, by allotment made recently by the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission, as I am informed by telegrams received 
to-day by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHENGS], the sum 
of $20,000; and he wishes authority to be given that a part of that 
amount may be used in the hire of boats and skiffs to rescue these 
people. 

r. CUTCHEON. The confusion was so great when the joint reso- 
lution was read I did not hear it perfectly, and I ask to have it read 


The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be again read. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. CANNON. I offer the following amendment to the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided the expenditure under this resolution shall not exceed $3,000. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I submit tomy friend from Illinois that is too 
smallan amount. Human life is at stake here. 

Mr. CANNON. I have listened to the gentleman’s telegrams. Fif- 
teen skiffs, at $30 each, and the hire of a boat at $30; is not $3,000 
enough? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Not for the hire of boats. 

Mr. CANNON. It does not say anything about the hire of boats. 
It says skiffs—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. CANNON. I mean the purchase of boats. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask the gentleman from Louisiana whether he 
does not think the local, municipal, and State authorities will come to 
the rescue of these people? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution is based on 
these telegrams received from the United States engineer in charge 
down there to the Secretary of War. The Mississippi River Commis- 
sion have boats down there which are needed and are now permitted 
to be used, but additional boats are needed, and the Secretary of War 
states the purchase anë hire of boats for sath life can not be made 
under the appropriation for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 
This resolution simply authorizes the Mississippi River Commission to 
use a portion of this fund for this purpose so far as it may be necessary. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is not $3,000 enough? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It appearsto me to be too small asam. This 
joint resolution doesnotcarryanappropriation. Outofmoneysalready 
appropriated it provides a portion shall be used for this purpose. 

. COLEMAN, Let me inquire whether the State of Lonisiana 
has petitioned for this appropriation. 

Mr, BLANCHARD. is not in our State. 

Mr. COLEMAN, I object to the State of Louisiana being presented 
here in the attitude of a pauper. If there is necessity for anything be- 
ing done there is no necessity for the people of Louisiana to come to 
the General Government and appeal for the necessary funds to save life. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If my colleague will permit me a moment, this 
does not come from the State of Louisiana. I do not offer it on the 
part of the people of that State. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Does the gentleman say it comes from Mississippi? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Itis based on telegrams from Captain Young, 
the engineer officer in ¢ 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I think I can make this matter 
entirely plain in a very few moments. 

In the first place I will state that the communication referred to by 
the gentleman from Louisiana came to me, as has been stated by him, 
and, being very much occupied in the room of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, I prepared the resolution in conjunction with my friend 
from Louisiana, and it was agreed between us that each would look 


out ictus 7 whe to t itin; if I should be absent that he would 
avail of the ce, and if he was absent that I would do 
likewise, the Speaker of the House kindly consenting to allow us to 
present the resolution for the consideration of the House. , 

This resolution is designed, I will state for the information of the 
House, to rescue a number of negroes who are living off on bayous and 
creeks where they are cut off from assistance and are rendered abso- 
lutely helpless because of the floods. 

It has been asked if the State of Mississippi could not itself afford 
this relief. I suppose it could afford it if the State Legislature was 
in session and an opportunity was mted to frame an appropriation 
to meet the emergency. But we have no contingent fund which is 
available or which the governor could use for any such purpose. This 
information comes to me from authentic sources; it comes from the 
engineer of the Government, who is competent to determine the ex- 
tent of the danger that threatens. It did not originate with me. I 
knew nothing about it until I received this communication recently 
which has been laid before the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON, Ido not want to limit the appropriation if it isim- 
portant or necessary as far as that is concerned, and yet I donot desire 
that it should be an indefinito sopropeiatian. If the gentleman thinks 
that $3,000 is not enough, then I will make it $5,000 or $8,000. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Better make it $10,000, 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I am of the opinion, Mr. Speaker, that ordi- 
narily it is a proper thing to fix a limit to the expenditure of the pub- 
lic money, but this is a case of emergency and the need of relief is 
pressing. You may be perfectly satisfied that the president of the 
Mississippi Commission will not waste the money which may be as- 
signed for this purpose. I have just read a telegram in the Even- 
ing Star, foreshadowing one of the greatest disasters that have ever 
befallen the Mississippi Valley; it is to the effect that the levees on 
both sides of the river are melting away like mush: Now, if we un- 
dertake to fix any such limit as that assigned by the gentleman from 
Illinois, we may so cramp the exertions of these people in their efforts 
to preserve human life that what we appropriate will be of little value. 

Mr. STRUBLE. But Congress can come to the rescue at any time 
just as it has come to-day. f 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Of course,if there was time to make an appeal here 
and have it acted upon that might be done. But I am not findin, 
fault with the suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois, althongh Í 
think it would be better to make the amount much larger, 

Mr. ROGERS. If the gentleman from Mississippi will permit me a 
moment, I would like to say a word on this question, 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not know what importance is to be attached to 
the predictions or i eRe of the Signal Service. Certainly in some 
instances we have evidence that they have afforded most valuable 
information as to the approach of storms, and I have just read in the pa- 
pers of to-day a prediction by t Dunn, of the Signal Service, if 
I recollect aright, that in the near future the Mississippi Valley will 
be visited with the most disastrous calamity of modern times, one of 
the greatest floods known in the history of the country, and he supple- 
ments his prediction with the statement that if he were living in the 
city of New Orleans at the time the flood wave strikes that city he 
would not regard his life as being worth five cents. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘That shows pretty plainly that he does not know 
anything whatever about the condition of affairs at New Orleans. 

Mr. ROGERS. But, Mr. Speaker, whether that prediction is based 
on any supposed reliable data or not, I know one thing is certain, that 
if an appropriation is to be made for the relief of these people who are 
now in danger, it does not seem to me it ought to be leftin thatsituation 
that the Army officers should be cramped in their operations, but that 
they should be permitted to use these boats for relief wherever needed. 
Ido not know whether they will be needed at all; but if they are needed 
this provision ought to be made effective, whether they are to be used 
in Louisiana, Arkansas, or Mississippi. In a case where human life is 
at stake we ought not to draw any strict lines as to appropriations of 
this character. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like also to impress upon the House the 
fact that the president of the Mississippi Commission is General Com- 
stock, who is well known to many here present, and there is not to-day 
in the service of the Government a more prudent, painstaking, or effi- 
cient officer. He will have the disposition of this fund, and, knowing 
him as I do, I would not hesitate, if it were a contribution from my 
own paces funds, to leave it entirely to his discretion. If, however, 
it is deemed best to limit the oF ely area as the gentleman suggests, 
of course I can not object. I feel that I have discharged my duty in 
bringing the matter to the attention of the House, and hope it will re- 
ceive the attention which I think its importance demands, 

Mr. COLEMAN. In connection with the prediction of Sergeant 
Dunn, Mr. Chairman, I desire to read a telegram which is addressed to 
me, and sent by B. F. Eshleman, the president of the New Orleans 
Board of Trade, in which he says: 


Sergeant Dunn's sensational work great injury to this section 


forecast will 
unless authoritatively contradicted by General Greely. 


J 
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Mr. STRUBLE. I move that be referred to General Greely. 

Mr. PRICE. Has General Greely made any authoritative denial? 
Mr. COLEMAN. Can the gentleman tell me where I may find him? 
Mr. PRICE. At the Signal Office, I presume. 

Mr. COLEMAN. I have not received this telegram more than a half 
an hour ago, but I desire to submit it to him. 

Mr. CANNON. I will withdraw the amendment, as the gentleman 
thinks it is in the interest of saving human life and as the Arkansas 
and Mississippi Legislatures are not in session and no fund provided to 
take care of these people, In the presence of death or great danger 
I do not feel like insisting on the amendment, and will withdraw it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope that this resolution will be passed in a 
liberal form. I shall certainly take great pleasure in voting for it, if 
it is to relieve Louisiana and Mississippi, as I have always done; and I 
do not know of anything that could add to the pleasure I should feel 
for either of these States unless it would be the especial pleasure it 
would give me to vote for some such relief for the people of Arkansas, 
representing as I do the liberal-minded people of the town of Eastport, 
in the State of Maine. [Laughter. ] 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

REPAIR SHOPS FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the motion 
to adjourn until I can ask unanimous consent for the passage of a joint 
resolution from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will withdraw that motion temporarily. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 128) construing ere ane March 2, 1889, making ap- 
Lhe hy rey tn the office of Second Assistant Postmaster-General, 


purchasing tools, implements, and machinery and other material, and that the 
other material” mentioned above shall be construed to mean such other ma- 
terial as is necessary to put the building leased for the shops in a suitable con- 
dition for repairing the various mail equipments used by the Post-Office De- 
perenens and that all other material and machinery found necessary to the 
successful operation of the repair shopsshall be purchased and paid for out of 
the funds appropriated for the purchase of mail bags and locks. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of thisjoint 
resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I want to ask of the gentleman in charge of it 
what is the necessity for it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will explain the necessity of it. It is simply 
this: That in the construction by the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury of 
the words ‘‘other material,” which were in the last appropriation bill, 
and which was intended for the purchase of lumber and o material 
to put the shops in a condition for repair, the use of the words ‘‘ other 
material,” this Sixth Auditor has construed, applies to the purchase of 
hemp, jute, leather, and all that pertains to the repair of the mail bags 
and sacks and that which goes to the repair of the mail locks and keys, 
The construction is simply on the words ‘‘other material.’’ The $10,- 
000 was wanted for the shops, to put the shops in perfect repair for the 
work of repairing the mail sacks and the like. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. What I inquired was whether that isallowed un- 
der any existing law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This is made necessary by the construction of the 
Sixth Auditor; in view of the fact that it authorizes the De t 
to buy material for the repair of mail locks, keys, and mail and 
sacks, that the appropriation, therefore, would be exhausted. This 
appropriation of $10,000 went to the equipment of the building, and 
not to the repair of that which is to be repaired in the building. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads in the last thor- 
oughly understands the proposition. It was so intended when we 

à that paragraph in the last appropriation bill, and it comes unan- 
imously reported from the committee for the reason that the entire re- 
pair shop to-day is tied up because the Sixth Auditor says you can not 
spend as you have heretofore spent out of the appropriation for the re- 
pair of mail locks, keys, sacks, and the like for repairing, but this 
money can only be used for that purpose. 

Mr. ADAMS, Has it the approval of the Department? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is urgently asked for by the Department. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, it was held by the last Postmaster- 
General, when this scheme was inaugurated, that it would effect a very 
large saving to the Government in the matter of mail-bag repairs. It 
was passed in the House without any adverse criticism. I think it is 
very important that it should be passed now. 

The resolution was ordered to be for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider ‘be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELECTIVE FRANCHISE IN THE CHICKASAW NATION. 


Mr. HARE obtained unanimous consent to have the following me- 
moria which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, printed 
in the RECORD: 


Answer of the Chickasaws to the memorial of certain white men, complain- 
ing that they have been unlawfully deprived of the elective franchise in the 
Coleinaaw ‘ation. 
To the Senateand House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled: 


In answer to the memorial of certain white men, complaining that they have 


Igino authorities, is to be deemed a member of said nation." 
ut s peorien of the treaty contemplates the actual relation of marriage, 
maintained in cere- 


embrace 
have withheld from them the elective franchise. Butin recent years the rappre 
op- 


ceremony is performed; but he never relaxes his hold on the pastu 

which he claims to have acquired a treaty right by this fraud upon the Chicka- 
saw Nation. In view of the rapidly increasing number of such frauds and the 
vast amount of land thereby acquired, the Chickasaws are 


ad op twen Frauds of this class resemble each other so closely that one will 
fairly illustrate all. A citizen of Texas, having realized a conan 

money from the sale of property in Texas, crossed the 

Chickasaw Nation on Sunday to establish a cattle ranch, stating that he was 
going over to “get aright’ in the Chickasaw N 

On Monday he proposed errhp an estimable Chickasaw woman and 
was contemptuous! Bn yt On Wednesday he married a Chickasaw woman 
whohad se dren, buthad never had any husband. When heapplied 
for a license he was unable to give the name of his intended wife. The mar- 
riage ceremony was performed, and when he became the husband of this wo- 
man of ill-fame and the stepfather of her illegitimate children, he became a 
Chickasaw citizen. Butas soon as the ceremony was formed the husband 
abandoned his wife and his stepchildren. One of undersigned remon- 
strated with the county judge who performed this marriage ceremony, but 
was informed that it was the seventh ceremony of a similar kind performed by 
the same oun fage during the year. 

In compe: m forthe honor resulting to the Chickasaws from this nominal 
relation of husband of a Chickasaw woman and stepfather of Chickasaw chil- 
dren, the Chickasaw Nation is compelled by the treaty of 1856 to this 
man asa citizen of the Chickasaw Nation and to permit him to occupy as a 
cattle ranch a tract of land with a front of 2 miles on the Canadian River. The 
Chickasaws submit that this is a high yo for the honor realized out of the 
in ar plane g rd a grant of the ballot to the covetous husband and step- 
father. case is a representative of a large classof the cases covered by the 
memorial now under consideration. But another large class is represented by 
the case of a Chickasaw citizen whose citizenship was mauren as follows: 

T. C. Thomas, a white man, married Susan Love, a ickasaw woman, the 
daughter of one of the subscribers of this statement. The wife died. Thomas 
then married Martha Jones, a white woman, and subsequently himself died. 
The widow of Thomas afterwards married Perry Thompson, 8 white man. 
Perry Thompson then claimed that the marriage of the white man, Thomas, to 
Susan Love made Thomas a Chickasaw Indian; thatthe subsequent nN 
of Thomas to the white woman, Martha Jones, made Martha a Chickasaw 
dian; that the subsequent marriage of Thompson to the widow of 
Thomas, made Thompson a Chickasaw Indian, and, accordingly, ingen- 
ious cireuity, Thom: claimed and secured all the advantages o merase 
in the Chickasaw Nation. He represents a class of the persons who now see! 
redress at the hands of Congress. 

The Chickasaws respectfully submit that, while bona fide marriage does 
secure citizenship under the provisions of the treaty of 1866, the citizenship so 
secured does not include the right tovote. The right of suffrage is a political 
right o: y conferred as well as by law; a right which may be 
confi upon or withheld from those who do not exercise it by those who do 
exercise it,and may be withdrawn from such of those who exercise it as the 
others may be able in the mode prescribed by constitutional or valid statutory 
provisions to rive of the right. Accordingly the ws availed them- 
selves of the t, which is inalienable in every government, to withhold the 
elective franchise from all white men who had married Chickasaw wives, find- 
ing it impossible to separate in practice those who in good faith maintained the 

relation from those who reso: to the ceremony merely 
as a trick for robbing the Chickasaws of their pastors land, 

The governor of the Chickasaw Nation applied, through the Secretary of the 
Interior, to the Attorney-General for his the 


Subsequently the same white men applied for redress to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. The Commissioner adopted the decision of the Attorney-Gen- 


eral, 

The claim of the memorialists that the right to vote has been vested by the 
Chickasaw constitution in these white men is erroneous. It is impossible for 
the people or the authorities exercising, at one time, the power to frame the 
organic law, to so fetter the people or other depositories of po power that, 


at a subsequent time, they can not, by an amendment of their constitution, 
either confer a right to vote upon those who had not previously enjoyed that 
rightor withhold the right to vote from those who previously ssh fe it. 
The words “succeeding Legislature,” in section 11 of the general provisions of 
the Chickasaw constitution, as there used, mean ** session” of the 
Legislature. ckasaw constitution contemplates no succession of 
—T The amendment wi suffrage from these white 
men is valid, 


2824 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 29, 


Tt is trne, as the memorialists state, that the right of suffrage has been here- 
tofore accorded to white men, and the Chickasaws would never have thought 
of withdraw it if no frauds had been practiced upon the nation under cover 
of the treaty stipulations. But it came to pass that a large proportion of the 
white men, who exercised right of suffrage by virtue of marri: with 
Chickasaw women, had either lost their Chickasaw wives and married white 
‘women or abandoned or become divorced from their Chickasaw wives. And 

- these facts, coupled with the rapid accumulation of cases in which ma: 


were sought for the sole virposs ae enabling white men to obtain the use of | q 
the 


Chickasaw lands compelled Chickasaws in self-defense to withhold a priv- 
ilege which bad been generously bestowed, but had een mare Nae abused. 
OVERTON LOVE, 
Chickasaw Delegates, 
Marcu 26, 1890, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. CUTCHEON, Inow move that the House adjourn. 
Mr. LACEY. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that motion for 
a moment, 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I yield for a moment. 


CHANGE OF THE REFERENCE OF A BILL. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent to have a reference corrected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, harged fur- 
ther pesen a aw Sof the Lit Et Fe ais, angr reire be dey tho 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. What is the object of the reference, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. LACEY. The object-— 

Mr. MILLS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. It is Saturday evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas demands the regular 
order. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair will lay before the 
House the following personal requests of members: 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, for four days, on account of im- 
portant business, 

To Mr. STIVERS, until Friday, the 4th of April, on account of im- 
portant business, 

To Mr. KENNEDY, indefinitely, on account of private business, 

To Mr. ARNOLD, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Mupp, for Monday, on account of important business. 

The motion of Mr. CUTCHEON was then agreed to; and accordingly 
a 5 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Mon- 

y, March 31, at 12 o’clock m. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


EMOLUMENTS OF OFFICERS OF THE CUSTOMS-SERVICE, 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an abstract of 
the official emoluments of officers of the eustoms-service, received by them 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1889, prepared in the office of the 
Commissioner of Customs, in accordance with section 2639 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, 

AQUEDUCT TUNNEL. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, inclosing copy of a letter from the 
Attorney-General of the United States touching the matter of the pros- 
ecution of the contractors for the lining of the Washington Aqueduct 
tunnel, in connection with the War Department letter of the 18th 
instant on the subject, and in further response to the resolution dated 
March 10, 1890—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


ROCK ISLAND BRIDGE AND WATERTOWN ARSENAL. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Secretary of War of the 27th instant, submit- 
ting additional estimates by the Ordnance Department of the Army 
for appropriations for Rock Island bridge, Rock Island, TL, and Wa- 
tertown arsenal, Watertown, Mass,—to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2of Rule XIIJ,reports of committees were delivered to 
the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. KINSEY, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, reported 
with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 1397) to aid the State of 
Colorado to support a school of mines—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr, ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 5375) for the 
erection of a public building at Sherman, Tex.—to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bill of the 
Senate (S. 2860) to authorize the construction of an addition to the 
public building in Houston, Tex., and to provide a cistern, heating ap- 


paratus, ete., for said building—to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4654) to amend 
chapter 340, United States Statutes at Large, volume 24, Forty-ninth 
Congress, and to promote and encourage mining—to the House Calen- 


ar. 

Mr. McCORMICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 271) for the establishment 
of a prison bureaun—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


of the Union. 
Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 7597) for the relief of Edward 8. Arm- 


strong—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1447) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of George McDougall, deceased—to the Committee of the Whole 


House, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 3305) 
to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of Moberly, 
in the State of Missouri—to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7797) 
to provide for the purchase of asite and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at Amsterdam, in the State of New York—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr, CLUNIE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7899) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the erection of a public building at Jackson, Mich.—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill of the House (H, R. 7626) for the 
erection of a public building at Selma, Ala.—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the following bills of the House; 
which were severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union: 

A bill (H. R. 558) for the erection of a public building at Atlantic 
City, N. J.; and 

A bill (H. R. 773) for a public building at Altoona, Pa., and appro- 
priating money therefor. 

Mr, LEHLBACH also, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4576) for 
the erection of a public building at Baltimore, Md., reported as a sub- 
stitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 8823) to provide for the purchase of addi- 
tional Jand in the square now occupied by the custom-house in the 
city of Baltimore, Md., and for the preparation of plans and specifica- 
tions for a new custom-house building; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bill (S. 
234) for the erection of a public building at Waterbury, Conn.—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

rted with amendment the following bills of the House; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union: 

A bill (H. R. 5433) for the erection of a public building at the city 
of Steubenville, Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 719) providing for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a suitable post-office building thereon at Defiance, Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 677) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Piqua, Ohio; and 

A bill (H. R. 6460) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
a publie building at Portsmouth, Ohio. 

Mr. POST also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported favorably the following bills of the House; which were sever- 
ally referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union: 

A bill (H. R. 588) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Elmira, N. Y.; and 

A bill (H. R. 239) for the purchase of suitable grounds in the city of 
Richmond, in the State of Indiana, and the erection thereon of a public 
building for the post-office, United States collector’s office, United States 
commissioner’s office, and for the use of other United States officers in 
said city, and appropriating money for said purposes, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
we titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 8792) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a foot and carriage bridge across the Mississippi River from 
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Winona, in the State of Minnesota, tothe oppositeshorein Wisconsin— 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 8793) to insare the purity of elec- 
tions in the Territory of Arizona—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BINGHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 8794) to regulate the 
number of officers in the Engineer Corps of the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 8795) for the establishment 
of a light-house at or near the mouth of the new cut-off channel, Bal- 
timore Harbor, Maryland—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8796) amend- 
ing section 5515 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to misconduct of officers of elections for members of Congress—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 8797) providing for the establish- 
mentof a bureauof public documents—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 8798) for the erection of a public 
building at Americus, Ga., and appropriating money therefor—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COBB: A bill (H. R. 8799) to repeal the proviso of the act 
making appropriation for the Cahaba River, in Alabama, approved 
August 5, 1886—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 8800) to provide for the construction 
of a public building at Iowa City, Iowa—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 8801) to provide for opening alleys 
and constructing sewers in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. REED, of Iowa: A joint resolution (H. Res. 135) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to appoint six additional members of the 
board of pension appeals—to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Interior Department. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 8802) for the relief of Mary Walsh— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 8803) for the relief of Francis Irsch— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8804) for the relief of Matilda 
Caldwell, late Matilda Sparks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 8805) for the relief of Return T. 
Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 8806) granting a pension to Abi- 
gail M. Spofford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, COOPER, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8807) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Sheppard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 8808) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Gaines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8809) for the relief of Benjamin 
Bruner—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 8810) to remove charge of desertion 

inst Jeremiah Emery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8811) granting pension to Emma A. Johnson, 
widow of James D. Johnson, Company K, Thirty-sixth Massachusetts 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 8812) for the relief of Willis N. Ar- 
nold—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KINSEY: A bill (H. R. 8813) to grant a pension to Jacob 
Gansner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 8814) for the relief 
of George James, of San Angelo, Tex.—to the Select Committee on In- 
dian Depredation Claims, } 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 8815) granting a pension to Anna 
M. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R, 8816) for the relief of L. E. Bowen—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8817) for the relief of Albert A. 
Ide—to the Committee on Military Affairs, - 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8818) granting a pension to Benja- 
min §. Hough —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.SIMONDS: A bill (H. R.8819) removing the charge of desertion 
from the record of John E, Sisson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8820) for the relief of 
Mrs. E. H. Hopper—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8821) for the relief of John F. White—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8822) increasing the 
pension of Samuel D. Pitcher—to the Committee on Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference were 


made: 
A bill (H. R. 3516) to reimburse the Com ie Générale Trans’ 
atlantique for tonnage duties illegally by the customs officers 


of the United States—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 8533) for the relief of Miller & Thompson—Commit- 
ven on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

A bill (H. R. 7825) to increase the pension of Henry Sommers—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7824) granting a pension to Bridget Mallon—Commit- 
= Se Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

A bill (S. 431) for the relief of Alfred J. Worcester—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (H. R. 8136) for the relief of James M. Watts—Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6880) for the relief of James Bookhamer—Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 8482) for the relief of O. M. Laraway—Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 8024) for the relief of John D. Waterman, late post- 
master at Rockford, I1].—Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of Frances E. Willard and 87 others, of- 
ficers and members of the National Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, praying for a law prohibiting the sale of fermented liquors , 
within soldiers’ homes, arsenals, recruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, 
and barracks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALDERSON: Resolutions of Capital City Assembly, No. 
6174, Knights of Labor, of Charleston, W. Va., signed by William A. 
Gilliland, master workman, and Sim Ivon, recording secretary, in favor 
ofthe establishment of a system of postal telegraph—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Pickaway Farmers’ Alliance of Monroe County, 
West Virginia, signed by L. A. Houston, secretary, in favor of ‘‘sub- 
treasury plan’’—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ANDREW: Remonstrance of Arthur Rotch and 40 others, 
Boston architects, against increasing the duty on lime—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: Petition of Pickaway Farmers 
Alliance, of Pickaway, W. Va., asking for the adoption of the sub- 
treasury plan—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of 23 persons of Monroe County, New York, 
praying fora law prohibiting the sale of fermented liquors within sol- 
diers’ homes, arsenals, recruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, and bar- 
racks—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition from 68 persons in Rochester, N. Y., for same pur- 
pose—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

Also, petition of 200 members of the North American Turnerbund, 
residing at Rochester, N. Y., remonstrating against any material 
in the naturalization and immigration laws—to the Select Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. : 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition and letter of Mrs. Murphy, for pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ International 
Union, No. 1, of Salt Lake City, Utah, asking Congress to so amend 
the laws that none but citizens of the United States shall be employed 
upon Government works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of Abigail M. Spofford, for an increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, COLEMAN: Petition of employés of the customs service at 
New Orleans, La., asking to be accorded- the same privileges as other 
employés of the Government in regard to being paid during leave of 
absence or when sick (when such sickness is certified by a physician), 
provided the absence is not more than thirty days in each year, which 
privilege they were deprived of last year by instruction of the Attor- 
ney-General, althongh this privilege had been accorded for ninety 
years—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, 

Also, resolution of New Orleans Board of Trade (limited), that the 
manufacture of compound lard is a legitimate industry, deserving en- 
couragement rather than restrictive legislation, and against any legisla- 
tion taxing compound Iard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of Spencer Garwood and 50 others, 
citizens of Union County, Ohio, for the passage of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of the farmers of Chenango County, 
State of New York, asking protection to barley, potatoes, and numer- 
ous other farm ucts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. DUNNELL: Memorial and resolutions of Chamber of Com- 
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best favoring the Butterworth options bill—to the Committee on Ag- 
ture. 7 

By Mr. ELLIS: Proofs to accompany H. R. 4062, for the relief of 
John W. Alves—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Lane, Kans., for passage 
of bill to relieve mortgage debtors—to the Committee on Banking and 


cy. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of S. P. Howe and 198 others, citizens of 
Iowa, asking that a law be enacted preventing the admission of obscene 
books to the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Also, resolutions of Best Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Iowa, 
asking per diem, and also that the greenbacks they were paid shall 
be made as good as gold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, protest of the Society of Friends of Pleasant Grove, Iowa, 
against appropriations for Navy and coast defenses—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. " 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition, ete., for pension of Samuel N. Rice—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and affidavit of Marion M. Smith, widow of David 
Smith, Company D, Ninth Vermont Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in re Jeremiah Smith, desertion—to the Committee on 


Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of N. B. Howard Post, De Witt, Iowa, in favor of 
pensions to widows and children of soldiers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of R. M. Smith Post, Andrew, Iowa, in favor of sery- 
ice pension—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Lincoln Center Farmers’ Alliance, Iowa County, 
Towa, in favor of the Butterworth option bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of the Board of Trade of the city of To- 
peka, Kans., asking for the admission of certain ores from Mexico free 
of duty, relating, as the law now stands, such ores have been admitted 
free of duty, and under said law large smelting interests have been 
built up in Kansas; under a recent ruling of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury the importation of said ores has been embarrassed, resulting in a 
retaliatory tax by Mexico upon our exports, excluding Kansas meats 

- and placing a duty of 28 cents on Kansas corn; protesting against such 
rulings, and asking Congress to provide for the introduction of said ore 
free of duty and thereby preserve the smelting industry in Kansas, and 
preserve to this country the markets of Mexico for our agricultural 
products and thereby relieve the depression of the agricultural interests 
of Kansas—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Aliso, petition of Robert Anderson Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Kansas, asking for the passage of the Ingalls service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of 600 citizens of Reading, Lyon County, Kansas, ask- 
ing for the free coinage of silver and protesting that the act demonetiz- 
ing silver was uncalled for by the people and productive of great wrong 
to the people, especially to the producing classes, but restricting the 
money supply and increasing the value of gold and forcing down the 
value of other commodities; and asking thatsilver be placed as money, 
exactly as it was from the foundation of the Government up to 1873— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN;: Petition of E. L. Olmstead and 40 others, 
Praying for free coinage of silyer—to the Committee on Coinage, 

eights, and Measures. : 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of 194 persons, praying for a law prohibit- 
ing the sale of fermented liquors within soldiers’ homes, arsenals, re- 
cruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, and barracks—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: Remonstrance of Hanagan Bros. 
and 14 others, against increasing duty on lime—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio: The petition of George W. Richardson and 
102 others, citizens of Muskingum County, Ohio, and members of Maj. 

- J.C. Robinson Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Chandlersville, 
in favor of a service pension and protesting against the passage of a de- 
pendent-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINES: Petition of 65 persons of Ontario County, New 
York, praying for a law prohibiting the sale of fermented liquors within 
soldiers’ homes, recruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, and 
barracks—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Twenty-ninth district of New York, 


for same purpose—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 


Traffic. 

Also, pocoo 135 citizens of Steuben County, New York, u the 
same subject—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor c 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of citizens of Mystic Bridge, Conn., in 
favor of short method of spelling—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: Remonstrance inst passage of land 
o bill, by citizens of Arizona—to the Committee on Private Land 

ms. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Resolutions of the Trades and Labor Assembly of 
Minneapolis, Minn., protesting against passage of a bill permittiny 
judges of elections to be all of one political party—to the Committee 
on Elections. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of St. Paul, Minn. , favoring 
reciprocal trade relations with to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of directors and members of the Board of Trade of 
Duluth, Minn., favoring protection to flax and hemp industries—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Stone-Masons’ Union, of Minneapolis, Minn., agains» 
employment of alien laborers on public buildings and works—to th: 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. STIVERS: Petition of Mrs. Louisa Winters and 22 others, of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Chester, Orange County, 
New York, praying for a law prohibiting the sale of fermented liquors 
within soldiers’ homes, arsenals, recruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, 
and barracks—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic, 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of the Cotton Exchange of Natchez, 
Miss., against the bill levying a fax on cotton-seed oil or compound 
lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Petition of A. W. Moon, and 67 others, citizens 
of Hopedale, Ohio, urging the passage of H. R. 5978, and imposin 
penalties to lessen and prevent gambling in farm products—to Se- 
lect Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Resolutions of C. H. Hughes post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Decorah, Iowa, in favor of pensioning widows, and 
also pensioning minor children of deceased soldiers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Reynolds Post, Grand Army of the Republic of 
Maynard, Iowa, upon the same subject—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also resolution of Hassenderfd Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Guttenberg, Iowa, in favor of service pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania (by request): Petition of 9 
members of the Grand Army of the Republic, and 105 officers and mem- 
bers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, both of Sharon, Pa., 
praying for a law prohibiting the sale of fermented liquors within sol- 
diers’ homes, arsenals, recruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, and bar- 
racks—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

By Mr. TRACEY (by request): Petition of citizens of Voorheesville, 
N. Y., asking for an increase of duty on hay—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), petition from Albany County, New York, praying 
for a law prohibiting the sale of fermented liquors within soldiers’ 
homes, arsenals, recruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, and barracks—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of 14 persons of Albany County, New York, upon the 
same subject—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Resolutions of Department of Wisconsin, 
Grand Army of the Republic, asking that E. R. Parks be restored tu 
his former rank in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: Petition of West Branch Monthly 
Meeting of Friends, of Miami County, Ohio, against further expendi- 
tures for Navy and coast defenses—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 31, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

Mr. HARRIS. There does not seem to be a quorum of the Senate 
present, and I ask that the roll be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll of the Senate will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allison, Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Bate, Farwell, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Berry, Frye, Morgan, | Teller, 
Butler, Geo! rine Turpie, 
Call, Gibson, Paddock, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gray, Pasco, Vest, 
Coke, Payne, Walthall, 
Cullom, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Dawes, Ransom, 

e Reagan, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum being present, the Journal of 
Saturday’s proceedings will be read. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 

ved. 

i, EDMUNDS. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that by an order of the Senate heretofore made the Committee on 
the Judiciary is authorized to sit during the sittings of the Senate, and 
that if all the members of that committee are not present to-day it is 
not because they do not believein 11 o’clock m but because they 
are doing what the Senate has authorized and required them to do. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of A. P. Watson, of 
New Wilmington, Pa., praying for certain pension legislation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a communication from L. Bonestell, corresponding 
secretary of the Independent Union, Boys in Blue, of Cleveland, Ohio, 
transmitting memorials adopted by that organization remonstrating 
against a revival of the grade of Lieutenant-General of the Army until 
the soldiers and their families are properly cared for, ete.; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Jasper County, Ili- 
nois, praying for legislation to prevent the transmission of obscene liter- 
ature through the mails; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. FRYEpresented a petition of 63 citizens of Bethel, Oxford County, 
Maine, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of Holtzinger Post, No. 
210, Grand Army of the Republic, of Hamburgh, Iowa, praying for the 

of Senate bill 1094 granting a service pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of James Vincent, sr., of Tabor, Iowa, 
praying for the passage of a bill granting him a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of the Bar Association of Illi- 
nois, praying for the passage of a bill for the relief of the Supreme 
Court of the United States from theaccumulation of its business; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of members of the bar of Ben- 
ee. County, Vermont; a petition of members of the bar of Port- 
land County, Vermont; a petition of members of the bar of Rutland 
County, Vermont, and a petition of members of the bar of Vermont, 
praying for some measure of relief for the Supreme Court; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PASCO. I present a resolution of the Board of Trade of Jack- 
sonville, Fla., in the nature of a petition, calling attention to the pro- 
vision for an increased duty on leaf-tobacco suitable for wrappers in the 
bill known as the ‘‘ McKinley bill,” which the petitioners say strikes a 
blow at the cigar-manufacturing interests of the State and country, and 
praying for such modification as will protect this industry. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO presented a letter, sundry affidavits, and other papers in 
relation to the claim of Salvador Costa, for the seizure and destruction 
lena sloop Mary Lawrence; which were referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 2 of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., praying that Congress will amend the laws so that on 
all Government works, whether let by contract or otherwise, none but 
citizens of the United States shall be employed, and that proper pen- 
alties for the enforcement of such amendments of the law posed 
upon the contracting firm or individual for each and every violation of 
the enactment; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented a petition of 292 members of 
the bars of Baltimore City, Md., and of fourteen counties of the State of 
Maryland, praying for the enactment of a law by Co relieving 
the Supreme Court of the accumulation of cases on its t; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GEORGE presented a petition of members of the bar of Natchez, 
Miss., praying for legislation for the relief of the Supreme Court of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of 113 citizens of Atchison County, 
Missouri, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. : 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Green- 
ville, S. C., remonstrating against the imposition of a tax on compound 
lard or cotton-seed oil; which was referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present two petitions from members of the bar 
of St. Louis, Mo., very y signed by the leading judges and mem- 
bers of the bar there, pra for the passage of some law for the re- 
moval of the accumulated business before the Supreme Court, and 
praying that action may be taken at the present session. 


_Tmove that the petitions be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 3 of 
the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union, of Montgomery, Ala., 

raying that none but citizens of the United States be employed on pub- 
ic works; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a memorial of the Cotton Exchange of 
Greenville, Miss., remonstrating against legislation taxing compound 
aie ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

orestry. 

Mr. GIBSON presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce and 
Industry of Louisiana, signed by Robert Bleakley, secretary, praying 
for the transfer of the revenue marine service to the Navy Department; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the New Orleans (La.) Board of 
Trade, signed by Adolpho Wolfe, acting secretary, remonstrating against 
any legislation taxing compound lard; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of Advance Alliance No. 415, of 
Polk Township, Shelby County, Iowa, and a petition of W. H. Wheat, 
corresponding secretary, and others, of Alta, Iowa, praying for the 
passage of a bill defining options and futures and imposing penalties 
to prevent gambling in farm produce; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Stuart (Iowa) Meeting of the So- 
ciety of Friends and others and a petition of Iowa Falls (lowa) Meet- 
ing of the Society of Friends and others, praying for the rejection of the 
recommendation of the Senate Naval Committee and other measures 
which propose a large expenditure for the Navy and so-called coast 
defenses and other warlike preparations; which were referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 2 of the 
Bricklayersand Masons’ International Union of America, of Des Moines, 
Towa, praying that none but citizens of the United States be employed 
on Government works, whether let by contract or otherwise; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Wisner Post, No. 127, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Montezuma, Iowa; a petition of McMillen Post, No. 
463, Grand Army of the Republic, Baxter, Iowa, and a paupa of C. 
G. Francis Post, No. 181, Grand Army of the Republic, Walker, Iowa, 
praying for the passage of the service-pension bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Charles Theodore Russell, 
John Lowell, and 268 other members of the bar of Boston, Mass., eom- 
prising substantially the persons who are employed at the bar in that 


city, praying for the relief of the Supreme Court. I move that the ~ 


petition be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of F. W. Clarey and 31 other mem- 
bers of the bar of New Mexico; the petition of H. F. Titus, A. H. 
Higgins, and A. L. Brown, of the bar of Phillipsburgh, Mont.; the 
petition of Henry N. Blake and 31 other members of the barof Helena, 
Mont.; the petition of M. H. Parker and 5 other members of the bar 
of Boulder City, Mont. ; the petition of F. H. Moody and 14 other mem- 
bers of the bar of Missoula County, Montana; the petition of O. F. 
Goddard and 6 other members of the bar of Billings, Mont.; the peti- 
tion of J. W. Stanton and 8 other members of the bar of Great Falls, 
Mont.; the petition of F. K. Armstrong and 7 other members of the 
bar of Gallatin County, Montana; and the petition of T. Campbell and 
28 other members of the bar of Butte City, Mont., praying for the re- 
lief of the Supreme Court; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS presented petitions of subordinate unions of the Brick- 
layers and Masons’ International Union, of St. Paul and Minneapolis, 
in the State of Minnesota, praying for legislation prohibiting the em- 
ployment of any but citizens of the United States upon public build- 
ings; which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Bar Association of St. Paul, Minn., 
and a petition of merabers of the bar of Hennepin County, Minnesota, 
praying for legislation for the relief of the Supreme Court of the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of St. 
Paul, Minnesota, favoring the establishment of reciprocal trade rela- 
tions between the United States and Canada; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Duluth, Minn., prayi 


for 1 n to protect the flax and hemp-growing industries; which © 


was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
remonstrating against any modification of the import duty on tin; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He er 4 aipee a Sr of aaa urs No. 38, a Mallet 
Creek, praying for the passage of House bill 5353, defini ~ 
tions, futures, etc. ; which was referred to the Committee on the Jadi- 
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He also presented a petition of a mass-meeting of ex-soldiers and sail- | half sundry petitions of members of the bar of that State, praying for 


ors of Muskingum County, Ohio, praying for the passage of the service- 
pension bill and the repe il of limitation in the arrears act; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of Dick Cheatham Post, No. 317, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Beverly, Ohio, praying for the passage of the 
per diem pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 


ons. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of members of the Michi- 

n Bar Association, praying for legislation to relieve the United States 

upreme Court; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a memorial of the Legislature of Washing- 

ton; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD; as follows: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Office of the Secretary of State, 
I, Allen Weir, secretary of state of the State of Washington and custodian of 
the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have carefully com the at- 
tached instrument of writing, i. e., senate memorial No. 19, asking that sub- 
sidies be granted for establishing lines of steamers to foreign ports of the Pacific 
Ocean, with the original now on file in my office, and that the same is a correct 
transcript therefrom and of the whole of said original. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
State, at Olympia, this 17th day of February, A. D. 1890, 
|sEAL.] ALLEN WEIR, Secretary of State. 


[Senate memorial No. 19.] 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 
PS fp memorialist, the Legislature of the State of Washington, would respect- 
represent: 

That, notwithstanding the great volume and immense value of the agricultu- 
ral and manufactured products of the United States, the percentage thereof ex- 
ported to foreign countries in American vessels is insignificant; which fact,when 
compared with the earlier history of the commerce of the country, is Sornay 
humiliating to the pride as well as detrimental to the interests of every patri- 
otic American citizen ; 

That we are the producers of various articles of culture, the manufactur- 
ers of ol nous and cereal merchandise, of agricultural implements, of mill- 
ing and mining machinery, of woolen and cotton fabrics, of furniture and 
household wares, which are unexcelled by those of any other country, but the 

t and pressing want is efficient means of tr: rtation to those who would 
consumers of our products, and thereby afford usa wider market and en- 
conrage the development of our resources; 

‘That the establishment of a rriari line or lines between the United States 
of America and the republics of Central and South America and the empires of 
Japan and China would pino our farmers and manufacturers in & position to 
compete successfully in their markets with other countries, and thereby secure 
the trade that properly belongs to us; 

‘That our merchant marine, which was once the pride of every American citi- 
zen, bas declined from its former proud eminence to pperere decay and 
unimportance, a result largely attributable to the neglect of our General Gov- 
ernment and the liberality and fostering care of foreign nations in subsidizing 
their steam-ship lines, and as there can be no doubt that a similar course of sub- 
sidizing our own merchant marine by our Government would enable us to re- 
grin our share of the commerce of the world: 

Therefore, your memorialist, the I lature of theState of Washington, would 
most respectfully and earnestly petition your honorable body to enact y 
and effective legislation making appropriations and granting subsidies for the 
purpose of aiding American citizens and American capital in establishing and 
op paige He least two lines of steam-ships from the fic const of the United 
States, one from the port of San Francisco to the Central and South American 
republics, and one from Puget Sound to China and Japan. 

And as in duty bound your petitioners will ever pray. 


the senate January 
CHAS. E. LAUGHTON, 
President of the Senate, 


J. W. FEIGHAN, 
Speaker of the House. 

Mr. PADDOCK prenio seven petitions of Farmers’ Alliances of 
Nebraska, praying for the free and unlimited coinage of silver, the de- 
feat of the Windom bill, and the defeat of the bill to issue bonds as a 
basis for bank-notes, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions from Farmers’ Alliances of Ne- 
braska, praying that the time for the payment of the indebtedness of 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company tothe Government be not extended; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the mayor and council of Lincoln, 
Nebr., praying that an appropriation be made for a deep-water harbor 
at Galveston, Tex.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 1 of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Hartford, 
Conn‘, praying that on public works employment be given to citizens 
of the United States in preference to aliens; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

. Mr. HALE presented a paper containing additional signatures to the 
petition of iron and steel manufacturers of New England, praying that 
iron ore and coal be put upon the free-list, and that the duty on pig- 
iron, scrap-iron, and scrap-steel be restored to 24 per cent. ad valorem; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of the county commissioners of 
Edwards County, Kansas, praying that an appropriation be made fora 
Pe it harbor at Galveston, Tex. ; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. HOAR. I was requested by the senior Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and [Mr. ALDRICH], who is obliged to be absent, to present in his be- 


Passed the house January 15, 1890. 


the of legislation for the relief of the Supreme Court. I move 
that the petitions be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of members of the bar of the State 
of Colorado, praying for action for the relief of the Supreme Court of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

He also presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 1 of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, at Denver, 
Colo., praying that none but American citizens be employed on Goy- 
ernment works; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. EVARTS presented memorials of subordinate uniors of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of New 
York City, Brooklyn, Newburgh, Cohoes, Long Island City, Johnstown, 
and Ogdensburgh, in the State of New York, praying for such amend- 
ment of the laws as will require the employment of none but citizens 
of the United States on all Government works; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Healso presented a petition of the New York State Engineers’ So- 
ciety, numbering 604 members; a petition of 152 citizens of the city of 
New York; and a petition of 177 citizens of New York City, praying 
ed the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee on 

nance. 

He also presented a memorial of the committee on peace and arbi- 
tration of the religious society of the New York Yearly Meeting of 
Orthodox Friends, of Purchase, N. Y.; a memorial of the Elba Monthly 
Meeting of Friends, of Genesee County, New York; a memorial of the 
Farmington Monthly Meeting of Friends, of Ontario County, New 
York; and a memorial of the Smyrna Monthly Meeting of Friends, 
numbering 80 persons, of Chenango County, New York, remonstrating 
against large expenditures on the Navy and so-called coast defenses; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of about 1,000 members of the bar of the 
city of New York, praying legialaton for the relief of the Su e Court 
ps ~ United States; which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of the Letter-Carriers’ Association 
of Pittsfield, Mass., praying for certain amendments of House bill 3863, 
in relation to the compensation of letter-carriers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of Holmes Conrad, Richard E. 
Byrd, A. R. Pendleton, and others, members of the bar of Winchester, 
Va., praying for relief of the Supreme Court of the United States from 
over-accumulation of cases; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, of St. Paul, Minn., favoring reci relations with Canada; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the memorial of the city council of Anoka, Minn., 
praying for the erection of a public building in that city; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 3 of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Topeka, 
Kans., praying for legislation against the employment of aliens on 
Government works; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Typothete of Topeka, Kans., 
praying for the of the bill now pending for an international 
copyright law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of 9 leading members of Cheshire 
County bar, State of New Hampshire; the petition of 14 members of 
Coos County bar, State of New Hampshire; the petition of 13 members 
of Hillsborough County bar, State of New Hampshire, praying for legis- 
lation for the relief of the Supreme Court of the United States; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3295) for the relief of J. W. Dillman, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6942) to divide the judicial district 
of North Dakota, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1448) to subdivide the judicial district of North Dakota and to provide 
four subdivisions thereof and authorize district and circuit courts of the 
United States to be held once each year at the cities of Bismarck, Fargo, 
Grand Forks, and the city of Devil’s Lake, N. Dak., on condition that 
the local authorities furnish the room and facilities for holding said 
courts at said cities free of charge to the United States, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roa‘s, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 557) for the relief of H. J. Cheney, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill = R. 3221) gran 


a pension to Margaret J. Fletcher; 
for the relief of William Carroll; 


A bill (H. eo 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 


A bill (H. R. 3225 
Maulding; and 

A bill (H. R. 3227) for the relief of Samuel L. M. Proctor. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2160) for the relief of Samuel L. M. Proctor, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 


J. M. BRYAN. 


Mr. TELLER. On the 10th of March I introduced a bill (S. 3056) 
to compensate J. M. Bryan for property at Choteau Station taken from 
him by the Cherokee Nation, and it was referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on Indian Depredations. I find that that was a wrong reference, 
and I move that the Select Committee on Indian Depredations be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3328) granting a pension to 
Mary Mien which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 3329) authorizing the city of 
Charleston to open Concord street through the grounds of the United 
States in that city; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
Somers papers, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Gro 


Mr. SVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3330) for the relief of George W. 
Quintard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3331) to reappoint Warren C. Beach a 
captain in the Army, and to place him on the retired-list, in addition 
to the number now authorized; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 3332) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Margaret E. Pierce; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3333) to place Romeo Fri 
on the retired-list; which was read twice by its title, and, wi 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3334) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to deliver to Charles W. Thomas two James rifled cannon; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (8. 3335) granting an increase 
of pension to Clinton Spencer; which was read twice by its title, and 

referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 2336) granting a pen- 
sion to James Vincent, st.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3337) donating Lake Contrary, in 
the State of Missouri, to the city of St. Joseph, Mo.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3338) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Hender- 
son, in the State of Kentucky; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3339) for the relief of the Christian 
Church of Henderson, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. >` 

Ife also introduced a bill (S. 3340) for the relief of Francis M. Nis- 

. bet; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims, 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3341) to provide 
for the appointment of an official indexer of public documents; which 
ie read twice by its title, and referred io the Committee on the Li- 

rary. 
Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3342) granting a pension to Andrew 
Hopper; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 3343) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon in the city of Eliza- 
beth, N. J.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3344) to incorpo- 
rate the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3345) to authorize the St. 
Louis and California Railway ise | to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


the 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the Houseof Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following joint reso- 
lutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 128) construing part of act of March 2, 
1889, making appropriations for the office of Second Assistant Post- 
master-General; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 136) for the relief of sufferers in the Mis- 
sissippi Valley. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ATCHISON, KANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2406) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Atchison, in the State of Kansas. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ments made to the bill by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendments be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives will be stated. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin moves that 
the Senate non-concur in the amendments made to the bill by the House 
of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate insist upon its disagreement 
to the House amendments and request a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator from Wisconsin what 
sition has been made of the bill relating to a publie building at 
Rapids, in the State of Iowa? 

Mr. SPOONER. It gives me great pleasure to inform the Senator 
from Iowa that the Senate atits last sitting non-concurred in the amend- 
ments made by the House of Representatives to the Cedar Rapids bill 
and the Burlington bill, and that a conference has been requested. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Can the Senator give me the same assuranee about 
the New London public-building bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. I can assure the Senator from Connecticutif he will 
have patience that the New London bill will come along in season. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin moves that 
the Senate insist upon its disagreement and request a conference with 
the House of ENN bigs 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Spooner, Mr. MoR- 
BILL, and Mr. VEST were appointed. 


TREASURY NOTES AND BULLION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed. 

Mr. REAGAN. In pursuance of the notice given by me on Satur- 
day, I call up the bill (S. 2350) authorizing the issue of Treasury notes 
on deposits of silver bullion and the bill (S. 1558) to provide for the 
free coinage of both gold and silver, and for the issuance of coin cer- 
tificates to circulate as money, and for the retirement of United States 
legal-tender and national-bank notes of small denominations, and for 
other purposes, with a view of submitting some remarks thereon. > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
Senator from Texas will proceed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senate bill No. 2350, ‘‘anthor- 
izing the issue of Treasury notes on deposits of silver bullion,’’ as re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance, deserves most serious considera- 
tion. I suppose it is intended to relieve the country from the evil 
effects of the worse than blunder of Congress in s g the coinage 
of silver dollars by the act of February 12, 1873. It isa Siopefal sign 
that a Republican Senate should join in this great work, though the 
remedy proposed may not be the best. Itis something to the singe 
that the existence of this great wrong has at last been recognized and 
admitted, and that a remedy may now be ho; for. 

I will go beyond a strict discussion of the merits of this bill, and will 
inquire what are the causes and what the meaning of all the complaints 
of hard times and scarcity of mone; ey burdensome debts, and mor 
farms, which are coming to us from-all parts of the country? And 
what are the remedies for these grievances? 

Gold and silver have been the money of the world as far back as we 
know either its history or its traditions. These constituted the money 
of the mother country and of the English colonies before they became 
American States. 

The Constitution of the United States provides that— 

The Congress San have power to coin money, regulate the value thereof, 
and of foreign coin, 

And that— 

NoStateshall * * * es anything but gold and 
silver coin a tender in EAr p Ena SENEESE e 

Thus making gold and silver coin the lawful and constitutional money 
of this country. 


For a more full understanding of this important question I submit the 
following statements as to amounts of the precious metals, 

The world’s estimated product of the precious metals from 1498 to 
1889, as estimated by Dr. Soetbeer from 1493 to 1879, and by the 
American Almanac from 1880 to 1886, and E. O. Leech, Director of the 
Mint, from 1887 to 1889, has been: 


OF EP OARRA P A aster louse aba 


sesóassoc>pase 5, 740, 918, 565 


MOE GAA ARTE A ones MOF 
PSA LE ascssesrosncosiso sonssorrasassossso oseass sseserseterereene 12, 963, 546, 435 


I do not assume that the whole of this is now available as money, 
as there has been some loss by abrasion and by other casualties, and a 
still reduction by the amount which has gone into the arts. 

Pa i give the world’s estimated production of the precious metals 
from 1873, when Congress suspended the coinage of silyer dollars, to 


1889. It was: 
OF BIVOR ccc ccciveiecsss scons 758, 495, 000 
AGIA ODERT EEEO EON EN E N eseeessseessessseso 2, 424, 645, 000 


The estimated production of the precious metals in the United States 
from the organization of the Mint, in 1792, to 1889 was: 


when held by national-banking associations, may be counted as part of 
their lawful reserve. 

If this bill should become a law it would no doubt give temporary 
relief to the people, but I think it is to be regretted that the commit- 
tee did not report a bill providing for the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver the same as of gold. 

While this bill provides for a largely increased use of silver it per- 
petuates the legal discriminations now existing against silver and in 
favor of gold. It still retains for the Government the exclusive privi- 
lege of coining on Government account silver bullion as money, while 
gold is coined for any private person who may take it to the mints 
free of charge. And this bill recognizes the idea that there is too much 
silver produced and that the amount to be put in circulation must be 
limited by law. 

It was not the great amount of the world’s product of silver nor the 
amount of silver in circulation which caused its deterioration in value; 
for at the date of the passage of our act of Congress in 1873, suspending 
the coinage of silver dollars, our silver dollars were commanding a pre- 
mium above gold. Thereason for the demonetization of silver was that 
it would increase the value of gold and of bonds and other evidences 
of indebtedness, and that it would increase the value of fixed incomes; 
that it would tend to enrich the creditor classes and those who owned 


PE RE SL A RES ora $1, 839,061,769 | money. This would, of course, in a corresponding degree increase the 

BV ET. -sssrvesseeesees + _ 21,615,000 | burdens of those who were debtors, whether persons, corporations, or 

Aggregate ...cessceseesesnsssseees Lestustmenemmreissenmeteneeise 2, 760,706,769 | States, and of those who create wealth bylabor. It was inspired chiefly 

The uction of the precious metals in the United States from | by the English and German bondholders, by the privileged and wealthy 

1873, when Congress demonetized silver, to 1889 was: of Europe who lived on fixed incomes, and by the bondholders and 

eae z TETA panker of ae country. It sprung from the venal and corrupt motives 

nnaneate vousvesnonetonsanesewenvare, saben penensonsnrpestrpnaesencereennceres ' of those who designed to enrich themselves by oppressing and wrong- 

a ERI AEA S E soneesetosteneteatndsabannemes 850, 300, 000 ing others. And I am pe ded history will write it down as the 
RE NO shoes cb ssh ad reeks eric AERE S NI tiesto eee 1,657, 900, 000 | greatest legislative crime and the most stupendous conspiracy 


The production of the precious metals in the United States from 
1878, when Congress provided for the limited recoinage of silver, to 
1889 was: 


po A $420, 075, 000 
Silver... c+... 584, 145, 
AGRO I I an osnes recess eon esodsen csperans sicnse bended psconoestsoes® vesssorseee see 1, 004, 220, 000 


I have thought it best to make these statements to aid in an under- 
standing of the questions I shall discuss, and to show, approximately 
at least, the amount of metal money which is employed in and pro- 
duced by this country, and to show the relative amounts of gold and 
silver so employed. 

The amount of in the mints of the United States from the 
organization of the Mint to June 30, 1889, was as follows: 


Omitting the several kinds of minor coins, this table shows that there 
has been coined since the organization of the mint $933,375,045.55 
more gold than silver. 

By the eleventh section of the act of Congress of April 2, 1792, it 
was provided that the proportioned value of gold and silver coins should 
be as 15 to 1; “‘ thatis to say, every fifteen pounds weight of pure silver 
shall be of equal value in all payments with one pound weight of pure 


gold.” By this act silver was overvalued as compared with the stand- 
ards of other countries. The effect of this was to some extent to drive 
gold out of the country. 

By the ninth section of the act of Congress of January 18, 1837, the 
proportioned value of silver to gold coins was made as16to1. By this 
act silver was undervalued as compared with the standards of other 
countries, which, in about all the commercial nations of the world, was 
then, as now, 154;to 1. This undervaluation of our silver-dollar coins, 
making them worth about 3 per cent. more than coins of like denom- 
inations in Europe and elsewhere, it is believed caused the export- 
ation of much of the silver builion produced ‘in this country up to the 
time of the degradation of silver by the legislation of the United States 
and of the most of the nations of Europe; and it is believed that this 
fact accounts for the very limited amount of silver coinage from 1837 
to 1878, at which latter date Congress provided for the compulsory 
coinage of not less than two million nor more than four million dollars 
worth of silver bullion per month. 

The bill under consideration proposes to repeal so much of the act of 
1878 as requires the coinage of not less than two million nor more than 
four million dollars’ worth of silver per month, and to require the Sec- 
retary of the to purchase silver bullion to the amount of 
$4,500,000 worth per month, and to issue notes for a like 
amount, redeemable in the lawful money of the United States, and 
made receivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and which, 


the welfare of the people of the United States and of Europe which 
this or any other age has witnessed. 

While the masses of the people of this country and of the Govern- 
ments of Europe which participated in this conspiracy all suffered 
greatly from the effects of silver demonetization, the holders of gold 


000 | have, by this policy, had their hoards increased about 30 per cent. in 


value. The holders of Government and corporate securities have real- 
ized a like or greater increase in their value. And those who enjoy 
fixed incomes find the purchasing power of those incomes greatly in- 
creased, 

The United States was, in 1873, as now, a great debtor country. The 
several States, nearly all of them, the municipal corporations of this 
country, mostof them, and the railroads, and many other corporations 
of this country were debtors then, as they are now, to an enormous ex- 
tent, mostly to English capitalists, but to a considerable extent to Ger- 
man capitalists, not to speak of the great aggregate of indebtedness of 
joint-stock companies and individual citizens of this country. And on 
this account it was against the interests and policy of this country to 
add some 33 per cent. to this vast volume of indebtedness, as was done 
by the demonetization of silver in 1873. The United States, then as 
now, was the largest silver-producing country in the world. 

The world’s production of silver during the calendar years 1878 to 
1889, inclusive, was $1,368,200,000. The production of silver in the 
United States during the same time was $584,145,000. It is thus seen 
that during the last twelve years the United States has produced about 
43 per cent. of all the silver produced in the world. A principal effect 
of the demonetization of silver was greatly to depreciate this vast fund 
of wealth in its value while reducing the value of all other pro; 
to gold prices. The royal commission of Great Britain, in 1886, whi 
was appointed to investigate the recent changes in the relative values 
of the precious metals, estimate that the reduction of the prices of 
commodities generally was about 33 per cent. by demonetizing sil- 
ver. Other authorities estimate this reduction at from 30 to 35 per 
cent. The value of all the property in the United States in the year 
1850 was estimated at $7,135,780,228.11. In 1860 it was estimated at 
$16,159,616,068, In 1870 it was estimated at $30,068,518,507. InJ880 
it was estimated at $43,642,000,000. ‘These estimates are taken from 
Spofford’s Almanae for 1890. The New York World Almanac fos this 
year estimates, on the authority of the financial officers of each State 
and Territory, that the value of the property in the United States is this 
year $61,459,000,000, If the revolution in prices caused by the degra- 
dation of silver has reduced the value of this property by the sum of 33 
per cent., it means a loss to the owners of this property $18,437, 700,000. 

The wages of labor went down in very nearly the same ratio. And 
by the depression of business thousands of laboring people in this and 
other countries were thrown out of employment. And Senators will 
remember how bankruptcy and financial ruin spread their sickening 
pall all over this country from 1873 until 1878 and the vast amount of 
property which, during that time, was sold for taxes, because money 
was so scarce and dear that a large part of the people could not obtain 
it to pay either debts or taxes. 

On December 31, 1888, Poor’s Manual shows the interest on the in- 
paren of the railroads of the United States to have been $361,- 
835,317.69. 


The net earnings of these railroads for that year was $382,261,557, 
only $20,426,240 more than the interests on their debts. Ms 

The same authority shows that the excess of available revenue over 
actual payments for that year was only $14,708,010; which was the 
sum available for that year for the payment of their enormous debts 
and their accruing interest of about 7 per cent. per annum. The in- 
terest on some of this indebtedness is higher and on some lower than 
the rate above supposed. Butthe average is probably about 7 per cent. 

These figures are presented to show how cult, if not impossible, 
it will be for our American railroads to pay their indebtedness in gold 
mith the prices of commodities and of transportation reduced to gold 


ra 

Most of this indebtedness was created when gold and silver and 
United States legal-tender notes were the current and lawful money of 
the country, and before the prices of commoditiesand of rtation 
had been reduced by the demonetization and degradation of silver by 
our own and other countries. 

With values reduced 33 per cent. by the degradation of silver by the 
combined action of the United States and the Governments of Western 
Europe this would be equal to adding to the indebtedness of our rail- 
roads the sum of $1,705,795,069, increasing it to the sum $6,874,871,- 
036. It would require, on the basis of last year’s receipts, the entire 
net earnings of our railroads for about eighteen years to pay the prin- 
cipal of this indebtedness without reference to the ee gt interest 
of $361,835,317 which would accrue annually. And this without 
being compounded would, in eighteen years, produce an aggregate of 
interest of $6,513,035,706. In the year 1873, when silver was demone- 
tized, the public debt of the United States amounted $2,234,482, 993. 

The reduction of the value of commodities and labor out of which this 
debt was to be paid 33 per cent. by the demonetization of silver resulted 
substantially in increasing the debt about $737,379,387. 

The State, county, and municipal debts in the United States in the 
year 1880, as shown by the census, amounted to $1,056,584,146. Thirty- 
three per cent. of this sum makes $348,672, 768. 

We have no means of determining the amount of other descriptions 
of corporate indebtedness and of the debts of associations and indi- 
viduals, the payment of which, like those just mentioned, was influ- 
enced and rendered more difficult by the demonetizing of silver. But 
ci aggregate doubtless amounted to more than a thousand million 


Now, let us recapitulate the supposed increase of the itemsof known 
indebtedness as just stated: 
Increase of railroad indebted mega. 2... ...ccc cscs seccenseenseserea van ensnnnreseee meee 7%, 069 


Incréase of national debt jo... ...iccces...scacsssnscocoeesvecseccnsssssesstane N ASAA 379, 337 
Increase of State, county, and municipal debts,. 672, 
ABBTORALİNG.. esee sesse- +. 2,791, 847, 224 


I make these statements to show that the act of Congress of 1873 de- 
monetizing silver, in connection with the hostile policy of Great Britain 
and Germany and the Latin Union and other governments of Europe 
towards silver as money, was the equivalent, to the people of the United 
States, of the creation of a new debt of $2,791,847,224 in connection 
with the three items of indebtedness I have mentioned above. How 
great the other burdens of debt and taxation imposed on our people in 
connection with other classes of corporations and associations and in- 
dividuals by this legislation and policy I have no means of stating, but 
it must have been enormous. 

Now, let us not forget that this was debt created by law, for which 
those who have to pay it received no consideration and for which those 
who received it have not paid anything. It was simply the transfer of 
that enormous amount of values from one class of our people, without 
price or consideration, by a bold, bald, audacious, and fraudulent piece 
of legislation, for the purpose of making the rich richer and the poor of 
the country poorer, of making dear money and cheap labor and property. 

Will this Senate continue to sanction this great wrong san outrage 
and refuse to adopt a partial remedy by restoring our ancient and con- 
stitutional currency of silver and gold, without any legal discrimination 
againstsilver? Isay ‘‘ partial remedy,” because much injustice, much 
wrong, has already been done by demonetizing silver which can never 
be remedied. 

The reduction of the value of farms, factories, and other kinds of 
property and labor in this country by the degradation of silver is al- 
most incalculable. This policy has been the cause of the sacrifice of 
thousands of homes, and has entailed a vast amount of poverty and 
suffering on the people, for which no action which Congress can take 
can ever reward them. In the name of justice and humanity let us 
now, by an act of wise statesmanship, protect our people against such 
wrongs in the future. 

‘These percentages of loss may to some extent have been influenced 
by other causes, such as the increased use of improved machinery and 
improved facilities for transportation. But I think there can be no 
doubt that it is mainly due to the efforts of the capitalistic classes to 
control the financial policy of this and other countries, so as to enrich 
the few at the expense of the many. I submit the following table to 
illustrate the fall of the prices of various staple commodities from the 
year 1873, when silver was demonetized by the United States, to the 


year 1886, as shown by the American Almanac. I have not the data 
to show later and lower prices: 


WHEAT, PER BUSHEL. 


ABTS a7: ossjcnesacccssssuvovoder notes sobstccovssageoees $0.21 $0.13 90,17. }...... jeoteodenonse 
DETS os civcacadecesacn aspra oond enso nE nease i suudees = 09. -08}4 089 48.3 
FLOUR, PER BARREL. 

r Highest | Lowest | Average | Decrease, 
Years. price, price, price. | per cent. 


Average per cent, of decrease, 43.3 on these staple articles. 


As additional evidence of the continuous reduction of the prices of 
farm products,I submit the following table,showing the relative amount 
and value of the corn, wheat, and oats crops of the United States for 
the years 1888 and 1889, as shown by the report of Mr. J. R. Dodge, the 
statistician of the Agricultural Department, for December, 1889, giving 
the increase in the number of bushels of each and the decrease in the 
value of each from 1888 to 1889: 


CORN. 
| te Tnerenae in Decrease 
Years. Bushels. quantity. Value. in value. 
1888 .cscecvecnsovosedtsscevesensanne 1, 987, 790, 000 SSSI $677,561,580 f...osereserssoress 
2, 112, 892,000 | 125, 192, 000 | 597, 918, 820 | $79, 542,760 


Average decrease in value, 13.57 per cent. 


While such of the foregoing were some of the consequences of the 
demonetization of silver upon the interests of the people of this coun- 
try, let us see how it affected the interests of Great Britain and Ger- 
many. Great Britain produced very little silver, and therefore had to 
make but little sacrifice in taking from it the quality of money. The 
United States produced a great deal of silver, and therefore had to make 
a great sacrifice in impairing its use as money. The following table 
shows the amount of silver produced in the United States and Great 


Britain, respectively, during the years of 1883, 1884, 1885, and 1886: 


1883. | 1884, | 1885. | 1886. Aggregate. 


i 
United States.. ..... {94 s00, 000 1648.600.000 1, 600,000 $51,000, 000 | $197, 600,000 
Great Britain......... 209,000 | 335, 000 316,000 420,750 |. 1,280,750 


This table shows that the United States produced during those years 
more than one hundred and fifty-four times as much silver as Great 
Britain. And by the demonetization of silver in 1873, in addition to 
other losses, tha tabeneata of tens of thousands of men engaged in silver 
mining and of their dependent families were toa large extent sacrificed 


` 
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by that Congress, While the interests of our e in these many re- 
spects were being thus sacrificed, Great Britain, y the shrewdness of 
her statesman and financiers, was enriching her people as the result of 
the stupidity of our Congress. 

PR PANES of 4124 grains of standard silver, from the year 1834 
to 1873, had ranged from the par of gold to a premium of 4.69 per cent. 
above gold. Since 1873 the discount on our silver dollars has ranged 
from 1.4 per cent. to the present discount of over 28 per cent, 

Great Britain has profited by our folly by buying the greater part of 
our silver bullion at the current London rates of discount and coining 
it into rupees and using them or the bullion so purchased at par in 
her trade with India. 

The amount of silver produced in the United States, at coinage rates, 
from 1873 to 1889, inclusive, was $584,145,000. The discount onsilver 
in the London market during the years just named averaged about 15 
percent, If all this had been sold in Great Britain, as the greater 
part of it was, our loss and her gain would have been $87,621,750 in 
the single item of discount on silver bullion. 

Great as this sacrifice has been to the people of this country and 
great as the profit growing out of it has been to Great Britain, itis the 
smallest fen of the profit that country has derived from the demoneti- 
zation of silver. > 

Capitalists of Great Britain own, and did then own, hundreds of 
millions of dollars’ worth of the interest-bearing bonds of other coun- 
tries and of the corporations of other countries. * They are the owners 
and holders of a considerable part of the bonds of the United States, 
of the bonds of the several States, of the bonds of the municipal cor- 
porations of this country, and of the bonds of the railroad corporations 
of this country. The bonds they hold on this and other countries con- 
stitute a considerable part of their dividend-paying property. It is to 
the interest of Great Britain to give these bonds the largest value. 

To reduce the volume of the money of the world and the kinds of 
money out of which they can be paid is to increase the difficulty of 
paying them, by reducing the value of the property and labor required 
for their payment. For instance, a million bushels of wheat in 1873, 
when the average price of wheat was $1.90 cents per bushel, would have 
paid off $1,900,000 of American indebtedness. While a million bushels 
in 1886, when wheat was only worth 90} cents a bushel, would only 
have paid off $907,500 of our indebtedness to that country. 

Soa million pounds of raw cotton in 1873, when its average price 
per pound was 17 cents, would have paid off $170,000, while a million 
pounds of cotton in 1886, when it was worth 8§ cents a pound, would 
only have paid off $83,880 of our debts to Great Britain. Germany 
ha3 the same kind of an interest in this respect which Great Britain 
has, only in a less degree, as her people hold a less amount of the bonds 
of other countries. 

The interest of the capitalists of both those countries was to secure 
the adoption of a financial policy which would make money scarce 
and dear and property and labor cheap, while on account of the 
large indebtedness of the governments, corporations, and people of this 
country, our true interest was to have had an ample volume of money 
with good prices for property and labor. And our statesmen and finan- 
ciers owed it to our people to sustain such a policy instead of weakly 
or wickedly aiding to carry out the British and German policy by de- 

onetizing sil 


m ver. 
The monometallists, the bondholders, most of the bankers and large 
money-holders, and many of those who have fixed incomes in this 
and other countries continue their war on silver as money. They are 
continuing this struggle for dear money and cheap labor and cheap prop- 
> Itis this that justifies, at this time, my review of the unwise 
impolitic demonetization of silver. The pretense for this was that 
there was too much silver. 

That pretense is answered fully by the fact that from the time of the 
adoption of the ratio between gold and silver of 16 to 1 by the act of 
Co: of January 18, 1837, until the passage of the act of February 12, 
1 which suspended the coinage of silver dollars, that is, for the thir- 
ty-six years immediately ing our demonetization of silver, it was 
continuously at a premium over gold. In 1854 that premium was 4.26 
per cent. and in 1857 it was 4.67 per cent. These facts show conclu- 
sively that silver coinage was not suspended on account of its value as 
money being reduced by its abundance, for our silver dollars up to that 
time were worth more than our gold dollars, but that its depreciation 
was due alone to the hostile legislation of this and other countries. 

This review is also made necessary by the fact that every adminis- 
tration of the Federal Government from the time of the passage of the 
Bland-Allison law of 1878, providing for the coinage of not less than two 
million nor more than four million dollars’ worth of silver bullion per 
month, has been hostile to silvercoinage; and each of these Administra- 
tions has limited the amount of silver coi to about the minimum 
amount prescribed by that law. And the officers of the Treasury De- 
partment have all this time used their official positions and influence 
to degrade silver for the benefit of capital and to the injury of the in- 
dustry and labor ofthe country. And in my opinion each of these Ad- 
ministrations and every officer who has so acted ought to be held up 
to public reprobation for the violation of this great public trust. 

e same interests and the same influences which have opposed 
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silver coinage in this country have induced Congress and the Treasury 
Department, under the third section of the act of Congress of January 
14, 1875, ‘‘ to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” and un- 
der the twelfth section of the act of June 12, 1882, ‘‘ to enable national- 
banking associations to extend their corporate existence, and for other 
purposes,” held idly and uselessly in the United States Treasury from 
year to year for ten years $100,000,000 in gold on the pretense that 
this was necessary to enable the Government to redeem and retire from 
circulation the outstanding legal-tender (greenback) notes. And this 
large sum of gold has for years been withheld from circulation and 
from use in the business and industrial interests of the country in dis- 
regard of the provisions of the act of May 31, 1878, ‘‘ to forbid the fur- 
ther retirement of United States legal-tender notes,” which provides 
that ‘‘ when any of said notes may be redeemed or be received into the 
Treasury under any law from any source whatever, and shall belong 
to the United States, they shall not beretired, canceled, or destroyed, 
but they shall be reissued and paid out again and kept in circulation,” 

I refer to this among other things to show that for years the T. 
Department has disregarded the requirements of an act of Congress de- 
signed for the benefit of the general public, by preserving the legal- 
tender notes as a part of the money of the country instead of a part of 
the public indebtedness, and under which this reserve of $100,000,000 
of gold should have been released and should have goneinto circulation. 
But the national banks wanted the legal-tender notes retired so that 
they might supply their place with paper, while the bondholders, 
large money-holders, the creditor class, and those having fixed incomes 
required the contraction of the volume of circulating money. And 
their will seems to govern the financial policy of the United States in- 
stead of considerations looking to the general good of the public. 

We are informed by the Secretary of the Treasury in his last annual 
report that the Government sold $100,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds to 
accumulate $100,000,000 in gold, to be held for the redemption of the 
outstanding legal-tender notes; and that— 

We have already paid out $49,000,000 interest on these bonds, as a portion of 
the cost of maintaining the outstanding $346,000,000 of United States notes, and 
we are still paying $4,000,000 a year for that purpose. 

That is, we have already paid $40,000,000 for the luxury of keeping 
$100,000,000 of gold idle in the Treasury, to redeem notes which the 
law requires to be kept in circulation, and instead of using that hoard 
to pay $100,000,000 of our public debt and to relieve the people from 
paying $4,000,000 interesta year, we tax them $4,000,000 a year to keep 
$100,000,000 of gold out of circulation. 

In view of the fact that the Government collects annually about 
$400,000,000 of revenue and has an annually increasing surplus of rev- 
enue in the Treasury, the Secretary of the Treasury made, without com- 
ment, a statement which leaves the impression that the sacrifice of 
$4,000,000 a year is n as @ means of maintaining at par the 
outstanding legal-tender notes, I doubt if there is an intelligent person 
in the country, outside of the Treasury Department and of the class 
benefited by the present financial policy of the Government, who does 
not know that the people prefer the legal-tender notes to gold. And 
there is no reason to doubt that, if this $100,000,000 of gold were paid 
out and put in circulation and the public debt and interest on it re- 
duced by that means, still the legal-tender notes would remain at par 
with gold. 

In this statement I do not forget the relative dates of the acts of Con- 
gress of 1875 and 1882 to which I have just referred. But the latter 
act does not repeal the former, and the retention of that large sum of 
gold in the Treasury is certainly unnecessary for the redemption or for 
the preservation of the value of the legal-tender notes as currency. 

Besides the wrong of keeping this large sum of money out of circu- 
lation, I submit that while the Government is collecting a million and 
a half dollars of revenue a day, even if the legal-tender notes were re- 
quired to be redeemed, it would not be n for it to retain so 
large a reserve as this, Its position is entirely different from that of 
a bank, which draws no revenue from the public except the interest on 
its loans, and its policy, by the rules of common sense, ought also to be 
different. 

I call attention to the following paragraph in the late annual report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury: 


If the issue of silver dollars, or the certificates which represent them, should 
become so numerous as to endanger the free circulation of gold and its repre- 
sentatives, gold certificates and l -tender notes, the dues of the Government 
would soon be paid in silver, and as heretofore the interest and principal of 
the obligations of the Government have been paid in gold, it would only bea 
questitn of time when the specie reserve in the Treasury would change from 
gold to silver to such an extent as to force the Secretary to pay out silver. 


The Secretary seems to forget that the customs duties, which consti- 
tute the principal part of the revenuesof the Government, are now pay- 
able in silver and silver certificates and have been for twelve years 
past. The financial policy of the present Administration, as of all its 

redecessors for the last seventeen years, draws its inspiration from the 
Poodhaldars and money-sharks of Great Britain, Germany, and this 
country, and gets its law from Wall street for the virtual re of the 
act of Congress which makes silver dollars and legal-tender notes a 
lawful tender in Jare of all debts, public and private, except the 
interest on the public debt, 
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Wall street and the Treasury Department recognize silver dollars as 
a good legal-tender in the payment of public contractors and the offi- 
cers of the Government and in the payment of the Army and Navy 
and pensioners; but this Administration, likeits pred assumes 
that nothing but gold is good enough to pay to the bondholders. In 
reaching this conclusion it seems to have been convenient for the pres- 
ent and past Administrations to forget that these bonds originally cost 
the holders of them only about 50 cents in specie on the dollar. 

Notwithstanding this fact, they have by the unjust policy of the Gov- 
ernment been a, its preferred creditors and have been allowed to 
dictate the financial policy of the Government. And this will continue 
to be the case until we elect a President who may draw his financial in- 
spirations from the people of this country and from the consideration of 
what is their interest, and who will not permit Wall street to dictate 
to him who shall be Secretary of the Treasury. In this connection I 
wish to call attention to a few other paragraphs in the recent annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury. He says: 

‘The continued coinage of the silver dollar, at a constantly increasing monthly 

uote, is a disturbing element in the otherwise excellent financial condition of 
the country, and a positive hinderance to any international agreement looking 
to the free coinage of both metals at a fixed ratio. 

Mandatory purchases by the Government of stated quantities of silver and 
mandatory coinage of the same into legal-tender dollars are an unprecedented 
anomaly and have proved futile, not only in restoring the value of silver, but 
even in staying the downward price of that metal. 

The Secretary also forgets that we had the unlimited coinage of silver 
for eighty-one years, from 1792 to 1873, without disturbance of our 
finances on that account, and at par with gold all that time. 

Again he says: 

Surely the stock of these dollars which can perform any useful function as a 
circulating medium must soon be reached, if it has not been already, and the 
further coinage and storage of them will become a waste of public money and 
a burden upon the Treasury, 


While many favorable causes have co-operated to postpone the evil effects 
which are sure to follow the excessive issue of an overvalued coin, the 
none the less exists, 


Again: 

The amount of goldand gold certificates owned by the arse and in circula- 
tion, exclusive of $187,572,386 owned by the Treasury on November 1, 1889, was 
$196,622,300. Free coin of silver dollars would, as already stated, very soon 
put this large amount o! ld ata premium and cause it to be hoarded or ex- 
ported, and thus retire it from circulation. 


We were told a few years ago by a Secretary of the Treasury that the 
country could not stand more than $50,000,000 of silver coin. And 
we have from time to time been warned in many ways that silver coin- 
age would drive the gold out of the country. But we have gone on 
coining silver up to $343,638,001 on the Ist of November last; and still 
the increasing accumulation of gold in the Treasury and in the coun- 
try goes on, from $213,199,977 in 1878, when we commenced the lim- 
ited coinage of silver, to $680,063,505 last year, as shown by the fol- 
lowing table: 

Revised estimate of the stock of metallic money in the United States at the 
close of each fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, to June 30, 1889. 


GOLD. 


ery big Total coi 
Bullion in | 23 8" OH nee 
Year, Coin. treasury, and Estimate of— 
mints. New bullion, 
York. 
1873 |$119, 330, 019 ($15, 669, 981 |. . $185, 000, 000 | Director Linderman, 
1874 | 137,7 9, 671, 442 |. .| 147,370, 493 | Director Burchard, less 
deductions for employ- 
ment in arts pov er- 
ror. 
1875 | 111,507,562 | 6,259,631 ($3,367,713 | 121, 134, 906 Do. 
1876 | 120,368,683 | 6,320,511 | 3,367,713 | 130, 056, 907 Do. 
1877 | 156,456,111 | 7,677,648 | 3,367,713 | 167,501, 472 Do. 
1878 | 205,704,875 | 7,495, 102 |....servee 213, 199, 977 Do, 
1879 | 240,466,003 | 5,275,834 245, 741, 837 Do, 
1880 | 308, 633,996 | 40,723, 426 851, 841, 206 Do. 
1881 | 389, 452, 058 | 86,548, 696 478, 484, 538 Do. 
1882 | 450,557, 490 | 53,700, 225 506, 757, 715 Do. 
1883 | 486, 930,099 | 55, 801, 964 542,732, Do. 
1884 | 501,307,747 | 44, 198,050 |. 545, 500, Do. 
1885 | 521,849, 941 | 66, 847,095 |. 697, Director Kimball, 
1886 | 548,320,031 | 42, 454, 430 |.. 590, 774, 461 Do. 
1887 | 569,008,065 | 85,512, 270 |. , 520, Do. 
1888 | 595, 349, 837 |110, 469, 018 |. 705, 818, 855, Do, 
1889 | 614, 068, 360 n 995, 145 I 650, 063,505 | Director Leech. 
E. O. LEECH, Director of the Mint, 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


BUREAU oF THE MINT, March 11, 1890. 

Further on he says: 

Every silver dollar coined at the ratio of 16 to 1 (actually 15.98 to 1) is an ad- 
ditional obstacle in the way of the adoption of any practicable ratio by interna- 
tional agreement, which is the only final solation of the silver question, 

No one knows better than the Secretary of the Treasury that itis not 
possible to secure an international agreement as tosilver coinage as long 
as the capitalists of Great Britain and Germany believe they are secur- 
ing adyantage and profit by degrading silver. The Latin Union and 
other governments of Europe will notagree to any arrangement on this 
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subject without the concurrence of Great Britain and Germany. And . 
while the masses of the peeplet those two governments need and want 
silver coinage, as our people do, the wealthy and titled classes there 
control the financial as well as all other questions of public policy. 

The capitalists there know as well as we do the advantage oe 
deriving from the present vicious policy in relation to silver. y 
will not surrender that advantage until forced to do so by the distress 
of their own people. ‘The talk here about an international agreement 
on this subject is no doubt intended to amuse and delude our people 
and to Doreone any action by the Government of the United States for 
their relief. 

The President of the United States is understood to indorse the finan- 
cial policy of his Secretary of the Treasury. 

After referring in his recent annual message to the fact that neither 
the present Secretary of the Treasury nor any of his predecessors had 
deemed it safe to exercise the discretion given by the law to increase the 
monthly purchases of silver bullion for coinage into silver dollars, they 
having heretofore limited such purchases to about the minimum pro- 
vided for, the President says: 

I think it is clear that if we should make the coinage of silver at the 
ratio free we must expect that the difference in the bullion values of the geld 
and silver dollars will be taken account of in commercial transactions, and I 
fear the same result would follow any considerable increase of the present rate 
ofcoinage. Such a result would be discreditable to our financial management 
and disastrous to all business interests. We should not tread the dangerous 


edge of such a peril. And, indeed, nothing more harmful could happen to the 
silver interests. 


I quote the above extracts to show, among other things, how thor- 
oughly the present Administration is opposed to the free coinage of sil- 
ver dollars, notwithstanding the President in his annual message and 
the Secretary in his annual report express themselves as being in favor 
of silver as money. I appeal 


resent 


l to the Senate and to the country to re- 
quire our Secretaries of the Treasury to obey the acts of Congress, made 
for the good öf our people, and to cease their subserviency to the selfish 
interests of bondholders and large money-holders, by surrendering 
themselves to the guidancein financial law and morals of Wall street. 

The functions and value of silver dollars depend mainly on their use. 

The policy of our Government of late years and the policy of the 
present Administration is to assume that the product of silver is too 
great to admit of its use as money, that its coinage should be limited, 
that it must be treated as a commodity and used for what it is worth 
as a commodity. 

I am aware that both the President and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury have used expressions in treating of this question which indicated 
that the use of silver as money was desirable. Butno one can read all 
they have recently said on the subject without feeling that those ex- 
pressions were meant to propitiate the general public, while the effect of. 
their policy and recommendations is against the free use of silver as 
money. They keep up the policy of holding our laws on this subjectin 
abeyance and carry out a financial policy in conflict with them, as I 
will show further on. 

The bill under consideration, while it proposes to enlarge the use of 
silver as money, falls into the trap of monometallists by recognizing the 
principle that too much silver is being produced, and that its coinage, 
or the use of its representative, silver certificates, must be limited. 
This bill perpetuates this legal discrimination against silver. And it 
perpetuates two other important legal discriminations against that 
metal: the one that the silver dollar shall not be a unit of value and 
the other that the Government is to have a monopoly of the coi of 
silver bullion, and that itshall not be coined free for all holders of bull- 
ion, as gold is. 

So it will be seen that I do not agree with what I understand to be 
the policy of the Administration on this subject or with the principles 
and pur; of the committee’s bill. 

I will recapitulate my objections to the committee’s bill: 

First. It perpetuates the legal discriminations against silver and in 
favor of gold. 

Second. It fixesa legal limitation to the amount of silver to be coined. 

Third. It denies free coinage to the holders of silver bullion, while 
allowing the free coi of gold. 

Fourth. It fails to make the silver dollar a unit of value the same as 
the gold dollars. 

Fifth. It by implication admits that there is too much silver pro- 
duced in the world to allow its free use as money. 

These defects in the scheme of the bill are likely to perpetuate fluct- 
uation in the value of silver and the value of marketable commodi- 


| ties. 


I will suggest what seems to me to be a much wiser and better policy 
on this question than either of those I have combated. First, I would 
provide for the free and unlimited coinage of silver the same as of gold, 
and I would make the silver dollar, like the gold dollar, a unit of value. 
This would abrogate all legal discriminations against silver and restore 
it to its former status as money. : 

Second. I would require the Secretary of the Treasury to use silver 
as well as gold in the payment of our bonded indebtedness, This 
would serve the double purpose of giving ituse, employment, as money, 
and it would at the same time put it into the possession of the classes 
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of men who have done so much to degrade it, and who would, when they 
had become the possessors of it, be interested in giving git full value and 
characterasmoney. This course would without doubt do much towards 
restoring it to its par with gold. It would take away the temptation 
to degrade it. And it would place our Government in the just and 
logical position of desiring the use of silver as money and of doing jus- 
tice to our own people by paying other public creditorsin the same sort of 
money with which ey pay our soldiers, sailors, pensioners, contractors, 
and public servants. 

Third. I would callin the gold certificatesand silver certificates now 
outstanding and issue in their stead coin certificates, and I would issue 
like coin certificates and use them at par for the purchase of gold and sil- 
ver coin and bullion, and for any gold and silver coin or bullion which 
might come in the Treasury, and make these coin certificates redeem- 
able in either gold or silver coin or bullion at the option of the Gov- 
ernment; and I would make them receivable for all public dues and 
taxes, a lawful tender in the payment of all public and private debts, 
and allow them to be counted as so much of the reserve required to be 
held by the national banks. In this way I would have the Govern- 
ment hoard as much gold and silver coin and bullion as it could; and 
by so doing make it the interest of the governments of Earope to ac- 
cept silver again as money at the customary ratio with gold. 

Whatever doubt may be entertained as to the soundness of the opin- 
ion of the Supreme Court of the United States in holding that the issue 
of legal-tender notes of the Government, which rest on the general 
promise of the Government for redemption, was warranted by the Con- 
stitution, it seems to me there could be no difficulty in making coin 


certificates, which would simply be the representatives of so much gold 
and silver coin in the Treasury, a legal tender. These certificates would 
be the same as that much coin. 


Fourth. I would also issue coin certificates on the $100,000,000 of 
gold now held in the Treasury for the pretended redemption of legal- 
tender notes, or use the gold as might ie thought hest along with sil- 
ver in paying off so much of the public debt an thus relieve the peo- 
ple of that much of the principal and the annual $4,000,000 of inter- 
est on that debt, 

Fifth. I would provide for the retirement from circulation ofall legal- 
tender and national-bank notes of denominations less than $10 and sub- 
stitute the small legal-tender notes thus retired by the issuance of legal- 
tender notes of denominations of $10 and more; and I would issue coin 
certificates to take their place and to take the place of the national- 
bank notes of denominations less than $10, and thus by use give value 
to the coin certificates, 

Such a course would enable us to get the full benefit of our exten- 
sive mines of gold and silver. It would give us a steady and reliable 
currency free from fluctuations, and (with the $346,000,000 of legal- 
tender notes) of sufficient volume, and it would make our Government 
the master of its own financial policy and enable it to defy the in- 
trigues of money sharks to use it for selfish, unjust, and unpatriotic 

urposes. 
zi aaa coinage of $4,500,000 of silver annually, or its use as bullion 
which to issue Treasury notes, as provided by the committee’s 
would still be a recognition of a necessity for fixing a limit to the 
amount of silver to be used, would preserve the Government monopoly 
ofits coinage, and would leave it subject to fluctuations in price. 

The mind is now ripe for just legislation on this question. 
The question is better understood than ever before, and it is now before 
us for consideration. The best interest of ourown country and of man- 
kind requires its settlement, not by means of a compromising expedient 
which may seem to tide over present troubles for a time, not witha view 
to the promotion of class and selfish interests, but upon sound financial 
ating ae and so as to do justice to all, and so as to make the United 

lead the nations of Europe out of the mire of wicked specula- 
tion into a condition of financial confidence and prosperity. 

On the 20th day of December last I introduced a bill, Senate bill 
1558, made up mainly from the provisions contained in a bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] andone introduced 
by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], proposing such legislation 
as I have just rg At the proper time I will offer that bill asa 
substitute for the bill reported by the Finance Committee now under 
consideration. 

No more important question than that under consideration could oc- 
cupy the attention of the Senate, and I trust the result of our action 
may prove to be a blessing to our own and to other countries. 

In view of the depressed condition of the agriculture of the country 
and the reduced values of all kinds of property and of the wages of la- 
bor we can not afford to let the present session of Congress end without 
the passage of measures to remedy theseevils, Congress and theState 
Legislatures have commenced the great work of economic reform by the 
subordination and control of our great lines of transportation by the 
political authorities. 

Let us continue this great work: 

First. B By providing for the free and unlimited coinage of silver and 


the issuance of coin certificates. 
Second. By the adoption of a tariff for revenue, limiting the amount 
actual needs of the Government economically ad- 


to be collected to the 


so as to prevent the robbery of the farmers, laborers, and 
others for the benefit of the wealthy barons of protection. 

Third. By the crushing out of existence, by Congressional and State 
legislation, of trusts and combinations in restraint of free trade among 
the people, for the purpose of raising prices on them and of plunder- 
ing them to enrich corporations and monopolies. 

Fourth, The repeal of all such legislation as is intended to benefit a 
part of the people at the expense of another part of them. 

Fifth. The suppression of stock gambling in futures by the Legisla- 
tures of the several States and by Congress as far as it has power to act. 

With these things done, and all combinations of capital against labor 
and production ended, there would be no further necessity for labor 
organizations as a means of protection against the combinations of capi- 
talists.and class legislation. 

This would terminate the contentions and jealousies between differ- 
ent classes of people and allow all to forward, under equal laws, 
in the race for success in business. It would restore the condition 
which many of us are old enough to remember, when there was no 
such thing as class legislation, class interests, or class predjudices; when 
every class respected the rights of every other class, and when all felt 
that they were blessed not only by the freest and happiest Government 
on earth, but by the fairest and most justlaws onearth. Then every 
citizen was proud of the prosperity of every other citizen, and loved 
pee eeu fervor the Government which secured such blessings to 

ike. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE GAY. 


Mr. GIBSON. I give notice that on Friday, the 18th proximo, I 
will call up the resolutions from the House of Representatives in regard 
to the death of Hon. Edward J. Gay, late a Representative in the House 
of Representatives from the State of Louisiana, 


PENSION AGENTS. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
whether or not it is expedient to increase the number of pension agents in the 
nit 


Mr. SHERMAN also submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be directed to report to the Senate 
= to the expediency of increasing the number of pension agents in the United 
tates, 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 29th i t approved and signed the following acts: 

. 3279) to suspend the enforcement of the act approved 
889, entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 4488 and 4480 of the 
Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances on steamers;’’ and 
An Act (S. 1296) for the relief of the owners, officers, and crew of the 
bark Chance. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


r. DAVIS. I now move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business, the pension bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (8. 389) granting pensions 
to ex-soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of 
manual labor, and providing for pensions to dependent relatives of de- 
ceased soldiers and sailors, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kansas (Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. DAVIS. Before that is proceeded with, I desire to submit a 
verbal amendment. On page 4, section 3, line 16, I move to strike out 
the word ‘‘ pensioner,’’ and insert ‘‘ officer or enlisted man’’—a mere 
verbal amendment, i 

Mr. PLUMB. Is my amendment pending? 

Mr. DAVIS. I stated that before that was acted on, I wished to 
offer a verbal amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the amendment? 

„Me DAVIS. On page 4, section 3, line 16, I move to strike out 

pensioner,” and insert ‘‘officer or enlisted man. *? 

Tine VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated at the 
desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 4, section 3, line 16, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘ pensioner’’ and insert “‘ officer or enlisted man;’’ so as to 
read: 


That said widow was married to the deceased officer or enlisted man prior to 
the passage of this act. 

Mr. PLUMB. You had better insert the word “soldier.” 
Bec DAVIS. The phraseology of the act that precedes this reads in 

t way. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr, PLUMB]. 

Mr. BERRY. Is that the amendment offered by the Senator from 
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Kansas when the bill was last before the Senate in regard to repealing | ratings as had been established by law to be paid to the person who 


the limitation on the arrears of pension? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 
Mr. BERRY. That is the amendment? 
Mr. PLUMB. That is the amendment. 
Mr. PADDOCK. That is the amendment which is now 

Mr. BERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption oe the 
amendment, 

Mr. PADDOCK. Itstrikes me that the amendment ought to be read 
in full. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section: 

That section 2 of the act of March 3, 1879, chapter 187, entitled “An act apn 
dop Ar mcns tations ba cms epee or Donnan pensions phn b as 
of Congress appro anua: , and for other by an e 
same hereb payji 50 tf to read as follows: rinia 

“Sro 2, That ere ergo which have been or which may hereafter be granted 
in consequence of occurring from a eause which originated in the service 
since the 4th of March, 1861, or in consequence of wounds or injuries received 
or disease contracted since that date, shall commence from the death or dis- 
eharge of the person on whose account the claim has been or is hereafter gran 
if the disability occurred prior to discharge, and if such disability porter ps after 
the diseharge then from the date of actual disability or from the termination 
of the right of the party nerag prior title to such pension; and in the consid- 
eration of any and all claims for pensions in consequence of death from, or dis- 
ability resulting from, disease contracted in the service during the late eivil war 
the person on whose account the said pension is claimed shall be conclusively 
Eeseamned to have been sound and free from disease at the date of entering the 
serv: 


Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave just sent to the Senate document-room 
for a copy of this bill, which was ordered to be reprinted on last Satur- 
day, and have received information that it has not been received there. 
I think it is remarkable that when an order was made to reprint a bill 
on Saturday it should not be in the document-room at 1 o’clock on 
Monday. I hope the Secretary of the Senate will take some means to 
ascertain whether the Public Printer received that copy and why it 
has not been returned here. We want the copy for examination in dis- 
eussing the bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Task for information. Who offered the amend- 
ment just read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to state that no such amendment or pro- 
vision as the one read or embodied in that amendment was at all con- 
sidered by the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state in regard to the amendment that the 
proposition covered by it has been before the Committee on Pensions 
for a long time in the shape of bills offered to accomplish a purpose 
similar to that of the amendment which I have proposed. It is not a 
new subject by any means. Itis one which has been agitated for a 
long time and grows out of the passage by Congress of the act of 1879, 
to which reference has been made. By thatact only those who applied 
prior to the Ist day of July, 1880, were entitled to receive arrears, not- 
withstanding they might be able to prove that the disability for which 
they were pensioned occurred in the line of duty and had since con- 
tinned. 

Thespectacle is therefore presented of the man who applied on the last 
day of June, 1880, receiving arrears and the man who applied the next 
day or the succeeding day being denied arrears, although his disability 
was of precisely the same character and covered the same period of time. 
The obligation of the Government to the first class has been recognized 
and fairly met; that to the second class, whose cases are covered by the 
amendment, are outstanding unsettled, and they deserve recognition 
at this timeespecially. There is no reason why the Government should 
not now respond to this sacred obligation, too long deferred, and every 
reason why there should be no further delay. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Kansas 
if the present Commissioner of Pensions has made an estimate of the 

robable cost which the adoption of this amendment would add to the 

ill. In other words, if the limitation on the arrears act be repealed, 
how much will it cost the Government? Has an estimate of that kind 
been made by the present Commissioner? If so, I ask the Senator to 
state what that estimate is. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Commissioner of Pensions was interrogated by 
the House Committee on Pensions some weeks since, and, if my recol- 
lection now serves me, he said that the cost of this proposition, that 
is, the amount of money which would be n to discharge the 
obligation recognized by this amendment, would he about $478,000, 000, 
An estimate has been made by the chairman of the House committee 
which somewhat exceeds that, and perhaps pats the sum at $500,000,- 
000; but that the amount will be somewhere b2tween $470,000, 000 and 
$500,000,000, I presume can not be questioned. The amount is large, 
but not larger than the Government can readily meet, and if it were 
even larger there should be no hesitation about it. 

It isnot a question of amount; it is a question of the recognition of 
that obligation which the Government has heretofore freely conceded 
and about which there has neyer been any controversy either as to the 
soldiers of the late war or those of pi wars, that whenever proof 


was made of the incurrence of disability in the line of duty there fol- 
lowed the obligation of the Government to respond according to such 


was suffering under the E, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the r permit me to ask a question 
for information ? 

Mr. PLUMB, Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has there ever been any law prior to that of 1879 
which gave pensions back of the date of application? 

Mr, PLUMB. There was a limitation under the law in existence 
at the time of the close of the war, of five years during which the ap- 
plication must be made, but the application being made during that 
period it related back to the date of the disability, and up to the time 
of the passage of the law of 1879 a large number of cases had accumu- 
lated, and at the time of the passage of that law it was supposed in a 
more or less definite way that the cases which had been filed would 
represent the larger number of beneficiaries of the act of 1879. The 
facts show that there was a very large numberof people who had not 
then applied, but yet who were entitled by reason of the incurrence of 
disability in the line of duty to pension, and whose cases came in sub- 
sequent to the passage of the law of 1879. 

But, Mr. President, Congress has in various cases removed similar 
limitations, and the Senator from Missouri has himself been instru- 
mental in doing it on one or two occasions, especially in having the lim- 
itation removed in regard to claims for lost horses, There has always 
been a feeling that for the Government to insist upon a limitation ina 
matter of this kind, where it had all the instramentalities for the al- 
lowance of claims in its own hands, was inequitable and unjust, and 
it was a recognition of this fact in the of the act of 1879 and 
the filing of claims subsequent thereto which brought to light the ne- 
cessity for the adoption of this amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I desire to state for the information of 
the Senate that there are pending before the Committee on Pensions 
some eight separate bills covering the entirequestion of arrears. While 
the committee have considered those bills, they have deemed it their 
duty to take up first the bill now under consideration, providing for 
those who are dependent upon their Jabor for their support, and who 
are on that account disabled. It has stood prior in desire and order of 
expressed wish by the persons interested for many years, and it has 
been the objective point of legislation in Congress for the last three 
Congresses, Logically and as a matter of relief it naturally and neces- 
sarily comes first. 

The amendment of the Senator from Kansas is on a different subject, 
covering a different ground and introducing other considerations, and, 
until the bill now under consideration is disposed of, your committee 
have not felt free to report upon the other matters. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the demand for the yeas and nays by 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr, Berry] seconded ? 

The yeas and nays were ord 

Mr. FAULKNER. Before the yeas and nays are taken upon the 
amendment, I think it is fair and just to the Senate and to the com- 
mittee to state that a matter of such grave importance as this should 
not be passed upon by the Senate without having been acted upon by 
the committee to whom it properly should be referred. In this case, 
as it has not been brought before the committee, it strikes me that the 
Senate should not approve of this method of introducing it into the 
Senate and trying to affix it upon an important measure and one so es- 
sential to the interests of those disabled as the bill now before us for 
ae consideration. LIhope, therefore, that the amendment will be voted 

own. 

Mr. HARRIS, Before the vote is taken on the amendment I should 


be glad to know from the Senator from Kansas if he has any approxi- ` 


mate or accurate estimate as to the amount of money that will be in- 
yolved in his amendment if it is agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB, I have already stated that the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions has recently made an estimate for the benefit of the House com- 
mittee on this subject to the effect that it would take somewhere be- 
tween $470,000,000 and $480,000, 000. 

Mr. HARRIS. I had not heard that statement. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ithas been estimated to be somewhat higher by other 
persons, but I should think it would be safe to say that the amount 
would benearly or quite that estimated by the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS. Within a range of $500,000,000? 

Mr. PLUMB. Somewhere in that neighborhood, I should say. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the question of the amount 
involved in this proposition to allow arrears of pensions, I desire to pre- 
sent to the Senate the minority report made in the Fiftieth Congress, 
first session, in the House of Representatives, being Report 2120, part 
2, which contains a letter from the then Commissioner of Pensions, 
and also the views of the minority of the committee in that Congress 
in the House of Representatives. That report was submitted by Hon. 
JAMES P. WALKER, of Missouri. I send the document to the desk to 


be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. W. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, submitted the follow- 


ing views of the minority: 
The undersigned, a minority of n Invalid Pensions, submits 


the Committee o) 
the following reasons why, in his opinion, said pill s should not become a law. 


‘ 
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From the last annual report of the Commissioner of Pensions, and alsoaspecial 
eommunication from him {e copy of which is hereunto appended), the follow- 
ing facts are obtained: total sum paid in pensions up to June 30, 1887, 
$883,440,298. Add to this the amount paid in pensions the present 
fiscal year, ending June 30, 1888, say cighty millions, and we have a grand total 
to the present time of $963,440,298 paid in pensions during the past twenty-five 


ears, 
z In addition to the above our ever-increasing annual pension a: ‘areca ged 
must be e,in order to meet present obl ms to the ex-soldiers or those 
whom they have left dependent on them. The last annual pension appropria- 
tion bill,as it passed the House, amounted to the large sum of $30,276,000. 
The majority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, in the face of these facts, 
vely propose to add to the above the enormous sum of $380,581,300, this being 
amount estimated by the Commissioner of Pensions. 
In the light of past experience with such estimates, all of which have fallen 
far below the actual amounts required, it is my deliberate judgment that the 
of the bill will necessitate the expenditure of at least five hundred mill- 
ns. The majority of the committee suggest that this would be a splendid 
method of dissipating the surplus millions now in the ury. I desire to 
suggestion that the passage of the bill would not only accom- 
urpose, but it would add several hundred millions tothe annual tax 
rdens of a nation already weighted down under too much taxation. 
facts and show conclusively that the American people have not 


only been fair and just to the ex-soldiers, but have enacted pension laws with a 


liberality and generosity unparalleled in the pension legislation of any other 
country on . In behalfof the tax-paying public, a large majority of whom 
are struggling to make a living, many even struggling ‘to keep the wolf from 


the door,” I respectfully dissent from the opinions of the majority and protest 
against the passage of the bill. 
JAS. P. WALKER, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C. May 19, 1888. 

Sm: In response to your recent request that I furnish to you an estimate of 

the probable cost to the Government should the limitation imposed by the ar- 

rears acts of January 25and March 3, 1879, be repealed, I have the honor to make 

the following statement, the estimates submitted being the result of a careful 
consideration of all the accessible data in this bureau: 

To pay the arrears in invalid claims which have already been al- 

lowed I estimate will require............cesccs-ssesssneseesessecssesenen snsese senses 

To pay widows’ and others’ claims allowed........... p StS AP ng riid 13, 


Total to pay those now on the rolls.........:sesee ceeseeeneneeereneeeeeeee 153, 048, 500 


Aoa r payi invalid claims which are now pending and which will 

allo 

Total to pay claims of widows and others now pending and which 
wili be allowed.. 


saresesremsssessrsrereresrnssesereresrettteseteresteesesteeresetesreessteseset 


seressesssssssrereessresstserrtrteteeren tereretotersretrerereeetseeseessereesea tene .. 


Total in pending claims aa coven a 
Grand total of probablecost of the repeal of limitation imposed 
by arrears acto of 1879... .5..sssessosoeosoocoesosseosessesésesásocsstoresos: s... 380,581, 300 
Very respectfull, 
A JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioner. 
Hon, James P, WALKER, 
House of Representatives, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, this report shows that according to 
a very low and mild and underestimate of the Commissioner of Pensions 
in 1888 the amount which would be allowed as arrears upon pending 
claims which have since then been adjudicated or would be very soon 
adjudicated after the passage of an arrears bill amounted to over $227,- 
000,000. That is upon claims already pending and already adjudicated. 
There would have to be over $153,000, 000 paia outon the claims which 
had been already adjudicated and upon which the pensioners are now 
receiving their monthly pensions. That would go right out of the 
Treasury at once, and on the first pension pay-day after that time, 
$153,000,000, and then upon the claims that were then pending, May 
19, 1888, many of which have since been allowed and the arrears upon 
which would have to be paid at the first pension pay-day after the pas- 
sage of the bill, another sum of $227,000,000 would be paid out. 

As a matter of course, we can not tell exactly what proportion of that 
would have to be paid out on the first pension pay-day, but the pen- 
sioners will be entitled to it, and he estimated that the total would be 
$350,000,000, Those in the House equally as familiar with the facts 
estimate it at $500,000,000. Ihave paid some attention to these guesses 
about arrears of pay, and in my judgment not one solitary dollar less 
than five hundred millions of dollars will be taken ont by this amend- 
ment. I think it is absolutely safe to say that $500,000,000 would be 
taken out by it, and that at least $300,000,000 of it will be payable 
inside of six months, if the Pension Office does it daty, if not within 
three months after the passage of the bill. 

This bill as reported by the committee proposes an annual expendi- 
ture of $36,000,000. That is the lowest estimate, and the estimate the 
committee have put upon it is that the present bill as it is reported 
and will probably pass the Senate will incur an annual expenditure of 
$36,000,000. This amendment proposes to put upon it an immediate 
expenditure within a very short time of $300,000,000 more. I think 
we ought to put on some amendment to provide the revenues to pay it. 
I can not vote for such a proposition as this. 

Mr. BLAIR obtained the floor. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me just 
one moment? I wish to correct a statement made bythe Senator from 
Missouri. The present Commissioner of Pensions, as admitted by the 
Senator from Kansas, says it will cost $478,000,000 instead of $300,- 
900,000, and the Senator from Kansas admits that it will cost $500,- 
000, 000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understood that perfectly well, but I was not 
talking about the estimate of the present Commissioner. I read the 


estimate of a former Commissioner, and I was not paying any attention 
to the estimate of the present Commissioner. 

Mr. BERRY. ‘The estimate has been increased $200,000,000 since 
the estimate of the former Commissioner. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When the report was made in 1888 I estimated 
upon the facts then that it would take $500,000,000, and now the 
present Commissioner (I had not noticed that fact) brings it up to $478, - 
000,000. If the present Commissioner of Pensions has estimated it at 
$478,000,000, I will say, then, that it will take $600,000,000 instead 
of $500,000, 000. 

Mr, BLAIR. Mr. President, I appreciate the motives which have 
actuated the chairman of the committee in objecting to the adoption 
of the pending amendment, which is substantially a bill by itself and 
of greater importance perhaps than the one pending. Ido not think 
it should be adopted as an amendment to this bill. I seriously and 
earnestly trust that ihe bill itself will cost more than $36,000,000 a 
year, and I believe it will. Ishall be greatly disappointed if it shall 
not. A much larger amount of relief is required by the soldiery of the 
country who saved it, and if the pending bill does not cost twice the 
amount estimated I shall be greatly disappointed. I believe that the 
bill will be found in practical operation to reach nearly all the destitu- 
tion and actual necessity for relief that exist among those who defended 
the country and its institutions at the time when those who now make 
the chief objection to the passage of the bill and the relief of the sol- 
diery generally were themselves the cause of that necessity and of this 
necessity. 

But I wish to say a few words in regard to this arrears-of- ion 
measure itself. There never was a more just measure presented tothe 
American people than that for the payment of arrears of pensions. So 
great was the equity behind it that prior to 1880 we enacted a law under 
the provisions of which before the 1st day of July, 1880, applications 
were made which have taken from the Treasury somewhere between 
$250,000,000 and $300,000,000, as I remember, and that money was 
justly taken from the Treasury. If the re-enactment of that bill into 
a law would take from the Treasury of this country $500,000,000, nev- 
ertheless it would beas justly paid, and more justly paid, than almost 
any other indebtedness which this Government ever liquidated. 

What is the principle upon which arrears of pensions are to be paid? 
It is not the case of a man who establishes his claim early and draws 
his pension year by year, from the moment when his disability com- 
menced, that disability originating in the service of his country. It 
is not that case by aty means, ‘The ordinary pensioner who establishes 
his claim under the law in season draws his annual payment from the 
date when the disability was contracted. He has the use of the money 
as he needs it. The common pensioner, the man who avails himself of 
the Jaw seasonably, has drawn his pension from the beginning. He 
has had it all of these thirty years since the commencement of hostili- 
ties. He has received the good of it. He has appropriated that money 
in the maintenance of himself and his family. To a certain extent it 
may be said that the Government has discharged its obligation to that 
man. He has little to claim of the Government, for he availed him- . 
self of all that, by the contract and by the obligation of his country, 
was due him from the beginning. 

But here is another class of claimants, those who claim under the 
arrears-of-pension law, which ceased its operation in 1880 and which 
theamendment proposes torevive. They are men who failed to present 
their application during the specific periods, from whatever motive 
it may have been, oftentimes from failure to know of their rights 
under the law, sometimes from inadvertence, oftener still (more often 
than from any other reason) because of a high-spirited patriotism 
which prevented their making application for that money to which they 
were entitled under the laws of the country, giving to the American 
people for the time being what was their due in addition to the 
services which they had rendered in war and the disabilities which 
they had contracted in the service of their country. These men wait- 
ing, giving the country the use of the money which was theirs during 
ali these years, at last with age and infirmity increasing upon them, 
availed themselves of the privilege of drawing their arrears, establish- 
ing their claims upon precisely the same evidence as the evidence which 
was required in any other instance, proving the disability, proving 
after the lapse of years that it was contracted in the service, and at 
last asking for their money and receiving it, not as though paid to them 
originally, but receiving it after fifteen or twenty years fad elapsed, 
and losing meanwhile more than the original sum itself, which the 
Treasury and the American ple had been thus enabled to avail 
themselves of. So it came to be that the man who was entitled to the 
money in the beginning really gave to the country one-half of that 
which was his due. That was the arrears-of-pensions act, 

In 1880 that act ceased to operate, and since that time a large num- 
ber of other claimants equally meritorious have established their right 
to a pension and have pending claims for pension, the allowance of 
which depends upon their proving that they contracted their disability 
in the service of their country. They have given what belonged to 
them to the country for these twenty-five years. Now they ask the 


opportunity of speti that claim and of receiving, it may be, one- 
third of the money which would have been a burden upon the Treasury 
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of the country had they asserted their claim when it first originated. 

After giving to the Treasury two dollars that belonged to them they 

ask that one of the three which the Government owes may come to 

anar in their old age. That is what they ask and that is all 
ey ask. 

If any Senator can conceive of a more equitable claim than this or 
a claim which it is more despicable to refuse, I should like him to state 
it. Iam unable to see why these men should be denied who come 
here year after year and ask permission to file their claims, when the 
United States never allows the pleading of the statute of limitation in 
any case where the nation itself has a claim at all events, and ask that 
the United States shall not set up as against them in their old age a 
claim for one-third of what belongs to them. If anybody can make 
any repty to the justice and equity and what ought to be the legality 
of this claim for arrears of pension, I should be very glad to hear it 
stated on the floor. No one has ever undertaken to meet the justice of 
this claim in argument. I have been here some years; this matter has 
been up for discussion several times. I have had occasion at least four 
or five times to state this line of argument, and no man has ever un- 
dertaken to make any reply save the reply of the Senator from Mis- 
gouri, who says it will cost $500,000, 000. 

Great God! it cost six times that amount to keep the Senator in the 
Union, and, now we have twice the wealth, we have three times the 
available population, yes we have four times the wealth, and we re- 
pudiate this honest obligation rather than raise $500,000,000! Mr. 
President, there never was a more execrable shame recorded in the his- 
tory of any nation or any apology fora nation than that which we per- 
petrate here year after year in denying to the men who ask their 
arrears the allowance of this slight sam comparatively. Sometimes 
Tam ashamed of my country when she refuses to educate her children 
and when she refuses to pay a bill like this. Only day before yester- 
day we passed a bill for Texas, to put $6,200,000 into a little spot of shal- 
low water down there and make her a port on the seacoast. But we 
repudiate the very foundation principles upon which this country is 
built as a Republic when we come to a matter like the arrears of pen- 
sion for those eld soldiers who have given us twice as much as they will 
receive if we do them justice. They have to prove these claims under 
all the disadvantages which will be gathered about their claims by rea- 
son of the lapse of time, and we repudiate the opportunity to let them 
establish their claims, taking advantage of the meanest form of the 
statute of limitations, which we never enforce in any other instance than 
as against the soldier. 

Butit will takemoney? Why, Mr. President, of course it will take 
something in the way of taxation. No governmental debt can be paid 
without taxation. The question is not whether the debt be large or 
small, but whether it be a debt, and then even if we can not pay it we 
ought to acknowledge it and allow the soldier the opportunity to prove 
it. 

But can we not pay it? Has the time arrived when the Republic is 
without the credit to hire the necessary money, if she has it not by or- 
dinary taxation? Can we issue no more bonds if need be? Can we 
not raise this $500,000,000 for the sake of keeping a pure record for the 
country, a consistent record, what we have admitted to be the proper 
record to make against the country by allowing this act to be operative 
down as far as the year 1880? 

No, Mr. President, the time is coming when the American people 
have got to think of something besides the tariff and material wealth; 
things of more consequence and of more more value than most of those 
we are thinking upon at this session and in these more recent times. 
It will not be long before a halt will be called in these low and earthly 
and sensual and devilish things with which we are dealing principally. 

Mr. President, I felt as though I ought to speak my mind upon the 
merits of the arrears of pension bill, and I have done so. As a friend, 
as all here are friends, to soldiers, I should be glad to compromise, 
since I see the impossibility of getting full justice, and to a bill 
which would allow these old soldiers to establish their cl under 
the provisions of an arrears-of-pension act which would drop back fif- 
teen years if we can not give twenty years or thirty years, the whole 
period of time up to the date when they received their wounds or con- 
tracted their other disabilities, by reason of which they should receive 
arrears of pension. Give them ten years, give them back to 1880, if 
you can go no further in the way of justice. If you mustrob them of 
something, rob them of fifteen years, but allow them what belongs to 
them for the last ten years. That would help them in their old age. 

But as to the idea that we can not pay this debt, it is a reply to all 
the considerations which we hear urged before the Senate and the coun- 
try to say that it will cost $500,000,000; that even the present Com- 
missioner of Pensions admits it will cost $478,000,000, and my friend 
from Kansas is willing to admit that it will cost $500,000,000. I sup- 
pose it will cost more than that. Very likely it will cost six hundred 
millions, and perhaps a billion; but we spent three billions in the great 
war which kept us a nation, and we can well afford to give these old 
soldiers at least a part of the arrears which belong to them when the 
amount due them is three times that which, under any allowance, we 
shall be likely to give them. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I regret that this amendment is before 
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the Senate. Notthatitplacesmein a position where I must vote for or 
against it, but because I should regard its adoption as a terrible men- 
ace to the soldiers of this country. In addressing bodies of soldiers, 
especially in my own State, I have undertaken to show them that there 
was a pace too rapid altogether for their welfare and for their good; 
that there was a danger ofoverleaping in this matterof pensions. When 
Mr. Cleveland was elected President of the United States and immedi- 
ately commenced to veto special pension bills and also the general pen- 
sion bill known as the dependent measure, and I saw the Democratic 
party of this country ratifying what he did, and notonly the Democratic 
party of the country, but many of the business men in the Republican 
party, too, extending to him their approval for what he wasdoing; whenI 
saw that over his veto it was impossible to pass any pension bill; when, 
if I remember aright, there never was but one so passed, and that I 
had the honor to present here to the Senate, and it did not succeed in 
the other House at first, but it did at the next session—I say when I 
saw these evidences of opposition to pensions, I felt that while there 
was a safe course for the soldier there was an exceedingly unsafe and 
dangerous one. 

Now, sir, there are thousands and tens of thousands of as good soldiers 
as ever wore the uniform of the Union in this Republic to-day with- 
out pensions—men disabled, as much so as the men who lost arms or 
legs, men who served four years in the Army and never were in hos- 
pital, who never were under the surgeon’s care—faithfal, brave, true 
soldiers; but to-day age has crept over them, and it is indicated beyond 
a peradventure that those four years of service were not without bitter 
and terrible wounds, Their constitutions were pricked, though they 
went into no hospital, and old age shows the prick of the constitution 
beyond peradventure. Those tens of thousands of true soldiers to-day 
are asking that they may be pensioned. They have been asking of | 
Congress for the last eight years that they might be pensioned as well 
as those who lost arms and legs, and Congress has refused to listen to 
their request. The Senate three times has a bill which would 
give those men pensions, and three times it has either been rejected in 
the other House or has not been acted upon there. 

When the sentiment of Congress indicates itself in this way, what 
will be the sentiment of the country clearly expressed when $500,000,- 
000 or $600,000,000 are appropriated to pay the arrearages due to the 
soldiers? I say to Senators who are pressing this measure that they 
are imperiling the truest interests of the soldiers when they undertake 
to enact it into a law, and they will create a prejudice against pensions 
amongst the business interests of this country which Congress can not 
overleap and will not dare try to. S 

Then, come bebind, those men shortly who by reason of old age have 
attached to themselves the presumption of disability. It will not be 
ten years before that presumption will attach, and then it will be the 
duty of the Congress of the United States to provide service pensions 
for all of the soldiers who were in the United States Army. Adopt this 
amendment and enact the bill into a law, and I say to you, Senators, 
and to the soldiers of the country, that they may look long, and wearily, 
and earnestly, and finally lose heart for the service pension, and in my 
judgment for even a pension that shall apply to the disabled soldiers 
of to-day. 

Sir, I yield to no man in my acknowledgments of the debt which is 
due to the soldiers of this country. I am willing todoeverything that 
I believe to be in the interest of the soldiers. I dare not vote for a 
proposition which I believe away down in my heart will be absolutely 
destructive of the truest interests of the soldiers of the United States, 
and, however reluctantly it may be and however liable I may be to be 
misunderstood, in the interests of the men whom I admire, in the in- 
terests of the men who saved the Republic, in the interests of the men 
to whom we owe everything that we are and everything that we have— 
in their interest alone I shall be obliged to record my vote on this 
amendment ‘*nay.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, unfortunately I have not heard all 
that the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] has said, but I am personally 
obliged to him for saying what I believe to be the serious truth. Itis 
not agreeable to say no to what even is supposed to be the request of 
soldiers of the Republic. I do not believe that the American soldiers 
ask for this amendment. I will stake whatever little my political sal- 
vation is worth that I can meet five thousand old soldiers and get a 
heavy majority vote against this amendment after an hour's argument. 

The Senator is right. This headlong extravagance will bring men 
into power who will scrimp and squeeze and deny the soldier. A silent 
conservatism in the Republic that will beglad to stay with the Repub- 
lican party, and will stay with it if it can be permitted to do so, will 
utter no loud word against the soldier nor against the old party, butit 
will quietly stay away from the polls. 

There is a limit to this. I appeal to every old soldier to permit us 
to be reasonable and to be just. God knows the American nation is 
not stingy in this matter. Including the present fiscal year and what 
is proposed for the next, the appropriations for pensions since the war 
will by June, 1891, amount to nearly $1,300,000,000._ Ido not com- 
plain so far as a dollar of it was necessary to relieve real distress, nor do 
the American people complain. But no nation in the world ever ap- 
propriated a sum that could be compared with it. All that they have 
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done for their soldiers in their distress sinks into utter insignificance in 
comparison with what we are doing for ours. 

I bow the old soldiers to remember that, if we are threatened with war 
again, that which will scare the people who pay taxes will be, not the 
. cost or the blood of the war, but the consequences of it. I beg them 
to remember that it is pauperizing and degrading them to constantly 
insist in their behalf that they have claims and claims and claims. So 
they have in a sense, but they know—no man knows better than that 
gallant body of survivors—that we owe every cent we have and every 
drop of blood to the Republic, and they offered itall proudly. Let 
them remember that these enormous sums to be paid come out of the 
pockets very largely of people as poor as themselves, You may lay the 
tax upon the rich man, but it filters down and down, and a large por- 
tion of it finally comes out of his tenant in the tenement house, or out ot 
the subfarmer, or out of the mechanic. Remember the other people in 
the country who pay taxes. 

When General Grant last visited this building, with his character- 
istic modesty he kept out of this Chamber and sat in that cloak-room 
in the spot I am pointing at. Nearly every Senator of both parties 
visited him before he left, manifesting in the most gratifying manner 
their personal respect. He sat with his accustomed cigar and talked 
freely upon any question that anybody proposed. I will try to relate 
as if I were on the witness-stand what he said apropos of this question. 
He said, “On my way here’’—or this morning, or something of that 
sort—‘‘ a clergyman came to me with a petition or memorial fO Con- 

asking thatevery man who had ever been a prisoner of war should 
E pensioned. I told him he ought to be in better business; that there 
were all kinds of prisoners, There was the volunteer prisoner, who 
got caught easily, because he thereby escaped from an impending battle. 
There were prisoners who, when the signs in the air, that were infal- 
lible to the old soldier, indicated a coming fight, had a stomach-ache 
or a sore toe, or staid behind fixing their shoes, or bathing, or some- 
thing of that sort, and got caught by a squad of rebel cavalry, There 
were others who, without meaning anything out of the way, were get- 
ting a little extra ration from a neighboring farm-house and got swept 
in. Then there were the laughing boys, always to be found, who were 
away out on the skirmish line and ahead of it, to see the first grayback 
and to get a shot at him, and before they knew it they looked around 
and there were the rebel cavalrymen behind them. There were all 
kinds of prisoners. Some of them staid but a short time, had a good 
rest, missed a battle or two, and were better off for haying been prison- 
ers. - Many others suffered fearfully and all who show the effects can 
getapension. Now,” said he, concluding, ‘‘I will tell you what I would 
doif I were President. I would sign any reasonable bill seeking to relieve 
the distress of an honest old soldier, or his widow, or his children, but 
I would not vote one dollar to the able-bodied man.” That last ex- 
pression is precisely as he stated it. Itsank into my memory. I do 
not think I have changed a syllable in the last twenty words of his re- 
marks, 

I live up to that statement. Thatismy platform. I would not care 
to see an old soldier going to the almshouse. If he goes to the alms- 
honse, either his State or the nation must pay the cost, and I would as 
lief the nation should pension him. I am notgoingahead of my State 
when I vote liberally forthesoldier. Wehave our soldiers’ home; we 
have two hospitals, and the finest, where they may live royally so long 
as they need any medical or surgical care, Nota soldier in my State 
has been allowed to suffer. The beneficence of the State gives $80,000 
a year in addition to all the soldiers get from the Federal Government, 
expended trom our own treasury freely and gladly. 

‘The theory of a pension is that it takes care of a man to-day, a suf- 
ferer to-day, a sufferer by reason of service or from a disability, if you 
please, whether he can trace it directly or not. It is the theory of a 
pension bill not to take up a case and go back and give the man two, four, 
six, eight, or ten thousand dollars when he did not apply for it till ten, 
fifteen, twenty, or twenty-five years after the war. To date back to what 
we may believe to be the origin of his disability is not the correct 
theory of pensions. The date of the application is the true time. You 
had a great deal better, if you are going to spend this $500,000,000, 
take it and divide it pro rata among the men who actually need the 
money. Deal liberally with the man who actually needs it. Do not 
throw ont $500,000,000 or $100,000,000 or $50,000,000 at random, and 
to a considerable extent to strong men who are in comparative health 
and have a little property or who did not suffer enough to induce them 
to apply till from fifteen to twenty-five years after the war. Perhaps 
the man can get along pretty well without it. Aim as sharply as you 
can at the actual necessity and take care of the old soldiers, and do not— 
I was abont to say something that is not polite—do not be stampeded 
by claim agents. Do exactly what you think is generous and right. 
The country will sustain you, and it will not otherwise. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I intend to vote for this bill as near 
as it came from the Committee on Pensions as I can, because I believe 
some bill of this kind is proper. I do not mean now to commit myselt 
to saying that when the proper time comes I may not vote for the bills 
that the Senator from Maine and the Senator from Connecticut think 
are so dangerous, but at this particular time I shall vote against the 
pending amendment and I shall vote against all amendments of this 


general character that shall materially change the bill as it came from 
the committee. I vote in that way in the interest of the soldier. I 
do not want by that vote to have it said that I am hostile to further 
legislation in his behalf. 

I do notagree with the Senator from Connecticut who sits by my side 
that we have been extravagant in pension legislation, nor do I agree 
that we have been particularly liberal in our appropriations. 

Mr. HAWLEY, The Senator will pleaseallow me. Ido not know 
that I said we had been extravagant. I said we had been generous 
above all nations in the world, and I am proud of it. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not mean to charge the Senator with what he 
had not said. I got the impression that he thought we had been rather 
extravagant. However, I want to challenge the statement he made 
that we have heen generous. We have not been overgenerous with 
the soldiers of this county, and when the Senator says we have been 
more generous than any other nation in the world I challenge that 
statement. 

I made a showing here two years ago (I could repeat it now if I felt 
at liberty to take the time) that the French people have taken better 
care of their soldiers, have been more liberal towards them and treated 
them with greater equity than we have treated ours. Of course it is 
true that no nation in the world ever poured out its money for its sol- 
diers as we have poured it ay but no nation in modern times ever put 
such a number of men in the ; Bo nation ever put men of the same 
class in the field. They were not the seris or the slaves or the cheap 
people of the country. We took the flower of this land and put it into 
the Army. There were thousands and tens of thousands of them who 
carried their rifles and their knapsacks as privates who were the peers 
of anybody on this floor intellectually, morally, by education, and by 
family attachment and family ties. No other people ever had such an 
army; no other people ever had at the close of a war such obligations 
put upon it as we had put upon us, 

Mr. President, there never was such a war in the history of the world 
as ours. There never was a contest in all the long line of history that 
had any comparison to it. No other people ever fought their equals as 
we fought ours—a national affair, with the very pick and flower of the 
world on both sides, the men of the highest intellectual standing and 
culture on the face of the earth. When we got through with that con- 
flict we had lost one-half of the accumulated wealth of the country 
for two hundred years and we had incurred a debt that the great ma- 
jority of men in this country and all over the world believed was past 
the possibility of being paid. We have paidit. We have paid $2 of 
interest to the men who advanced money to carry on the war where 
we have paid a single dollar to the soldier. 

I do not complain of that, although they bought their bonds at a dis- 
count, ‘They bought them when everything was high and they made 
money on them, but it was the plighted faith of the Government that 
they trusted. We said, ‘‘ We will pay this public debt,” and we are 
paying it. That is right; we ought to pay it. But we said more than 
that. We said to the soldiers and to the sailors of this country that if 
they incurred disabilities wewould pay them a ion. Wesaid more 
than that. We said in every public place in North, we said it on 
the rostrum, we said it from the pulpit, that there was a merit in going 
into the American Army; that we would ever hold its members in 
grateful remembrance; and that there was nothing they could demand 
of this Government that they should not receive. When we can pay 
the great debt of $3,000,000,000 and pay it within a generation and 
less, we can afford to do justice to the soldier; and whenever it shall 
be made to appear to me that there is a just and proper demand I shall 
respond to it without reference to the amount. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] the other day under- 
took to demonstrate that we could not do certain things because there 
was not enongh money; that there would not be sufficient revenues, 
and that is the cry every time itis proposed that we shall do something 
for the soldier. At this hour, right now, to-day, we could call on the 
Treasury for $300,000,000 for any purpose that we might desire and the 
money is there, and it could be taken without detriment to the public 
interest. Ifitis necessary to dojustice, either to pay ourdebts, whether 
they be represented by a bond or whether they be represented by our 
obligation to the soldier, we can in an honr’s notice raise more money, 
and millions more money, than isin the Treasury. We have the power 
to make legal-tender notes, if that be necessary, which we made in the 
hour of our distress, and which we made these men take when they 
were worth 40 cents on the dollar and when they were working at $13 
a month. While the bondholders and the business men who the Sen- 
ator from Maine says are to rise up in arms against our legislation were 
piling up their money by the millions, these men were working for $13 
per month, many of them, and taking their pay in paper money worth 
40 cents on thedollaronly, If we could then make a legal-tender and 
impose it upon the community, we may do it now if there is an obli- 
gation on us to doit. I donot believe there is. There is revenue 
enough. There is abundance of money in our hands and coming in to 
do justice to the soldier and the sailor. 

While I shall vote for this bill clean as it came from the committee, 
because I want to secure practical results, I wish it distinctly under- 
stood that when any fair and legitimate measure comes here looking to 
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the interests of the soldiers it will get my vote, and it will get it with- 
out any fear of the business interests or a change of Administration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB], on which the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, before the vote is taken I wish to say 
afew words in addition to what I before remarked on this question. 

As I intimated in what I observed a few moments ago, I can not vote 
for this as a substantive measure to be attached to the pending bill, but 
I am in favor of the principle of the arrears-of-pension bill. On this oc- 
casion, when again it is called to the attention of the Senate, no man 
upon either side of the Chamber rises to say that this is not a just debt. 
No man rises to say thatitis nota more just obligation than that which 
we have discharged to the pensioner who has drawn his dues from the 
beginning. 

It isa withheld obligation. These men have not asserted theirclaim, 
when it was as just as any claim which we have houored at the Treas- 
ury; and if it were paid to-day, considering the saving of interest 
to the Government, which is a loss to them, they would receive not 
more than 33 cents on the dollar of that which the ordinary pen- 
sioner has received. The disability by reason of which they finally re- 
ceive their pension, and which they must establish before they draw 
anything, is a disability precisely like that for which the ordinary pen- 
sioner is receiving his payment from the country. It was a disability 
contracted in the service, which under existing laws entitled them to 
draw a pension from the Treasury from the date when it was received. 
Now, we set up the statute of limitations against that man in his old 
age for 33 cents on the dollar, when he has offered to compromise 
with us at that rate. We will not pay him that, nor give him the op- 
portunity to prove his claim in the forum of conscience even, when, 
richer than ever betore, with three times the population and four or five 
times the wealth, with the old obliga.ions nearly discharged, we are only 
called upon at the utmost, as is claimed by those who object to this 
measure, to raise $500,000,000, when we pay annually $300,000,000 or 
$350,000,000 for the common expenses of the Government. 

Mr. President, the great name of General Grant has been summoned 
to this arena of debate, and he is quoted against the justice of the claim 
which is set forth in theamendment. General Grant never could haye 
wished to be understood, and never would, it he were living, say that 
33 cents cn the dollar should not be given to those who bled and suf- 
fered and contracted their disabilities under his command. Allusion 
is made to the prisoners of war and to the somewhat slighting manner 
in which he seemed to have discoursed in the confidence of private con- 
versation in regard to them; but General Grant never would have said 
to the American people what has been quoted on this floor as coming 
from his lips. He never would have desired it to be understood that 
there was anything like a general application proper in the observation 
he made with reference to our prisoners of war. If Grant could have 
said that, it would have been a corroboration of the charges of a cruel 
nature which the whole Confederacy laid to him when they said that 
he was the man who was responsible for the sufferings of Andersonville 
by refusing an exchange of prisoners of war. It would revive the sur- 
misings that a certain disgraced Union officer restored to his position 
and to his old standing in the Army owed what the Union soldiers gen- 
erally looked upon as a foul blot upon our escutcheon to the secret in- 
fluence of General Grant. Sir, I disavow the whole; and I say the 
language is not justly attributable to that great man who first organ- 
ized victory in the West and led to its culmination at Appomattox, and 
saved this country, if to any mortal man our restoration to integrity, to 
prosperity, and to perpetuity is to be attributed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will kindly allow me, I want to say 
that there was not a word said in that conversation about the arrears 
of pension orany claim of thatsort. He wasspeaking upon the 
policy of pensions, his aim evidently being to take care of all di 
that could be reached. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is what we are trying to do, and in doing that 
we should first seek to be just before we undertake to claim anythi 
due upon the ground of generosity. This claim for lta: 
adjusted at this late day at 33 cents on the dollar is inly just. 
If it be not just, let some one rise in argument and explain wherein it 
is unjust. Let some one make some reply to this claim, save the ever- 
lasting and disgraceful one that it will cost something, when our ts 
are full of money. No, the arrears of pension ought to be paid. We 
are able to pay them. We simply will not do it because we are not 
obliged to. There is nothing elsein the way at all, and itis a disgrace 
to the American people, as I look at it. 

Now, I wish no Senator to vote for this bill in ignorance of what I 
conceive to be its true force, scope, and construction. I believe it goes 
to the full extent of relieving all existing necessity on the part of the 
old soldier, so far as $12 per month will do it. I believe that the bill 
reaches to the full extent of a service pension, stopping only this side 
of those who have no necessity to plead for its application. I believe 
that there will be an end of the claims for a service pension when it is 
enacted intoa law, and when, under’a just and liberal construction of 
its provisions, it is seen what is really included in the scope of this 


bill of the committee. If it were less than that, if it could be nar- 
rowed in its construction to that which was placed upon the former bill 
by the Executive in a previous Congress who vetoed it, I would never 
support this measure. I believe it reaches every case where a soldier 
depends upon his labor to any degree for support and is disabled at all. 
It does not touch the millionaire; it does not touch the wealthy man; 
it does not touch the man who, with or without disability contrac 

in the service, is yet amply able to support himself; and that man never 
in my judgment, at least in the existing condition of affairs in this 
country, should set up a pension claim. Nor does heaskit. If heasks 
it he has that craven nature which would be a good reason for refusing 
him anything whatever from the country. 

I believe we have here a measure which reaches all cases of proper 
claim against the Government so faras the soldier is concerned, except 
the one of arrears, and I would not ercumber this great and beneficent 
measure in its passage by attaching to it this other measure, in regard 
to which there is a different line of argument necessary in its support 
and in reference to which there may be opposition which will not at- 
tach to the original measure itself. 

I have not found it necessary, in what little I have had occasion to 
say upon the stump and upon public occasions to the soldiers and 
my fellow-citizens in this country, to intimate to them that it was 
likely injustice would be done them by reason of the assertion on their 
part of just claims. I have never found it n to caution them 
in setting up proper claims against the country that the meanness of 
the country would assert itself and deprive them of just payment. I 
have never seen among the soldiers of this country any, I have hardly 
seen a man, who was opposed to the granting of these arrears. 

It may be that in a miscellaneous gathering of soldiers there may be 
a great many who could not claim under such a law, but I have never 
seen them when they would undertake to pretend, orany body of them 
did pretend, that it was not a just claim. Even if it were so, a body 
of soldiers who had been made to believe that, if this act of justice were 
done to the few comparatively who will claim under it, they would be 
deprived of what belonged to them, would hardly be a fair jury to 
whom to submit this right. When popular orators undertake to create 
a wrong impression among a body of men who are to act as a jury upon 
claims which do not interest them generally, they can hardly be looked 
upon as the proper body from whom to select jurors as to a legal obli- 
gation or an equitable obligation. 

No, Mr. President, the soldiers of this country want justice done, 
simple justice and no more than justice, and the American people want 
justice done to the soldiers as well as to themselves. I do not believe 
that the business men of this country will object to justice being done. 
There may be a few bodies, rich by accumulation, who care little for 
others. ‘There are extortioners who would be very glad to keep their 
hoards and not disburse to those whose valor and whose sacrifices gave 
them the opportunity for their acquisitions. There may be a few of 
such persons, but the masses of the American people will do justice, 
and it is safe to assume that. 

I think we can enact this bill reported by the committee into a law; 
and I think, too, that in another measure, properly matured and pre- 
sented at the proper time, we may be able to do something with refer- 
ence to arrears, and that justice, absolute justice, is at the foundation 
of that claim if it is at the foundation of any claim whatever against 
the country. 

Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of my motion made on Saturday to concur in the 
House amendments to the bill (S. 2402) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Allegheny, in the 
State of Pennsylvania. I moveda concurrence in the amendments, but 
the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] objected on the ground that he 


stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylyania asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to consider the House 
amendments to the bill named by him. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let us have the yeas and nays on the pending amend- 
ment and have this matter di of, and then I shall not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made to the request 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, the roll will be called on the pend- 
ing — which is the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PLUMB 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. As I do not know how he would 
vote on this question, I feel constrained to withhold my vote. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. I do not know how 
he would vote on this question. Were he present, I should vote ** nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). “Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vancr]. I should vote ‘‘nay ”’ 
if he were here. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
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the Senator from Louisiana [Mr, Eustis]. If he were here he would 
undoubtedly vote ‘‘nay,’’ and I should vote ‘‘ yae.” 
Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called), Iam with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. I do not know how he 
would vote, and I therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr. RANSOM (when Mr. VANcE’s name wascalled). My colleague 
[Mr. VANCE] is paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Mc- 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called), Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson],whom I do not see in 
the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE] is detained from the Senate 
to-day, and is paired with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck]. I do not know how either would vote if present. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUTLER]. Ido not know how he would vote. I therefore 
withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. Beck 
is detained from the Senate by sickness. If he were here, he woul 
vote ‘‘nay.’? 

The result was announced—yeas 9, nays 46; as follows: 


YEAS—9. 
Allison, Mitchell, Quay, Turpie, 
Ingalls, Plumb, Sherman, Voorhees, 
n, 
NAYS—46, 
Allen, Dawes, Hoar, Pugh, 
Barbour, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, 
Bate, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Be Farwell, Kenna, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McPherson, Ste 
Blair, Frye, Moody, Stock b: 
Call, Teller, 
Chandler, Gibson, Morrill, Vest, 
L Harris, 2 Walthall, 
Colquitt, Hearst,’ Peitigr Napsi 
et w, 
Higgins, Platts 
ABSENT—27. 

Aldrich, Cullom, Hale, ui 
Beck, Daniel, Hampton, Sanford, 

Dixon, Vance, 
Brown, Dolph, McMillan, Wilson of Iowa, 
Butler, Eustis, Paddock Wilson of Md, 

Gorman, Pierce, Wolcott. 
Casey, Gray, m, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PLUMB. I now withdraw my objection to the consideration of 
the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] with regard 
to the bill which he has in charge. 

Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the amendments of the House of Representatives to the 
bill (S. 2402) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
public building fp at Allegheny City, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE: Is there objection? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I shall have to object to the motion, because it 
seems to me entirely wrong to interject any other business while pro- 
ceeding upon this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from New Jersey to object to the present consideration of the bill named 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania. Objection being made, the bill 
can not be considered at this time. The dependent-pension bill is in 
Committee of the Whole and still open to amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I offer the following amendment: On 3, section 3, 
line’3, after the word ‘‘ rebellion’? I move to insert the words ‘‘ or in 
the Florida Indian Seminole war, or in any of the wars between the 
United States and the Indians;’’ so as to read: 

That if any officer or enlisted man who served three months or more in the 
a. or Navy of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, or in 
the Florida Indian Seminole war, or in any of the wars between the United 
States and the Indians, and who was honorably discharged, ete. 

Mr. President, the soldiers who served in the wars between the In- 
dians and the United States, in all parts of the United States, are now 
very old and are dependent to a very large extent. The service which 
they rendered was one of very great merit and resulted greatly to the 
advantage of the country. I suppose that no military service ever 
rendered exhibited greater personal courage and greater adventure or 
resulted more largely in the settlement and development of the coun- 
try than that rendered in the various wars between the United States 
and the Indians. Upon the Southern frontier, we are all well advised 
that the wars were long, destructive, and very cruel, and they resulted 
in the end in the acquisition of Florida and were largely instrumental 
in the acquisition and annexation of the province of Louisi 

In all these years this service was 52A phan both upon the southern 
frontier and upon the northwestern frontier by the pioneers who were 
organized under the authority of the United States into companies of 
volunteers. Their service was demanded for the protection of the 
women and children from the most terrible atrocities, They are now, 


as I said, almost all of them very old and munine Sennen and I 
ask that this amendment may be incorporated in the bi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to have the amendment reported 


again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be again read 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment of Mr. CALL. 

Mr. CALL. Before that is voted on I wish to change the language 
so as to say, ‘The Florida Seminole Indian wars.’’ There were several 
of them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will beso modified. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest to the Senator that he add to his amend- 
ment, ‘‘Occuring prior to the year 1860.” 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection atall to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator so modify his amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BLAIR. So that it may relate only to the wars prior to 1860. 

Mr, MITCHELL. The Senator proposes to limit the provision to the 
Indian wars occurring prior to 1860. 

Mr. BLAIR. Thereason I hadin my own mind was this: That these 
were old claims which have been before the country for a long time and 
often discussed and moved as amendments to almost every pension bill 
we have had for many years; and if weallow the provision toinclude those 
who may take under our general laws, where disabilities have been con- 
tracted in recent years, it might raise comparisons as to the number and 
extent of the expenditures and require some modification of the gen- 
eral law and perhaps embarrass action upon the amendment. 

Mr. MI L. I would suggest “‘ prior to the year 1870;’’ that 
is, twenty years ago. i 

Mr. BLAIR. I will agree to that. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to modifying the amendment in 


that way. 

Mr. PLUMB. The modification is totally unnecessary, because the 
amendment as by the Senator from Florida only refers to the 
Florida Seminole wars. 

Mr. BLAIR. All Indian wars. 

Mr. CALL. ‘Or any other Indian war.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator modify his amend- 
ment? 

Mr. CALL. I modify it, in accordance with the suggestion of the 
Senator from Oregon, by saying ‘‘ prior to the year 1870.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment as modified will be 


The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 3, after the word ‘‘rebellion,’? 
it is proposed to insert: 

Or in the Florida Indian Seminole wars, occurring prior to the year 1870, and 
in any of the wars between the United States and the Indians. 

Mr. CALL. The words ‘‘ prior to the year 1870” should be placed 
after the words ‘‘or any of the Indian wars between the United States 
and the Indians.” 

The CHIEF CLERK. Soas to read: 

Or in the Florida Indian Seminole wars, and in any of the wars prior to the 
year 1870, between the United States and Indians. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no objection to thisamendment and shall 
vote for itso faras Lam concerned. The only fault I find with itis thatit 
does not go far enough. The men who fought in the Indian wars of 
this country, the pioneers who imperiled their lives in the defense of 
the people of the West and of the South in the early history of our 
piei Herne of whom are now advanced in years, should, in my judg- 
men placed on the service-pension rolls. ‘They should be classed, 
without any question at all, in my judgment, with the Mexican-war 
soldiers, those who fought in the Mexican war, and all of whom have 
been placed on a service-pension roll by an act of Congress passed some 
few years since. There isa bill of that character now before the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, introduced by myself early in this session, and I 
hope, whether this amendment be adopted or not, that that bill will 
receive the favorable consideration of the Committeeon Pensions. I have 
some reason to believe that it will. I know of no good objection why 
it should not, and I wishit to be understood in voting for this amend- 
ment that it simply places the pioneer soldiers, who risked their lives 
and property and everything else in the Indian wars of the West and 
South, upon the same footing as the soldiers of the war of the rebell- 
ion, that is,on the dependent-pension list. So if this is adopted I 
shail still hope to have the privilege of voting for other bills to which 
I have referred, which I trust will be reported from the Committee on 
Pensions at an early day. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me a word before he takes 
his seat, he will observe that this is a disabilityact. It relates only to 
those who rendered service prior to 1865 or the early of that war, 
and the amendment offered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], 
if amended so as to embrace down to the date of 1870, gives to those 
who participated in Indian wars the advantages of this bill to a still 
later date than it conveys them to those who otherwise were covered 
by the bill. So it is an advantage to the class he is speaking of. 


1890. 


Mr, MITCHELL. I understand that they have five years’ advan- 
tage, so to speak. It includes all who served in the Indian wars prior 
to the year 1870, while a soldier of the war of the rebellion under this 
bill must have rendered his service prior to 1865. 

I do not wish to detain the Senate and do not wish to interfere with 
the passage of this bill, but I desire to state that I at one time thought 
something of offering my bill, which is a service-pension bill for men 
who fought in Indian wars, as an amendment to this bill. I hesitate, 
however, to do that for fear that it may embarrass the passage of the 
pending bill, which I am very anxious, as we all are, to see passed at an 
early date, but I do hope that the bill which I introduced will receive 
the favorable consideration of the Committee on Pensions at an early 
day. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions if there is pending before that committee a bill which covers 
the amendment now offered by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will inform the Senator from Wisconsin that such a 
bill is before the committee, and my impression is that the Senate at 
the last session of Congress passed a bill which afforded full relief in 
such cases. 

Mr. SPOONER. I shall vote against the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and in so doing I do not wish my 
negative vote to imply an opinion on my part that there is not merit 
in his proposition. I believe it has merit. There #re men in the State 
of Wisconsin, who served the country many years ago in the Black 
Hawk war and other Indian wars, who need pensions, and who, I 
think, are entitled to be remembered in the pension legislation of the 
country; but the bill now before the Senate is a bill carefully matured 
by the Committee on Pensions, which relates to a class of persons whose 
ne: ds are palpable and pressing. It is to afford relief to disabled sol- 
diers of the last war, to dependent fathers and mothers, and to widows 
and orphans who need the appropriation which will be made by this 
measure. Its operation will obliterate, I believe—and it can come 
none too soon—a stigma and a disgrace upon this Government existing 
in many States of the North. 

There is merit in the amendments which have been proposed to the 
bill as independent propositions, and there will doubtless be merit in 
amendments which will be proposed to it, but for myself, regardless of 
the merits of different propositions, I do not intend, against the judg- 
ment of the Committee on Pensions, to vote to place upon this depend- 
ent pension bill, so called, any proposition which will lumber it up and 
weigh it down, upon which there can be difference of opinion, and which 
will thereby endanger its passage. 

For that reason I shall vote against the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Florida, and any other amendment which does not seem 
to be fairly germane and cognate to the main propositions of this bill, 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I can not understand what objection 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] can have to placing the 
soldiers in the Florida war upon the same basis with the soldiers in 
the late war between the States. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says that this present bill will relieve 
many Union soldiers who at this time are dependent, ete. Every word 
that is said in their behalf can be said with equal truth of those old 
soldiers of the Florida Indian wars occurring before the late war. The 
Committee on Pensions have had the case before them Congress after 
Congress, and they have made no provision for those soldiers, 

How ean it possibly be said that it will injure this bill or delay its 
passage in any way or embarrass it in any respect by putting on the 
soldiers who fought in the Seminole war, who fought for the Govern- 
ment, and who are as much entitled to its consideration as those who 
fought in the late war? 

Task the Senator from Wisconsin or any other Senator who opposes 
this provision for these oldsoldiers, many of whom are much older and 
far more dependent than those included in the terms of the present 
bill, what objection he can have to the amendment, save and except 
the objection thatsome of those who will be the beneficiaries of it hap- 

n to live in the Southern States of this Union. If the Senator can 

ring forward any other objection to giving pensions to those soldiers 
who fought the battles of the Union in the Indian wars and giving the 
same consideration to them that he gives to the Union soldiers, save 
and except that they live in the southern part of the Union, I ask him 
to present that objection to the Senate and not attempt to prevent jus- 
tice in their behalf. If this be justice to the others it should bejustice 
to them. Isay that these soldiers have waited long and no provision 
has been made for them, and it seems to me unfair that they should be 
left out and not provided for while ample provision is made for those 
who fought in the late war. 

Mr. PASCO, Mr. President, I heartily concur in everything which 
has been said by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] with refer- 
ence to the old soldiers of the Indian wars. I myselfintroduced a bill in 
their behalf during the last Congress and again in the early part of the 
present session, and I hope that before long some action will be taken 
in their behalf by the Committee on Pensions. Whether the amend- 
ment now offered by my colleague is adoptéd or not, I shall still urge 
the bill which I introduced or the one that was introduced by the Sen- 
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ator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] covering the cases of the soldiers of 
the old wars between the United States and the Indians. 

These veterans have now reached an advanced age. Very few of 
them who were engaged in the Seminole war are now under seventy 
and many are over eighty. My mail is constantly filled with letters 
coming from them and their friends urging that the benevolent and gen- 
erous policy of the Government which has been extended towards other 
soldiers should be extended towards them. 

I hope that the amendmentof my colleague will prevail; but whether 
it prevails or not, I hope that at an early day some action will be taken 
in behalf of these veterans and that their names will be placed upon the + 
pension-roll and that proper provision will be made for them and for 
the widows of suchas have died. 

Mr. CALL. Mr, President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Before the Senator proceeds I wish to inquire at- 
what point his amendment comes in, ; 

Mr. CALL. Section 3, page 3, line 3. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Three all around, then. 

Mr. CALL. Threeall around. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Isit the intention of the Senator to limit his 
amendment simply tothe widows of the soldiers ? 

Mr. CALL, As I propose to amend it, the section will read: 


That if any officer or enlisted man who served three months or more in the 
ang or Navy of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, or in 
the Florida Indian Seminole wars, or in any of the wars between the U 
States and the Indians. 


Mr. MITCHELL, If that were adopted just as the Senator has read 
it, it would simply give pensions to the widows of those persons. 

Mr. CALL. I see that is true, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is that the intention of the Senator? 

Mr. CALL, That is not my intention. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I thought not. 

Mr. CALL. I think the soldier himself ought to have a pension. ~ 

Mr. MITCHELL. The effect of the amendment, if adopted as pro- 
posed, will be simply to pension the widows, and I think that is not 
what the Senator intends, The amendment should come in at another 


point, 

Mr. CALL. Itshould be in the second section, line 3, after the word 
“t rebellion.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida, as the 
canlr understands, changes his amendment so that it will operate as 

‘ollows, 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘rebellion,’”’ 
it is proposed to insert: 

Or in the Florida Indian Seminole wars, and in any of the wars occurring 
prior to the year 1870 between the United States and the Indians, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, I wish to make another suggestion to the 
Senator before he proceeds, and that is that I hope he will strike out 
all in regard to the Seminole war, because there is no propriety, it 
seems to me, in picking out one particular Indian war and mentioning 
it, and then following it by saying ‘‘all others,” 

Mr. CALL. I accept that suggestion. 

Mr, MITCHELL, Then let the amendment be modified in that 


way. 
ane PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read as mod- 
ified 


The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment is modified so as to read: 

Or in the Indian wars and in any of the wars occurring priorto the year 1870 
between the United States and the Indians, 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that to be added after the word “rebellion?” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands it—in the 
third line of section 2. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Please report the amendment again. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 3, after the word “‘ rebellion,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

Or in the Indian wars and in any of the wars occurring prior to the year 1870 
between the United States and the Indians, A 

Mr. MITCHELL. Why not say ‘‘in any Indian war?” 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuggest that the Senator say ‘‘in any of the Indian 
wars.’? It seems to me that will cover the whole case, 

Mr. CALL. I will modify the amendment so as to read: “Or in 
the Indian wars,” ‘‘ or in the wars between the United States and the 
Indians.” 

Mr, BLAIR. Why not use this language: ‘‘Or in any Indian war 
occurring prior to 1870.” 

Mr. CA Iwill accept that modification or any language which 
conveys the idea. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Say ‘‘or in any Indian war occurring prior to 
the year 1870.” 

Mr. CALL. That willanswer. I accept that suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment as again modified. ; 

TheCurer CLERK. In section 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘rebellion,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘orin any Indian wars occurring prior to the 
year 1870;™ so as to read: 

That all persons who served three months or more in the military or naval 
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service of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, or in any In- 
pe rt eane prior to the year 1870, and who have been honorably dis- 
charged, e 


Mr. CALL, Mr. President, this is a dependent S onga bill provid- 
ing for the soldiers of ihe late war who are dependent and in a condi- 
tion of disability. The amendment which I propose is of the same 
character precisely. There is no difference except as to the different 
wars in which this service was rendered. 

I have offered this amendment, embracing all the Indian wars and 
the soldiers who served in them, for a number of years to every gen- 
eral pension bill which has come up. I think everybody upon all oc- 
casions has admitted that they were a proper subject for pension; that 
the service they rendered was equal in importance and in the char- 
acter displayed, in the courage and in the heroism, and in the results 
of the protection and development and improvement of the country to 
any rendered by any soldiers in any war. Their condition now is one 
that demands consideration from the public. 

They are to be found in all of the Northwestern States and in many 
of the Southern States, and their number is quite inconsiderable. 
Nearly all of them have died, and while I should be glad to concur in 
the action proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] and 
supporta bill giving a service pension to all the pioneers who were dis- 
tinguished and who incurred danger or disability in the early settle- 
ment of the country, this amendment is germane to this bill, and in 
my judgment this is the time and the occasion in which it should be- 
come a part of the law. 

I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, it has been the desire of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions to keep this bill as much as possible disembarrassed 
from matter which could be at all considered as extraneous toit. Now, 
the Committee on Pensions have under consideration a bill dranghted and 
introduced by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], upon which 
it proposes to take early and, I trust, favorable action. e bill under 
ahs consideration covers the soldiers in a particular war whose re- 

ns to the Government are well ascertained and definitely known, 


. a subject easy to be considered by the committee, and in their deliber- 


ations the committee were not at all invited to consider whether we 
could properly or conveniently introduce into this measure the element 
of appropriation for soldiers in the Indian wars. Those Indian wars 
were very different. Very often they sprang up and were suppressed 
by people who were not mustered into the service of the United States; 
and yet those people, thus putting down a war of that character, are 
eminently entitled to be considered favorably in any application for a 

nsion. 
pe trust this amendment will not be adopted. I make the statement 
in no hostility to the general spirit of the amendment, but this bill is 
not the place for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
whether there is any limit as to the time of service. 

Mr. CALL. All the conditions of this bill applicable to the Union 
soldiers are applicable to the soldiers of the Indian wars. Three 


_ months is the time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Pe ed goatee nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 

1 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] and withhold my vote. 


Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. I should vote ‘ nay’’ if he 
were present. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
es = ataa (ile On ia [Mr. prova; but after payne 

with his colleague . COLQUITT] I feel at liberty to vote on this 
amendment, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, ALDRICH]. 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I am-paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. If he were present, I should 
vote “nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
desire to inquire if the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] has 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not, 

Mr. JONES,of Arkansas. Iwithdrawmy vote. Iam paired with him. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to inquire if the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR] is recorded. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. He is not. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with him. Ifhe were present, I should 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. BLAIR. I vote ‘‘nay’’_upon this amendment, and I ask leave 
to say that I should be glad to vote for the amendment, but that in the 
judgment of the committee, of which I am a member, it is not deemed 
proper to place it on this bill, and therefore I vote against it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I am paired with the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. Wixson]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr, Eustis]. I do not know how he would vote on this amendment, 
and therefore I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—20, 
Bate, pei oe, Pugh, 
ray, o usy, 
Binckburn, Harvie, are Pont, 
Call, I Payne, Voorhees, 
Dolph, Kenna, PI Walthall, 
NAYS—28. 
Allen, Jonesof Nevada, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dawes, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blair, Farwell, Moody, r, 
Chandi Hawie Pottigre Stockbrid 
ndler, wiley, et w, 
krell, Hea “4 Pierce, % Teller, 5 
Coke, Hoar, Reagan, Washburn, 
ABSENT—H. 
Aldrich. Da Hampton, ui 
Barbour, Ate Higgins, Stanford, 
Beck, u! e, 
Blodgett, Eustis, K Jones of Ar Vance, 
Brown, E McMillan, Wilson of Iowa, 
Butler, Faulkner, MePherson, Wilson of Md. 
Cameron, George, Paddock, olcott. 
uitt, Gorman, Platt, 
Daniel, Hale, Ransom, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DAVIS. I desire to amend the bill in a matter of punctuation. 
On page 3, section 3, line 4, I move to insert a comma after the word 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk asa 
new section. 
u The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
owing: 


raising the money necessary to meet the appropri- 
re 


rents, interest, dividends, salaries, or from any profession, trade, employment, or 
vocation carried on in the United States or elsewhere, or from any other source 
whatever, except as hereinafter mentioned, if such annual gains, profits, or in- 
come exceed the sum of $2,000, a duty of 5 per cent, on the excess over $2,”00and 
not exceeding $5,000; and a duty of 7} per cent. per annum on the excess over 
$5,000 and not exceeding $10,000; and a dut of 10 per cent.on the excess over 
$10,000, And the duty herein provided for shall be assessed, collected, and paid 
upon the gains, profits, or income for the year ending the Sist day of December 
next preceding the time for levying, collecting, and paying said duty; Provided, 
That income derived from interest upon notes, bonds, and securities of the 
United States shall be included in estimating incomes under this section. 

Mr, TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri if he 
thinks that is an appropriate amendment. Does he think it is in our 

wer to raise revenue in this way on a Senate bill? In other words, 
is it in the power of the Senate to originate a revenue bill, which this 
amendment is? Is the Senator serious in that? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, thisamendment simply provides a fund 
out of which this appropriation is to be met, and it seems to me that 
the objection made by the Senator from Colorado would not apply to 
it. We discussed that matter to some extent when we had the anti- 
trust bill before the Senate a few days ago, and it seemed to be the 
general opinion that we had the right to raise revenue for the purpose 
of meeting an appropriation which we were making here by pending 
legislation. 

I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that the Senator has confounded the 
rule. I understand that it is perfectly proper for the Senate to deter- 
mine how the distribution of appropriations may be made. That is 
not the question. This is for the purpose of raising revenue, not sim- 
ply to meet the requirements of this bill, because it is not confined to 
this bill, but to raise generally revenue. In other words, here is an 
income tax proposed as an amendment upon a pension bill. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri certainly can not be in earnest when he thinks we 
can do that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iask forthe re-reading of the amendment, as part 
of it escaped me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. VEST. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Pre’ident—— 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit mo a moment? 
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Mr. DAVIS. Certainly, 

Mr. VEST. Iask unanimous consent to strike ont that portion of 
the amendment which refers to other pension bills, so as to confine it 
to the pen measure. TheSecretary can note the modification. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as modified will be 
read. 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘and 
other acts of Congress providing for pensions;’’ so as to read: 


That, for the purpose of raising the money necessary to meet the appropria- 
tions made by this act, there shall be levied, collected, and paid annually, etc. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I can not believe that the Senator from 
Missouri is serious in proposing an amendmentof that character. It is 
in direct contravention to section 7 of Article I of the Constitution of 
the United States, which provides that— 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives. 

In the very forefront of this amendment it is stated that for the pur- 
pose of raising money the following revenues shall be raised and levied. 

I move to lay the amendment ot the Senator from Missouri upon the 
table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Minnesota moves to lay 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll, 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 


Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], whom I do notsee present, and I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called), I announce for the 
last time my pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Drxon]; and the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. Ransom] desired 
me to announce his pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here I should vote 
‘tyea” and he would probably vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). The Senator from Vir- 
inia [Mr. BARBOUR], with whom I am paired, has been obliged to 
leave the Chamber on account of indisposition. If he were present I 

should vote ** yea ” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I havea general pair with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. If he were present I do 
not know how he would vote on this motion, but I should vote “‘nay.”’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witson]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). Idid not under- 
stand that the motion was to lay the amendment on the table; I could 
not hear the motion of the Senator across the way, and I desire to change 
my vote. I vote ‘*nay.”’ 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—29, 
Allen, Frye, Moody, uire, 
Allison, Hawley, Morrill, Sa 
Blair, Hearst, Pettigrew, Stoek'! 
Casey, Hoar, Plumb, Teller, 
Der E Nevada! tues biman 

ones of Ne wyer, 

Dawes, Man Sherman, 
Farwell, Mitchell, Spooner, 

NAYS—17. 
Bate, Coke, % Voorhees, 
Berr Colquitt, Payne, Walthall, 
Blackburn, erce, 
Call, Harris, 

Kenna, Vest, 
ABSENT —3%6,. 

Aldrich, Dixon, Hale, Piatt, 
Barbour, Dolph, Hampton, Pugh, 
Beck, Edmunds, Higgins, Ransom, 
Blodgett, Eustis, iscock, Stanford, 
Brown, Evarts, Jonesof Arkansas, Turpie, 
Butler, Faulkner, McMillan, Vance, 
Cameron, Gibson, McPherson, Wilson of fowa, 
Cullom, Gorman, Morgan, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Gray, Paddock, Wolcott. 


So the motion to lay the amendment on the table was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to add as a separate section what I send to 
the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section: 


That the Secret. of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll of the United States the name of any officer 


or enlisted man of sixty-two years of age or over, or who shall hereafter reach 


that age, who shall have served nin days or more in the Army, Navy, or 


et, 
Marine Corps of the United States ema Hh the war of the rebellion and shall 
have received an honorable discharge therefrom, said pension to commence 
from the date of the application therefor and to continue during the term ofthe 
life of said officer or ei man, at the rato of $$ a month. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, this proposition is precisely the same 
as the one adopted by Congress on the 29th day of January, 1887, with 
reference to the survivors of the Mexican war. It is provided in that 
act— 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the names of the surviving officers and en- 
listed men, including marines, militia, and volunteers, of the military and naval 
services of the United States, who, being duly enlisted, actually served sixty 
days with the Army or Navy of the United States in Mexico, or on the coasts or 
frontier thereof, or en route thereto, in the war with that nation, or were actu- 
ally engaged in a battle in said war,and were honorably discharged, and to 
such other officers and soldiers and sailors as may have been personally named 
in any resolution of Congress for any specific service in said war, and the sur- 
viving widow of such officers and enlisted men: Provided, That such widows 
have not remarried : Provided, That every such officer, enlisted man, or widow 
who is or may become sixty-two years of age, or who is or may become subject 
to any disability or dependency eee er yr to some cause prescribed or ops 
nized by the pension laws of the United States as a sufficient reason for the 
lowance of a pension, shall be entitled to the benefits of this act. 


Mr. President, there does not seem to be any reason why, since this 
policy of pensioning all the survivors of the Mexican war sixty-two 
years of age and upward has been adopted, we should not apply it to 
the survivors of the war of the rebellion similarly situated. 

I have astatement prepared at the War Department which possesses 
some authority atleast, which I will ask to have inserted in the RECORD. 
at theclose of my remarks, from which itappears that the numberof the 
survi of the war of the rebellion wno will on the 30th day of June next 
be sixty-two years of age or oyer will,be 149,531. The estimate is not 
made here, at least Ido not find it on a cursory examination, as to the 
number of those who are now penaioned, but I have seen a statement 
which would indicate that coméwhere about 90,000 of them were not 
now on the pension-rolls, and would therefore be embraced within the 
purview of this amendment. 

The statement which I have in my hand and which I have asked to 
have printed is somewhat elaborate, and shows the number to be added 
to this list in each succeeding year down to 1909. Tt also gives an ap- 
proximate estimate of the number of ex-Union soldiers now surviving 
and vg aeey rate which may be anticipated until the last one has 

yon 

This statement has been challenged to some extent by ns who 
have examined it, and I do not say that it possesses absolute author- 
ity. The challenge, however, has been because the statement is too 
large as tothe number of ex-Union soldiers surviving, but I think it 
is in all probability substantially accurate. 

Atall events, Mr. President, the amount that will be added to the 
pension payment during the coming year by reason of this amendment 
would be a little less than $10,000,000. Ofcourse the amount would 
increase, as, for instance, in 1891 there would be an addition of 20,817 
persons. In 1892 the number would be 22,692; in 1893, 24,891, and 
so until the maximum of 106,043 is reached in 1905. The number then 
declines untilin 1906, 97,836 are left; in 1907, 44,147; in 1908, 5,672; 
and in 1909, 820. 

It seems to me that we can not do at this time any less for the sur- 
vivors of the war of the rebellion than we did for the survivors of the 
Mexican war. There was no controversy about that measure. It re- 
ceived practically the unanimous support of Congress, and it was signed 
by the President, and I may add at the same session of Congress, as I 
remember now, and perhaps with the same pen with which he vetoed 
the bill giving a pension to the survivors of the war for the Union who 
were disabled. 

The amendment is in the line of a precedent recently established, one 
which is wholesome and one which I do not think we can at this time 
afford to disregard. 

The statement referred to by Mr. PLUMB is as follows: 

TABLE No. 1.—Showing the probable total number, on June 30, 1890, of the eurvivors 
of the war of the rebellion (dudin deserters): the number who will be sixty-two 


years of age or over on that date; also the number who will attain sixty-two yoars 
afler 189, with the year in which they will reach that age. 


Probable number of survivors in 1890, 1,285,471; probable number of survivors 
in 180 sixty-two years of age or over, 149,531. 


Will live to be sixty-two 
years old in year— 


Will live to be sixty-two 
years old in year— 


= 
3 
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TALE No. 2,—Showing the total number of survivors of the war of the re- 
bellion (excludin, Suro Oi June 30 of each year from 1890 to 1909, inclusive, and 

S pan d nial period easter until none shall remain, 
= Year, Survivors Year. Survivors, 


ES 


1, 
1, 261, 232 820, 687 
1, 226, 076. 782,722 
1, 209, 968 | 744,196 
1,182,889 | 705,197 
1,154,810 685, 832 
1,125,725 626, 231 
1, 095, 623 429,727 
1,064, 524 251 727 
1,082) 418 116, 073 
i 999, 339 033 
965,318 6, 298 
930, 380 340 
894, 585 0 


; 


TABLE No, 8.—Showing the probable number, June 30, 1890, of the pensionable sur- 
vivors of the sar of Drei whe are eilher not pensioned or are rated at less 
than $8 per month; the number who will be sixty-two years of age or aver on that 
date; aie tha nena who will altain sixty-two years after 1890, with the year in 
which they will reach that age. 

[Excluding pensioners at $$ a month or over.] 


Probable number of survivors in 1890: Excluding pensioners at $8 or over, 
= ioe. excluding pensioners at $8 or over,sixty-two years of age or over, 


. 


Number Will live to be sixty-two |Number 


years old in year— |e 


52, 623 
59, 700 
67, 655 
76, 507 
89,417 
82, 497 
37.732 

4,783 


Will live to be sixty-two 
years old in year— 


g 


\ en 


TABLE No. 4.—Showing the probable total number of pensionable survivors at sixty-two 
years of age or over, who are not now on the pension-rolls or are rated at less than $8 


‘ 


pe tonn on aea by Edaran gr spe se 1909, inclusive, when practically all 
will become at end of each quinquennial period thereafter 
e A T 


Sysas at sixty-two years or over, excluding pensioners at $3and oyer per 
mon 


Survivors, 


7 ESS 
RAII FERR 


3e 
FAEERE 


np 
w 
ess 


5 sai gE 
ga gàggg 


~ 
= 
` 


Estimated otal ARSE = giatan at nak oropcet of service (desert- 
OFS SXCIUGEOA) ,..ceercoccerossesessu>ssccsrecese ,edouceesenees Sdedeeocess pe soesceousneoscey 


i 


Navy 
Estimated total number of. pensionabl 
Less pensioners at $8 or over per month. 
Estimated total number of pensionable survivors sixty-two years sa 
age or over, June 30, 1890....... AWS 
pensioners at $8 or over per “month... 


Mr. DAVIS. The consideration of this question of the service pen- 
sion, as to when it shall be , as to what age, upon what basis, 
and what is to be expected from such a bill when it goes into operim, 
isundoubtedly very riea and, asa matterof duty, itshould receive 
the consideration of Co but I regret very much that the figures 
which the Senator from has just now submitted to the Senate 
have never been submitted to the Committee on Pensions in connection 


with any measure which has been introduced and referred for their 
consideration, — 


Now, to go on in this manner upon an amendment 
sprung upon this bill at the closing hours of its consideration, voting 
pensions for amounts which are not vouched for and for numbers which 
are not vouched for, strikes me as very hasty legislation and likely to 
be improper. I hope the amendment will not prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the question on 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think I shall venture to have the yeas and nays on 
that if I can get a second. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. President, this dependent pension bill is not al- 
together satisfactory to me, but I want to vote for it because it will re- 
lieve a good many of those who are in distress now, and it will relieve 
the nation from the odium of having a large number of its defenders 
in the poor-houses of thecountry. It bas been going on now for weeks 
and no action has been reached. It seems to me that it is time that 
this one bill was carried through the Senate and placed in the progress 
of enactment by both Houses of Congress. 

I wish to say in regard to the amendment which has just been sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Kansas, speaking for myself alone, that I 
object to it because it does not go far enough, and I make this remark 
now in order that my vote upon the amendment may not be misunder- 
stood by the soldiers. At the proper time I hope there will be intro- 
duced in this Chamber (and if no one else introduces it I shall take 
occasion to do so myself) a bill which is more liberal in its character 
than the amendment which has been submitted by the Senator from 
Kansas. I have examined the figures very carefully, and I do not be- 
lieve they go far enough or are liberal enough to the old soldiers. 

I simply desired to make that explanation before the vote was taken. 

Mr. PLUMB. One little thing did not seem to occur to the Senator; 
and that is, he did not move any amendment to make it more liberal. 

Mr. PIERCE. Iam not prepared to do it in proper form at this mo- 
ment; otherwise I should be glad to do so. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], who is detained from the Senate 
Chamber by official business. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. I should vote “yea” if he 
were present. 


Mr. PLATT (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with theSen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 
Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 


ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. I should vote ‘‘nay”’ if he were 
nt. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have received word from the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY], with whom I have announced a pair, that I am at 
liberty to vote on this amendment. I therefore vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. HALE] is 

paired with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK]. 

Eie JONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the n 
am paired with the Senator from New York (Mr, Hiscock]. 
not in the Chamber I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DOLPH. I announce my pair with the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 38; as follows: 

YEAS—19. 


tive). I 
As he is 


Allison, Hoar, Moody, Squire, 
Cullom, Ingalls, ans Seiad Turple, 
Dawes, Jones of Neyada, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Evarts, ‘anderson, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
e, Mitchell, Sherman, 
NAYS—38, 

Allen, Colquitt, Higgins, Sawyer, 

te, Daniel, na, pooner, 
Berry, Davis, MeMillan, Stockbridge, 
Blackburn, Farwell, McPherson, Teller, 
Blair, Faulkner, organ, Vv 

il, rge, Morrill, Walthall, 

y, Gibson, i Washburn. 
Chandler, arris, Payne, Wilson, of Ma. 
'ockrell, Hawley, 
Coke, 
ABSENT—25. 

Aldrich. Dixon, Hampton, Stanford, 
Barbour, Dolph, Hiscock, ite wart, 
Beck, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Paddock, Wolcott, 
Brown, Gorman, Platt, 
Butler, Gray, Pugh, 
Cameron, Hale, Ransom, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


1890. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire, with the permission of the Senate, to say one 
word in regard to the amendment which has just been rejected. I 
voted for it because I desired in this way to express my belief that the 
principle of a service-pension bill ought to be adopted with reference to 
those veterans who have attained a certain advanced age, and I sup- 
pose the age fixed in the amendment is the proper one to conform to 
the present laws, Ido not, however, altogether like the amendment 
as it was proposed, and should prefer, when the system or doctrine of 
service pensions is adopted that there should be something in the way of 
a graduation of the pension to the lengthof service. I donot think that 
a three-month man, who perhaps never was in the front, who merely 
enlisted and guarded some fort, perhaps sometimes even a fort in one of 
the Northern harbors, should be entitled to precisely the same amount 
of service pension as a veteran who went to the war and staid all 
through and bore the burden and heat of the day. 

I introduced some two years ago, at the request of a person who had 
carefully studied this matter, a bill giving so much a day, a service 
pension proportioned to the length of service, which I think would be 
a more just and reasonable provision than the one just now proposed. 
I recorded my vote in favor of this project of the Senator from Kansas 
because, as I said, I desired to express my approbation of the principle 
and my belief that the time has come when we ought to be dealing 
with this pension subject in that line. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out, commencing in line 6, page 2, 
of the reprint of the bill, in section 2, these words: 

Which incapacitates them from the performance of labor in such a degree as 
to renderthem unable to earn a support, and who are dependent upon their daily 
ner or on the contributions of others not legally bound thereto, for their sup- 
po: 

Thateliminates from the section what is known as the dependent feat- 
ure of it. I have already statedall Icaretosay upon that point, and now 
will say something in response to what the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. HoAr} has said. 

There is great force in the suggestion, upon general principles, that 
whoever served the longest should have the greatest pay where that 
pay was given because of the service alone, not on account of disability. 
In proposing the amendment which I did, and which has been voted 
down, I followed the example which Congress has recently set with ref- 
erence to the survivors of the Mexican war and the precedent which was 
set in the pensions to survivors of the warof 1812. It may be proper 
at thisdate now to make a new rule in regard to the suryivors of the 
war of the rebellion. Upon that I do not care to express any final 
opinion, but merely to say that it is totally opposed to every principle 
of legislation which we have heretofore applied in the shape of pen- 
sions, and that whoever seeks to apply it in such a way as to do exact 
justice will find there is considerable difficulty before him. Yet I 
would be willing to vote for some such proposition as the Senator from 
Massachusetts has spoken of, perhaps the identical one that he has sug- 
gested, and I hope the fact that I have presented these amendments 
which have been criticised by a member of the committee and by the 
Senator from Massachusetts as being crude—— 

Mr. HOAR. I did not eriticise—— 

Mr. PLUMB. As being objectionable because they did not go far 
enough, and soon. I hope they will not be restrained by any means, 
now, inasmuch as this matter has been voted down, to propose another 
measure which they think will more nearly meet the situation. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Excuse me, The Senate furnishes PRUDD; pon, 
ink, paper, and things of that sort. The Senator from North ota 
who spoke [Mr. PIERCE] has had some experience in putting his 
thoughts upon paper. The Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] 
himselfis somewhat of an adept in that line. I hope there will not be 
any restraint growing out of any lack of appreciation of the ability of 
Senators on that subject or of any innate modesty either. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose it will be remembered that nearly all who 
would be covered by this proposition to give a service pension upon at- 
taining the age of sixty-two years are already included in the terms of 
the present bill, for not less than three-fourths of the soldiers of the 
country who are not already pensioned under other laws are included 
under the provisions of this bill whether they have reached the age of 
sixty-two or are younger. Of those sixty-two years of age there are at 
least three-fourths who are incapacitated by ‘‘ mental or physical dis- 
ability”? ‘‘from the performance of labor in such a degree as to render 
them unable to earn asupport, and who are dependent upon their daily 
labor, or on the contributions of others not legally bound thereto, for 
theirsupport.’’ The universal construction of the language used in the 
pension laws is that the support or the dependence need not be total in 
order to enable the claimant to avail himself of the provisions of the 
law, and this incapacity to earn a support need not be a total sf tne 

Any incapacity such as is included in the language which ve 
read here in the sixth and tenth lines, any lack of aes or any de- 
gree of dependence, whether it be dependence wholly or in part, or 


support wholly or in part, is sufficient to bring the soldier within the | th 


terms of the bill. Any one who knows aught of the condition of the 
soldiers of the country must see that the bill covers everybody who 
ought to have help, no matter what the age is, and the amendment 
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proposed by the Senator from Kansas would simply be inclusive of 
those soldiers who are over sixty-two years of age who do notneed any 
assistance whatever. For my own part I am against the pensioning of 
millionaires, I do not care what their age is or what their service may 


ve 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair), The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas tr. 
PLUMB]. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2 of the reprint of the bill, line 6, 
after the word “habits,” it is proposed to strike out all down to and 
including the word ‘‘support’’ in line 10, as follows: 

Which ineapacities them from the performance of labor in such a AS as to 
render them u: e to earn a support, and who are dependent upon their daily 
eos or on the contributions of others not legally bound thereto for their sup- 
pol 

So as to read: 

That all persons who served three months or more in the military or naval 
e United States during the late war of the rebellion, and who have 
been honorably d therefrom, and who are now or who may hereafte: 
suftering from mental or physical disability not the result of their own vicious 
habits, l, upon making due proof of the fact according to such rules and 
regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may provide, placed upon the 
list ae invalid pensioners of the United States, and be entitled to receive $12 per 
month. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing te the 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move to add as a new section the following: 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The questionis upon agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, there has been for a long time a con- 
tention, with which members of the Committee on Pensions especially 
are familiar, that the men who were confined in Andersonville, Salis- 
bury, and other Confederate prisons should be entitled to a recognition 
of their sufferings and disabilities which they are not able to make 
proof of for reasons which are entirely obvious. The bill as reported 
from the committee will give a certain recognition to them, bùt it will 
not give arecognition which carriesa rating above $12 per month. This 
amendment is in the line of the provisions of the second section, but 
will have the advantage of giving a greater rating than $12 to a num- 
ber of these very deserving men, I know the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, with that preference for his own bantling which 
all parents have, does not want the bill amended, but I hope he will 
see thatin this amendment there is sufficient merit to warrant the ex- 
ception. It will make at the same time a very just recognition of a 
deserving class of people who may not get relief if they do not get it 
through the medium of this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. Theamendment has no proper place in this bill. The 
question of presumption under the bill, when or where a man was dis- 
abled, is entirely done away with by its very provisions. By the bill 
it is sufficient if a man is disabled at the time he filed his application, 
no matter when or where he may have incurred the disability. So far 
as benefits under the bill are concerned, whether he incurred the disa- 
bility in prison twenty-five years ago or yesterday as the result of any 
of the ordinary casualities of life makes no difference. Hence the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas, however apparently merito- 
rious, is not harmonious with the provisions or the theory of the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. | It is quite possible that, as the discussion proceeds, 
I shall vote against something, perhaps more than one thing, that I 
heartily believein. But an experience of some years in Congress has 
taught me this at least, whether it has others, that if you have a com- 
mittee you trust, and that committee give great time to a bill and are 
sure of it, and it is well considered, and the committee come in unani- 
mously and beg you to stand by the measure and not listen to plausible 
amendments, it is better to do it practically, because then we shall get 
something done certainly. I am afraid to vote for amendments in this 
way. I shall vote against any amendment to the bill simply on that 
ground, and I want to get through a first-rate proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment propos by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. VEST. J call for the yeas and nays. 

The À oe and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e ro 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 

ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. If he were here I should vote 
nay. 


Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If he were present I 
should vote “yea.” 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If I were at liberty to vote I 
should vote “‘ yea.” 3 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. If he were present 
I should vote “' nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcE]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr, BARBOUR], who is detained from the Senate 
by indisposition. If he were present I should vote ** yea.’’ 

The rolk-call was concluded. 

i Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Louisiana [ Mr. Eustis] to the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], 
who is paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], so as to 
enable both the Senator from Arkansas and myself to vote. t being 
agreeable to the Senator from Arkansas, I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. On the transfer of pairs, as stated by the 
Senator from Nebraska, I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwill inquire if any Senator has announced a pair 

“with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]? I understand 
he is paren with some Senator and I shall not attempt to transfer my 

r to 
Pie EVARTS (after having votedin the affirmative). I ask whether 
the vote of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ] is recorded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 

Mr, EVARTS. Then I must withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FARWELL (after having voted in the affirmative), Idesire to 
inquire if the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr.FARWELL. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr.STEWART. The Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] has 
a general pair with his colleague [Mr. Hearst]. I understand that 
his colleague voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PLATT. As the Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] is 
absent and unpaired, I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] to the Senator from California and vote. 

Mr. HARRIS, Which Senator from California does the Senator from 
Connecticut refer to? 

Mr. PLATT. I refer to the senior Senatér from California [Mr. 
STANFORD]. His colleague has voted. 

Mr. HARRIS. My understanding has been that the Senator from 
mpi [ Mr. STANFORD] is generally paired with his colleague [ Mr. 

EARST]. 

Mr. PLATT. And his colleague [Mr. HEARST] voted the same way 
which he would vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. That answers my question. 

Mr. PLATT. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair announces that his col- 
leage [Mr. HALE] is necessarily detained from theSenate and is paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. If permitted, he would 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire again to announce the absence of my 
colleague [Mr. BECK] on accountof ill-health. If he were here, he 
would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM. I will make another inquiry. -I wish to ascertain 
whether the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] has been an- 
nounced as paired with any Senator? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] 
is with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

r. CULLOM. All right; I can not get in my vote. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] is 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. TheSen- 
ator from Rhode Island asked me to arrange the pairand wished me to 
state that he is in favor of the bill, and if present would vote for it. 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—2, 
Allen, George, M a Spooner, 
Al Gibson, Mo: Squire, ` 
Blair, Hawley, Paddock, Stewart, 
Call, earst, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Casey, P < Teller, 
Chandler, Hoar, Pierce, Turple, 
Davis, Ingalls, Platt, Voorhees, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, Walthall, 
Edm McPherson, Sawyer, ashburn 
Faulkner, Manderson, Sherman, ‘Wilson of owa. 

NAYS—12 
Bate, Cockrell, f Reagan, 

Jones of Vest, 
E rn Ae a of Md 


Morgan, 


Barbour, Cullom, Gray, Pasco, 

Beck, Dixon, iran Quay, 

Brown, 5, Hiscock, Stanford, 

Butler, Evarts, Kenna, Vance, 

Cameron, Farwell, McMillan, Wolcott. 
So the bill was 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thetitleof the bill must be amended. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The committee report to amend the title, so as 
to read: ‘‘ A bill granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are in- 
eapacitated for the performance of labor, and providing for pensions to 
their widows, minor children, and dependent parents.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions how a soldier who is now incapacitated for labor 
can have a widow. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iask unanimous consent that the word “their” be 
stricken out before the word ‘‘ widows.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
title will be amended as it will now be read. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of labor, 
and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent 
parents.’’ 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7496) to provide for 
certain of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the Government for the fiscal yearending June 30, 1890, and 
for other purposes; that it further insisted on its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 41 to the said bill, and that it asked 
a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, Mr. CANNON, 
and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2542) further to provide for the administration of oaths, with an amend- 
ment in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 753) authorizing and directing the sale of certain prop- 
erty belonging to the United States, situate in Pittsburgh, Pa.; 

A bill cr R. 2142) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman; 

A bill (H. R. 6952) to amend section 1018 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned 
Fort Ellis military reservation in Montana under the homestead law, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 75) to fix the regular terms of the circuit and district 
courts for the southern district of Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 3971) to make valid a deed to a certain tract of land 
in Bibb County, Georgia, made and delivered by Brig. Gen. Davis Til- 
son, acting assistant commissioner of the Freedman’s Bureau, to Sam- 
uel I. Gustin, his heirs and assigns; 

A bill (H. R. 7044) to amend section 707 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R.7305) to deprive the judge in a courtof the United States 
of the authority to give an opinion upon questions of fact; 

A bill (H. R. 8240) to require the United States circuit and district 
judges to instruct the jury in writing when requested; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 14) authorizing the use and improvement 
of Castle Island, in Boston Harbor. 


NATIONAL MUSEUM. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to move that the communication from the secretary 
of the Smithsonian Institution, dated January 21, 1890, in relation to 
the National Museum and its contents, be printed asa document. ~ 

The motion was agreed to, 


REPORT OF CHIPPEWA INDIAN COMMISSION. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back the message from the President of the United States, 
transmitting the final report of the Chippewa Indian Commission, and 
to recommend that the usual number of this document only be printed. 
I ask that that order be made now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the absence 
of objection. The Chair hears none. 


DUTY ON WORKS OF ART. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and He it the United States in assembled ; 

y nacenlin tenseenbe os toaees oes tae from the k= of Bate tm relation tote dic; 
criminating duty now imposed upon foreign works of art, and recommend that 
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fatanina neare pots | to the ayes pele. discrimination, be taken by Con- 
gress during its present sessio: racticable, 
“yin BENJ. HARRISON, 


MANSION, 
Washington, March 31, 1890. 
SENATORS FROM MONTANA. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to proceed to the consideration of the report of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections in regard to the Montana 
contested-election case. I will state that it is not my purpose to urge 
the Senate to proceed with the matter to-night, but to make it the un- 
finished business, 

Mr. GORMAN. I call the attention of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to the fact that the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. GRAY] who sub- 
mitted the views of the minority is not here. 

Mr, HOAR. I have an understandingwith the Senator from Dela- 
ware that this case shall not be proceeded with until to-morrow, Tues- 
day. I call it up, as I just stated, for the sake of making it the 
unfinished business for to-morrow. I propose now to move to proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion ison agresing to the motion 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and forty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 50’clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, April 
1, 1890, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received bythe Senate the 31st day of March, 1890. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF WYOMING. 

Clarence D. Clark, of Wyoming, to be associate justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Wyoming, vice Samuel T. Corn, whose 
term expired March 29, 1890. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Frank D. Allen, of Massachusetts, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Massachusetts, vice Owen A. Galvin, resigned. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Frank Buchanan, of Missouri, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Missouri, vice John W, Emerson, to be re- 
moved. 

UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


Alton Angier, of Georgia, to be consul of the United States at Rheims, 
vice Samuel H. Keedy, recalled. 
ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 


Leckinski Ware Spratling, a resident of Alabama, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 31, 1890. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


John F. Selby, of North Dakota, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of North Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 31, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read. 


CORRECTIONS OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the Journal corrected. 
The Clerk read that Mr, Lewis had asked for unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill to issue a duplicate check to O. M. Carter. 
It should have been Mr. Lester, of Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the Journal. The 
amendments presented to the bill (H. R. 2402) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Alle- 
gheny, in the State of Pennsylvania, are stated to have come from the 
Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds. The amendments did 
not come from that committee, but were proposed by ou, poor 

TheSPEAKER. The correction will bemade, TheJournal as cor- 
rected will, without objection, be approved. 


PURE LARD. 


Mr. MORGAN obtained unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD the following memorial from the presidents of eleven State 
Farmers’ Alliances: 

Ata meeting of presidents of the various State Farmers’ Alliances, called by 

the National F. 


passage of said meas 
Jt was also resolved that the above resolution pertaining to national legisla- 
tion on the eompound-lard bill shall be printed in The National Economist and 
be placed on the desk of each Senator and Representative. 
e abore resolutions were unanimously adopted. 
L. L. Polk, preeayati W.S. Morgan, Arkansas; W_I. Vason, Florida; 
T.S. Adams, Louisiana; S. B. Alexander, North Carolina; S. D. A. 
Duncan. Texas; J. P. Buchanan, Tennessee; S, M. Adams, Ala- 
; L. F. Livingston, Georgia; J. B. Dines, Missouri; E.T. 
Stackhouse, South Carolina; R. W. Goleman, Mississi ppi. 


SALE OF UNITED STATES PROPERTY IN PITTSBURGH, PA. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fer the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

bill (H. R. thorizi directing the sale of certain property be- 
yt as the Deed States, t fico in Pittsburgh, Pa. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to reserve the right of objection until 
explanation has been made of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill has not been read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There is so much confusion we are unable to hear 
what business is being transacted. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to sell and convey to the purchaser or purchasers all the right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to all that certain parcel of ground, 
longing to the United States, situate in the city of Pittsburgh, Pa., at the north- 
west corner of Penn avenue and Garrison alley, in the fourth ward ot said 4 
fronting 100 feet on the west side of Penn avenue and extending northwardly 
along the west line of Garrison alley, preserving the same width, to low-water 
line of the Allegheny River, subject, however, tosuch public easements as exist 
thereon and thereover. . 

Sec, 2, That said saleshall be by publicauction after due advertisement, daily, 
for three weeks in three newspapers of the city of Pittsburgh, and after publi- 
cation of notice by printed hand-bills posted for that length of time on said 
property and in ten of the most conspicuous places in the said city, and shall be 
of the property as a whole or in parts, for cash, as in the judgment ofthe Secre- 
tary of War may best subserve interest of the United States and secure the 
best price for entire property, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, before unanimons consent is given I 
bopa Oak the report ffom the Secretary of War, if there is one, will 
be 3 

Mr. DALZELL. I will say to my friend from Indiana, if he will 
give me his attention, that the sale of this property has been recom-, 
mended by four different Secretaries of War: first by Secretary Belknap, 
then by Secretary Lincoln, then by Secretary Endicott, and last by Sec- 
retary Proctor. > 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the reasons given by the present Secretary 
for the sale will be stated. 

Mr. DALZELL. The reason assigned is that the property is of no 
use to the Government. It is worth, perhaps, $250,000 or $300,000, 
and the Government is substantially paying $18,000 a year rent for 
property that it does not use. This isa piece of old fort property which 
was abandoned as a fort seventy-five yearsago. It is now in the busi- 
ness portion of the city of Pittsburgh and is very valuable, while it is 
of no use to the Government. On the last page of the report there 
appears an extract from a communication from General S. V. Benét,Chief 
of Ordnance and Acting Secretary of War, in which he says: 

This land is not needed for the use of this Department, but the United States 
should sell what it owns—all its right, title, and interest—for cash, at public 
auction, the proceeds of the sale to be covered into the Treasury. 

And under date of January 15, 1890, Quartermaster-General S. B. 
Holabird, in a letter to the committee, says: 

Th rty i i f ol F.: 
nion of the, United Seales dineo 1794. TE is not pow heeded, and will not be 
needed in the future for military purposes. D 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I may add to what the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has said, that the bill is reported unanimously from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MAISH. And it was reported unanimously by the Committee 
on Military Affairs in the last Congress, 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? $ 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will go into the RECORD as show- 
ing the basis of this action. 

. BLOUNT. Ido not see the object of printing the report after 
the bill is eee: 

The SP. It tends to keep the proceedings of Congress from 
being read. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. We often sell property low and afterwards buy it 
back at high prices, and I wish to have this report printed to show the 
reasons for sale. 

Mr. BLOUNT, I do not object to this report being printed; but, 
Mr. Speaker, we are in the habit almostevery day of passing bills first 
and then printing the reports in the RECORD, and I do not see the ob- 
ject of that practice, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Itis convenient as a matter of reference. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But there is no use in printing the report after the 
bill is passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to printing the report? 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, ) is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs have considered House bill No. 753, an- 


thorizing and directing the sale of certain property belonging to the United 
States, situate in Pittsburgh, Pa., and recommend that it do pass for the follow- 


reasons : 
property in question constitutes a portion of what was originally Fort 
Fayette, situate on the banks of the Allegheny River. By an act of Congress 
pore August 2, 1813, all of the property originally owned at this place by the 
nited States was authorized to be wacom of by publicsale, and subsequentl 
all was so disposed of excepting the portion now embraced in this bill. Th 
has been for some years under the control of the Quartermaster's Department. 
It has on it a two-story brick house and some other buildings of no importance. 
Owing to the growth of the business portion of the city of Pittsburgh the prop- 
erty has now become very valuable and would command a high price in the 
market if exposed to sale. As long ago as 1874 this property was the subject of 
ial examination and report by the ipie rnenso dg Dermetnenk Ins com- 
dressed to the Adjutant-General, C. G. Saw- 


special 

“The whole property is centrally located, 

maser and is very valuable. There seems to be no probability of it ever be- 

ng needed for military papos I am therefore of opinion and I recommend 
that the whole ueenpesty sold at public auction, after due public notice, so soon 
as uisite authority therefor can be obtained. 

Following this report Quartermaster-General M, O. Meigs, in June, 1874, in 
his report to the Secretary of War, made the following statement: 

" As this real estate of the United States is said to be worth $100,000 and is not 
now needed for use of the Quartermaster’s Department, it is believed to be ad- 
visable that the question of its sale at public auction should be submitted to 

Six cent, of the estimated value of $100,000 is $6,000 per annum, 
wW is pro! y greatly in excess of what the rent of any quarters and store- 
honses needed in the future at Pittsburgh will cost.” 

This report to the Secretary of War was sent to Congress with the favorable 
indorsement of the then Secre! of War, Hon. William W. Belknap, For 
some reason or other no action taken by Congress in the premises. 

Since the proceedings recited were had the value of this property has very 
greatly increased, and its retention by the Government is now, in the judgment 
of the committee, very unwise. It does not seem to be needed for Government 
purposes, and the amount that it would bring at a fair sale would yield in inter- 
est a rent which the Government is not j fied in paying for property that is 

ically useless to it. A communication to the committee, signed “S. V. 
ét, brigadier-general, Chief of Ordnance and Acting Secretary of War,” 
under date of March 7, 1888, says: 

“ This land is not needed for the use of this department, but the United States 
should sell what it owns—all its right, title, and interest—for cash, at public 
auction, the proceeds of the sale to be covered into the Treasury.” 

Quartermaster-General S, B, Holabird, in a letter to the committee dated Jan- 
mipbe property ia questh of old Fort Fayette, has been in th 

a TO nq on, a o o aye min the 
sion of tho nited States since Aeri Itisnotnow needed and will not be Seeded 
in fature for military purposes.” 


The bill was ordered to be e and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and i 

Mr. DALZELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pusen; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEWIS STEELMAN, 


Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
presou consideration of the bill which I send to the desk (H. R. 2142), 
or the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to withdraw from the files of the Department of State, and 
deliver the same to the heirs of Lewis Steelman, or their legal representative, 
the papis and evidence presented to the late American and Mexican Claims 
Comm n, organized pursuant to the convention of July 4, 1868, between the 
United States and Mexico, in his claim nst Mexico for $54,500, for the seizure 
of wrecking apparatus by the captain of the port of Salina Cruz, September 19, 
1869, which case is known as 563 on the docket of said commission, to enable 
said heirs, evap, bonne legal representatives, to further prosecute said claim 
against Mexico through the Department of State. 


Slow! PE PAESE Is there objection to the present consideration of 


this ? 

EE Idesire to hear an explanation, reserving the right 
to obj 

. Mr. DUNNELL. I will make the explanation in a very few words. 

Mr. Steelman in 1870 filed some papers in the State Department, to be 
placed before the Mexican Commission, but it turned out that the papers 
were filed too late. They are of no use there, and the State Depart- 
ment does not desire their ion, as it declines to make any use of 
them in the prosecution of the claim. This citizen simply desires to 
withdraw those papers from the Department, and the Department 
makes no objection, but concedes the fitness of this legislation, with the 
amendment which is found in the latter part of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does it require an act of Congress to enable a 
man to withdraw such papers? 


Mr. DUNNELL. It does. 

The SPEAKER. -Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as follows: 

Anona by haath gr Be an sneme bcbg Ragen genset beio the ovins 

: “to enab! eir legal representativ: rther 

pacuseute said very ae EN BEAN ETPA the Department of State.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was Any BA read the third time, and . 

Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CASTLE ISLAND, BOSTON HARBOR. 


Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res, 14) 
authorizing the use and improvementof Castle Island, in Boston Harbor. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, eic., That permission be, and is hereby, granted tothe city of Boston 
in the State of usetts, through its park commissioners, to improve and 
beautify Castle Island, situated in said dy and belonging to the United States, 
in connection with a publie park to be 1 d out on land adjoining and connect- 
ing with said island, with the right to the said city of Boston to make such ex- 
cavations and fillings, and erectand maintain such structures as the of 
War may from time to time approve: Provided, That this resolution shall not 
be construed to pass any title in said island, but that the ownership and control 
of the said grounds shall remain entirely in the United States, and shall be sub- 

ect to ae and uses for military or other purposes as the Secretary of 
ar may direc 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this joint resolution ? 

‘There was no objection. 

An amendnient recommended by the committee was read, as follows: 

Amend by aiding, the following words: 

“And that the bridge leading trom the harbor line to the island shall not be 
oie Ta until the plans for the same have been approved by the Secretary 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be and read 
a third got and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, an e 

Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HARBOR LINES IN PORTAGE LAKE, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. HERMANN. Iam directed by the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors to ask for the present consideration of the bill (H; R. 7345) 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to establish new harbor 
lines in Portage Lake, Houghton County, Michigan. 

Mr. BYNUM. I call for the regular order. 


FORT ELLIS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. MCRAE. I desire to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands upon the bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the 
disposal of the abandoned Fort Ellis military reservation, in Montana, 
under the homestead law, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed fo cause the lands embraced within the abandoned Fort Ellis 
military reservation,in Montana, to be regularly surveyed by an extension of 
the public surveys over the unsurveyed portions thereof. 

Sxc,2. That upon approval of such surveys by the Secretary of the Interior 
said Jandsshall become a part of the public domain and subject to exploration, 
location, entry, and settlement under the mining and homestead laws of the 
United States, and not otherwise: i That nothing herein contained 
shall limit the operations of any grant of land heretofore made to the State of 
Montana for educational or other pe 

Sec, 3. That the Secretary of t Interior shall cause any improvements, 
buildings, building materi: and other property which may be situate see 
such lands not heretofore sold by the United States authorities to be Sage 
hy sares competent and disinterested men, to be appointed by him, who shall, 
after each having been duly sworn to impartially and faithfully execute the 
trust imposed in him, appraise the said improvements, buildings, building ma- 
terials, and other ee situate thereon and report their p: ings to 
Secretary of the Interior for his action thereon; and thereupon the Secretary of 
the Interior shall cause the same to be advertised for sale at public auction, to 
the highest bidder, for cash, in at least two ne rs of general circulation 
ed in said te of Montana for four su ve weeks, giving the time 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on the Public 
Lands were read, as follows: 


Amend section 2 by inserting after the word “lands” in line 2 the words “ not 
otherwise dis of,” 

Eph hrer i peel oy soled Tie nothing in this act shall be construed to wai 

# n co) to ve 
or release in any way any right of the United States to have the lands granted 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company forfeited for any failure, past or fut- 
ure, to comply with the conditions of this grant.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER. Thequestion is upon ordering this bill as amended 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that since the report-. 
ing of this bill to the House I have received from a gentleman named 
J. W. Imes, claiming to reside on the land in question, a telegram re- 
questing that action on this bill be suspended, and stating that he 
would send to the distinguished gentleman representing that State 
[Mr. CARTER] affidavits on the subject. I understand that those affi- 
davits have been received. I have conversed with the gentleman from 
Montana, and in view of his statement I do not feel justified in asking 
forther postponement of this question, as he is of opinion that the rights 
claimed by this party are not injuriously affected by the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish tq say a word in addition, I notice that my 
friend from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] has not excepted from the home- 
stead provision in this bill the commutation clause. I thought that 
exception had been made, I hope there will be no objection to makin 
the exception by inserting a provision that ‘‘agricultural lands shall 
be disposed of under the provisions of the homestead law, except sec- 
tion 2301, which shall not apply.’’ 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a question of order. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
Bee nyna in debate proceeding unless we have order enough to hear 
it. I have not heard a word that the gentleman from Indiana has said, 
and I have been listening intently. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point is well taken. The 
House will come to order. Gentlemen in the aisles will please take 
their seats. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I would be glad to have the view of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] in regard to the matter I have suggested. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, if this bill becomes law these lands are 
opened for settlement under the homestead law. No general bill re- 
pealing the commutative section of this law has ever passed Congress, 
and none has been favorably reported to this House at this session from 
the Committee on Public Lands. The committee is unwilling, I think, 
to make at this time any special law to apply to these lands which does 
not apply toother public lands. The pre-emption law will not operate 
as to the lands to be opened by this bill, This isthe law under which the 
frauds, if any, have been committed. We simply extend to this 33,000 
acres the provisions of the homestead law. I think that is right, and 
so far as I am concerned I would like to make such a general law. I 
do not see the use of the pre-emption law; but with it out of the way 
there is use for section 2301. Some such law is necessary to protect 
settlers against unforeseen casualties. I hope the bill will pass. Itought 
to pass, and pass speedily, so that the land may be opened in time for 
settlement during the coming season. It is right and gives no prefer- 
ence to any one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, in our later legislation this commuta- 
tion clause has been almost uniformly suspended, for the reason that 
under it the purchaser generally buys for purposes of speculation, not 
for the purpose of securing a home, and because with that section in 
operation, you might as well apply at once the pre-emption law. 

Mr, McRAE. The person taking up this land under the homestead 
law must swear that he does so for uctual settlement and cultivation, 
and not for the purpose of speculation. He can only get it in this way, 
and after so swearing, he must, before he receive title, prove this fact 
by two witnesses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Our experience, however, has been that vast bodies 
of land have been taken up for speculation under the commutation pro- 
vision, as my friend knows. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think the gentleman is mistaken about that. The 
frauds have been committed under the pre-emption law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I was not present in the committee when this 
subject was acted on, I do not feel justified in antagonizing this bill, 
although I am not satisfied with it in this respect. 

Mr. MCRAE. Iwill say further, in support of the position assumed by 
the committee, that in the passage of the Oklahoma bill through the last 
Congress, section 2301 and also the provisions of the pre-emption law 
were not permitted to operate in that Territory; but when we came 
back here at this session we found there wasa clamor from that country 
for some relief of this kind, and the result was that, while in the bill 
organizing the Oklahoma Territory the exception that my friend from In- 
diana would insist upon was inserted, the provisions of the pre-emption 
law, much more dangerous, were at the same time extended to that 
Territory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; but the reason was that the section 
having that effect was never reached for consideration by the House. 
If it had been reached, I have no doubt it would have been struck ont. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. MCRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRANK. I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 

URGENCY DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to submit a privileged report 

from a committee of conference. à 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagre sing votes of the two Houses on 

n amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7496) to provide for certain 

of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Goy- 

ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30,1890, and for other purposes, baving 

met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

HAAN eon recede from its amendments numbered 19, 21, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 

, 66, and 67. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1,2, 4,7, 11,13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 22, 23, 25, 26, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 42, 43, 44, 45, 
46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51,52, 53, 54, 56,57, 55,59, and 68,and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert *' $6,000;’’ and the Senate a to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same. 

On the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, the committee of conference 
have been finable to agree. 

D. B. HENDERSON, 
J.G. CANNON, 
WM. C. P. BRECKINRIDG 
Manapers on the part of the House, 
EUGENE HALE, 
W.B. ALLISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Sonate. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I now ask that the written statement 
of the House conferees be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7496) to 
provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the Government for the fiscal year 1890, and for other purposes, sub- 
mit the following written statement in explanation of the action agreed upon 
by the conference committee, namely : 

On amendments numbered | and 2; Appropriates $35,000 for the expenses of 
the National Marine Conference. 

On amendment numbered 3: Appropriates $6,000 for office expenses of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey in connection with the preparation of charts, instead 
of $4,000, as proposed by the House, and $12,000, as proposed by the Senate, 

On amendment numbered 4: Appropriates $1,000 for miscellaneous expenses of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

On amendment numbered 7: Appropriates $20,000, instead of $10,000, as pro- 
posed by the House, for the expenses of propagation of food-fishes, 

On amendment numbered 11: Appropriates $5,000 for completion of the pub- 
lic building at Manchester, N. H. 

Onamendment numbered 13: Appropriates $509 for rent of building for the 
office of the Sixth Auditor, 

On amendment numbered 14: Strikes from the bill the provision pro; by 
the House authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to transfer to the mints for 
recoinage any uncurrent fractional silver coins now in the €reasury, and pro- 
se that the expenses of the same shall be reimbursed from the silver-profit 

und, 

On amendment numbered 15: Appropriates $5,000 for printing and publ 
lists of overdue taxes in the District of Columbia, me 

On amendments numbered 16and 17: Appropriates $2,000 to aid the Industrial 
Christian Home Association in Utah Territory. 

On amendment numbered 19: Strikes out proposed Srpropnenon of $50,000 
for continuing the publication of the Official Recordsof the War of the Rebellion. 

On amendment numbered 20: Appropriates $50,000 for the new cruisers San 
Francisco and Philadelphia, and the new gunboats Concord and Bennington. 

On amendment numbered 21: Strikes out the proposed increase of the appro- 
priation for contingent expenses of Land Office $23,000 to $35,000, 

On amendment numbered 22: Appropriates $17,962.15 to meet the expense of 
protecting timber and public lands, 

On amendment numbered 23: Appropriates $19,500 for the protection of public 
lands from illegal and fraudulent entry or appropriation. 

Onamendment numbered 25; Appropriates $3,200 for completing the improve- 
ment of free bath-house and bathing pools at Hot Springs, Ark. 

On amendment numbered 26: Authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to use 
the sum of $5,000 of the amount appropriated by the act of February 27, 1890, for 
the relief of the Sioux Indians at Devil's Lake agency, for the purchase of sub- 
sistence and clothing and other necessary articles to relieve the wants of the 
Chippewas of the Turtle Mountain band of Indians, i 
i e amendmentsnumbered 36, 37, 38, 39, and 40: Appropriates, respectively, as 

jollows: 

For furniture cases and repairs for the Agricultural Department, $2,000. 

For contingent expenses of the Agricultural Department, $5,000, 

For experimental agricultural stations in the Territories of Arizona, New Mex- 
ico ,and Utah, $30,000, and in the State of Rhode Island, $15,000. 

On amendments numbered 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, and 54: Ap- 
propriates in the aggregate $124,200 for salaries of Senators and for miscellane- 
ous and contingent expenses of the Senate, 

On the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senale numbered 
55: Appropriates $7,500 for finishing and fitting up rooms in the House side of 
the Capitol Terrace. ` 
A Da amendments numbered 56, 57, 58, and 59: Appropriates, respectively, as 

follows: 

For public printing and binding, $200,000; 

For printing and binding for the Department of Agriculture, $7,000; and 

To enable Public Printer to provide for the removal and sto of certain 
property as authorized by the joint resolution of February 6, 1883, $4,000. 

On amendments numbered 50, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, and 67; Strikes out the pro- 

i approprsions to pay the claims of soldiers for back pay, bounty, 
and commutation of rations that may be allowed by the accounting officers 
the Treasury prior to July 1, next, and leaves the appropriations for such pur- 
poses indefinite, as originally proposed by the House. 

On amendment numbered 68: Strikes out the proposed indefinite appropriation 
for the payment of claims for horses lost in the military service that may beal- 
tN fog to July J, next. 

The bill as passed by the House appropriated $23,650,213.72; as passed by the 
Senate it appropriated $24,303,777.69, exclusive of the proposed specific amounts 
for certain soldiers’ claims ; so far as agreed upon by the conference committee, 
it appropriates $24,253,277.49. 

On the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, appropriating $20,000 for the 
location of artesian wells under the authority of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
the committee of conference have been koa to $ 


WM. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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rE pa HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of 
re 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before the question is taken 
on adopting this report, I would like the gentleman from Iowa to ex- 
pianto the House, so that it may be fully understood, that in this con- 

report the Senate has receded from its amendments by which 
a maximum amonnt was appropriated for the payment of arrears of 
pay of two and three year volunteers, for commutation of rations to 
prisoners of war and soldiers on furlough, and of claims for bounty, 
about which we had a discussion in the House. I think the House 
ought to understand that the Senate receded from those amendments; 
and I deem it due to myself to state that I do not withdraw the oppo- 
sition which I originally made to the form of the bill as brought into 
the House by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Therefore, the amount which the Senate put on, and which was 
stricken out nominally, is not really stricken from the appropriation 
carried by the bill. It is not asa matter of fact that $412,358 is stricken 
from the bill, for it is only nominally stricken out, for in point of law 
we do appropriate, possibly not that precise sum, but an indefinite and 
perhaps larger sum, a sum that may be Jarger than the amount named. 
As it was shown by our associate on the committee, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], last year these items of expenditure 
amounted to $1,332,998, 

This bill carries $711,000 for this purpose and it still leaves the sum 
of $621,000 to be expended under the provisions of the bill, provided 
the claims audited this year equal the amount passed last year. 

Mr. SAYERS, Do I understand the gentleman to say that the Sen- 
ate recedes from all these amendments? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, not from all. It recedes 
from all of the items except that as to the pay of claims for lost horses. 
The amendment is numbered 68 from which we recede and concur with 
the Senate. 

Mr. ROGERS. Willthe gentleman from Kentucky explain why this 
rule is applied to only one class of cases or claims and another class is 
provided for differently ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes. There is a very clear 
distinction between the two; whether it justifies the action of the com- 
mittee or not is for others to decide, but in the judgment of the com- 
mittee there is a clear distinction. The claims in the other items are 
provable by the records of the Government. All that is necessary for 


a claimant to under the other items is his own identity. The 
claimant for a Horse, however, has to prove his claim by testimony ont- 
side of the record. 


Mr. SAYERS. You refer in the other class to those claims that are 
for back pay and bounty, etc.? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In the former items to which 
I have referred, bounty, etc., the claims are proved by testimony which 
is kept by the United States, is furnished by the United States, and is 
wholly a matter of record belonging to the Government, in which case 
the claimant has only to prove identity. In such cases, therefore, the 
chance for fraud is comparatively slight, and there isa real distinc- 
tion between such claims and those known as horse claims, where the 
Senate adhered to its amendment and the House conferees receded. I 
believe I state it fairly, so that the gentleman from Arkansas and the 
gentleman from Texas can see the distinction. 

But I thought tt only proper and due to myself that the House might 
understand that the managers on the part of the House insisted on the 
pern taken by the House, and the Senate receded, and that there- 

the statement that this bill carries twenty-four million two hun- 
dred and one thousand and odd dollars ought to be coupled with a 
statement, or at least should be understood to mean, that this is the 
amount it appropriates specifically and by name, but it also carries an 
appropriation of possibly $600,000 additional for the payment of these 
items, which the auditing officers under it will have a right to pay as 
soon as the auditing is completed. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If I am permitted to do so. 
I believe that I am occupying the floorin the time of my colleague, 
and by his sanen i 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does the gentleman desire to be heard? 

Mr. ROGERS. Just fora moment, for the purpose of asking a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ROGERS. As I understand this question, when the identity 
of.a soldier who claims bounty or back pay is once established the 
records of the Government show the amount due him or furnish the 
proof of the amount of his claim? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes. 
ane ROGERS. And as to that we make the indefinite appropria- 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is correct. 

Mr. ROGERS, But when you make provision for claims of the other 
class how are they audited, rf would the gentleman? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In precisely the same man- 
ner. . 

Mr. ROGERS. By the same officer? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, By the same general class of 
officers, Some of them fall under the Second Auditor and some of them 
under the Third Auditor. 

Mr. ROGERS. But the testimony ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The testimony is made up 


by reoot outside. 
. ROGERS. | Wholly extraneous to the record ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Altogether. 

Hae ROGERS. In that case how is the appropriation made by the 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In that case we adhere to 
the old mode; the auditing officer has the power under the law toandit 
the claim, and must report to the Secretary of the Treasury, who re- 
ports to Congress, and Congress, of course, has power to make the neces- 
sary appropriation for it. 

Mr. ROGERS. So you only provide in this bill for the claims that 
are not reported to Congress? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That’s all. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, one word furtherin this connection. How will 
Congress, which is supposed to hold the purse-strings, be advised as to 
the cxenedieue for that class of claims and the amount required to 
pay them ? 

_ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Well, as a matter of legisla- 
tion Congress will not be so advised; but will be advised as a matter 
ofinformation. It is the duty of the officer charged with the disburse- 
ment of such funds to report the expenditure and amount of the pay- 
ments made, and it will be a matter of information which Congress 
will receive. Congress will have no duty to perform in the premises 
unless it discover that some fraud has been perpetrated which will re- 
quire Tees 

Mr. ROGERS. I only desire to know whether there is any period, 
near or remote, when these officers will be able to report to Congress 
it? tey an or bottom. 

r. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. They will, of course, re 
to Congress the amount of money expended; but that, however, will be 
subsequentto the expenditure. The whole question here is thatin this 
class of cases payment can be made by the auditing officers prior to a 
report to Congress. They are meritorious cases, and payments ought 
to have been made long ago, and have not been made for reasons with 
which I am not entirely familiar and which I do not mean to criticise. 
Such cases can be audited from documentary proof in the possession of 
the Government; and under some late improvements inaugurated in the 
War Department, by ores suggested under the advice of a gentleman 
named Ainsworth, I believe, these cases can be more speedily audited, 
and payments probably made more rapidly. 

It is a temporary matter which should expire in the next three or four 
years; so that in and of itself it is mainly objectionable as afford- 
ing a dangerous precedent in favor of indefinite appropriations. In 
addition to that there is, of course, the objection that it conceals, in the 
appropriation bill, the amount of the appropriation itself. Itisa mode 
of making appropriations which conceals the amount a iated. It 
also confers powers on auditing officers which they ought not to pos- 
Sess. 

Isimply wanted to call the attention of the House to these points. 

Mr. Dockery addressed the Chair. 

oe HENDERSON, of Iowa. How much time does the gentleman 
want? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I simply wanted to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Jowa. All right. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa a ques- 
tion. I was not here when the debate commenced and do not know 
what has been said. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have not heard what has been stated 
on that side. à 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask of the gentleman in charge of this 
bill what amount he estimates is concealed by this indefinite appropri- 
ation for the balance of this fiscal year? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, there is nothing con- 
cealed in this bill; not a dollar. No living man can state the amount 
that will be required to meet the indefinite appropriations for back pay, 
bounty, commutation of rations, etc. Theamountestimated when we 
made up the bill for the House was $412,000; but a subsequent letter 
has been received from one of the auditing officers, who finds that there 
will beabout $30,000 more required. They areallowing them ata more 
rapid rate than heretofore, and we can not tell how much it will be; 
but we are ing, and the Senate agreeing to the proposition, reced- 
ing from their amendment; so that whatever the amount may.he it is 
provided for in this bill—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman estimates—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It will be at least $412,000, and may 
be a great many thousands more than that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does he not believe that it 
will be somewhere over $600,000, because last year the amount neces- 
sary was $1,330,000 in round numbers? This bill gives $711,000, 
which gives a distinction of over $600,000, and the statement was made 
that these claims are being audited much more rapidly and efficiently 
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than they ever have been, so that there probably will be a pay- 
ment made this year, and probably the payment will require 000 
more than the sum named in our tin, will it not? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I know nothing of what 
the amount will be, except that the auditing officer made an estimate 
for $412,000; a few days afterwards they made an estimate of $30, 
more. But we propose that when these claims are and al- 
lowed these poor fellows shall have their cash, be it more or be it 
less, I will say, while on that subject, that I had not referred to it, 
because it is explicitly referred to in the extended re; we have made, 
and it is stated therein in express terms that the $24,308,770.49 em- 
braced in the bill contains a provision of $412,000 for these indefinite 
appropriations, There is nothing covered, nothing concealed, and the 
report made by the conference committee on this bill, if will 
enable the gentlemen to make the fullest use of itin the campaign, if 


Have no fear as to that. We will use it to the 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And when that time comes we will 
meet them successfully on the stump in regard to it. We will be pre- 
pared with wholesome reasons for consumers in the campaign. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ApAMs] asked for a minute, and 
I yield it to him. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I criticised the other day the manner 
in which conference reports were formerlydrawn. I desireonly tosay 
that this rt is drawn as I think all such reports ought to be drawn, 
and when Clerk read item after item I followed it with my pen in 
my hand. If I had had any serious difference with the committee on 
any point I should have been enabled to discuss it at once without ask- 
ing any question. I respectfully and sincerely hope that the Commit- 
pe gir ee erin eli gt up the good practice, 

Mr. DERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the statement of the 
gentleman from Illinois has encouraged me to renew my motion for the 
adoption of the report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Inow move that the House insist upon 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 41 and ask 
for a further conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The Chair announced as managers of the conference on the part of 
the House Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, Mr. CANNON, and Mr, BRECK- 
INRIDGE of Kentucky. 


SERVICE-PENSION BILL, 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 1,000 copies extra of House bill 8297 and accompanying report 
be ordered printed, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What report is that? 

Mr, MORRILL, It is House bill 8297, providing for a service pen- 
sion for the soldiers of the rebellion and their widows, and for other 
purposes, which has been rted back to the committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What isthe bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. A general pension bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


DUTIES ON BREADSTUFFS AND PROVISIONS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES, 


Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, I make the following privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Ways and Means. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, 
nish the House of Representatives a statement showing what, if any, 
have been made by foreign countries since 1879 in the rates of — im 
upon breadstuffs and provisions imported in said countries from the 
Btates, and what laws, if any, have been e or regulations have been 
made in such countries since said date prohibiting, obstructing, or in any man- 
ner interfering with the importation and sale of such articles, 


The resolution was agreed to. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at 1 o’clock and fifteen 
minutes, and the call rests with the Committee on Indian Affairs. The 
question is on agreeing*to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] to the bill (H. R. 344) to grant the 
right of way to the Pittsburgh, Columbus and Fort Smith Railway 
Company through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment will be 
Pind SPEAKER. The amendment has been reported a number of 

es. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by to ese ae bet hc an 
vation this railroad shall pass shall first be bad and obtained.” 


Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pad; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ta i 

to. 
erritories was called. 

Mr. PERUR The Committee on Territories have nothing to 
present morning. 

The Committee on Labor was called, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, the chairman of 
that committee has been called away by serious illness in his family, 
Before he left he requested me to ask that the committee be 
over without prejudice, and under the circumstances I think re- 
quest ought to be granted. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman know that there is anything 
to be presented by the committee? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The chairman asked me to make 
the request that the committee be passed without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that the Com- 
mittee on Labor be passed on this call without prejudice? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr, DIBBLE. laskunanimousconsent that the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds—— 

The SPEAKER. Itis too late to make that request. 

The Committee on the Militia was called. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. 8 er, by instruction of the 
comano I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, and move its 

option. 

The SPEAKER (after examining it). This resolution would not 
be in order. The committee has only the right to call up a measure 
that is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. ‘This is on the Calendar of the Com- 
— of the Whole House, and it is merely a resolution to fix a 


y. 

The SPEAKER. But it is not on the House Calendar, and is notin 

er. ; 

The Committee on Patents was called. 

Mr. SIMONDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Patents be passed without prejudice. : 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions was called. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions I call up the bill (S. 390) to amend paragraph 3 of sec- 
tion 693 of the Statutes, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER, Is this bill on the House Calendar? 

Mr. MORRILL. Itis not on the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Then it is not in order at this time. 
$ Mr. MORRILL, The committee have no bills on the House Calen- 

ar. 
nee Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department was 


Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that in 
the absence of the chairman of that committee the committee be passed 
without poe 

Mr. DUNNELL, I object. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, was the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department called? 

The SPEAKER. It was.- 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I see the chairman of that committee is not 
present, and I should like to ask that it be passed now with leave to re- 
turn to it on a subsequent call. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that the Commit- 
iT oe Sel anaes in the Treasury Department be passed without 
prejudice. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that the chairman ot 
that committee is sick, and, if so, I will withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Committee on Accounts was called. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether the Chair has 
just decided that it is not in order upon this call to move to fix a day 
for the consideration of a bill. 

The SPEAKER. Only bills on the House Calendar are in order un- 
der this call. 

Mr. HAYES, A bill or resolution that is on the Calendar of the 
Committee of the Whole is not in order? 3 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order. 

The Committee on the Judiciary was called. 


SECTION 1018, REVISED STATUTES, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Bott ete, That section 1018 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as 
to read as follows: 


recommit the party so arrested to the custody of the 
recognizance, or certified copy thereof, the di 
such bail; and the party so committed shall therefrom be 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
bag ge it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


. ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS, 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I call up the bill (S.- 2542) to provide for 
the administration of oaths, for which a substitute is reported by the 
committee, embodying the provisions of House bill 121. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the Senate bill and then the 
House bill which is proposed as a substitute, 

The Senate bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, in addition to the persons now authorized by law, the 
Chief-Justice and associate justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
the circuit and district judges of the United States, and the clerks of the United 
States courts, and the commisstoners of the circuit courts of the United States 
be, and they are hereby, respectively authorized to administer all oaths author- 
ized or required by the laws of the United States, excepting in cases in whicli 
any such oaths are required to be taken before a particular officer of the United 
States, 

The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That any just udge, clerk, or commissioner of any court 
ofthe United States is see amen and empowered, within his territorial 

urisdiction, to administer oaths in any matter or proceeding, civil or criminal, 
may hereafter arise under or wherein an oath may now or hereafter be 
requi: by or administered under the laws of the United States. And any 
oath so administered shall be operative and valid for all the purposes contem- 
plated in its administration in every part of the United States. 

Sec, 2. That in every case wherein an oath has heretofore been administered 
by any officer mentioned in the preceding section, in any matter or pi - 
ing, civil or criminal, provided for in said section, said oath shall be valid and 
have the same force and effect upon any civil rights or matters involved, where no 
adverse right has vested before the passage of this act, and in criminal matters 
as to all acts hereafter performed in violation of said oath which would consti- 
tute an offense if said oath were valid, as if administered after the passage and 
under the provisions of said act. 

The substitute was to. 

The Senate bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bili was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

e latter motion was agreed to. 
OPINIONS BY FEDERAL JUDGES ON QUESTIONS OF FACT. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I yield to my colleague on the commit- 
tee, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to call up the bill (H. R. 649) to deprive the 
judge in a court of the United States of the authority to give an opinion 
upon questions of fact. The committee recommend asa substitute for 
this bill the provisions of House bill 7305. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the original bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That no judge in a court of the United States, in delivering 
a eng to the jury in a civil or criminal action, shall give an opinion whether 
a fact is fully or sufficiently ven, such matter being trae office and prov- 
ince of the jury; but hes state plainly and correctly the evidence given in 
the case, and shall declare and explain the law arising thereon. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will now read the proposed substitute. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
“That no judge in a court of the United States, in delivering acharge to the 
jury in a civil or criminal action, shall express any opinion upon the facts,” 
Mr. SPRINGER. Is there a Senate bill pending here in regard to 
this question? 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. No, sir; there is a Senate 
bill in regard to judges delivering their charges in writing. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, Let the report in this case be read. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Why should not the judges be required to deliver 
their re in writing? 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. If the gentleman will wait a moment we 
shall bring before the House a bill ¢e that effect. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I ask the Clerk to read the 


and exoneration of 
eld in custody until 


rt. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on eg aceias rna was referred the bill (H, R. 649) to 
deprive the judge in a court of United States of the authority to give an 
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are not controlled by the statutes of the State forbidding judges to ex- 
udd vs. arowa, 91 U: Ba 8 Vicksb 


respect 

End Meridian inaa On vs. eden 118 U. S., 545; St. Louis, etc., Ra 

Co, vs. Vickers, 122 U, S., 360; United States vs. Reading Railroad, 123 U., 8., 113; 
Williams vs. Conger, 125 U. S., 397.) 

Your committee are of the opinion that the judges of the courts of the United 
States should not be ted in submitting a case to the jury, to express any 
opinion upon the and therefore report the following substitute, with the 
recommendation that it do pass and that bill H. R. 649 do lie upon the table. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to inquire of the gentleman in charge of this 
bill whether any serious complaint has been made to the Committee 
on the Judiciary as to the manner of transacting business in the Fed- 
eral courts under the existing law in this respect. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of North Carolina, No, sir; Ido not know that 
there has been. 

4 Mr. HOPKINS. Is there any necessity, then, for the passage of this 

ill? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I think there is. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ifthisbill becomes alaw, it will deprive a Federal 
judge of any power to instruct the jury to find a verdict, even if there 
is no evidence at all. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. No, sir. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Not by any means. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why not? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That is a question of law. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It may not be. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It always is; it can not be anything else 
than a question of law. Insuch a case the of the judge is that 
under the state of facts as proven there is no Jaw sustaining the action. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But, if this bill becomes a law, it seems to me it 
will require the judge in every instance to send the jury out to find 
whether there is any evidence sustaining the action. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The gentleman is very much mistaken in 
regard to that matter. 

Mr. COBB. If there is no evidence at all it is a question of law for 
the court. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. In reply to the question whether any se- 
rious complaint has been made on this subject, I will say that no such 
complaints have been made in form to the Judiciary Committee; but 
every member of that committee who has had experience before the 
courts has seen occasions where complaint ought to have been made. 
Under our general system in the States, the jury is the judge of the 
facts, the court the judge of the law, and the jury takes the law from 
the court. But in the Federal courts, under the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court, the judges are allowed not only to state what the verdict 
should be under a given state of facts, but to say what the facts are, 
what the evidence is, to comment upon the evidence, to argue the case 
upon the facts, to become in effect attorneys, if they see fit. I think, 
for one, and the committee so thought, that thisis a power which ought 
not to be exercised. . 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would like the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to state whether during the one hundred years that our judges 
have had this power there has been any serious complaint made or 
whether any judge has been charged with corruptly using this power. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That is a question so broad that I shall 
have to allow the gentleman himself to answer it. Iwill say this: that 
serious complaint is continually made, but no complaint, so far as I 
know, of corruption on the part of the judge. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But, Mr. Speaker, every lawyer ina Federal court 
who in a jury trial is defeated by reason of the ruling of the judge, 
thinks probably for the time being there is something wrong; but the 
experience of practitioners generally in our courts is that this power is 
exercised for the public good. 

This bill is an innovation on the common law. This power has been 
exercised by the Federal judges since the adoption of the Constitution 
and the establishing of the courts. z 

It seems to me, unless some complaint is made and some facts are 
presented to this committee showing the necessity or expediency of 
such a measure, these gentlemen ought not to propose an innovation of 
this character on the Federal judiciary. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The Committee on the Judiciary reported 
favorably on this bill because it is here. If the House thinks other- 
wise, it is of course in the power of the House to defeat the bill. 

The fact in regard to the matter is this: For most of the judges it 
has been understood heretofore that they were compelled on this question 
to adjust their practice to the practice of the States in which they hold 
their courts. It has not been until lately there was a different assump- 
tion, and when that assumption arose it met with complaint. In four 
or five cases, commencing with 91 United States sai te Sr question 
came before the Supreme Court. It was there decided that the courts 
were not bound by the policy of the States in like cases, but they had the 
common-law power to direct the jury as to what the facts were, to direct 
the jusy as to the meaning of the evidence, and to comment on it as 
they did in the days of Jeffreys forthatmatter. Andit struck many of 
the courts, as it did most lawyers, as being an innovation, and one which 
ought to be corrected. It was an innovation, The judges did not un- 
derstand before that they had the power to do it. Now complaints ex- 
istand come from every quarter. These innovations are growing, and 
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this difficulty is becoming more and more burdensome. The gentle- 
man from Titinois [ Mr. Hopkins] would not submit for a e mo- 
ment to have hisown judges have common-law authority. He would 
notallow that. Hewould have resisted itin hisown case. Wemerely 
think the practice in the United States courts should conform to the 
principles and practice which the State courts generally have adopted. 

Mr. LANSING. Is not this practically a statutory reversal of the 
traditions of the common-law courts ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. They claim it in the eastern courts. 

Mr. LANSING. They do. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Do you like it? 

Mr. LANSING. Certainly, I like it. Let me ask the gentleman 
how a judge can charge a jury without referring to facts in some way. 
If this legislation be adopted you make exceptions which are carried 
up, and thereby make litigation interminable. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Of course there is no question the judge 
may refer to facts; he may claim the charge was so and so, but the 
safe practice is to have the court hold that itcan not actas attorney for 
either party. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Under the State practice you have referred to, do 
not the judges do what you say, that is, advert to the facts? Do they 
not refer to the facts by stating what the facts are ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. They may advert to the testimony. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Isit not a fact they do so advert to the facts under 
the State law? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. They do not with us in Ohio. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. They do with us. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. They are not allowed to sum up the mat- 


ter. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. They do it under the State law (similar to the bill 
under consideration) with us. They doiteverywhere, and I have known 
error to arise on it, 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. They may. 

Mr. LANSING. I believe the enactment of this law is in the in- 
terest of the lawyers. I believe if you go into court with this system, 
with the judge between a question he can speak on and one hecan not, 
you will have appeals in every case coming before the court. IfI were 
to characterize it, it is an act to increase litigation. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. The law now is that where a judge attempts to 
instruct a jury on a question of fact it is error, and may be reversed. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I am willing to yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvani@if he will state the time he needs, but I donot wish 
the whole hour to be taken up in this discussion. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I do not ordinarily speak for the mere purpose 
of speaking. I shall only want three or four minutes. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I will yield to theventleman from Penn- 
sylvania five minutes if he wants the time. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, in my own State we have no diffi- 
culty upon the question to which this bill is directed. One result of its 
passage, however, will be that the rule which applies to the instructions 
of the judges in my State will not be the rule in the Supreme Court of 
the United States, : 

Mr. HOPKINS. Nor in the Federal courts. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Nor in the Federal courts of the United States, 

Another inevitable result will be questions constantly arising by coun- 
sel as to whether the judge, in stating the facts of the case to the jury, 
has not indicated an opinion; and I take it, sir, that instead of decreas- 
ing litigation the inevitable effect of such a measure as this will be to 
inangurate and increase it. 

I can conceive of no reason—and I am speaking of my own State now 
and the trial of causes in our courts and the practice of the courts of 
that State—I can conceive of no reason for the passage of an act of Con- 
gress like that pow proposed, except to emancipate the bar from the 
reasonable, tfecessary, and proper control of the judges over litigation 
in our courts. The reasonable, judicious, and intelligent charge before 
a court upon the facts is necessary to control and give direction to the 
action of juries. Why should a lawyer, a powerful advocate, a man 
who can play upon human passions, be permitted, as constantly is the 
case in our courts, to pour into the jury-box powerful, impressive, elo- 
quent harangues in regard to the testimony, unless it is placed within 
the power of the judge, or even sometimes made his duty, to correct it 
bya lucid presentation of the facts? And that is what is embodied in 
the ordinary charge. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. But there is nothing in this act which would 
prevent the judge from doing that. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Speaking from experience in my own State and 
looking at the probable consequences to flow from this change, I am 
opposed to this bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
a question? 

tir. BUCKALEW. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does not the argument of 
the gentleman simply mean that the judge may have the concluding 
speech, if he thinks proper, against the counsel on the other side? 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Istated in the outset of the discussion of this 


Will the gentleman permit 


case that if he transgresses the legal boundaries and gives to the jury 
instructions upon the facts of the case he is liable to be, and can be, re- 
versed in his rulings. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I now yield five minutes to my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES]. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, it is the opinion of everybody who has- 
given thought to the matter that so far as the power to judge of facts 
is concerned, upon the evidence before a court or jury, the judge is no 
more able to correctly determine than the jury. But every practitioner 
before the courts of the country knows that, whenever a judge under- 
takes to express an opinion upon facts, such expression-of opinion is 
liable to have, and does have, an undue influence upon the jury. The 
object of this bill is to prevent that in future, 

So far as the trouble suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is concerned, it is purely imaginary. No judge in a written charge 
ever states the facts of a case to the jury, but simply the issue as writ- 
ten down in the pleadings of the parties. He does not state the facts 
or anything relating to them; and what he does allege he takes from 
the pleadings of the parties themselves. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Has not that been substantially the practice 
in our courts for thirty years? 

Mr. HAYES. You mean in the Federal courts? 

Mr. REED, of Iows. In the State courts. 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. And did you ever know an appeal taken on 
the ground that the judge had invaded the precincts of the jury; haye 
you ever known a case to be reversed on that plea? 

Mr. HAYES. No, sir; and so far as our State courts are concerned 
there has been no such evil, and there will be no necessity for the change 
in thelaw. But in other States there have been great complaints, and 
in our State also, as to the Federal courts. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. That is true. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute pro- 

by the committee. 

The sub:titute was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being en: , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA. - 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I now yield to my colleague on the com= 
mittee, Judge REED. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. I call up, by instruction of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, the bill (H. R. 75) to fix the regular terms of the circuit 
and district courts of the southern district of Alabama. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

e . 
aden a tat heres ores of he crt diria covet 


the fourth Monday in November and the first Monday in May, at the city of 
Mobile, in said district. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and s 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CASES BEFORE THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. REED, of Iowa. I now call up the bill (H. R. 7044) to amend 
section 707 of the Revised Statutes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That section 707 of the Nevised Statutes be, and the same 
hereby is, amended by adding thereto, at the end thereof, the following proviso: 

“ Provided, however, That where, in cases pending in the said Court of Claims 
in which the sum in controversy is less than $3,000, it shall appear from the affi- 
davit of the plaintiff, or otherwise, that the decision of the court will affect a 
class of cases or furnish a precedent for the future action of any Executive De- 
partment of the Government in the adjustment of a class of cases, an appeal 
may be allowed to ea Court, on behalf of the plaintiff, without regard 
to the amount involved, in the manner now allowed by law.” 


i 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out, in lines 8 and 9, “from the affidavit of the plaintiff” and insert "to 
the satisfaction of the court by competent evidence.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALE OF LAND IN BIBB COUNTY, GEORGIA. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I now yield to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. STEWART]. 
Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr, Speaker, by instruction of the Com- 


< 
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mittee on Judiciary, I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
3971) to make valid a deed to a certain tract of land in Bibb County, 
Georgia, made and delivered by Brig. Gen. David assist- 
ant commissioner of the Freedman’s Bureau, to Samuel I. Gustin, his 
heirs and assigns. - 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the title conveyed by deed from David Tilson, briga- 
dier-general of volunteers and acting assistant commissioner of the Freedman’s 
Bureaun, on the 27th day of April, 1966, to Samuel I. Gustin, of the county of 


Bibb, State of to 4 acres l rood and 10 perches of land situated in said 
county and State, being a part of the 20-acre lot of No. 8 in the Macon Re- 
serve, west of the Ocm River, and further known as a part of that por- 


Russell deeded to Samuel P. Moore 
con- 


tion of said lot which H.1. Petersand Jacob 


posed to have in said 
the said Samuel I. Gustin, his heirs or a 
Sec. 2. That all Jaws ford parts of laws tating against this act be, and the 


same are 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there a report accompanying this? Ifso, I ask 
that it be read. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Ican make a brief statement which 
will show the facts. 

This property was claimed by the Confederate States and was con- 
veyed by the surgeon-general. At thé close of the war it was confis- 
cated and sold and the money was covered into the Treasury. General 
Tilson, then in command, made a deed of it, and the question arose as 
to his authority to make said deed. This is simply to validate the title 

made by him without any special statute. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. ~ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of 
his secretaries, who also announced approval of acts of the following 
titles: 

On the 27th instant: 

An act (H. R. 417) for the erection of a public building at Houlton, 


Me. 
An act (H. R. iced granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield; and 

An act (H. R. 5751) to increase the pension of Isaac Endaly. 

On the 28th instant: 

An act (H. R. 346) to extend ‘‘An act to grant the right of way to 
the Kansas City and Pacific Railroad Company through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes.’’ : 

On the 29th instant: 

Anact (H. R. 6099) granting an increase of pension to Elmer A. Snow. 


JUDGES OF UNITED STATES COURTS TO REDUCE CHARGES TO WRITING. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Inow yield to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. CASWELL]. 

Mr. CASWELL. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 530) to 
require the United States circuit and district judges to instruct the 
yoy in writing in certain cases and substitute thereto, both of which 

send to the Clerk’s desk. k 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill and then the substi- 


tute. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ele., That in all States wherein by the laws thereof judges of 
courts of record are required to reduce charges and instructions to juries to 
writing judges of the district and circuit courts of the United States shall con- 
form to such practice, and such written instructions shall be taken by the jury 
on their retirement, returned with their verdict, and retained with the filesand 
be a part of the record in each case, 

_ The substitute, the bill (H. R. 8240) to require the United States cir- 
cuit and district judges to instruct the jury in writing when requested, 
was read, as follows: 

Be it be 
Se ny pte gh Speen 
gument before oo , reduce their charge to the jury in writing; and such 

charge shall be ith and become a part of the record in the case. 

Mr, HOPKINS. [I call for the reading of the report of the commit- 

tee on that bill. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman desire it read in his time? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No, sir; I desire it read for the information of the 

House, so that we may know what is being done. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Take the floor and have it read. > 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will take the floor and have it read in my time. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 

Mr. CASWELL. I will yield for that, but I do not think it will 

afford much information. 

Pita Re I may want to take some time in the discussion of 

e bi i 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill to require the 

— States sien pin praka ea a to instruct the jury in writing when re- 

ithe eominlises have carefully cons’ 


y considered this bill and approve its objects and 


purposes, But they ha and herewith submit a substitute, and rec- 
Seer ie paaen Gort the original bill lie upon the table, an 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to ask the gentleman in of the bill 
a question. Does the substitute provide that the Federal practice shall 
conform to the State practice? : 

Mr. CASWELL. It does not. Mr. Speaker, the substitute in that 
respect differs from the original bill. The committee thought that they 
would make it so that only when requested the judge should charge the 
jury in writing, but that the request should be made before the argu- 
ment begins. In offering this substitute it was believed thatin a great 
many cases of small account the request would not be made; but in im- 
portant cases, involving land titles and many other important trials, 
it was thought that if either side should make a request that the charge 
should be made in writing, in order that there should be no question 
in settling the bill of exceptions, they should have the right, whether 
that conforms to the practice of the State courts or not. 

They are, as a general rule, all over the country requiring in all the 
State courts that these charges shall be made in writing; and we simply 
permit it in Federal practice when one of the parties shall make a re- 
quest before the argument begins that they shall be entitled to have 
the charge in writing. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to antagonize the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary on all proposed legislation here to-day by this 
committee, but it does seem to me that some of these bills that are be- 
ing offered for consideration by the House are remarkable in character 
in the proposed changes in Federal practice. 

Now, I think the experience of disinterested persons is that the prac- 
tice of the Federal court for one hundred years is such that no serious 
trouble has come of judges having the power that they now exercise 
under existing law. For example—— 

Mr. CASWELL. Ifthe gentleman wishes to make a detailed argu- 
ment, I believe I shall have to ask him how much time he wants. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ido not intend to make a detailed argument. I 
just want to say a word or two. 

Now, upon the question of judges commenting on the evidence in 
the charge to the jury. One of the gentlemen has said that the juror 
is as capable of passing upon the facts as the judge himself. I con- 
trovert that statement, and I controvert it by the experience of every 
man who has had any considerable practice in the trial of jury cases. 
They are selected from various avocations in life, with no experience 
in the examination of evidence to determine what is material and what 
is not in the written pleadings of the case. It often requires the skiJl 
and the ability of the learned judge who sits upon the bench to aid 
the jury in eliminating the chaff that has been dragged in during the 
progress of the trial in evidence from the real wheat or material point 
that is to be passed upon by them. Now, by the bill that has passed 
that is substantially taken from the jud; 

Mr, CASWELL, I can not yield to the gentleman to discuss a bill 
that has passed. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin has the floor. 5 
Mr. HOPKINS. Well, one minute, then. I want to say a word 
about the bill under consideration. The Judiciary Committee propose 
to require the judge to reduce his instructions to the jury to writing. 
Take the Federal judiciary at Chicago and New York City, or in any of 
those great commercial centers, and this imposes a burden upon those 
judges that ought not to be placed upon them. The amount of work 
that they do is simply tremendous in its character. Now, by the aid 
of short-hand reporters, that every lawyer has in his office, all par- 
ties engaged in litigation can have the opinion of the judge taken in 
short-hand, and no trouble whatever will arise in settling a bill of ex- 
ceptions; but if the judge is compelled on the request of a lawyer to 
write out his opinion before it is delivered to the jury it frequently 
will delay the trial of the case and will impose an extra amount of 
work upon him that is not only unnecessary, but uncalled for in the 

interest of justice. 

Now, it seems to me that that requirement ought not to be made, 

y in these days when every lawyer can have a short-hand re- 
porter at his command, so that the opinion of the judge can be taken 
down exactly as it is delivered. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to ask the gentleman [Mr. 
CASWELL] whether this bill requires the Federal judges to give their 
instructions to the jury in writing. 

Mr. CASWELL. It does, when the request is made before the argu- 
ment begi 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Doesit make that requirement with- 
out providing for stenographers or reporters? 

Mr. CASWELL, It makes no reference to reporters. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think that requirement would im- 
pose an excessive tax upon the judges. 

A MEMBER. The State judges do it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes; but they have reporters. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Suppose acranky lawyer gets into court; he can 
compel the judge, in any trivial case, to reduce his opinion to wri 

Mr. MORROW. Will the gentleman in charge of this bill 
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me a suggestion? It seems to me that when this bill was before the 
House on a former occasion there was a proposition that the instructions 
given to the jury might be taken down by short-hand reporters, and I 
‘think there was at that time some suggestion of a compromise or an 
amendment which would provide for that method of procedure. 

Mr. CASWELL. That may be; but there is no such bill pending 
before the House now. 

Mr. MORROW, Well, the gentleman must see that incourts where 
the business is pressing this requirement would very materially retard 
the business of the court. 

Mr. CASWELL. I can see that where there are short-hand reporters 
employed it will greatly facilitate the business; but the Federal courts 
do not, as a rule, have short-hand reporters attached to them. 
ann ecru They always have them in the United States courts 


Californ 

Mr. CASWELL, Even where a short-hand reporter was employed 
the proceedings would have to be suspended until he could have time 
to write out his notes in long-hand, so that they could be understood. 

Mr. MORROW.. The short-hand reporter takes down the proceed- 
ings, the charge of the court, and the exceptions of the attorneys as 
the case proceeds, and there is no difficulty whatever in gettinga state- 
ment on a motion for a new trial or a bill of exceptions. 

Mr. CASWELL. There is no objection to the judge employing the 
services of a short-hand reporter to give him his charge if he chooses to 
do so. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. But that would require the judge to 
employ a short-hand reporter. 

Mr. CASWELL. Not necessarily. If, as the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Morrow] states, there is a reporter attached to the court, 
he can do this work. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Why, mostof the judges are starving 
now on their petty salaries. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The remark of the gentleman from Wis- 


-consin [Mr. CASWELL] was made in reply to the suggestion of the 


gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] that there are reporters con- 
nected with the courts in California. 

Mr. CASWELL. I know there are such reporters in many of the 
State courts, and perhaps in a few of- the Federal courts in some of the 
States. I can conceive how the employment of short-hand reporters 
might facilitate the business in a great many cases, butin the main the 
committee a it best to have this work done by the judges. 

Mr. MORROW. There is no objection to securing greater accuracy 
in these proceedings, but you ought to provide the means. 

Mr. OATES. Gentlemen seem to overlook the fact that this bill 
does not require the judge to write out his charge in every case, but 
only in cases where one of the parties requests it. 

Pap MORROW. And there will always be one party who will make 
t request. 

Mr, OATES. Oh, no; gentlemen who have practiced in those courts 
know that there will not be one ease in fifty where such a request will 
be made. Lawyersarenotsounreasonable. They will not make such 
a demand unless where they suspect the judge is prejudiced against 
their side of the case, and then they ought to have the right to have 
his instructions put in writing. : 


The question was taken on agreeing to the substitute; and there’ 


be pen es 123, noes 19. 
Mr. HOPKINS. There is no quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. Not pending the question of a quorum. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The pointofno quorum is withdrawn and the sub- 
stitute is agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the ole for the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 7619) making appropriations for the support of the Army. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Before that question is put, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
the gentleman to yield to me that I may ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of an important resolution which I send to the desk. 

The title of the resolution was read, as follows: - 

Joint resolution (H, Res. beat authorizing the of the Navy to remove 
the naval magazine from Ellis Island, in New York bor, and to purchase 
a site and erect a naval magazine at some other point, and for other purposes, 

Mr. COVERT. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, I understood it was the unanimous desire 
of the gentleman’s committee to have this resolution passed. 

Mr. COVERT. No, sir. 5 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
oi Fes which was read, and referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means: 


To the Sonate and House of Representatives : 
herewith 


transmit a report from the in relation to the dis- 


Secretary of State 
eriminating duty now imposed upon foreign works of art, and recommend that 


action thereon, looking to the igr sete of = discrimination, be taken by Con- 
OO ee OR BENJ. HARRISON. 
EXBOUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, March 31, 1390. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, announced , 
the e of bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of ` 
the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2716) to provide for the completion of the improvement of 
the entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas; 

A bill (S. 1571) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Grand Forks, N. Dak.; 

A bill (S. 1631) making appropriations for improving the St. Mary’s 
River and for improving the Hay Lake Channel; 

A bill (S. 1024) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to 
finally determine the claims of John J. Schillinger and his assignees 
for the use of the Schillinger patent in the Capitol grounds; 

A bill (S. 321) providing for the purchase of the Capron collection 
of Japanese works of art; and 
A bill (S. 316) for the relief of the legal representatives of George 
McDougall, deceased. 

It also announced di ent to the amendment of the House to 
the bill (8. 2406) to provide for the purchase or a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Atchison, in the State of Kansas; 
asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had 
appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr, SPOONER, Mr. 
MORRILL, and Mr. VEST. = 

Also, that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of the House to 
the bill (S. 903) for the erection of a public building at Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa, asked a committee of conference thereon, and had appointed as 
conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. MORRILL, Mr. SPOONER, and 
Mr. Pasco. 

Also, that the Senate disagreed to the amendment of the House to 
the bill (S. 954) authorizing the construction of a public building at 
Burlington, Iowa, asked a conference thereon, and had appointed as 
conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. SPOONER, Mr. MORRILL, and 
Mr. VEST. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COVERT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The joint reso- 
lution just read at the Clerk’s desk, with reference to the occupancy of 
Ellis Island as a site for an immigrant bureau, involves two distinct 
propositions: one the removal of the explosives from the island and 
the other an amendment of the Senate ying an appropriation of 

000 for fitting up the island as the site for an immigrant burean. I 
wish to know whether that resolution can be divided so that the propo- 
sition to remove the explosives can be passed upon at this time. Ihave 
no objection to that branch of the resolution. 

Mr. BOUTELLE,. The resolution is an entirety. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair knows no way in which the resolution 
could be divided, except by unanimous consent, or hardly then. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I object. 

Mr. COVERT. The other branch of the proposition I object to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan {Mr. CUTCHEON ] that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the Army appropriation bill. [Thequestion was put.] Theayesseem 
to have it. 

UNITED STATES JUDGES TO REDUCE THEIR CHARGES TO WRITING. 

Mr. CASWELL. TI call for a division. I hope the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] will withhold his motion for a few minutes 
until we can dispose of the bill which was pending from the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. At the request of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. CAswELL], I will withdraw my motion for a few moments, with + 
leave of the House, in order that the pending bill may be finished. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Gentlemen have withdrawn their objec- 


tion to its s pasage: 

The SPEAKER. The substitute having been agreed to, the ques- 
tion is now upon ordering the bill as amended to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

The bill was ordered to be en; and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CASWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
po ; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid on the ta- 

e 

The latter motion was agreed to. ` 

NATURALIZATION OF NAVAL RECRUITS. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I now yield to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I desire to call up House bill 
No. 8104, with the understanding—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. How much time will it occupy? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will finish my statement ina 
moment. With the understanding that the committee shall have the 
eall to-morrow — 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up the bill to the Clerk’s “eine practice of a considerable garrison, but sap id department, division 


desk to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 8104) to amend section 2165, Revised Statutes of the United States, 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey (before the reading of the bill 
was ccneluded). To save time, I will ask that the bill, with the sub- 
stitute and the report, be printed in the RECORD, so that they will 
come up in the morning; and then I understand the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. CurcHEON) desires to renew his motion. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the further reading of the bill 
will be dispensed with, and the bill with the amendment and report 
will be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none, 
The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2166 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be, and the same is hereby, amended by inserting therein immediately after the 
word “armies ™ the word ** Nayy;’’ so that the section read: 

“Sec. 2166. Any alien of the age of twenty-one years and upward who has 
enlisted, or may enlist, in the armies or Navy of the United States, either the 
regular or the volunteer forces, and has been, or may be hereafter, saare A 

shal! be admitted to become a citizen of the United States upon h 
—s without any previous declaration of hisintention to become such; and 
shall not be required to prove more than one year’s residence within the 
United States previous to his application to become such citizen; and the court 
. admitting such alien shall, in addition tosuch oe of residence and good moral 
ter, as now provided by law, be satisfied by competent proof of such 
oone having been honorably discharged from the service of the United 


The amendment of the committee is to strike outall after the enact- 
ing clause and insert the following: 

That the provisions and benefits of section 2166 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be, and they are hereby, extended to those who enlisted in the 
Navy of the United States prior to the Ist day of May, 1885, and who have been 
honorably discharged therefrom. 

The report (by Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey) is as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8104) 
2 amend section 2166, Revised Statutes of the United States, submit the follow- 

ng report: 
on 2166 of the Revised Statutes of the United States was originally passed 
in 1862 (see act of July 17, 1862, chapter 200, section 12, 597). A copy of that 
act as embodied in the Revised Statutes is hereto appended. 

The object of that act, passed in the earlier years of the late civil war, was 
undoubtedly to confer upon those who in that war enlisted in the Union forces 
and were honorably therefrom the privilege of becoming more 
readily naturalized citizens of the country whose Government they given 
their services to uphold and offered their lives to defend. 

It has recently been held by the judges of some of the State courts that the 
terms of the act do not include those who served in the Navy. To remedy this 
technical defect. and Daro SERON TO ag emp ied reel Ansotcteber yrs Navy 
of the United States the efit of this act, the committee recommend that the 
accompanying amendment be adopted, and that when so amended the bill do 
pass. 


APPENDIX. 


"Sro. 2166. Any alien of the age of twenty-one years and upwards who has 
enlisted, or may enlist in the armies of the United States, either the regular or the 
volunteer forees, and has been, or may be hereafter, geod A discharged, shall 
be admitted to become a citizen of the United States upon b tition, without 
any previous declaration of his intention to become such; and he shall not be 
requi to prove more than one year’s residence within the United States previ- 
ousto his tappaa tobecomesuch citizen; and the court admitting such alien 
shall, in n to such proof of residence and good moral character, as now 
povas by law, be satiated by competent proof of such person's haying been 

morably discharged from the service of the United States.” 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


- Mr. CUTCHEON. I now renew my motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering the Army appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair), and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7619) making appropria- 
tions for the 703 eg of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1891, and for other purposes, 

The CHAIR . The pending question is upon an amendment 
offered on Saturday last by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs], 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pa at the bottom of page 17 the following: “ For rifle-range at Fort Sheridan, 


Mr. ADAMS. In the Book of Estimates there is an item of $10,000 
for rifle-ranges generally. That item has been incorporated in the bill. 
After that Book of Estimates was prepared supplementary estimates 
were forwarded by the Secretary of War, embracing an estimate of 
$10,000 for the new rifle-range at Fort Sheridan. This is separate and 
distinct from the general appropriation. I trust that the Committee 
on Military Affairs will have no serious objection to incorporating in 
the bill this amendment, which is recommended by the Department. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, it is true, as stated by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. ApAMs], that this item was embraced in the 
recommendation sent to the committee by the Secretary of War. It 
will be found in Appendix A attached to the report of the committee, 
with this note; 

Norr.—This rifle-range will onsen be the most important one in the Army 
and should be completely equipped in every respect. It must serve not only 


army com tions. It is moreover probable demands 
be made upon it by the impossibility of securing suitable ranges at other posts* 

The estimate is as follows: 
ioe bas gir sire Sew For the peeenedon ce a range house, eg aS 

nd, Q! ecessary 
Sheridan, N1., $10,000, EEN TN TEETE Gore = 

The committee did not incorporate this recommendation in the bill 
because there were so many urgent matters, and as we did not desire 
to swell the bill unduly we thought this item could probably wait un- 
til the next sessien of Con, I know of no strenuous objection to 
the incorporation of the item, except that the committee thought it 
might wait until the next session. 

Mr. ADAMS. On that point the gentleman will allow me to say it 
is especially important that this appropriation should be made rpw be- 
cause other work is going forward now at Fort Sheridan which would 
render this money much more available at present than next year. 
The expenditure would go further. Excavation for building p 
is now going on, and the dike against which the shooting is to be had 
can be made out of the earth now being excavated. There is economy 
in making the appropriations this year rather than next. 

Mr.CUTCHEON,. This is an important military post adjacent to 
Detroit. Ihave no authority from the committee to accept the amend- 
ment. I know of no positive opposition toit, As Chicago is to have 
the world’s fair in a couple of years perhaps it would be well to have 
this riffe range. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I hope there will be no objections to this item. As 
stated, the work going on there now makes it economy to allow this 
in the present bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Isubmit to the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. ADAMS’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COVERT. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 21, at the end of line 7, insert the following: 

“Prov, That in the conduct of ordnance. rifle, or target practice at the post 
or depot at Willet’s Point, New York, such practice shall be so conducted as not 
to jeopardize or in any wa: injuriously affect the safety of persons or property 
lawfu la or upon Little Neck Bay or upon the shores of orlands — 
to said “A And that if pee! pmpay pa naea Sapas itbe conducted 
under su: tions or orders of the Secretary of War as shall prevent in- 
jury or jeo; y to such persons and property.” 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Chairman, Willet’s Point, occupied as an army 
post, is located on the shore of Little Neck Bay and is distant only 
some dozen miles from New York City. The bay is au important and 
much-used body of water. Its shores are dotted with beautiful sub- 
urban homes, and it is in every way one of the most attractive locali- 
ties within equal distance of the great metropolis. At the fort estab- 
lished here rifle practice under governmental regulations is conducted 
generally from early in April to late in October every year. This prac- 
tice continues every week-day from about 7 in the morning to 4 in the 
afternoon, the range covering Little Neck Bay. 

Raw recruits are almost constantly drilled here in this practice, and 
the rifie-balls in many instances go very farfrom the breastworks, mak- 
ing it extremely hazardous for any one to venture out upon the bay 
while the firing is going on. So dangerous has the practice grown that 
the bay is rendered useless to very great extent for boating and bathing 
pu The natural advantages which induced many well known 
gentlemen of taste and means to establish homes at this point and to 
expend thousands of dollars in beautifying them, have been to great 
extent offset by this practical disbarment of the benefit and enjoyment 
of the bay. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. 
question ? 

Mr. COVERT. With great pleasure. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Have any fatal casualties occurred at this point? 

Mr. COVERT. Fortunately not as yet, I am most glad to say. 
While no fatal accidents have thus far happened, itis by no means an 
unusual occurrence to have balls from the fort whistle by in the near 
neighborhood of those venturesome enough to be upon the water dur- 
ing the hours of An instance has been brought to my atten- 
tion which illustrates the dangers of the situation. Not long ago one 
of the residents of Bayside was sailing in his pleasure-craft, when a 
ball from the fort came tearing through thesail of his boat. It occurs 
to me that this, in time of is carrying the art of war to an ex- 
treme and reprehensibly dangerous limit. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman from New York permit a 
question ? 

Mr. COVERT. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. LANHAM. Have any formal complaints been made as to the 
dangerous character of the practice ? 

Mr. COVERT. I hold in my hand duplicates of pennone just filed 
with the Secretary of War, numerously signed by influential gentle- 
men resident in the vicinity, asking that the practice be stopped. The 
bay is the natural home of the saddle rock oyster and little-neck clam 
industry, and one of these petitions, bearing over a hundred signatures, 
is from baymen and those connected with the oyster and fishing indus- 
tries at this point. The petition sets forth the serious interference oc- 


Will the gentleman from New York permit a 
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easioned to their work by this system of practice at the fort, and asks 
for its suppression. The constant and dangerous firing practically pre- 
vents this large body of workers from following their calling during the 
most of the working hours of every day for more than half of every 


year. 

I think that this practice at the Willet’s Point post should be en- 
tirely stopped. The State of New York maintains a complete and per- 
fect range at Creedmoor, only a few miles distant, at which the Fed- 
eral soldiers frequently practice. Such arrangements should, in my 
judgment, be made as would confine practice, so far as Willet’s Point 
soldiers are concerned, to this safe and secure range. 

I most sincerely trust and can not but believe that the War Depart- 
ment will take favorable action on the petitions filed with it. In the 
event of non-action in this regard, the proposed amendment, which, I 
submit, is eminently conservative, should be operative. It simply pro- 
vides that, if the practice can be continued, such safeguards shall be es- 
tablished by departmental regulations as shall insure the safety of per- 
sons and property lawfully upon the bay or in its immediate vicinity. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I insist on the point of order against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COVERT. Then, Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly 
upon the point of order. 

It occurs to me that this comes clearly and plainly within the rule 
which was established by the Chair on Saturday, when a kindred pro- 
vision was under discussion. There isno legislation existing with ref- 
erence to rifle practice. At Fort Willet there is absolutely no statu- 
tory provision prescribing that that practice shall be had at that point. 
There is no statutory law existing, so far as I am advised, as to the 
measure, which is entirely under the control and jurisdiction of the 
Secretary of War. Itseems to me, therefore, that this proposition is en- 
tirely e to the bill and is within the scope and limit of the rule 
established by the Chair on Saturday. That being the case, believing 
such to be the fact, I submit that the amendment is not subject to the 
point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr, Chairman, there is scarcely a military post 
in the United States which has not this rifle-range and rifle-practice, 
and yet no such provision has been in rated anywhere in any ap- 
propriation bill since the foundation of the Government. It seems to 
me that it is legislation clearly and openly upon an appropriation bill 
and is therefore out of order, and unless some other gentleman desires 
to debate the question further I submit the point to the ruling of the 
Chair and ask a decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is clearly of opinion that the amend- 
ment is not germane. 

Mr. COVERT. May I ask the Chair how this differs in principle 
from the amendment which was offered on Saturday last and which was 
held to be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair could hardly stop to give reasons as 
between the ruling to-day and that of last Saturday on an entirely dif- 
ferent proposition. The Chair holds only that this is not germane to 
the subject-matter of the bill now under consideration, and is not in 
order. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That section 3709 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply to the pur- 
chase ofsupplies not exceeding in value the sum of $200. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
the proviso justread, lines 12,13, 14, and 15. Imake the point of order 
that this is new legislation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iam surethe gentleman from Michigan will find, 
if he has the law of last year before him, that I am not mistaken, but 
that the statement I have made is absolutely correct. ` 

A provision exactly similar to this was contained in the last year’s 
appropriation bill, and was stricken out on the point of order, It isa 
modification of the Revised Statutes or section which has just been 
named, and which requires all purchases to be made after due adver- 
tisement and proposal, except in cases of emergency, where immediate 
delivery was required. This proviso undertakes to amend that section 
of the Revised Statutes, and, as I have said, was ruled out last year on 
the point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman is correct 
in regard to that. It was reported in the last year’s bill, with the 
reasons for it. It is recommended by the Secretary of War and is 
also desired by the Chief of Ordnance. It is believed to be economical 
and good legislation. I think the gentleman, however, from Georgia 
is correct in his statement that a similar provision was stricken out of 
last year’s bill on the point of order. I hope, however, that the point 
of order here will be withdrawn, because in making small purchases 
they can be made more economically in open market than by adver- 
tisement. 

Mr.SAYERS. I understood the gentleman from Michigan in charge 
of this bill to state on last Saturday that this very same provision was 
in the law of last year. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It was my impression at that time, but I think 
I was guided rather by the report of last year than by an examination 
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of the statutes. But I now recall that the same point of order was 
made, and on anexamination of the statute, which is before me, I find 
that it is not in the last year’s act. Therefore, if the gentleman insists 
upon the point of order I suppose it is good. I hope, however, thatit 
will not be insisted upon, because this proposition is inserted here in 
the interest of economy. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. But this is an exceedingly arenes proposition, 
and it will not only affect purchases under the War Department, but 
in all the Departments, and will enable the officers of the Government 
to make these purchases in small amount and thereby allow collusion 
between the contractors and the Government. Therefore I feel com- 
pelled to insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of orderis sustained, The Clerk will 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For steel field-guns of 3.20 inches caliber, $25,000. 


Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the point of order 
on the clause just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state the point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish the gentleman from Michigan would with- 
peo ma point of order until the remainder of this clause of the bill 
is 


Mr. BREWER. Iwill do that with the understanding that I shall 
be permitte J to embrace them all in one point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There are several other provisions immediately 
porogi which the same point of order would apply. 

Mr. BREWER. Very well; let them all be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the point of order of the 
gentleman to be reserved on that portion of the bill just read, embrac- 
ing lines 19 and 20 and the two following clauses. 

Mr. BREWER. That point of order is reserved for the present, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For metallic ca for field-gun batteries, $143,135. 

For steel shell or a raie for field-guns, $12,000. 

In all, $180,135. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman makes his 
point of order, if he will permit me, I wish to submit a slight verbal 
amendment, a single word, to perfect the language of the bill which 
has just been read. 

Mr. BREWER. Very well. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Inline19, on 22, after the word ‘‘twenty,’’ 
I move ta strike out the word ‘‘one;’’ so that it will read ‘‘ twenty-hun- 
dredths,” in place of ‘‘ twenty-one-hundredths,”’ as it may be ambigu- 


ous in Med esi form. 

Mr. B R. Ihave no objection to that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr, Chairman, my point of order the sey- 
eral items which have just been read goes to the q on of jurisdic- 
tion. We find in the Book of Estimates which is sent to the House of 
Representatives, embodying the needs of the various Departments for 
each fiscal year, that these three items just read are sent to the House 
under the head of ‘‘ Fortifications and coast defenses,” We find it in 
the Book of Estimates under that heading. It never has been referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs in any sense of the word. This 
is a question of jurisdiction as between two committees upon this point, 
and this question has been raised on several different occasions, 

During the first session of the Fiftieth Congress when the general 


appropriation bill for the Army was under consideration it was pre- =p 


sented and very thoroughly discussed and decided, so far as the various 
points of order then under discussion were concerned, in favor of the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations, and not in favor ot 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LANHAM. Were these three items, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me, involved in that discussion? 

Mr. BREWER. Someof them wereinvolved. Items precisely like 
these now under consideration were then under discussion. So far as 
the first item is concerned— _ 

For steel for field-guns of 3.20 inches caliber, $25,000— : 


the steel for making those guns was then under consideration and dis- 
cussion. The point of order was made upon that by the gentleman 
who is now the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. 
CurcHEon], and I call the attention of the House to the ruling then 
made after the discussion which took place, and which is found in the 
RECORD of the session of January 19, 1889, on pages 1007 and 1008. 

Now, this is the question which was involved: 

For the purchase of steel forgings for field and siege cannon, as follows: 

For steel forging for not less than twenty-four 3.6-inch field-cuns, $24,000. 

This was the steel for the construction of the guns in question. 
Upon that occasion the following discussion took place: 

Mr. Curenzon. Upon that part of the paragraph in the following words— 

“ For steel forgings for not less than twenty-four 3.6 inch field-guns, $24,000"— 
I make the point of order, the same point that was made by the gentleman 
from Ilinois on heat byes paragraph; but I shall not take any time to dis- 


oner Be only to say t this relates expressly to field-guns for field batteries of 
e 


rmy. 
Mr. SAYERS, Under the head of “Armament for fortifications,” page 170 of the 


g 


2858 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marca 31, 


Book of Estimates, the Chair will find that clause is embraced providing for 
steel forging for the manufacture of certain small guns, It belongs to the arma- 
ment of fortifications. I will send the estimates to the Chair. 

Mr. Towxsuenp, The Chair will observe that the caption of these estimates 
is entitled “ Fortifications and other works of defense,” and this is only one of 
the minor items under that caption. 

Mr. Curcrxox, I would like to be heard further just one moment, and 1 will 
not take more than a minute. I simply want to call the attention of the Chair 
and of the gentleman from Texas also to the estimates under the head of “Arm- 
ament of fortifications,” to which he refers. We have first for finishing and as- 
sembling guns under section 4 of the act heretofore roviding for such 
purchase, and next is the manufacture of approved field and s ns and their 

carriages; in other words, siege guns are guns for fortifications, while field guns 
iare guns for use in the Army in the field; and there is no possibility of mistak- 
ing that, and they are not ted in the estimates. But I make the point 
nst that | paragraph aio relates to the manufacture of field guns only at 

e present time. 

‘Me. RANDALL, I only desire to say that an examination of the law passed at 
the last session of Con, will show that the same character of armament was 
provided for in that Dill. Hence the precedent has been set and jurisdiction is 
established. have marked the paragraphs of the bill and of the estimates, 
which I send to the Chair, and think there can be no controversy on that point. 

The CHARMAN. The Chair will examine them, 

Mr. RANDALL, I think gentlemen will admit that, as this is the lan of 
the law, it establishes the jurisdiction, because, as will be seen, the language 
there refers to field guns of exactly the same character. 

‘The CHAIRMAN . Buoust in the chair). The Chair has examined the au- 
thorities cited and overrules the point of order. 

The Clerk will read. 

aoe the ies f pias ae bde Oe red under the act of September 22, 

‘or bo ental guns procu! under the o mber 22, 
prea namely, for one 10-inch wire-wound gun, steel, $28,000; for one Toinch gun, 
steel-hooped, $39,500; for Pepeusing one 10-inch disaj pearing gun carriage, 
$13,500; for gun-platforms at proving-ground, $6,500; for projectiles for field, 
pane, and seacoast guns for issue to the service, $28,500; for slege-gun powder 
for e to the service, $7,000; for fuses and implements for issue to the service, 

000; in all, $125,000," 

r. Curcnmon, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order upon so much of 
the paragraph just read as embraces projectiles for field guns. I find by a ref- 
erence to the ya of the committee, on page 3, that under the head of “ Pro- 
jectiles” the following provision is made: 

“One thousand steel shrapnel for feld guns. 

“Four thousand eight hundred es, cast-iron, for feld guns,” 

Now, sir, if it is competent for Committee on Appropriations to provide 
shrapnel for field guns, it is also clearly proper and in order for them to under- 
take to furnish cartri for the muskets of the infantry, and therefore the 
had better take contro! and jurisdiction of the whole matter, In the army bill 
‘we have $400,000 provided for the manufacture of small-arms, but if this Com- 
mittee on Appropriations are going to assume the whole thing, why, we bad 
just as well drop that too. 

Mr, RANDALL. I submit that the Committee on Appropriations is assuming 
nothing at all. We have only been asserting our rights and doing what we 
have always done under the law. 

Mr, Curcurox. When it comes to providing shrapnel for field guns, why 
then you might just as well take the whole Army under your gat once, 

Mr. Bucwayan. Will not the gentleman from Mic! allow us to go on 
and get this little miserable amount for our seacoast d and not seek to 
risk even that amount by rescuing the jurisdiction of his committee, scrap by 
sorap, ip this manner? : 

Mr. OUTCHEON, I do not mean to sit here in silence and see the jurisdiction 
of the committee of which Iam a humble member seized and trampled upon 
without protest. 


Mr. SPINOLA. It applies to gunpowder for the si guns also, 
Mr. wegen What is the Saline upae the point ss omar raised by the gentle- 
man from 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has made no ruling. 

Mr, Sprvona. Before the Chair rules I find away down in the bill—— 

Mr, RANDALL., Wait till we get there. 

Mr. SPINoLA. Powder for siege guns. Now, whether the Committee on Ap- 


an have the right to Y Apher for the powderor not I donot know. 
RANDALL. ve the 


We certainly jurisdiction to provide for ig of 


guns, without powder and projectiles. 
Mr. mtg DOr a ye to lose Sor powder. [Laughter] 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of ler, 
Now, Mr. Chairman, it would seem that this question of jurisdiction 
ought to be settled. That was not the first occasion that points of order 
been raised upon these items or similar items to the ones in ques- 
tion. They have always been decided in favor of the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to refer very briefly to former legisla- 
tion upon the subject of the items involved here, and to point out more 
- clearly the reason why the point of order now raised should be sus- 
tained. 


By reference to the Book of Estimates for the fiscal year 1891, page 
166, it will be observed that the War Department submits estimates 
for these objects under the head of ‘‘ Fortifications and other works of 
defense.” : 

The estimates for the military establishment, with the consideration 
of which the Committee on Military Affairs is charged under a rule of 
the House and the reference of the President’s message, pages 87 to 101, 
contain nothing for field guns or ammunition for the same. 

There is no rule of the House or statute which defines what cither 
one of the regularappropriation billsshall carry. Their subject-niatter, 
if fixed by anything, is regulated only by practice. In this connection 
a careful examination of the Army appropriation acts for the past twenty 
years shows that during all that period no specific appropriation was 
made in any of them for field guns or for ammunition for the same. 

At the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress, in the Army appro- 
priation bill for 1885, as from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and passed by the House, an appropriation of $15,000 was proposed 


for field and metal carriages, but the Senate, by amendment, 
struck it from the bill, and the House to their action, presuma- 
bly because the item was as out of place on a bill making ap- 


propriations simply for the support of the Army, 


An examination of the fortifications appropriation acts from 1870 to 
1886 discloses that appropriations were made from year to year for pur- 
chase of machine guns, for howitzers for flank defense, carriages, pro- 
jectiles, and ammunition. 

In the fortification act passed during the first session of the Fiftieth 
Congress appropriations were made for steel forgings for field and siege 
cannon and for ammunition for the same. 

The first specific appropriation for steel rifled field guns was made in 
the fortifications appropriation act passed at the first session of the last 
Congress. Twenty-five such field guns were in process of manufact- 
ure at the Watervliet arsenal prior to the passage of the above-men- 
tioned act, but the expense of their construction was being defrayed 
from proceeds of sales of obsolete and unserviceable ordnance maferial, 
Saye by the act of 1876, (Supplement Revised Statutes, page 
159. 

The division of appropriations for the support of the Government 
into different bills and the nomenclature of PRA a bills were never recog- 
nized by any rule or action of the House until the adoption of the rules 
at the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, when the jurisdiction 
of appropriations was divided between several committees. At that 
time, and by the rules, the several appropriation bills as they existed 
in the preceding Congress were recognized by their titles. 

During the first forty years of our history the general appropriations 
for the support of the Government were made in one bill. As the 
country grew and the objects of public expenditure increased in num- 
ber and amount, the committee having control of all the appropria- 
tions from year to year ted them into different bills for con- 
venience of consideration in committee and by the House. The forti- 
fications bill was one of the first distinctive bills thus created. 

In making this division of the whole work of appropriations into 
separate and distinct bills the rules governing the committee at the 
time are quite apparent now by an examination of the several appro- 
priation laws and the annual estimates for a series of years, 

In the ease of the Army bill it is manifest that the committee, fol- 
lowing the lines laid down in the annual estimates and the logic of 
what seemed to be the natural elements of such a distinctive bill, con- 
fined it almost exclusively to appropriations for the pay, subsistence, 
clothing, quartermaster supplies, and transportation of the Army, and 
for its ordnance supplies in the nature of ammunition and small-arms, 
Even permanent structures at, and enlargement of, military posts, ex- 
cept in rare instances, have been treated as out of place on the Arm 
bills, and have been almost uniformly provided for in the sundry ci 
bill on the well accepted theory that they belonged to the class of ap- 
propriations known as ‘‘ public works.’ On theother hand, the mone 
necessary for the repair of buildings at established mili posts an 
for temporary buildings at frontier posts has been app: ated in the 
Army bills, as such expenditures are naturally treated as in the line 
of current and n annual expenses of the Army. 

Now, as I stated, Mr. Chairman, this question has been many times 
before this House, and in no single instance has jurisdiction been con- 
ferred on the Committee on Military Affairs, but in every case it has 
been conferred on the Committee on Appropriations. Under instructions 
of the House the Committee on Appropriations has placed the items in 
question in the fortifications appropriation bill, which I hope will be 
taken up as soon as this is disposed of. It does seem to me that it is 
useless for the Committee on Military Affairs to take the time and at- 
tention of this committee to have a question which has been adjudi- 
cated so many times again adjudicated and decided again to-day. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, the question presented here is a 
very simple one: the question of jurisdiction between two committees 
of the House. That jurisdiction must be determined by the rules of 
the House, and I think by the rules of the House alone; because I 
think that the practice heretofore throws very little light upon this 
question, as this is the first time we have an appropriation for this class 
of light field batteries, The third subdivision of Rule XI of the rules of 
pe House, for apportioning the subjects to the several commitees, is as 

ollows: 

3. toappropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government, as herein 
provided, namely, for legislative, executive, and judicial expenses; for sundry 
civil expenses ; for fortifications and coast defenses; for the District of Columbia ; 
for pensions; and for all deficiencies: to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. SAYERS. Now read in that connection to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Justa moment. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions, if it gains jurisdiction at all, does so under the words ‘‘appro- 
priationoftherevenue * * * for fortifications and coast defenses.” 
zok we will turn to subdivision 12 of the same rule. Subjects relat- 

g— 

12, to the military establishment and the public defense, including the appro- 
priations for its support and for that of the tary Academy: to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a well ized principle of legal inter- 
pretation that where a general jurisdi is conferred upon one court 
or body, and a less jurisdiction of the same general nature is carved ont 
of the larger and more general jurisdiction, the words constituting the 
lesser jurisdiction must be strictly construed. Under subdivision 12 
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‘of Rule XI, subjects relating to the military establishment and the 
‘public defense, including appropriati go to the Committee on Mili- 


iations “‘ for fortifications and coast defense. In 
tary Committee takes general jurisdiction of all matters relating to 
the military establishment and the public defense. Now, out of that 
large and general jurisdiction a lesser jurisdiction is carved for the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, expressed in the words, ‘‘for fortifications 
and coast defenses.” X . 

Now, Mr. the question, the single question, the only ques- 
tion, is this: Does this appropriation for light steel batteries 3.2 
inch caliber come under the words ‘‘fortifications and coast defenses ?’’ 

As bearing upon that, I desire to have read at the Clerk’s desk a com- 
munication from the majo: commanding the Army, who is at 
the same time the chairman of the board of ordnance and fortifications. 

The communication was read, as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D. O., March 3, 1390. 

: In reply to your communication of this date I have the honor to 
say that the “field guns of 3.20 inch caliber,” ‘‘ metallic carriages for field-gun 
batteries,” and “ shell and shrapnel for field guns" are intended for the service 
of light batteries, of which there are two in each regiment of artillery, which 
nave s e infantry and cavalry in the field, but not in the fortifications or 
const i. 

It would therefore seem clear that everything relating to these field-gun bat- 
teries belongs to the “military establishment and the public defense” in general, 
‘rather than to ‘fortifications and coast defenses.” T last , not tothe 
now existing military establishment, but to the new fortifications and armament 
of the seacoasts, which are proposed, and which involve new methods, new ma- 


b; ho , to this clause in of appro- | p 
Affairs, subject, however paragraph 3, er 


terials, and large expenditures of a nature not heretofore for many years 
cluded in the appropristions for the military establishment, and hence requiring 
ial care and supervision, both in the appropriations and in the 
f, while the former, namely, the fi batteries, are of the well 
tried and fully established equipment of the Army, required for its eurrent serv- 
ice, and not involving any question as to cost, of ency, or of necessity to 
the military service. 


Very respectfully, 
J. M. SCHOFIELD, 
Major-General 
Hon. B. M. Crrcnroys, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, . 
House of Representatives, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, Mr. Chairman, here we have the ion 
of the major-general commanding the military establishment, who, as 
I have said, is also at the same time the chairman of the board of ord- 
nance and Fortifications, which has charge of all matters pertaining to 
seacoast defense, and his opinion clearly and unqualifiedly is that these 
light steel batteries pertain rather to the t military establish- 
ment—that is, to the troops in the field—than to fortifications and 
coast defenses. Or, to quote his own words: 

t h these 
terion belongs to the, miliary establiohinent and the public defense "in gen- 
eral, rather than to “ fortifications and coast defenses.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me it does not require the opinion of 
the general commanding the Army to determine this question. What 
are the light batteries? Are the light batteries ever used in coast de- 
fenses or in the permanent fortifications? The light batteries never 
form any part of the coast defenses or of the permanent fortifications. 
As Chief of Ordnance Benét said to the chairman of the committee 
recently, ‘‘It might as well be contended that the armament of the 
infantry belongs to the seacoast defenses and permanent fortifications, 
because we always man the parapets with the infantry, but we never 
use light steel batteries in permanent fortifications.” Of course, 
when the troops are engaged in hostilities in the field, light batteries 
are used in temporary field-works, but never in permanent fortifica- 
tions. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, if we go back to the rule, this appro- 
priation is pertinent to the military establishment, and not to coast de- 
fenses or fortifications. My colleague from Michigan [Mr. BREwER]— 
and he and I will have no difference except upon this matter of juris- 
diction—attempts to draw an argument from what took place upon the 
point of order raised upon the fortification bill in the last Congress. 
‘That appropriation related to the steel that was to be worked up in the 
Army gun factory. Upon thatI made the point of order, and it 
to be the opinion of the House that that factory, being designed chiefly 
for the fabrication and assembling of the new high-power ordnance for 
coast defenses, the appropriation should properly go to the committee 
which had charge of coast defenses. 

Mr. BREWER. If my colleague will permit me, is it nota fact that 
these guns are manufactured or assembled at the Watervliet arsenal? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is true If this appropriation is made— 
and this is the first appropriation that has ever been made for 3.2-inch 
breech-loading, steel guns—if this appropriation is made, the guns will 
be fabricated at the Watervliet arsenal under this appropriation. The 
carriages have been made at the Springfield arsenal, and the shrapnel 
shell by contractors under private contract. But no argument can be 
drawn from that, The simple question is, oughtthis appropriation for 
light batteries in the field to be in the bill for the support of the mili- 
tary establishment, of which they are to form a part, or should it bein 
that special bill which is designed to carry the appropriations for the 
heavy coast defenses and their armament? 

It seems to me that the case is so plain, so axiomatic, that no further 
argument can be required. It makes no difference practically from 


which committee this appropriation comes. The same appropriation, 
I believe, bao ig S COENE TOER See sani other ap- 
ropriation There is a known equity jurispru- 
dence that where two tribunals may have concurrent jurisdiction of 
the same subject-matter the one getting the jurisdiction first will hold 
it; and it may well be that, even if it should be the opinion of the Chair 
that if the other bill had come in here first containing this appropria- 
tion it might ly be retained in that bill, nevertheless it is also 
properly in this and this is the bill which is first presented for the 
consideration of the House. So, Mr. Chairman, we say again that 
under the rules giving to the Committee on Military Affairs jurisdic- 
tion of the military establishment and its armament, this appropria- 
tion belongs to that committee, and no argument can be drawn from 
the practice which has prevailed heretofore, because heretofore we have 
never made an appropriation for this particular variety of field gun. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if any other gentleman desires to add to what 
I have said, I will give way for that purpose. I think, however, that 
I have covered the whole ground, and I am willing to submit the ques- 
tion for the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word upon this, 
and I will be exceedingly brief. Under clause 3 of Rule XI, certain 
matters contained in the President’s message were referred to the Com- 
mittee on ah a ripen and by reference to the Book of Estimates it 
will be found that these precise estimates were referred specifically to 
that committee. 

That consideration of itself, it seems to me, ought to determine the 


in. | jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations and the non-jurisdic- 


tion of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Again, during the last Congress this precise question in principle 
came before the Committee of the Whole time and time again; and after 
full discussion on each occasion the point of order was ruled in favor 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My friend will pardon me; not this precise ques- 
tion, because we did not have these field batteries before us. 

Mr. CANNON. I say a question precisely the same in principle. 
Now, the gentleman has well said that the Army bill which we are now 
considering carries these items to which we object, and he has well said 
that the fortification bill now upon the Calendar, reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations, carries among others these same items. 
So that it isa mere question of technical jurisdiction, and it is well 
enough to keep the jurisdiction right. 

Again, it is good policy to let the jurisdiction touching these matters _ 
remain asit always has been, so that any one following the legislation 
can by an examination of the fortification bill exhaust the whole ques- 
tion of appropriations for guns for fortifications or field-guns. 

The Chair will see at once the propriety of so holding when he ex- 
amines the Book of Estimates and the two bills, the fortification bill 
and the Army bill. I now read from the fortification bill: 

Army gun factory: For machinery and plant for the manufacture of stecl 
shell or puel for field guns, $5,000. 

That is in the fortification bill, but not in the Army bill. 

For to complete the full caj of i 
a eur acral ergy oman tory tng 

Here is an appropriation for machinery to make these very guns that 
the gentleman seeks to include in the Army bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There is no question upon the gun factory. 

Mr. CANNON. So, taking the fortification bill, it carries an appro- 
priation for the steel out of which these field guns are to be made. 

Now, it does appear to me that as the fortification bill has always 
carried these items that enter into the manufacture of these guns, as 
the jurisdiction has always been with the Committee on Appropriations, 
and as the fortification billnow carries these items, it is worse than folly 
to putin the Army bill for the first time the appropriation for field 
guns, for steel for field guns, for steel shell or shrapnel for field guns, 

£ enlargement of the building for field guns, and many other items. 
In the interest of sound legislation, one bill or the other should exhaust 
this whole subject; and the unvarying practice has been all along that 
the fortification bill should carry this whole subject. I trust, there- 
fore, that the point of order will be sustained, and that the fortification 
bill will carry this whole subject now. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow mea question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; with great pleasure. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Why did you not carry that principle further, 
and include in the fortification bill the whole subject of ordnance: the 
Springfield Armory, for instance, with its $400,000 for small arms? 

Mr. CANNON. The fortification bill never has carried the appro- 
priation for small arms; and that is not the question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But all these carriages are manufactured at the 
Springfield arsenal. i 
Mr. CANNON. We do not claim that the fortification bill should 
now carry those; we only ask thatit carry, under the rules of the House, 
what it has always carried and what it is properit should carry. We 
claim that not only the rules and the unbroken practice support this 
position, but sound legislation suggests that one bill should exhaust 
this whole subject. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman will allow me tosay that the 
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metallic carriages for field-gun batteries, for which this bill carries an 
appropriation of $143,135, are manufactured at the Springfield arse- 
nal, the same as the small arms forthe infantry are. They donot come 
under the factory at all. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised to see 

ntlemen who seek to sustain this point of order insisting that no ef- 

‘ort in the line of improvement should be made in the system of legis- 
lation adopted in this House. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BREWER], in giving a very interesting history of the various plans 
adopted by Congress since the organization of our Government, stated 
that for the first forty years there was but one general appropriation 
bill. The wisdom of our legislators recognized in the course of time 
the importance of segregating or dividing the appropriations for the 
varioua departments of the Government; and finally, in the Forty-ninth 
Con a great and well directed stride was made by the rule which 
distributed the appropriation bills among those committees that were 
supposed to take the most interest in the subjects to which the appro- 
ventions referred. 

Now, the only question for the House to decide to-day, without ref- 
erence to what has been decided before, is whether, undera rule which 
provides for appropriations for fortifications and coast defenses, there 
should be included appropriations for field guns of small caliber, akind 
of gun which, under ordinary circumstances, does not form a part of the 
armament of coast defenses or fortifications. 

Mr. SAYERS, Will not the gentleman admit that heretofore this 
class of armament has been provided for by the Appropriations Com- 
mittee ? 

Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama. I admit that has been the case, very 
improperly; and I say that the House of Representatives, seeking to 
place the various appropriations with those committees that are sup- 

from their jurisdiction to take most interest in the subjects, and 

use of the A hears of the investigations required of them to 
know most about them, seeks now to place the appropriations for field 
guns with the committee whose speci 

Mr. SAYERS. Youclaim, then, that the Committee on Military 
Affairs knows more about these things than the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Knows more abont them, because its 
duties require its members to give more investigation to the subject of 
field guns than a committee whose investigation is confined to fortifi- 
cations and coast defense. 

Mr. COGSWELL. How do you account for the War Department 
placing these matters under the item of ‘‘ fortifications and coast arma- 
ment?” 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Simply because a clerk followed the 
erroneous proceedings of his predecessors. 

“Mr. COGSWELL. Does the gentleman undertake to say that the 
armament of a fort is complete without field guns ? 

Mr. ER, of Alabama. I say that field guns of 3} inch 
caliber are never used as a part of the armament of fortifications for 
coast ero degen when armies are brought to bear upon such fortifi- 

of 


cations and the opposing army is called to their defense, light batteries 
composed of guns of this character are used in conjunction with the 
small-arms of the infantry and riflemen. 

Mr. COGSWELL, The gentleman does not answer my question. 
Does he say that the armamentof a fortis complete without field guns? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Underthe present plans of armament 
itis, but when fortifications are attacked by infantry they should have 
infantry and field batteries for defense. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I differ from you decidedly. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I have never seen guns of 3} inches 
placed in coast defenses as a part of its armament. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Iam not asking what you have seen. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Of course a little battery thrown up 
in the field is different. What is meant by coast defenses are perma- 
nent forts. 

Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman is a military man, a graduate of West 
Point, I believe, and let me ask him, do you know of a fortification in 
the United States now—take Fortress Monroe, and I am asking for in- 
formation—do you know of a fortification on the seaboard or elsewhere 
in the United States where there are not these field batteries? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I have never seen any 3}-inch guns 
placed in a coast fortification as a part of its armament. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam not asking what you have seen; are they not 
there now? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I have been at several coast fortifica- 
tions, and looked at guns mounted for defense, and never saw small field 
guns mounted as part of the armament. They are sometimes, I might 
say frequently, kept in forts for their better care and preservation, and 
a few guns are sometimes kept for salutes and for the morning and 
evening gun. 

Mr. SAYERS. You say that you did not see them. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I did not see them mounted as part 
of the armament. 

Mr. SAYERS. They are not, then, there, in your opinion? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Not at coast fortifications, 


At Fortress Monroe there is an artillery school, and light batteries 
are stationed at that post. 


The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations al- 
luded to the fact that so much of the President’s message as alluded to 
the subject of fortifications and coast defense was referred to the Com- 
mittee on ap fr Manian In that same message matters referring to 
the public defense and military establishment, and including every- 
thing of that character, were referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. Everything, therefore, pertaining to the Army and the equip- 
ments of the Army in the field, such as guns of this caliber, which are 
put in the field as field guns, certainly belong to and should be referred 
to and provided for in bills reported from this committee. 

The only argument so far made in this discussion which tends to 
show that they ought not to be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs seems to be based upon the assumption that having been 
there improperly for several years the improper reference should be 
indefinitely continued. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CANNON] 
also argues that the Committee on Appropriations should exhaust the 
whole subject. If they should exhaust the whole subject they would 
be compelled to take jurisdiction of the entire armament of the Army, 
which would be in direct violation of the rules, I insist the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs ought to exhaust the whole subject so far as 
it is necessary to provide for the arms, equipments, and guns for the 
military establishment, because this committee is specially required to 
do so under the rules which govern this House. It seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, that it is hardly necessary to say anything further upon 
the subject. 

Mr. LANHAM, I only wish to say a word on the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. BREWER]. It seems tome 
that it is not very material to those who shall pay the taxes involved 
in the appropriations for these items, aggregating $180,135, whether that 
burden is imposed by the Committee on Appropriations or by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. Nor does it seem to me that the question 
ought to be controlled, as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON], by former references of such matters to any particular com- 
mittee. Theessential point to determine is whether or not the authority ~ 
to appropriate for these items properly belongs to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and whether the guns, carri etc., for which these 
appropriations are to be made belong to and constitute a part of the 
military establishment. 

The committee taking jurisdiction ot it heretofore would not nec- 
essarily prevail in jurisdiction now simply for that reason. If there 
has been a mistake in former references, a mistake in conferring or as- 
suming jurisdiction in the past, it does not follow that such mistake 
should be perpetuated. If we wish to ascertain clearly what belongs 
to the military establishment or what the terms imply, it would be but 
natural to refer to those who are specially qualitied to speak in such 
matters from military training and practical experience. In the let- 
ter read from the Clerk’s desk, coming from the General of the Army, 
who is, as I understand, president of the board of fortifications and 
ordnance, it is clearly and distinctly defined that the subjects named 
are properly classed under the head of military establishment, and 
hence the jurisdiction for the appropriation obviously belongs te the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

General Schofield says: 


In rep! 


If this interpretation be correct, the Committee on Appropriations is 
manifestly without jurisdiction over this subject-matter, for the items 
mentioned are disconnected from fortifications or coast defenses. 

Now, there is in this letter a construction by a very high military 
authority as to whether or not these items of appropriation belong to 
the military establishment, and it seems to me that his judgment and 
intepretation would be infinitely better than that of any number of gen- 
tlemen in the House of Representatives. Itisalso clear, Mr. Chairman, 
that under the provisions of Rule XI, referring all matters of legislation 
pertaining to the military establishment to the Military Committee, 
that committee logically and legally has jurisdiction of this subject- 
matter and has the right to report accordingly in this appropriation 
bill. We took jurisdiction of the question, as we thought we ought to 
do, and reported to the House our bill on the 28th day of February, 
1890-—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my colleague yield for a question? 

Mr. LANHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. By what authority did you take jurisdiction of the 
question when this matter was first presented ? 

Mr. LANHAM. ‘We had submitted to us the estimates from the 
War Department. 

Mr. SAYERS. But how did it get to the House? 

Mr. LANHAM. I do not know about that, and in fact I do not 
think it would be at all material in correctly determining the question 
of jurisdiction. This bill, Isay, was reported on the 28th day of Febru- 
ary, 1890, The bill making appropriations for fortifications and coast 
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defenses was reported to the House on the 18th day of March, 1890. 
We had already taken jurisdiction of the subject-matter involved in 
this appropriation before that time. We had the judgment of a man 

t military ability, a man of splendid military education and high 
itary character, to the effect that these matters belong to the mili- 
tary establishment, and I think we ought not to be eo dece by any 
previous reference to another committee or by the fact that the esti- 
mates went to one committee or the other. It is important, if there 
has been an error committed heretofore, to correct it now when the op- 
portunity is presented. 

Mr. CANNON, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LANHAM. Certainly. 

Mr, CANNON. If these items of appropriation belong to the mili- 
tary establishment under the rules of the House, and the jurisdiction 
is given for the reason assigned by the gentleman, is not the jurisdic- 
tion also given to recommend appropriations for the steel out of which 
they aremade? Why did you not recommend appropriations for them? 
You claim jurisdiction, and yet the gentleman did not seek to cover that 
and various other matters. Now, where is the distinction ? 

Mr, LANHAM. We have only placed these three items in our bill 
on which the point of order has been made. “We sought no doubtful 
jurisdiction, and upon the propriety of our course we have submitted 
the judgment of perhaps the highest military authority in the country. 

Mr. CANNON. Ah, but your highest military authority in the 
country does not regulate the rules of this House. 

Mr. LANHAM. But our highest military authority, it seems to 
me, would be persuasive, to say the least, as to the definition of what 
is meant by the term ‘‘ military establishment ” rather than the judg- 
ment of the civilian members of the House; and that these items be- 
long to that establishment has been affirmatively made to appear by 
the commanding general of the Army himself. It is a question for 
the Chair, of course, as to whether they appertain to the Military Com- 
mittee or otherwise; but if they are a part of the military establish- 
ment, and outside of fortifications or coast defenses, then the Chair 
must inevitably hold, in my judgment, that the Committee on Military 
Eaval had jurisdiction of them and has properly incorporated them 
in its bill. . 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, this is a contest with which I am 
somewhat familiar, by reason of my having had in charge during the 
last Congress the fortifications appropriation bill. Itis the same old 
fight between the two committees. Now, it will be admitted, it can 
not be denied, by the Committee of Military Affairs, that before the 
distribution of appropriations amongst the various committees in the 
Fiftieth Congress, items of this character were always carried in the bill 
for fortifications and coast defenses, and not upon the bill for the sup- 
port of the military establishment, It will be also admitted by the 
Committee on Military Affairs that no estimate or document of any 
kind whatever authorizing these items of appropriation went to it from 
the House. 

I therefore ask the gentleman in charge of the bill, how comes it that 
he reports these items, if there was no estimate or proper document 
submitted by the Department, through the regular and ordinary chan- 
nel, to the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Does the gentleman desire an answer now? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Book of Estimates is submitted to all of the 
appropriation committees, to the Committee on Military Affairs as well 
as to the Committee on Appropriations, If, therefore, the gentleman 
had read the report of the committee accompanying this bill he would 
have found that the committee dealt in entire frankness with the House 
when we say, on page 3 of the report: 

In the Book of Estimates, at page 166, among other items (under the head of 
fortifications and other works of defense), occur the following. 

And then, in connection with that, we submitted the various items 
to which that paragraph referred. 

But we submit further, Mr. Chairman, that the error of a subordi- 
nate inthe War Department in submitting an estimate of appropria- 
tion under the wrong head can not thereby control the jurisdiction of 
the House. We had this communicated to the committee in a special 
communication from the Secretary of War himself. 

Mr. SAYERS. How? In what manner? Through the House? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Directly to the committee, under the date of 
February 20th. 

Mr. SAYERS. But did it come through the House? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It did not come. through the Speaker of the 
House, if that is what the gentleman means, but directly to the com- 
mittee, the Secretary of War communicating this item for field bat- 
teries in a special estimate on the date mentioned. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, only afew words more. Ithas 
been shown that for more than twenty years items like those under 
consideration have, without ajenaty sare been placed upon the bill 
which made appropriations for fortifications and coast defenses. It is 
also true that the estimates for these particular appropriations came to 
the House regularly and were senei by the Speaker to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and that the Committee on Military ex 


of 
mi 


i Affairs, ex- 
cept upon the communication sent to it irregularly by the Secretary of 


War, had nothing upon which to base the jurisdiction which has been 
assumed. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will my colleague permit me to ask if he thinks 
this reference by the House to the committee is absolutely decisive of 
the question of jurisdiction? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so, when prope referred under the-rules, 


especially as no question has becn r: 
erence until now, 

Mr. LANHAM, But suppose this to belong to the military estab- 
lishment; would its reference to the Committee on Appropriations be 
decisive of the question of jurisdiction ? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think where the reference is made, under the rule, 
of a matter to a particular committee it would have the jurisdiction, 
unless an objection were raised within the proper time and in the man- 
ner prescribed by the rules of the House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In other words, reference to a wrong committee 
would confer jurisdiction. i 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not agree that this is a wrong reference. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If this pertains to the military establishment, it 
would be a wrong reference. f 

Mr, SAYERS. Not so. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentleman 
aquestion. Take, for instance, the items tor the Military Academy. 
We find estimates in one part of the book for the Military Academy 
and in another for the public works. 

Mr, SAYERS, Well, the gentleman will find that all these items 
have gone to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Yes, sir. All of these are not, how- 
ever, for the Military Academy, and yet the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs have jurisdiction. 

Mr. SAYERS. Because they have been referred to your committee 
under the rules of the House, 

Mr. Chairman, this whole question was exhaustively discussed in 
the last Congress, and it was definitely settled when the fortifications 
bill was up for consideration, and also when the bill for the support 
of the Army was before the House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him 
there; he says that this whole subject was exhaustively discussed in 
the last Congress. Allow me to read from a letter received from the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I have great respect for the Secretary 
of War; but he is not a member of this House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is simply as to a matter of fact. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not understand that the Secretary of War is a 
ase judge of parliamentary law than an experienced member of this 

ouse. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, no; but as to a matter of fact. 

Mr. SAYERS.. The gentleman has been reading communications 
from the General of the Army and from the Secretary of War and his 
officers as to the jurisdiction of committees of this House. 


as to the propriety of the ref- 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Thesimple point I desire to make, if my friend 


will allow me, is that we have never Ako ernie for these 3.2-inch 
caliber guns before. We have appropriated for guns of larger caliber, 
but never for guns of this caliber. 

Mr. SAYEKS. The gentleman can read it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He writes: 

Twenty-five steel field guns of 3.2-inch caliber, $25,000, 

Con, has heretofore made no appropriation for the steel field guns of 


3. 2-inch caliber as named in this item; such as have been made have been pro- 
cured from proceeds of sales of obsolete and unserviceable materials, 


Mr. SAYERS. Well, read further. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is all I desire to read. 

Mr. SAYERS. Read it all, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Very well. 

At the second session of the Fiftieth Congress an estimate for field guns of 


3. 6-inch caliber was, after a discussion in the House, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and action thereon was taken by that committee as stated, 


Mr. SAYERS. Suppose you read all of the letter. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ido not desire to take up the time of the com- 
mittee. * 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, let me see it then. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is all that bears upon this question. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will it be in order in this dis- 
=_ on of the point of order to limit debate to thirty minutes on a 
side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will limit it in a moment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will read, Mr. Chairman: 

An item for projectiles, including steel shrapnel for the field service, was em- 
bodied in the fortifications act approved March 2, 1889. The assignmentof the 
estimate for this purpose and the action taken in the Fiftieth Congr second 
es was the same as stated for the two preceding items of this memoran- 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Appropriations over the items under tion is mg a sustained 
by the uniform and uninterrupted tice of the House for more than 
twenty years; by the unquestioned rulings of three Chairmen of the 
Committee of the Whole on different occasions during the last preced- 
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ing Congress; by the reference of that portion of the President’s mes- 
sage and of the Rapartalesitel estimates bearing RRON the subject during 
the present Congress; under a fair construction of the rules themselves; 
‘and, finally, because sound policy demands that the appropriations for 
the erection of arsenals, for the purchase of machinery and of steel, 
and for the manufacture of guns should be considered, reported, and 
recommended by one and the same committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I shall detain the committee buta 
moment. This whole field has been very thoroughly gone over and 
I have, therefore, no ition to at length upon the time of 
the House or the patience of the Chair. The question at issne here is 
a question of jurisdiction, not to be determined by the opinion of the 
General of the Army, but tobe decided under the rules and practice of 
this House. Substantially the same issue was decided in the last Con- 


4 goess, Do by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], who was in 


when the fortifications bill was being considered, and by my- 
self when in the chair on the Army appropriation bill. 
Mr. Chairman, I desire first to call your attention to the a pepeg id 
observations of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] in the de- 
cision referred to. He said: 


An examination of the statutes and oei pee practice of the House for a long 
series of years shows that prior to the ad on of the present rules the rules 
simply Eai the work Of penie rea to o the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Thatcommittee subdivided their work into various general appropriation 
bills, Akae by virtue of any rule of the House, but for their own convenience, 
They designated as the l ve, executive, and judicial bill, the sundry 
civilt bull, tk the fortification bill, the District of Columbia bill, the pension bill, the 
deficiency, bill, the military bill, the naval bill, and the bill in relation to post- 


— and post-roads, eto. 
‘he subject-matter of these several bills was d ed by the Committee on 
Appropriations itself, and the Chair thinks that only way of ascertaining 
the of bilis is by an examination of the substance of them. Under 
these designations they have been orgs in the of the House until 
they have a significance as pregnant asthe strongest could give them. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, when the Army appropriation bill was being 
considered at the second session of the Fiftieth gress the question 
of jurisdiction was raised on the ‘‘ torpedo item ” of that bill; and, fol- 

ing in the line of the premises laid down by the gentleman from 
Geo which I have just quoted, the Chair said: 

In endeavoring to reach bot as conclusion it occurs to the Chair that it is well 
to go back to the practice of the House in respect to this item before the 
of rules distributed the appropriation bills; for that change of rules made no 
change in their phraseology— 

I desire D Lag hohe to take especial note of this fact— 
but simp! poraini appropriation bills to committees which prior to 
that ‘ina not perpen given consideration of them. 

Further on, in summing up conclusions, I also stated: 

The Chair, therefore, thinks that the intent of the House in distributing these 
appropriation bills was to give to the fortification bill that which it carried prior 
to the distribution, to the post-office aD bill that which it carried prior 
wees distribution, and so with respect to the bills assigned to the other com- 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the change in the distribution of the bills made 
no change whatever in the phraseology of the rule. The gentleman 
from Georgia and myself ly held that these bills, as distrib- 
uted by the change of rules, carried with them to their tive com- 
mittees only that which they contained when they were under the 
aces and control of the Committee on Appropriations. 

== Chairman, tried by that construction, which has been re- 
pproved by this body, the items against which the point of 
hs must be the fortification bill, for examination 
reveals the fact that for more than twenty years prior to the distribu- 
tion they always found a place in that bill. As hasalready been stated, 
the estimates sent tothe House for field guns have been referred by the 
Speaker to the Committee on Appropriations, which fact ought to con- 
fer on that committee unchall jurisdiction. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Does not the gentleman yield the 
whole question when he says that the Committee on Appropriations 
once had this all in their hands and that they segregated the appro- 
priations into different appropriation bills, as appeared to them to be 
proper? Upon the same ciple would it not be pro’ ope now to give 
this appropriation for field guns to the Committee on Military Affairs ? 

Mr. KERY. I think not. My pointis very clear; atleast I have 
endeavored to makeit so. It is this: That in the distribution of the 
a eer bills, there being no change in the phraseology of the 

the military bill as reported from the Committee on Military 

should carry those matters which it formerly carried when it 

was reported from the Committee on Appropriations; that the Post- 

Office bill should carry under this construction only those items which 

it carried before the of rules sent it to the Committtee on the 

Post-Office and Post-Roads; and so on through the entire list of com- 
mittees, 

Now, apply that standard, and the decision must be in favor of the 
Committee on Approp riations, for I have here a memorandum pre- 
pared by the clerk of the Committee on Appropriations which shows 
PORE OE OFS fence meron A oat i pss a ince bill has 
never carried an appropriation for field guns. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Because we have not been making appropria- 
tions for this kind of light field batteries. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But the line was drawn before, 


Mr. DOCKERY. The line was clearly drawn before. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, the memorandum just read, showing that the 3.2-inch guns 
have not been made before, is not at all to the point of order. 
The question at issue is the question of jurisdiction of field guns, not 


Fearon mang ree 
Mr. What part do these guns play in fortifications? 


Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not know much about military affairs. I 
was fortunately so young at the time of the war that I got in only dur- 
ae the last six months, in the militia, and I did not therefore see much 

itary service. [Laughter.] Iam arguing this question under the 
rules and the practice of the House, and the Chair will observe that the 
E aa of ue House has been uniform in its support of the views I 


Mı. MSPINOLA: Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is narrow- 
ing itself down to a question of common sense. No gentleman upon 
the floor of this House will fora moment undertake to claim that a 
3-inch gun is to be used in a fortification. A 3-inch gun, as I under- 
stand it, is to be used upon the battle-field. Noman can point toa 
fortification in this country where a gun of only 3 inches caliber has 
ever been used. If these guns were intended to be used for fortifica- 

tions they would be of much larger caliber. A 3-inch gun is designed 
to be hauled about by horses and to be handled by men in the field in 
action. Gentlemen desire to take jurisdiction of this matter for the 
Committee on Appropriations, but the jurisdiction of that committee 
is confined to fortifications and does not apply to light field arms. 

This gun isa field arm, just like a rifle, only that it is of a little 
calibre, requiring five or six or Seven men to handle it i of one, 
and it comes strictly under the jurisdiction of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. We do not propose to interfere with the jurisdiction of 


the Committee on App tions as to fortifications. They claim that 
jurisdiction, and we say, let them have it; but when it comes to a mat- 
ter entirely and distinct from that, which comes legitimately 


within the authority of the Committee on Military Affairs, we insist 
that that committee shall have its jurisdiction, ana that is this case, 
because, as I have said, these guns are never used in fortifications, but 
are strictly for field purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question presented is not without difficulty, 
and the discussion has not been sufficiently full to entirely satisfy the 
Chair, but he understands that the exigencies of the work before the 
House will not permit farther delay. 

The practice of the House for the last twenty years preceding the 
last six years in large has obtained under different conditions as 
between committees from those which now exist, and the Chair will 
confine himself strictly to the rule as he understands it. 

Rule XI provides as follows: 

All i on shall be referred to the committees named in the 
coding rule, aa f lows, namely : $ Subjects relating, R j wis 


To app’ of the revenue for the support of the Government, as herein 
SVA namely: Roe Zips fortifications and coast defenses * * * tothe 
Committee on Ap 

All appropriations elaine: 

12. to the milii establishment and the public in 
propriations for ae thoete pvas tbe Commnittes beg irre ye heap 

As the Chair understands this rule, the Committee on ray SH are 
in this matter is confined strictly to that which pertains to 
and coast defenses. The Chair holds that the provision of the bill be- 
fore the committee providing for steel field guns and carriages for the 
same, not used in fortifications, nor made for fortifications, nor for 
coast defenses, properly goes to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
he therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the provisions 
of this bill, on page 22, from line 16 to line 2, page 23, inclusive. 

The Clerk read the paragraphs proposed to be struck out, as follows: 

For four mountain guns, carriages, limbers, accessories, and ammunition 
therefor, $14,920; 

za — nern guns of ed teehee caliber, E 155; 

For steel shell or shrapnel for field guns, $12,000; $ 

In all, $180,135. 

Mr. CANNON. Asingle word upon this amendment. I hold in 
one hand the Army appropriation bill, from which I move to strike 
out these items. In the other hand I hold the fortifications appropri- 
ation bill, in which all these items appear, and, in addition, various 
other items of appropriations for steel to make these guns, as well as 
other guns, for an addition to the Watervliet arsenal, for tools, ma- 
chinery, and plant for the manufacture of field guns, shell, and shrap- 
nel, and for various other items necessarily usedin the making of these 
guns and this shrapnel and shell. 

I make this motion because the fortification bill has always carried, 
and now carries, the items I have indicated, and the Army bill has not 
heretofore carried these items, and members of this House as well as 
the country at large are entitled, when they pick up an act of ap 
priation and read it, to assume that the whole subject is exha' 
that act. Therefore, either the Army bill or the fortification bill, ae 
Said unk of sound pane, mepri as policy, s should exhaust this whole subject of 

ope, therefore, that these items will 
be atdickes ont of this bill, and that the fortification bill, which is to 
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follow and carries all these items, 
guns, 
‘with which to make t shall carry also the guns. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH, May I ask the gentleman a question before 
he takes his seat? 
Certainly. 


Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This question, as I have understood, has 
been determined over and over again heretofore, both by the Chair and 
by a vote of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir; and invariably one way. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Has there been any change in the rules on 
this subject? 

Mr. CANNON. Not in the least. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understood the Chair to say, in decidin 
this question, that to-day the conditions are different, or the rules dif- 
ferent, from what they were when previous decisions were made, by 
which, I supposed, the Chair would be guided. 

Mr. CANNON, I say again that the rules in this respect are the 
same as in the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses when this question 
was decided differently upon a point of order. 

But I care nothing about the point of order. Whether the Army 
bill or the fortification bill carries this appropriation—and the items 
are in both bills—in either event these guns will beconstructed. But 
I do say that in the estimates and in the fortification bill are these addi- 
tional matters of appropriation for gun factory, for steel out of which 
‘these guns are to be made, for tools with which they are to be made, 
and that one bill or the other ought to carry the whole of these appro- 
priations. I trust that they will be stricken out of the Army bill and 
that we shall let the fortification bill carry these four items, as it car- 
ries a dozen other items which it is necessary that the fortification bill, 
or some other bill, should carry in order that these guns may be made. 

Mr. LANHAM. Suppose the motion of the gentleman should now 
prevail and that, when we come to the fortification bill, these items 
should be struck out on a point of order, what would then become of 


them? 
Well, ‘‘sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 


including the steel which makes these 
the enlargement of the factory in which they are made, the tools 


Mr. CANNON, 
Thardly think that any Chairman of the Committee of the Whole could 
be found who would reverse the unbroken rulings of the House on this 
subject, by holding that these items are not in order on the fortifica- 
tion appropriation bill. 

Mr, LANHAM. The present Chairman has very wisely decided that 
these items are properly on the Army bill. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] whether it is not true that during the last ten 
years there have been at least four occasions when we failed to have 
any fortification billatall. What has happened in previous Congresses 
may happen in this. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, of course, if Congress does not choose to make 
an appropriation there will be no money, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. We always pass the Army appropri- 
ne bill; but the fortification bill frequently fails to get through in 

me, : 

Mr. MOREY. I wish to make an inquiry. If these appropriations 
be made on the fortitication bill, under the direction of what officer 
or what board will the expenditure be made? i 

Mr. CANNON. There will not be the slightest diference in that 
respect from the expenditure under this bill as Iunderstand it, When 
I make this point, it is not because in either event these will not 
be made; they will be. My point is in the interest of harmonious 
legislation, upon the principle that one bill or the other should ex- 
haust the whole subject. If these items are left in the Army bill, then 
you have in the fortification bill a larger number of items than are 
necessary for the construction of these guns. I want the Committee of 
the Whole to strike out in this bill these items which are duplicated 
in the fortification bill, and let them remain in that bill where they 
are found now, and which has carried them heretofore. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Idesire that we shall get through with this ques- 
tion, go on with the bill, and finish it to-night; and for that reason I 
shall detain the Committee of the Whole only a single moment. 

If these items remain in this bill, these light guns will be constructed 
under the supervision of the Bureau of Ordnance, not under the super- 
vision of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification. The gentleman says 
that the fortification bill carries the machinery and the plant for the 
gun factory, That isso. We have conceded that, and the House has 
so decided, because the principal business of that gun plant is the man- 
ufacture of heavy ordnance for coast defense; and the major jurisdic- 
tion carries with it the minor. 

Now, if these items be retained here, these guns will be made at the 
Watervliet arsenal; they will be made under the same general supervis- 
ion; but they will be made under the direction of the Bureau of Ord- 
nance, as I have said, instead of the board of ordnance and fortifica- 
‘tion; and the money will be appropriated in this bill instead of the 
ether. That will be the only difference. 

We are providing to-day forthe Army. Thereare two light batteries 
in each of the five artillery regiments—ten light batteries in all; and 
ithe object of this provision is to furnish with guns those light bat- 


teries, which are just as much a part of the military establishment as 
the cavalry, or the infantry, or the engineers, or any other of the corps. 
I now ask for a vote. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Allow mea single moment. This item, to 
which my honored friend from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] has called 
attention and to which attention is called also by the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON], might possibly, with 
propriety, be in either bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think so, possibly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, in either event these guns will be 
constructed by the Bureau of Ordnance and at the same establishment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not under the direction of the board of ord- 
nance and fortification, if provided for in this bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But, Mr. Chairman, the point is that the 
House has a right to determine for itself whether these items shall 
go into one bill or the other; and after the House has deliberately de- 
termined the question over and over again, in the face of the appeal of 
my honored friend from Michigan and others, we had the right to sup- 
pose that, without superhuman effort, this House and the Chair would 
adhere to that ruling. 

So far as concerns the distribution of these different items, they are 
carried now by the same bill that bas carried them for twenty-odd 


years. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We have not had them before—not these, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, the principle is the same. Whether 
a gun has a caliber of 4 inches or 3 inches or an inch and a half is not 
of any significance in determining the application of the principle which 
the House has laid down. 

Now, for twenty years; nay, I will say to my friend for forty years, 
ever since the Committee on Appropriations has had existence, these 
lines of demarkation between different bills have been as distinct as 
now. When one bill was turned over to the Committee on Military 
Affairs it took with it the items it carried while in of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The attempt was made by m friend 
[ Mr. CUTCHEON J, backed by my equally zealous friend from Alabama, to 
revise the rules and to reverse the decision of Chairman after Chairman. 
Now you have succeeded. I congratulate you, although I think the de- 
cision is clearly wrong, not because the item in controversy may not be 
carried in the military bill, but because the House has otherwise ordered 
and refused over and over again to changeor modify that ruling. And 
it would seem that there should be an end to this controversy. I do 
not deny that the language of the rule warrants the interpretation the 
honorable Chairman has given it, The error is, I claim, in departing 
from the construction the House has, time after time and Chairman after 
Chairman, given to the clause in question. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The motion to strike out includes the four 
mountain guns. Theyare in the bill. They are designed to be taken 
to pieces and carried over the mountains. The War Department de- 
sires them for instruction. The point of order was not made until 
afterwards so far as they are concerned. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well, then, as the gentleman says the point of 
order was not made until afterwards, I withdraw the amendment as 
to four mountain guns and accessories. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. BREWER. I move tostrikeout the last word. 

Iwish to show, Mr. Chairman, the anomalous condition in which the — 
psa aia will be placed if those items remain inthe bill. The last 

item is: 

For steel shell or shrapnel for field gums, $12,000. 

That is taken from a clause containing several other items in the 
Book of Estimates by the Committee on Military Affairs without any 
estimate to base their report on except as they find it under that re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair and the committee to this language in the estimate: 

Steel shell or shrapnel for field guns $12,000, and for cast-iron projectiles for 
field, siege, and seacoast guns $24,500. 

The committee did not take all, but only took that covered by the 
$12,000 item. If they have jurisdiction of that part of the clause then 
both items should be in the bill. Why is only one item included? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. We will get them as fast as we can. 

Mr. BREWER. They were mixed up, it is true, but why insert one 
and leave the other out? Why te them? Tinsist the committee 
should strike out these items, and let them remain where they properly 
belong. 

The question recurred on Mr. CANNON’S motion to strike out. > 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes 57. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RECRUITING SERVICE, 


For expenses of recruiting and transportation of recruits from rendezvous to 
and a keeping recruits at recruiting depots before assignment to regl- 


ment, $113, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move, in lines 5 and 6, page 23, to strike ont 
the words ‘‘and in keeping recruits at recruiting depots before assign- 
ment to regiment,’’ 


— 


2864 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 31, 


One word in regard to that amendment. There was an estimate of 
- $25,000 for keeping recruits at recruiting depots before assignment to 
regiment, Thecommittee did not grant that $25, 000, and the restshould 
out. The Secretary of War and the Adjutant-General asked the bill 
so amended. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To defray expenses of sending recruiting parties tosmall townsand rural dis- 
tricts adjacent to recruiting rendezvous, $25,000. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ adjacent to re- 
cruiting rendezvous;’’ so it will read: : 
To gr expenses of sending recruiting parties to small towns and rural dis- 
This is also here by recommendation of the Secretary of War, and is 
simply to give a little more liberality in sending out recruiting parties. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
deg 4 ex of sending recruiting parties to small towns and rural 
In all $138,696, 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I offer an amendment, Mr. Chairman, to come 
in after line 12, on page 23. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
And which shall be disbursed and accounted foras expenses of recruiting, and 
shall constitute one fund. 
Mr, CUTCHEON. The object is that the entire $138,696 may be 
drawn upon as an entire fund. It does not change the appropriation. 
The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
x SIGNAL SERVICE. 


For expenses of the Signat Service of the Army, as follows: Purchase, equip- 
ment, and repair of field electric telegraphs; signal equipments and stores; 
binocular g telescopes, heliostats, and other Veier & instruments, in- 
cluding absolutely necessary meteorological instruments for use on target- 
ranges; telephone apparatus and maintenance of same; in all, $10,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. On behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs 
I offer the following proviso, to come in at the end of this clause. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That, from the signal stores herein appropriated for, the Chief Sig- 
nai Officer, on proper application in penay by the adjutant-general of any 
State, may sell to such State for use of its militis at contract prices such signal 
equipments and stores, ap rly SUS telescopes, heliographs, and other appara- 
tus as may be gong Sig nstruction in military signaling; the money re- 
ceived therefor, which shall revert to the appropriation for the current year in 
which the sale may be made, must be duly accounted for as other public money, 
and may be used in the purchase of like articles to replace those so sold. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. This pees would undoubtedly be new legis- 
lation, if the point was > : 

The object of it is, Mr. Chairman, to enable certain States, especially 
the State of California, to purchase signal instruments, and purchase 
them at coek piles; from the signal stores of the Government, the money 
to be cov back into the same fund. It will cost the Govern- 
ment nothing. It is simply a temporary transfer for the accommoda- 
tion of the militia of the States which may desire it. I hope it will 


be adopted. 
The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
CONTINGENT EXPENSES, 
For contingent expenses of the office of the commanding general, $1,750. 
For contin, tat the head- 


t expenses of the Adjutant-General’s a e 
quarters of the several military tis Fe a $2,000, being for the 
n es! 


ecessary articles of office, toilet, and ture, stationery, binding, maps, 
books of reference, police utensils, e! 


te, 
For binding current orders and purchasing maps for the Inspector-General’s 
- Department. $500. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. On behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs 
I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, to the last paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
in line 4, strik s ” and insert “ o 
Sod gi ory ee airy erin gin Met 


so, For binding reports and orders and purchasing books of reference and maps 
for the Inspecto: eral’s Department, $500.” 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This change is made at the request of the In- 

-General in a communication which reached the committee 
since the bill was framed and reported. He states that there are val- 
uable orders and reports not of the current series to be bound. Itdoes 
not make any change in the appropriation, but simply enables him to 

“pind orders of the past series as well as the current series. I hope it 
will be adopted. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that the bill be laid aside and reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent now to take 
up and consider House bill 8391, making appropriations for fortifica- 
tions and other works of defense, etc.- 

_ Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that the motion to go into Committee of the Whole was td further 


consider House hill 7619. I simply make this statement in justice to 
the Chair and to the committee. 

Mr. BREWER. I hope that while we are in committee we will be 
enabled to take up this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can be done without objection. 
ection ? 
St WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I think we had better finish up the other 

The CHAIRMAN. Unlessthere is objection, the bill referred to by 
the gentleman from Michigan will be proceeded with. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Regular order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to call up this bill, so that it may be read 
now for the information of the House; and then, if desired, I will move 
that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the regular order has been demanded; and 
the gentleman from Ohio moves that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will permit me a moment, I sub- 
mit, Mr. Chairman, that it will not take three minutes to dispose of 
the Army bill after we get into the gion asad a separate vote is 
called for, and it seems to me that we might as well enter upon the 
general debate and probably conclude it upon the fortifications bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I think it is in the interest of the dis- 
patch of public bills to rise and dispose of the military bill. 

The motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consid- 
eration the Army appropriation bill, had di him to report the 
same to the House with sundry amendments; and that, as so amended, 
the bill do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments recommen- 
ded by the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were read at length. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Michigan to the top of page 17, where the words ‘‘and so forth ™ are 
used, in line 3. I was under the impression that it was understood 
these words were to be stricken out where they occurred in the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I had intended to do that, at the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. I therefore move now to 
strike out the words ‘‘and so forth,” and insert the word “‘and’’ be- 
fore *‘ canteens,” in the same line. z 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There is also a similar amendment which should 
be made in the third line on page 24. The words ‘‘and so forth’’ were 
used in the estimate, and by some means crept into the bill. I think 
it better to strike them out and insert the word ‘‘and’’ before the words 
‘‘ police utensils;’’ so it will read ‘‘ maps, books of reference, and police 
utensils,” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any of the amend- 
ments? 

Mr. BYNUM. I ask a separate vote on the amendment in regard to 
the sale of alcoholic liquors in the canteen. 

The SPEAKER. If no other separate vote is demanded, the vote 
will be taken upon the remaining amendments. 

The remaining amendments were adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment indicated 
by the ponnn from Indiana, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no alcoholic liquors, including beer and wine, shall be sold or 
supplied to the enlisted men in any canteen or in any room or building at any 
garrison or military post. 

Mr. BYNUM. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. A parliamentary inquiry. Would any remarks 
be in order u this at this time ? 

Mr. PA N. We do not need any remarks. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will waive that question; but I will say on 
behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs that they do not ask a sep- 
arate vote on this amendment, and do not ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Debate is not in order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and it was decidedin the negative—yeas 52, 
nays 135, not voting 142; as follows: 


Is there ob- 


YEAS—52, 
pe orl Sag N yas r, Ohio Kerr, Iowa Pickler, 
Arnold, ° Culbertson, Pa, Taidiew, Re 
Baker, 5 Laws, Russell, 

’ > Lewis, Sherman, 
Boothman, Dolliver, McComas, Skinner, 
Brewer, Dorsey. Moore, N. H. Smith, W. Va. 
Burrows, Dunnell, Morse, Stock 
rroen fea F Bs ODehnell S Ds, 

wen 
Cheadle, Aaa Owen, Ind, Taylor, E. B, 
Comstock, ania | Payne, Vandever, 
Conger, Henderson, Iowa Peters, Wright, 


. 
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NAYS—135. 

A Coleman, Lester, Va. Sayers, 
Allen, Miss, Connell, Lind, Scranton, 
Anderson, Miss. Covert, Maish, 
Andrew, Cowles, Mansur, Shively, 
Ban ý Crisp, Martin, Ind. Smyser, 
Banks, Culberson, Tex. Martin, Tex. X 
Barnes, Cutcheon, n, Spinola, 
Rarwig, Eo ti McAdoo, mer, 
Bayne, Dibble, McClammy, Springer, 
Beckwith, Dunphy. McClellan, StahInecker, 
Belknap, Edman McCord, Stewart, Tex. 
Bland, Finley, McCreary, Stockdale, 
Blount, Forney, areca Stone, Ky. 
Boatner, Frank, McRae, ‘Tarsney, 
Bowden T, e Mills, Tillman, 
Breckinridge Ark. Geissenhainer, Montgomery, Townsend, Colo, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gibson, Mo $ Townsend, Pa. 
Brickner, Goodnight, Mutchler, Tracey, 
eee H: O'Neil, Mass. Turner N. Y. 

runner, augen, Neil, rner, 
Buchanan, Va. Hayes, Osborne, an Schaick, 

unn, Hemphill, Owens, Ohio Venable, 
Burton, Herbert, Parrett, Walker, Mo. 
Bynum, Hill, Paynter, Washington, 
Cannon, Hooker, Payson, Wheeler, 
Carter, Hopkins, Peel, Whiting, 
Caruth, a uinn, Wike, 
Chipman, La Follette, Iowa Wiley, 

lancy, ie, Reilly, Willeo 
Clark, Wis, Lanham, Reyburn, Williams, Tl. 
Clements, Lansing, Rife, Williams, Ohio 
Clunie, Lawler, Robertson, Wilson, Mo, 
Cobb, Lee, Rockwell, Wilson, Wash. 
Cogswell, Lehibach, rS, 

NOT VOTING—142. 

Abbott, Dockery, Lester, Ga. Sanford, 
Alderson, Elliott, y Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Pa. lis, Magner, 
À n, W.Va. Enloe, satya ee 
Bartine, ‘Vans, McCorm' ck, = 
Belden, Ewart, McKenna, Stephenson, 
aan a ERE 

ngham, s en, ewart, Vt. 
Blanchard, Fithian, iles, v 
Bliss, Flood, Moffitt, Stone, Mo. 
Boutelle, Flower, Moore, Tex. m 
Brosius, Forman, Morey, Taylor, M. 
Brower, Fowler, Morrill, Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, J. B. esa ‘aylor, Tenn. 
Browne, T. M. Gifford, Mudd Thomas, 
Browne, Va, Greenhalge, N iedringhaus, Thompson, 
Buchanan, N. J. Grimes, Kortan, Turner, Ga. 
Buckalew, Grosvenor, Oates, Turner, Kans, 
Bullock, Grout, O’ Neall, Ind, Ed ool 
Caldwell Hall, O'Neill, Pa. Wade, 
Campbell armer, Outhwaite, Walker, Mass, 
Candler, Ga. i‘ Penington, 
Candler, Mass, Haynes, Perkins, Wallace, N, Y, 
Carlisle, Heard, Pe 
Carlton, Henderson, IL Phelan, Wheeler, Mich. 
Catehings, Henderson, Pierce, Whitthorne, 
Cheatham, Hermann, Post, Wickbam, 
Clarke, Ala. Hitt, Price, Wilber, 
Cooper, Ind. Holman, Quackenbush, Wilkinson, 
Cothran, Houk, Raines, Wilson, Ky. 
Crain, Kelley, Randall, Mass, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cummings, Kennedy, Randall, Pa. Wise. 
Davidson, Kerr, Pa. Richardson, Yardley, 
De Haven, Ketcham, Rowell, Yoder. 
De Lano, Kilgore, Rowland, 
Dingley, Knapp, usk, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The 
Mr. 
Mr. 


following pairs were announced until farther notice: 
WILBER with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 
THOMPSON with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 


. EVANS with Mr. PERRY. 

. WICKHAM with Mr. CoTHRAN. 

. WADE with Mr. Norton. 

. CALDWELL with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. FORMAN, 

. KENNEDY with Mr. YODEB. 

. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 
. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

. Post with Mr. JAson B. Brown. 

. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. KERR, of rrn aa 
. GIFFORD with Mr. TURPIN on contested el 


Mr, begs with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. This. is not trans- 
ferable. 

Mr. FLoon with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. (This pair 
not transferable. ) 

For the rest of this day: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


KNAPP with Mr. CARLISLE. 

De LANO with Mr. PIERCE. 
MILES with Mr. HOOKER. 
GROSVENOR with Mr. FOWLER. 
SIMONDS with Mr, ELLIOTT. 
LODGE with Mr. BUCKALEW. 
RICHARDSON with Mr. STIVERS. 
YARDLEY with Mr. OUTHWAITE, 
QUACKENBUSH with Mr, FITCH. 
KETCHAM with Mr. PENNINGTON. 
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Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. BULLOCK, 

Mr. Watson with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. 
Mr. Morrirr with Mr. Stump. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. Morey with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. ENLOE. 

For this day: 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. CRAIN. 

My. Houx with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. WILSON, of West Vir- 


ginia. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. OATES, 

Mr. FARQUHAR with Mr, HOLMAN. 

Mr. MORRILL with Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. DockEry would voteagainst 
this amendment, 

Mr. FITHTAN with Mr. Sarru, of Illinois, for the remainder of this 
day. 

Mr. JoserH D. TAYLOR with Mr. CARLTON, on this vote. If pres- 
ent Mr. TAYLOR would vote for the amendment, and Mr. CARLTON 
against it. 

Mr, DARLINGTON with Mr. MOORE, of Texas, on all political ques- 
tions from March 28 until Monday week, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, on all 

litical questions, from March 24 until April 13, both days inclusive. 
Ph This pair is not transferable. ) 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

TheSPEAKER. The question now is upon ordering the bill to be 

for a third reading. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit an amendment. 
ou I move the previous question on the passage of 

e bi 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr, Speaker, I offered my amendment before the 
previous question was de ed. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The gentleman in charge of the bill is entitled to 
recognition under the practice of the House, and if the House desires 
any further amendments the previous question can be voted down. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wish to know whether a provision authorizing 
the Government to engage in the whisky business has ever been con- 
tained in any previous appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER, That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I think if I could get an answer to that ques- 
tion—— 

Mr. PICKLER. [had obtained the floor and offered my amendment 
before the previous question was ordered; and under the rule, Mr. 
Speaker, after a bill has been reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with amendments, it is in order to submit additional ameudments; 
that the first question is upon the amendments reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, if the previous question be not ordered. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I offered this amendment, and the previous question was 
not moved until I had offered it. I submit, therefore, that Iam in 
order. The amendment—— 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from South Dakotaiscorrect. The 
Chair supposed it was in answer to an inquiry. The Clerk will report 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding, after the word “dollars,” in line 4,on page 17, the follow- 


ing word 

Sp de . That no article the sale of which is prohibited by State or Terri- 
torial law shall be sold or offered for sale at any canteen provided for by this 

act within such State or Territory.” 

Mr. PICKLER. I think everybody can vote for that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have no objection to that. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Several MEMBERS. Division. 

The SPEAKER. Nogentleman has arisen and asked for a division. 

Mr. SPRINGER (rising). Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 82. 

Mr. PICKLER and Mr. STRUBLE. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment; and it’ 
m decided in the negative—yeas 72, nays 97, not voting 160; as fol- 
ows: 


YEAS—72. 
Allen, Mich. Brewer, Dibble, 
Allen, Miss. Buchanan, Va. Dolliver, 
Anderson, Kans, Butterworth, Dorsey, 
Anderson, Miss. Cheadle, Dunnell 
Baker, Coleman, Edmunds, 
Banks, k. Featherston, 
Belknap, Y, Ohio Finley, 
Bergen, Flick, 
Boothman, Culbertson, Pa. 
Boutelle, Š Hansbrough, 
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Lewis, Owen, Ind. Rowland, Stockdale, 
Macs Papen AINS Par 

m. ‘SO: m, 

‘McKinley, Peers, Scull, Taylor, E. B. 
Moore, N. H. Pickler, Skinner, Tucker, 3 
orse, Pugsley, Smith, W.Va, Vandever, 
O'Donnell, Y, myser, Ohio 
oF e, Stockbridge, Wright. 
NAYS—97. 
Adams, Clunie, Maish, Sayers, 
Andrew, Cobb, ansur, Snider, 
Ban Cogswell, Martin, Ind. Spinola, + 
i avek Eea. Tex. F< A ner, 
> risp, o0, pringer, 

pepe Culberson, Tex, McClellan, StahInecker, 
Beckwith, Cummings, McCord, Stewart, Tex. 
Bland, Cutcheon, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Blount, Dargan Mills, Tarsney, 

tner, Dunphy, Montgomery, x 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forney, organ, Townsend, Colo. 
Brec: k k, Mutchler, Y, 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, O'Ne'l, Mass. Turner, N. Y. 
Brookshire, Gibson, Osborne, an 
Brunner, ight, Owens, Ohio Venable, 
D Fass Payntel Wheeler, Ala, 

um, yes, ynter, eeler, 
Cannon, Hemphill, Peel, Whiting, 
Carlton, . H x Willeox, 

z Kinsey, Quinn, Wili 
Caruth, Lane, Reilly, Wilson, Mo. 
Chipman, Lan i Reyburn, Wilson, Wash. 
Clancy, Lawler. Ro 
Olark, Wis, hl Rockwell, 

Clements, Lester, Va. rs, 
NOT VOTING—160. 
Abbott, = are La Woie; peated 
Alderson, ey, Ga. Wyer, 
Arnold, on pee ge, Seney, 
Atkinson, Pa. Elliott, a 
Atkinson, W. Va. Ellis, Mason, Shively, 
Enlee, M y, mon 
en, Evans, McClammy, Smith, DL 
Ewart, is on 4 Stephenson, 
Pug * wart, 
Blanchard, Fitch, McKenna, Stewart, Vt. 
iss, Fithian, McMillin, 
Bowden, Miles, Stone, Mo. 
us, - Flower, Milliken, Stump, 
X Fo Moffitt, ‘Taylor, Il. 
Brown, J.B. Fowler, Moore, Taylor, J. D. 
T.M. 4 Mo: ylor, 
Browne, Va. Mo r Thomas, 

N.J. Gifford, Morrow, Thompson, 
Buckalew, reen. pee enr oh Pa. 
Bullock, es, edringhaus, urner, 
pana, Geer oe; peire Kans. 

Ws, rout, u 
Caldwell Hall, Oates, Wade, 

apbell Harmer, O’Neall, Ind. Walker, 
Candler, Ga. Hatch, O'Neill, Pa, Wallace, Mass, 
, Mass. Haynes, Outhwaite, Wallace, N. Y. 
Carlisle, Heard, Penington, ashington, 
Caswi Henderson, Il. Perkins, Watson, 
Catchings, Henderson,N.C. Perry, Wheeler, Mich, 
H x Whitthorne, 
Clarke, Ala. Hermann, Pierce, Wic ‘: 
Conger, Hitt, Post, Wike, 
re aS A a TE WITS 
u nes, Y, 
Cothran, Kelley, Randall, Mass. Wilkinson, 
Cowles, eae i ie EP hb ae cs 
Crain err, Reed, Iowa n, W. Va, 
: pee Bee Fe 
Davidson, re, well, ey, 
De Haven, Knapp, Rusk, Yoder. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of this 


day: 

Mr. Brosius with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. BucHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. JosErH D. TAYLOR with Mr. CARLTON. 

Mr. MUDD and Mr. Rusk were announced as paired until further 
notice. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Houx]. If I were not paired, I alr ane “no.” 

On motion of Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, the recapitulation of 
names of members voting was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move the previous question upon ordering the 
bill as amended to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum, Mr. 8 5 

The SPEAKER. Upon what ground does the gentleman say there 
is no quorum? 

Mr. PICKLER. Not enough votes cast, 

The SPEAKER. The yeas were 72 and the nays 97, making 169. 
Draupadi ; 

Mr. SP. GER. I an mny io see a disposition to filibuster on 
an appropriation bill. [Laughter.] 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and þe- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pees ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have been requested by several gentlemen to 
ask unanimous consent that remarks upon this bill which have not 
been delivered may be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MANSUR. Before that motion is put I ask consent—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Pending the announcement of the result, 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the Committes on Enrolled 
Bills, pi car that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 2501) to provide for an American register for a steamer to 
be named San Benito, owned by acorporation of the State of California; 

A bill (S. 1982) granting a pension to Mrs. Minerva Jane Olive; 

A bill (S. 2447) to extend to Tampa, Fla., the privilege of immedi- 
ate rtation of unappraised merchandise; 

A bill (S. 247) granting a pension to Minnie A, Bailey; and 

A bill (8, 1983) granting a pension to George B, Smith. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave ofabsence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FORMAN, for fifteen days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, for four or five days, on account 
of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. FLOWER, for two days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Smrru, of Illinois, on account of important business. 

The House then (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to appoint Judson H. Marsh an additional page of the House and 
pra him to attend as an additional messenger to the mittee on Military 

rs; 


to the Committee on Accounts. 
By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, the 15th day of April, 1890, after sixty minutes of the 
morning hour have passed, ed for the consideration, in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, of the bill (H. R.8151) to promote the 
efficiency of the militia, and at 4 o'clock and 30 minutes p.m. the said commit- 
tee shall report the said bill to the House, with all amendments to, and 
the previous question shall then be considered as ordered on said billand amend- 
ments; this order not to interfere with the consideration of revenue and general 
appropriation bills and prior special orders; 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. HOUK (by request): 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on the Election of President, Vice-Pres- 
ident, and Representatives in Con is hereby instructed to inquire into the 


ropriety of adopting and p g a ballot-box to be used in all elections for 
epresentatives to Congress and electors for United States Senators, and to re- 
port by bill or otherwise; 


to the Select Committee on the Election of President, Vice-President, 
and Representatives in Congress. 
By Mr. McKINLEY: 


Resolved, That on and after the 3d day of April, 1890, the House shal! assemble 
daily at 11 o'clock a. m.; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. CONGER: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, April 15, immediately after the a val of the 
Journal, be fixed for the pie 9598 on of H. R. 5381, agi pernet téa issue ot 
Treasury notes on deposit of silver bullion, and this shall be s continui 
order, not, however, to interfere with bills g revenue, general appropri- 
ation bills, nor special orders already made; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. BROWER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 1016) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah A. 
Wood—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DUNPHY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the petition of George C. Ellison, asking to be reimbursed for, 
loss of salary withheld and for expenses incurred in his defense in and) 
during a prosecution growing out of the discharge of his duty as chief 
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engineer of the House of Representatives of the Forty-fifth Congress, 
reported a bill (H. R. 8827) to provide for the reimbursement of costs 
and expenses in certain judicial proceedings, and for the relief of George 
C. Ellison, late chief engineer of the House of tatives; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8297) providing for a 
service pension for the soldiers of the rebellion, and their widows, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3025) to enable the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to gather full and authentic information as to the present 
condition and preservation of the fur-seal interests of the Government 
in the region of Alaska, as compared with its condition in 1870; also 
full information as to the impending extinction of the sea-otter indus- 
try, and kindred lines of inquiry, etc.—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 6975) to provide for an 
additional associate justice of the supreme court of Arizona—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7199) for the relief of George T. 
Vance and Guy S. Vance, executors of the estate of William Vance, 
deceased, late of Memphis, Tenn., reported as a substitute therefor the 
following resolution, namely: 

Resolved, That the claim represented by the bill H. R.7199, with all the gn 
relating thereto, be, and the same he: y are, referred to ihe Court of 
to find the facts under U age! the act of Congress of March 3, 1883, 


chapter 116, commonly call “Bowman act,” as be gras by section 1, 
chapter 359, of the act of March 3, 1887, commonly called the Tucker act; 


to the Committee of the Whole House. 
Mr. THOMAS also, from the Committee on War Clai 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 2070) for the 


of F.. 
M. Wadley—to the Committee of the Whole House. 
Mr. HALL, from the Committee on Indian reported with 


amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7898) to allow right of way 
through Indian reservation—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill of the Senate (S. 289) for the relief of the trustees of the Ger- 
man Evangelical Church of Martinsburgh, W. Va.; 

A bill of the House (H. R. 2937) for the relief of Merritt Rose; 

A bill of the House (H. R. 4314) for the relief of the sureties of 
Dennis Murphy; and 

A bill of the House (H. R. 2856) for the reliefof Edward P. Alsbury, 
sole surviving heir of Harriet R. Alsbury. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported with amendment the following bills of the House; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill i R Sasi) for the relief of Samuel Berry; 

A bill (H. R. 1351) for the relief of James C. Newman; and 

A bill (H. R. 2768) for the relief of Charles A. Danolds. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 3164) for the relief of Peter Cren- 
shaw—to the Committee of the Whole House.” 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
were referred various joint resolutions of the House, petitions, and me- 
morials relative to the appointment of Managers of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; also the annual report of the Board of 
Managers of said home, reported, as a substitute for said joint resolu- 
tions, a joint resolution (H. Res. 138) to increase the number of mem- 
bers of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers and to vacancies in such board; which was read 
twice, and referred to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

hy Mr. SNIDER: A bill (H. R. 8824) to incorporate the Washington 
and ret Falls Electric Railway Company—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 8825) to prescribe proof of natu- 
ralization to be furnished with entries of public lands—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 8826) panting the right of way 
through the custom-house grounds at Charleston, S. C., for the exten- 
sion oe Concord street—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Groun 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 8828) giving a military and pension- 
able status to the officers, enlisted men, their wives, children, and de- 
pendent parents, of all military organizations of the sts States during 
the late civil war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 8829) to authorize the St, Louis and 


California Railway Company to construct and operate a railway throu ‘a 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 


By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 8830) to regulate 
the course of study at the Naval Academy, and for other purposes—to _ 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 8831) to amend an act entitled 
“An act authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Missouri 
River at or near Kansas City, Kans., and not over 10 miles above the 
Hannibal and St. Joseph Railway bridge at Kansas City, Mo.,”’ approved 
March 1, 1889—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8832) to grant Lake 
Contrary to the city of St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CARTER (by request): A bill (H. R. 8833) for the relief of 
the officers and crew of the North Pacific and Arctic exploring 
dition in 1853, 1854, 1855, and 1856—to the Committee on Naval S tats, 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 8834) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Jacksonville, I1i.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 8835) for the erection of a public building at Pe- 

kin, Ill.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
vets a bill (H. R. 8896) authorizing the President to appoint and 
retire NATHANIEL P. BANKS as a major-general in the United States 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BLISS: Jgint resolution (H. Res. 137) to provide for bind- 
ing 30,000 copies of the Congressional Globe, stored in the Government 
peng Office, and for their distribution—to the Committee on Print- 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referréd as indicated below 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: A bill (HL È. 8836) for the relief of 
John C. Estes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8837) for the relief of 
Thomas P, Young, of Alcorn County, Mississippi—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8838) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the records of the War Department as to 
Henry Boreman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8839) for the relief of the heirs of the late Moses 
Cunnin to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8840) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
records of the War Department as to Henry T. Davis—to the Commit-; 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8841) increasing the pension of Emanuel Davis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8842) granting relief to Jose 99 (ae Harrison for 
property taken from him by General Jones, of the Confederate army— 

to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8843) granting a pension to George W. Hedrick, 
late of Company B, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infan- 
try—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8844) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
records of the War Department as to David P. McMorrow—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8845) for the relief of John W. Ramsburg, for 
lumber taken during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8846) granting a pension to Isaac Sturm, late a 
private in Company A, One Hundred and forty-eighth Regiment of 
Virginia Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

bA Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 8847) authorizing the President 

to place upon the retired-list of the Army James W. Long, late a capt- 
ain in the United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8848) for the relief of Patrick Hy- 
land—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8849) for the relief of 
Benwood Hunter, late private in Putnam Rangers, District Scouts— 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request): A bill (H. R. 8850) grant- 
ing a pension to Frederick Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8851) for relief of Elizabeth J. Ser- 
rels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8852) granting accrued pension to 
the heirs of Abel Carnes, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8853) granting pension to the heirs of James F. 
Cassatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 8854) granting an increase of 
sion to Mrs. Anna E. Pennebaker—to the Committee on Invalid 


sions. 
By Mr. CRAIG: A bill (H. R. 8855) for the relief of William Scott— 
to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 8856) for the relief of James A. 
Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 8857) to ta pension to Charlotte A. 
Heayilin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 8858) for the relief of Anne C. 
Livingston—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 8859) granting a pension to John 
K. McGinly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 8860) granting a pension to Edward 
Ring—to the Cummittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 8861) granting a pension to Jane N. 
Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 8862) for the relief of Catherine Will- 
iams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 8863) for the relief of Lemuel C. 
Canfield—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8864) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William N. Pringle, late private in Company B, 
Ninety-eighth New York Volanteers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 8865) granting a pension to 
Silver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY; A bill (H. R. 8866) for the relief of James D. 
Bastin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8867) for the relief of Matt Wakefield, adminis- 
trator of M. A. Wakefield—to the Committee on 4Var Claims. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H.R. 8868) for the relief of Charles T. 
Garrard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8869) for therelief of Mary P. Wilson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 8870) granting a pension to Samuel 
Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8871) granting a pension and arrearages to Eliza- 
beth Owens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8872) granting a pension to William R. Stuart— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 8873) to restore to the pension-roll 
the name of Carlton R, Cheney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8874) forthe relief of Mrs. 
E. H. Briant, of La Fourche Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SNIDER: A bill (H. R. 8875) for the relief of the heirs or 
legal representatives of George N. Morgan—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, . 

By Mr. SPOONER: A bill (H. R. 8876) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin Bogman—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8877) for the re- 
lief of Nicholas Ganster—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. STRUBLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8878) for the relief of 
George E, Butin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8879) for the relief of John Butler— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8880) for the relief of Joseph M. 
Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

- Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8381) for the relief of Willis F. Han- 
son—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8882) for the relief of Benjamin F, 
Hershe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8883) for the relief of Michael 
Houps—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8884) for the relief of Theodore S. 
Loveland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8885) for the relief ot Daniel Madden— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8886} tor thereliefof August Schlapp— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

oe sodun), a bill (H. R. 8887) for the relief of Austin A. Scott— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8888) for the relief of Ira Seeley—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request, ) a bill (H. R. 8589) for the relief of Orcinus C. Sny- 
der—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 8890) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Solomon, a private in Company A, First Indiana Infantry, Mexican- 
war service—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8891) for the relief of Abram Tread- 
well—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R, 8892) for the relief of Henry H. 
Wright—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 8893) for the relief of Charles 
Pitcher—-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H, R. 8894) providing for 
the distribution of seeds—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8895) for the relief of 
aenal May, of Floyd County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War 

ms, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: Petitions, ete., against extending 
the time for the payment of the indebtedness of the Union Pacific Rail- 
road to the Government; which were severally referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Pacific Railroads, as follows: 

Petition of 31 members of Gage County (Kansas) Farmers’ Alliance, 

Petition of 30 members of Oak Creek Alliance, Negunda, Nebr. 

Petition of Alliance No, 852, Osceola, Nebr., of 155 members, 

Petition of a Farmers’ Alliance of Nebraska, of 56 members. 

Protest of 70 citizens of Nebraska. 

Petition of 31 members of Ulysses Alliance; Nebraska. 

Petition of 42 members of Alliance No. 544, Crystal, Nebr. 

Petition of Alliance No. 689, 55 members, Beaver City, Nebr, 

Petition of Aurora (Nebr.) Alliance No. 731, with 19 members. 

Petition of 18 members Farmers’ Alliance, Nebraska, 

Petition of 35 members of Alliance at Gibbon, Nebr. 

Petition of 140 members of St. Paul (Nebr.) Alliance. 

Petition of 28 members of Cameron (Nebr.) Alliance. 

Petition of 34 members ot Seney Alliance, Nebraska. 

Petition of 57 members of Alliance No. 757, Shickley, Nebr. 

Petition of 12 members of Nebraska Alliance, 

; Petition of 130 members of Divide Alliance, Phelps County, Ne- 
raska, 

Petition of Weeping Water Alliance, 165 members, Nebraska. 

Petition of Rushville (Nebr.) Alliance, 25 members. 

Petition of 33 members of Mount Olive Alliance, No. 572, Nebraska. 

Petition of 12 members of State of Nebraska Alliance, 

Petition of 24 members of Alliance No. 887, Johnson, Nebr. 

Petition of 77 members of Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 37 members of Alliance of State of Nebraska. 

Petition of 111 members of Alliance of State of Nebraska. 

Petition of 37 members of Alliance of State of Nebraska. 

Petition of 38 members of Alliance in State of Nebraska. 

Petition of 13 members of Antelope (Nebr.) Alliance, No. 1083. 

Petition of 18 members of Alliance in State of Nebraska. 

Petition of 15 members of Alliance in State of Nebraska. 

Petition of 9 members of State of Nebraska Alliance. 

Petition of 23 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 27 members of an Alliance in the State of Nebraska, 

Petition of 38 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 17 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 39 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 21 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 41 members of Tectimseh Alliance, Nebraska, 

Petition of 37 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 26 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 50 members of an Alliance in Nebraska, 

Petition of 10 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 12 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 20 members of Venango Alliance, Nebraska. 

Petition of 16 members of Alliance No. 446, Stratton, Nebr. 

Petition of 45 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 22 members of Elwood Alliance, Jasper County, Nebraska, 

Petition of 40 members of No. 628 Alliance, Aurora, Nebr. 

Petition of 50 members of an Alliance in the State of Nebraska. 

Petition of 10 members of Cowles Alliance, Nebraska. 

Petition of 35 members of Stratton Alliance, Nebraska. 

Petition of 38 members of an Alliance in the State of Nebraska. 

Petition of 21 members of Randolph Alliance, Nebraska, 

Petition of 49 members of Alliance No. 948, Odell, Nebr. 

Petition of 95 members of Afton Alliance, Nebraska. 

Petition of 10 members of Alliance No. 1101, Beatrice, Nebr. 

Petition of 27 members of Malcolm Alliance, Nebraska. 

Petition of 45 members of No. 955, Blue Hill Alliance, Nebr. 

Petition of 18 members of Alliance at Fremont, Nebr. 

Petition of 15 members of an Alliance in the State of Nebraska. 

Petition of 31 members of Big Sandy Ranch Rush Star Alliance, im 
Nebraska. 

Petition of 34 members of Sappa Alliance, Nebraska. 

Petition of 29 members of an Alliance in the State of Nebraska, 

Petition of 16 members of an Alliance in the State of Nebraska. 

Petition of 41 members of an Alliance in the State of Nebraska. 

Petition of 28 members of an Alliance in the State of Nebraska, 

Petition of 24 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 47 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 34 members of Guide Rock Alliance, Nebraska, 

Petition of 62 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 79 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 45 members of an Alliance at Johnson, Nebr. 

Petition of 114 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 48 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 66 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 43 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
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Petition of 15 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 24 members of Friendship No. 1147, Nebraska. 
Petition of 73 members of an Alliance in the State of Nebraska, 
Petition of 41 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 29 members of an Alliance in the State of Nebraska. 
Petition of 14 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 53 members of an Alliance in Nebraska, 

Petition of 17 members ofan Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 74 members of an Alliance in the State of Nebraska. 
Petition of 32 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 17 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 57 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 47 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 18 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 28 members of an Alliance in Nebraska, 

Petition of 15 members of Mullahy Alliance, Harlan County, Ne- 
Me 

Petition of 47 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 41 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 27 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 68 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 55 members of an Alliance in Saunders County, Nebraska. 
Petition of 37 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition of 71 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 28 members of an Alliance in the State of Nebraska. 
Petition of 20 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 40 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 21 members of Blue Valley Alliance, Nebraska, 
Petition of 36 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 9 members of Summerset Alliance, Nebraska. 
Petition of 23 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 53 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 21 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 137 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 42 members of an Alliance in Nebraska, 

Petition of 29 members ofan Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 41 members ofan Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition from 62 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 21 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 41 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition from 26 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition from 22 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition from 24 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition from 50 members of Hayes Nebraska Alliance. 
Petition from 36 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition from 132 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition from 95 members of Marble Alliance, Nebraska. 
Petition from 150 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition of 34 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition from 22 members of an Alliance in Nebraska, 
Petition from an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 65 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 180 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition from 22 members of Alliance No. 1009, Nebraska. 
Petition from 30 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition from 30 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition of 13 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition from 14 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition from 140 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition from 60 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition of 50 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition from 66 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition from 231 members of an Alliance in Nebraska, 
Petition of 45 members of an Alliance in the State of Nebraska, 
Petition from 70 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition of Salem Alliance, No. 895, of 39 members, Nebraska, 
Petition from 65 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition from 30 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition from 42 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition from 72 members of an Alliance in Nebraska, 

Petition of 30 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of Liberty Alliance, No. 899, 35 members, Nebraska, 
Petition of 11 members of an Allianve in Nebraska. 

Petition from 50 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition from 34 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 40 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of Valley Grange Alliance, No. 1142, 13 members, Nebraska. 
Petition of 28 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition from 20 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition from 63 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 
Petition of 24 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 22 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 21 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of 22 members of an Alliance in Nebraska, 

Petition of 30 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petition of Gorden Hill Alliance, No. 629, 22 members, 


Petition of 28 members of an Alliance in Nebraska. 

Petitions from 164 members of six Farmers’ Alliances in the State of 
Nebraska, asking for the free and unlimited coinage of silver—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of 8 members of the bar of Augusta, 
Ga., for relief of the Supreme Court of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of 98 citizens of Cortland County, New 
York, praying fora law prohibiting the sale of fermented liquors within 
soldiers’ homes, arsenals, recruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, and bar- 
racks—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, a petition of 319 citizens of Onondaga County, New York, upon 
the same subject—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor | 
Traffic. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Remonstrance of the Woman’s National Indian 
Association, of Kentucky, against the passage of any act to force the 
Ute Indians to remove from their reservations in Colorado—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition for pensions for Missouri State Militia—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of 29 members of the bar of Macon, Ga., 
for relief of the United States Supreme Court—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a petition from 9 members of the Milledgeville, Ga., bar, pray- 
ing for the same relief—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOATNER: Petition of William Kelley, administrator of 
Luson A. Beggs, ‘deceased, late of Madison Parish, Louisiana, for refer- 
ence of claim to Court of Claims under provisions of the Bowman act— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of Daniel G. Grayson, for relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: Petition of J, H. Loeven- 
hart, and other citizens of Lexington, Ky., for the passage of H. R. 
8278—to the Committee on Commerce. f ‘ 

By Mr. BROWER: Protest of the New Garden Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, Guilford County, North Carolina, against the recommenda- 
tion of the Senate Naval Committee, and other measures which pro- 
pose a large expenditure for Navy and coast defenses—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, protest of the New Garden Quarterly Meeting of Friends in 
Guilford County, North Carolina, against the recommendation of the 
Senate Naval Committee, and other measures which propose a large 
eere for Navy and coast defenses—to the Committee on Naval 

rs. n 

By Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia: Petition of 36 membersof the Vir- 
ginia bar for the reliefof the United States Supreme Court—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Petition of members of the bar of Ocala, Fla., 
asking relief of business of the Supreme Court of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARLTON: Petition from bar of Washington, Ga., for re- 
lief of the Supreme Court of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition from bar of Elberton, Ga., for same purpose—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. £ 

By Mr. CARTER: Petition of 126 members of the Montana bar, for 
the relief of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Papers in the case of Stephen Martin, applicant 
for pension by special act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ` 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition from Chamber of Commerce of Du- 
luth, favoring protection of hemp and flax—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, favoring reci- 
procity with Canada—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of ex-soldiers of Curllsville, Clarion County, 
Pennsylvania, for a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of members of the bar of Dublin, Ga., for 
relief of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members of the bar of McRae, Ga., for same pur- 
pose—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members of the bar of Hawkinsville, Ga., for same 
purpose—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members of the bar of Americus, Ga., for same pur- 
pose—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of 43 members of the Michigan bar, 
for the relief of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judici- 


ary. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of 33 members of the bar of Florida, 
for the relief of the Supreme Court of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 11 members of the bar of Tampa, Fla., for the re- 
lief of the Supreme Court of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. A 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union and others (126 names), for the suppression of the sale of alco- 
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holie liquors within soldiers’ homes, arsenals, recruiting stations, navy- 
yards, forts, and barracks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, petition ot the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 
others, of Maine, praying for a law prohibiting the sale of fermented 
an say 7 aenn and naval institutions—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and others, 
Washington, D. C., for same purpose—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, asking for en- 
forcement of laws against Union Pacific Railway Company—to the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

Also, remonstrance of citizens of Nebraska against the Windom 
silver bill—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Petition of Hale Johnson, J. M. Honey, Susie 
B. Kendal, and Nancy Utterback, with 90 others, to prohibit any book, 

phlet, magazine, newspaper, story paper, or other printed paper 
Fovoted to the publication or principally made up of criminal news, 
lice reports, or accounts of criminal deeds, or pictures and stories of 
eeds of bloodshed, lust, or crime from being deposited and carried 
in the United States mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Memorial of Pleasant Valley Lodge, No. 1250, 
declaring against trust combinations—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 


Also, memorial of Antietam Post, No. 64, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Parsons, Kans., asking for an appropriation for the purpose of 
improving cemetery lots owned by Antietam Post, in Oakwood Ceme- 
tery—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of 316 persons in Kansas, praying for a law prohibit- 
ing the sale of fermented liquors within soldiers’ homes, arsenais, re- 
cruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, and barracks—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of the owners of sailing ves- 
sels, asking an appropriation for the improvement of Compton’s Creek, 
Monmouth County, New Jersey—tothe Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition and proof upon the pension claim of Char- 
lotte A. Heavilin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Three petitions of the bars of Talbotton, Green- 
ville, and Columbus, Georgia, for relief of the Supreme Court of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARE: Answer of the Chickasaws to the memorial of cer- 
tain white men, complaining that they have been unlawfally deprived 
of the elective emake in the Chickasaw Nation—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Six petitions of the bar of Wisconsin, for the re- 
lief of the United States Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. HAYES: Resolutions of Master Plumbers’ Association of 
Davenport, Iowa, in favorof a bill for plumbing regulations in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of John B. Merrell and 180 others, owners and masters 
of vessels, of Milwaukee, Wis., for the early completion of the Toledo 
Harbor improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also a protest of citizens of Coos County, m, against the pas- 
sage of Sunday-rest bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Petition of 4 members of the Iowa 
Bar for the relief of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of Wes origina of Oregon, asking for 
a national Sunday-rest law against n Sunday work in the Gov- 
ernment’s mail and military service and interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Remonstrance of Joseph Hopkins, of Grand 
Rapids, Mich., against the granting of large pensions by special act of 
Congress to favorite officers and their widows, and demanding equal 
rights to all soldiers of the Union Army and their widows on the pen- 
sion-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petitionof Cicero Herd, administrator of Samuel 
Herd, deceased, for reference of claim to Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of 22 members of the New Mexico bar 
for the relief the Su e Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of 175 citizens of North Topeka, Kans., 
asking Congress to start the reform of spelling by adopting certain rules 
herein mentioned in the printing of public documents and other print- 
ing done by the Government, and stating that under the present system 
much waste of time and ink occurs that might be saved if such rules 
were adopted—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of Topeka, Kans., asking that the 
Jaws of the United States be so amended as to employ only citizens of 
the United States on the public works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. KINSEY: Petition of 77 members of the Missouri bar for 
the relief of pad ae Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LACEY: lution of Sigourney (Iowa) Grand Army of the 


Republic post, favoring a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. i 
By Mr. LANE: Three petitions of citizens of Illinois, against the 
transmission of obscene literature through the mails—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a petition of citizens of the Seventeenth Congressional district 
of New York, praying for a law prohibiting the sale of fermented 
liquors within soldiers’ homes, arsenals, recruiting stations, navy-yards, 
=o and barracks—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

C 

By Mr. LANSING: Petition from Twenty-second Congressional dis- 
trict of New York, of Women’s Christian Temperance Union and others, 
for the suppression of the sale of alcoholic liquors in the military and 
naval institutions of the country—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Women’s Christian Temperance Union and others 
of Potsdam, St. Lawrence County, New York, for same purpose—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of Trevelian’s Alliance, No. 410, favoring the 
subtreasury plan—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LESTER, of Georgia: Petition of members of Savannah (Ga.) 
bar, for relief of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIND: Petition of 20 members of the Stillwater (Minn. ) bar 
for the relief of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciarye 

Also, petition of the Winona (Minn. ) bar, for same purpose—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MASON: Petition of James E. White and others, against the 
proposed Sunday law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Charles T, Garrard, late of Sixth United States 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, six petitions of citizens of Chicago, favoring the short method 
of spelling—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petition of Angelina Silvers and 80 others, 
asking for pension for said Angelina Silvers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of 86 members of the Ohio bar, for the 
relief of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of 341 citizens of Maine, praying for 
a law prohibiting the sale of fermented liquors within soldiers’ homes, 
arsenals, recruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, and barracks—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire: Petitions of citizens of New 
Hampshire, praying for a law to prohibit the sale of fermented liquors 
within soldiers’ homes, arsenals, recruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, 
and barracks—to the Select Committee onthe Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of 5 members of the New Ham: bar, tor the relief 
of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOREY: Resolution of Farmers’ Alliance of Carlisle, Ohio, 
favoring the passage of the Butterworth bill preventing dealing in op- 
tions—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of John C. and Mary Gally, of Xenia, Ohio, for pay- 
mentof property alleged to have been destroyed during the war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Memorial of the fruit-growers of California, pray- 
ing for increased duties on oranges, prunes, and other fruits and nuts— 
to the Committee on Ways and Meaps. 

By Mr. MORSE: Memorial from Sarah A. McClees, superintendent, 
etc., Ada M. Bittenbender, superintendent, ete., and Mary H. Hunt, 
superintendent, etc., against the sale of fermented liquors from Army 
canteens—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: Remonstrance of Morrison & 
Bacon and 14 others, against increasing the duty on lime—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Protest of Charles Leibrick and other citi- 
zens, against sections 24 and 25 of H. R. 82, to amend an act to regulate 
commerce—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. PARRETT: Petition of the Indiana Canning Company and 
17 other business companies, of Evansville, Ind., against any increase of 
the duty on tin-plate—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Twenty-seventh district of 
New York, for the passage of joint resolution 76—to the Committee on 
Printing. i 

Also, a petition of Grand Army of the Republic post at Constantia, 
N. Y., for service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 110 citizens of the Twenty-seventh district of New 
York, praying for a law prohibiting the sale of fermented liquors within 
soldiers’ homes, recruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, and bar- 
racks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Petition of 61 members of the Delaware bar, 
for the relief of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of J. C. Beale and 37 others, sons of 
veterans of Osage Camp, at McCune, Kans., asking for the passage of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of J. M. Mahr and 112 others, ex-Union soldiers of 
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Osage Grand Army of the Republic, No. 156, of McCune, Kans., asking 
for the same relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of F, A. Chambers and 248 others, residents of the | di 


‘Third Co ional district of Kansas, asking that the amount of land 
set a or the benefit of friendly Indians educated at the Chiloceo 
schools be reduced in size—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Also, petition and memorial of Antietam Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Parsons, Kans., asking for an appropriation to assist in im- 
proving the soldiers’ cemetery at such place—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. PETERS: Memorial of Antietam Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Parsons, Kans., asking for an appropriation for Oakwood 
Cemetery—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, resolution of commissioners of Edwards County, Kansas, favor- 
ing appropriation for Galveston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of J. N. Lawrence, of Gibson County, Ten- 
nessee, for pay for stores and supplies, and reference of claim to Court 
of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

Also, petition of John W. Overall, of Gibson County, Tennessee, for 
reference of claim to Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bow- 
man act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of President Newton Bateman and ‘the fac- 
ulty of Knox College,Galesburgh, Ill., for the passage of a bill to bring 
the law of Illinois and the United States mail law into harmony in 
order to check the transmission and sale of impure literature—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a petition of F, A. Freer and 24 others, citizens of Knox County, 
Illinois, for same purpose—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post- Roads. 

By Mr. PRICE (by request); Petition of James T. Chivers, of La- 
fourche Parish, La., for reference of claim to Court of Claims under pro- 
visions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), petition of Mrs. E. H. Brout, of Lafourche Parish, 
La., for reference of claims, under the provisions of the Bowman and 
Tucker acts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Frances N. Moody, widow, of Pulaski 
County, Arkansas, for reference of claim to Court of Claims under 
provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of the Choctaw Nation, as to the leased district, two 
exhibits—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the city council of Hot Springs, Ark., in relation 
to certain property mentioned therein—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of 73 members of the Illinois bar, for the 
relief of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of 53 members of the Connecticut bar, 
for the relief of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and others, of the Thirty-first district of New York, against the sale of 
alcoholic iene at military and naval institutions—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and others, 
of Hulburton, Orleans County, New York, for same purpose—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition from 92 persons in Thirty-first district, New York, 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union organization, and others, for 

same purpose—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN; Petition of 1,200 members of the New York 
pre for the relief of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Ju- 


oe a petition of 65 citizens of the Twenty-third district of New 
York, praying for a law prohibiting the sale of fermented liquors within 
soldiers’ homes, arsenals, recruiting stations, navy-yards, forts, and bar- 
racks—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SNIDER: Memorial and resolution of the Board of Trade of 
Anoka, Minn., in favor of a public building at that city—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Benjamin Bogman, for pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 94 members of the Rhode Island bar, for the relief 
of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, STEPHENSON: Resolution of the Lake-Carriers’ Associa- 
tion, favoring the lighting of St. Mary’s River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Lake Carriers’ Association, protesting against 
the passage of House bill 6450—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: Petition of 64 members of the At- 
lanta (Ga.) bar, for the relief of the Supreme Court of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: Nineteen petitions of 335 members of the 
Maryland bar, for the relief of the Supreme Court—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petitions of 57 members fe nie 

bar, 1 for the relief of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the 
ciary. 
By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions adopted by Newall Post 416, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Newall, Iowa, favoring the extension of the 
pension laws to the widows and children of deceased soldiers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions passed by Kennebeck Industrial Alliance No.1271, 
Monona County, Iowa, urging the passage of H. R. No. 5353, defin- 
ing ‘‘options’' and “futures,” and providing penalties to lessen and 
prevent gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition of Subordinate Union 
No. 1, of. Denver, Colo., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International 
Union of America—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. TURNER, of New York: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, for the suppression of the sale of alcoholic liquors 
in military and naval institutions—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

Also, a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 
citizens of New York, for the suppression of the sale of alcoholic liquors 
in military and naval institutions—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Petition of Union 56, United Brotherhood of 
Carpenters and Joiners, of Los Angeles, Cal., for an eight-hour law 
which shall apply to all Government work, Metier under contract or 
otherwise—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: Protest agains House bill 8278, by 
David Nicholson and others, of St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Resolution asking increase of salaries of 
district judges—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 1, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a, m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D.D. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not see the Senator from Vermont (Mr. Ep- 
MUNDs] in his seat, who, I am sure, if present, would not let business 
proceed withouta quorum. I suggest the absence of a quorum and ask 
that the roll be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called, 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allison, Davis, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Bate, Dawes, Manderson, Teller, 
Blair, Farwell, Morrill, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Paddock, Vance, 
Butler, rd aod Pasco, althall. 
Call, G x Platt, 

Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, 

Cullom, Kenna, Sawyer, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Twenty-nine Senators have responded to 
their names. No quorum is present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I meve that the absentees be sent for. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The roll of absentees had better be called. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have had one call. A call of the Senate is 
first in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the only method of getting a quorum. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _ It is the only method of getting a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called of Senators who 
are absent, 

The Secretary called the names of the absentees, and the following 
Senators responded to their names: Messrs. CASEY, GRAY, Moopy, 
PETTIGREW, PLUMB, REAGAN, and STEWART. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the call of absent Senators seven 
Senators have answered to their names. Thirty-six Senators are now 
present; no quorum. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 1 move that the Bi gy preteen of the Senate 
be directed to call upon the absentees and, if necessary, compel their 
attendance. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘‘ Request the attendance of absent Senators.” 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate take a recess until 12 o’clock, 
the usual hour of meeting, and I think all the Senators will be here at 
that time by natural process. 

Mr. HARRIS. That motion is first in order, 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no motion in order except to adjourn or 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is not the question on the motion of the Senator from 
Kansas, to take a recess until 12 o’clock? That takes precedence, I 
suppose, 
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Mr. SHERMAN. That is notin order. No motion is in order ex- ABSENT—39, 3 
t to adjourn or request the attendance of absent Senators. Ft ge, hey Sua Quay. 

nes Mi CULLOM. We can not take a recess without a quorum. Parte: Dolph. iraa Hina mnai 

Mr, SHERMAN. Certainly not without a quoram. Beck, ` Eustis, Jonesof. Stanford, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the motion Berrys PORRER php of Nevada, Sipadan 
of the Senator from Kansas is not in order. eter aa ge em Miche’ Wathen 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘I think, if we had the Senator from Vermont here, | Cameron, Hale, Morgan, ashburn 
we might go on. Colquitt, Hampton, Pierce, Wilson of Towa. 

Mr, BLAIR. Debate is not in order. Daniek PEWS 6 oe. gh, 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Sergeant-at-Arms would reyuire him to be | So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


present we might proceed with business. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But two motions are in order: one to proceed 
with the call and enforce the attendance of absentees and the other to 


adjourn. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
RureV. * è + 


8. Whenever upon such roll-call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not 
present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
request, and, when necessary, to compel the attendance of the absent Senators, 
which order shall be determined without debate; and pending its execution, 
pest mre — shall be present, no debate nor motion, except to adjourn, 


order, 

Mr. HARRIS. A motion to take a recess is clearly ont of order, I 
see, by that rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL, ‘If the Senator from Kansas desires to move to 
take a recess, which I think will probably be the best course, I shall. 
withdraw my motion. 

Mr. PLUMB. A motion for a recess is not in order, it seems. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the regular order. The absent Senators 
will be here before the Journal is read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion made by the Senator from 
Missouri the Chair holds to be in order, 

Mr. HARRIS, That is in order. 4 

Mr.BUTLER. Isupposea motion toadjourn isin order under therule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A motion to adjourn is in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Isu that the roll be called again. Quite a 
number of Senators have just come in. 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe a motion to adjourn takes precedence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It does. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think that is a good idea. 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from South Carolina moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn, and on that motion the Senator from 
Towa demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from peasy (rhea [Mr. CAMERON]; but believing 
that he would vote ‘‘yea’’ on this proposition, I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. Believing that he would vote 
‘nay’? I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY ]® 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr, BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called), I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]; butbelieving that he 
would desire the business of the Senate to go on to-day I take the lib- 
erty of voting. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). I am 

ired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. W1Lson], but I vote ‘‘nay,’’ 

lieving that the Senator with whom I am paired would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My vote seems to be necessary to make a quo- 
rum. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. GIBSON (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] and I withdraw 
my vote, as he is not present. 

The result was announced—yeas 9, nays 34; as follows: 


I am generally paired 


Iam paired with 
I am paired with 


Iam paired with 


YEAS—9, 
Bate, Cockrell, Gray, Pasco, 
Pena George, Kenna, Plumb, 
: NAYS—3. 

Allison, Ev Morrill Stewart, 
flodiett, en Pa daak, Turpik 

e, yne, ie 
Casey, Harris, Pettigrew, anise: 
Chandler, Hoar, Platt, Vest, 
Coke, Ingalls, Ransom, Wilson of Mad 
Cullom, McMillan, Reagan, Wolcott. 
Davis, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Edmunds, ž Sh 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum is present. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to explain my absence by stating that I 
was present at a meeting of the Commities on the Judiciary which, 
by order of the Senate, has leave to sit during its session. 

Mr. VEST. The same statement applies to all of us upon this side 
of the Chamber who are members of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It applies to all the members of that committee. 

Mr. VEST. The committee met at 9 o’clock this morning and has 
been in continuous session and at work until a few moments ago. 

Mr. PLUMB. That leaves all the rest of us in a rather unfortunate 
situation, and unless we make explanations it will be presumed that 
we were not performing our public duty. 

Mr. VEST, I have nothing to say about that. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was talking about the conjoined effort of my col- 
league and the Senator from Missouri, and what the result will be upon 
the yery sensitive public mind, which is much exercised on such ques- 
tions, about our getting here at 11 o’clock in the morning, and I there- 
fore want to see if I can not get leave that every member may print 
and put into the RECORD in detail his excuse for not being present at 
11 o’clock sharp. 

Mr. TELLER. We were here. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will allow me I wish to say, by way 
of explaining why I was present, that I had to neglect a great many 
important matters I should like to have attended to before I came 
here at 11 o’clock; and I think I ought to apologize for being present 
at 11 o'clock. 

Mr. REAGAN. If it is in order, I move to rescind the order for 
meeting at 11 o’clock, and I desire to say a word about it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The reading of the Journal is first in or- 
der. The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings will be read. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

COLORADO SPRINGS WATER RESERVOIR. 

Mr. TELLER. The other day Senate bill 1332 was recalled from 
the President of the United States. I ask unanimous consent that the 
vote passing the bill may be reconsidered for the purpose of making 
two clerical amendments. It is, I understand, a question of privilege 
and may be brought up now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Colorado? The Chairhearsnone. The message from 
the President of the United States will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 28th instant, the House 
of Representatives concurring, I return herewith the bill (S. 1332) entitled “An 
act nting to the city of Colorado Springs, in the State of Colorado, certain 
lands therein described for water reservoirs,” 

BENJ. HARRISON, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 29, 1890. 

Mr. TELLER. I now move that the word '‘and ” inline 21 of the 
print may be stricken out and the word ‘‘of’’ inserted. I understand 
the order was entered to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to reconsider will be regarded 
as agreed to, if there be no objection. The vote on the third reading 
will be regarded as reconsidered, if there be no objection, so that the 
bill may be open tọ amendment. The amendmentof the Senator from 
Colorado will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 21 of section 1 it is proposed to strike 
out the word ‘and ’’ where it occurs the second time and insert in lieu 
thereof the word *‘ of;’’ so as to read: 

Also lots numbered 1, 2,3,4,and 5 of the north half and the southeast quarter 
ol 

Mr. INGALLS. Is this another error of the clerks in enrollment? 
And, if so, by whom was the mistake made, if we may be informed? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator will allow me to say that it is a little 
uncertain, but I think the mistake was made in the Printing Office 
in printing the bill as it passed this body. 

think the Chief Clerk has read the wrong ‘‘and”’ in reading the 
amendment. It is the third ‘‘and,’’ in line 21, in the phrase ‘‘and the 
north half and.” The word ‘‘and’’ following ‘‘half’’ should be 
stricken out; and in line 23 the word ‘‘and’’ should be stricken out 
and the words ‘‘of the” inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 23, strike out the second word ‘‘and’’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words *‘ of the;’’ so as to read: 

Lots numbered 3 and4 and the east half of the southwest quarter of section 22, 
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Mr. TELLER. Iwant to see that the clerks get this right. Ithink 
a mistake has been made. : 
` The VICE-PRESIDENT. - The amendment will be again stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 21 of section 1, after the word *‘half,’’ 
strike out the word ‘‘and”’ and insert the word “‘of;'? and in line 23, 
after the word ‘half,’ insert “of the;’’ so as to read: 

Also lots numbered 1,2,3,4, and 5,and the north half of the southeast quarter 
of sapon 28, lots numbered Sand 4 and the east half of the southwest quarter of 
section 22. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Thatisright. Now, I should like tosay, in answer 
to the inquiry of the Senator from Kansas, that it is not the fault of 
the clerical force of this body that this error occurred. That is clear, 

Mr INGALLS. It is evidently the fault of somebody, and this is a 
spectacle that has been too often repeated, not only at this session, but 
at previous sessions. There ought to be some way devised by which 
bills can pass this body and be enrolled as they are passed. We have 
been repeatedly compelled to recall bills from the House of Representa- 
tives and from the President and have amendments inserted that no- 
body knows anything abou’ by resolution, by joint resolution, or by 
some proceeding unknown to parlimentary law, because, on account of 
the neglect of somebody, the bills do not express the declared will of 
the House in which they originated. If it is the fault of the enrolling 
clerks or of the Senators, there ought to be something done by which 
we shall be enabled to have some regular parliamentary proceedings for 
the passage of bills. 

The Secretary informs me that the clerks enrolled this bill as it came 
to them from the Printer. Now, certainly the Printer is not an officer 
of this body, and we ought not to be held responsible for what is done 
in the Government Printing Office. Iam told that it is the habit to 
send out from the Senate the original files of the bills to the Govern- 
ment Printer, and that they do not appear again until some indefinite 
period in the future, What is sent back here is a printed copy that 
goes into the files of the Senate without examination or collation, No- 
body knows whether a bill that comes back from the Printer is a copy 
of the bill that went to him or not, and what becomes of the original 
file nobody knows. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator understand that the original bill 
which is written out and upon which we act is not returned at once to 
the Senate or to the House of Kepresentatives? 

Mr. INGALLS. Itis not. The original bill introduced leaves the 
custody of the Senate, goes into the hands of a person who is not an 
officer of or connected with this body, is printed, and the print, with- 
out correction and without collation, is sent back here and a printed 
copy goes into the files, and we act on that. 

Mr. HALE. What becomes of the original bill itself? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not know. 

Mr. HALE. We ought to know. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think the practice is entirely defective, and it is 
impossible that errors should not occur by such proceedings. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, as I understand the course pursued, 
it is that the original bills are introduced here and sent to the Printer. 
Then they come back and are placed on our files in print; and when 
we consider bills they are considered from the printed copy and amended 
by theinsertion or the strikingoutof words. When abill has passed this 
body, partially printed and partially written, for the amendments are 
in writing, it is engrossed and sent to the other House. That bill does 
not go back to the Printer. 

Mr. HALE. No, but is not the result of the action of the two Houses 
always written out and enrolled distinctly in one written document, 
and we have that original? 

Mr. ALLISON. We have that. 

Mr. HALE. And that is what we act upon finally and that is what 
goes to the President, of course. 

Mr. ALLISON, Undoubtedly; but this mistake, as I understand it, 
must have been a mistake in the print. 

Mr. TELLER. There is not any complaint that there was any mis- 
take either by the enrollment here or at the House of Representatives. 
Undoubtedly the wrong word was in the print. 

Mr. HALE. Where and at what time did it get there? 

Mr, TELLER. Atthe Printing Office in the printof the bill. The 
report was not compared with the print, and therefore there were 320 
acres of land conveyed in this way that ought not to have been con- 
veyed. While the land is practically worthless, it was not thought best 
to allow the bill to go through in that way, and therefore I had it re- 
anen, and I now ask that it be passed, the correction having been 

e. 

I should like to say before I quit that this is not a new thing. I 
bave found that it has been the custom for years to call back and cor- 
rect bills in this way. I have found a line of precedents to that effect; 
sometimes it is done in one way and sometimes in another. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the bills were properly examined before they 
posea the errors wonld be detected. The difficulty is that the exam- 

nation is made after the bills are passed and have gone out of the cus- 
tody of the two Houses and gone to the President of the United States, 
and how many errors there are that escape detection nobody can tell. 


The statement that the Senator from Colorado makes is an illustra- 
tion of the vice of our proceedings. He says that the Public Printer, 
a man who has nothing more to do with our proceedings than the Em- 
peror of Persia ought to have, sees fit to change the word ‘‘ of”’ to the 
word ‘‘and,’’ and that comes back here and we give, in consequence of 
that change in a bill, 320 acres more to a corporation than they ask for 
or than they want. Now, does the Senator from Colorado pretend to 
tell me that that can not be prevented? It certainly would be pre- 
vented by sisi Boa bill before it has passed; and why not provide 
for an examination before the bill passes to see whether it is right or 
wrong? 

Mr. CULLOM. In reference to this particular bill, the original bill 
introduced is in the hands of the Clerk, anditshows the mistake is in 
the original bill introduced at this session of Congress exactly as it is 
enrolled. So there is no fault of the Clerks in connection with this 
matter whatever. The mistake perhaps occurred by virtue of the bill 
having come over from a past session and been reintroduced. 

Mr, TELLER. I should like to say that of course this might have 
been avoided. If I had compared the report I held in my hand with 
the bill as passed I should have seen the mistake, but it did not occur 
to me to make the comparison; and when the Land Office made the com- 
parison with the report they had sent here they discovered the error 
and called my attention to it. I presume the bill might have been 
signed in that way becanse it was inconsequential, but I did not feel 
that I ought to let a bill go through in that way, although the land - 
involved is mountain land nearly 12,000 feet above the level of the sea. 

Mr. CULLOM. All I want to say is thatitisclear that the clerksare 
not at fault in this case. 

Mr. TELLER. Itisnotthe fault of theclerks. That I havestated. 

Mr. INGALLS. What becomes of the bill now? 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that the bill may be passed as corrected. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill is notin condition now to pass the House 
of Representatives. The bill passed the House of Representatives as it 
has been reported here already and sent to the President. 

Mr. TELLER. The President has returned it. Iask that the bill 
may now be passed as amended. 

e Sea I want to know what is going to be done with it 
when it is 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be sent to the House of Represent- 
atives for concurrence in the amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Kansas incidentally made a re- 
mark showing that he is not entirely familiar with the rules of print- 
ing offices. It is the uniform rule in printing offices, in the 
United States, to follow copy even if you have to follow it out of the 
window. The Printing Office would not dare to change the word ‘‘of’? 
to the word ‘‘and”’ or to cross a ‘‘t’’ or dot an ‘‘i’’ hardly, unless it 
was in the bill. : 

Mr. MANDERSON. Before this matter passes away, in justice to 
the Public Printer I desire to say that he followed copy in the first in- 
stance exactly. The difficulty was in the original bill that was intro- 
duced. That is apparent. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

EXPENSES OF CENSUS AGENTS. 


Mr. PLATT. A few days since, upon the passage by the Senate of 
the bill (H. R. 7025) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses,’’ approved March 1, 1889, 
I entered a motion to reconsider the vote by w the bill was passed. 
I now desire to withdraw that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be with- 
drawn if there be no objection, and the bill will stand passed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication from 
the Secretary of War, recommending that provision be made for the 
acquisition by the Government of the strip of land upon which the money 
appropriated by the act of March 2, 1889, is to be expended in building 
a roadway or entrance to the national cemetery at Hampton, Va.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in further response to a resolution of March 24, 
1890, certain information relative to tests made with new methods of 
firing shells loaded with high explosives. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the communication. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it is impossible for the Senate to hear 
a word that the Chief Clerk is reading. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have been trying to listen to that document and I 
have not heard two words of it, so that Ido not know what itis about, 
on account of the conversation all around. 

Mr. HALE. I have not been able to distinguish a single word. 

Mr. BLAIR. And I am not able to hear a word that the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has spoken. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is worse yet. [Laughter.] ¢ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. [A pause. 
The reading will proceed. 
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The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the communication, but be- 
_fore concluding— : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the communication be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘There is no occasion for a reference of that com- 
munication. Itis simply sent for information, and I ask that it be 
printed and laid upon the table. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould think as the document has been half read 
and then broken off the whole of it had better go into the RECORD. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go into the RECORD and also be printed as 

separate document. } 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the absence 
of objection. 

The communication is as follows: 

Wak Department, Washington, March 31, 1590. 
Sm: In connection with my letter of the 26th instant replying to the Senate 
resolution of March 24, 1890, relative to tests made with a new method of 
firing shells loaded with high explosives, I have the honor to transmit, as per- 
tinent thereto, the following extract from the programme of tests for high ex- 

losives adopted by the board of ordnance and fortification, of which General 
Echoñeld is pte eat to whom the special explosive under consideration 
was referred the War Department for the necessary action under the pro- 
visions of m Sof the act approved September 22, 1888, and which appro- 
priated $100,000 for tests of high explosives, namely: 

“ As to the explosives, we have now before the board explosive inate gun- 
cotton, Emmensite, the Schwalm mixture, dynamite, and Americanite or the 
Smolianinoff compound. 

“ Experiments of the kind to be undertaken involve no little time, labor, and 

; and they should therefore be restricted to what promise ultimate suc- 
cess, This is not the case with Americanite, because the liquid form and the 
liabilit in store would 
forbid emonstrate that no 


, all respects like 
sitive. 


change had occurred. The fe sea 

white fluid; above that for about 1 inch a cloudy combination of white and 
yellow fluid; the remaining fluid to surface was of uniform yellow color. An 
explosive possessed of such characteristics would be extremely dangerous in a 
loading room, und E beta committee therefore recommends that the action al- 


ready taken by the on ——, 1589, in advising that experiments with 
this explosive be deferred for the present, be adhered to. 
> + * * * * > 
Very respectfull 
ASS REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Becretary of War. 


To the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in mse to a resolu- 
tion of March 25, 1890, a report from the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs in regard to the number of patents issued up to date to Indians 
under the severalty act; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Represent- 
atives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary : 

A bill (H. R.75) to fix the regular terms of the circuit and district 
courts for the southern districts of Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 3971) to make valid a deed to a certain tract of land 
in Bibb County, Georgia, made and delivered by Brig. Gen. Davis 
Tilson,’ acting assistant commissioner of the Freedman’s Bureau, to 
Samuel I. Gustin, his heirs and assigns; 

A bill (H. R. 7044) to amend section 707 of the Revised Statutes; 
A bill (H. R. 7305) to deprive the judge in a court of the United 
States of the authority to give an opinion upon questions of fact; and 

A bill (H. R. 8240) to require the United States circuit and district 
judges to instruct the jury in writing when requested. 

The bill (H. R. 6952) to amend section 1018 of the Revised Statutes 

was read twice by its title. 
` Mr. EDMUNDS. Whatis that about? Please read the first para- 
graph of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That section 1018 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Seo. 1018. Any party charged with a criminal offense "—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatisenough. Itshould be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 753) authorizing and directing the sale of certain 
property belonging to the United States, situatein Pittsburgh, Pa., was 
read twice hy its title,and referred to the Committee on Military 


The bill (H. R. 2142) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman 
was read twice by its title, and refermed to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, è 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 14) authorizing the use and improve- 
ment of Castle Island, in Boston Harbor, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 128) construing part of act of March 
2, 1889, making appropriations for the office of Second Assistant Post- 
master-General was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R: 8049) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned 
Fort Ellis military reservation in Montana under the homestead law, 
and for other purposes was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

SUFFERERS BY MISSISSIPPI OVERFLOW. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 136) for the relief of sufferersin the Mississippi Valley; which 
was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to act 
on that resolution without a reference. It isa matter of urgency, and, 
if passed at all, it should be passed at once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If referred, it can be reported to-morrow. 

Mr. GEORGE, It isa easeof urgency, and, if passed atall, it ought 
to be atonce, The resolution is very short, and when the Sena- 
tor hears it I think he will not object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read at length, subject to objection in 
all its stages. I do not want to prolong debate about it. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ete,, That the president of 
the Mississippi River Commission be, and is hereby, authorized, out of any 
money heretofore appropriated for the improvement of the Mississippi River, 
to purchase or hire such boats as may be immediately necessary to reseue in- 
habitants in the overflowed districts oft the Mississippi River Valley, and to use 
said boats for the purpose named, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave no objection. Pass it right along. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S, 2542) further to provide for 
the administration of oaths. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithink that had better go to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. I will observe that the House seems to have made this bill 
coverall customs oaths and other special oaths where taken before special 
officers, which the Senate carefully avoided. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts moves 
that the amendment of the House of Representatives be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the bill (H. k. 7496) to provide for certain 
of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 
purposes, further insisting upon its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate, numbered 41, and asking for a further conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate further insist upon its forty-first 
amendment and agree to the request of the House of Representatives 
for a further conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

CORRECTIONS OF RECORD. 


Mr. PADDOCK, Referring to my request this morning to make a 
correction in the RECORD of my vote yesterday on an amendment to 
the pension bill, I desire to state that on an examination of the Journal 
at the desk I find that the error was not there; that the Journal is cor- 
rect and shows my vote exactly as it was given, but the error was made 
at the Reporters’ table; and I desire here to state that if I was in the 
habit of making speeches in the Senate, as I am not, I should insist 
upon it that the Reporters’ table be changed from its present position, 

Mr. BUTLER. May [interrupt the Senator from Nebraska one mo- 
ment? 

Mr. PADDOCK, Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I want tosay, out of justice to the Reporters, that it 
is sometimes absolutely impossible for them to take down what is being 
said by Senators on this floor on account of the continuous conversation 
going on in the Senate Chamber and in the galleries. Ithink that much 
is due to the Reporters. I have arather acute hearing, and I have been 
able to catch scarcely a word which has fallen from the Senator from 
Nebraska, although he is speaking in avery distinct tone. It is due to 


. 
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the Reporters to say that it is a fact that owing to the confusion which 
prevails it is oftentimes impossible to catch the words which fall from 
the lips of Senators. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator had waited a moment—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not complaining of the Senator from Nebraska 
or of what he is stating, but Iam simply saying that it is due to the 
Reporters to state that they can not always hear what is going on, and 
I can not hear half of what is going on, and I am making this state- 
ment as much outof regard for myself as for the Re: I do ho 
that order will be maintained in the Senate while the Senator is mak- 
ing his remarks. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I want to say that the Reporters themselves have 
stated to me that it is an utter impossibility for them to hear what is 
said from this corner of the Chamber by wyself and Senators behind 
me. Therefore, I was about to say thatif I was in the habit of k- 
ing to any extent, which I am not, I shouldask that the table be placed 
so that the Reporter might sit at it with his face this way in order to 
hear what we have to say and how we vote. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 462 citizens of Iowa, a peti- 
tion of 32 citizens of Iowa, a petition of 27 citizens of Iowa, a petition 
of 32 citizens ot Iowa, a petition of 42 citizens of Iowa, a petition of 
37 citizens of Iowa, a petition of 19 citizens of Iowa, a petition of 18 
citizens of Iowa, and a petition of 35 citizens of Iowa, all residing in 
the Seyenth Congressional district of that State, praying for the tree 
coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the M. S. Holtzinger Post, No. 210, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Hamburgh, Iowa, praying for the pas- 
sage of a service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the State Business Men’s Association 
of Iowa, praying for the passage of what is known as the Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the members of the faculty of the law 
department of the State University of Iowa, a petition of the members 
of the bar of Ottumwa, Iowa, a petition of the members of the bar of 
Muscatine County, Iowa, and a petition of the members of the bar of 
Iowa County, Iowa, praying for the passage of some act for the relief 
of the Supreme Court of the United States; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAWES presented a memorial of the Choctaw Nation in refer- 
ence to lands styled the ‘'leased district’’ of that nation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. STEWART presented twenty-five petitions of 621 members of the 
Farmers’ Alliance and citizens of Nebraska, praying for the free coinage 
of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented petitions of subordinate unions of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Denver, 
Pueblo, and Colorado Springs, in the State of Colorado, praying for a 
change of the laws of the United States in respect to the erection of 
public buildings, navy-yards, fortifications, etc.; which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. EVARTS presented petitions of the Associated Trades of the 
city of New York; of 28 citizens of Alton, N. Y.; of 13 members of 
Local Assembly 6129, Knights of Labor, of Albany, N. Y.; of 37 mem- 
bers of Local Assembly 2020, Knights of Labor, of Albany, N. Y.; of 
13 members of Local Assembly 4045, Knights of Labor, of Albany, 
N. Y.; of 28 members of Local Assembly 1758, Knights of Labor, of 
Albany, N. Y.; of 33 members of Local Assembly 1758, Knights of 
Labor, of Albany, N. Y.; of 35 members of Local Assembly 1758, 
Knights of Labor, of Albany, N. Y.; and of 32 citizens of Albany, N. 
Y., praying for the free coinage of silver; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of H. P. DeGraaf, president of the 
Bowery National Bank, of New York City; A. J. Rogers, justice of the 
tenth judicial district court in New York City, and 107 other promi- 
nent business men of New York City, praying that Congress authorize 
the Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stoughton and associ- 
ates for the entire work of building the Harlem Canal; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 34 citizens of Berrien 
County, Michigan, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of members of the Farmers’ Alli- 
ance of the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
1655, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to loan money to farm- 
ers of the United States at 2 per cent. per annum; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 1 
of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of 
Wheeling, W. Va., signed by Burt Watson, president, and Francis A. 
Ferguson, recording secretary, praying Congress to enact such laws as 
will secure to skilled and unskilled laborers who are citizens of the 
United States preference over aliens in the erection and construction 
by the Government or by contract of public buildings, navy yards, for- 


tifications, and other structures and works; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CALL. I present a petition of the Bricklayers and Masons’ In- 
ternational Union of America, signed by George Walker, president, 
and Alex. Robinson, recording secretary, of Pensacola, Fla., praying for 


‘the employment of American laborers, skilled and unskilled, where la- 


bor is uired in the erection of public works, navy-yards, fortifica- 
tions, and other structures or works of the United States. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CALL. I also presenta petition of membersof the barof 
Fla., praying for such legislation as will enable the Supreme Court ot 
the United States to dispose of theaccumulated business upon its docket. 
I also present a similar petition from members of the bar of Tallahas- 
see, Fla., signed by the governor of the State, the attorney-general, 
and other officers of the State government. to the same effect; also, a 
similar petition from members of the bar of Ocala, Fla. 

" I move that these petitions be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
iciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I also present, by request, the petition of John Pope 
Hodnett, of Washington, D. C., in reference to some interests claimed 
by him in Great Britain. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. I present a memorial adopted by a committee of a 
convention of sugar-producers which assembled in New Orleans March 
21, 1890, L. C. Keever (chairman), John Dymond, Philip Hirsch, H. C. 
Warmoth, J. C. Morris, John H. Murphy, William C. Stubbs, Branch 
M. King, C. Kennedy Hamilton, jr., and E. W. Deming, delegates, re- 
monstrating against the proposed change in Schedule E of the exist- 
ing tariff in regard tosugar. I move the reference of the memorial to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a memorial of the city council of Salt 
Lake City, Utah Territory, and a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Salt Lake City, Utah Territory, remonstrating against the 
conversion of the Industrial Home intoa Government building; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of J. F. Reynolds Post, No. 
26, Grand Army of the Republic, of the State of Nebraska, and the 
petition of Lombard Post, No. 57, Grand Army of the Republie, of the . 
State of Nebraska, praying for the passage of Senate. bill No. 496, to 
remove the limitation in the payment of arrears of pensions; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Antietam Post, No. 64, Grand Army 
of the Republie, of Parsons, Kans., praying for an appropriation by 
Congress of $5,000 to aid in improving their cemetery; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER presented petitions of members of the bar of the four- 
teenth, second, fourth, and seventh judicial circuits of the State of Wis- 
consin, praying Congress to pass some act for the relief of the Supreme 
Court of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 216) to prevent the summary cancellation of pension certifi- 
cates, and providing for a hearing in cases relating thereto, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1840) granting a pension to Sallie Douglass Hartranft, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1817) granting a pension to Mary F. Hopkins, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2950) for the erection of a 
public building at Leadville, Colo., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MOODY, from the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion of Arid Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 622) providing 
for a survey and development, for irrigation purposes, of the artesian 
basin underlying the State of South Dakota, and making an appropria- 
tion therefor, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 1404) providing for a survey, for irrigation purposes, of the State of 
North Dakota, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. MOODY. The same committee, in lieu of the two bills just 
reported adversely, instructed me to report a new bill. 

The bill (S. 3346) authorizing and directing the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to cause to be made all necessary field examinations, surveys, 
and experiments for the purpose of demonstrating the extent, and so 
forth, with reference to irrigation, of the underflow waters between the 
ninety-seventh degree of west longitude and the foot-hills of the eastern 
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slope of the Rocky Mountains, and making an appropriation therefor, 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to give notice that I desire at a future day 
to present the views of the minority, in opposition to the passage of 
the bill which has just been reported. 

Mr. HALE. In the bill which was just reported I thought, as I 
listened to it, that the words ‘‘and so forth’? were used in the title. 
I do not think that those are good words, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Those words are used. 

Mr, HALE. I donot think those are good words in the title ofa 
bill or in the text of a bill and I suggest that they be struck ont. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That can be done when the bill is under 
consideration. 

Mr. MOODY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1678) granting a pension to John R. Petrie, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HALE. By direction of the Committee on the Census, I report 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 6420) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses,” 
apres March 1, 1889. is is what is known as the Chinese census 

, and I ask that it be printed with the amendments numbered, as 
there are several of them; and as it is very important if the bill passes 
that it should be passed at once, so that the census work may not beim- 
peded, I give notice that I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill to- 
morrow early, or the next day. ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the bill will be 
printed as indicated, and it will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

_ A bill (H. R. art granting a pension to Mary A. Van Etten; 

A bill (H. R. 5010 ting a pension to Mary Taffe; 

A bill (H. R. 2615) for the relief of Mattie W. House; 

A bill (H. R. 5516) to increase the pension of Alonzo Alden; and 

A bill (H. R. 3954) granting an increase of pension to General Horace 
Boughton. 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1928) for the relief of Henrietta E. Boggs; 

A bill (S. 1681) granting a pension to John Bridenback, late private 
Company L, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry; and 

A (S. 563). for the relief of Cornelia A. Stanley. 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1206) granting a pension to Melvin L. Cook; 

A bill (S. 1899) granting a pension to John Mickle; and 

A bill (S. 2300) granting a pension to John Mickle. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2765) granting a pension to William Richardson, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were agreed to; 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill ie tie} granting a pension to Hiram H. Benefiel; and 

A bill (S. 1139) granting a pension to Mary Forsythe. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the petition of Daniel M. Richey, praying for an invalid pen- 


sion, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and. 


the committee were discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1282) granting a pension to Alice Nichols, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1408) granting a pension to Miss Charlotte Bradford, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported then: severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6603) granting a pension to Joseph D. Williamson; 

A bill i 329) granting a pension to John L. Russell; and 

A bill (S. 448) granting a pension to Dobson Amick. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 780) granting a pension to John G. Banks, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 633) for the relief of the Oregon Paving and Contract 
parson reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. = 


REVENUE-MARINE SERVICE, 
Mr. GRAY. I move that the bill (H. R. 6944) to transfer the rev- 


partment be taken from the table and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (by request), introduced a bill (S. 3347) to 
forbid maintenance and op on in suits brought upon letters-patent; 
waen was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

atents. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3348) granting a pension to Mary 
J. Milroy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3349) granting a pension to Jasper N. 
Warren; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 3350) for the relief of the 
heirs of Joseph Anderson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3351) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to place upon the retired-list of the Army James W. Long, late a 
captain in the United States Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3352) for the relief of Patrick Culhan; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3353) imposing a special tax 
upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, and importation of adal- 
terated lager beer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3354) for the relief of George 
F. Ormsby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3355) granting a pension to 
Helen C. Keeney; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3356) increasing the rate of 
pension of W. A. Shappee; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3357) for the relief of Leonard 
Martin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 69) for theim- 
provement and use of Bedloe’s Island, in New York Harbor, as a free 
public park; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition ofthe children of Zachariah Taylor, late of Company 
D, Forty-ninth United States Colored Troops, now on the files of the Senate, be 
refe to the Committee on Pensions, 


Mr. BERRY. I ask for the adoption of the following order: 


Ordered, That the papas on file with Senate bill 1148, entitled “A bill to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to adjust and settle the account between the 
United States and the Memphis and Little Rock Railroad Com 
duties,” ete., introduced in the Forty-seventh Congress, be fi 
3129 now before the Committee on Claims, 


Mier VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be made in the absence of 
objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was there an adverse report before? 

Mr. BERRY. Iam notadvised as to whether there was or was not, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the order be taken subject to the rules. Un- 
doubtedly it will come out all right, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be madesubject to the rules 
of the Senate. 


y for customs 
with Senate bill 


HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. HALE. I offer a resolution which I ask to have printed and 
lie over, The reasons for it will be soapparent I think to every Sena- 
tor’s mind that I do not need to go into them at present. I ask that 
the resolution be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Ordered, That on and after Monday, Aprii 7, 1890, the daily sessions of the 
Senate shall commence at 12 o'clock, meridian, until otherwise ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution lie over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending that—no, that is a privileged motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet 
at 12 o’clock to-morrow. [Putting the question.] The “‘ayes’’ ap- 
pear to have it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Quay]. Not knowing how he would vote, I reserve my vote. 


enue-marine service from the Treasury Department to the Navy De-! Mr. EDMUNDS (after having voted in the negative), I see that 
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the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] who is ill is not present, and 
as the vote has taken a substantially political turn I feel bound in 
honor to withdraw my vote, as I am paired with him on political ques- 


tions, 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN] and therefore can not vote. 

Mr. DOLPH. AsIam with the senior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Brown], I think I ought to withhold my vote on this question. 

Mr. PADDOCK (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis and feel that I had 
better withdraw my vote after the statement e by the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr, EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the negative). I should like 
to inquire whether the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] has voted 
on this question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. RANSOM (after having voted in the affirmative). Seeing that 
pairs are being observed, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the 
senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] been recorded? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He is not recorded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HAMPTON (after having voted in the affirmative). It seems 
that Senators are withdrawing their votes on account of Al- 
though I think we have a right to vote on a question of adjournment 
when paired, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DOLPH. I observe that the Senator from California [Mr. 
HEARST) has voted. I understand that he is paired with his colleague 
[Mr. STANFORD], and I will transfer my pair with the senior Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Brown] to the Senator from California [Mr. STAN- 
FORD] and vote. I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—2, 
Barbour, Coke. Payne, Voorhees, 
Bate, ` George, Pierce, Walthall, 
Sen, Gibson, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Blackburn, Gray, Reagan, Wolcott, 
Blodgett, Harris, Turpie, 
Call, Hearst, Vance, 
Cockrell, Pasco, Vest, 

NAYS—28. 
Allen, Farwell, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allison, Frye Mitchell, Spooner, 
Blair, Hawley, Moony, Stewart, 
Chandler, Higgins, Morrill, Stockbri 
Cullom, Hoar, Pettigrew, Teller, 
Dawes, In Platt, Washburn 
Dolph, McMillan, Sawyer, Wilson of lows. 

ABSENT—29. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hampton, Pagh, 
Beck, Dixon, Hiscock, uay, 
Brown, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, m, 
Butler, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Cameron, Evarts, Kenna, Stanford, 
y. Faulkner, McPherson, 
Col uitt, Gorman, Morgan, 
ntel, Hale, Paddock, . 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


TITLE TO ANASTASIA ISLAND. 


Mr. CALLsubmitted the following resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
requested to submit to the Senate his opinion under the resolution adopted by 
the Senate on the —— day of June, 1888, which is in the following words: 

“ Resolved, Thatthe Attorney-General of the United States is hereby directed 
to report to the Senate whether Anastasia Island, near St. Augustine, Fla., is 
the Property of the United States,and whether the whole or a} Bon of itis 
covered by any t from Spain which has been confirmed and ——— 
as valid by the United States under the toh Baten Spain and the United 
nae for the cession of the proyinces of the and West Floridas, made in 

‘ MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 567) to continue the publication of the Supplement to the 
Revised Statutes; 

A bill (S. 1984) to create the offices of surveyor-general in the States 
of North Dakota and South Dakota; and 

A bill (S. 2653) to provide for the times and places to hold terms of 
the United States courts in the State of Washington. 

The message also announced that the House had the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the coneurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 64) to limit the time to six years within which suits 
may be brought against accounting officers and the sureties on their 
official bonds; 

A bill (H. R. 278) to amend paragraph 3 of section 4414 of the Re- 
vised Statutes; s 

A bill (H. R. 578) in relation to oaths in pension and other cases; 

A bill (H. R. 843) to provide an additional mode of taking deposi- 
tions of witnesses in causes pending in the courts of the United States; 

A bill (H. R.5874) to admit free of duty articlesintended for the St. 


Louis Exposition in 1890 which may be imported from the Republic of 


Mexico 

A bili (H. R. aas to amend section 790 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. 7619) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7993) to amend section 4 of “An act to authorize the 
county of Laurens, in the State of Georgia, to construct a bridge across 
the Oconee River, at or near Dublin, in said county,” approved June 


18, 1888; 

A bill (H. R. 8104) to amend section 2166, Revised Statutes of the 
United States; 

A bill (H. R. a) to amend section 4488, Title LII, of the Revised 
Statutes as amended by chapter 418 of the acts passed at the second 
session of the Fiftieth Congress; and 

A bill (H. R. 8296) to allow the erection of bridges across the Iowa 
River at Wapello, Iowa. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 247) granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey; 

A bill (S. 1982) granting a pension to Mrs. Minerva Jane Olive; 

A bill (S. 1983) granting a pension to George B. Smith; 

A bill (S. 2447) to extend to Tampa, Fla., the privilege of immediate 

rtation of unappraised merchandise; 

A bill (S. 2501) to provide for an American register for a steamer to 
be named San Benito, owned by a corporation of the State of Cali- 
fornia; and 

A bill (S. 7025) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for tak- 
ing the eleventh and subsequent censuses,’? approved March 1, 1889, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five hours and thirty minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, April 2, 
1890, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


CONFIRMATION, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 29, 1890. 
POSTMASTER, 
Ensign M. Clark, to be postmaster at Niagara Falls, in the county of 
Niagara and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 1, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. The Chaplain, Rey. WILLIAM H, 
MILBURN, D. D., offered the following prayer: 

Almighty God, again we are called upon to mourn the death of an 
honored member of this House, dear to many upon this floor. . In the 
arms of our sympathy we bring his bereaved family, beseeching Thee 
to comfort and uphold them as they weep the loss of a beloved husband 
and a revered father. May they find, in the blessed hope of everlast- 
ing life which Thou hast given us in Thy Son, the consolation which 


can alone support in such an hourof grief. As these solemn lessonsof - 


our mortality are taught us from time to time, we pray that Thou wilt 
bring home to every one of us the sense that the supreme concern of 
human life is peace with God, through His Son, our Lord and Savior 
Jesus Christ, in whose sacred name we pray. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Ilinois, by unanimous consent, the Com- 
mittee on War Claims was discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8782) for the relief of Sarah A. Oakes, legal heir of 
Capt. Hugh Worthington, deceased, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

PRACTICE IN UNITED STATES COURTS IN CRIMINAL CASES. 


Mr. OATES. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the farther 
consideration of a resolution, reported from the Committee on the 


Judiciary, to investigate the practice of certain United States district ~ 


courts and other officers in criminal cases; and that the House now 
proceed to consider the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


vails in many of the district courts of the United States, and jcularly inthe 
northern, m: nana southern districts of Alabama: Therefore, 
Resolved, That Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, authorized 
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to inquire into the extent, cause, and result of such practice and toa hena their 
findings to the House; and to this end said committee be to 

administer oaths, tak Arie iesea te 
opor a stenographer (if needed), to send a subcommittee to ee localities to 


t-at-Arms 
committee an officer to attend it or said subcommittee, and to serve such a 
ess as may be issued by said committee or said subcommittee ; and that the ex- 
penses of such prta S Arae be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


The proposed substitute, reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
was read, as follows: 


Whereas it is alleged by the Attorney-General of the United States, and ap- 
by official reports filed in the De ment of Justice, that in many of the 
United States district courts the practice of suspending sentence after convic- 
tion in criminal cases prevails without warrant of law; and whereas it also ap- 
pears, from accounts submitted to the accounting officers of the Treasury for 

audit PRAI DnA miaran h reports of special agents of the Treasury Department, and 
information obtained from eg Seon Geto well informed and credible persons, that 
in some parts of the country U district attorneys, marshals, and 
their deputies, United States commissioners, and clerks of the United States 
courts have been guilty of maladministration and of corruption in office: There- 


|, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it ahipa piae 

ized and instructed to Reena into the extent, cause, and effect of alleged 

om Ligtag sone! the United States district courts wherever the same bpd oy 3 

also to investigate any alleged abuse of United States process or other — 
administration or corrupt official conduct of any of the officers connected wi 

the She aia] department of the Government; and to report its findings to the 

H by bill or oth: erwise; and to this end said committee be 


tee wherever 


ang APELERR. T Is there HAERA to the iak consideration of 
the resolution? 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the resolution. 
The substitute reported by the Committee on the Judiciary was 
to. 


‘The resolution as amended was adopted. 
Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
scepter and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


othe latter motion was agreed to. 

NATIONAL BANKING CODE, 

Mr.WALKER, of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent to print 
in the RECORD a brief explanation of a bill which I have this day in- 
troduced (House bill 8897) to establish a national-banking code. 

Mr. BYNUM. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana objects. 


WIDOW OF THOMAS SETTLE. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 3993) for the payment to the widow 
of Thomas Settle, late district judge for the northern district of Florida, 
the balance of a year’s salary was referred to the garg sites 
That committee reports that it should be referred to the ttee on 
Claims, Without objection, the change of reference will be made. 

There was no objection. 


PUBLIC-BUILDING BILLS, 
Bills of the following titles, returned from the Senate with the noti- 
fication that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of the House of 


Representatives and asked a conference on the votes of the 
two Houses, were severally taken up, the amendments of the House 


‘insisted upon, and the request of the Senate for a conference agreed to: 


A bill ( 903) for the erection of a public building in Cedar Rapids, 


Towa 
A bill (S. 954) vn the construction of a public building at 
nr , Iowa; and 
(S. 2406) 3o proviant the purchase of a siteand the erection 
pe a pablis building thereon at Atchison, in the State of Kansas. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FREMONT, NEBR. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 533) for the 
erection of a public building at Fremont, Nebr., said bill having been 
returned from the Senate with an amendment in the form of a sub- 
stitute, and with a request for a conference on the bill and amend- 


- Ment. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the amendment of the Senate be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN (before the reading was concluded). I do not ask 
for the further reading of the amendment; but I ask that the fitstpart 


nad cones bill may be read. 
ded to read. 
un Hon N (before the we was concluded. Ido not ask 


for the further reading. 


Mr. DORSEY. I move that the House non-concur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate and agree to the request for a RAM. 
The motion was agreed to, 


SURVEYORS-GENERAL FOR NORTH AND SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. PAYSON, I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1984) to create the offices of surveyor-general in the 
States of North and South Dakota. This bill has been favorably re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] asks 
oe consent for the present consideration of a bill which will be 
rea 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That there shall be appointed by the President, ‘by and with 
the adviceand consent of the Senate, a surveyor-general each for the States of 
pare Dakota and South Dakota, embracing, respectively, one surveying dis- 


Sec, 2. That the surveyors-general of North Dakota and South Dakota shall 
each receive a salary at the rate of $2,000 per annum, 

ae ee Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. I withdraw the call for the regular order to allow 
this bill to be considered, as I understand it is a matter of great public 
necessity. 

“There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
oft 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, 
Payson] what is the necessity for the passage of this bill? Does not 
the general law cover this matter? 

Mr. PAYSON. Prior to the division of the Territory of Dakota and 
the admission of the States of North and South Dakota there was a sur- 
veyor-general for the Territory, whose office, under the statute, was 
located at Huron, now in South Dakota. When we provided for the 
division of the Territory and the admission of North and South Dakota 
no provision was made, as the gentleman is aware, for these officers. 
There is now no officer having charge of surveys in North Dakota, and 
the Interior Department is of opinion that the officer appointed under 
the statute creating the office of surveyor-general for Dakota Territory 
has no ae in South Dakota. Hence the necessity for the passage of 
this bil 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed, 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARTICLES FOR ST. LOUIS EXPOSITION OF 1890, 


Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5874) to admit free of duty articles in- 
tended for the St. Louis Exposition in 1890 which may be imported 
from the Republic of Mexico. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 
jection, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That all articles which shall be imported from the Republic 
of Mexico for the sole urpose of exhibition at the St. Louis on, to be 
held in the city of St. eta: during September ana O October, in the year 1890, 
shall be admitted without the payment of duty or customs fees or ‘ehargos, under 
such lations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe: Provided, 
That all such articles as shall be sold s the United States or withdrawn for con- 
sumption therein at any time after such importation shall be subject to the du- 
ties, any, imposed on the like articles by t 4 revenue laws in force at the date 
of the importation: And provided further, That in case any articles imported 
under the provisions of this act shall be withdrawn for consumption or shali = 
sold without payment of duty, as required by law, all the penalties prescribe 
by the revenue laws shall be applied and enforced against such articles a 
against the persons who may be guilty of such withdrawal for sale. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Insert, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ Mexico,” “being the growth or product 
thereof.” 

There no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. FRANK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. SPOONER, 

indefinitely, on account of important business. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour, which be- 
gins at 12 o’clock and 37 minutes p. m. The call rests with the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I yield to my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 


4 
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NATURALIZATION OF NAVAL RECRUITS. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday when 
the morning hour terminated the House was considering the bill (H. 
R. 8104) to amend section 2166, Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. TI ask for the reading of the amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

The committee recommend the striking outof all after the enacting clause 
and inserting: 

“That the provisions and benefits of section 2166 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States be, and they are hereby, extended to those who enlisted in 
the Navy of the United States prior to the Ist day of May, 1865, and who have 
been honorably discharged therefrom.” 


The amendment was adopted. 2 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OATHS IN PENSION AND OTHER CASES. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. On behalf of the Committee on 
the Judiciary I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 578) in re- 
lation to oaths in pension and ‘other cases. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That any and all affidavits and declarations to be hereafter 
made or used in any pension or bounty cases, or in claims against the Govern- 
ment for back pay or arrears or increase of h erompser) or for quarterly vouchers, 
or oath of allegiance may be taken by any officer authorized to administer oaths 
for eral purposes in the State, city, or county where said officer resides. If 
puch officer bas a seal and uses it upon such paver. no certificate of a county 
clerk, or prothonotary, or clerk of a court shall be necessary; but when no seal 
is used by the officer taking such affidavit, then a clerk of a court of record, or 
a county or city clerk, or prothonotary having a seal shall affix it thereto and 
shall certify to the signature of said officer, to the effect that such certifying 
officer believes his signature is genuine. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That any and all affidavits and declarations to be hereafter made or used in 
any pension or bounty cases, or in claims against the Government for back pay 
or arrears or increase of pension, or for quarterly vouchers may be taken by 
any officer authorized to administer oaths for general purposes in the State, 
city, or county where said officer resides. If such officer has a seal and uses it 
upon such paper, no certificate of a county clerk, or prothonotary, or clerk of a 
court shall be necessary; but when no seal is by the officer taking such af- 
fidavit, then a clerk of a court of record, or a county or city clerk, shall afix his 
official sea! thereto, and shall certify to the signature and official character of 

said officer. ` 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and bonge , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CUSTODY OF PRISONERS IN CERTAIN CASES, 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, Inow call up, on behalf of the 
Committee on the Judiciary the bill (H. R. 6956) to amend section 
790 of the Revised Statutes, with an amendmentrecommended by the 
committee, 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 790 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to 
read as follows, to wit: 


urpose he ma: 
took andl atali 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Add to the bill this proviso : 

“Pr , That if proceas is being served at the time the qualification of the 
marshal’s successor perfected, such service may be Sion pasted by the officer 
serving the same.” 

The amendment was adopted. $ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly réad the third time, and passed. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEPOSITIONS OF WITNESSES, UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, I now yield to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. tareh e 

Mr. THOMPSON. I call up for consideration bill (H. R. 843) 
to provide an additional mode of taking depositions of witnesses in 
causes pending in the courts of the United States. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Beitenacted, elo., Thatin addition to the mode of taking the depositions of wit- 
nesses in causes gat law or equity in the district and circuit courts of the 
United States it be lawful to take the depositions or testimony of witnesses 
in the mode prescribed by the laws of the State in which the courts are held. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIMITATIONS OF SUITS AGAINST ACCOUNTING OFFICERS, ETC. 


Mr, EZRA B. TAYLOR. I now yield to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. OATES]. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the committee I ask con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 64) to limit the time to six years within 
which suits may be brought against accounting officers and the sureties 
on their official bonds, 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That no suit shall be commenced and prosecuted 
any disbursing officer or other person intrusted with any moneys belo’ to 
the United States, or the sureties upon the official bond of any such officer or 
person, after six years from and after the expiration of the term of such o 
ree or from and after such officer or person ceases from any cause to ex- 
e the functions of such office or trust. 

Src, 2, That no suit shall be commenced or prosecuted st any disbursing 
officer or person intrusted with moneys pelongion to the United States whose 
term of office has expired or trust ceased before the approval of this act, or 
against the sureties on the official bond of such, unless such suits be commenced 
within six years next after the approval of this act. 


Mr. HOPKINS. lask that the report accompanying this bill be 


read. 

Mr. OATES. I will state in brief, Mr. Speaker, the reasons for rec- 
ommending the passage of the bill. I introduced this bill in the last 
Congress, and it was favorably reported then without amendment, and 
is unanimously reported now from the committee. The purpose is to 
create a statute of limitation of six years, within which time the Gov- 
ernment shall bring suit on the bonds of a defaulting officer or his sure- 
ties, after he has gone out of office, or whose authority has ceased from 
any canse. There is now no statute of limitation; and there are often 
cases arising where an officer had passed ont of office, had been removed, 
resigned, or his term of office had expired, and where no final settle- 
ment had been made; yet, perhaps, after the expiration of fifteen or 
twenty years, when his sureties had a right to suppose that all the ac- 
counts had been settled, suits have been brought, and men have been 
ruined in cases where they were not aware that there was any latent 
liability. 

This bill requires the Government to bring such suit within six years 
after the officer ceases, from any cause, to perform the functions of his 
office or after the expiration of his term of office, or else such snit is 


Mr. HOOKER. Does it also include suits on the official bond of 
sureties? 

Mr, OATES. Yes. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is proper; it should do so. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But in the case of an officer whose official term 
shall expire within six years after this becomes a law it will bar the 
prosecution of the case against his sureties, as I gather from the reading 
of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. No. A 2 

Mr. OATES. It will take six years, after the officer has gone out of 
office, before the bar of this statute will run; in other words, it will 
take six years after the approval of this act before the bar is completed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to have 
the report read? 

Mr. OATES. The report, I will say to the gentleman from Indiana, 
contains nothing more than I have already stated in regard to the pur- 
poses of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam opposed to the bill. The accounts of officers 
are often not made up within six years. 

Mr. OATES. Doesthe gentleman say that they can not be madeup 
in that time ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I say that often they are not made up in six years. 

Mr. OATES. They ought to be. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is true, but it is the case, nevertheless, that 
they are frequently not made up within that time, and the fact that 
they are not made up is not proof of any neglect on the part of the au- 


diting officers. 
gentleman from Alabama yield to the 


The SPEAKER. Does the 
gentleman from Indiana ? 

Mr. OATES. I do not understand what the gentleman desires. 

Mr. HOLMAN. At present I wish to hear this report read. 

Mr. OATES. Well, then, I will have it read in my time. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred House bill No. 64, have 
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lag the same under consideration and respectfully recommend that the same 


e effect of the bill is to limit the right of action by the Government inst 
any disbursing ofticer or other person intr with any moneys belonging to 
the United States, and the sureties upon official bonds, to six years from and 
after the expiration of the term when such officer or person ceases from any 
cause to exercise the functions of such office or trust, 

The committee believe that the proposed bill, if enacted into law, will have 
the effect of bringing about speedy settlements by the Government with its dis- 
bursing officers and others intrusted with public funds, and will thus save large 
sums t might otherwise be lost. Whilst effecting this purpose it will pre- 
vent those cases of extreme hardship, now far too frequent, where sureties u 
official bonds are obliged by the Government to pay large sums of money when 
no liability was sup to exist, and after the lapse of so many years that 

defenses that might have existed fail by reason of the fact that the princi- 
or his witnesses or both are dead, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Alabama 
will allow an amendment to strike out so much of this bill as applies 
to the disbursing officer himself, and permit it to apply only to the 
sureties. 

Mr. OATES. I can not yield to that, but I will yield the gentle- 
man time if he desires to debate the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not care to discuss this matter unless I have 
opportunity to sabmit an amendment. While I sympathize with this 
measure so far as it affects the sureties, it seems to me that a disburs- 
ing officer having charge of public funds ought not to be relieved at the 
expiration of six years from any action covering any deficit or liability 
so far as the officer himself is concerned. 

Mr. OATES. Six years after the time he ceases to be an officer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. While I am not able to assert it with confidence, 
yet I feel reasonably certain that many instances can be found where, 
without any official negligence on the of the auditing officers, the 
accounts have not been made up within six years; and while I can 
sympathize with the sureties, I think that as to the officer himself no 
such favor ought to be extended as proposed in this bill. 

Mr. OATES. The Government ought to be stimulated to make out 
its accounts and have them settled within six years. I yield two min- 
utes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I can now recall quite a number of 
cases of this character which have come before the Committee on the 
Judiciary for consideration within the last six years, wherein the de- 
faleations charged were made from fifteen to thirty years ago. Mani- 
festly the law of lapse of time, the death of sureties, the insolvency of 
the parties, and various facts have occurred during that time make it 
necessary to exculpate or release the sureties, and the argument of 
the gentleman from Indiana that the principal ought not to be released 
is destructive of itself, 

In nearly every one of these cases the principal has become insolvent. 
The very object of the bill is tospur the flanks of the Government and 
make it bring these parties to a settlement while they are solvent. 
The sureties ought to be discharged and the other party exculpated 
if the Government does not find any defalcation in the accounts 
of the officer within six years after the time of his going out of 
office. If the Government does not settle its accounts within that 
time, it is one of the very highest reasons to make it do its duty in 
order that the people may be protected from these defaulting officers. 
So that I conceive that the very argument that the gentleman from In- 
diana makes destroys itself and illustrates the necessity of a bill of 
this character, which will compel the Government to bring suits within 
a reasonable time after the defalcations of its officers. That is in the 
interest of the Government and of the people. 

Mr. OATES. I demand the previous question on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I indulge in the prediction thatif this bill is passed 
many an embezzler of the public funds will be relieved thereby. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, there is no other bill from 
our committee ready for action this morning except a bill fixing the 
time and place for holding courts in the State of Washington. Itisa 
Senate bill. That bill was reported favorably by the Committee on 
the Judiciary this morning, but is not accompanied by any written re- 
port and could not be. If it isin order, I would like to submit it; if 
not, I will withhold it, 

The SPEAKER, If the gentleman sends up the bill and no point 
of order is made against it, it can be considered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S, 2653) to provide for the times and places to hold terms of the United 
States courts in the State of Washington. 


a e ae enacted, elc., That the State of Washington shall constitute one judicial 
the circuit court of the United States in and for the State of Wash- 


That, 
toton Seals ba hald St Soe ease ard poe vided by law for the ho of 
the United States district court in for said district, and one grand and one 


petit jury only shall be summoned to serve in both said courts when held at the 


same 

Sec. 3. That, for the p of holding terms of the district court, said district 
shall be divided into four divisions, to be known as the eastern, southern, norni- 
ern, and western divisions, The counties of Spokane, Taas, Okanogan, 
Douglas, Lincoln, Adams, and Kittitass, including any and all Indian reserra- 
tions in one or more of said counties, shall constitute the eastern division, the 
court for which shall be held at the city of Spokane Falls, Thecountiesof Whit- 
man, Asotin, Garfield, Columbia, Walla Walla, Franklin, Yakima, and Kliki- 
tat, including any and all Indian reservations in one or more of said counties, 
shall constitute the southern division, the court for which shall be held at the city 
of Walla Walla. Thecounties of Whatcom, Skagit, San Juan, Island, Snohomish, 
Clallam, Jefferson, Kitsap, and King, including any and all Indian reservatious 
in one or more of said counties, constitute the northern division, the court 
for which shall be held at the city of Seattle, The counties of Pierce, Masoa, 
Thurston, Chehalis, Pacific, Lewis, Wahkiakum, Cowlitz, Clarke, and Ska- 
mania, including any and all Indian reservations in one or more of said counties, 
oni constitute the western district, the court for which shall be held at the city 
of Tacoma. 

Src, 4. That all civil suits not of a local character, which shall be brought in 
the district or circuit courts of the United States for the district of Washington, 
in either of the said divisions against a single defendant, or where all the de- 
fendants reside in the same division of said district, shall be brought in the di- 
vision in which the defendant or defendants reside, or, if there are two or more 
defendants residing in different divisions, such suit may be brought in either 
division, and all mesne and final process subject to the provisions of this 
issued in either of said divisions, may be served and executed in either or al 
of said divisions, All issues of fact in civil causes triable in any of the said 
courts shall be tried in the division where the defendant or one of the defend- 
ants resides, unless by consent of both parties the case be removed to 
some other division. 

Sec. 5. That the clerk of the circuit and district courts for said district shall 
each appoint a copat clerk at the place where their respective courts are re- 
quired to be held in the division of the district in which such clerk shall not 
himself reside, each of whom shall, in the absence of the clerk, exercise all the 
powers and perform all the duties of clerk within the division for which he 
shall pa erectaiet: Provided, That the appointment of such deputies shall be 
approved by the court for which they shall have been respectively appointed, 
and coon yes annulled by such court at its pleasure, and the clerks shalt be re- 
sponsible for the official acts and negligence of all such deputies, 

Sec,6. That the terms of the district court for the district of the State of 
Washington shall be held at the city of Spokane Falls on the first Tuesday of 
September and April in each year, atthe city of Walla Walla on the first Tues- 
day of November and May in each year, at the city of Seattle on the first Tues- 
day of December and Junein each year, and at the city of Tacoma on the first 
Tuesday in Feb: and Julyofeach year. And the provision of statute now 
Sting for the = ing — ns tr bed on ~ nate, Monday am April and Novem- 

in each year is hereby re , and all s prosecutions, process, recog- 
nizances, bail bonds, and other Sings pending in or returnable to said court on 
the days last named are hereby ferred to and shall be made returnable to 
and have force in the said ve terms in this act vided, in the same 
manner and with the same effect as they would have had said existing stat- 
ute not been passed. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing ap it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONTINUING PUBLICATION OF SUPPLEMENT TO REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I now yield to the gentleman from Ala- 


bama [Mr. OATES]. 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration of the bill (S. 567) 


to continue the publication of the Supplement to the Revised Statutes, 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Beit enacted, etc., That the publication of the Supplement to the Revised Stat- 
utes, embracing the statutes general and permanent in their nature, passed after 
the Revised Statutes, with references connecting provisions on the same subj 
explanatory noten and citations of judicial d ions, be continued and issue 
in one volume, to include the general laws of the Forty-seventh, Foy cient 
Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, and Fifty-first Congresses, with a table ofalterations an 
a general index to the whole, to be gs ree and edited by the editor of the ex- 
isting Supplement, authorized by the joint resolution of June 28, 1880, numbered 
44 Ouppiomienh to Revised Statutes, page 582), to be stereot; at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, uso ee present plates, as far as practicable, with such 
alterations as nay be found necessary, the work and plates and all right and 
title therein and thereto to be in and fully belong to the Government for its ex- 
clusive use and benefit. 

Sec. 2. Thata sufficient number of copies be printed and bound for distribu- 
tion, and to be distributed to members of Congress for ives, and for dis- 
tribution by them, to the Departments, libraries, public officers, and others, the 
ber to each as heretofore provided by Congress for the distribution 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and the same number to the editor 
as to a member of Congress, and such additional copies on the order of the Secre- 
tary of State as may be n from time to time to supply deficiencies and 
offices newly created, and for keeping for sale in the same manner and like 
terms as the Revised Statutes are required to be kept for sale, For preparing 
and editing said supplement, including the legislation of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, and the indexing and all clerical work necessary to fully complete the 
same, there shall be paid to said editor the sum of $6,000. 

Sec, 3. That the publication herein authorized shall be taken to be prima 
facie evidence of the laws therein contained, but shall not change nor alter any 
existing law, nor preclude reference to nor control, in case of any discrepancy, 
the effect of any original act passed by Congress. 


Mr. OATES. This bill is unanimously reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and is for the continuation of the publication of the 
Supplement to the Revised Statutes. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, Does it earry an appropria- 


tion? 

Mr. OATES. It does; but I hope the gentleman will not make a 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER, It is for the Chair to say to the House that 
this is not strictly within the rule for business during the morning hour, 
and would, under the rule, go to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. _ 
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Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, it is a measure in which every one is in- 
terested, and I ume no one will object to its passage, 
` The SPEAKER. The Chair thought it its duty to inform the House. 
= aS daa Mr. Speaker, may I ask what is the pending propo- 

tion = 

The SPEAKER. The pending proposition is the reading of 
the Senate bill 567, providing for continuing the publication of the 
Supplement to the Revised Statues. : 

T e bill was ordered to a third reading; andit was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I now yield to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the poeman from Arkansas [ Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROG Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Judiciary re- 
quest me to ask for a change of reference of the bill (H. R. 313) to pro- 
hibit the formation of interstate trusts and trade conspiracies, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. That should be made at another time. The Chair 
would suggest immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. ROGERS. I had some little doubt about that question, and 
expressed it to the chairman. 

r. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Ialso had some doubt. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will present it to-morrow at the proper 
hour, 

Mr. ROGERS. Very well. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing more from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The other day the Chair omitted to call the select 
committees, and thinks now they ought to be called if the mistake puts 
them at any disadvantage. 

The Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United 
States was called. 

Mr. LANHAM, ⁄ ask unanimous consent that the committee be 
passed without prejudice. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object. 

The Committee on Banking and Currency was called. 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Committee on Banking 
and Currency be without prejudice. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Committee on Commerce was called. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Commerce desire to 
present certain bills, and I now yield the floor to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr TURNER]. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE OCONEE. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr, Speaker, I ask the present consider- 
ation of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7993) to amend gection 4of "An act authorizing the county of 
Laurens, in the State of Geo to construct a bridge across the Oconee River 
at or near Dublin, in said county and State,” approved June 18, 1888, 

Bett etc., That section 4 of "An act to authorize the county of Laurens, 
in the State of Georgia, to construct a bridge across the Oconee Riverat or near 
Dublin, in said county and State,” approved June 18, which reads as fol- 
dows: “That if the construction of the bridge hereby authorized shall not be 
commenced within two years from the time this act takes effect, and be com- 

jeted within four after its commencement, then this act s be void,” 

,and the same is hereby, so amended as to read as follows: “That if the con- 
struction of the bridge hereby authorized shall not be commenced within three 
years from the Ist day of January, 1891, and be completed within four years 
after its commencement, then this act shall be void." 

The bill wae ordera ore poems and read : third roped. and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, TURNER, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER. I now yield to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
STOCKBRIDGE]. 

LINE-CARRYING PROJECTILES. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8239) to amend section 4488, Title LII, of the Revised 
Statutes, as amended by Chapter 418 of the acts passed at the second 
session of the Fiftieth Congress. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

. Beit enacted, elc., That section 4408, Title LII, of the Revised Statutes, as 
¡amended by r 418 of the acts passed at the second session of the Fiftieth 
Congress, be, and the same is hereby, amended as follows: By adding to the said 
amended section the following ste he “ Prov Thatso much of the foregoing 

lons as relates to line-carrying projectiles and the menns of propelling 
them shall not be construed as applicable to steamers plying exclusively upon 
we of the lakes, bays, or sounds of the United States,” 

ec, 2, That act take effect from the date of its passage. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 
Fee. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have this bill ex- 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, let us have the report read or else a 
statement of the object of the bill. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, in explanation of this bill I 
will say that the act of the Filtieth Congress upon this subject re- 
quires all steamers to carry, in addition to life-preservers and life- 
boats, certain life-saving appliances for the throwing on shore of life- 
lines, so called. It is proposed by this act to exempt from the opera- 
tion of that law steamers which navigate solely the inland waters of 
the United States, while leaving the law in full force in its application 
to ocean vessels. In further explanation of the reason for this pro- 
posed legislation—and gentlemen will remember that it was brought 
ap incidentally on Saturday last when the time for the taking effect 
of the law was extended for one year—in further explanation I will 
say that upon the passage of the law requiring these appliances to be 
carried on steamers certain life-line-carrying instruments were greatly 
increased in price. The requirement of the law is, as I conceive, an 
eminently proper one in relation to vessels navigating the ocean or 
along other coasts where there are life-patrols; but upon bays and 
sounds, and in regions where there are no such patrols, the law simply 
entails an expense upon the vessels, a large number of which are small, 
and at the same time 'is of no practical benefit for the saving of life. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish to ask the gentleman whether it is not 

ible to frame legislation which will provide some method to be used 

y steamers for getting a line on shore without subjecting them to the 
extortion of any particular inventor or manufacturer. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, In response to that I will say that upon a 
large portion of the mileage of the shores of the inland waters there 
would be no one to receive the lineif it were thrown ashore. The pro- 
visions of the law require the appliances that are used to be approved 
by the officials of the Treasury Department. Three such appliances 
have been approved by the Department, the Hunt gun, the Lisle gan, 
and the Cunningham rocket, and it would not be a compliance with 
the law to use any other methods. In fact, to use any instruments ex- 
cept those approved by the Department would entail a fine of $1,000 
upon the vessel, as well as a forfeiture of its license. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What amendment does your committee propose 
to the law? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The proposed amendment is to relieve ves- 
sels on the inland waters, but not ocean vessels, from the requirement 
that they shall carry these life-line-throwing appliances, the belief be- 
ing that, inthe shallower depthsin which they run, the other provis- 
ions of law providing for life-preservers, life-boats, and life-rafts afford 
ample security. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ishould like to hear from some of the gentlemen 
on the Lake shores upon this point. There is a very large commerce 
on the Great Lakes. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. There havebeen numerous requests from the 
lake-shore region directly in the line of this proposed legislation. The 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN ] was before the committee as 
representing the lake interests, and also ex-Senator Conger, represent- 
ing the same interests, asking the enactment of this very legislation. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But did not those gentlemen represent rather 
the steamboat interests than the interests of the people to be benefited 
by these life-saving appliances? 

Mr. BREWER. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the Senate 
bill which we passed here the other day did not relate to this subject 
and was not somewhat similar to this bill. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That bill suspended for one year the opera- 
tion of the law of last Congress as to all steamers, both ocean-going and 
on inland waters. This bill proposes to fix the law definitely upon the 
expiration of that extension of time. 

r. LIND. Will the gentleman state whether the extraordinary ad- 
vance in the price of these rockets and other appliances after they had 
been approved by the Treasury Department was not one of the reasons 
which suggested this proposed repeal. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It is one of the very important reasons. 

Mr. BREWER. Does this bill propose to substitute anything in the 
place of the requirement of the existing law? l 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, It does not, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 

ing , it was accordingly read the third time, and ® 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGES ACROSS IOWA RIVER. 

Mr. BAKER. I yield to my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Swenry ], that he may call up two bills. 

Mr. SWENEY. On behalf of the committee, I call up the bill (H. 
R. 8296) to allow the erection of bridges across the Iowa River at and 
below Wapello, Iowa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That, subject to the laws of Iowa, any person, corporation, 
or association may erect and maintain railroad or wagon and foot- 
bridges or railroad and wagon and foot-passenger bridges across and over the 
Iowa River, within the State of Iowa, between the mouth of said riverandthe ~ 
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town of Wapello, in Louisa County, Iowa, and at said town of Wapello; and in 
said bri or bridges no draw shall be > 
Seo. 2. That the right to modify, alter, or amend this act is hereby expressly 


The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

Mr, DUNNELL. I wish to inquire whether thereis any navigation 
on this river where these bridges are to be constructed? 

Mr. SWENEY. There is not, practically, any navigation there, and 
has not been for nearly thirty years, The report of the committee 
includes a letter on this subject from the Army engineer. This por- 
tion of this river, embracing 21 miles, all in one county, is not, and 
for many years has not been, navigable except occasionally when there 
was very high water. This measure is desired by all the people living 
along the river. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

. SWENEY moved to reconsider the vote by which bill was 
passed; and also. moved that the motion to reconsider be Iaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS, FIFTH DISTRICT. 


Mr. SWENEY. I now call up the bill (H. R. 278) to amend para- 
graph 3 of section 4414 of the Revised Statutes. 
the bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That pa: ph 3 of section 4414 of the Revised Statates of 
the United States be amended as follows: Strike out the word “Galena,” in 
said paragraph 3, and insert the word “ Dubuque.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the nature of this bill is not indicated 
by the proposed amendment. I hope the bill itself will be read. 

SPEAKER. The billhasbeenread. The gentlemanfrom Iowa 
[Mr. SWENEY], who has charge of the bill, can explain it. 

Mr. § Y. The report of the committee gives an explanation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I waive my request. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. HITT. Mr, Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana . HOL- 
MAN] has very tly asked for an explanation of this bill.. I will 

in it. Itisa bill to take two public offices from a town on the 
east side of the Mississippi River, in my district, and transfer them 
across the river to a town in the district of my honorable friend from 
Towa [Mr. HENDERSON ]—the town where he resides. ‘Two inspectors, 
one of hulls and one of boilers, are now at Galena, in public offices built 
at expense, where they have been for many years, where they are 
mah pridna ANA asare the public. This proposition is to take them 
across the river to Dubuque, where the public building is now over- 
crowded, as I learn from a Dubuque paper which has been handed me, 
which says of the United States Government building there: 

The building is not adequate to the needs of the Government offices. here— 

This is a report of the statement made at a meeting of the board of 
trade— 
and the assistant superintendent of public buildings is now under orders to 
come to Dubuque and report on the needs of the Government bere. 

It was suggested at this meeting that the Government might be in- 
duced to build a $500,000 custom-house if the county would buy the 
old building and proper re ntations were made. 

Supervising tor Sloan was at the town of Galena recently, 
since this bill was brought to the House, and I have a telegram—there 
has not been time for much communication—that he then declared that: 
he preferred that the offices should remain at Galena. I will give the 
language that was communicated to me by the mayor's telegram: 

Supervising Inspector John D. Sloan was here yesterday, and he is earnest in 
his statement that Ss ety is as well served by the officers being in Galena 
as they could possibly be in Dubuque. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Illinois 
will allow me to ask as to the location of Galena with reference to the 


ver—— 

Mr. HITT. About three miles and a half distant from the Missis- 
sippi River. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And whether it is entirely 
convenient in all of water for large steam-boats to go to Galena. 

Mr. HITT. I willexplain the facilities of the inspectors. Galena, 
formerly an active port, is also a railway station; there are three rail- 
ways giving quick communication with every place up and down the 
river. The ins rs uniformly go to the boats and they go by rail. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Idonot think the gentleman 
caught correctly the question I asked, which was this: Is Galena so 

tuated that in all stages of water the boats to be inspected can go to 
ena? 

Mr. HITT. They can not go there ordinarily. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is not necessary they should. 

Mr. HITT. But the inspectors go from their offices to the boats. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. ‘Then, as I understand, mat- 
ters are so fixed that the inspectors can go down to the boats by rail. 
Now, if these offices be removed to Dubuque, would the inspectors still 
have to go by rail? 


Mr. HITT. They would. ; 

me si oe ei of Kentucky. Could they not then go by 
street car 

Mr. HITT. ‘The case is not as the gentleman thinks. A boat is 
inspected generally where it is owned. ‘The headquarters of a boat 
is its place of ownership, They are inspected whenever and wherever 
they are ready. - There are more owned at La Crosse than at Dubuque. 
They are owned at Davenport, at Clinton, and at points all along the 
river; and the inspectors, being summoned by telegram or note, go to 
the boats whenever they are required to be inspected. I know that 
Captain Scott, the late inspector, now deceased, who at one time, for 


family reasons, lived at Dubuque, did not generally boats there; 
he was going to different points on the river all the w 
Now, the steam-boat men have been canvassed for the p of se- 


curing petitions on this subject. The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HEN- 
DERSON ] stated the other day that he had been seven years working 
at this matter. He has, no doubt, done it well. Weall know how the 
petition business, when conducted by men of great ability, as the gen- 
tleman from Iowa undoubtedly is, backed, too, as he is by many friends 
who have local interest and influence in Dubuque, can induce the pres- 
entation of a great number of names. f 

Mr. HEND. N, of Iowa. The gentleman will allow me to cor- 
rect him, I made no such statement; but I said that the shi in- 
terests of the Mississippi River, the owners of the shipping in of 
that river, had for eight years been knocking at the doors of Congress 
to have these offices, not the officers (for one of them has been at Du- 
buque any way), taken from Galena, 12 miles by rail from the Missis- 
sippi River, and located on the river. 

These are the interests which have fought forit. Ihave simply tried 
to present their wishes. 

Mr. HITT, You will have an opportunity. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to correct you. 

Mr. HITT. Youwill have re oa tostate your case. Boat- 
men of the Mississippi undoubtedly, at Dubuque with local interests, 
would be unanimous, They would be as enthusiastically unanimous 
to get that as a public building or anything else. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They are unanimous from St, Paul 
to Keokuk—not at Dubuque alone. À 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa must not interrupt with- 
out the gentleman’s consent. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. I supposed the gentleman gave his 
graceful tacit assent. 

A is HOPKINS. He dared not refuse you, you went at him so 
ercely. 

The SPEAKER. It would be difficult for the 
cireumstances, to do anything else than assent, 

Mr. HITT. I gave way to the gentleman when he first rose, su 
posing he would ask, as he usually does, some pointed question. Ho 
only answered the question which had arisen in his own mind. He 
will have a chance to state his views further on. 

The boating interest at any place desires local advantage, which is 


tleman, under the 
hter. 


of bringing on a $500,000 building, a great structure to be erected at 
Dubuque? Undoubtedly that is a popular scheme at Dubuque, This 
Dubuque papersays: ‘“The office is of no particular benefit to Galena, 
bnt would be a big thing for Dubuque.” 

River men are divided on this question by local influence, From a 
carefully made statement before me in a Galena paper, the Gazette, it 
appears that ‘‘exclusive of roustabouts, there are three times as many 
steam-boat men live in Galena as in Dubuque.” It is an ancient seat 
of commerce, a strong old town, and the owners of these boats are there 
yet, and steam-boat men of all kinds are there in great numbers, 

It is not on theimmediate bank of the Mississippi River; the stream 
that passes rapan Galena is at presentobstructed and the harborim- 
paired, but it is the place where this public business has been done so 
satisfactorily that, when I inquired at the Treasury if there were com- 
plaints of the fact that the offices were at Galena or the inspectors had 
not been prompt and faithful and convenient, I could find none. I 
have given you the latest word of the officer of the Government who 
has charge of that duty on the ground. 

This matter was suddenly brought before the House for consideration 
a short time ago, and was, at my request, referred back to the commit- 
tee, which of course adhered to its original decision. I asked for fur- 
ther time, which the House was courteous enough to give me, that I 
might present my constituents’ side properly in the committee, but as 
was erste the committee adhered to its decision, as committees 
usually do. 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, this House will not change two public offices 
from the place where they have been for a lifetime, where they have 
served the convenience of commerce, where they have been at the call 
of steam-boats, and have never failed. I know of no complaint of their 
failing to be present when theirduty required them for inspection, Rail- 
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roads take them quickly up and down the river, for the river is lined 
on both sides with cony t railroad stations, and meet 
boatsat whatever pointisrequired. I trust the House will reject the bill. 
Mr. SWENEY. I wish to make an explanation. Ihad no opportu- 
nity to make it. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to take any time of the 


House unnecessarily—— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Mis- 
of asking a question. 


souri to rise for the 

Mr. HATCH. Then I ask the gentleman in charge of the bill to 
yield to me for a moment or two. 

Mr. SWENEY. I will yield to the gentleman for a few minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. I donot propose to take any partin the personal con- 
troversy between the two distinguished gentlemen who represent these 
districts upon opposite sides of the Mississippi River. I have the highest 
feeling of for both of them, outside of their polities. But I want 
to state to the House what I know of the facts of this case, as coming 
er enero er AES most directly interested in the change sug- 
aias is bi 

I was up the Mississippi River on two or three occasions last spring, 
as late as August, and had occasion to confer with steam-boat men with 
whom I came in contact, either on the steam-boats or in connection 
with them, at different points on the river, and found that all with 
whom I conversed were most earnestly in favor of this transferand gave 
their reasons for it, Many of the large shippers, large luambermen, and 
those interested in the carrying trade of the river talked to me from 
day to day and most earnestly requested, when this measure came up 
for consideration in Con; that I would support it, and they gave 
me their reasons in favor of it. I did not see a single steam-boat man 
connected with any of the lines on the Upper Mississippi River who 
was not seriously and earnestly urging it, and without takap Doug fo 
in the personal feeling between these gentlemen on this question I hope 
the House will vote for the bill in the interest of the steam-boat men 
and in-the interest of the carrying trade of the Upper Mississippi River. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the gentleman live on the west side of the 
Mississippi River? 

Mr. HATCH. He does, and is proud of it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And these offices are to be transferred from the east 
to the west side if the bill passes ? 

Mr. HATCH. They are. But I will state to the gentleman that I 
do not even live in the i ion district and have no more interest, 
except as a citizen of the Mississippi Valley, than any other man living 
in that whole region of country. I live in the St. Louis inspection dis- 
trict; but am very proud that I am on the west side of the river. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, the east side are proud in the same manner, 

Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported from the House 
Committee on Commerce with the recommendation that it should be 

by the House; but upon the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Hrrr] it was referred back to the committee in order that he 
might havea seca ree ee Wr the committee should act finally upon it. 
That hearing was and the committee have reported the bill again 
and recommend its passage, without any minority report, there beiug 
only one vote in the committee, I believe, against it, the member from 
Tilinois. 


Galena used to be a city of considerable commercial importance, but 
it has long ceased to be such, and the 6 miles of bayous leading from 
the Mississippi River to Galena have long since filled up entirely or al- 
most entirely with mud, and navigation has ceased. 

A project is before Congress at the present time for the ap tiation 
of $490,000 for the purpose of opening up a channel of 6 miles for nav- 
igation from the river to Galena. 

This bill proposes to transfer the office of inspector of hulls and 
boilers from a town 6 miles from the Mississippi River to a town lo- 
cated upon the river, though it is on the west side. Thatis all the bill 


pro 
e Supervising Inspector-General of Hulls and Boilers as long ago 
as 1881 recommended urgently that this should be made, and 
there is no reason why this legislation should longer be delayed or this 
office should longer be located at Galena. The committee believe the 
bill should be adopted for these and other reasons, which are fully 
stated in the report; and now, Mr. Speaker, I believe that the House 
has been placed in possession of all the facts by the discussion, and is 
sufficiently informed to act upon the matter, and I therefore move the 
previous question upon the bill. 
The previous question was ordered; under the operation of which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
it was accordingly read the third time, and i 
Mr. SWENEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion toreconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


aoe Tnow yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TUR- 
NER]. 


Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I move tha tthe House resolve itself 
into Committee of thé Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
of considering the fortification appropriation bill. 
e motion was agreed to. 
FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYsoN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the bill the title of which the Clerk will 


“The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (EL R. 3891) making an PAAGA grape for fortifieations and other works 
of defense, for the armament thereof, for AE DETA heavy ordnance 
for trial and service for the fiscal year 1891, and for other purposes. 


Mr. BREWER. I desire that the bill should be read by paragra 
PEE EOTS Coet Wo apane with the first formal i 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think the bill should be read at length. 

Mr. BREWER. Then let the bill be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to present to the House as 
briefly as possible the reasons which have induced the Committee on 
Appropriations to present this bill, and to ask its consideration. For 
fifteen years and more those at the head of the Executive Department 
of the Government have been calling the attention of Congress and the 
country to the defenseless condition of our seacoast and urging that 
steps be taken to put the same in a reasonable state of defense. Let 
me call your attention to what has been said upon this point by the 
later Presidents as well as by their Secretaries of War. 

VIEWS OF PRESIDENTS HARRISON, CLEV ARTHUR, AND HAYES, AND SEC- 


ELAND, 
RETARIES OF WAR PROCTOR, ENDICOTT, AND LINCOLN AS TO SEACOAST DE- 
FENSES, 


[President Harrison, in annual message, first session Fifty-first Congress, 1889.] 

Judged by modern standards, weare practically without coast defenses. Man: 
of the structures we have would enhance rather than diminish the perils of 
and very few are so located 

greater guns as we are now making 

fense uses, This general su has had consideration in Congress 
for some years, and aly pote ier for the construction of large rifled guns, 
made one year ago, was, Í am one, Ne expression of a purpose to provide suit- 
able works in which these guns mig An now made 
for that purpose would not advance the completion of works beyond our 
ability to supply them with fairly effective guns. 

The security of our coast cities inst fi attack should not rest alto- 

ther in the friendly disposition other nations. There should be a second 
fine wholly in our own keeping. I very urgently recommend an on 
at this session Sour tine Goustrassicn of auch works tn oan noses harbors, 
[President Cleveland, in annual message, AGING session Forty-ninth Congress, 


tbe mounted. 


‘The defenseless condition of our seacoast and lake frontier is perfectly pal- 
e; the examinations made must convince us all that certain of our cities 
named in the report of the board should be fortified, and that work on the most 
important of these fortifications should be commenced at once; the work has 
been thoroughly considered and Inid out in the Secretary of War reports, but 
all is delayed in default of Apya praep action, 
The absolute necessity, j by all standards of prudence and aapne grr of 
our preparation for an effectual resistance nst the armored ships 
guns and mortars of modern construction w may threaten the cities on our 
coasts is so apparent that I hope effective steps will be taken in that direction 


immediately, 
The ive ghegpancners of this question by the Secretary of 


valuable and suggesti 
War is earnestly commended to eonsideration of the Congress. 


[President Arthur, in annual message, ete session Forty-eighth Congress, 

The Secretary of War submits the report of the Chief of Engineers as to the 
practicability of protecting our important cities on the seaboard by fortifica- 
tions and other defenses able to repel modern methods of attack, Thetime has 
now come when such defenses can be codes pa with confidence that they will 
not prove abortive; and,when the possible result of delay in making such 
preparation is seriously considered, delay seems inexcusable. For the most im- 
pareas cities—those whose destruction or capture would be a national humil- 

tion—adequate defenses, inclusive of guns, may be made by the gradual ex- 
penditure of $60,000,000, a sum much less than a victorious enemy could levy as 
a contribution. An appropriation of about one-tenth of that amount is asked 
to begin the work, and I concur with the Secretary of War in urging that it be 
granted. 

The War Department is proceeding with the conversion of 10-inch smooth- 
aed ova into 8-inch rifles, by lining the former with tubes of forged steel or of 
coiled wrought-iron. Fifty guns will be thus converted within the . This, 
however, does not obviate necessity of providing means for construc- 
tion of guns of the highest power, both for the purposes of coast defense and for 
the armament of war vessels. 


to Congress in a message of 
attention to the 
recommendation of the board the Government should encourage the pro- 
duction at private steel works of the ired material for heavy cannon, and 
that two Government factories, one for the Army and one for the Navy, should 
be established for the fabrication of guns from such material. No action hsv- 
ing been taken, the board wassubsequently reconvened to determine more fully 
the plans and estimates necessary for carrying out its recommendation. It has 
reeeived information which indicates that there are responsible steel manufact- 
urers in this country who, although not provided at A edger with the more g 
plant, are willing to construct the same and to make bids for contracts wi 
the Government for the supply of the requisite material for the heaviest guns 
adapted to modern re, if a guarantied order of ient magnitude, ac- 
companied by a positive appropriation extending over a seriesof |, shall be 
made by Congress. All donbts as to the feasibility of the plan bhg thus re- 
moyed, I renew my recommendation that such action be en Congress as 
will enable the Government to construct its own ordnance upon its own terri- 
tory, and so to provide the armaments demanded by considerations of national 
safety and honor, 

se 


2884 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


[President Hayes, in annual message last session, Forty-sixth Congress, 1880.] 
Especial attention is asked to the report of the Chief of Engineers apon the 
condition of our national defenses. From a persona! inspection of many of the 
fortifications referred to, the Secretary is able to emphasize the recommenda- 


tions made, and to state that their incomplete and defenseless condition is dis- 
creditable the country. While other nations have been increasing their 
means for carrying on offensive warfare and attacking maritime cities, we have 
been dormant in preparations for defense. Nothing of importance has been 
done toward strengthening and finishing our casemated works since our late 
civil war; during which the guns of modern warfare and the heavy armor 
of modern fortifications and ships came into use among the nations, and our 
earthworks, left, by a sudden failure of appropriations some years since, in all 
stages of incompletion, are now being rapidly destroyed by elements, 
[Redfield Proctor, Secretary of War, annual report for fiscal year 1889.] 
COAST DEFENSE. 


Tassume that the sponsa condition of our seaconst requires no proof, nor 
the necessity of defending it any argument. If there isan ap; nt sense of 
security among our people it is born not of ignorance, but of thoughtlessness. 
position and the traditions of our national diplomacy tend to the 

a defenseless condition will ever invite attack. The 
property thus exposed to a public Suey Miagi many 


tude of the material interests of the whole nation equally yap pets thereby. 
alike dear to all, but 


con! 
qu to man the defenses in case of danger. 
Celerity promises to be an essential element in any warfare of the future. We 
have shown our paces | to equip and place in the field with rapidity large num- 
bers of men, and could undoubtedly do so again. The defenses and the arma- 
ment, however, necessary for withstanding the attacks of modern guns can not 
be jporized, We must substantially have them before the necessity arises. 
Their creation is not a matter of hours and days, but of months and years. 
Hence I deem it quite as self-evident that if we are to have such works at all 
they should un earnestly and systematically at once. 

I submit as s basis to start from that no time is to be lost in placing the Capi- 
tal of the country, the commercial metropolis on the Atlantic seaboard, and at 
least one port on the Pacitic in the best possible state of defense. How rapidly 


Not only does this subject demand attention now, but fortunately our general 
rosperity points to the present as the auspicious time for pressing the work, 
Fire, therefore, that Congress will make a liberal appropriation for this pur- 
We are making excellent progress with our Navy, but it has no safe 

ea A repairs and supplies or harbor of refuge in case of accident or disaster. 
Tt is im ible to overestimate the services it will render in encouraging and 
protecting our commerce, But however important it may be to carry our flag 

foreign porta, to defend it in-our own is imperative. 
[W. C. Endicott, Secretary of War, annual report for the fiscal year 1888. ] 

The attention of Congress is again invited to the defenseless condition of our 


seacoast and lakefrontiers. The last appropriation for the permanent defenses 
of the country was made in 1875, and has long since been exhausted. 


principal seaports has been fully set forth in previous reports, ted inthat 
rtant than ever that 


dom that the 
defense shou 


pi 
tion of March 3, 1855, 


The a rapid and extensive deterioration is fully 
set forth in the report of the of Engineers, For the preservation and re- 
pair of existing works $200, uested, 


,000 is req 

[Robert T. Lincoln, Secretary of War, annual report for the fiscal year 1884.] 

The Chief of Engineers presents in his annual report a review of the modern 
requirements for the defense of our important seacoast cities, and in his com- 
prehensive but brief discussion shows not only the urgent necessity of begin- 
ning the defensive works which can not be improvised, but their small cost in 
com) with our national resources. Steel forts and turrets to resist guns 
which can send a projectile weighing a ton h 60 feet of sand, and which 
must themselves have like guns, with steam inery to load and manipulate 
them, can not be built in the short time which would be given us by an enemy 
for preparation after the cessation of diplomatic intercourse; and, as is said by 
the of Engineers, “ the contribution which could be Jevied from New York 
alone would probabi: s four or five fold the cost of all the fortifications of the 
an grea EONO hago COPS I nier = ae carer of Se 
gress may n su and that adequate appropriations may 
made to carry out the views of Chief of Engineers, 


The estimates upon which the bill is based will be found in the Book 
of Estimates for the fiscal year 1891 (pages 165-167), and te 
$8,488,998, of which sum there is recommended $4,521,678, being $3,- 
967,320 less than the estimates, $3,288,084 more than the amount ap- 
propriated by the act making appropriations for fortifications, etc., 
passed at the last session of Congress, and $599,678 more than was ap- 
propriated by the act passed at the first session of that Co; 

From 1875 to 1886, both inclusive, the average annual appropriations 
for fortification purposes were only $463,500, and there were no specific 
appropriations made for fortification purposes for the years 1887 and 
1888. The appropriations made for the 7 1875 to 1886, inclusive, 
were made principally for the purpose of keeping our old forts in re- 
pair, and in changing our old smooth-bore heavy guns by the insertion 
of a steel rifled tube into the bore thereof. Under an act of Congress 


? 


approved March 3, 1883, a board called the ‘‘gun foundry board”? was 
created to fully consider the question of ordnance, the manner of its 
roduction, and what steps should be taken by the Government touch- 
ng the manufacture of heavy guns. Thereport of this board was trans- 
mitted to Congress by the President on February 18, 1884. The board 
visited all the principal heavy-gun factories in England, France, and 
Germany, as well as those in Russia and other countries, and its report 
contained much valuable information touching the subject-matter of 
its investigation. This board substantially recommended that policy 
which was afterward adopted by Congress; that is, that the forgings 
should be produced at private works by contract, while the finishing 
and assembling of the guns should be done by the Government at its 
own works. During the first session of the Fiftieth Congress there was 
a determined effort put forth looking towards carrying out the recom- 
mendation of President Cleveland and his immediate predecessors. 

Under the act of Congress of September 22, 1888, Congress appropri- 
ated for fortifications and coast defenses $3,922,000, and of thisamount 
$1,500,000 was tor rough steel forgings for 8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch 
guns, and $250,000 was for 12-inch breech-loading mortars, and $700,000 
for the construction of a portion of the Watervliet arsenal, and for 
suitable machinery, tools, and fixtures for the assembling and finishing 
of such 8, 10, and 12 inch steel guns. Under such act of appropriation 
for the furnishing rough steel forgings, a contract was entered into with 
the Bethlehem Iron Company, at South Bethlehem, Pa., on January 
31, 1889, for the production of twenty-three sets for 8-inch guns, twenty- 
four sets for 10-inch guns, and fifteen sets for 12-inch guns, and such 
other additional forgings as the Government should require under such 
appropriation, at the prices stated. 

It is estimated that the sum of $1,500,000 thus appropriated will 
pay for the number of steel forgings mentioned and perhaps one set or 
10-inch forgings extra, and that such rough steel forgings will be fur- 
nished as follows: 


Sinch | 10-inch} 12-inch 


The entire number, sixty-two sets, will thus be delivered in about 
five years from date of contract, January, 1889. 

Several of the 8-inch forgings have been delivered, and one 8-inch gun 
has been completed at the Watervliet arsenal, and tested to a certain 
extent, as stated in letter which I here append. 

ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington D. C., March 26, 1890. 

Sın: In reply to your letter of the 20th instant, in relation to the first steel 
guc turned out at Watervliet arsenal, I have the honor to state as follows: 

An 8-inch gun was completed at the Watervliet arsenal during the latter part 
of last year. The steel of which Te is made is entirely of American man- 
ufacture and was obtained from the vale Steel Work: ioetown, Philadel- 
ogy ted The weight of the gun is about 14 tons and the length of bore about 

calibers, 

The gun is now at Sandy Hook and has been fired some twenty rounds, with 
charges, after the fifth round, of from 113 to 140 pounds in weight and a pro- 
jectile of 300 pounds weight. The best result obtained was with a charge of 
140 pounds of German brown prismatic powder. The velocity with a 300-pound 
shot was 1,957 feet, and the pressure about 18 tons persquareinch. Themuzzle 
energy was 7,965 foot-tons, which is the highest power, so far as known, that 
has been developed from any gun of 8 inches caliber. The gun is in y 
sound condition and further firings will be made to work up a suitable powder 
of American manufacture, 

S. V. BENET 


Very respectfully, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordna: 
Hon. M, L, B; ¢ ieee 


REWER, 
rman Subcommittee on Fortifications Bill, 
House of Representatives, 

In accordance with the act of appropriation of September 22, 1888, 
the ordnance board proceeded to construct the north wing of the ar- 
senal and to let the contract for the necessary machinery to put therein. 
The building on the north wing and central part has been nearly com- 
pleted, but much of the heavy machinery has not yet been finished. 
Part of the machinery it will take nearly four years to complete from 
the time the contract was let. 

As I have stated, $700,000 was appropriated for the construction of 
the north wing and for the machinery to put therein, and it will re- 
quire $165,000 mere to complete the payment for such machinery, and 
this sum we have recommended in this bill. When this portion of the 
building shall be fully supplied with the requisite ery, so that 
it may be run to its full capacity, it will have an annual output of 
twenty-four guns, twelve 8-inch, seven 10-inch, and five 12-inch. 

In 1883 Congress created a board known as “ board of fortifica- 


1890. 


tion or other defenses,” which was composed of officers of the Arm: 
and the Navy and certain civilians, and this board, after full investi- 
gation, submitted its report to Congress January 23, 1886, giving spe- 
cific recommendations and detailed estimates touching the defenses and 
armaments required. It named twenty-seven ports in order of urgency 
requiring fortification or other defenses, of which number, be, oa points 
were specified as most urgently requiring the same: New York, San 
Francisco, Boston, Lake ports, Hampton Roads, New Orleans, Phila- 
delphia, Washington, timore, Portland, and Rhode Island ports. 
To complete the fortifications needed at these ports it will require about 
434 of the steel guns and 552 of the mortars. For the twenty-seven 
ports urgently in need of defense it is estimated that it will require 571 
steel guns and 742 of the breech-loading mortars. To complete the guns 
required for the fortifying of the eleven named ports it will take, with 
the present or completed capacity of the Watervliet arsenal (not in- 
cluding the south wing), twenty-one years, and to supply the necessary 
guns for the twenty-seven ports mentioned it would take about twenty- 
eight years. Should thesouth wing of Watervlietarsenal be completed 
and the machinery put in, as this bill provides for, the total capacity 
of the arsenal would be annually aboat 46 guns, as follows: Twelve 
8-inch, fourteen 10-inch, and twenty 12-inch, With this output an- 
nually, it would take about thirteen years to produce the steel guns 
for the eleven ports named, and fifteen years to furnish the steel guns 
for the twenty-seven ports mentioned, after the factory was in condition 
to run at its full capacity. It will require to complete the building for 
the south wing $248,743, and to purchase and supply the requisite ma- 
chinery therefor $780,000, or a total of $1,028,743. Fully believing 
that the Watervliet arsenal should be completed so as to produce the 
greatest number of mentioned, annually, we have put in this bill 
the amount required for the construction of the building and the put- 
tingin the requisite machinery. It will require from sixteen to eighteen 
months to complete the building of the south wing, while to construct 
the heavy machinery entire it will require nearly four years from the 
time the contracts shall be made. This appropriation is most urgently 
asked for by the Secretary of War, and by the Ordnance Board, and the 
Chief of Ordnance, and I feel fully convinced that good business policy, 
as well as the welfare and safety of our country, demands it. After ma- 
ture deliberation it has been thought best not to enter upon the produc- 
tion of guns above 12-inch caliber for the present. The utility and 
durability as well as the effectiveness of such guns are very much a mat- 
ter of conjecture or doubt. The south wing of the Watervliet arsenal, 
when completed, will be large enough to finish or assemble 16-inch guns 
by enlarging the machinery therein. 

By the act of September 22, 1888, Congress appropriated $250,000 for 
the procuring of 12-inch breech-loading mortars, hooped with steel, and 
under said act a contract was entered into with the Builders’ Iron 
Foundry, of Providence, for the rough turned and bored cast-iron bodies 
for such mortars, and with the Midvale Steel Company for the trunnion 
hoops and the breech mechanism therefor. Contract was also made 
with the Builders’ Iron Foundry, of Providence, for the finishing and 
assembling of such mortars, The total cost of such mortars under the 
contracts mentioned will be $7,970 each, and the $250,000 appropriated 
will pay for thirty mortars when completed. We have recommended 
the appropriation of $250,000 in this bill for the further production of 
such mortars, and we estimate the same will complete thirty more. 
These mortars are said to be very effective weapons in coast defense. 
Some of them have been completed and one has been very thoroughly 
tested by the Ordnance Board. They are madeof cast-iron, hooped with 
steel; weight, 14.25 tons; caliber, 12 inches; length, 10.75 feet; length 
of bore, 9 feet; weight of powder charge, 80 pounds; weight of projec- 
tile, 630 pounds; initial velocity, 1,152 feet per second; range at max- 
imum elevation, 6 miles. 

But if we provide for the construction of guns we must necessarily 
prepare for the placing of the same by the construction of batteries, 
forts, etc. Previous to the late war our seacoast was in a fair state of 
defense, when we consider the weight and effective power of the guns 
of that time. Our fortifications were then armed with the smooth- 
bore cast-iron gun, with less than one-half the range of the guns of to- 
day. Our forts were located with reference to the shortness of the range 
of the enemies’ guns as well as thoseof our own. To-day the location 
of many of our forts, as well as the guns with which they are armed, 
makes them almost useless for defensive purposes. ‘Take the forts about 
the harbor of New York. Castle William and other forts on Governor’s 
Island are entirely useless for defensive purposes. This is so with re- 
gard to forts near other cities. The line of defense about New York 
must now be out about Sandy Hook, and the guns we are now provid- 
ing for must be placed in forts and batteries at Sandy Hook, Cone 
Island, and at the Narrows. The armor-clad ships of war of England, 
France, and other countries, armed with the 8, 10, and 12 inch steel 
guns, can safely rest at anchor 12 miles from Castle Garden and plant 
vos’ missiles of death and destruction at the subtreasury in New 

ork. 

Many of the inner forts about our seacoast cities are now armed or 
being armed by such cast-iron guns as have been lined with rifled steel 
tubes, and such guns for the present will answer a good purpose, as the 
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age aa not generally be very great and their power of penetration 
at short range makes them quite effective. They are said to have a 
range of some 6 miles, with a penetrating power of some 6 or 8 inches. 
It is that there will be completed and ready for placing the 
following high-power, breech-loading steel guns previous to January 1, 
1892: One 12-inch rifle, one 10-inch, and four 8-inch, and also thirty- 
six of the 12-inch steel-hooped mortars. And it is for these that we 
must provide It is expected these guns and mortars will be 
placed as follows: At New York, one 12-inch gun and eight mortars 
at Sandy Hook; at Coney Island, eight mortars; at Staten Island, 
one 8-inch gun on disappearing carriage; at Fort Schuyler, four mor- 
tars, and at Willet’s Point, one 8-inch gun on disappearing carriage. 
At San Francisco, one 10-inch gun on disappearing carriage on bluff 
above Fort Point, one 8-inch gun on disappearing carriage at Alca- 
traz Island, eight mortars on bluffs west of city. At Boston, one 
8-inch gun on disappearing carriage at Fort Warren and eight mor- 
tars at Grover’s Cliff. The estimated cost for placing these guns and 
mortars and for the construction of batteries, ete., is $1,221,000; 
and this amount we have provided for in this bill. The sites for 
the mortar batteries at Coney Island, Grover’s Cliff, and at San Fran- 
cisco are not owned by the Government, and provision must be made 
for the purchase of the same. There are also many other places where 
it will be necessary to purchase sites for batteries as guns and mortars 
are completed before the same can be placed. The Secretary of War 
and the Chief Engineer of the Army are very desirous that provision 
shall be made for the purchase of such sites, and they believe thesame 
can be purchased or procured at an early day at much better terms 
than later. We therefore have placed $500,000, the amount asked for 
this purpose, in this bill, and have given the Secretary the power to 
procure the sites needed by gift, purchase, or condemnation. If we 
are to proceed in placing our seaports in a state of defense, this appro- 
priation is absolutely necessary. It will be the policy of the Depart- 
ment to place the guns and mortars, as completed, in such places and 
at such points as will make them the most serviceable and useful, and 
I have no doubt that with our torpedo system the ports may be fairly 
protected with less guns and mortars than are estimated by the War 
Department to put them in a perfect state of defense. 

Mr. Chairman, there are other items of appropriation in the bill, but 
the necessity for these will readily present itself to all, but if explana- 
tion should be desired it can be given under the five-minute rule. In 
reporting this bill and in considering the items mentioned therein we 
have sought to give liberal sums where the same is to be used for the 
accomplishing of some object which will take a long time to bring 
about, like the production of heavy machinery, but where the object 
can be completed within a short time and is not absolutely needed 
we have reduced the amounts that have been asked for somewhat. 
The subcommittee, as well asthe whole Committee on Appropriations, 
have given the matters referred to in the bill much and careful con- 
sideration. We have had the Secretary of Warand the Chief Engineer 
of the Army, and representatives of the Ordnance Bureau, as well as 
the board of ordnance, before the subcommittee, and from these per- 
sons and from all other available sources we bave gathered such in- 
formation as possible, We do not claim the bill to be perfect, but feel 
that it represents the best judgment of the committee. We have felt 
at all times desirous of keeping the amount appropriated down to the 
lowest reasonable amount, and yet we have felt that such sum should 
be enh ry Tn as would reasonably advance the object in view and 
as could be economically and judiciously expended. We know there 
are some of our people, and perhaps some members of this House, who 
feel that we need no forts, fortifications, or coast defenses; that we 
need no heavy guns or armored ships; that money spent in seacoast 
defenses and armored ships is wasted. They argue that we are as a 
nation at peace with all the world and are likely to remain so; that 
our country and coast is isolated and a long distance from other lands 
and other nations; that we have had no foreign wars for many years, 
and that we are able to settle our international difficulties without 
bloodshed. 

Mr. Chairman, no one can hope for lasting peace more than myself. 
Iam a man of and I firmly believe that the policy adopted by 
our country and Great Britain in the settlement of the Alabama claims 
and the fishery disputes was a most wise and humane policy and one 
which redounds to the honor and credit of both lands, but so long as 
human nature is what it is, so long as men permit their better judg- 
ments to be overcome by their angry passions, so long will there at 
times be wars between different nations of the earth. When national 
honoror national existence is at stake, when the territory of one nation 
is sought to be overrun or taken by another, a resort to arms seems per- 
feetly justifiable and is likely to take place. 

There are members on this floor who have undoubtedly kept their 
buildings insured for twenty years or more, yet they did not expect a 
fire. Their building was isolated, they will tell you, and perhaps con- 
structed of material not liable to readily ignite, but they kept thesame 
insured because a fire might occur. The unfortunate victims of the 
Johnstown flood knew of the existence of the dam above them. The 
same had been there for years. But the great majority of the people 
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in that fated city felt perfectly safe, and when the alarm was sounded 
they would not believe the dam had given away, and refused to fice 
from danger, Common prudence and national honor and national 
safety dictate that we exercise wisdom by placing our seacoast in a 
reasonable state of defense, Without this, should war come, who can 
tell the injury that will be inflicted upon our large seacoast cities? 
Hundreds of millions of property and many lives could be destroyed by 
the heavy ordnance carried by immense ships of war. It is true that 
a majority of the members do not represent any portion of our seacoast 
or the cities lying along such seacoast. The lives of our constituencies 
may not be endangered by the guns on these ships; the property of our 
constituents may not be destroyed, but this great nation is, thank God, 
but one body politic. You can not injure or destroy one portion with- 
out weakening the whole, any more than you can take from the phys- 
ical man a limb without injuring and weakening his whole system. 
Should the ships or guns of a foreign power be permitted to destroy 
the cities of New York, Boston, New Orleans, or San Francisco, every 
American eitizen would hang his patriotic head in shame. If we love 
our country we can not takeany chance nga io ee it. This 
measure has no party politics in it. There was no division on party 
lines in the committee, and it is hoped there will be none here. It is 
ameasure founded on patriotism. No part of the money appropriated 
goes to pay for partisan service. The works will be superintended and 
the money handled by Army officials, and themoney appropriated will 
not only aid in maintaining our national defense, but will give employ- 
ment tomanyofour laboring people, who, as in the past, will ever stand 
ready to defend national unity, national life, and national honor. 
Again it will be said by some that we should not at the present time 
start out to place our seacoast in a defensive state; that we should not 
expend largesums of money in the construction of heavy guns, because 
of the great improvements made in ordnance, in projectiles, powder, etc. 
For fifteen years and more this argument has been used. It succeeded 
in staying all efforts for the construction of the Navy until quite re- 


is concerned. If 
good now and has been in the past, why willitnot be 
good for all time tocome? It is true the inventive genius of the world 

been yery ġ for the past fifty years, but is this genius likely to 
be manifested less in the future? We have no reason to suppose so, 
and therefore if we wait until the human mind shall cease to work out 
new ideas and produce new machinery or improve the old, we shall 
never have any seacoast defenses or protection for our seaboard cities. 
Such a course would not be in harmony with our conduct in other 
business affairs of life. We did notin our cities decline to expend 
large sums of money to put in gas to light our streets because some 
one might have had a faint notion that the time would come when 
they might be lighted by electricity. The farmer, thirty years ago, did 
not refuse to buy the reaper and mower because it was not in its high- 
est state of perfection. 

This same suggestion might be properly applied to all the produc- 
tions of man. We should as business men utilize, in the accomplish- 
ing of our desires, in the construction of our guns and our war-ships, 
and in the fortifying of our seacoast, and in the protection of our cities, 
the best means and instruments which have been devised, and not fold 
our hands in quietness waiting for the highest state of perfection. The 
nation or individual who acts upon any other theory must in time re- 
gretit. Shall we, Mr. Chairman, use those instruments which God, 
through the genius of man, has given us to protect and defend our sea- 
coast, our cities, and our people, or shall we fold our hands in quiet 
slumber and say there is time enough to act when no further improve- 
ments can be made in the instruments or means which we are to use? 
We here have the responsibility, and I, for one, am ready to assume it 
in the line of action, rather than in the line of inaction. 

The following tables, furnished by the Ordnance Bureau, contain in- 
teresting as well as valuable information touching the cost of heavy 


guns, their weight, range, effectiveness, etc. 


TABLE 1.—United States Army breech-loading rifled steel ordnance. 


L. steel h gun.. 
8.6" B. L. steel field-artillery gun... 
3.6” B. L. steel field mortar ............ 


Pr er 
Se 88883 


Cost of Costof | Maximum 
wder Wendin cast-iron | steel cost of 
* | projectile, * |one round 


PAREREA 12 
1,000 3.75 675 13.5 
1, 605 4.63 -833 20 
325 1.00 118 20 
3,740 12.50 2.25 43 
3, 280 9.75 -15 105 
16,000 130,00 25,10 300 21.00 150.00 185.10 
36, 000 256. 00 69.12 575 34.50 287.50 356. 62 
58, 000 440.00 | 118.80 1,000 50.00 500, 00 618, 80 
100, 000 700.00} 189.00 1,580 79.00 790.00 979.00 
150,000 | 1,040.00} 280.00 2,370 118.50 | 1,135.00| 1,465.00 
8,000 80.00 21. 60 630 31.50 220. 50 242. 10 
15,000 100.00 27.00 300 40.00 280. 00 307. 


P B. L. moúniain gün oicecessiscsessnsnseveastorssasdesebsvonss sdevsveve ces eheceanes oase EA 218 
3.2" B. L. horse-artillery gun 829 
3.6” B. L. field-arti 1,230 
3.6” B. L. field 250 
5" B. L. 3,660 
7” B. L. 3,710 
Tons. 
8" B. 14.25 
10” 30.00 
12” 52.00 
14” 82.00 
16” 126.00 
12” 14.235 
12” 13.00 
* Owing to the hi r uirements 
than those in cart a genes Si published, It is 
the ind established. 


is fully 
oO seacoast carriages 
types have been definitely settled upon. 


which must now be fulfilled by forged and tempered steel ee 
thought that steel projectiles can be manufactured for se 


for high-power steel guns have been manufactured in this country, and no estimates of cost can be furnished until the approved 


ter 


projectiles, the prica piten above are ha yoy 


ice at an average cost of 50 cents a poun: 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


For the procurement of land, or right pertaining thereto, 
Jocati construction, or or prosecution of works for fortifications and coast de- 
Tenses. $500,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, and 
‘ture ‘seme this sum or any part thereof’ 
lto be instituted, in the name of the United 
pon of such proceedings, for the acquirement, by cond of any land, or 
right pertaining thereto, needed for the site, location, con: 
tion of works for fortifications and coast defenses, such Lagi terpicone eS DU 
ecuted in acoordance with the laws relating to suits for the of 
perty of the States wherein the 
What. when the owner of such lan 
price for the same, which in the opinion of the Secretary of 
sonable, he may the ich 
wided further, That the Secretary of 


g3 y be instituted: Provided, 
or rights pertaining thereto shall fix a 
eb slag be rea- 


thereto 
rposes: And provided further, That nothing herein 
contai shall be comma to authorize an ag trem or to involve the 
Government in any contract or contracts for the future paymentof money, in 
excess of the sum of $500,000 herein appropriated. 


Mr. HOLMAN, _Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the section 


AAA ie ber teen cx eani Ido not souk 28 ik gapecially 
on that account. is to bo expended. Tdo not object to ita to be no 
necessity for it. There seems to be no reasons why half a million dol- 
lars, orany other sum, should be appropriated for such a purpose. I 
object toit because, manifestly, it is the initiative step for the appro- 
l ponzu of vast sums of money. I say all our past experience has 

nstrated that it would not result in any public heads in taatioee 
of public defense when the hour of peril really comes, Therefore I 
move to strike out the 


absolutely n 


the site. I hold in my hand a letter from the Engineer of the 
Dae Terese I ask to have read for the information of the 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE Carer or ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY. 
Washington, D. C., March 22, 1800. 
Sim: I have the era E aeae se fet a the receipt of Jouco communication of 


the 20th instant, requesting meto inform you by letter as to the necessity of the 
of $50,000 forthe purpose of sites for fortifications, being an item 
inclu in the pending fortification 


bill. 
In reply I raed. gen to ek that the Morianeta jad long-range, high-power guns 
into modern naval armaments bas rendered i to with guns 
and rifled mortars the outl: headlands way T3, 
to the end that the naval vessels of the enemy at sabin, piar p farara g J 
Aire eee sre A number of the new positions are notowned by 


nited States and must be accoiired, aud the wun named, ae thr a0 hiar joo. 
will undoubtedly be needed ape such sites in and about Boston, New York, San 
Francisco, W. n, and Ham: Roads. 


For the defenses of New York City at the eastern and southern entrances to 
oh , Sites will have to be obtained for ten gun batteries and six mortar 
terios. 


For the defenses of Boston, for six gun batteries and eight mortar batteries. 

For San Francisco, for one gun battery and two mortar batteries. 

For tg og Roads, for one a shontar battery, and for the defense of Washing- 
ton, D. very two batteries. 

‘ally, your obedient servant, 
THOS. sige ere! CASEY, 
Brig. Gen., Chief of Engineers. 

e nakna pi D $0 n Fortifications, 
mmillzeeon Appropriations, House of Representatives, 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say briefty that this 
comes to us in the estimatesin Executive Document 98. We have had 
before our committee the Secretary of War, the Chief Engineer of the 
Army, and we have also consulted with a part at least of the ordnance 
board. Allagree thatit is absolutely necessary that this appropriation 
shall be made if we undertake to proceed as we have started ont in 
fortifying our seacoast in order to protect our cities thereon, 

I think I need not take any further time in discussing the matter, 
for I apprehend that my friend from Indiana will now see that it is 
eee necessary that there should be an appropriation made for 

the purchase of sites. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike ont the last word. 

Of course the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] is correct 
upon the theory that weare entering upon an extensive system of fortifi- 
cations. If there was any necessity for entering on such a system the 
bill itself would seem to indicate a grand system of fortifications. The 
fortification bill has for many years past borne an appropriation of from 
million to two millions of dollars mainly to keep up the forts as or- 
naments. This bill, I believe, is larger than any known in our ey 
for fortifications, at least in the future expenditure it contem 
The estimates for 1891 are $8,488,991, while this bill carries, nding 
halfa million for the of sites, ein while Ge lar ol 
the last session involved a little over $1,290,000. 


There seems to be reasonably good ground why arsenals should be 


up and carried on as necessary lishments for the construc- 
tion fatima to meet any possible emergency; that seems to be a matter 
of reasonable prudence; and of course there is no objection to appro- 
priations for that purpose. I think that a comparatively small amount 
of money, $200,000 or $300,000 a year, would be reasonable, If the 
appropriations are kept within one million or two million dollars for 
all such purposes, including the torpedo system, there would be no rea- 
sonable ground of complaint. But when we enter upon so an ex- 
penditure, present and prospective, as this bill contemplates for these 
objects, I think it is time to stop and consider the matter. 

It is obvious, from the nce we have had and are having now, 
that whatever we shall need in the hour of danger for coast defense in 
coming years, ifever we shall need to make sucha defense, will be found 
entirely available in our torpedo system, which is from year to year 
being rapidly developed, the efficiency of which for the purposes of de- 
fense is now I believe, by naval and military authorities in 
all nations. That will be our manner of defense, Fortifications have 
not been found to be effective in matters of national defense. We ex- 
pended hundreds of thonsands of dollars prior to the late war in forti- 
fying the Lower Mississippi River, and yet when the hour of trial came 
it was found that even wooden steam-ships could pass with safety right 
under the guns of those forts without any peril. Consi the ex- 
tent of our coast upon both oceans, this system of fortifications would 
seem to be impracticable, if not wholly unnecessary. 

Gentlemen overlook in legislation of this character the present posi- 
tion of our country amongst the nations, its geographical position, with 
the great natural barriers on all sides which afford us aae 
tion, our resources considered. We have now reached that point ot 
national greatness where there seems to be no reason for anxiety on 
the Adee people or on the part of Congress to enter upon an exten- 
sive system of fortifications at the expense of our industries. We have 
heretofore relied on the spirit and strong arms of our people in the hour 
of emergency, even when we were a feeble power. 

We did so in the war of 1812, and also in the war with Mexico, and 
likewise in the late war. The people of this country were then found 
sufficient for the occasion. The arms which had been accumulated in 
former years at great at the opening of the late war were 
turned over to the junk-shops—arms which had cost millions of dollars 
having been found 1 to be valueless for real war. 

The real fortifications, which were found to be of value, were those 
which were improvised and thrown up on the spur of the hour. These 
extensive fortifications proposed will furnish no protection. We are 
protected by our geographical position and by the fact that we have 
now a point of national greatness which affords absolute 
safety, Our legislation for our Army and Navy looks as if we were 
doubtful of our resources and power, when actually we could put ina 
real emergency a force of 7, 500,000 men in the field with every possible 
facility for their employment in aggressive war or defense. We arenot 
justified in taxing our people countless millions of dollars for arms, for 
fortifications, and ships of war in this period of assured peace. 

Even if we were a feeble power as to numbers we would not be jus- 
tified in doing this, but, occupying our present position, giving law to 
the nations, with resources such as we possess, acting always justly to 
all nations, it seems to me absolutely unreasonable and unjust to the 
industries of the people of the country to be expending vast sums of 
money thro: such agencies as these. 

The CH. MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For steel field guns of 3.2-inch caliber, $35,000, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the point of 
order upon lines 18 and 19, on page 4, the paragraph just read. 


Mr. SAYERS. I suggest to the gentleman that if there are any - 


other similar provisions in the bill upon which he desires to make the 
point of order he had better address himself to all of them at once. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I made the point of order at this time in order 
that it might not be passed over. I desire to apply the same point of 
order to line 25, on the same page, and to lines 1 and 2, on page 5, and 
also toso much of lines 14 and 15, on page 5, as relates to these field 


guns. 

Mr. BREWER. I suggest to my colleague that he withhold his 
points of order until we have passed the items,and then let them be 
considered all 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I am entirely willing todo that. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The point of order will beconsidered as reserved. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For breech-loading rifled seacoast mortars, cast-iron, hooped with steel, of 
12-inch caliber, $250,000, 

For sights and implements for guns and for fuses, $2,000. 
| Aap ame nye garnet E Ban batteries, $143,135, 
For alteration of existing carriages for 10-inch and 15-inch smooth-bore guns 
to ene them to meg gaa service conditions, $100,000. 
For carriages for Lanp porated rifled mortars of ys caliber, procured 
under the fortification act of September 22, 1888, —a 
For powder for pro mortars of 12-in caliber, procured under 


ving seacoast 
the fortification act of September 22, 1888, and for per projectiles, $10,000, 


‘ 


- 
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For steel shell or shrapnel for field guns, $12,000, and for cast-iron p: les 
Se els sings, Kee Sagona guns, $24.500 for issues to the service; in » $36,- 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, Mr. Chairman, the point that I make is 
that the three items I have indicated are improperly inserted in this 
bill, without jurisdiction in the committee reporting it. We had this 
discussion yesterday on the Army appropriation bill, and it is not my 
desire or intention to detain the Committee of the Whole at the present 
time by going in extenso over the argument that was then had. These 
same items, word for word and dollar for dollar, were carried in the 
Army appropriation bill. ‘They are, first, for steel field-guns, 3.2 cal- 
iber, $25,000; for metallic carriages tor field-gun batteries, $143,135, 
and for steel shell or shrapnel for field guns, $12,000, making a total 
of $180,135, t \ 

The question that I raise is simply this, whether or no this commit- 
tee has properly taken jurisdiction of these items or whether they 
should be carried in the bill for the support of the military establish- 
ment, The question is not entirely new. As is known to the Chair, 
up to the Forty-ninth Congress the appropriation bills came from one 
committee, all of them, I believe, save the river and harbor bill and 
possibly another bill. There was no distinction between the jurisdiction 
which reported the Army appropriation bill and that which reported 
the so-called fortification bill. In the Forty-ninth Congress a redis- 
tribution of appropriations was made and the Military Committee be- 
came an appropriation committee, and by the rule of the House (which 
remains the same to-day as it was then so far as this point is concerned), 
in subdivision 12, it was provided that— 

Subjects relating * * è to the military establishment and the public de- 
fense, including the appropriations for its support and for thatof the Military 
Academy— 
should go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Under the rules as they then existed, subjects pertaining to the ap- 
propriation of the revenue for fortifications went to the Committee on 
Appropriations, The rule has been amended at the present session by 

ding the words ‘‘ and coast defenses,’’ so that now that committee 
have jurisdiction of fortifications and coast defenses. As I said in ar- 
guing this same question yesterday, the question is a single one and a 
simple one. It is this: Do these light field batteries, their carriages, 
and the fixed ammunition therefor, belong to the subject of fortifi- 
cations and coast defenses or do they belong to the military establish- 
ment and the public defense as it is generally understood? 

The chairman of the Committee of the Whole, when the Army bill 
was under consideration, ruled, unquestionably correctly as I think, 
that these were a part of the armament of the military establishment 
in the accepted sense and should be carried in the Army bill. Ido not 
desire to trouble the House with a reargument of that question, but I 
wish at the present time to make this point, in order that the commit- 
tee which I have the honor to represent may not appear to waive the 
point. We believe that we were right. I have no objections to this 
appropriation being made; I believe ita proper appropriation; I believe 
it ought to be made. Up to the last year or two we have had for the 
armament of our light batteries nothing but the old muzzle-loading 
guns such as were used during the war; but of late we have com- 
menced to manufacture the new, light, steel breech-loading pieces, Up 
to this time we have never asked any appropriation for this purpose, 
because the fifty pieces that have been made so far have been paid for 
from the sale of obsolete materials. Now, therefore, for the first time 
this question arises. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress we had no fortification bill that came 
before the House for action—at least, none that passed. I believe that 
in that Congress the question about these guns was never raised. In 
the Fiftieth Congress a very much broader question was raised. 

A bill providing for the erection of an army gun factory at Water- 
vliet arsenal and for the purchase of steel or steel forgings for heavy 
guns, as well as for light guns and for seacoast mortars, and many 
other things, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. That 
committee, under the order of the House, took jurisdiction of that bill, 
considered it, and reported it. It was upon the Calendar for a long 
time, the committee of course not having the privilege of the Appro- 
priations Committee. Finally, in the Senate the substance of that bill 
was attached to the Army appropriation bill and came back to the 
House as part of that bill. A point of order was made upon it as part 
of the Army bill; but before that was decided the fortification bill, 
carrying substantially the same appropriations, came into the House; 
and on the 15th of August, 1888, the then chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, Mr. Townshend, made a point of order against 
the entire section of the bill carrying the whole matter of armament 
of seacoast defenses, After a somewhat lengthy discussion, in which 
I did not participate, being then absent on account of ill-health, the 
Appropriations Committee at that time retained jurisdiction of the 
matter of the gun factory and of the armament of seacoast defenses. 

In the second session of the Fiftieth Congress, also, a point of order 
was made upon a paragraph or section carrying the heavy ordnance for 
seacoast defenses and also some siege guns and heavy field pieces. At 
that time the decision was in favor of the retention of the items in the 
fortification bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair desires to inquire at this point whether 


these specific items, or items practically the same, have not uniformly 
been carried heretofore in the fortification bill. 

Mr.CUTCHEON, Iam coming to that. I say this is practically a 
new question. We have had questions—— 

Mr.SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to say that we do not altogether accept that 
statement as made by the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. CUTCHEON ]. 

a CUTCHEON, I suppose not altogether, from what I heard yes- 
terday. 

These items and similar items have been carriedin both bills, I read 
from the remarks of Mr. Townshend, Jate chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, delivered August 15, 1888, and to be found on page 
7551 of the RECORD of that session. The fortification bill being then 
under consideration, Mr. Townshend said: 

When this bill was under consideration last I had made the point of order 
which has not yet been disposed of. Since the last discussion upon the point 
of order I have looked into the precedents of the House and I find that i S 
show by bills I hold in my hand, which have become law, that the House, in 
addition to other items, upon the question of jurisdiction, have during the years 
1876, 1877, 1878, and 1879, and as far back as aed pinana in the Army appropria- 
Seton Te aare of the nature contained in the Senate amendments to 

e . 

Now, in the year 1864 a provision is contained in the regular Army appropri- 
ation bill for the armament of fortifications, $2,000,000. In the bill for the year 
1876 the House placed on the Army bill an appropriation “for the alteration of 
carri now in use in seacoast forts, $100,000." In the bill for 1877 a similar a; 
propriation was made. In the bill for 1878 the House, on the Army bill, made 
an appropriation for the conversion of 10-inch smooth-bore guna into riff 
and for carriages, $50,000. In the bill that became law in an ro} 
for conversion of smooth-bores of $50,000 was placed in the Army phe. P merely 


I read this simply for the purpose of showing that items similar to 
this have heretofore been carried in both these bills, But the item be- 
fore us to-day is not complex. It carries nothing but light field bat- 
teries of 3.2 inches caliber. Now, everybody knows that a 3.2-inch gun 
is not a fortification gun, not a gun that is ever used in seacoast de- 
fenses, Every one who knows anything about military affairs knows 
that this light field-gun is entirely and solely a field-gun; that there is 
no use for it in permanent fortifications or in seacoast defenses. Now, 
if that proposition be true, that this gun is exclusively for use in the 
field, then it pertains to the military establishment. And bearing upon 
that question I desire to have read, as I think the present chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole did not hear it yesterday, the letter of 
Major-General Schofield, who is not only the head of the Army, but 
also the head of the board of ordnance and fortifications, having charge 
of all matters of the fabrication of ordnance at the Army gun factory. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, Washington, D. C., March 3, 1890, 


Dear Ste: In reply to your communication of this date I have the honor to 
say thatthe “field guns of 3.20-ineh caliber,” “ metallic carriages for field-gun 
batteries,” and “shell and shrapnel for field guns” are intended for the service 
of light batteries, of which there are two in each regiment of artillery, which 
serve with the infantry and cavalry in the field, but not in the fortifications or 
coast defenses. 

It would therefore seem clear that everything relating to these field-gun bat- 
teries belongs to the “ military establishment and the public defense” in general, 
rather than to “fortifications and coast defenses.” These last belong, not to the 
now existing military establishment, but to the new fortificationsand armament 
of the seacoasts, which are pro ,and which involve new methods, new 
materials, and large expenditures of a nature not heretofore for many years 
included in the appropriations for the military establishment, and hence requir- 
ing special care and supervision, both in the appropriations and inthe expendl- 
ture thereof, while the former, namely, the field gun batteries, are part of the 
well tried and fully established equipment of the Army, required for its current 
service, and not involving any question as to cost, of efficiency, or of necessity 
to the military service, 

Very respectfully, 
J. M. SCHOFIELD, Major-General Commanding. 

Hon. B. M. CUTCHEON, 


Chairman Committee on Milita Affairs, 
House of resentalives. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have here the highest 
military authority in this country, the General of the Army, the chair- 
man of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications, who has charge of 
the Army gun factory, who has charge of heavy ordnance and fortifi- 
cations, and who also has charge of the military establishment; and 
he says it wouid seem clear that everything relating to these field-gun 
batteries belongs to the military establishment and the public defense 
in general, rather than to fortifications and coast defenses, Now, this 
is a matter of military terminology or military definition; and it would 
seem that the opinion of the gentleman who stands at the head of the 
military establishment and also at the head of the board of ordnance 
and fortifications would be the very highest authority that I can quote 
to the Chair on this occasion. If his opinion be correct, then beyond 
all question, under the rules of this House, these appropriations belong 
where the Committee on Military Affairs placed them, in the bill for 
the support of the Army, and not in the bill for fortifications and sea- 
coast defenses. 

I think I have made myself clear on this question. Ihave no desire 
to consume needlessly the time of the House, This is a question of 
the rules. I know what my friend and colleague who is in charge of 
this bill will say: that his committee took the estimates as they found, 
them; that they found these items estimated under the head of fortifi- 
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cations and other works of defense. That is admitted; the simple ques- 
tion for you to decide, Mr. Chairman, is whethera subordinate officer of 
the War Department can fix the jurisdiction of committees of this House 
by the erroneous placing of an estimate under a wrong heading, , That 
is all there is about it. 

The Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, when the Army appro- 
priation bill was under consideration, was of the opinion these items be- 
longed to the Committee on Military Affairs. I believe he was right, 
and I submit the question, so far as I am concerned, to the considerate 
judgment of the Chair. 

Mr. SAYERS. Idesire to answer the remarks of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoN]. As to the remarks made by Mr. Town- 
shend, the House will remember I read from the RECORD that Mr. Town- 
shend after having spoken withdrew his point of order, but the point 
was renewed by the gentleman from Kansas. The Chairman ruled on 
the point of order as raised by Mr. Townshend, but which had been 
abandoned by him and subsequently renewed by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What was the decision? 

Mr. SAYERS. He sustained the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Overruled the point of order? 


Mr, SAYERS. Yes. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Butthat point was not this point. That was in 
regard to a gun factory and the fabrication of seacoast guns. It carried 


that whole matter, and not merely field guns. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. i 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Under thatruling, when all these matters were in 
one bill much more would the committee have charge of field batteries. 

Mr. SAYERS. It will be found by inspection of the RECORD the 
remarks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Townshend] did not fx 2 
ply to the whole bill, but rather to the point of order he previously 
raised when the bill was before the House, and this was a mere con- 
tinuation of the diseussion. Sie 

I will read the opinion so the Chair may understand the point in- 
volved. 

It is as follows: 

The CHarrMan. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TURNER] having renewed 
the point of order, the Chair will state what he understands to be the manion 
that was raised by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Townshend] and subse- 

uently withdrawn by him. As the Chair remem the point was this: That 

¢ items contained in section 4 of this bill were matters which properly be- 
Jon: to the Committee on Military Affairs and were within the jurisdiction 
of that committee, and therefore could not be reported by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations in the fortifications bill. The same question was raised when the 
Army bill was under consideration, and the chairman of the committee at that 
time, the present occupant of the chair, made a ruling, a portion of which he 
will ask the Clerk to read as expressing his views upon this question. 


The Chairman further said: 


The Chair desires to add further, in connection with this . that the bill 
then under consideration was the Army bill, and the Chair held that the pro- 
ions referred to should be reported in the fortifications bill. They have now 


been reported in that bill, and the Chair is of the opinion that they properly 
belong in the bill, as they pertain to fortifications. a subject commi expressly 
by the rules of the House to the Committee on Appropriations. The Chair 


therefore overrules the point of order raised by the gentleman from 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In order to fairly understand the application of 
the ruling, let the paragraph upon which the ruling was made be read. 

Mr. SAYERS. While the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] 
is addressing the Chair I will find the points upon which this decision 
was made. 

Mr. BREWER. It seems almost impossible, Mr. Chairman, to set- 
tle the question of jurisdiction on minor items in the bill under con- 
sideration. I do not know whether the gentleman filling the chair at 
the present time was here yesterday during the discussion on the Army 
bill or not, but these facts were developed and are undisputed, that, 
when the Committee on Appropriations had charge of the Army bill 
and the fortification bill also, invariably these or similar items were 
always placed in the fortification bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is the recollection of the present occupant 
of the chair. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No point of order was made, they being from the 
same committee. 

Mr. BREWER. When the rules were amended in the Forty-ninth 
Congress bills carrying the same or similar items to those which had 
formerly been in the Army bill passed, by reason of the division, to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

My colleague says that no point of order was raised against these 
items because both bills came from the same committee. Whatever 
may be the facts in that regard, we do know that points of order 
have been made many times by my colleague, now the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, as well as by Mr. Townshend, formerly 
the chairman of that committee, upon items precisely, or very nearly, 
similar to those now under consideration, and invariably the points of 
order have been overruled by the chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole or by the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
itself. Itis stated by my colleague that such guns have not been pro- 
duced at the Watervliet arsenal or Spiroptiatog for by the committee 
reporting the fortifications appropriation bill. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I mean of this precise caliber. 

Mr. BREWER. Well, certainly, because there happens to be an 
inch difference in the caliber it would not change, it seems to me, the 
principle or affect the merits of the question involved. Now, in the 
fortifications appropriation bill approved on the 2d of March, 1889, I 
find the item for the production of 3.6-inch calibers, 5-inch and 7-inch 
steel field and siege guns. 
eo CHAIRMAN, To what bill does the gentleman from Michigan 

fer? 

Mr. BREWER. That was the fortifications appropriation bill which 
was approved on the 2d of March, 1889, in which these appropriations 
are made. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The last appropriation bill. 

Mr. BREWER. Yes, the last bill. 

Now, right in this bill, Mr. Chairman, we are asked to appropriate 
$36,000 more for finishing and assembling these very guns; and, more 
than that, we are asked to appropriate $14,000 of that which was aj 

ropriated in the last appropriation bill, in order to make it available 
‘or the next fiscal year. In that bill provision was made for 3.6-inch 
guns, and in this for 3.2-inch guns, and this question I will state 
has been ruled upon—— 
ack CUTCHEON. Will my colleague allow an interruption just 
ere 

Mr. BREWER. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The 3.6-inch guns are bound up, however, in 
the same paragraph with the 5 and 7 inch guns which unquestionably 
come within the jurisdiction of that committee. 

Mr. BREWER. Yes; and so are the shrapnel bound up with other 
siras of this bill which my friend seeks to throw out on the point of 
order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; but the amount is carried separately, while 
in the other it is not carried separately, but is a part of an aggregate 


sum. 

Mr. BREWER. Now, Mr. Chairman, without taking further time of 
thecommittee, I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the discussion 
and the ruling on these items or on items similar to the ones now under 
consideration. When the last fortifications appropriation bill was under 
consideration the following item was reached: 

For steel forgings for not less than eighty-four 3.6-inch field guns, $24,000, 

The point of order was made by my colleague, the chairman of the 
Committee on Military and that question was discussed. The 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole, Mr. BLOUNT, of Georgia, 
overruled the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Please read the decision of the Chair on that 
occasion, 

Mr. BREWER. The Chairman simply overruled the point of order 
without entering into the reasons for the decision. 

But I come to another item of the same bill which was sought to be 
stricken out on the point of order made by my colleague, and that is 
for 1,000 steel shrapnel for field guns. Here is also an item for 4,800 
projectiles of cast-iron for field guns, all in that appropriation bill. 

The point of order was made upon them by my colleague also, and 
after that had been fully and thoroughly considered and discussed the 
point of order was overruled. I shall not take the time of the com- 
mittee, nor is it necessary to go into the full discussion which took place 
on that occasion; but on yesterday the point of order was made against 
these same items which had been putin the military appropriation bill; 
and after the matter had been discussed the Chair overruled the point 
of order, and that left the items, of course, in the bill. 

A motion was made immediately by the gentleman from Illinois to 
strike them out, and this Committee of the Whole—or rather the Com- 
mittee of the Whole then considering that bill—by a vote of 91 to 57, - 
I believe it was, struck them out of the bill altogether. And why? 
Because, Mr. Chairman, they found that they should come up, as it 
was understood they would come up, in the fortifications bill. Now, 
in this connection I desire to quote from my colleague, the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, the language used by 
him in the discussion yesterday in regard to the question of jurisdic- 
tion. He said: 

There is a well known principle of equity jurisprudence that where two tri- 
bunals may have concurrent jurisdiction of the same subject-matter the one 
fe the opinion of the Chair that if the ather bill had come in here fret contain: 
ing this appropriation it might properly be retained in that bill, nevertheless 
it A also properly in this bill, and this is the bill which is first presented for the 
consideration of the House, 

In this language my colleague virtually conceded the fact that either 
of these committees would have jurisdiction to report the items that 
are now under consideration. But the House wiped them out of the 
Army bill, and so they stand; and, if the point of order is to be sus- 
tained and the items go out of this bill, then there is no appropriation 
whatever for the items named. The committee on yesterday decided 
that the Fortifications Committee had jurisdiction and substantially 
that the Committee on Military Affairs had not; and now to-day if 
you reverse that action you give no appropriation at all for these items, 
and in that condition of the question it seems to me it is useless to take 
further time of the committee. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, A single word, Mr. Chairman, by way of repli- 
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cation. It is possible that in the remarks just by my friend 
from Michigan in charge of the pending bill, the i of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs conceded more than the case warranted, be- 
cause I did not believe then, nor do I now believe, that the guns for 
the armament of light field batteries, to be used in the field exclu- 
sively and with the troops in the field, which are now so used and are 
never used in permanent fortifications or coast defenses, could properly 
be carried in the fortification bill. 

Mr. BREWER. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. BREWER. Does he know of, or has he ever seen, a general ap- 
propriation bill coming from the Committee on Military Affairs that 
carried an appropriation for field guns? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Well, last year we had a large appropriation for 
pneumatic dynamite guns and every class of armament; but at that 
time there was no occasion for these particular guns, simply because 

to that time all guns furnished of that caliber were made from 
the sale of obsolete material. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr. COGSWELL (to Mr. CurcHron). And still you hope that these 
items will pass? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, I think the guns onght to be made, and if 
stricken out of this bill they can be restored in the Army bill in the 
Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without entering into a critical examination of 
the language of the rules as they now exist, as compared with the old 
rules and practice, itisenough, in the judgment of the Chair, tosay that 
so far as the present occupant of the chair remembers or is advised the 

has been uniform and universal to have items of this character 
contained and considered in the fortifications bill. This has been the 
practice ever since the present occupant of the chair has been a member 
of this House. The Chair thinks precedents so well established ought 
not to be overturned without serious reasons. These reasons do not exist 
in thej tof the Chair, and so the Chair feels disposed to adhere to 
the ents followed uniformly in the House, and always in Com- 
mittee of the Whole until the last legislative day, and therefore over- 
Tules the t of order. 

Mr. C HEON. While I have the utmost respect for the opinion 

of the Chair and while I heap coalsof fire on my from Michi- 
[Mr. BREWER], I shall not appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
Praaghies 5 
read as follows: 
That the President is hereby authorized to int a board to consist of three 
officers of the Army, who shall inquire into facilities for producing steel 


forgi for high-power guns at or near the Pacific coast and in the vicinity of the 
Rosk Island arsenal and the advisability of erecting factories for finishing 


and assembling high-power to be mounted in ions, at the Beni- 
cia arsenal, in Oi benis andak the Rock Isinad annal, 


board shall also examine and report as to the capacity, cost of erection, 
and equipment of each of such gun factories. 

For the payment of the necessary expenses of said board, $3,000. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment. 

The Olerk read as follows: 

inserting after the words “ Rock Island arsenal," in lin 
7, the lesing, “and in the vicinity of the Indianapolis arsenal.” ae 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that if it is determined to select anywhere in the 
Mississippi Valley a location for producing steel forgings for high-power 
guns in my j eni aaro a no aise ar Lemming 1n any aeolian of fio 
country that will offer equal facilities with the Indianapolis arsenal. 

That city is in the great natural-gas belt; and experience has shown 
that in producing the finer qualities of steel, by reason of the evenness 
of the heat of natural gas and its ch there is no process by 
which it can be manufactured so well and so economically as by that 
fuel. In addition to this natural gas asa fuel, Indianpolis arsenal is lo- 
cated within 50 miles of the great block-coal field of Indiana. That 
is a coal which produces iron without being reduced tocoke. Asa dis- 
-tributing point there is no place in the Mississippi Valley that excels 
Indiana as more than twenty railroads radiate in every direction 
from that place. The Government owns 70 acres of land there, near 
the great Belt Railway, and a very short switch will connect it with the 
entire system of railways centering at that place. The buildings there 
can be changed and modified, if necessary, for the production of these 
steel forgings at a very small expense; and it is nearer to the iron out 
of which the very finest quality of steel is made than Rock Island. For 
these reasons it seems to me that if the Government proposes to estab- 
lish a anywhere in the Mississippi Valley for the manufacture of 
this class cf forgings the committee that goes out for the purpose of se- 
lecting that point saat to be called upon to investigate the facilities 
and advantages of point as well as the others. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to discuss this pro- 
vision at any great length. This provision of the bill would probably 
be subject to a point of order; but the friends of Indianapolis do not 
desire to make that point, believing that the House, upon a mere state- 
ment of the case, would be inclined todo what is perfectly right, proper, 
and fair, There is a bill pending before the Committee on Military 
Affairs for the establishment of a gun at In No 
action has yet been taken on that, and it is probably awaiting the rec- 


ommendation of the Secretaryof War. This provision is for the ap- 
pointment of three Army officers to investigate the arsenal’ grounds on 
the Pacific coast and at Rock Island, Ill., and ascertain whether they 
are proper sites for the location of gun foundries. 

The Government owns valuable grounds and buildings at Indian- 
apolis, and that city should not be excluded without a The 
arsenal grounds and buildings at Indianapolis are very valuable and 
can easily be converted into buildings for manufacturing purposes. 
The central location of Indianapolis, her railroad facilities, her prox- 
imity to the natural-gas and block-coal fields give to her an advantage 
in these particulars over any other city in the West for the location ot 
a gun factory. 

I have here a communication addressed to the of the Treas- 
ury by Major Comly, now stationed at the arsenal at Indianapolis, an 
extract from which will give some idea of the importance of that location: 

Asa centerin int of railways, Indian: lis 
in the country TRA for distributing orneamontnionn aape aon ponthat ini toe 
West. Its facilities for reaching by direct lines all important points in the West 
and South—such points as would naturally be used for the concentration of 
troops in the event of war—are unequaled, and give it very marked advantages 
as a point of storage for ordnance supplies. The pro: owned by the De- 
partment here is valuable, well located, and finely adapted tothe purposes of an 
arsenal of deposit and repair, and for manufacturing purposes as well, should 
it at avy time in the future become necessary for the Department toso employ it. 

All that Indianapolis desires is simply to be included in this investi- 
gation. Whatever the commission may report, Indianapolis will, of 
course, be willing to abide by. If they say that Rock Island is the 
proper place for the location of this foundry, that is only to the greater 
advantage of that city. If they say that Indianapolis is a better lo- 
cation for the same, Rock Island ought not to have it. I can see no 
reason why Indianapolis or any number of cities shonld be excluded 
from this investigation. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr, Chairman, I want to make a single observation 
in reply to the two gentlemen from Indiana [ Messrs. CHEADLE and By- 


num]. If gentlemen will notice this bill it carries in round numbers 
a million dollars for the erection of a south wing of the factory 
and the furnishing of tools at Watervliet, N. Y. There already 


been a large amount of money expended in the erecting a center and 
a north wing there, and providing them with tools for a gun factory. 
The committee, after consideration, recommend the erection of this 
sonth wing, the intention being at this time to utilize the factory al- 
ready provided at Watervliet and buildup the gun factory so that guns 
can be constructed there in considerable quantities, 8, 10, 12, and even 
16 inch guns. 

Mr. SAYERS, If the gentleman will permit me I will state that 
this bill does not provide for the construction of any 16-inch gun. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe it does not, but still there will be suffi- 
cient buildings and tools and capacity to admit of their being con- 
structed there hereafter. But Ido not care anything about that further 
than the reference I have made toit. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions, after investigation, were of the opinion that for the purposes of 
the Government at this time the factory at Watervliet was sufficient, 
at least during the present experimental stage. But the Government 
also owns an arsenal and a factory in California, at Benicia, a very de- 
sirable place perhaps for a gun factory, 3,000 miles away. The Goy- 
ernment also owns on the Mississippi River, at Rock Island, a mag- 
nificent island and a great arsenal, which has already cost in round 
numbers thirteen or fourteen millions, with many shops, with railroad 

rtation, with the great river which leads to the Gulf. 

It is thought by many people connected with the Army, and by man 
who are not so connected, that Benicia, on the Pacific coast, and Rock. 
Island, where the Government already has this great establishment, 
ought, in the early fature, to be utilized for gun factories as well as 
for other purposes. I do not know whether they ought to be so util- 
ized or not; but there are these great establishm eat and there is the 
location, and the committee thought proper, with all the representa- 
tions that were made to it and with all the information it had, to au- 
thorize the President to appoint these three Army officers, ‘‘ who shall 
inquire into the facilities for producing steel forgings for high-power 
guns at or near the Pacific, and in the vicinity of Rock Island arsenal, 
and the advisability of erecting a gun factory for finishing,” ete. The 
committee have brought in this amendment in good faith, for the rea- 
sons I have stated. Now, if it is to be amended by Indian- 
apolis, where the Government does own some ground, to be sure, but 
where there are no buildings of any value—— 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman is mistaken as to the buildings. 

Mr. CANNON, Ifitis to be amended in that way, then with greater 
propriety you might insert Chicago, which is rapidly becoming the 
great center for the production of steel and iron; you might insert Cairo; 
you might insert St. Louis, and I see my good-natured friend across 
the way [Mr. TARSNEY ] who, I haveno doubt, would be glad to have 
Kansas City inserted; but by such amendments the purpose of the 
amendment reported by the committee would been y changed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. CHEADLE]. 

Mr. BYNUM, I move to strike out the last word. 

I desire simply to say, in reply to the gentleman from Illinois, that 
we are not insisting upon anything here. We have not been heard be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations, and no friend of Indiana was 
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on that committee, while Illinois and California were both represented. 
We were not called before the committee to present the claims of In- 

dianapolis, All that we ask now is that we may be heard, so that 
when this commission goes out it will invention the advantages of 
Indiana as well-as of these other points, 

Mr, CANNON. But why should not the advantages of other cities 
be inv: as well? 

Mr. BYNUM. I think that would be perfectly proper. In locating 
a navy-yard we have never pursued orp tensed of limiting the persons 
authorized to select a site to any parti points, but they have been 
sent out to scan the whole coast and select the best point; and I think 
it would be entirely proper to let this commission go out without any 
instructions at all and let them select the most favorable location. I 
would be willing to let them go out to investigate all the leading Ponts 
St. Louis, Kansas City, Lonisville, Indianapolis, Rock Island. I think 
that would be entirely proper and fair; but as no other city is making 
a contest here we have been satisfied to present the claims of our own 
city, leaving it to other gentlemen to present theirs. 

Mr, CANNON. In justice to the committee reporting this amend- 
ment, it is proper to remind gentlemen that the Government already 
owns the Rock Island arsenal, has already spent $13,000,000 there, and 
has its post there and its shops. 

Mr. BYNUM. Then it is a bad place to sink any more money, if it 
has already cost $13,000,000, 

Mr. CANNON. Itis far better to utilize the situation and the plant 
that we have there than it would be to select a new place where the 
Government has neverspentadollar. But, Mr. Chairman, thisamend- 
ment does not require the expenditure to be made; it simply provides 
for investigation and a report. 

Mr. BYNUM. That is the very reason we are insisting on this 
amendment. On the Indianapolis grounds there is a large warehouse, 
large enough for this manufacture. It would only be necessary to im- 
prove it and put in the machinery. 

The CHAIRMAN, The matin. tr cl DS aonni of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to strike out the last word. Isimply 
want to say in reply to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ] 
that if Rock Island possesses so many special advantages for this fac- 
tory he ought not to oppose the amendment I have offered, because, 
if the facilities there are so superior to those of Indianapolis, Iam sure 
that a committee of competent officers, selected, as they will be, by 
the President, will find in favor of Rock Island; but, if the Govern- 
ment of the United States proposes to go into the business of Govern- | char 
ing these steel forgings, then I ask that the advarftages, if any, which 
Indianapolis possesses may be considered by the committee to be se- 
lected for the purpose of investigating and reporting upon that question. 

I afirm—and no man can deny the proposition—that the 
of the past few years has shown that in the uction of the finer 
qualities of steel there is no fuel known that compare with gas. I 
trust therefore that this amendment will prevail. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move a further amendment, which is necessary 
to complete that just voted upon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “arsenal,” in line 2, page 8, the words “or 
at the Indianapolis arsenal,” 

Mr. BYNUM. This amendment simply completes the amendment 
previously adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, without further time, I desire 
to submit certain communications addressed me by the Chief of Ord- 
nance, and also a clipping from a newspaper of authority in 
the matter of ordnance. They show the cost attending the manufact- 
ure of heavy ordnance, ammunition, and firing. 


ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., January 25, 1890. 
By Dear Sır: In response to your inquiries of the 23d instant, I have the 
honor to submit the following tables: 


STEEL GUNS, 


STEEL GUNS. 


Estimated 
combat Weight of | Cost of 
powder | powder 
charge. | charge. 


$287.50 256 $3.00 
500.00 440 5.00 

790.00 700 10, 00 

1,185.00 1,040 15.00 
2315.00 030 2.00 
500 -T0 

500 1.00 


The column, “life of gun," indicates the estimated number of rounds before 
the gun requires che yarn Afterit is relined it uires a new lease of life. 
No seacoast carriages for high-power steel guns have been man 
Med ep og E qaeriaen no estimates of cost can be furnished until the approved types 
have been gwen henge upon; 20-inch and 16-inch guns if constructed wou 
be mounted in turrets, The estimated cost of a panies for two 16inch guns a 
ay hcg the Board on Fortifications or other Defenses in theirreportas atleast 
0 
There is no means of determining the amount of deterioration in dollars and 
cents of the gun from one firing. 
No rifled gun of — = any other metal, of a greater caliber than 18 inches, 
exists, and none are so far as known, 
The other data cal aby seaport rinted in appendices to Notes on Estimates for 
Armament of Fortifications, which will be sent to you early next week. 


‘ually, 
z 8. V. BENÉT, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 
Hon. Josern D. SAYERS, 
Member 


Subcommittee on Fortifications, 
s House of Representatives. 


ORDSANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., Prin 23, isgo. 
I have the honor to 


After relining, the do tile EOE SOE 
aiken wikiah hay Can DA velined 


battering charges, a second and a third time. 
On account rotten the relatively amali used anal the conseq greatly 
diminished erosive effect of the powder, the life of mortars Epi probably greatiy 
exceed the conservative estimate of 500 rounds given in cay puuphien letter, and 
it is thought that they will not require relining. The to be used for 
the 10-inch, 12-inch, and ld4-inch guns are of three kinds bar- 
bette, and casemate. The cost of an Elswick 10-inch ame irrena poaa disap- 


pearing carriage is given at $17,500, No disappearing has eae E on 
kaads be a rified gan of er caliber than 10 inches. It is 

some of our oe and I4-ineh guns on qua disappearing carriages, which 
are merely raised and lowered b which are prop- 
bar ages mer ae their cost. 

to be about 814,000 and for 12inch and inch carriages the P Š prico would probar 

o bea , and for pee wo 
biy be about $17,500 end $23 000 vely. Cyne eg 


expensive of all, and the intention is to use feng og for 2inch guns only, 

mates for a 12-inch of this kind will shortly be procured An ADA. 

The cost will pobang not be less than $35,000. ref to 12-inch seacoast mortar 

rie i the English firm of Easton & Anderson will contract for them in quan- 

tities at $6,000 apiece, while Whitworth holds his Canet 12-inch mortar 

at $10,000 apiece when made in quantities. The above carri manufactured 

in this Se a — 50 per —- mek for some opaa calibers, and for 

na ate ps 75 per cent. more. eir endurance, w) hen properly constructed. 
be practically considered as unlimited. S 


py a a a better idea of the probable of gun carriages will be obtained 
from the f following table, though it must be remembered that the data at hand 
are so meager that the estimates of cost can not be called even approximate: 


Cost of seacoast carriages of American manufacture, 


Caliber of guns. 


‘Twelve-inch mortar carriages, $12,000 to $15,000, according to type. 
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The deli of steel for forgings red from the Bethlehem Iron Com- 
pany, wader he fortifications act of Brimob 22, 1883, will be as follows: 


Sinch | 10-inch | 12-inch 
Date. guns, | guns, guns, 
sets, sets. sets, 


ota isse crestneoeeeetengteroeerennentnrerttesenrteretane reee] 23 j A | 


The deliveries will be completed by December 1, 1893. The progress to be 
peg cme in finishing and assembling of the guns at Watervliet arsenal will be 
as ows: 


Date. inch. | 10-inch, | 12-inch. Remarks, 
December 1, 1891 Bi ASE SE 
December 1, 1892...... 9 3 1 |) Provided the additional sum 
December 1, 17 5 3 of $165,000 estimated for is 
December 1, 1894 3 = E appropriated, 


If the south wing is erected all can be completed in 1894; otherwise the twenty- 
three Sinch, twenty-four 10-inch, and fifteen 12-inch guns will be completed by 


December 1, 1895, 
The De ent has met with unexpected delays in procuring the machine 
tools for the n 


ew gun factory, which will reduce the output of finished guns for 
the first few years caederially. The deliveries of all the large gun lathes will 
not be completed until 1894; the production of these large tools in this country 
is very slow work. But it emphasizes the importance of making immediately 
available the appropriations for completing t n factory and procuring the 
nery asked for in the annual estimates of the Department. It 
‘will require at least a year to erect the south wing of the gun factory. As re- 
spects its equipment the small machines could be procu within a year, but 
for the large lathes from three to four years would be required. 

‘The prompt passage of the fortifications bill with the proviso that a)l the items 
of riation touching the a and oe of the gun factory 
shail made immediately available would materially assist in procuring neo- 
essary manufacturing facilities with as little delay as possible, and I earnestly 
recommend such action on the part of Congress. 

a further appropriation for steel forgings. say $1,500,000, I think it 
would be wise to make such an appropriation. It might result in the develop- 
ment of a second steel-making establishment in our country capable of ho: 
ae os forgings for largeguns. Such a result is quite probable and certainly 
very nae not only for economic reasons as res; the cost of steel guns, 
but for procuring the armament required for coast defense at a more rapid rate. 
Under present conditions the armament of the coast promises to be a very slow 
and lengthy operation. Several manufacturers should be engaged in the pro- 
duction of the steel and larger facilities should be provided for assembling and 
finishing k guns. If the forgings should be delivered more rapidly than they can 
be worked up by the Departmen of the work could be given out at con- 
tract to private manufacturers. whole question will be more fully dis- 
cussed in a memorandum now being prepared for your committee. 


Sa = S. V. BENET, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 
Hon. J. D. SAYERS, 
House of Representatives, 


LIFE OF HEAVY GUNS. 


- It is stated that a 110-ton Armstrong gun has bent during test, says the Engi- 
neer, from which we take the follo ng particulars regardin, the life of heavy 
guns: It that the 110-ton gun—i6} inches—will fire © ord rounds, 
after which the gun is unfit for service. The 67-ton gun, 13} inches, wiil fire 127 
rounds, and the 45-ton gun, 12 ce regia eas fire 150 rounds, after which these 
are absolutely unfit for service. e cost of the 110-ton gun is £16,500, the 

-ton gun, £10,900, and the 45-ton gun, £6,300. Thus the cost of the 110-ton gun 
alone will be for each discharge of shot £174, for the 67-ton gun £86, and for the 
45-ton £43, The cost of a single round for material alone for the 110-ton gun 


$ ad 
7 0 0 
8&8 0 0 
300 
Deterioration of gun (life of gun taken at 95 rounds)... 174 0 0 
Total net cost of each round......sesee cseverserneenreenes ensnesrersemansnnenenes 327 0 0 
For the 67-ton gun: 
£ s d, 
520 pounds Of powder ....ss.esisisessresresssesssesstss sunteseseeeenessens cessano sesgsh so bus 4010 0 
ounds of projectile. 5510 0 
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The 67-ton gun would penetrate 27 inches of wrought-iron at 1,000 yards, and 


the 45-ton gun would penetrate 20 inches of wrought-iron at the same distance, 


Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that all members may have 
leave to print remarks on this bill, 
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There being no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. BREWER. I move now that the committee rise and report this 
bill favorably to the House. 

Mr. CANNON, I suggest that the gentleman modify his motion so 
as to provide that the bill be laid aside to be reported with a favorable 
recommendation. I wish to call up another bill on the Calendar, 

Mr. BREWER. Very well; I modify my motion as suggested by the 
gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with a favorable recommendation ? 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 


NATIONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK. 


Mr. CANNON. I desire now to call up the bill (S, 2284) for the or- 
ganization, improvement, and maintenance of the National Zoological 

ark, 

The Clerk having completed the first reading of the bill— 

Mr. CANNON. I now ask that the bill be read by phs or 
sections for amendment and debate under the eniran. 

The CHAIRMAN, No general debate being desired, the bill will 
now be read by paragraphs for amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
America in Congress assembled, That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, ou! 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise aonaran f for the organization, 
improvement, and maintenance of the National Zoological Park, to be ex- 
pandsa under the direction of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, the 
‘ollowing sums of money: 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Appropriations to 
the pending paragraph were read, as follows: 

Strik t “th d hi tof 
Seabury not aerate. appropriated" ana gota pbs halt or the pia 
ing sums named, respectively, is hereby Keres out of any money in the 

ry not otherwise appropriated, and the other half out of the revenues 

of the District of Columbia.” 

At the end of the paragraph strike out the words “the following sums of 


money ” and insert the wo! “and tobe drawn on their requisition and dis- 
bursed by the disbursing officer for said institution.” 


Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker, the amendments which have just 
been read, and which are recommended by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, explain themselves. Their effect is to provide that one-half the 
money appropriated by the bill for the improvement of this park shall 
come from the revenues of the District of Columbia and the other half 
from the Treasury of the United States. They further provide that the 
money shall be drawn on requisition of the regents of the Smithso- 
— Institution, ang disbursed by the disbursing officer for that institu- 

on. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Which park does this refer to? 

Mr. CANNON. The Zoological Park. 

The question being taken, the amendments were agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the shelter of animals, $15,000. 

For shel s, fences, and inclosures, and other provisions for the 
custody of animals, $9, 

For repairs to the Holt mansion, to make the same suitable for occupancy, 
and for office furniture, hr be 

ro creation of art 1 ponds and other provisions for aquatic animals, 

‘or water supply, sewe 
ks, 


For aaia ore atone na d sundry incidental expe: 
‘orm eous supplies, mate: and sun cidental expenses not 
otherwise provided for. $5,000. 

For current expenses, rracen bd maintenance of collections, food supplies, 
salaries of all necessary employés, and the acquisition and transportation of 


$37,000, 

Sno. 2. That the National Zoological Park is hereby placed under the direc- 
tion of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, who are authorized to trans- 
fer to it any living specimens, whether of animals or plants, now or hereafter in 
their charge, to accept gifts for the park at their discretion, in the name of the 
United States, to make exchanges of specimens,and to administer the said 
Zoological Park for the advancement of science and the instruction and recrea- 
tion of the people. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations was 
read, as follows: 

After the words ‘‘ United States,” in the sixth line of section 2, insert “and of 
the District of Columbia,” 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Appropriations 
in reporting this bill recommended the adoption of the amendment 
justread. Since the presentation of the report I have arrived at the 
opinion (not king for the committee) that the amendment should 
not be adopted. It is urged, and with some force, as it seems to me, 
by parties who represent the Smithsonian Institution, that gifts ofani- 
mals and other valuable donations to the Zoological Park would prob- 
ably be made more readily, if received in the name of the United 


States than if accepted in the name ofthe United States and of the Dis- 


trict of Columbia. As this peoneriy was bought by the joint revenues 
of the United States and of the District and is to be conducted and 
maintained by their joint contributions, there can be no doubt that any 
which may be made will inure to the benefit of the park, while, 
y rejecting the amendment, we may relieve the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution from some embarrassmentin this matter, Therefore, while sub- 
mitting the amendment by direction of the committee, I express my 
individual opinion that it is advisable it should not be adopted. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to express my concurrence in the view of 
the gentleman from Illinois that this amendment should not be adopted. 
The question being taken, the amendment was rejected, 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3, That the heads of Executive Departments of the Government are 
hereby authorized and directed to cause to be rendered all necessary and prac- 
oe aid to the said Regenis in the acquisition of collections for the 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
the last word. I desire only to say that I vote for this bill in its present 
shape because I think a bill for the maintenance of this park ought to 
pass; bnt I believe that before the park is two years old Congress will con- 
clude that a national park ought not to be madea District park. The 
committee has amended the bill so as to make it local and narrow. 
But, rather than have no park, I am in favor of this bill. I hope to 
have an opportunity, perhaps at the next session, to vote in favor of 
making this a national park in accordance with the title of this bill. 
I rye, ea the pro forma amendment. : 

Mr. CANNON. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the Chair, Mr. PAyson reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under 
consideration the bill (S. 2284) for the organization, maintenance, and 
improvement of the National Zoological Park and the bill (H, R. 
8391) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- 
fense, -for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for 
other purposes, and had directed him to report the same back with 
sundry amendments, 

FORTIFICATION BILL, 


The House took up for consideration the bill (H. R. 8391) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the 
armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes, 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union with amendments. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. BREWER. I move the amendments be concurred in. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
` Mr. BREWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

NATIONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union was the bill (S. 2284) for the organization, 
improvement, and maintenance of the National Zoological Park. 

he amendments were read and agreed to, and the bill as amended was 
ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read a third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. HATCH demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 33, 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point no quorum has voted, as I regard 
this bill as such an outrage upon the tax-payers of the country—— 

The SPEAKER. This is not open to debate. 

Mr. HATCH. The previous question has not been ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman knows this is not open to debate. 
n ee HOLMAN. Iask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 

ill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 66, not 
voting 146; as follows: 


YEAS—116. 
Adams, Clancy, Hall, Mı 
Allen, Mich. Clark, Wis. Harmer, MeAdoo, 
Anderson, Kans, Clements, Hayes, McCarthy, 
Anderson, Miss, Cogswell, Hemphill, McClammy, 
Andrew, Coleman, Henderson, Iowa McComas, 
Baker, Conger, Hermann, McCord, 
Ban Connell, Hill, McKenna, 
Bayne, Cooper, Ohio Hitt, McKinley, 
Borga, Cutcheon, Kelley, Moore, N. H. 
Boo Dalzell Kerr, lowa orey, 
Boutelle, Dibble. Kinsey, Morrow, 
Bowden, Dingley, La Folleite, Morse, 
Breckinridge, Ky. ery, Laidlaw, Mudd, 
Brewer, Dorsey, Lansing, Mutchler, 
Brickner, Dunnell, Lawler, Oates, 
Campbell, Dunphy, Laws, O'Donnell, 
Candler, Mass. Featherston, 5 Payne, 
Cannon, Flick, Lehlbach, Perkins, 
Carter, Gear, Lewis, Peters, 
Caswell, Gest, Lind, 
Cheadle, Gibson, Magner, A 
Chipman, Grout, r Quinn, 


Reilly, Townsend, Colo. Wheeler, Mich. 
burn, Simon Townsend, Pa. Wickham, 

Rusk, Smith, W. Va, Tracey, ilkinson, 

Sanford, Sm s Turner, Kans. Williams, Ohio 

Sawyer, Hama fovea Vandever, Wilson, =r 

Sayers, Stump, Walker, Mass. ilson, 

Scull, Taylor, E, B. Wheeler, Wilson, W. Va, 

NAYS—66, 

Abbott, Ellis, Lester, Va. Skinner, 
Barn ? Fithian, Marca d Slows k Gia 
es, , Ind. ewart, 
Barwig, Forney, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Tex. 

Bland, Fowler McClellan, Stone, Ky. 
Blount Geissenbainer, McCreary, Sweney, 
Broo! Goodnight, McRae, Tarsney, 
Buchanan, Va. Hatch, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Bunn, Haugen, organ, Turner, 
Bynum, Henderson, II. Parrett, Walker, Mo, 
uth, Holman, Paynter, Whiting, 
Clarke, Ala, Kerr, Ps. Payson, ike, 
bb, gore, Peel, Williams, Ill, 
Covert, Y, Pierce, Wilson, Mo, 
Cummings, e, Reed, Iowa Wise. 
Edmunds, Lanham rs, 
Eliott, Lester, Ga. Rowland, 
` NOT VOTING—146. 
Alderson Cowles, Knapp, Scranton 
Allen, Miss, Craig, Lodge, Seney, ` 
Arnold, Crain, McCormick, Shively, 
Atkinson, Pa. Crisp, McMillin, Snider, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Culberson, Tex. Miles, Spinola, 
rtine, Culbertson, Pa. Milliken, pooner, 
Beckwith, n, Mills, StahInecker, 
Belden, Darlington, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Belknap, Davidson, Moore, Tex. Stewart, Vt. 
Biga, Do Haven, Morrili, Stivers, 
ngham Lano, ringhaus, Stockbrid, 
chard, Dolliver, Norton, Stockdale” 
Evans, Nute, Stone, Mo, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Farquhar, O'Neall, Ind. Taylor, Til. 
rec n PN or, 
Brosius, Finley, O'Neil, Mass. Taylor, J.D. 
Brower, Fite O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, 
Brown, J. B. Flood, sborne, Tho 
Browne, T. M. Flower, Outhwaite, Thompson, 
Browne, Va. Forman, Owen, Ind, ‘Tillman. 
Brunner, Frank, Owens, Ohio Turner, N. T 
Bı J. Funston, Penington, Turpin 
Buckalew, Gifford, erry, Van Schai 
Bull ý Phelan, Venable, 
Burrows, Grimes, Pickler, ‘ade, 
B terwroeth, eniconsh Gres bush, Wallace, ; 
atterw ugh, en ‘al N. Y. 
Caldwell, s Raines, Washin; à 
Candler, Ga. Haynes, Randall, Mass, Watson, 
Carlisle, eard, Randall, Pa, Whitthorne, 
Carlton, Henderson, N. ©. Ray, Wiley, 
Catchings, Ri n, Willcox, 
Cheatham, Hooker, Rife, Wright, 
Clunie, Hopkins, Robertson, Y: ey, 
Comstock, ouk, Rockwell, Yoder. 
Cooper, Ind. Kennedy, Rowell, 
Cothran, Ketcham, Russell, 
So the bill was passed. 


The following ppe were announced until further notice: 
Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. WADE with Mr. NORTON. 
Mr. Evans with Mr. PERRY. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. FoRMAN. 
Mr. KENNEDY with Mr. YODER. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON, 
Mr. Post with Mr. Jason B. BROWN. 
Mr, BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 
Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. TURPIN. 
Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 
Mr. FLoop with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. _ 
Mr. DE LANO with Mr. CoTHRAN. 
Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. BLANCHARD. 
Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. CATCHINGS. 
Mr. STIVERS with Mr. RICHARDSON. 
x METATA of Tennessee, with Mr, O'NEALL, of Indiana, until 
pri 
Mr. MORRILL with Mr. HEARD, for April 1 and 2, 
Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moone, of Texas, until next Monday, 
Mr. Houx with Mr. MCMILLIN, for April 1 and 2. 
The following were paired for the rest of the day: 
Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. CARLISLE. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. Crary. 
Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts, with O'NEIL, of Massachusetts, 
Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. TILLMAN. ; 
Mr. MILES with Mr. HOOKER. 
Mr. Buiss with Mr, CLUNIE. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE with Mr. VENABLE 
Mr. FARQUHAR with Mr. BucKALEW, 


Mr. FRANK with Mr. GRIMES. = 


Mr. Watson with Mr. SHIVELY. 
Mr, KETCHAM with Mr. DAVIDSON. 
Mr, Rrre with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. PENINGTON. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. 

Mr. SPooNER with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. HARE, 

Mr. Morrrrr with Mr, MILLS. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. SrocKDALE. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My colleague [Mr. RICHARDSON] is detained 
from the House by sickness. I also desire, porn sare to withdraw 
my vote. I voted in the negative, but am with my colleague 
[Mr. Hovx] on this question. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paa; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

2. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the without amendment, of a bill (H. R. 7025) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent 
censuses,” approved March 1, 1889. 

lt further announced the passage of a bill and joint resolution of the 
following tities; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 389) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are in- 
capacitated for the performance of labor, and providing for pensions to 
widows, minor children, and d dent ts; and 
- Joint resolution (H. Res. 136) for the relief of sufferers in the Mis- 
sissippi Valley. T 

It further announced that the Senate still further insisted on its 
amendment to the bill (H. RB. 7496) to provide for certain of the most 


_ urgent deficiencies in the appropriation for the fiseal year ending June 
30, 1890, and for other had agreed to the conference asked for, 
and had appointed Mr. B, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr, COCKRELL as 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BOUTELLE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a 
bili (H. R. 8909) a iations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to reserve the points 
of order on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. All the points of order will be reserved. 

NATIONAL BANKING. 


Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts, Mr, Speaker, I do not desire to 
detain the House further than to ask unanimous consent to print a brief 
explanatory statement of the provisions of the bill (H. R. 8897) pro- 
posing a national banking system, which I have to-day introduced in 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. A there objection to the request of the gentleman 

usetts 


objection. 
Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Mr. § , to illustrate the 
working of banks to-day under the existing law, I peve Daa 
the following statement to accompany the draughtof the bill I present 
to establish a national banking code. Whatis said of the banks named 
is true of banks the country over, and each bank can out for 
itself the results in its own case should the code proposed be adopted : 


Number of banks, the amount of their capital, bonds deposited to sccure cir- 
culation, circulation outstanding, net deposits, and reserve held of the na- 
tional banks having $100,000 capital or less in the States of Missouri, 
Hinnesota, Georgia, Tennessee, Pennsylvania, and Massachusetts, as 
shown by their reports of condition at the close of business on December 


10, 309, 100 | 9,035,307 | 63, 665, 879 


The bonds owned by these banks of the par value of $10,309,100 


would costa premium to-day at 24 per cent. per annum, or $2,474,184. 

It will be seen that they were entitled to receive circulating notes 
to the amount of $242,883 more than they have taken. They are en- 
titled to receive 90 per cent. of their par value in ci notes, or 
$9,278,190; but no banking business can be safely done mta re- 
demption fund for its notes and a reserve fund also. 


The note-redemption fund required by the Government is 5 per 
cent. on their circulation, or $463,909.50, which deducted from their 
circulating notes leaves available to them only $3,814,280.50. Itcomes 
tothis, then, that the banks are obliged to pay for that amount of cur- 
rency notes, at 24 per cent. premium on their United States bonds, their 
price in the market to-day, $12,783,284. 


The banks get interest on the par value of the $10,309,- 
100 bonds held by them, at 4 per cent----.-.------ $412, 364. 00 
Interest on $8,814,280.50 circulation, at 6 per cent --- 528, 856. 83 
Total possible income on bonds and currency notes. — 941, 220.83 
The banks lose on $12,783,284, price of 
bonds, at 6 per cent ----------------- $766, 997. 04 
Tax of 1 per cent. per annum on its cur- 
rency notes, $9,278,190 ........------ 92, 781. 90 
Yearly loss on premium paid.---------- #236, 149. 00 
Redemption charges------------------- 9, 510. 14+-1, 105, 438. 08 
Annual net Joss to all banks named ----------- 164, 217. 25 


That is to say, that notwithstanding the Government pays to these 
banks 4 per cent. per annum upon the bonds it compels the banks to 
buyin order to secure $9,278,190 in promissory currency notes to circu- 
late as money, the banks still lose, on a basis of a 6 per cent. rate of inter- 
est, 1} cents on every dollar of currency notes they get from the Govern- 
ment, which an individual banker would save, or over 6 mills per cent. 
per annum on their total capital. 

The banks throughout the country are now calling for a 2 per cent. 
fifty-year bond, upon which to secure circulation. Their currency ac- 
count would then be as follows: 
$10,309,100 of bonds, at 2 per cent.....-....--.-----.- 
$8,814, 280.50 currency notes, at 6 per cent-_------.--.- 


Total possible income on bonds and currency notes 735, 038, 83 


$10,309,100 cost of bonds, at 6 per cent... $618, 546. 00 
Tax ofl percent, on$9,278,190currencynotes 92,781.90 
Redemption charges._.-~....------------ 9,510. 14 
720, 838. 04 
Yearly gain on circulating notes _..--..--..----- 14. 200. 79 


But by continuing the present system, using either the4 per cent. at 
their price or the 2 per cent. if one were issued, the principle 
of sound banking is violated. It is wasteful beyond the thought of 

who have not critically examined the system, or rather the 
want of system, of the United States. 

If currency notes are made to cost more than their normal price in 
the end it comes out of the people. Banking is as necessary in the 
conduct of the business of the country as is the means of transporta- 
tion. If railroads are made to cost more than is necessary, the people 
are compelled to pay higher freight charges and are also hindered from 
putting their capital into railroads, to their great loss. Soif the free 
loaning of the capital put into banks is hindered by the circulating 
notes of banks called money, which are proper and n to the 
banks in loaning the capital of the banks, being made to cost bank 
an exorbitant price, the people having capital to loan are hindered from 
putting their capital into banking and people borrowing the capi- 
tal of the bank are made to pay a high price for the capital they bor- 


row. 

Instead of the banks named losing by the present system, over a 
proper system of issuing currency bank notes on their 4 per cent. bonds, 
only $164,217.25 they really lose about $1,229,765.39, or at the rate of 
about 4} per cent. on their capital, in an unwise system of providing 
currency notes for the use of these banks. This is an utter waste, and 
comes out of the people by a system of banking more costly than that 
ofany other christian country, 

By the system which is embodied in the proposed banking code which 
I herewith present the banks named would be entitled to receive cur- 
rency notes, practically as safe to the holders of them as those now is- 
sued on United States bonds, to the amount of $22,893,745, and the 
nema ooa account, computed as in the other cases, would be as fol- 

ows: 
$22,893,745 of currency notes at 6 per cent. ---------- $1, 373, 624. 70 
The banks would lose at the same rate of 

interest as a 2 per cent. bond on circula- 

tion of $4,578,749, bought of the United 


States Treasurer at 2 per cent-...--._- $91, 574. 98 
Redemption charges.-.-.....-.-..--.... 23, 351. 62 
114, 926. 60 
Annual saving to the banks and the people.-..._..___ 1, 258, 698.10 
in banking under the proposed bill. 
This is not a sum ‘‘ given to the banks.” It is a sum of which they 


are now deprived and to which they are justly entitled. 
This loss is made up of loss of use, and therefore loss of interest,upon 


*English table of annuities. Jones on Annuities, volume 1, 


~ f ts 


1890. 
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\a considerable part of the capital originally paid -into the banks by 
their owners, which they received for their farms, or or mer- 
chandise they sold to get the capital to form the bank, and of its depos- 
itors, namely: P 


$18,314,996 in coin or lawful money in their reserye 
fund at 6 per cent, per annum 
Interest on the 5 per cent. note redemption fund in the 
hands of the Treasurer of the United States of $463,- 


$1, 098,899. 76 


909,50 at 6 per cent. soos 5 ss <i eae 27, 834. 57 
Total interest on actual capital the banks own that is 
tied up under the present system -..__...--------. 1, 126, 734. 33 


There will be, however, a loss to the banks under the code which can 
only be justified upon the principle that the Government has a right 
to impose a tax upon them. 

This annual loss to the banks will be in the nature of a tax upon the 
circulation the banks would get under the proposed banking code, of 
about 4 mills per annum in loss of 2 per cent. annually on the money 
bought of the United States Treasurer. 

This matter is of prime importance to the people, for there is no one 
thing more necessary to secure to working people their fair share of the 
products of a country without excessive tribute to middle men than a 
circulating medium, uniform and unvarying in value. Men in mid- 
dle life can not realize the great loss that came to producers and con- 
sumers in this.country from the imperfect monetary system that existed 
in the United States for fifty years prior to 1863. 

Exchanges during toat ens were as high as 10 per cent. between 
Chicago and Boston, and this great expense of making money exchanges 
in exchanging products came out of the consumer, who at the same time 
is the producer of the country, and went into the pockets of middle men. 
Ex are now made between the most remote parts of the country 
practically without cost, which is all in the interest of the consumer. 

Our present banking system, while the best this country ever saw, 
is enormously expensive, and it can not continue mach longer with- 
out some means is devised for continuing its excellences remedy- 
ing its defects. The banking bill which I have prepared is intended to 
furnish the cheapest possible circulating medium for the use of the 
people, costing them the least possible sum for its use, and that is at 
the same time safe and auros 

It proposes to release all the United States bonds now held by the 
banks so that the United States Government may buy them at the 
cheapest rate—at their normal and natural price in the market—with- 
out any fictitious price being given to them by the requirement that 
national banks shal! hold them to secure their currency notes. 

The bill proposes that the banks shall, in place of the bonds, de- 

it United States notes, coin, or coin certificates for the circulat- 
ing notes of the bank to the extent of 10 per cent. of its capital for as- 
sociations having a capital of $250,000 or less, and for those whose 
capital exceeds $250,000 to the extent of $25,000; that these notes, 
upon the insolvency or expiration of the charter of the bank, shall be 
redeemed by the Treasurer of the United States in coin or coin certifi- 
eates, and confers upon him the right to sell bonds for coin to redeem 
such notes. Practically the redemption of these notes will never be 
required. 

Secondly. That the bank shall have the right to issue notes to an 
amount not to exceed its coin or coin-certificate reserve, as determined 
from time to time by the Comptroller of the Currency; that the notes 
issued redeemable by the bank and not by the Treasurer of the United 
States shall differ in color and in the affirmation printed upon them 
from the notes received from and to be redeemed by the United States 
Treasurer, with provisions for their payment in case of the insolvency 
of the bank that assure their final payment. 

Of the money deposited with the Treasurer for circulation 90 per 
cent, shall be used for the redemption and destruction of United States 
notes to that amount, the notes issued under the bill taking their place; 
that 10 per cent. be set aside in coin or coin certificates for the redemp- 
‘tion of the notes of each bank; that all the’provisions of law now ex- 
isting for supervision and control of banks are retained. 

The provisions of this bill make the bank equally as secure and the 
redemption of its circulating promissory notes equally certain with the 
present system and at the same time save to the people the interest on 
the lawful money held in the redemption aceounts which under any 
other system is lost to the people. The coin held by the Government 
outside of the banking system of the country is so much capital held 
out of practical use, and the interest upon that amount of capital is lost 
to the country, while coin to the amount necessary to safety, held in 
the system in its reserve account, is represented in the circu- 
lating medium of the country, as is the case in every christian country 
excepting the United States, 

In the latter case there is no advantage to the people in the amount 
of coin held by the Government. In the case of the banks holding it, 
with the right to issue notes to the same amount, the coin performs two 
offices: it ministers to the safety of the banking system of the country, 
which it can not do while in the Treasury of the United States, and 
also is represented in the currency notes of the banks, 


‘The $621,000,000, more or less, of coin now inthe United States 
Treasury is a certain loss to the people, at 4 per cent. per annum in- 
terest, of over $24,000,000 per annum, and this loss is not lessened by 

ing certificates that circulate for money among the people, because 
if these certificates were issued by the banks as bank promissory cur- 
rency notes, representing coin held by the banks, it makes coin a part of 
the monetary system of the country and performs the two offices named. 
When held in the United States it is no more a of the 
monetary system of the country than it would be if it were held in 
other countries or held by an individual. 

If it is said the people of the United States do not lose this $24,000,000 
beeause the Government has certificates for it in circulation, then the 
banks lose it, and the money gotten out of the banks, in loans by the 
people, costs the people that much more in interest charged by the banks 
than they would pay if the banks held this amount of coin as a part of 
the monetary system of the country and issued notes upon it instead of 
the Government. The people are, therefore, justified in their com- 
plaints of the banking system, A bank owes to-the community in 
which it exists and the country that charters it two offices which it 
ought not to be released from performing. 

e first is to furnish circulating notes to answer for the checks, 
drafts, bills of exchange, etc., for the common people, and, secondly, to 
hold a sufficient amount of coin to measure the value of products ex- 
changed in the country by settling balances between the banks with it. 
No monetary system ought to be allowed to exist that does not do 
thesetwothings. To furnishasafe deposit forsuch capital of individuals 
as they do not at that time need and lend the same to other individ- 
nals who do need it at that time is not enough, Finally, no more su- 
poteoa aoko or burdens should be imposed upon banks than ex- 
perience proved, not theory has suggeested, is absolutely necessary 
to their proper safety and service of the people. 

- PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO IDAHO BILL. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. , I desire to ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the RECORD the amendments which the minority will 
prance Sead bill for the admission of Idaho is presented for con- 

Ta! 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the amendments will 
be printed, as requested by the gentleman from Missouri. 

‘There was no objection. 

The amendments are as follows: 


Amendments gk? = “en by the minority of the Committee on the Territories to 
the bill (H. R. 4562) to provide for the admission into the Union of the State of 
Idaho, and tor other purposes, 


FIRST AMENDMENT. 
Strike out sections 1 and 2 and in Iou thereof insert the following sections, 
th sections accordingly : 


the area of the United 


Rat pare State for sixty days, and are otherwise qualified by the laws of said 
erritory to vote for representatives to the Legislative Assembly thereof, are 
hereby to vote for and choose delegates to form a convention in said 
ualifications for delegates to aou per ot ry ps such 

tory, persons are requi to to be eligible 
Assembly thereof; and the aforesaid pE Kaaro to pte 
shali be apportioned among the several counties within the limits 
number of votes in each 
election held in said Territory 


of this. act; and such lectis hal be ducted, 
t s e on s con: 
rtained, and the certificates 
to such con p 
the said Terri lating elections therein for Delegate to Congress. All 


ns resident in proposed State, who are qualified voters of said Terri- 
k „as herein provided, shall be entitled to vote upon theelection of del 


asa voter 
» N challenged on the ground that he 
is a bigamist or polygamist, or is hace, tas what is known as patriarchal, plural, 
or celestial or in violation of any law of Idaho orof the United States 
opaak any such crime, or via in sar manner eer es, enueg ba apeaaary 
or encourages any enter preg napre A ygamy, or patri- 
archal, pi or oxen A, oo pmehiny or to live violation of any such law or 
to commit any such crime, er who is a member of or contributes to the sup- 
associati + 


is, en 
enter inte bigamy, polygamy, or such patriarchal or plural marriage, or which 
teaches or advises Thai the laws.of Idaho pudaae hairecioe of saat pti Bhar are 


not the su; law of the Territory, it shall be the duty of one of the j es 
of the or of the election where such elector is to r 
him the oath in section 24 of the act of approved March 3, 
1887, known as the eth, 8 act, with such m ion only as is neces- 
rd Raheny “hte at the laws of the Territery of I in to his 
appaeireoieg and ifsuch elector shall take and subscribe said somodi- 
fira yem rae fulucly io tant cls Goth, be shall peers ede ed guil a 
swear m ng su on con’ io! eem 
of perjury, and he shali be punished accordingly. - zai 4 z 
“Sno. 3. That the delegates to the convention thus elected shall meet at the sent 
of government of said Territory on the 4th day of July, 1890, and after 
tion shall declare, on behalf of the people of said pear aes Bog 
the Constitution of the United States; whereupon the said convention = 
and is hereby, authorized to form a constitution and State government for 
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porone State. The constitution shall be republican in form, and make no dis- 
nction in civil or political rights on account of race or color, except as to In- 


dians not taxed, and not be repugnant to the Constitution of the United States 
and the principles of the Declaration of Independence. And said convention 
shall provide, by ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the United States 
and the people of said State: 

“ First, that perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be secured, and that 
no inhabitant of said State shall ever be molested in person or property on ac- 


count of his or her mode of religious yE, 
“Second, that the people inhabiting the sa! roposed State do and de- 
celere that they forever disclaim all right and title to the unappropriated publie 


Jands lying within the boundaries thereof, and to all lands lying within said 
limits owned or held by any Indian or Indian tribes; and that until the title 
thereto shall have been extinguished by the United States the same shall be and 
remain wagon to the disposition of the United States, and said Indian lands 
shall re under the absolute jurisdiction and control of the Congress of the 
United States; that the lands belonging to citizens of the United States resid- 
ing without the State shall never be taxed at a higher rate than the lands be- 
longing to residents thereof; thatnotaxes shall be imposed by the State on lands 
or roe ytd therein belonging to or which may hereafter be purchased by the 
Unit States or reserved for its use; but nothing herein or in the ordinance 
herein provided for shall preclude the said State from taxing, as other lands are 

any lands owned or held by any Indian who has severed his tribal re- 
lations, and has obtained from the United States or from any n a title 
thereto by patent or other grant, save and except such lands as have been or 
pe dah enapan to any Indian or Indians under any act of Congress containing 
ap on exempting the lands thus ted from taxation; but said ordinance 
shall provide that all such lands shall be exempt from taxation by said State so 
een eE to such extent as such act of Congress may prescribe; 

“Third, that the debts and liabilities of said Territory shall be assumed and 
paid by the said State; and 

“ Fourth, that provision shall be made for the establishment and maintenance 
of a system of public schools which shall be open toall the children of said 
State and free from sectarian control. 

“Sec. 4. That, in case a constitution and State government shall be formed in 
compliance with the provisions of this act,the convention forming the same 
8 peona by ordinance for submitting said constitution to the people of said 
State for their ratification or rejection at an election to be held in said Terri- 
tory on the Tuesday after the first Monday of October, 1890, at which election 
the qualified voters of said | Ng npr State shall vote directly for or against the 

roposed constitution, and for or any provisions separately submitted. 
The returns of said election shall made to the secretary of said Territory, 
who, with the governor and chief-justice thereof, or any two of them, shall can- 
vass the same; and if a majority of the legal votes cast on that question shall 
be for the constitution, the governor shall ce: the result to the President of 
the United States, together with a statement of the votes cast thereon, and upon 
separate articles or propositions, and a copy of said constitution, articles, prop- 
ositions, and ordinances; and if the constitution and government of said pro- 
posed State are republican in form, and if all the provisions of this act have been 
complied with in the formation thereof, it shall be the duty of the President of 
the United States to issue his proclamation announcing the result of said elec- 
tion; and thereupon the pro; State of Idaho shall be deemed admitted by 
Congress into the Union under and by virtue of this act ou an equal footing 
with the original States from and after the date of said proclamation.” 

SECOND AMENDMENT. 

Amend the bill by adding to section 1 the following: 

“Provided, That this constitution shall not take effect until the same shall 
have been submitted to a vote of the people of the Territory of Idaho, Thatfor 
the purpose of such submission the governor of Idaho shall issue his 
tion calling upon the voters of said Territory to assemble at their respective 
places for voting on the Tuesday next after the first Monday of November, 
A. D. 1890, then and there to cast their ballots for or against the adoption of such 
constitution ; and the said governor may prane such form of ballot as shall 
be used at the said election; and the said election shall be conducted in the 
manner and by the officers as now provided by the laws of the said Territory; 
and returns thereof shall be made, and the same shall be canvassed, in the same 
manner as is required by the laws of the said Territory in case of an election of 
Delegate to the ; and if the majority shall vote in favor of the adop- 
tion of the said constitution the governor shall issue his Jamation thereof: 
Provided, Thatifany elector in said Territory who may'offerto er as a voter 
releda tebaino aTa peor an arpea ria pA EAn e EA ENE AE Ar 
ora or y w nown as plural, or celestial 

Sa Fany law of of the United 


or in violation o Idaho or States forbidding 
any sS crime, or who, in any manner, teaches, advises, counsels, aids, or en- 
courages any to enter into bi y, polygamy, or such 


person , plural, 

or celestial marri: or to live in violation of any such law, or to commit any 
such crime, or who isa member of or contributes to the support, aid, or en- 
couragement of any order, o: ization, association, corporation, or society 
which teaches, advises, counsels, encourages, or aids any person to enter into 
bigamy, Pot y, or such patriarchal or plural marriage, or which teaches or 
vises that the laws of Idaho prescribing rules of civil conduct are not the su- 
pensan of the Territory, it be the duty of one of the judges of the reg- 

n or of the election where such elector is 


challenged to tender him the 
oath prescribed in section 24 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, 
known as the paced err fy ow act, with such modification only as is necessary 
in order to comply with the laws of the Territory of Idaho in respect to his res- 
“idence therein; and if such elector shall take and subscribe said oath so modi- 
fied, his vote shall be received and counted atsuch election, But if said elector 
shall swear falsely in taking such oath, he shall, on conviction, be deemed guilty 
of perjury, and he shall be punished accordingly.” ` 
THIRD AMENDMENT, 


Add to section 1 of the bill the following: 

“ Promided, This act shall not take effect except spon the fundamental condi- 
tion that within the said State of Idaho there shall 
aa or of the right to hold office, or to serve on juries because of crim: 
cept r conviction thereof 
That the right of songe may 
mitted in connection w' iha pen 
laws where conviction would be impossible prior to such election; but in case 


further condition that the lature 
ao declare 


eei 


Pinio. irrevornbia without the consent of 
out any further pi 
in the Union shall be 


and, on conviction the: e shall be punished accordingly; and upon the 
ssid State 


the assent of said 


as complete. Said State re shall be 
convened by the governor of Idaho within thirty days after he shall take his 
office, to act upon the conditions submitted n 


ADMISSION OF IDAHO, 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit from the Com- 
mittee on Rules a substitute for the resolution fixing the time for the 
consideration of the bill for the admission of Idaho. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 

Resolved, That the House meet at 11 o'clock on Wednesday and Thursday, 
next; and that after sixty minutes of the morning hour on those days the 
House proceed to consider the bill for the admission of Idaho; and that the, 
previous question be considered as ordered at 3 o'clock on Thursday on the bill 
to its passage, and pending amendments, together with the three amendments 
proposed by the minority. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the reso- 
lution had been adopted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I demand a division. 

Mr. McKINLEY. This resolution was understood to meet the ap- 
proval of the minority of the committee, It was agreed to as being 
satisfactory to that minority, and is presented in its present shape for 
that reason. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. After the statement of the 
gentleman from Ohio I withdraw the demand for a division. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me to ask 
him a question? Why is it that these things can not be considered 
under the general code of rules that we have adopted? I do not say: 
that to interfere with this arrangement, but it does seem to me that 
we ought to have general rules, and not to take these things up piece- 
meal under special rules. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Speaking for myself, I think that this seems to 
be the better and the speedier way of admitting States into the Union. | 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the objection to the usual way? We 
were told that we were to have rules under which we could operate’ 
successfully, and yet you are bringing in a new rule every day or two, 

Mr. McKINLEY. The gentleman ought to remember, and he doubt- 
less knows, that under the rules of this House the Committee on Rules 
have the right to report these special orders at any time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that the Committee on Rules have 
that phe Oe 

Mr. McKINLEY. And we are getting on excellently with the con- 
duct of public business. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But you are making a new rule every day. 

Mr. McKINLEY. And making a rule to promote the public busi- 
ness every day; just what we ought to do, 

ae MCMILLIN. And that was what the old rules would accom- 
plish. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Well, we did not think the old rules good enough 
and we changed them, and we are getting on very well on the whole 
under the new system. 

The SPEAKER, The demand for a division has been withdrawn. 

Mr. BYNUM. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes 42. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged report. I 
am directed by the Committee on Public Lands to report back the fol- 
lowing substitute bill for certain bills named, and to ask that the bill 
and report may be printed and recommitted to the committee. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8919) te declare a forfeiture of certain lands granted to aid in the 
construction of railroads, and for other purposes, 

Mr. PAYSON, I also request that the gentlemen from Missouri 
[Mr. STONE] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] have 
leave to file the views of the minority, to be printed at the same time 
as the report of the majority. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask leave to file the views of the minority. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be ordered to be 
printed, with leave to the minority to file their views, and the bill and 
report will be recommitted. 

here was no objection. 
SHORT METHOD OF SPELLING. 


Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the re- 
print of Miscellaneous Document No. 76, on theshort method of spelling. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and itis so 
ordered, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
(H. R. 7025) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for taking 
the eleventh and subsequent censuses,” approved March 1, 1889; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, for the remainder of the day and 


for to-morrow. 
To Mr. HAYES, for fifteen days, on account of important business. 


`~ 
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DEATH OF HON. DAVID WILBER. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my sad duty to announce 
the demise of Hon. David Wilber, of New York. The lamp of his 
life, which for months has been failing, to-day went out. The time is 
not here tospeak hiseulogy. At some future time I shall ask the House 
to turn aside from its business to pay fitting tribute to his memory. 
For the present I offer the resolutions which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has learned with profound regret of the death of 
Hon. David Wilber, a Representative from the State of New York. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), Thata special 
committee of seven members of the House of Representatives and three mem- 
bers of the Senate be appointed to take order for attending his funeral at his 
residence in the State of New York; andthe necessary expenses attending the 
execution of this order shall be payable out of first fundsin the contingent fund 
of the House available therefor. 

That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and directed to take 
ane’ nos as may be necessary for properly carrying out the provisions of this 
resolution. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the Sen- 


Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
the House do now adjourn. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the following members on 
the special committee just created: Mr. BELDEN, Mr. De LANO, Mr. 
SAWYER, Mr. WALLACE of New York, Mr. BYNUM, Mr. Tracey, and 
Mr. LEE. 

Then (at 40’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 
11 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


UNPAID JUDGMENTS DUE THE UNITED STATES. 


Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Solicitor of the Treasury in regard to unpaid judgments 
due the United States, and recommending the appropriation of a sum 
for making the collection—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ENTRANCE TO NATIONAL CEMETERY AT HAMPTON, VA. 


Letter from the Secretary of War, inclosing a copy of the report of the 
Judge-Advocate-General of the Army and recommending that provision 
be made for the acquisition by the Government of a strip of land upon 
which is to be built a roadway or entrance to the national cemetery at 
Hampton, Va., and inclosing a draught of a bill—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
The bill (S. 316) for the relief of the legal representatives of George 


McDougall, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 
The bill (S. 321) providing for the purchase of ‘‘ the Ca; collec- 
tion of Japanese works of art’’—to the Committee on the Library. 


The bill (S. 1024) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to 
finally determine the claim of John J. Schillinger and his assignees for 
the use of the Schillinger patent in the Capitol grounds—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1571) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Grand Forks, N. Dak.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 1631) making appropriations for improving the St. Mary’s 
River and for improving the Hay Lake Channel—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

The bill (S. 2716) to provide for the completion of the improvement 
ofthe entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. McCOMAS: 

Resolved, That Rule XIII be amended by adding thereto as an additional 
clause the following, namely: 
from the Court of Claims under (the Bowman act) the act of 
March 3, 1883, made to the House of Representatives shall be placed on the Pri- 
vate Calendar in order when reported from the Committees on Claims 
and War Claims, with accompanying bills, and all such reports with accom- 
panying bills made by the same committees in prior Co shall be placed 
at the head of the Private Calendar in the order reported from said commi ttees, 
and said reports shall have precedence over other reports in the order made; ’ 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: 

Resol That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized to com- 
pilation of the findings of fact of the Court of ims upon gules PONA 
said court under the provisions of the so-called “Bowman act” transmitted 
Congress during the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, and Fifty-first Con- 
gresses, with a complete index thereto; 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
XXI 182 


gs 


REPORTS OF. COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 532) requiring purchasers of land 
on Pawnee reservation, in the State of Nebraska, to make payment, and 
for other purposes, reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 8906) 
requiring purchasers of lands in the Pawnee reservation, in the State of 
Nebraska, to make payment, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice, and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HALL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported with | 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R, 113) to provide for the dispo- 
sition and sale of lauds known as the Klamath River reservation—to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
poroa favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7383) for the benefit of 

lizabeth Moore—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported favor- 
ably the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House: 

À bill (H. R. 1286) to perfect the military record of James Hughes; and 
és A bin (H. R. 4041) to remove the charge of desertion against William 

ibbon. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
ile titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 

ows: 

By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8897) to secure 
to the people the profit that may accrue from the issue of circulating 
promissory notes by banks and called money, aud for the organization, 
direction, and control of banks by the people—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 8898) to repeal certain provisos in the 
sundry civil act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 2, 1889—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: A bill (H. R. 8899) to regulate the salaries of 
certain employés in the classified service of the appraiser’s office at the 
port of New York—to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department. 

By Mr. CLUNIE: A bill (H. R. 8900) to provide for the sale of a 
portion of the site of Lime Point reservation, in Marin County, Califor- 
nia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 8901) to amend sec- 
tion 4702, Title LVII, Revised Statutes of the United States, amended 
August 7, 1882—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8902) to amend section 4707, Title 
LVII, Revised Statutes of the United States, and to repeal the limits as 
to dependent relatives’ applications for pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BURTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 8903) to define the 
routes of steam-railroads in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 

to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R.8904) to forbid maintenance and 
oppression in suits brought upon letters patent—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8905) to amend and to further extend the benefits 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for allotment of lands in severalty 
to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of 
the laws of the United States and the Territories over the Indians, and 
for other purposes,” approved February 8, 1887—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 8907) to regulate the time when 
increase of pension shall take effect—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 8908) providing for additional 
leave of absence for employés of Bureau of Engraving and Printing— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. TURNER, of New York: A joint resolntion (H. Res. 139) for 
the better protection of human life on the Atlantic Ocean, and for other 
purposes —to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 

By Mr, SPRINGER: Joint resolution (H. Res. 140) authorizing the 
printing of committee reports—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HEARD: Joint resolution (H. Res. 141) to provide for the 
settlement of the claims of the officers and enlisted men of the various 
militia organizations of the State of Missouri for horses and equip- 
ments lost while engaged in the military service of the United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were ted and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 8910) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Clinton Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R.. 8911) for the relief of Sarah 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8912) for the relief of Andrew J. Beers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 8913) increasing the pension of Mrs. 

Rath M. Allen—to the Committee on Pensions, 
: By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8914) for the relief of 
George W. Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. } 

By Mr. ENLOE (for Mr. PHELAN): A bill (H. R. 8915) for the relief 
of Ellen P. Malloy, of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 8916) granting a pension to Cordelia 
Cheney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 8917) for the relief of Samuel 
Moorehead—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Eme- 
line Jane Bushnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H.R.8920) granting a pension to John 
M. Williams, father of Jabes Williams, deceased—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire (by request) A bill (H. R. 
8921) granting Edwin A. Knight the arrearages due him—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL (by request): A bill (H. R. 8922) for the relief of the 
heirs or legal representatives of Mary Christian, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War ms. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R.8923) increasing the pension of 
James M. Munroe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8924) for the reliefof J. S. Will- 
iams—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 8925) ting a pension to Na- 
than G. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a Lill (H. R. 8926) granting a pension to Mary Ann Griswold— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8927) granting a 
pension to F. R. Hasler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8928) granting a pension to D. M. Miller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: A bill (H. R. 8929) to pay. John Hunter 
for part of Hart’s Island, in Westchester County, State of New York, 
condemned and taken for light-house purposes—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SWENEY: A bill (H. R. 8930) granting a pension to Wil- 
helmina Ambling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8931) for the relief of 
John Samuels—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 8932) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against the name of Francis Culliton—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8933) granting a pension to Mrs. Sue Ditto—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8934) granting a pension to Mary Fetterly—to the 
Committee ou Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8935) ting a pension to Margaret E. Hearn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8936) to remove the charge of desertion or ab- 
sence without leave against Henry Klocker—to the Committee on Mili- 

Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8937) to remove the charge of desertion against 

the name of John Zedeker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Boner- clause 20f Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were e: 

A bill (H. R. 8782) for the relief of Sarah A. Oakes, legal heir of 

Capt. Hugh Worthington, deceased—Committee on War Claims dis- 
, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3993) for the payment to the widow of Thomas Settle, 
late district judge for the northern district of Florida, the balance ot 
a year’s salary—Committee on the Judiciary discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 2431) to improve the marine hospital at Vineyard Haven, 
Mass.—Committee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of Typographical Union, Augusta, Ga., 
in behalf of employés Government Printing Office—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr, BELDEN: Petition of 43 persons of Twenty-fifth district of 
New York, against sale of liquors in military and naval institutions— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of Indiana State Pension Association, 


held at Indianapolis, Ind., March 10, 1890, asking for the enactment 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic post 
at Ruthven, Iowa, for service pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Remonstrance of 72 colored citizens of Clarks- 
dale, Miss., against any law discriminating against cotton-seed oil—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GEAR: Resolution of Cigarmakers’ Union No. 72, Burling- 
ton, Iowa, in regard to eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of Fisher Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mil- 
ton, Iowa, in regard to service pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, evidence in claim of W. F. Baird for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition by citizens of Hancock County, Illinois, for 
zolncton of duties on certain articles—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Society of Friends, numbering 154 
members, of Muscatine, Iowa, against naval or other warlike appro- 
priations—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Resolution by the State Business 
Men’s Association, of Iowa, indorsing the Torrey bankrupt bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition from Chicago branch of the National Association of Let- 
ter-Carriers, asking for an increase of salary—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, resolutions of Coldwater Alliance of Farmers, No. 1189, from 
Greene, Butler County, Iowa, and No. 1924, from Jonesville, Bremer 
County, Iowa, favoring the Butterworth bill against gambling in farm 
produce—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Mrs. E. J. Bushnell, for arrears of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Farmers’ Alliance of Reading, Lyon 
County, Kansas, asking for the abolition of the national banks, for free 
coinage of silver, abolition of trusts, more paper currency, for a Presi- 
dential term of six years, and only one term, and that all persons who 
buy or sell votes bedealt with as traitors, be hanged—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of 64 citizens of Lyon County, Kansas, asking for the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver, and insisting that its demonetiza- 
tion in 1873 was uncalled for by the people, and has worked great wrong 
to the producing classes by restricting the money supply, and increas- 
ing the demand for and value of gold, thus forcing down prices of com- 
modities, to the detriment of the great body of the people, and asking 
that it be accorded the same place in the currency of the country as it 
occupied from the foundation of the Government up to 1873—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of 34 members of Lodge No. 2248 F. M. B. A., of 
Byron, Woodson County, Kansas, asking that the Government loan 
money direct to the people at a low rate of interest on real estate secu- 
tity, money to be loaned through agents who should be farmers and 
laborers, as lawyers are not to make loans, and asking that the salary 
of the agents should not be more than $2,500 per year, and asking for 
the repeal of all laws creating national banks—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Iowa State Business Men’s Associa- 
cs favoring the Torrey bankrupt bill—to the Committceon the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Protest by M. D. Wells & Co., against duty be- 
ing placed on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Trust Company, for the passage of reso- 
lution directing the Public Printer to adopt the rules set forth in the 
resolution—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a protest against the passage of House bill 8278, an act to regu- 
late commerce and passenger transportation—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of Hazlett Post, No. 81, Zanesville, 
Ohio, favoring the of service-pension bill and abolition of arrears 
laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Mahoning County, Ohio, favoring employ- 
ment of home labor on Government works as against aliens—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Petition’ of Ford’s Lodge, F. M. B. A., 
of Huntington County, Indiana, by John T. Leonard, its president, and 
by George L. Niras, its secretary, and by Jonathan L. Taylor and 
others, members thereof, for the abolition of the national-banking sys- 
tem and asking legislation authorizing the United States to loan money 
upon farm products—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire: Remonstrance of citizens of 
Weare, N. H., against large naval expenditures—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Resolutions of Franklin Shanks Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Lutesville, Mo., asking for certain pension leg- 
islation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Resolutions from the Substitute Letter-Carriers’ 
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Association of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. : 

l By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: Remonstrance of John Cavanagh 
& Son and 13 others, against increasing the duty on lime—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways:and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of William H. Saywood and 21 others, for same 
purpose—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition of Michael McGarry, 
formerly of Company G, Ninety-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry, 
asking for the removal of the record of desertion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Memorial of importers of tea—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of 94 citizens of Edwardsville, Luzerne County, Penn- 
sylvania, favoring passage of Taylor Government telegraph bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Protest of J. T. Bridwell and 18 others, citizens 
of Evansville, Ind., against the passage of sections 24 and 25 of H. R. 
8278, being anact to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of Alzira Smithers, widow of William 
Smithers, Companies H and D, Eleventh and Twelfth Kentucky Cav- 
alry, for arrears of pay, bounty, and pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of James Ervin, of Marion County, Arkan- 
sas, asking relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Elizabeth S. Shirley, praying for the reference of her 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Memorial of sundry citizens of New York, 
Philadelphia. Boston, and Chicago on the subject of a tax or duty on 
the importation of tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Samuel Ballentine and 66 others, of 
Uniontown, Kans., and vicinity, asking for legislation restoring silver 
to its rightful place as a money metal—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of C. J. Ballentine, executor, asking 
that the papers relating to the claim of Mary T. Ballentine, deceased, 
for commissary stores, claim No. 87070, in the office of the Third Au- 
ditor of the Treasury, be called for and referred to the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1483— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition for amendment to House bill 3863— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of citizens of Baltimore, against the employ- 
mentofalien labor upon Government works—to the Committee on Labor 

By Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia: Petition of Col. F. R. Hapsler, 
for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: Petition asking that the Public Printer 
be directed to make certain proposed changes in spelling—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition in favor of House bill 
386::—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr, WALKER, of Missouri: Petition of presiding justice of the 
county court of Stoddard County, Missouri, asking Congress to refer 
rent claims to Court of Claims under so-called Bowman act—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, protest of A. Frankenthal and others, citizens of St. Louis, 
against House bill 8279—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WIKE: Memorial of Volksverein of Adams County, Illinois, 
against change in naturalization laws making naturalization more diffi- 
cult—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of citizens of Richmond, Va., relative to the 
bill to amend the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 2, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burner, D. D. 

The TIOKE ESENTA The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings 
will be E 

Mr. BUTLER. Before we begin the reading of the Journal, as there 
is evidently not a quorum present, I move a call of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Barbour, h Ingalls, Reagan, 
Bate, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Berry, Evarts, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Blackburn Faulkner, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Blair, Tye, Moody, Stock: 
Butler, George, Morrill, Teller, 
Cameron, Gibson, Paddock, Turpie, 
Chandler. Hampton, Pasco, ‘ance, 
Coke, Har: Pierce, Walthall, 
Cullom, Higgius, Piatt, re a. 
Davis, Hoar, Pugh, Wilson of 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire tostate that my colleague [Mr. Beck] 
is detained from the Chamber by sickness. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the roll-call forty-four Senators have 
answered to their names. A gokat - present. The Journal of yes- 
terday’s proceedings will be read by the Secretary. 

Thé Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received yesterday from the House of Representa- 
tives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (H. R. 64) to limit the time to six years within which suits 
may be brought against. accounting officers and the sureties on their 
official bonds; 

A bill (H. R. 843) to.provide an additional mode of taking deposi- 
tions of witnesses in canses pending in the courts of the United States; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 6956) to amend section 790 of the Revised Statutes. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 278) to amend paragraph 3 of section 4414 of the Re- 
vised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. 7993) to amend section 4 of ‘‘An act to authorize the 
county of Laurens, in the State of Georgia, to construct a bridge across 
the Oconee River at or near Dublin, in said county,’’ approved June 
18, 1888; 

A bill (H. R. 8239) to amend section 4488, Title LIT, of the Revised 
Statutes as amended by chapter 418 of the acts passed at the second 
session of the Fiftieth Congress; and 

A bill (H. R. 8296) to allow the erection of bridges across the Iowa 
River, at and below Wapello; Iowa, 

The bilt (H. R. 578) in relation to oaths in pension and other cases 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The bill (H. R. 5874) to admit free of duty articles intended for the 
St. Louis Exposition in 1890 which may be im from the Repub- 
lic of Mexico was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 8104) toamend section 2166, Revised Statutes of the 
United States was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 7619) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other pu: 
was read twice by its. title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE WILBER. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHARLES S. 
MARTIN, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the i 
of the death of Hon. David Wilber, a Representative from the State 
of New York, and transmitted the resolutions of the House of Repre- 
sentatives thereon. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of 11 citizens of Crawford County, 
Pennsylvania, and a petition of 17 citizens of Crawford County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the free coinage of silver; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also, presented the petition of Charles Cunningham, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying to be allowed a pension for services in the United 
States Navy during the late war; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a. memorial of the Monthly Meeting of 
Friends of Harrison County, Ohio, numbering 130 ns, remon- 
strating against large appropriations for the Navy and coast defenses; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 3 of 
the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Spo- 
kane Falls, Wash., praying Congress to amend the laws so that in 
skilled or unskilled labor in the construction of all Government works, 
whether let by contract or otherwise, none but citizens of the United 
States shall be employed; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. PASCO presented a communication from 8. A. Marden, trans- 
mitting a memorial and resolution of the orange-growers of the lake 
region assembled at Leesburgh, Fla., favoringan inerease of the duty 
on imported oranges to 25 cents a cubic foot as boxed; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Finance. © 

Mr. COLQUITT presented sundry petitions of lawyers of the State 
of Georgia, praying for legislation for the relief of the Supreme Court 
5 the United States; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

He also presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 2 of the Brick- 
layers and Masons’ International Union of America, of Augusta, Ga., 
praying foran amendment of the laws of the United States prohibiting ` 
the employment of aliens on public works; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of J. W. Powell and 13 others, 
of the Geological Survey of the United States, praying for a statistical 


2900 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 2, 


investigation of industrial and technical schools; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of Clarissa Weare and 5 
other citizens of New Hampshire, praying for the posae of a Sunday- 
rest law; which was refe to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PIERCE presented the petition of J. J. Richards, vice-president 
and manager of the Chicago Bullion, Metals, Securities, Storage, Trans- 
fer, and Exchange Company, praying for the passage of a joint resolu- 
tion by Congress authorizing and instructing the Secretary of the 

to commission under seal such persons as registrars of its issued 
bullion-storage receipts and such persons as assayers of bullion for which 
its receipts are issued that said corporation under its seal may ask the 
appointment of; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of William H. Oglesby, of North Da- 
kota, praying for the appointment of a commission to investigate the 
causes of agricultural depression; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Sumter Post, No, 118, Department 
of Dakota, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the passage of cer- 
tain pension legislation for the relief of the ex-Union soldiers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of 111 employés of the freight de- 
partment of Missouri Pacific Railroad, residing at St. Louis, Mo., 
remonstrating against the Conger bill and against placing compound 
lard under the supervision of the Internal Revenue Department, and de- 
claring that not enough hog lard can be produced in this country to 
supply the demand, and that the bill if passed will create a monopoly; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of 32 employés of the Quick Meal Stove 
Company, of St. Louis, declaring that compound lard is a cheap, whole- 
some, and popular substitute for hog lard, and remonstrating against 

` the passage of the Conger bill, which they denounce as class legislation 
and which if passed will throw thousands of employés out of employ- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a petition of 58 citizens of Westboro’, Atchison 
County, Missouri, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of Hon. W. G. W. Jowers and 
27 other citizens of Anderson County, Texas, praying for the free coin- 
age of silver; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against a reduction 
exceeding 25 cent. of the present duty on sugar; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. x 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 9 of the 
Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of Americe, of Bellaire, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of laws which will secure to citizens 
of the United States the right to labor on Government works in prefer- 
a to aliens; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

bor. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Produce Exchange of 
Toledo, Ohio, favoring the passage of the bill transferring the revenue 
marine to the Navy Department; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition signed by 109 farmers of 

~ Antelope County, Nebraska, calling attention to Soprani low prices 

of agricultural products and the necessity of diversified farming as a 
remedy for that evil, including the raising of beets for the production 
of sugar, and praying that the tariff on sugar may not be largely reduced 
pending the present efforts made to develop the beet-sugar and sorghum 
industries, and that a bounty may be offered to encourage those indus- 
tries. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of 53 ex-soldiers of the late 
war residing in Furnas County, Nebraska, praying for the repeal of the 
limitation on the arrears act, for service pensions, and equalization of 
bounties; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Omaha (Nebr.) Board of Trade, 
remonstrating against the partial celebration of the world’s fair at 
some place other than Chicago; which was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Quadro-Centennial. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Alta Vista and other 

laces in the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of an equitable 
nkrupt Jaw and other legislation for the relief of mortgage debtors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of 20 citizens of Loudoun County, 
Virginia, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also pranta the memorial of J. E. Calvert and R. L. Alley, on 
behalf of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, 
of Petersburgh, Va., remonstrating against the employment of aliens on 

ublic works; which was ref to the Committee on Education and 


bor, 
Mr. PADDOCK presented memorials adopted by the Board of Trade 
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and the Real Estate Exchangeof Omaha, Nebr., remonstrating against 
obstructive legislation affecting the holding of the world’s fair at Chi- 
cago, Ill., in 1892; which were referred to the Select Committee on the 
Quadro-Centennial. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of the Gammon Theological Sem- 
inary of Atlanta, Ga., addressed to the Senate, in which the petitioners 
say: 

Believing that the condition of the country and especially of this southland 
demands such a measure, and that all the interests of the present and of the fut- 
ure will be subserved by it, we most earnestly petition your honorable body to 


immediately reconsider and pass the Blair bill for Federal aid to education, 
On motion of the faculty of Gammon Theological Seminary, 


Respectfully submitted, 

W. P. THIRKIELD, President. 
E. L, PARKS, Secretary. - 

I move that the petition lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I present the petition of Charles Förster, late con- 
sul at Elberfeld, Germany, in regard to the consulate at that place. I 
move that the petition, together with the accompanying papers, be 
printed as a document, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I present petitions of members of the 
bar of Little Rock, Pine Pluff, and Hot Springs, in the State of Arkan- 
sas, numerously signed by attorneys, praying for the passage of legis- 
lation for the relief of the Supreme Court of the United States from the 
pressure of business, I move that the petitions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a petition of citizens of Hot 
Springs, Ark., praying for the cession to the city of Hot Springs of a 
certain lot located therein, for public purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of ministers of the Congregational 
Church of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the proposed enumer- 
ation of the Chinese; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr, BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3261) for the relief of Maj. G. C. Goodloe, 
paymaster United States Marine Corps, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
a resolution of the Boston Chamber of Commerce favoring the transfer 
of the revenue marine service to the Navy, asked that the committee 
be discharged from the farther consideration of the resolution and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 293) referring the claim of William F. Wilson to the 
Court of Claims, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S, 1184) to pension Mrs. Theodora M. Piatt, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 683) granting a pension to Theodora M. Piatt, submitted an adverse 
spurt thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was indefinitely post- 

nea, 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 192) providing for the appointment of a board of 
trustees for the United States Naval Academy, reported it with amend- 
ments, 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 1486) to create a board of audit to ad- 
just all claims for special damages to real estate by reason of public im- 
provements in the District of Columbia, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 170) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax col- 
lected of the late Alexander W. Baldwin as United States district judge 
for the district of Nevada, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion of Arid Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2104) to provide 
for the conservation and use of natural water supplies upon certain por- 
tions of the public lands of the United States, and for other purposes, 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. In reference to the bill just reported, I ask leave 
to present what I send to the desk as representing the views of the mi- 
nority of the committee, which I shall offer at the proper time as a sub- 
stitute for the majority bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be printed 
to accompany the bill. 

Mr, HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1861) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank 
of the State of Connecticut, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which 


was agreed to. 
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Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6944) to transfer the reyenue-cutter service from 
the Treasury Department to the Navy Department, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. GRAY. I move that Senate bill 305 to transfer the revenue- 
marine tothe naval establishment, now on the Calendar, be indefinitely 
postponed, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1160) for the relief of George W. Quintard and George 
E. Weed, assignees of John Roach, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed to the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 182) for the relief of the First National Bank of New- 
ton, Mass., reported it with an amendment, and submitted # report 
thereon. Vf 

TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, in obedience to the order of the Senate sending to that commit- 
tee the bill (S. 1) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations in re- 
straint of trade and production, to report back the bill within the time 
mentioned by the Senate in its order with an amendment—one amend- 
ment—striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting the meas- 
ure that the committee reports. 

I will state that there is one section in theamendment which I think 
goes further than it ought to do, but for the sake of unity all around I 
shall be entirely willing to support the measure as it is reported. 
ought to say, as I stated to the committee, that owing to a little neces- 
sity of health I shall probably not be in town at the time the matter 
may be properly and fairly taken up, and so some other gentleman of the 
committee will move it whenever it is convenient to the Senate to con- 
sider it, 

Mr. MORGAN, I should like to hear the bill, as reported, read. 

Mr. VEST. I want to state in connection with the report made by 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary that I agreed to that 
report, but with the understanding that there was one section of the 
bill as now reported which I desired amended. In my judgment, it 
does not go far enough. I wish to state that in justice to myself. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will inquire if it is the same section the Senator 
from Vermont says goes too far in some provisions of it, which the Sen- 
ator from Missouri thinks does not go far enough? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis the same provision. 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis the same section? 

Mr. VEST. It is the same section. I think it is numbered 7 in 
the substitute reported by the committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. Some Senators on the committee have deemed it 
necessary to state their exact position with reference to the bill and 1 
will state mine. 

I regard the bill, so far as it goes, asa very good one, the best I think 
that can be framed under that particular power of Co: the power 
over commerce, which the committee have attempted to frame a bill 
under. There are one or two powers of Congress which may be exer- 
cised, in my judgment, very effectually in the direction of the sup- 
pression of these trusts and combinations, which the committee did not 
see proper to exercise. 

I shall support the bill as it has been reported, and if, on consultation 
with friends who agree with me, it should be deemed the best course, 
I may then ask the Senate to look toother and additional powersin the 
way of suppressing these trusts; and I may offer amendments which 
will look to additions to the bill, not to striking out or amending any- 
thing that is in the substitute reported by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN] asks that the substitute be read. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; I ask for the reading of the proposed sub- 
stitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thesubstitute reported by the committee 
will be read. 

Mr. COKE, I desire to state that I concur with the bill as reported, 
with the exception that I would prefer one of the sections, the one re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Missouri, to be in alittle different form, 
and if an amendment placing itin a different shape shall be offered I 
shall support it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute reported by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The committee report to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 


SECTION 1, Every contract, combination in the form of trust or othe: or 
conspiracy in restraint of trade or commerce among the several States or with 
foreign nations is hereby declared to be illegal, Every person who shall make 
any such contract or engage in any such combination or conspiracy shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by fine not exceeding $5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by 
both said punishments, in the d tion of the court, 


Sec, 2. Every person who shall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize, or com- 
bine or conspire with any other person or persons to monopolize any part of 
the trade or commerce among the several States or with foreign nations, shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be pun- 
ished by fine not exceeding $5,000 or by mn icp pomp not exceeding one year, 
or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 3. Every contract, combination in form of trust or otherwise, or con- 
spiracy in restraint of trade or commerce in any Territory of the United States 
orof the District of Colambia, or iu restraint of trade or commerce between any 
such Territory and another, or between any such Territory or Territories and 
any State or States or the District of Columbia, or with foreign nations, or be~ 
tweep the District of Columbia and any State or States or fore nations is 
hereby declared illegal. Every person who shall make any such contract or 
engage in any such combination or conspiracy shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by fine not exceeding 
$5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punish- 
ments, in the d tion of the court. - 

Sec. 4. The several circuit courts of the United States are hereby invested 
with jurisdiction to prevent and restrain violations of this act; and it shall be 
the duty of the several district attorneys of the United States in their respect- 
ive districts, under the direction of the Attorney-General, to institute proceed- 
ings in equity to prevent and restrain such violations, Such proceedings may 
be by way of petition setting forth the case and praying that such violation 
shall be enjoined or otherwise prohibited. When the parties complained of 
shall have been duly notified of such petition the court shall p a3 soon 
as may be, to the hearing and determination of the case; and, pending such 
petition and before final decree, the court may at any time make such tempo- 
rary restraining order or prohibition as shall be deemed just inthe premises, 

Src. 5. Whenever it shall appear to the court before which any proceedin: 
under section 4 of this act may be ponding that the ends of justice require tha 
otber parties should be brought before the court, the court may cause them to 
be summoned, whether they reside in the district in which the court is held or 
n — subpcenas to that end may be served in any district by the marshal 

ereof, 

Sec. 6, Any property owned under any contract or by any combination or 
poraus to any conspiracy (and Seng thesubject thereof) mentioned in section 

of this act, and being in the course of transportation from one State to another. 
or to a foreign country, shall be forfeited to the United States, and may be seized 
and condemned by like proceedings as those provided by law for the forfeiture, 
poyida and condemnation of property imported into the United States contrary 

o law, 

SEC. 7. Any person who shall be injured in his business or property by any 
other person or corporation by reason of anything forbidden or 
unlawful by this act may sue therefor in any circuit court of the United States 
in the district in which the defendant resides or is found, without respect to the 
amount in controversy, and shall recover threefold the damages by him sus- 
tained and the costs of suit, including a reasonable attorney's fee. 

Sxc. 8, That the word “ person "’ or persons” wherever used in this act shall 
be deemed to include corporations and associations existing under or author- 
ized by the laws of either the United States, the laws of any of the Territories, 
the laws of any State, or the laws of any foreign country. 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘A bill to protect trade and commerce against 
unlawful restraints and monopolies.” 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ought to say that as this bill was under discus- 
sion and had the lead on the Calendar when it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary I shall hope it will be the pleasure of the 
Senate to take it up very soon, indeed perhaps as soon as the pending 
matter of privilege is out of the way. 

JOSEPH H. MADDOX, 

Mr. SPOONER. I am directed by the Committee on Claims to re- 

rt a resolution for which I ask present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate at the earliest practicable date copies of all letters, rs, and 
reports on file in the War Department bearing upon the loyalty and fidelity of 
Joseph H. Maddox to the Government of the United States during the war of 
the rebellion, and bearing in any wise upon his relations to the Southern Con- 
federacy, so called, and also bearing upon the title to and ownership of the to- 
bacco for which said Maddox during his lifetime laid claim, and to which his 
representatives now lay claim by bill pending in the Senate Committee on Claims, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to know some reason why that in- 
formation is called for. That bill has been reported favorably hereto- 
fore several times and the committee found that the man was loyaland 
that the claim ought to be paid, and I should like to know why that 
information is desired now at this date. 

Mr. SPOONER, Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri is ac- 
curate in his statement that the bill for the relief of Joseph H. Maddox 
has been several times reported favorably by the Committee on Claims. 
The bill has been pending for many years. It has been several times 
favorably reported by the Committee on Claims of the Senate; it has 
been many times reported favorably by the Committee on Claims of 
the House of Representatives; it has several times passed the Senate 
and I think it has several times passed the House of Representatives. 
Last session it passed both Houses and was vetoed by President Cleve- 
land upon some technical ground. It was reintroduced at this session 
of Congress, and referred, as usual, to the Committee on Claims. A 
couple of weeks ago I received an anonymous letter, evidently written 
by a person of intelligence, in which I was advised that this claimant 
was a spy for the Confederate Government as well as in the secret serv- 
ice at one time of the United States Government, and informing me 
that an investigation of the Confederate archives in the War Depart- 
ment would develop the fact. 

I explored the archives upon the subject and I found a bundle of 
papers which had not been examined for ten years, among which were 
letters signed by Mr. Maddox and in the handwriting of Mr, Maddox, 
and his handwriting was exceedingly beautiful, dated in Richmond in 
1861 and in 1862 and 1863, addressed some of them to Mr. Davis, Presi- 
dent of the Southern Confederacy, in which he protested his loyalty to 
the Confederacy and referred to the fact that he had offered to raise at 
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his own expense in Maryland a battalion of mounted men to serve the 
Confederacy. : 

There are papers there also which tend to show that at one time he 
furnished to the Confederate authorities the status of the Union forces 
at Fortress Monroe. I find also statements, I think one of them over 
his signature, that he sustained intimate and friendly relations with 

minent gentlemen on both sides and was engaged in running the 
lockade, one communication from the medical department of the Con- 
federacy stating the great need of opium and quinine and brandy and 
other articles of the kind, and asking him to obtain them within the 
Federal lines, and his reply, in his own handwriting and over his own 
ture, that he was in bad odor in the United States by virtue of 
his services to the Confederacy and he would not dare to be found 
within our lines, but that in a manner pointed out hecould, he thought, 
secure the accomplishment of the desired end; also a letter from him 
submitting a plan for the capture of Leonardtown, Md., by the Con- 
federate forces, which he offered to head and to lead. 

I also find among the papers, not in the archives, but on the files of 
the War Department, some very interesting information bearing upon 
the general question as to his fidelity, and among other things a state- 
ment which I do not say shows, but which tends to show, that by a 
signal dispatch communicated to a sigual officer of the Confederate 
authorities, and referred to as ** M,” they were advised of the entire plan 
of the Union forces to mine Petersburgh and of the attack which was to 
follow the explosion. 
~ Mr. COCKRELL. I am perfectly satisfied with the explanation as 
far as it has gone. 

Mr. SPOONER. The papers are in great number. There isalso, if 
I may conclude the statement which has been called for by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, the statement of a Confederate commissary that 
the tobacco for which this claim was made was in fact Confederate to- 
bacco, and papers trom the railway company which transported it from 
Richmond to the point where the Federal forces captured and destroyed 
part of it, showing that it was shipped and receipted for as Confeder- 
ate tobacco, 

I have thought that it was due to the situation generally that this 
information be called for and brought to the Senate in such shape that 
it might be printed for easy and ready reference hereafter, if itshould 
be thought at any time that the public interests required that it be 
consulted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam very glad the Senator has presented the 
resolution. It only confirms what I have suspected, and why I have 
been oppcsinz this bill for the last eight or ten years, and I want to 
say now to the Senator that there are one or two other bills pending in 
this committee. I will name one of them, the bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Joseph H. Shannon, or somebody else as assignee. He was in 
the Confederate service, but, notwithstanding, the bill has been reported 
here time and again favorably. I have told the Senator about it and 
if the bill is ever reported back tothe Senate I will prove itin theman’s 
own handwriting. It is due to the committee and the distinguished 
chairman to say that the bill has not been reported since í presented 
to him the information I had. 

Mr. SPOONER. A number of times I have received suggestions of 
the same kind from the Senator from Missouri, and I take great pleas- 
ure in saying to him that the bill to which he reters, and several oth- 
ers which I need not name, are being very carefully investigated by 
the committee. 

I ought to say, Mr. President, that some of these papers are consist- 
ent with the loyalty of this man Maddox to the Federal Government, 
and might have been so written to protect him if he were within the 
Confederate lines, but altogether I thought the information ought to 
be brought to the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to make one statement in 
regard t» this matter, and I think I can do it with entire impartiality, 
for I have myself when upon the Committee on Claims reported this 
bill both ways. In the first place, it appears that this gentleman was 
authorized }o make certain purchases of tobacco nnder an act of Con- 
gress in the Confederate lines, but it appeared, however, that he had not 
complied with all the Treasury regulations, and I reported against the 
claim on that ground. Then itwas made to appear by evidence brought 
to my attention by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], who 
knew the party, that this nan was in the employ of President Lincoln, 
and that he had manifestly the implied assent of President Lincoln 
and of the Secretaries of the Treasury under his Administration to the 
departure from the law. Whether they were authorized to allow any 
such departure from the law might be doubted; but it was evident, ac- 
cording to the testimony before the committee then, that this man was 
acting in the employ of the National Government, and was acting in 
very important and delicate service directed by President Lincoln him- 
self personally. Therefore I thonght it was proper to waive those 
eee of the proceeding and to consider the substance of his 

m. 

Now, it seemsto appear that there is some evidence that he also was 
acting in the employment of the Confederate government. I suppose 
it is true in fact, where spies, secret officials, are employed by Govern- 
ments in time of war, that they establish the semblance of such em- 


ployment with both Governments, and it is often a difficult thing to 
find out afterwards to which Government they were true. Sometimes 
they are true to neither; sometimes they are true and loyal to one. 

I suppose every Senator remembers Cooper’s famons novel of The 
Spy, where Harvey Birch, who is the chief character of that novel, who 
was one of the most valuable servants of General Washington during 
the war, one of the most loyal of men, parted with all his neighbors 
and everybody except General Washington, and was regarded as the spy 
of the other side, and that character is taken from an actual personage 
who dwelt in the neighborhood of Cooper’s own county in New York, 
Westchester County, I think. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish this statement. A similar condition of 
things had been alleged and charged against one of the most famous, 
able, and, as I believe, most thoroughly loyal generals of our Revolu- 
tionary war, General Solomon H. Parsons, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to suggest to the Senator, before he 
sits down, that it is undoubtedly true, as stated by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that a person acting in the capacity of a spy for any gov- 
ernment will seek to establish such relations with the opposing govern- 
ment as will effectually deceive that other government; but I suggest 
that proof*which would be absolutely conclusive against the person 
acting in that capacit:, as far as any claim is concerned, would be this: 
If it could be shown to the satisfaction of the committee or of the Sen- 
ate that the person, while acting in the capacity of spy, had actually 
given the Confederate government information as to our forces—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That made him a spy on both sides. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That would be conclusive evidence against him, 
as fur as his claim goes. 

Mr. SPOONER, I only want to say in addition to what bas been 
said—and I did not intend to discuss this case atall, for this is informa- 
tion to be considered by the committee—that Mr. Stanton (if he ever 
had faith in the fidelity of this gentleman, Maddox), a very cultivated, 
and able, and fearless man, must have lost it, for he ordered Maddox’s 
incarceration ultimately in the Old Capitol prison upon the ground that 
he was not true to the cause of the Union. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionison the resolution reported 
by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. BLAIR. Iask to be excused from further service on the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr, President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from New Hampshire has made a 
request, 

Mr. PLATT. I suppose the Senator will be excused without objec- 
tion. Ifso, I ask unanimous consent that the President of the Senate 
be authorized to fill the vacancy thus created. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] and to that made by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]? The Chair hears none. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3358) for a public building for 
a marine hospital at Gallipolis, Ohio; which was read twice hy its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3359) to compensate the heirs of Joseph 
Henry; which was read twice by its title, 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill is accompanied by a very interesting 
statement by the daughter of Mr. Henry, formerly chairman of the 
Light-House Board, setting out the savings he had madeand the claim 
for this compensation. I ask that the papers be printed as a document. 
The bill will be printed of course in the ordinary way, and I ask that 
the papers accompanying it be printed asa document and referred, with 
the bill, to the Committee on Finance. As the services performed re- 
late to the Treasury Department, I suppose that will be the proper refer- 


ence. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Finance, and the accom- 
panying papers were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3360) granting an increase of 
pension to James Shaavan; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (8. 3361) granting a pension to Edith 
S. Read; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. KENNA (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3362) to regulate, 
define, establish, and secure the civil, political, and property rights of 
such American citizens as have intermarried with the Chickasaw In- 
dians, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (8. 3363) to provide for the survey of 
public lands in the State of South Dakota; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3364) for the relief of Robert N. 
Blake; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 
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Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3365) for the relief of the 
trustees of Trinity EpiscopalChurch; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 3366) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. Alexander; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3367) to incorporate the Co- 
lumbia Electric Company; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3368) for the relief of James Jones; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3369) granting a pension to Frank 
Alcott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3370) granting a pension to Betsey A. 
Matthews; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT. I have also been requested to introduce a bill, and do 
so with the statement that having read it I do not commit myself to 
the provisions of the bill nor do 1 believe in them. 

The bill (S. 3371) to invalidate wills made in the District of Colum- 
bia under certain conditions was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Colambia. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3372) to amend and to further ex- 
tend the benefits of an act entitled ‘An act to provide for allotment of 
lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend 
the protection of the laws of the United States and the Territories over 
the Indians, and for other purposes,” approved February 8, 1887; which 
aw read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3373) for the relief of Patrick Mont- 

ery; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, re/erred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3374) tor the purpose of improving, 
completing, and beautifying a soldiers’ cemetery at Parsons, Kans. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying petition, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3375) to increase the pension of 
Samuel A. Tate; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3376) for the relief of John A. Barton; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3377) restoring 
R. L, May to the Navy retired-list, with the rank of lieutenant-com- 
mander; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL, 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (S. 2741) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the 
purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other pur- 

; which was referred to the Comm.ttee on Public Lands, and or- 
Kared to be printed, 
HOUR OF MEETING. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over from a previous day. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. HALE, 
as follows: 

Ordered, That on and after Monday, April 7, 1890, the daily sessions of the Sen- 
ate shall commence at 12 o'clock, mdr Aly until otherwise ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move toamend by striking out “7” and insert- 
ing ‘*14,’’ and after the amendment is read I wish to say a word. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution in line 
1, after the word April, by striking out ‘‘7’’ and inserting “14;” so 
as to read: 

Ordered, That on andafter Monday, Aen 14, 18%0, the daily sessions of the Sen- 
ate shall commence at 12 o'clock, meridian, until otherwise ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In support of that amendment, Mr. President, I 
have to say very briefly (because I do not wish to waste the time of the 
Senate on such matters) that there have been already reported from 
committees at this session more than eight hundred separate subjects. 
The highest number on the Calendar to-day is 801 in the regular order, 
being bills that came from committees, besides a considerable number 
of affa rs that are laid on the table to be taken up, as they can be, on 
anybody’s motion. Some of these numbers are out, of course, because 
the original numbers, I think, stand, but it is safe to say, I think, that 
now there are more than seven hundred subjects reported from com- 
mittees on our Calendar requiring action, and I thought, and I sup- 
posed a large majority of the Senate thought, that more useful service 
in the publicinterest could be done by endeavoring to get on with very 
supose public measures and devoting one day in the week to the 

endar and by meeting an hour earlier here rather than goa that 
hour to our committee work to pile up this Calendar. $ is the 
whole reason of my amendment, to try to get along. 


Mr. HALE. I introduced the resolution because I thought I per- 
ceived that the operation of the 11 o’clock meeting was very em 
ing and inconvenient, and resulting in little good. I for one am not 
very strenuous whether the time be fixed at next Monday or next 
Monday a week, but the operation of the 11 o’clock hour of meeting 
is practically to dissolve the committees. Whether there be upon 
the Calendar seven or eight hundred or seventeen or eighteen hundred 
bills already reported by the different committees of the Senate, it is 
undoubtedly true that the committees of the body were never more 
basy than to-day, than this week, or next week. I know that I have 
been obliged to attend five different committee meetings this week 
since last Sunday. To meet here at 11 takes away not only the op- 
portunity for Senators to atiend committee meetings, but also renders 
it impossible to attend to any departmental business, which Senators 
know is as much needed as anything else in the course of our duties here, 

I introduced the resolution with no desire or disposition to shirk 
work or responsibility, because I believed (and in conference with many 
other Senators I found that they agreed with me) that the business of 
the Senate would, for the present, be better disposed of by returning 
atter this week, having tried the 11 o’clock meeting for one week, to 
the old hour of 12 o’clock. With these considerations I am entirely 
willing to leave the matter to a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I think a week of this meeting at 11 
o'clock will be enough. I do not know how it is with other Senators, 
but I find myself so burdened with business relating to affairs in the 
Departments and before committees that I am under constraint to do one 
of two things, either abandon that or abandon the purpose of coming 
here at 11 o'clock as a rule, Ido not believe that in any event it is 
heipful. I believe the experience of all members of this body is that 
after we stay here, say, for six hours or five hours, for some reason 
which is perhaps personal to the members of the Senate, if not to 
haman beings generally, we find that more or less friction arises, and 
the question whether to move an adjournment or not is uppermost, and 
we make several vain attempts to stay, and it finally results in ad- 
journing anyhow atter about so much has been done., Ido not believe 
we are going to help that by meeting at 11 o'clock. 

I admit that it is better to repent at the eleventh hour than not to 
repent atall, but I confess [ should have been a little more considerate 
on this point if we had attempted some of this haste in legislation as 
applicable to the ordinary business of the session three or four months 
avo. If we had done that, and had taken up the Calendar and other 
things which have been before us all this time, and which have been 
measurably neglected and put aside, we should not have been under 
the necessity of exhibiting now to the country what must appear an 
eleventh-hour repentance and Jacking somewhat in sincerity. 

I believe in transacting the public business as rapidly as any on 
but that publie business is composed of what is to be done hére, ani 
what is to be done in committee-rooms, and what is to be done in the 
Departments, including, of course, the correspondence with which every 
Senator is confronted, and which must be disposed of in order to meet 
situation which is justas material to his comfort and to the publiesery- 
ice as it is that he should be here. 

Iam satisfied that the purpose of the Senator from Vermont, and 
which he does not have altogether alone, will be better accomplished 
by returning to the old order next Monday. In fact, I should be glad 
to return to it to-morrow. The proposition never had my consent ex- 
cept under constraint; and, while I should be willing in the last days of 
the session to conform to the practice which then prevails of putting 
the Senate under whip and spur, I do not believe it is wise todo it now. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I believe the practice is 
whenever reports are made from committees to enter them in regular 
order on the Calendar, There haye been 801 such reports made and 
entered on this Calendar. Noting on page 6 of the Calendar the point 
reached the last time when the Calendar was under consideration, I 
find that the Senate has either considered or passed over informally 
455 cases, according to number. Of those all have been disposed of ex- 
cept 59. Ont of the 455 cases which bave been reached by the Senate, 


all but 59 have been disposed of, leaving the difference between 455 ~ 


and $01 as the number on the Calendar that have not yet been reached. 

It seems to me that this of itself would be a sufficient argument to 
prove that the Senate ought to meet at 12 o'clock and allow the com- 
mittees some time to work. It isa fact notorious to Senators who have 
paid any attention to the matter that it has been practically impossi- 
ble to get committee meetings this week. A vast quantity of impor- 
tant business is now pending before the committees, and with the lapse 
of a short time the Senate will go to the Calendar as it at present ex- 
ists. It seems to me to be absolutely necessary that some time should 
be allowed to committees, or else, if we do nothing else, the order ought 
to be made general that all committees may sit during the sessions of 
the Senate, as the Judiciary Committee does now, and that all com- 
mittees may have their sessions without regard to the sessions of the 
Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. A featmre of this case was illustrated yesterday. 
While some of the committees have such pressure of business upon 
them that they are obliged to ask leave to sit during the sessions of the 
Senate, the members of one of the committees came in yesterday and 
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very properly excused themselves for their absence. I do not say it 
with any disposition to criticise them, because they were obliged under 
the pressure of business to sit during the Senate’s session. Othercom- 
mittees have a great pressure of business upon them, and I have no 
doubt if they should ask leave of the Senate to sit during its session it 
would be granted them. But as soon as that is done it would be 
impossible to do business here. If any two or three committees should 
be granted the privilege that one or more of the committees now have, 
to sit during the Senate’s sessions, we could not work here between 11 
and 12 o’clock. 

It seems to me, therefore, that, for the present at least, until the 
work of the committees is cleared off more than it is, we had better re- 
turn to the old method. I will come here, I have no doubt all the 
members of the Senate will come here, at 11 o’clock just as soon as 
the business of the committees will justify it. 

I do not allude to what transpired here yesterday with any other dis- 
position than to illustrate the necessity of Senators doing either one of 
two things: either coming here at 11 o’clock and neglecting their com- 
mittee work or getting leave of the Senate to sit during its sessions and 
then break up a quorum by doing it. Those two things can not go to- 

ther. 
eur. HAWLEY. I was one of nine Senators this morning who held 
a meeting asa special committee on matters of importance where speedy 
actionisimportant. We deliberately sat, notwithstanding the roll-call, 
for ten or fifteen minutes after11. Otherwise our meeting would have 
beea almost lost. Yet we are under reproach for not attending to busi- 
ness and not being here to answer to the roll-call! 

Mr. REAGAN. My impression is that we shall facilitate and expe- 
dite business by meeting at 12 o'clock rather than at 11. Senators 
have to look over their mail in the morning; they have to attend to 
their committee business, dispose of their correspondence, and investi- 
gate questions, and to do that and meet at 11 o’clock is calculated to 
bring members here with their brains fevered and wearied and unfitted 
for duties of the day. 

It seems to me if we attend to the duties that necessarily devolve 
upon us, give the proper time for thought and preparation for the dis- 
position of questions which come before us, and sit here from 12 to 5, 
we shall do more business and do it more satisfactorily than by driv- 
ing ourselves in such a way that we can not attend to our correspond- 
ence properly, and can not visitthe Departments and do our duties there, 
and investigate the subjects which come before us here. 

I trust the amendment will not be adopted. I concur with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [ Mr. PLIE), I have been opposed to meeting at 
11 o’clock, and I wish we could make the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] operative from to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As I moved the amendment, I may be allowed to 
say a word in reply. 

I affirm with emphasis my belief that the practice of the Senate under 
the 11 o’clock order since it was made, nearly a week ago, has already 
sared to the Senate the passage of a great many bills that would other- 
wise have still been on the Calendar; that it has saved to the Senate 
more than two days of time on important measures which came up right 
after the routine business, and that instead of being a loss to the gen- 
eral service of the business we have to do here it has already demon- 
strated itself to be a great gain. 

Now, what is the trouble abont meeting at1lo’clock? The Depart- 
ments are all open at 9. I notice when I come to the Capitol, passing 
the houses of two heads of Departments in the shortest way to come 
here, at 9 o’clock or a little before that they are coming out of their 
doors and going to their business, to see Senators and Members at 9 
o'clock or ten minutes after 9, to carry on their work and attend to their 
correspondence, and I do not know that they think it a very great hard- 
ship to get up in the morning and breakfast at half past 7 or 8 o’clock 
and go to work. 

I have found in the committee that is supposed to be the slowest and 
laziest of any committee of this body or any other that when under 
this 11-o’clock rule a meeting is called at half past 9 o'clock, as it was 
at half past 10 o’clock before, we have no more delay in getting a 
quoram at half past 9 than we had at half past 10 when the hour of 
meeting was 12. I have observed in the Senate notwithstanding, what- 
ever the motive may have been, a demand by ambitious and always 
attentive and industrious Senators for a call of the Senate because 
42 Senators were not here, although day after day and week after 
week, when the hour was 12, as will be the case when it is 12 again, 
it isjust as long after 12 o'clock before a quorum is really in the Cham- 
ber as it is now after 11 o’clock, and longer. 

I have moved theamendmentin accordance with what I thought was 
a general impression that we might go on for a week longer with this 

‘ort to clear up the Calendar and dispose of half a dozen very important 
public measures that are already reported, and I hope that we may do so 
without doing ourselves or the public interest any very serious injury. 

, Mr. HAWLEY. Ishall vote for the Senator’s amendment. I am 
willing to come here at 11 o’clock another week, but I must respect- 
fully protest against the intimation on the part of the Senator that we 
should get here earlier and work harder. I insist the record will show 
that there is not such a hard-working legislative body in the world, 


and that the average business men in the United States do not work as 
hard as the Senators in this body. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the system by which legislation is 
carried on in the two Houses, as we all know, is by preparation in 
committee, in that way oe attention to the details and responsi- 
bilities which belong to legislation that do not attract from important 
interests in the Senate or in the public. Now, thatis a very laborious 
business, It is proper that there should be some portion of the day 
adequate for that business. We have some forty-five committees in 
this body. It is not too much to say that some twenty of that number 
may be considered as effective and constant committees in the exami- 
nation of subjects of legislation. The method now proposed is to take 
out of the time which our custom has assigned for committee service 
one hour away from every committee of the twenty I have spoken of, 
and thus check the methods of preparation for the confident and assured 
action of the united Senate when they come together. 

Ican not look with complacency upon such an arrangement. For 
myself I shall be quite satisfied to devote more hours of the day-time 
to the business of the Senate in session if we could adopt a system, 
which would be quite convenient to me, to take from 8 to 10 every 
evening’about committees. But that is not our custom, and weare not 
likely to come to that. Then these preparatory hours of the morning 
that ought to be, and might usefully be, extended to two hours of ses- 
sion for committees will do much more to facilitate business and estab- 
lish confidence here after the matter comes from the committees than 
can be done under the othersystem. But situated as my colleague and 
myself are in reference to a great State like that of New York, and so 
near to the seat of Government, the morning hour before coming here 
is an occasion when we need to see constituents and need to do proper 
errands, not connected with office-seeking. Therefore, until you are 
willing to adopt a system by which committees shall meet in the even- 
ing, it is very wrong to take away from these twenty committees a 
preparatory preparation of legislation from each committee in order to 
add one hour to the Senate in session. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the enumeration on the Calendar 
of the Order of Business is somewhat misleading. Whileitstands now, 
as the Senator from Vermont says, at 801, as a matter of fact there are 
but 380 bills on the Calendar, So somewhere between four hundred 
and five hundred have already been disposed of at this session. 

With regard to the particular question under consideration, I shall 
endeavor to accommodate myself to the order of the Senate, whether 
it be to meet at 11 or at 12, or, as the British Parliament does, at 4 
o’clock in the afternoon. But the great majority of our work is done 
in committees. Senators will observe that in the majority of cases 
bills that have been matured in committee and reached the Calendar 
very seldom excite much debate unless they are subjects in which the 
public is specially interested. 

I believe that it would be wise to fix the hour of meeting at 12 
o’clock, but at the same time, like others who have spoken, I am en- 
tirely willing to have the order as now standing continued for a week, 
because there are two or three measures of very great importance 
that ought to be disposed of and which I shall hope within that time 
may be reached and considered. Among them are the bill this morn- 
ing reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, known as the anti- 
trust bill, the railroad forfeiture bill, the question of privilege concerning 
the admission of the Senators from Montana, and perhaps the silver 
question. It seems to me that while the weather is agreeable, the 
temperature mild and moderate, and before the summer solstice ap- 
pears, we ought to improve the shining hours and get rid of these im- 
portant measures now on the Calendar. I therefore cordially concur 
with the amendment of the Senator from Vermont, that until these 
matured measures of t consequence now upon the Calendar are 
considered we ought to meet at 11 o'clock and dispense with further 
committee meetings. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to state, in response to my colleague and for 
the benefit of the Senate, that there are to-day about 3,000 bills in 
committees. The number of Senate bills is about 3,500, and 400 or 
500 have come over from tue other House, making about 4,000, of 
which 800 or 1,000 have been disposed of so far as the committees are 
concerned. Now, as I happen to know, there are many bills of very 
great importance pending in committee. I do not believe that meet- 
ing at 11 o’elock is going to dispense with the consideration of all those 
measures and others, but I think we shall make more progress, not 
only for the time being, but for all the work of this session, by meeting 
at the accustomed hour of 12 o'clock, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] to the resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. > 

Mr. EVARTS. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the first line of the resolution it is proposed 
to strike out the figure ‘*7’’ and insert the figure ‘‘14;’’ so as to read: 

Resolved, That on and after Monday, April 14, 1890, the daily sessions of the 
Senate shall commence at 12 o'clock meridian, until otherwise ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Iask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the 
amendment. 
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Gore È hr and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e roll. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, Drxon]. I should vote “nay” 
if he were present. 

Mr, RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. I should vote 
“nay” if I were not paired. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Quay] and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLA’ I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Barbour]. If he were present I should vote “ yea;’’ but, especially 
as this seems to be in some sense a political question, I withhold my 
vote. 


Mr, PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Eustis]. If he were here I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—2. 
Allen, Dawes, Hoar, Sherman, 
Allison, Dolph, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Blair, Edmunds, MoMillan, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Evarts, Mitchell, ier, 
Casey, Farwell, eee fy Washburn, 
Chandler, Frye, Morrill, Wilson of lowa. 
Cullom, Hawley, Sawyer, 
NAYS—29, 
Bate, Geo! Morgan, Vest, 
Berry, Gibson, ` Voo! 
Blodgett, Gray, Payne, Walthal 
Butler, Hale, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
Call, Harris, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Hearst, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
el, Kenna, Vance, 
ABSENT—26. 
Aldri Dixon, Jones of Neyada, Qua 
poeta Eustis, McPherson, a D 
k, Faulkner, Manderson, Squire, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Paddock, Stanford, 
Haseki H Enna ton, EEIN; 
Colqu ns, erce, 
eita Hiscock, Platt, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the resolution be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
HALE, as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after Monday, April 7, 1890, the daily sessions of the Sen- 
ate shall commence at 12 o'clock meridian, until otherwise ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on the 
question of agreeing to the resolution. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator trom Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 
Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


Senator from Louisiana [Mr, Eustis]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I announced my pair 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. If he were present 
Ishould vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], If he were here I 
should vote ‘‘ yea,” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 32, nays 25; as follows: 


Rate, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Turpi 
Seam Gomme Soa Vaneo, 
eorge, o 

oe Gibson, Kaso, Vi oe 

, ray, yne, Sas 
Cockrell, Hale Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Harris, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Hearst, 

NAYS—25. 
Allen, Dolph, MeMillan, 
Allison, Edmunds, Mitchell, Stock 
Blair, are rear fe g 
Cameron, aw o! ashburn. 
Pe rel) Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Chandler, Hoar, Sherman, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Spooner, 
ABSENT—3. 
Aldrich Dix Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
ur, tis, cPherson, Ransom, 

x Farw: Manderson, Squire, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, dock, Stanford, 
Col quitt, finn ton, Pee mg 

u 
Da Higgins, Platt, 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 


Mr. HOAR. I call the attention of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
Epmunps] to the motion I am about to make. I move to take up the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 157) to amend the 
charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will not press that motion 
this morning, but let it wait until to-morrow morning. I shall make’ 
no objection to his renewing it to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I give notice that I shall call up to-morrow morn- 
ing at this time the motion to reconsider, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, hy Mr. MARTIN, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (S. 1332) granting to the city of Colorado 
Springs, in the State of Colorado, certain lands therein described for 
water reservoirs. 
ae message also announced that the House had passed the following 
A bill (S. 1738) to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Missouri River, in the county of Monona, in the State of Iowa, 
and in the county of Burt, in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. 2026) authorizing the construction of a bri across the 
Arkansas River, connecting Little Rock and Argenta, Ark.; 

A bill (S. 2323) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Arkansas River at or near Pendleton, Desha County, Arkansas; and 

A bill (S. 2324) to authorize the building of a bri across White 
River, Arkansas, by the Mississippi and Little Rock way Company. 

The message further announced that the House had the fol- 
lowing bills, with amendments in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1873) authorizing the Brazos Terminal Railway Company to 
construct a bridge across the Brazos River, in the State of Texas; and 

A bill (S. 2284) for the organization, improvement, and maintenance 
of the National Zoological Park. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 380) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 
across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,” approved January 8, 


889; 

A bill (H. R. 5729) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Oconee River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 7164) to amend and continue in force ‘‘ An act to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at Forest City, 
Dak., by the Forest City and Watertown Railway Company,” approved 
August 6, 1888; 

A bill (H. R. 7985) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to aid vessels 
wrecked or disabled in the waters conterminous to the United States 
and the Dominion of Canada,” approved June 19, 1878; 

A bill (H. R. 8391) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 344) to grant the right of way to the Pittsburgh, Colum- 
bus, and Fort Smith Railway Company through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 41 tothe bi New E 7496) to provide for cer- 
tain of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for fiscal year ending June 80, 1890, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and conference have to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senato 
numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Add at the end of said amendment the following: 

“ Provided, That no of said amount shall be expended in sinking weils 
or the construction of irrigation works; and the work done under this appro- 
priation shall be completed and a report of the same made within the appropri- 
ation, and nothing herein shall commit the Government to any plan of irr 
tion or the construction of works therefor.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

EUGENE HALE, 
a Sr gee 


. E, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
REGISTRY OF BARGES, 


Mr. HAMPTON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
3131) for the registry or enrollment of the barges Herdis and Agostinoc. 
It is a matter of great consequence to a gentleman engaged in trans- 
porting fertilizers or phosphate rock. It will not take a minute to dis- 
pose of the bill. te 
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Mr. HOAR. I should like tocall up the Montana case at this time, 
according to notice, but I will yield to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina if his bill involves no debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 3131) for the registry or enrollment 
of the barges Herdis and Agostinoc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with an amendment, in line 8, to strike out the 
word ‘“‘Agostinoc’’ and insert “Agostino C.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will thechairman of the Committee on Commerce 
inform us why these vessels do not fall within the general law, and, if 
they do not, why they ought to be brought into an American registry? 
I dare say he can do it in a moment. 

Mr. FRYE. Because in the general law which provides for issuing 
a register to wrecked vessels barges are not included. There is another 
law which includes canal-boats, barges, ete., entirely within the inland 
watersand lakes, These two barges do not happen to come under that 
provision of law, simply because they sail between Charleston and Sa- 
vannah. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. So itis entirely within the spirit of the general 
law? 

Mr. FRYE. It is entirely within the spirit of the law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended, so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the registry or en- 

ent of the barges Herdis and Agostino C,” 


SENATORS FROM MONTANA. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to call up the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections in regard to the Montana Senatorial 
contest. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Report No. 538, by Mr. Hoar. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuppose it will be more agreeable to the Senate not 
to have these two long reports read in full from the desk. I can state 
the substance of the majority report. I think I can make a clear and 
compact statement of it in fifteen minutes, if the Senate will kindly 
give me their attention for that time, which will put them in posses- 
sion of the points in the case as I understand them and will save a 
good deal of time and labor. If the Chief Clerk will read the first res- 
olution reported from the committee I will proceed to make that state- 
ment, if no Senator calls for the reading of the report. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William A. Clark is not entitled to be admitted to aseatin the 
Senate from the State of Montana, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this case involves the title to two seats 
in this body of persons claiming to be elected from the new State of 
Montana, 

There is no difference whatever that I have heard between the case 
of the twoclaimants, Mr. Sanders and Mr. Power on one side and the 
two claimants, Mr. Clark and Mr. Maginnis, on the other. The ques- 
tion between those two sets of persons depends wholly upon the point 
whether five Republicans or five Democrats were authorized to sit in 
the house of representatives of Montana, to take part in the organiza- 
tion of that body, and vote for Senators. There was a valid organiza- 
tion of the senate. Two bodies met, each claiming to be the true 
house. There was no choice of the United States Senators by any 
concurrent vote and at the time and in the manner fixed by the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States. One-half exactly of the 
senate of Montana met in ajoint convention with one of these bodies 
and everything necessary to elect a Senator, if they had the right to 
do it, took place, and the other half met in a joint convention with 
the other body. 

The question is, therefore, which of those two joint conventions con- 
tained the members of a lawful house? That question is settled by de- 
termining which of the two groups or sets of five had the right to act 
as representatives for the State of Montana from the county of Silver 
Bow, and that question in its turn depends ultimately in one of itsas- 
pects on transactions at precinct No. 34 in that county. I can state, I 
think, the propositions on which the majority report rests very briefly 
for the satisfaction of the Senate. 

In the first place, each of these two bodies of five persons claimed to 
have lawful credentials. One had credentials from a Territorial board 
consisting of the chief-justice and two other Territorial officers, and the 
other set had credentials from a county clerk. The question is, which 
of those two were the lawful credentials? 


There was necessary for a quorum in Montana the presence of twenty- 
nine persons, In one of these houses there were twenty-five ms 
unquestionably elected and unquestionably having lawful credentials, 
In the other house there were twenty-four persons unquestionably 
elected. Adding to those twenty-five the five disputed persons, one of 
the bodies would have thirty. Adding in the other body to the twenty- 
four the five persons, that body would have twenty-nine—enongh in 
each instance to make a quornm, 

The first question therefore is who had lawfal credentials which en- 
titled them to sit and vote in the house of representatives of the State 
of Montana until the house itself by its constitutional judgment had 
determined favorably or adversely to their title to the seat. 

Then the second question in the case is this: Whether, mapposing 
one of these bodies was made up of twenty-five persons lawfully an 
unquestionably entitled tosit in it and of five persons who had lawful 
credentials, and the other was made up of twenty-four or twenty-five 
persons who unquestionably had a title to sit in it and five persons 
who had not lawful credentials, but are now found by the Senate to 
have been really elected by the people—which of those two bodies is 
entitled to be treated by it in determining this question as the lawful 
and constitutional house. 

The third question in the case is the final question, which of these 
two sets of five persons were lawfully and actualy elected by the people, 
withont regard to the technicalities or to the credentials, but upon the 
substance of the election as we have the evidence belore us, 

The majority of the committee are of opinion that the five men that 
sat in what is known as the Iron Hall, or Republican house, who 
claimed to be elected as Republican members from the county of Sil- 
ver Bow, had the lawful credentials and that they were entitled to sit 
in the representative chamber of the State of Montana when the house 
of representatives organized and to retain those seats, as they did re- 
tain them, acting in all respects as lawful representatives until there 
had been a judgment of the house itself to the contrary, which it is not 
claimed ever happened. 

In the next place, the majority of the committee are of opinion that, 
if this body of persons had the lawful and constitutional certificates of 
their election, that title is a good title against all the world, governing 
their associates in that body, governing the senate, governing every- 
body who has a lawful duty to determine who are lawtully elected 
representatives until there be an adjudication of the house itself to the 
contrary, and that nobody can be heard to say and that no authority 
can be permitted to inquire into or determine the actual facts of the 
election as against that title. That is the second proposition. 

The third proposition is that, upon the merits of the election itself, 
the five claimants in the Iron Hall, or Republican legislature, from the 
county of Silver Bow were truly and lawfully elected. I wish to 
say, speaking for myselfand speaking for my associates who have joined 
in this report, that, as I believe, not desiring to be immodest and with 
entire deference to the opinion of the gentlemen who differ from me, 
this case seems to me to be absolutely impregnable on all three of these 
propositions, and there has not been presented for my determination, 
either in the Senate or in the other House, since I have been in public 
life, what, when properly understood, seems to me to be a clearer case 
for the decision of the Senate or the House. 

Now, the question about the lawful credentials is just this: The 
statute, the enabling act, authorized the constitutional convention of 
Montana to provide for taking the sense of the people upon the adop- 
tion or rejection of the constitution and for the election of the State 
oflicers at the same time, for which the convention which proposed the 
constitution should provide. The convention exercised that authority 
by an ordinance known as the election ordinance, ordinance No. 2, 
which accompanied the constitution itself; and that ordinance pro- 
vided that — 

The votes cast at said election for the adoption or rejection of said constitu- 
tion shall be canvassed by the canvassing boards of the konpectiva counties not 
later than fifteen days after said election, or sooner if the returns from all of the 
precincts shall have been received, and in the manner prescribed by the laws of 
the Territory of Montana for canvassing the votes at general elections in said 
Territory, and the returns of said election shall be made to the secretary of the 
Territory, who, with the governor and the chief-justice of the Territory, or any 
two of them, shall constitute a board of canvassers, who shall meet at the office 


of the secretary of the Territory on or before the thirtieth day after the election 
and canvass the votes so cast and declare the result, 


That is the method providing for ascertaining the result as to the 
constitution itself. Then the seventh section of the ordinance pro- 
vides: 

That on the first Tuesday in October, 1889, there shall be elected by the quali- 
fied electors of Montana a governor, a lieutenant-governor, a agirian i of state, 
an attorney-general, a State treasurer, a State auditor, a State su ntendent 
of public instruction, one vaa beameig and two associate justices of the supreme 
court, a judge for each of the judicial districts established by this constitution, a 
clerk of the supreme court, and a clerk of the district court in and for each 
county of the State, and the members of the Legislative Assembly provided for 
in this constitution. 

s > = . * . 7 
Seventh. There shall be elected at the same time one Representative in the 
Fifty-first Congress of the United States. 


ighth. The votes for the above officers shall be returned and canvassed as 
is prorina by law, and returns shall be made to the of the Territory 
and can 


thesame manner and by thesame board as is the vote upon the 
constitution, except as to clerk of the district court. 
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‘The clerk of the district court was a district officer, confined either 
to one county or to two or more counties, and he was a local officer. 
With that exception, the law expressly provided that the votes for all 
these officers and for the Legislative Assembly shall be returned to and 
canvassed in the same manner and by the same board as is the vote 
upon the constitution, which is this State board. Then it goes on to 
say that-‘‘there shall also be elected at the same time the following 
county and township officers, and the votes for these officers shall bere- 
turned and canvassed as now provided by law.” That old Territorial 
law provided that the votes for these county officers should be can- 
vassed by a county board and the result certified by the county clerk. 
There were no other officers in the Territory elected by the people. 
All the officers were appointed either by the governor or by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. Many of the offices enumerated in this 
first section did not exist at all in the Territory. The only general 
Territorial election was for a Delegate in Congress, in regard to which 
there was a special mode of canvass by Territorial officials provided by 
a special law for that pu 

Now, then, our friends on the other siie think that because this 
statute says that the votes shall be returned and canvassed as provided 
by law there is to be a canvass and a declaration of the result by the 
county board, and a certificate given, although the ordinance contains 
the express provision thatafter that canvass the votes shall be further 
returned to the secretary of state and canvassed like the votes for the 
constitution. 

That proposition seems to us entirely inadmissible. 

But it is said the statute does not say that when this State or Terri- 
torial board have canvassed the votes for the entire Territory they shall 
declare the result and give a certificate of it. But we understand that 
that duty and obligation are involved in the obligation to make the 
canvass, 

Now, let us see what is the alternative and to what result the propo- 
sition made by our learned friends on the other side must bring them. 
In the first place, if they say that the method of declaring and certifying 
the result provided by the old Territorial law is the onestillin force, you 
have not any provision for either certifying the result or declaring the 
result or giving certificates in regard to all of these officers, who were 
only created by the constitution for the first time, because the Terri- 
torial law never applied to them. In the next place, in creating the 
Legislature for the State of Montana there was the old body of the 
house of representatives corresponding to this like body in the Terri- 
torial legislation, and there was an entirely new and legal and consti- 
tutional creation of the senate, the only thing at all resembling which 
was a legislative council, which had certain functions like that of the 
executive council in §tates where they have them, and certain other 
functions of a legislative character. But it does not now exist. 

When you have a statute which declares that the vote shall be cast 
for a legislative assembly and canvassed as required by law, if the votes 
are to be canvassed and the result declared for members of the house 
by the old district officers alone, not by the State officers, you have 
got the extraordinary result that, while precisely the same phrase is 
used, Legislative Assembly, including both houses, you haveone method 
of declaring the result and giving tbe certificate provided as to the 
house of representatives and no method at all provided as to the sen- 
ate. The old law never applied to it and the phraseology of the new 
law, according to our friends on the other side, does not reach it. 

Then you have got this further result, which seems to me practically 
an absurdity. If these votes are to be canvassed by this State board 
and the result of that canvass declared and certificates given by the 
county board, it follows that an inferior officer, who has no connection 
with the State board whatever, who has no access even to what they 
do except such access as may be the right of all citizens in general, is 
to certify the result of this State body of canvassers. These clerks re- 
side and perform their duties at a distance from the seat of govern- 
ment. Iam told by good authority that one of them has his office at 
a distance of 460 miles from the seat of government in that Territory. 
There is no provision made for his compensation, for his travel; th re 
is no express enactment that he shall perform this duty; and yet our 
learned friends on the other side are inevitably driven to this position: 
that in the face of that express provision that this canvass shall take 
place—that is, that votes for the constitution are to be canvassed, which 
is the case with representatives to the General Assembly—these clerks 
are expected to travel 460 miles to inspect the documentary evidence 
of a canvass which is kept in a State office at the capital, and which, 
of course, can not be sent away from it, ascertain the result, and give 
the certificate to the members elected. To my humble apprehension 
that proposition is clearly and manifestly preposterous. 

Then we come to the next step. Suppose, now, we havea Legislative 
Assembly of whom enough to make a constitutional quorum have law- 
ful certificates from the lawful canvassing board, as these men from the 
Btate canvassers.. Are they entitled, under the uniform parliamentary 
and constitutional practice of this country, to take their seats in that 
body, organize if, and hold those seats until, acting on each case one 
by one, the body itself has adjudged nst their title there to remain? 
Nobody is hardy enough to question that proposition as a general rule. 
I suppose nobody on the other side will doubt it for a moment, 


It is too well established in 


liamentary processes in this country to 
be donbdtednow. But it is that that doctrine does not apply to the 
case where there happen to be two bodies, each claiming to be the lawful 
body, and that in that case if it takes thirty to make aquorumand you 
have got twenty-five, lawfully elected, with lawful credentials, acting 
with five men who have gotten credentials, but whose election is dis- 
puted, and another body of twenty-five men, lawfully elected and with 
lawful credentials, acting with five men who have not got any creden- 
tials, but who claim that they were really elected, any other y who 
is to deal with these rival claims (including the Senate of the United 
States, who are to determine the question of the validity of the election) 
may in that case go behind the credentials and go behind every tech- 
nicality or paper title or certificate to the fact and truth of the election 
itself; and for that proposition the authority of a report made by Mr. 
Carpenter, of Wisconsin, chairman of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, I think, at the time, at any rate a member of it, is cited. 

That proposition I wish respectfully to deny; but I desire to say in 
denying it that a political advantage would ensue to the party to which 
I belong from its adoption, an immediate political advantage which 
would go very far beyond, inits attractiveness, if those were the things 
which attracted us here, anything which could happen by seating 
two Republican Senators from the State of Montana. If you gen- 
tlemen on the other side of this Chamber tell us and will establish as 
the constitutional law of this country that whenever, for the past four- 
teen years, a Republican minority has met in the House of Represent- 
atives, that minority had in the original organization of that House 
the lawtul right to send for the men who we believe were honestly 
elected, but had not got the credentials of their States, to make up the 
body, and then it was the duty of the President and the Senate to rec- 
ognize them, it is something that had not dawned on our understand- 
ing hitherto and may possibly be a useful hint or rule forour guidance 
in what may happen in the tuture, 

If it be true that ever, in any State, South or North, East or West, 
the party in the minority who have credentials may get the men who 
they think were lawfully elected, and have not got them, to make a 
quorum and then organize and legislate and elect Senators, and it is 
the duty of this Senate to seat them, I think you will agree that some- 
body here has exercised a most remarkable abstinence trom exercising 
a constitutional power for the last twenty years. There bas not been 
a Congress for fourteen years, with one or two exceptions, where there 
was a House of Representatives, in regard to which a large portion of 
this country and a large majority of this body have not conscientiously 
believed, whether right or wrong, that there ought to have been added 
enough to make a majority and to organize a House of men elected, but 
without credentials. There has not been atime for the last twenty 
years when there has not been a large number of the people of this 
country—I am not saying whether right or wrong in that belief—who 
have not honestly and conscientiously believed that there were Sena- 
tors sitting in this body whose title to their seats would not have stood 
against this proposition which is now suggested, if I understand it cor- 
rectly, on the part of the minority. 

This is a much larger question than the question of the seats of the 
two gentlemen entitled to sit from the State of Montana. I have al- 
ways believed and have always acted upon that belief, and shall con- 
tinue to act upon it until the authority of the Senate or the authority 
at least of some great constitutional lawyers who have seats here—and 
there are such on the otherside of this Chamber and on the other side 
of this committee—shall declare the contrary, that it is impossible to 
conduct a free constitutional and legislative government on any other 
theory than that there must be somebody, from the necessity of the 
case, who ascertains the result of an election and certifies to that re- 
sult, and that when that is done, right or wrong, honest or dishonest, 
as that may be, that certificate clothes the person who receives it with 
the lawful and rightful authority to exercise the function of a legislator 
subject only to one judgment, and that is the judgment of the house 
itself where he undertakes to claim a seat. 

How can it be that a Republican minority two years ago or four years 
ago in the House of Representatives in W: n might have gath- 
ered to itself contestants from Democratic districts where they had 
credentials or that a Democratic minority this winter might have done 
the same thing in regard to its Republican opponents and undertaken 
to organize a House, and in that case have put upon the Senate the duty 
of inquiring into every contested-election case in this country ? 

If that duty were to be put upon the Senate in determining what body 
it would recognize and act with, a like duty of course would be im- 
posed upon the President of the United States in the exercise of his 
constitutional fanctions, and possibly a third duty upon theeourts, and 
unless it happened that all three of those bodies came to the samecon- 
clusion in regard to the debated and disputed and doubted facts of a 
contested election in a State for Representative in Congress, the whole 
constitutional legislative function of this country is to be thrown into 
disorder. 

Mr. Loo eye made a report in the Alabama case, where a condition 
of things like that took place, in which he affirmed that doctrine, it is 
said, and the majority of the Committee on Elections of course must 
have assented to his report, though he signs it alone, But in the first 
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that doctrine is not heard of or suggested in the debate in the 

te on that Alabama case, which was conducted by Mr. Oliver P. 
Morton, of Indiana, on the part of the then majority in this body, but 
Mr. Carpenter in His report puts the doctrine expressly on the assertion 
thatthe true and valid election of the Republicans in the State of Ala- 
bama was conceded. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was not true. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what he says. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was not true. I deny that it was true. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis what he said. You do not deny that is true, 
for there it is in the book, and that is enough for my purpose. 

Mr. VANCE, The minority report denies it also. I should like to 
know who made that concession. 

Mr. HOAR. I should, too. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was not made. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to know who made it, but the only man 
who is found affirming this doctrine anywhere puts the doctrine ex- 
pressly on the fact that it is conceded, and makes his distinction be- 
tween that and the contrary doctrine, which he admits is true every- 
where else, upon the fact that that is conceded. 

Now, whether Mr. Carpenter or whether the Senate of the United 
States, in that angry and heated time immediately after the war, com- 
mitted a political act upon which they could not stand in logic or in 
law, I am not obliged now to discuss, Mr. Halbert E. Paine, the au- 
thor of the book on contested elections, long ago, some years ago, before 
the question had come up again, declared in reference to that report 
of Mr. Carpenter that, if he were seeking to say something in defense 
of a totally untenable position, that might possibly be as well as any- 
thing else he could say, and that was all there was of it. 

Mr. GRAY. Will it interrupt the Senator if I ask him a question? 

Mr, HOAR. Ido not want to make this statement under much in- 
terruption, because I am trying to bring it to a close as soon as I can. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. HOAR, Iyield. 

Mr. GRAY. Only a moment, and I trust it will not interfere with 
the Senator, I am interested in the statement just made by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts that Senator Morton, an exceedingly able man, 
in the debate that occurred in the Senate upon the report of this com- 
mittee in the Spencer and Sykes case, did not put any stress upon the 
position taken by Mr. Carpenter, and argued the case not upon that 
ground, but avoided that position. I did not so understand, and I 
would ask the Senator what interpretation he puts upon this language 
used by Mr. Morton when he says: 

Here are two rival bodies, each disiang to be the Legislature, and the ques- 
tion for us to determine is now, not which appeared at first to have the legal 
right, but which in point of fact was the true Legislature of Alabama, which 
body had the quorum of men who were actually elected? Upon that question 
there is no sort of difficulty at all. 

Mr. HOAR. If that sentence conveys to anybody the fact that Mr. 
Morton is affirming Mr. Carpenter’s view I do not so understand it. 
Tf it is, it is the only thing that I think will be found. Mr. Morton 
put it upon the ground that they were to throw everything to the 
winds and in this revolutionary condition of things undertaking to 
overthrow by the forms of law the will of the.people, that the Sen- 
ate should interpose with its authority and find out what the people 
of Alabama wanted in regard to the Senator, without any regard to 
lawful or constitutional methods. That is the substance of that speech 
of Mr. Morton, 

Now let me go back or I shall forget what I was saying when I rose. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator's pardon. I would not have inter- 
rupted him but that I was interested in the statement. 

r. HOAR. Mr. President, I understand that Mr. Carpenter, 
whether he could rightfully or wrongfully maintain the distinction, 
stood as well as he could on that distinction alone. Whether it was 
true in fact or whether it was well founded in law I have nothing to 
say. We have ourown duty at this time; and that was when he was 
dealing with a case where this fact was conceded, and that if it had not 

been conceded the law would have heen otherwise. If that report ot 
' Mr. Carpenter were put upon any other ground, I wish to say for my- 
self, and I think my associates on the committee agree with me, that I 
dissent from it utterly and absolutely, and I understand the constitu- 
tion and law to be as I have stated. 

Then comes the third proposition. But I do not think that itcan be 
maintained upon the evidence before the committee that the five Dem- 
ocrats from the county of Silver Bow were duly and lawfully elected 
on the facts or on ihe merits, but I think on the other hand it is per- 
fectly clear and indisputable to any reasonable apprehension, toany im- 
partial man, that their five competitors were elected. That all de- 
pends upon the question whether in truth and in fact the votes which 
were cast at precinct No. 34, with one exception, which I will state 
presently, were as reported by the election officers there. That pre- 
cinct was a precinct in the neighborhood of and including a railroad 
camp; that precinct was composed very largely of persons employed in 
the construction of a new railroad. There has not a single mark been 
brought to our attention in the conduct of that election which indicates 
to my mind an honest and free election. 


The election was held under the Australian ballot system, which had 
been established there some time before, but the law before the estab- 
lishment of that ballot system was one which very carefully provided 
for the security and honesty of elections. It provided for five judges 
in precincts where there were over 100 votes cast—I think those were 
the limits—five judges of election and two clerks. They were to have 
two poll-books and on those poll-books they were required by law to 
set down in their order the numbers of the voters as they cast their 
votes, Then at the end of the balloting the two poll-books were to 
be compared, and if they did not agree the error in one or the other was 
to be corrected until they did agree. Then the number of voters was 
to be compared with the number of ballots, and if the number of bal- 
lots exceeded the number of voters, enough were to be thrown out of 
the ballot-box by a very familiar process to reduce and remove the ex- 


cess. 

Now, what happened at that election? In the first place there were 
not five judges; there were only three. That I concede, taken alone, 
would be an indication perhaps of a mistake in the officials which ought 
not to defeat the true will of the people. In the second place, the duty 
is imposed upon the clerks of the election of carefully scrutinizing the 
poll-books, making the register, and identifying the voters as they come, 
and nosingle duty of either of those clerks was performed by the clerks. 
They were two illiterate men, and one judge of the election testifies 
that he did most of the duty which the law imposed upon the clerks. 
There was no sworn officer therefore who did the clerical duty at that 
election at all, and, instead of having seven sworn officers to inspect that 
election, there were but three. 

But let that all go, That is not of the essence of the people’s will, 
and perhaps the people were not to blame for that. These persons who 
were to be voted in regular order and put upon the poll-book in that 
order turned out to have voted in alphabetical order, the five election 
officers noting them first, and then they go on in regular alphabetical 
order from A to Y, and Robert Youngberg was the last voter; and that 
great safeguard and security by which if a man personates another he 
can be identified by the man who voted next before and the man who 
voted next after, so that the election officers would have known about 
what time he cast his vote, was washed away. 

Tt is said that this also was an honest mistake, that they took the 
registry list which had been furnished them alphabetically and checked 
the men as they voted, and that undoubtedly if they di ed this 
important provision of the law it was a mistake of the election officers, 
which ought not to deprive the voters of their due and rightful share 
in the election. But that does not seem to me to hold water, for they 
had a copy of the register; and all these facts were furnished by the 
Democratic contestants. We have not assumed a single fact except 
whatappears from the papers putin by Messrs. Maginnis and Clark and 
the Democratic judge who tried the title of one or the other of the dis- 
trict officers to his office. 

We had, as I said, the register before us, and itis very manifest that 
this is not a copy of the poll-list; for, in the first place, in the register 
the christian name follows the surname, and in the poll-list the chris- 
tian name comes first. In some names in the registry the initials onl 
of the christian names are given, while in the same names in the poll- 
list the christian names are given in full and in some cases the names 
are spelled differently or the spelling would require a different pro- 
nunciation. This pretended poll-list is a list of somebody who got up 
that fraudulent election and furnished these men for the purpose of 
some railroad official who was voting the whole of them. It seems to 
me that it is an absolute fraud, showing that this is a manufactured, 
concocted, and pretended election, and not a real one, which it is im- 
possible to mistake by any impartial mind. 

But let us go a little further. There are 171 Democratic votes and 
3 Republican votes, varying once or twice so that there are 4 for one 
and 170 for another, and 172 for oneand 2 for another, and here was a 
hotly contested election in the State of Montana, and the election in 
that county of Silver Bow was so close that a change of 60 votes the 
one way or the other would have defeated the candidate declared elected 
or elected the candidate declared defeated—generally an average of 60 
or 70 votes—and yet it is found in this one precinct, newly settled, a 
oe where men of all nationalities and gathering from all parts of the 

nion had come together, that the remarkable and miraculous result 
is that the votes were divided between the two parties there, when it 
is so even over all the rest of the Territory and over all the rest of that 
county, in the proportion of 171 to 3. 

Beyond that and another badge of fraud, there was no political di- 
vision in regard to the constitution of Montana. The Republicans and 
the Democrats alike were supporting and favoring the adoption of that 
constitution, and yet substantially the same division in to the 
constitution that existed between the two parties is found in that re- 


rt. 
e remember once going up to the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Bris- 
tow, and meeting a \ usetts official who had been charged with 
various delinquencies, and he explained them one alter another by 
some accidents that happened to him; he had been misled and had 
meantall right. After that interview was over Mr. Bristow came down , 
to the Capitol and said I to him: ‘‘ What do you think of that fel- 
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low?” ‘* Well,” said he, ‘‘he reminded me of a justice of the peace in 
Kentucky. A man had been ds a before him for stealing cow-bells. 


He had stolen five or six cow-bells, and he said he never stole them 
from the cows, but he was out in the pasture and the cows had scratched 
them off and he had picked them up. ‘Well,’ said the justice, ‘you 
might possibly have picked up one of those cow-bells in that way; but 
when it comes to six, I rather think yoa have stolen them all,’’’ 

Now, when you take up these badges of fraudulent elections, any one 
of which may possibly be reconciled with honesty, and put them. all 
together, I think the gentlemen who had charge of running that side 
of that election there stole it all. 

But there is another suggestion which is not reconcilable with any- 
thing else, and that is apparent upon this fact, that enough of those 
men who voted the Democratic ticket in the county of Silver Bow were 
not legal voters, and that appears on the findings of this Democratic 
judge himself, as to change the majority. The Revised Statutes of the 

nited States, section 1860-—— 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator does not mean to say that the judge ac- 
knowledged that those votes were illegal? 

Mr. HOAR. No; I say that the judge finds the fact. 

Mr. VANCE. From which you infer? 

Mr. HOAR. Iam going to read to see how it strikes the Senators. 
The statute of the United States in regard to suffrage in the Territories 
is this. This is section 1860 of the Revised Statutes: 

Y| i b; 
Congress, ear call boat nit clecticos in E alnmeky scree tend Wes aoe 
fication of voters and of holding office shali be such as may be prescribed by the 
Legislative Assembly of each Territory; subject, nevertheless, to the following 
restrictions on the power of the Legislative Assembly, namely : 

First, the right of suffrage and of holding office shall be exercised only by 
citizens of the United States above the age of twenty-one years and by those 
above that age who have declared on oath before a competent court of record 


their intentions to become such and have taken an oath to support the Consti- 
tution and Government of the United States. 


In other words, there is an emphatic and express enactment that it 
shall not be within the legislative power of any Territory to confer the 
right of suffrage npon any person who has not taken two oaths: first, 
the oath that he intends to become a citizen of the United States and, 
second, the oath to support its Constitution and Government, thereby 
renouncing all other allegiance. 

That latter oath it is not pretended was taken by the aliens who 
voted at precinct 34 and at precinct 26 in the county of Silver Bow, 
and that is so found by the judge expressly to whose decision I have 
already referred. He says that as the law of Montana expressly de- 
clares. 


All male citizens of the United States * * * who shall have declared their 
intention of becoming citizens, and who, under existing laws of the United 
sonar iad ultimately become citizens thereof, shall be deemed electors of this 

And the Territorial law did not put in this qualification of the act 
of Congress, although the act of Congress says that it shall bea limita- 
tion on the power of the Territory itself, that it shall not admit any- 
body who has not taken this other oath. The judge says it was not 
necessary for these men to take that other oath, because the enabling 
act says that persons who are qualified electors may vote for State 
officers, and he thinks they meant qualified electors according to the 
Territorial statute, and not qualified electors according to the existing 
la 


w. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of the United States law ? 

Mr. HOAR, Of the United States law. Now, let me repeat it. 
The honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] asks a ques- 
tion about that. The United States law says that the Territorial - 
islature may prescribe who shall be qualified electors, subject to the 
restriction that they shall not let anybody in who has not taken an 
oath to support the Constitution and Government of the United States. 
The Territorial Jaw of Montana did not put in that restriction. Un- 
doubtedly it was an accident, but itis not there. It did say that all 

ns who have declared their intention to become citizens may vote 
this Territory. 

Then the enabling act says the constitutional convention may provide 
for the choice of State officers. The constitutional convention says the 
qualified electors of the Territory shall vote at this election. Now, this 
judge says that he thinks when they said that they meant the men who 
were described in the Territorial statute, without regard to the restric- 
tion of the act of Congress, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, that they had forsworn their allegiance ? 

Mr. HOAR, They meant that the man who had forsworn his foreign 
oe, pee and taken this oath could vote, although Congress in express 
Mi had provided that no Territorial Legislature whatever should do 
t. 


Mr. BUTLER. Was that confined to Silver Bow County? j 

Mr. HOAR. I will state the facts about that; I do not know; there 
is no evidence on that point. Itappears from this judge’s own finding, 
which I have given, that at precinct 34 and at precinct 26 a certain 
number of men voted who, he said, it was not necessary should take 
oi = at in op Sane hloar pia Sae bes no claim en 
the, en it. o not su re’ an, t 
they KAA taken the oath Tapest of j LREN 


Now, giving all these numbers in these precincts to the Republicans 
to make up the entire Republican vote in both precincts, you bave got 
enough of them left who must have voted the Democratic ticket to 
change the result. If we subtract those from the Democratic ticket 
you let in every one of the Republicans. 

Although I make the statement as full as I can in the majority re- 
port, I think the minority report must have been written before that 
wasread, Our friends on the other side seem to think that our notion 
is that these aliens did not properly take the oath of their declaration 
ofintention. Theoath they did take was before the clerk, or the clerk’s 
deputy, away from the court-house. The provision of the law on that 
is this—it is in the statute I have read—that these people who took the 
oath to support the Constitution—I mean their preliminary declara- 
tion—must take it before some court. Afterward a practice grew up, 
which, I think, is authorized by statute, that for purposes of natural- 
ization it might be taken before the clerk or a deputy away from the 
court, 

Now, it isa very grave question, although that oath might have been 
taken away from the court for the purpose of naturalization, whether 
where the statute speaking of the qualification of voters says it must 
have been taken before the court that would do; but it being a ques- 
tion, we did not care to raise it and debate it here as a doubtful ques- 
tion, because this other thing seems to my humble understanding—I 
do not think it is very lawyer-like, or very statesmanlike, or very Sena- 
torial to be too confident in your own judgment—but it does seem to 
iy mia that this other proposition is absolutely clear and indispu- 
table. r 

I do not see any method of getting rid of it, and therefore it is not 
necessary to talk about the question whether these declarations of in- 
tention to become citizens of the United States might have been taken 
before the clerk or his deputy away from the court. The substantial 
and decisive point is that no Territorial Legislature could clothe an alien 
with the right to vote unless he had taken the oath to support the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States, and therefore when the con- 
stitutional convention of Montana declared that the qualified electors 
should elect State officers it did not mean, although the judge of that 
district said he thinks it did, persons who had been-enumerated in an 
old statute of Montana that omitted this recitation, but it meant the 
persons who were qualified according to the sovereign dominant au- 
thority of the prevailing law, a law necessary on all principles of de- 
cent, orderly government in this country. 

In order that the gentlemen on the other side may see that I am not 
overstating what the position of this judge is, let me read it the way 
the judge states it: 

Counsel for contestant seems to think that the court was perhaps misled 
in making its ruling; that the oath provided by the laws of the United States 


relating to suffrage in the Territories to be taken by an alien, in addition to his 
declaration, to make him a qualified elector did not apply at the election held 


the Ist day of October, 1889. The court reiterates the opinion that Congress ` 


having del to the constitutional convention of Montana the right to pro- 
vide for said election, and had prescribed the qualifications of voters thereat, 
that when such convention provided by ordinance for said election and “that 
the persons who are then qualified electors, under the laws of this Territory, 
shall be qualified to vote at said election” — 

That is not the phrase. The phrase is ‘‘ qualified electors.” I will 
read it from the ordinance declaring it in a moment— 
it referred to the qualifications prescribed by the Territorial Legislature, and 
aa to those p: bed by any laws of the United States relating to the Terri- 

ory. 

The little phrase on which the judge hangs under the law of the Ter- 
ritory is not really in the ordinance, but if it were I suppose that no 
law of that Territory could be made by a Territorial Legislature con- 
trary to an act of Congress which expressly declared that the Terri- 


«torial Legislature could not make that law. Now let me read the phrase 


in the ordinance: 


Sixth, That on the first Tuesday in October, 1889, there shall be elected by the 
goaunoa electors of Montana a governor, a lieutenant-governor, and a secre- 
tary o. 


And the other officers I have mentioned— 
and the members of the Legislative Assembly provided for in this constitution, 
In the preceding provision about the election the second section is: 

Second. At said election the constitution framedand adopted by this conven- 
tion shall be submitted to the people of the Territory for their fication or re- 
pees and all persons who are then qualified electors under the laws of this 

erritory shall be qualified to vote for the ratification or rejection thereof, 

That is what the judge quotes. Idonotthink it makes any earthly 
difference in the meaning, but the provision as to the election of a Ter- 
ritorial Legislature simply says, ‘‘The qualified electors of the Bérri- 
tory. 

Mr. BUTLER. What does the enabling act say? 

Mr, HOAR. The enabling act says: 

That the constitutional convention may, by ordinance, provide for the election 
of officers for full State governments, including members of the Legislature and 
Representatives in the Fifty-first Congress. S ; 

Now, Mr. President, I believe I have stated the salient points in this 
case, There has been another suggestion made by a gentleman of the 
committee, a very interesting one, but one which, whether accepted or 
not, indicates a careful and thoughtful and a philosophic view of the 
question, which; perhaps, I ought to say a word abont, although it 
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doesnot appear, I think, in the minority report with =e emphasis 
at any rate, if at all, and I do not know how far it is relied upon, but 
I should like to say a word upon it. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, as I understand the sug- 
gestion made in committee, that suggestion was not first made by a 
member of the minority, but by 2 member of the majority. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not so understand it. I have seen that stated 
publicly in the newspapers, but I do not understand that any member 
of the majority of the committee ever made that suggestion, certainly 
not in my hearing. I suppose the member of the committee to whom 
the Senator refers will answer that question for himself if the Senator 
sees proper to putit tohim. But the propositionis this: It is said that 
this matter ought to be sent back to the people of Montana and the 
election treated as a nullity because the Constitution of the United 
States =r bane this function of appointing Senators to be performed by 
the Legislature of the Staje, and that the term ‘* ure” implies a 
law-making power, a body assembled, an organization that does not 
simply mean a number of men who might put themselves into the po- 
sition where they would exercise the authority and be invested and 
clothed with this function, but it means a body actually capable at the 
time of the election or appointment of the Senator of making a law, 
and that when either house, or the governor who assents to the making 
of laws, or at any rate who must receive laws or have them submitted 
to him before they can be enacted, refuses to recognize either body 
claiming to be a legislative assembly, however lawful that body may 
be, that at once puts out of joint the legislative machinery, and you 
have not got any longer a body or authority with the present capacity 
of law-making. They have had it once before and they resume it here- 
after, but so long as that condition of things exists there is not a Leg- 
islature in the constitutional sense, and that so far as the senate of Mon- 
tana refused to recognize either of these bodies as the true house of rep- 
resentatives, the senate being evenly divided politically, and so long as 
the governor of Montana refused to recognize this particular body which 
took part in this election at that time, it follows that there was not any 
Legislature. 

1 do not think that suggestion, however astute or interesting it may 
be, will bear very fullexamination. It isan absolute overthrow of the 
law-making power of this country, national or State, at the will of 
either of the three persons or bodies which ordinarily take part in it. 
The Constitution of the United States says that if we pass a law and 
present it to the President he must either sign it or return it with his 
objections for our reconsideration, or it will become a law at a certain 
time. This theory says that by simply refusing to ize us asa 
legislative body—what a marvelous suggestion to President Johnson 
that would have been—he may at once put an end to the entire legis- 
lative function and authority here, and so that either body may put an 
end to the other. 

It would overthrow very easily and simply the arrangement which 
the act of Congress for the election of Senators has provided, because 
it was the very of.the act of Congress, whose constitutionality 
has been accepted without any considerable dissent, that no legislative 
body a majority of whom may happen to prefer that their State should 
go unrepresented here rather than have it represented by a person 
whom they do not approve shall have the power of putting an end to 
the appointing or elective function of the State Legislature by its re- 
fusal to go on with it. 

We found that this function of electing a Senator, just like the function 
of counting the votes for President according to the opinion of many of us, 
was to be performed by an assembly or tribunal consisting of two persons, 
of an eyen number, and who might, if they acted in the ordinary way, be 
found to have no majority either way, so that the function could not 
be performed. The act of Congress declared that in that case should 
be done what has been done in nearly every State of the Union in re- 
gard to the matter of the election of certain of its officers, and which 
the Legislature elected, that they should be elected on joint ballot, 
and for the purpose of that election or appointment the two bodies 
should be merged in one, Accordingly it is declared, not that the 
senate shall meet the house in the case of a failure to elect by a con- 
current vote, but that the members of the two bodies shall meetin joint 
assembly. The question what constitutes a quorum of that joint as- 
sembly is another question that it is not necessary to deal with here. 

. _ But the act of Congress is express that the functions of appointment 
shall be discharged by an assembly, not consisting of the two houses 
of the State Legislature, but of the members of the two houses of the 
State Legislature. I do not think it is necessary to pursue this sug- 
gest#on into its practical consequences any further. 

So, Mr. President, I maintain that the State of Montana had a law- 
fully organized senate and a lawfully organized house, and that the 
members of those two bodies met and duly elected Mr. Sanders and Mr. 
Power as provided by law and in the exercise, the due and proper and 
orderly of their constitutional and lawful functions. I main- 
tain that the house of representatives of Montana which took partin that 
appointment contained within it men enough to make a quorum and 
more who had the lawful credentials and certificates of their election, and 
thereby were clothed with the authority and the title to take part in 
that election and to exercise the functions of members of that house in 


all until a lawful and constitutional judgment of the house 
itself deprived them of that title; that in truth in fact the persons 
so elected and having those credentials and certificates constituted as 
against all the world the Jawful members of that house. 

Neither the Senate nor any other body, nor the House itself, can go 
behind that into the facts of the election; but going behind it and taking 
the facts of the election as they are furnished us by the contestants here 
the result is the same; so that in electing these gentlemen this house 
of representatives exercised an authority with which they had been not 
only technically and lawfully clothed, but with which they had been 
clothed by the true and honest choice of the people who were their 
constituents, 

Mr. GRAY. Mr, President, the Constitution enjoins that the Senate 
‘shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications ofits own 
members,” and by that clause it confers upon this body a judicial power 
which I think ali will admit should be exercised judicially. In ap- 
proaching the discussion of the case that is now before the Senate to be 
thus judicially determimed I should be very glad if even party nomen- 
clature could be banished. So faras that shall be resorted to by me, 
it will only be because it is part of the history of the case and arises 
out of the facts which are necessary to be considered in arriving ata cor- 
rect determination of this matter. I should be glad, too, if I could see 
these seats filled by their lawful occupants when this discussion is going 
on, not of course as a personal compliment to myself, because I should 
have been equally glad to see them filled when the distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] presented his side of the case on be- 
half of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, but because this ques- 
tion is as important as any that. can come before this body, and it is im- 
possible that it should be determined satisfactorily or in the mode that 
the Constitution contemplates it should be determined unless we have 
the benefit of every individual judgment upon it. It is just as impor- 
tant that we should have this individual judgment of each Senator as 
that a case presented to the Supreme Court of the United States should 
be determined after due consideration by each member of that court. 

Approaching the question in this temper, I trust that I shall say 
nothing in the remarks which I shall submit, and which I shall en- 
deavor to make as brief as is consistent with the somewhat complicated 
nature of the facts, that will be inconsistent with the attitude which 
it seems to me ought to be assumed by each Senator in considering a 
case of this kind. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, in behalf of the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections—strangely enough, because we all know how,care- 
ful he is in the study of all questions committed to him by this bbdy— 
seems to have not read, or if he has read has not comprehended, the 
position taken by the minority of that committee and which they have 
presented in a minority report to this body. There is not from begin- 
ning to end of that report a syllable, so far as I know, to justify the 
statement that the minority in considering this case placed itself or 
sought to place this case upon the principles enunciated in the report 
made by Senator Carpenter in the Sykes and Spencer case. 

So far as this argument goes, I may say for the minority of the com- 
mittee that we accept as a postulate the proposition laid down by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and do not differ at all, in considering this 
case, from him in the position that weshould seek here in the first place 
to discover the lawful body clothed with legislative power who have 
chosen a Senator, and that to determine whether it be such lawful body 
we shall be bound in the first instance by the fact that such body is 
composed of members who hold credentials from an officer or board 
clothed with authority in the premises to makesuch credentials. So, 
then, the attention of the Senate, so far as I am at present concerned 
with the question, will be called away from what occurred at this little 
precinct 34 far up in the Rocky Mountains, and I shall endeavor to pre- 
sent to the Senate for its consideration questions that concern the 
technical composition of this Legislature which has presented here as 
its choice as United States Senators those estimable gentlemen, Messrs. 
Power and Sanders, and I shall endeavor to show, to the satisfaction of 
every reasonable mind, while I occupy the floor, that there is not a 
shadow of legal authority or authority founded in any just or safe prec- 
edent of this body for the resolution reported by the committee, that 
these gentlemen are entitled to seats in this body. 

I need not detain the Senate by reciting what the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has already stated in regard to the composition of this so-called 
Legislature and the facts and circumstances that surround that so- 
called election. It willsufficeif I call the attention of the Senate again 
to the single fact that in considering this question we are met at the 
outset with this condition of things: that in the capital city of Helena, 
in the State of Montana, there were two bodies sitting, each claiming to 
be the lawful Legislature of that State, one composed of asenate legally. 
organized, and whose lawfulness and right to sitare questioned nowhere, 
and a so-called house of representatives consisting of thirty members, 
twenty-five of whom are admitted to have been entitled to sit as such 
and five of whom are disputed as to their title, and sitting in what is 
called the Iron Hall house of representatives, and another body boon Gere 
of this same senate, and twenty-nine persons claiming to be el asa 
house of representatives, and, if elected, constituting a quorum of the 
house of representatives, but composed of twenty-four gentlemen whose 
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seats are questioned by nobody and notin dispute, and five others whose 
seats àre in dispute. That isthe situation that we find when we are in- 
vited to leave thisChamber and make our inquisition in the capital city 
of Helena in order to ascertain whether any body that can properly be 
called a Legislature in the sense of the Constitution of the United States 
is there sitting, and has armed these gentlemen, Messrs. Sanders and 
Power, with credentials that we can or should 

The first matter which we must determine is this: Inasmuch as 
neither of these competing houses of assembly had a quorum of mem- 
bers whose seats were uncontested and admitted on all hands, inas- 
much as neither had a quorum of those elected to the Legislature with- 
out counting in one or the other of these two setsof five members from 
Silver Bow County whose lawful election is disputed, there could not 
be, in the nature of the case, a determination of this question by that 
highest judicial authority in the premises, to wit, the house of rep- 
resentatives itself, which by the constitution of Montana, in conformity 
to most other State constitutions, is made the judge of the elections 
and returns of itsown members. That, then, would have been the first 
and highest authority in the premises and would have been conclusive 
upon this body. But for the reason I have stated it was impossible to 
find such a judicial determination of that question. I think all will 
admit—and it requires no special authority to enforce the proposition— 
that no man ought to sit as a judge in his own cause, and no legisla- 
tive body in the world would determine the right to seat the members 
whose seats are contested where it was necessary, to make a quorum, 
that those contested members should be counted. 

If authority were required for a proposition so elementary as that 
and one so consonant with the geniusof American institutions, I would 
ask leave to read a single sentence from McCrary, who has given us a 
very valuable work on elections and collected a great deal of interesting 
matter in a very philosophical and impartial manner. At section 340 
Judge McCrary says: y 

On the trial of a contested election before a board or legislative body, the 
members returned as el are not competent to vote upon pari: bag ion of 
the validity of their own election. The rule grows out of the d that no 
man should have a voicein deciding his own case. 

I therefore may pass that point as one that will be conceded on all 
hands, that neither of these competing houses made any judicial de- 
cision as to the right of the five members from Silver Bow County to 
sit, and, further, that neither of them was competent to make such a 
decision. That being so, what occurs? 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator understand that when there are five 
or any number of members whose seats are contested on the same ques- 
tion none of them can vote in the others’ case? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not my understanding of the law. 

Mr. GRAY. We can not make even a commencement. The first 
man must be voted upon, and if all are elected to represent the same 
constituency, it seems to me that there is a unity as to those five, or 
whatever the number may be, which would equally preventany one of 
them from participating in such a judicial determination. Iam quite 
clearin my own mind, and I submit it with all respect to other gentle- 
men, that this proposition is true to the extent that I have stated it. 
Neverthele-s, in this case no such judicial determination ever has been 
made as to the right of these five men, or attempted to be made, so far 
as there is any evidence before the Senate or before the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

What must happen if we are to pursue further our judicial inquisi- 
tion, as certainly we must in order to satisfy ourselves in some way as 
to which of these iwo competing houses was in fact and lawfully to be 
considered the house of representatives of the State of Montana? We 
must manifestly go outside the doors of either house; we should have 
stopped there if we could have had such judicial determination as I 
have referred to; but we must leave the doors of both of those com- 
peting houses and must pursue this judicial inquiry, which we are now 
compelled by the Constitution of the United States to pursue, outside 
the doors of either, and we must ask for ourselves the very question 
put by the Senator from Massachusetts with absolute accuracy, I think, 
as applied to the situation, which of those two sets or groups of five 
members from Silver Bow County had in their lawfal possession the 
credentials or the certificates, or the finding or deliverance,of any officer 
ci) board clothed by law with the power to makesuch? That is our in- 
quiry. 

I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts for the purposesof this 
case—in fact, I with him absolutely in regard to this case or 
others—that that is our first duty; but I think I may speak certainly 
for all the members of the minority of this committee that for the 
purposes of this case and under the facts and the circumstances that 
surround us here that is our first duty. 

Mr. President, I should like Senators who have not examined this 
question to go with me while we make this inquisition, while we ask 
this question, and wait for the reply: Who has the lawfal certificate 
or credential or finding of an officer or board upon whom by law the 
duty has been devolved to make such? And I think that we shall find 
that certainly the five members who sat in that house, called the Iron 
Hall house, and who participated in the choice of Messrs. Sanders and 


Power as United States Senators, did not have such credentials, and did 
not have such a certificate from any board or officer clothed with the 
power under the circumstances to make such. 

It is a fact that under the enabling act passed a year ago, which au- 
thorized a convention to be held in the State of Montana for the pur- 
pose of forming a constitution, it was also declared that that conven- 
tion might provide by ordinance for the election of all State officers 
necessary to thoroughly equip a State government, including repre- 
sentatives in a legislative assembly, and that that convention, sitting 
under anthority of that enabling act, did, by an ordinance called or- 
dinance No. 2, provide: 

First. That an election shall be held throughout the Territory of Montana on 
the first Tuesday of October, 1889, for the ratification or rejection of the consti- 
tution framed and adopted by this convention. 

Second. At said election the constitution framed and adopted by this conven- 
tion shall be submitted to the people of the Territory for their ratification or re- 
jection, and ail persons who are then qualified electors under the laws of this 
Territory shall be qualified to vote for the ratification or rejection thereof. 

Third, Said elections shali be held at the several polling places and precincts 
throughout the Territory appointed for the holding of elections under the laws 
of the Territory, and shall be conducted in the manner prescribed by the laws 
of the Territory regulating elections. The boards of county commissioners ot 
the several counties of the Territory shall appoint judges and clerks of such 
election in each of said polling places and pene in the same manner as is 


now required by law for the appointment of judges and clerks of general eleo- 
tions in the Territory. 


Then it goes on to provide, as the Senator from Massachusetts has 
already observed, but which for my purpose it will be necessary for me 
to ask the attention of the Senate to again, in section 5: 

Fifth, The votes east at said election for the adoption or rejection of said con- 
stitution shall be canvassed by the canvassing boards of the respective counties 
not later than fifteen days after said election, or sooner if the returns from all 
of the precincts shall have been received, and in the manner prescribed by the 
laws of the Territory of Montana for canvassing the votes at general elections 
in said Territory, and the returns of said election shall be made to the secretary 
of the Territory, who, with the governor and the chief-justice of the Territory, 
orany two of them, shall constitute a board of canvassers, who shall meetat the 
office of secretary of the Territory on or before the thirtieth day after the 
election and canvass the votes so cast and declare the result. 


Ah, Mr. President, here we have, I must admit, a canvassing board 
created by lawful authority and invested with power of canvassing the 
returns of votes coming up from the canvassing boards of the counties 
on the question of ratification or rejection of the Constitution. Un- 
doubtedly that is so and they are invested with the power to canvass 
the votes so cast and declare the result. Now, in the eighth section— 
not pausing to read the intervening sections—it is provided that— 

The votes for the above officers— 


That is, certain State officers above enumerated, and which include 
a member of the House of Representatives— 
shall be returned and canvassed as is provided by law, and returns shall be 
made to the secretary of the Territory and canvassed in the same manner and 
br same board as is the vote upon the constitution, except as to clerk ofthe 
district court. 

Omitting, I observe in passing, the words ‘‘to declare the result,” 
upon which I shall notnowcomment. I admit that here we have con- 
stituted by competent legal authority a canvassing board clothed with 
the power of doing what? Of canvassing the returns from the county 
canvassing boards as to the election of members of the house of repre- 
sentatives of Montana. We are told that we must inquire and look for 
the finding or certificate of some such board, and I agree with the dis- 
tinguished Senator irom Massachusetts, in so far that I proceed side by 
side with him to this point, and find with him that here is a board 
upon which by law has been devolved a duty of making a canvass of 
the returns from the counties; but our inquiry must not stop there. 
It is not every act of such a board, even, that can have the conclusive 
effect upon us of deciding the question unless we are satisfied that that 
act is within the scope of authority legally conferred upon that board. 
Surely no Senator will take issue with me upon a proposition so plain 
as that. If Ishall show that there has been no such act of such s board 
within the scope of its authority to make, no finding of such a board 
which it was authorized to declare in regard to the election of the five 
members from Silver Bow County who sat in the house of representa- 
tives which joined in the election of Messrs, Sanders and Power, then 
I must challenge that Senator’s conscience and his judicial instinct to 
declare with me that there is no support for the proposition that we 
have a Legislature legally and technically constituted which has re- 
turned to us the election of Messrs. Sanders and Power as Senators of 
the United States from Montana, 

Is it necessary that I should argue this question, so plainly and so 
obviously true, that where you are called upon to inquire for the find- 
ing or the certificate or the deliverance of an officer or a board clothed 
with authority to make such you should also inquire whether any _ 
given finding or certificate or deliverance was in pursuance of that 
very power which has been called to our attention? The Senator from 
Massachusetts says here is the finding of the board. We say to him 
respectfully that is true; but what is that finding? Here is the cre- 
dential from the three gentlemen mentioned in this ordinance, the gov- 
ernor, the of state, and the chief-justice, We say that is 
true; but what is that credential? Certainly he must answer satis- 
factorily that question before we can go hand in hand with him a step 
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further and declare that we are concluded by that finding. What is 
that certification, what is that finding, what is that act of this board 
that must be, if it be within the scope of its authority, conclusive upon 
us in the determination of thequestion now before us? Surely we are 
not to close our eyes and ears at the bidding of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts and fail to scrutinize this supposed credential, this supposed 
finding, this alleged credential, that is to work results soimportant as 
to determine the question as to who shall occupy seats in this body. 

Then if we must inquire, let us do so fearlessly, and first ask the 
question, what was it that this board was authorized todo? You can 
notobject to that. You must ask and answer that question before you 
are justified in proceeding another step in this judicial inquiry. And 
we find by referring to the ordinance that they were authorized to can- 
vass what? Votes? No. Poll lists? No; but returns from the can- 
yassing boards of the counties, canvasses made under authority of the 
law of the Territory. 

That was the very thing which they were authorized to canvass, and 
we must, if we do our duty and regard as sacred this high judicial 
fanction that we are now endeavoring to perform, require a strict ad- 
herence to that duty as es by law. We can not go outside of 
that so much as a hair’s breadth, for outside of it their acts are no more 
binding upon us than the acts of any three gentlemen, respectable or 
otherwise, who choose to get together and say that a certain thing has 
been done or announce a certain result as being a lawful result. 

That being the thing required by law for them to do, that being the 
authority with which they were clothed, surely I shall meet with no 
dissent when I say the next inquiry must be, what did they do in con- 
formity or pretended conformity to this authority which I have recited? 
We do not have to look far for that. We have the evidence of those 
gentlemen themselves as to just what they did, and in this case there 
is no Senator here, I know, that will for an instant say that as to what 
they did we are bound by what they say they did. If there be any 
such I should have to abandon the argument; I could not argue a prop- 
osition so plain as that. 

What did they say they did? Did they say that they, Mr. Chief- 
Justice, Mr. Governor, and Mr. Secretary of the Territory, have can- 
vassed the returns from Silver Bow and find that so and so, naming 
them, were elected? No, they did not. If they had found that the 
situation would have been a very different one; but we find in this de- 
liverance, which is the only evidence in this case as to what was done 
by that board, that they not only did not canvass the returns from Sil- 
ver Bow County, but that they did not have those returns before them 
when they put their names to that deliverance or finding. 

What are we to do in a case like that? Admit that when they did 
a lawful act in pursuance of a lawful authority it would be conclusive 
upon us as showing us the five members who had the prima facie right 
tositin that house? Surely that admission will not carry us to the 
extent of saying that we are bound by anything they choose to do, 
whether within or without the scope of their authority, and that for 
the purposes of this case they were more absolute in their powers than 
a czar or the most absolute monarch who ever sat upon a throne. That 
isnot in conformity to the genius of republican institutions, of liberty 
regulated by law. 

I will go as far as any Senator in paying the respect of my homage 
to all those legal forms and technical proceedings by which self-gov- 
ernment has achieved its triumphs in this country of ours, and made 
liberty regulated by law on this continent the envy of the whole world, 
but I do not propose to stand uncovered before shams and mockeries, 
before those dha masked in the forms of law and at the same time 
are trampling under foot all Jawful authority and all orderly legal pro- 
cedure. 

This Territorial board of canvass, armed with the power to do those 
things which I have mentioned, undertakes to do something entirely 
different from those things which it Jawfully by the letter of the stat- 
ute may do. 

Mr. GEORGE, I should like to interrupt the Senator to ask him a 

uestion. 
3 The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Delaware yield to 
the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I suppose that it is not a matterin dispute between 
the minority and majority of the committee that the canvassing board 
constituted under the ordinance of Montana had no judicial power, but 
only ministerial powers to look into the returns lawfully before them 
and to perform the arithmetical duty of adding them up and ascertain- 
ing the result of the yote. 

Mr. GRAY. I donot suppose there will be any dispute about that. 
I shall have a word to say about it in a moment. 

I was saying when interrupted that the thing this board was author- 
ized to do was to canvass the returns made by the canvassing boards of 
the several counties as to the elections held therein, and I was about to 
say just at this point and in the line of the suggestion made by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi very aptly that that thing which they were au- 
thorized to do was und ly a ministerial duty; that there was no 
judicial function attaching to that duty. 

Mr, HOAR, Will it disturb the Senator before he passes to that 
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point to put to him a question with reference to the other? If it does I 
will not do it, 

Mr. GRAY, The Senator will interrupt me less in a moment when 
I get through with this point. 

The duty is undeniably a ministerial one, and not a judicialone. As 
the Senator from Mississippi has said, it was to count up, to aggregate 
as a matter of arithmetic, the returns from the counties. Although I 
do not understand that the ority of the committee have contended 
that re bates than a ministerial duty was devolved upon this board, 
it will be important in passing to call attention to the perfectly well 
settled doctrine upon that in this country. 

I will not detain the Senate with reading, for it has been embodied 
in the report of the minority, in regard to the settled American doc- 
trine that canvassing boards, unless expressly clothed with judicial 
power by statute, have none but ministerial dutiesto perform. Several 
authorities have been cited in the report of the minority, and the cur- 
rent of decision in State and Federal courts, from the beginning down 
to very recent times and to the very last decision, all run in one direc- 
tion and all speak one voice on the subject. That is, then, the settled 
American doctrine. 

It is also well known by every lawyer in this body that even a judi- 
cial tribunal that is clothed with limited jurisdiction, a court of statu- 
tory jurisdiction, must, before its judgments can be regarded and have 
the force and effect that belong to a judgment of a court, show by its 
record in a given case that the particular matter in which they were 
concerned was within its jurisdiction. Either the parties or the sub- 
ject-matter or both must appear affirmatively in the record to have been 
within the jurisdiction of such court. And even in regard to a court 
of general jurisdiction, if it shall appear on the record that the matter 
or thing or parties were without its jurisdiction, then its judgment in 
that case is a nullity and entitled to no regard whatever. <A fortiori, in 
regard to a merely ministerial board or officer who has no judicial fanc- 
tion whatever to perform must it affirmatively appear when they call 
upon us to be bound by its or his act or deliverance that the special 
matter which gives them jurisdiction was properly before them, that 
the thing they undertook to do was within the scope of their legal au- 
thority. I need say no more upon the points that are so absolutely 
elementary as these and understood by every lawyer. 

Mr, TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Where does the Senator find the authority for this 
body to inquire whether the board of canvassers exercised or attempted 
to exercise judicial power or the right in any manner to question their 
acts? 

Mr. GRAY. I have not asked this body toinquire whether the Ter- 
ritorial board of canvassers exercised or attempted to exercise judicial 
power. Ihavesaid that they were clothed with no judicial power what- 
ever, and that is true. But I have been trying to show, and if I have 
not my argument so far is a failure, that we must necessarily ask, what 
was this board constituted by law todo? What is the thing which it 
is authorized bylawtodo? This necessarily follows when the Senator 
points to this board and says that its findingin the premises is conclusive. 
We are bound as judges to look at the law of its creation, We must go 
with our eyes open and not shut, with our ears open and not closed, and 
act as intelligent human beings, and say what is the thing that you 
are authorized by law to do and which when done is to be conclusive 
and binding on us? It must be conceded, I think; I can not argue 
with any one who would dispute it; it is tooelementary. Then must 
we not ask what was the act that you have done and compare the act 
with the legal authority? That is what I am proceeding to do now. 
I hope the Senator will not—— 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope the Senator will not interrupt me just now. I 
do not object to an interruption, but let me get through with this 
point, and then I shall very gladly answer to the best of my ability. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator does not seem disposed to answer my 
question. 

Mr. GRAY. Icannotanswer the question uno flatu. Imustanswer 
it in the course of my argument, if I am able to answer it at all. Ido 
not think the Senator has done me the honor to listen to the first part 
of my argument on this question. Perhaps, howeyer, E am more at 
fault than I think myself to be. 

Mr, President, having asked first what the legal authority of this 
board is and then what it has done in pretended conformity to that 
legal authority, let us examine the evidence. That evidence, as I said 
awhile ago, is none other than what they say themselves, which is 
upon the face of the record. We are examining the jurisdiction of this 
court, if court it were, by what we find upon the face of the record 
itself. Here is what we find: 

TERRITORY OF MONTANA, 
County of Lewis and Clarke, ss:—— 
Mr. MORGAN. On what page does the Senator read ? 
Mr. GRAY. On page 129. It is a very formal document, indeed: 


TERRITORY OF MONTAN. 
County of Lewis and Clarke, ss: 
We, Benjamin F, White, governor, Henry N. Blake, chief-justice, and Louis 


. 


1890. 
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A. Walker, secretary of the Territory of Montana, the duly appointed = au- 


Mr. President, I assume (for I do not want to discuss this case other- 
wise than with the most absolute candor) thatif this board had boppe 
there and that in this list to which they refer we had found Silver Bow 
County as one of the counties canvassed, we would have been concluded 
by their finding. But they did not stop there, and we have no right 
to stop there, for they afterwards and immediately proceeded to sepa- 
rate and te Silver Bow County from the counties before named, 
and we have no right in the face of their action in that respect to in- 
clude it. ‘They say: 

And we further certify that, having duly convened as such canvassing board 
on the 3ist day of October, A. D. 1889, the same having been the t! day 
after the close of said election, and having received no duly certified returns 
from the county of Silver Bow in said Territory, we duly appointed and com- 
missioned Penjantin Webster a special messenger to proce forthwith to the 
said Silver Bow County and to demand and receive from the county clerk of 
said county a properly certified copy of the abstract of the votes cast in said 
county at said election as canvassed and declared by the proper canvassing board. 

Mr. President, what are we to do with a declaration of that kind? 
First, they had no properly certified returns from Silver Bow County, 
and then, as if to clinch that statement of fact, they tell us that they 
sent a messenger for those returns which confessedly were not before 
them. Why did they send a messenger down to Silver Bow County, 
if by any construction we could say that those returns were before 
them? They said they had none and they sent a messenger for them. 

That the said messenger, Benjamin Webstcr, duly appointed as aforesaid, 
did proceed to the said Silver Bow County, and did demand of the county clerk 
of said county the duly certified copy of said abstract of votes as afo and 
thereafter returned to Helena and made his sworn return that the demand for 
said abstract was by the said county clerk refused. 

Where is this board now? By its own deliverance, by its own state- 
ment made in the most solemn and formal manner that at the time they 
canvassed the returns from all the other counties named in the list pre- 
ceding, they had noreturns from Silver Bow County and senta messenger 
after them, who returned and made his sworn report that he could not 
obtain them. Talk about a board like that canvassing and certifying 
as to the election of five members of this General Assembly from Sil- 
ver Bow County, the returns of which, by its own statement, were not 
before them! I shall be glad to hear the Senator from Colorado in his 
own time answer that part of this argument. 

Being therefore— 

This board proceeds tosay. They were in a very communicative 
mood, ‘They were very anxious to give the reasons for their decision, 
always a dangerous thing to do for an unequipped judge. If they had 
only decided and had not given us their reasons, they would have done 
better for themselves; as Lord Mansfield, I believe, advised a judge in one 
of the colonies, to give his decision, but to avoid giving reasons, and he 
could get along pretty well. They have given their reasons and have 
made their statements, which state them out of court; for they go on: 

Being therefore— 

Now, listen, Senators— 

Being therefore without any proper copy of the abstract of votes cast in Sil- 
ver Bow County and having exhausted the authority given by the statute in 
endeavoring to obtain the same, it now becomes our duty— 

Says this board— 

Saree and declare the same from the best sources of information obtain- 
abie. 

Is there a Senator within the sound of my voice who will risein this 
Chamber and say on his responsibility as a Senator that this board was 
clothed with any authority whatever to canvass the result in Silver 
Bow County upon any information obtained from any source other than 
from the returns which were sent to them from the can board 
of the county according to the provisions of law? They might have 
certified that, not having such a return, they could not certify that 
anybody was elected, and that is what under their view of the situa- 
tion they honestly should have done. But men who were so driven 
and so whipped by the party lash that they could gain their own con- 
sent to make a deliverance like that should also have been whipped 
at the cart-tail through every county town in theState. I have never 
seen, in my experience, a usurpation anywhere so bald and flagrant 
as the one attempted by this so-called Territorial board of canvassers 
in the State of Montana. 

Mr. President, we are pursuing here a judicial inquiry. We are 
honestly seeking for the legally authorized finding or certificate of some 
board or officer, in the language of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
upon whom the law devolved the duty of making such a certificate. 

ave we found it or him? Have we found such a deliverance or such 
a certificate? Is there any one who can answer that question in the 
affirmative? 

But the board did not stop there. They were afflicted with a cacoéthes 
scribendi or loquendi, as the case may be, and they went on to say: 

We have before us the official certificate of Charles F, Booth, county clerk of 
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Silver Bow County, showing that a certain number of votes were cast for the 
different candidates in that county in the different precincts thereof, nami 
each of them and the number received by each candidate in each precinct, an 
including the thirty-fourth precinct as having voted at said election. 

And there it is embodied in print in the report, “including precinct 
34.” If they were guided by that, then it would be an impossibility 
as a matter of mere arithmetic to say that the five members in the Iron 
Hall house of representatives were elected, but on the contrary they 
would be compelled to say that the five members in the Court-House 
Legislature were the duly accredited members. But they say: 

We also have before us an official notice signed by Mr. Booth as county clerk 
of said county, stating in effect that the board of canvassers in said county met 
as such on the lith day of October, 1889— 

Now, this is on the 4th of November they are talking— 
and did then and there canvass and count the vote of Silver Bow County and 
declare the result thereof, and that they did not count, but did reject, as false, 
fraudulent, and void, all of the votes reported as cast and counted in election 
precinct No, 34, in said county. 

Here is another evidence of the design artfully to make a case to suit 
the ambitions of some poe in that State, for it is most disingenuously 
stated here that this official notice, signed by Mr. Booth as county clerk, 
was sent along with this abstract of votes, including precinct 34. You 
can not read that paragraph in that finding without coming to the con- 
clusion, if you rested upon the evidence of that alone, that along with 
this abstract of votes came this disqualifying statement of Mr. Booth. 
It is notso. The abstract of votes came to their ion on the very 
day that they met, the 31st of October, and they have told us that that 
was not a proper or legal abstract and that they had none before them, 
although they say they had that. Now they say there is none. Then 
they tell us that Mr. Booth, the county clerk, sent a communication or 
a notice that on the 14th of October the county canvassing board had 
thrown out precinct 34, whereas the fact is that that notice had been 
sent to them on the 2ist of October, ten days prior to their receipt of 
this abstract of votes to which they allude. There was no possible con- 
nection between the two. Mr. Booth, on the 21st of October, was noti- 
fying this central board of canvass of the reasons why he had not sent 
up the returns from the county. Here is what Mr. Booth says, on the 
2ist of October — 

Mr. GEORGE. On what page? 

Mr. GRAY. On page 124 of the report, at the bottom of the page, 
On the 2ist of October he writes a communication to this central board 
of canvass to tell them why the abstracts from Silver Bow County had 
not yet beensentin. It was not an unnatural thing for him to do, be- 
cause in the ordinary process that return ought to have been madedays 
before; and he tells them that the county board had eliminated a cer- 
tain precinct, but that while they were still in session and still engaged 
in making up that abstract a writ of mandamus had been served upon 
them, issued by the district court of the county, commanding them to 
include precinct 34 in the abstract of votes. 

Mr. GEORGE. All that was upon the same notice? 

3 Mr. GRAY. Ali that was upon this letter of the 21st of October, 

e says: 

That by reason of said order from the district court the abstract of votes for 
said county is incomplete, and by reason of the fact that said abstract of votes 
is not complete I am unable to forward the copy of such abstract. as is required 
by law, to the secretary of the Territory, and that I shall be unable to forward 
such copy until after the 7th day of November, 1839, 

And yet with that statement in that very communication which 
they, I am compelled to say, disingenuously would have us believe 
came to them with that abstract, and of which they likewise disingen- 
uously state only a part—in that same communication is what I have 
just read, the information that by reason of the order of the court the 
work of the canvassing board of Silver Bow County was incompl 
that the abstract was not made up and would not be made up unti 
the 7th of November, 1889. With that information before them these 
gentlemen gained their own consent to say: 

We have before us the official certificate of Charles F. Booth, county clerk of 
Silver Bow County, showing that a certain number of votes were cast for the 
different candidatesin that county in the different precincts thereof, 
each of them and the number received by each candidate in each recinct, an 
including the thirty-fourth precinct as having voted at said slection, Wealso 
have before us an official notice signed by Mr. Booth. 

The official notice had come ten days before, and was for the purpose 
I have stated and contained what I have recited. Now, they go onto 
say: > 
ms or further action having been had by the canvassing board of said 
county— 

That is true— 
in relation to the canvass of the vote therein, we conclude that the true resulé 
as canvassed and d must be found by eliminating from the list of votes 
cast, as certified by County Clerk Booth, the vote of precinct 34, which was re- 
jected by said canvassing board, as stated in the certificate of said county clerk, 
and which shows the true vote of Silver Bow County to be as follows. 

That is what they did, and accompanied by the declaration that ae 
had no proper return before them, that there was no abstract from Sil- 
yer Bow County before them as required by law; and they undertook, 
upon the best information, as they say, that they could otherwise ob- 
tain, to canvass the true result of the votein that county. You can not 
decide the title to seats in this august body from a deliverance such as 
I have recited in the presence of the Senate. For in that very deliver- 
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ance they have fold you that the only thing that the law authorized 
them to do in the premises, to wit, canvass thereturns from the county 
board of Silver Bow County, they did not do, and could not, for the 
reasons stated, do. 

Mr. President, I submit to the Senate in entire candor whether I 
have not abundantly and overwhelmingly shown that this board acted 
without the scope of its authority; that it has stated itself out of court; 
that no judicial tribunal in the world, and certainly not this Senate 
acting in its judicial capacity, can for one moment be bound by or con- 
sider a finding like this. Suppose they told us that they had canvassed 
the census returns or reports of the United States as to the population 
of Montana Territory, suppose they had told us that they had canvassed 
the tax-lists of Silver Bow County or the license-lists that were pub- 
lished in a county newspaper, are we, as the Senator from Colorado 
would seem to think, bound by such an act as that? Are we to stul- 
tify ourselves by the proposition that whatever they chose to do and 
called a performance of their duty is to bind us? 

Mr, T. ER. If the Senator means toask me, I can tell him what 
I think about it. 

Mr, GRAY. Ishould be glad to hear the Senator’s answer. 

Mr. TELLER. I think it is the universal rule of law that when we 
are not authorized to review the finding of a court we can not know 
what they have decided; our ears are closed; no information can come 
to us of a wrong that we can not remedy. If we have no right to re- 
view their proceeding, it is immaterial what they did, it is conclusive 
as to us. Thatis the ground we have taken in the Senate repeatedly, 
and that is what I say. They might have proceeded upon a tax-list 
or anything else, We donot know what they proceeded upon and we 
have no right to inquire. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if a doctrine so astounding as that ut- 
tered by the Senator from Colorado and receiving the high authority 
of his name is to be considered the law for the Senate, then I would 
abandon the argument here. I venture the assertion that nowhere, by 
judicial authority or by finding of either House of Congress, was such 
a doctrine ever indorsed —— 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

Mr. GRAY. In one moment—as to say that, when you have ap- 

inted an officer or a board todo a particular thing, to perform a min- 
Pterial act, you are not to inquire, when he tells you or they tell you 
that that act has been performed, whether it be the act authorized by 
law or not. Ido not believe that.on farther reflection the Senator 
from Colorado will allow himself to reassert that proposition. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator a question. Is this doc- 
ument, A A, from which the Senator has been reading and on 
which he been commenting and which is certified by the secretary 
of state of Moniana, the paper which constitutes the credentials of 
those five men ? 

Mr. GRAY. That is the only paper. 

Mr, GEORGE. The only one? 

` Mr, GRAY. It is the only one thatany where by anybody is referred 
to as the credentials of those five members. 

Mr. TELLER. Ob, no, Mr. President. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam glad to be corrected, if Iam wrong. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then you want to get outside of it and find another. 

Mr. TELLER. I must correct the Senator as to the statement of 
fact. Thatisnot the fact; nobody goes to that. They give a certificate 
and the Legislature recognizes that certificate, 

Mr. GRAY. Where is that certificate? 

Mr. TELLER. It does not make any difference. When the Senator 
says that my proposition never has been made before, I wish to state 
that I made it here in the Senate in the Turpie case, and it met the 
approval then of the Senator from Delaware because it seated a Dem- 
ocrat. My proposition is that things you are not authorized to inquire 
into you can not review; you must stop; cadit quæstio. That is the 
end of the question right there, and every lawyer knows that is the end 
of the inquiry. You may say that there is fraud in the conduct of the 
Legislature; you may believe that; but you have no right to pass upon 
it and predicate a judgment on it, because you have not been author- 
ized to review the proceedings of the legislative body. 

Mr. GRAY. Well, Mr. President, I am a poor sort of a country law- 
yer; but I do know that I am not claiming the right toreview the pro- 

ings of a legislative body. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like tointerpose again. I interrupted the 
Senator from Delaware to ascertain a fact. I think it is a material fact 
to know whether this paper, Appendix A, from which the Senator from 
Delaware has been reading and upon which he has been commenting, 
constitutes the only credentials of the Silver Bow men who were seated. 

Mr. PUGH. The majority report says it.. It admits it. 

Mr. GRAY. I answer most positively and upon knowledge that 
there is no other paper or writing of any kind whatever that is pointed 
to by anybody as a credential except that. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I want to ask the Senator another question 

there, Is there any evidence in this record that the Legislature 
which what is called the Iron Hall house claimed to be a part ever 
performed a legislative act, ever passed any law whatever? 

Mr. GRAY. None whatever. 


Mr. TELLER. I must correct the Senator from Delaware again. 
There were various communications between the Iron Hall house and 
the senate of a legislative character. 

Mr. GRAY. One-half the senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Lask, did they ever pass a law? 

Mr, TELLER. They did pass an appropriation law. 

Mr. GRAY. With the permission of the Senator from Colorado and 
the Senator from Mississippi I will proceed. 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall not interrupt the Senator again. 

Mr. GRAY. I shall be very glad of interruptions of this kind on 
either side. I hope theSenator from Colorado does not understand me 
as objecting to any question that is really intended to draw my atten- 
tion to a point upon which he is interested. 

I am informed—I may as well allude to it in passing—that no legis- 
lative act has been performed by the Legislature of which this Iron 
Hall house isa part. Thatismy information. There have been com- 
munications, I believe, running from the senate which was o ized 
to this Iron Hall house, backwards and forwards, but there was ijo leg- 
islative act. They communicated with them as they might have com- 
muniecated with the common council of the city of Helena, so far as any 
lawful legislative performance is concerned. 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘Then let me ask the Senator one more question, 
There is no evidence here, then, that there was a body composed of the 
Iron Hall houseand any other body called a senate, which was de facto 
a legislative body exercising legislative functions. 

Mr.GRAY. Ob, no; not atall. There was not the slightest evi- 
dence, not a scintilla of that kind before the committee. More than 
that, the governor of the State, who by the constitution of the State 
of Montana must approve every bill that passes both houses before it can 
become a law, never has recognized this Iron Hall house of representa- 
tives, but has positively and by official declaration refused to so recog- 
nize it, and has on the contrary ized the house of representatives 
sitting in the court-house at Helena as the lawful and rightful house 
of representatives of that State. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will it disturb the Senator if I ask hima question, 
not going to his argument at all, but in reference to a matter of fact ? 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Itis stated in this certificate of the State board of 
can vassers—— 

Mr. PUGH. Not the State board, but the Territorial board. 

Mr.SPOONER. Well, the Territorial board; and I merely say that 
in the way of distinction from the county board— 

We have before us the official certificate of Charles F. Booth, county clerk of 
Silver Bow County, showing that a certain number of votes were cast for the 
different candidates in that county in the different precincts thereof, namin 
each of them and the number Aas fas) by each candidate in each precinct, aad 
including the thirty-fourth precinct as having voted at said election. We also 


have before us an official notice signed by Mr. Booth as county clerk of said 
county— 


showing the result of the canvass. 

Were those papers laid before the committee ? 

Mr. GRAY. Which papers? 

Mr. SPOONER. The papers referred to in this official notice. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; here they are, on page 128. In the appendix to 
the minority report you will find the list or abstract of votes to which 
he refers; and the Senator will find the letter of Mr. Booth, the county 
clerk, on page 51 of the case of Messrs. Clark and Maginnis. It is a 
little out of order, but I may as well, now that I can Jay my hands on 
it, and I was not able to lay my hand on it before, say that that com- 
munication, which was sent on the 21st day of October, states: 


That while the clerks were engaged in their work, and before the completion 
of said abstractse— 


That is, the abstract made by the county board— 


all the members of the canvassing board were served with a writ of mandate 
from the district court commanding them to make an abstract of the votes cast 
at said precinct No. 34, or to appear before the court-on the 7th day of Novem- 
ber, 1889, and show cause why they had not doneso; thatthe canvassing board 
did not make an abstract of the votes cast at precinct No.34,as directed by the 
court, nor have they shown cause why they have not done so; that by reason 
of said order from the district court the abstract of votes for said county is in- 
complete, and that ay reason of the fact that said abstract of votes is not com- 
plete I am unable to forward the copy of such abstract as is required by law to 
the secretary of the Territory, and tI shall be unable to forward such copy 
until after the 7th day of November, 1889. 


Thus all the evidence in the case conspires to drive home the con- 
clusion that what this board stated in their deliverance on the 4th of 
November was the truth, to wit, that there was not before them, and 
could not have been before them, any abstract of the votes of Silver 
Bow County. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me? When the Senator from 
Mississippi put a question of fact just now I sent for the document, 
which I bad not before me at that moment, so that I might be able to 
answer. I think I can suggest to the Senator the fact, if he has no ob- 
jection. 

3 Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. In the first place, as to the credentials, the journal of 
the house of representatives is—— 

Mr. GRAY. What page is the Senator reading from? 


1890. 


Mr. HOAR. Page 15 of the statement reported by the Senator from 
Delaware and myself of the facts made to the committee. 


The roll of the members elected and holding certificates of the State canyass- 
ing board was called by the auditor, as follows, by counties. 


Then on the eighteenth page, being part of the statement which has 
beso rendered, is the following: 


And we hereby farther certify that the following-named persons, having re- 


ceived a majority of all the votes cast for the respective offices named and here- 
inafter designated, are, and they are hereby declared to be, duly elected. 

Now, if the Senator will allow me to call his attention to the fact, 
upon this statement which he and I prepared, there is no other evi- 
dence existing at this moment in the world of the title of Governor 
Toole or any other State officer of the State of Montana or of anybody 
else in the senate or honse of representatives except the declaration, 
leaving out now this claim that the county officers might certify to their 
representatives, except this very canvass which the Senator says was 
not only wrongin itself, but which wasso wrong that it carries no legal 
validity or authority to the certainty of its result whatever. I want 
to call the attention of the Senator from Delaware and the Senator from 
Mississippi to my answer. 

Mr. GEORGE. How is that? 

Mr. HOAR. I will repeat it. The journal of the house of repre- 
sentatives shows—— 

Mr. GEORGE. The journal of the Iron Hall honse? 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The journal of the Iron Hall house shows that the roll 
of men present and having credentials was called as follows. Then fol- 
lows this certificate in the journal, the one which the Senator from Del- 
aware has commented upon. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is the Senator reading from the report in the Mon- 
tana case? 

Mr. HOAR. Iam reading from the report of facts in the Montana 
case made to the Committee on Privileges and Elections by a subcom- 
mittee constituted of the Senator from Delaware and myself, 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no copy of that. I have only the report 


per, 
ee. HOAR. Thatis the reason why I read it now. I did not have 
it before me when the Senator put his question. 

Now, I wish to repeat. These credentials were before that body. 
The body was made up of the men who had them, and there is no other 
lawful evidence of title of Governor Toole or any other State officer in 
the State of Montana, omitting now those about which it is questioned 
whether the county clerk’s certificate was not a good one, except this 
very canvass which the Senator from Delaware says is so illegal that a 
declaration which followed it by the board who made it has no validity 
whatever. 

In the next place, the Senator from Mississippi put the question 
whether there were any laws passed by this House, to which I reply, 
though that is not found in this pamphlet, that I am informed by one 
of the claimants here that it is a matter of public history that seven 
different laws were passed by this House, sent to the Senate, and passed 
by them so far as going through all the steps, except that the presid- 
ing officer of that senate refused to certify to them in the presence of 
the senate, because before he could make his certificate a certain num- 
ber of senators ran away and left the State. That, of course, all appears 
in the record. 

Mr. GEORGE. So, if the Senator will allow me, no consummated 
and complete legislative act was ever performed by that legislature. 

Mr. HOAR. The act of Congress proceeds—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Please answer that question. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. Let mesay, in answer to the Senator 
from Mississippi, if I can have the indulgence of the Senator from Dela- 
ware, that the act of Congress for the election of Senators proceeds on 
the very ground, theory, and expectation that the first which 
shall be done by a State Legislature when it meets substantially shall 
be the election of United States Senators. 

it puts first in order the clection of United States Senators where 
there is a vacancy or where they are to be appointed, and the Tepi- 
lature is required to do it on the second Tuesday after their organiza- 
tion, or perhaps the first. 

Mr. MORGAN. On the second Tuesday. 

Mr. HOAR. They are required to do it on the second Tuesday, 
when in the ordinary course of legislative proceedings bills will not 
be ripe for action. This is to be done before any legislative functions 
of any importance are exercised. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not care to take up time by dis- 
cussing the proposition whether any pretended legislation was had or 
robe sea in by the Iron Hall house of representatives. I am in- 

rmed that no legislative act of that kind was performed, but whether 
it be true or not does not in the slightest affect my argument. Con- 
fessedly by the position taken by the distinguished Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts this very morning in this very Chamber, the question for us 
to discuss, and to which I have tried respectfally to ries be is, 
which set or group of five members from Silver Bow County the 
credentials of a board or officer (I am quoting his exact words, I believe) 
upon whom the law devolved the duty to make such certificate or cre- 
dential? That is the question Iam discussing. The Senator has ad- 


mitted by his argument, impliedly if not expressly, that we were not to 
stay within the doors of either house in order to determine this ques- 
tion, but that we must go outside of it and anywhere for some such 
board or officer so invested by law with this duty, and then find what 
has been done by them under that authority of law. I have totally 
misunderstood the Senator if that is not the position he took in his 
opening this morning. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I wish to say thatI en- 
tirely agree with him in that statement. He has stated my opinion 
much more clearly and distinctly than I could state it myself as to the 
point of difference between him and me. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould be very glad—— 

Mr. HOAR. One sentence only in reply, because that states our 
point of difference. The point of difference between the Senator and 
me in this part of the case is exactly this: apni PANEER pare A IESE 
that the proceedings of the board in getting at the result of which they 
make the certificate that the man is elected were incorrect or illegal or 
otherwise, so that it was not a just and proper canvass, then the value 
of their certificate is destroyed, so that we may inquire into it and dis- 
regard it, I say when that board has certified that A. B, is elected he 
is clothed with authority to act as a representative until he is unseated 
by the house who alone are judges of that question. There is the 
point of difference between us. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Massachusetts has with his usual 
candor admitted, and I am gratified to hear him admit, that I have 
not misstated his position; but I must beg leave to state my own, for I 
submit that the distinguished Senator has not quite apprehended it. 
It is not that we are authorized as in this judicial inquiry to go behind 
the certificate or finding of a lawfully constituted board; it is not that 
bald proposition, but that we must inquire what that finding is before 
we can pass upon it at all. We must ask ourselves the question, and 
we must ask that board the question, which is more to the point, what 
did you do under the authority of this law that created you? for if 
you did a certain thing we confess we are bound by it. Tet us see 
what you did. Tell us what is the nature and character of this act 
that is to be conclusive on the Senate of the United States. In answer 
to that tigo, the only declaration we have, the only cle of evi- 
dence in case is this finding of the board which I have read, in 
which they tell us they did not canvass the returns from Silver Bow 
County; that they did not have those returns before them, and that 
then they proceeded on the best information they could obtain outside 
of the certificates to declare the result. I say that the act of no officer 
or board that was ever created by an English-speaking le or by 
any State in this Union or by authority of any law ever by Con- 
gress ever was invested with an authority such as is claimed for this 
board by the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Colorado, 

As I was saying, they may tell us in their deliverance, ‘‘We have no 
returns from Silver Bow County, but we have taken the census of the 
United States and we have canvassed that. We have no proper ab- 
stract of votes from that county, but we have taken the tax-liste of the 
county and we have run over the names on those, and we have satis- 
fied ourselves that so and so was the result.’ That can not be. Itis 
not in the nature of things. We do not want authority to denya 

ition so monstrous as that. 

If they had stopped short, such is the effect of our traditions, such is 
the result of liberty regulated by law, that if a lawfully constituted 
board authorized to say a certain thing says it we can not inquire into 
their motives, we can not say that they were corrupt, we can not in- 
quire what the evidence was upon which they said it; but when they 
undertake to tell us that they did not do the thing the law required 
them to do, we should only stultify ourselves by undertaking to make 
ourselves a party to us tion so monstrous. 

Mr. President, I did not think it necessary and did not intend to 
trouble the Senate by reading authority from text-book or report. in 
support of a position so manifestly true, so necessarily true as that 
which I have just stated, but since the colloquy which has taken place 
between the Senators and myself I will ask the attention of the Senate 
to a passage from a very painstaking book, and Ihave no doubta very 
good book on elections, written by Mr. Halbert E. Paine, who was the 
counsel before the committee, and has filed a brief and made an argu- 
ment in behalf of Messrs. Sanders and Power, a very able argument, 
too, and who, in his work on elections, atsection 626, says what Ishall 
read. I ask the attention of Senators to this, not as binding of course 
upon the Senate by way of authority, butas coming from a respectable 
gentleman who has made a book, and I have great respect for any man 
who has made a book, and as entirely confirming the position I have 
taken. He says: i 

A certificate of a board of canvassers, in which they declare that certain can- 
eraser were elected, but, at the same time, state facts which disprove their dec- 

Task Senators to mark the language— 


and show that such candidates were not elected, is not prima facie evidence o 
the title of the persons certified to be elected. 


That is in his chapter in which he is treating of the prima facie effect 
of the certificates of can aces aia ONAE ENDA whats tee lar 
devolves the authority to make a certificate, declaring, as I declare and 
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as the minority of this committee declare, that such a finding is prima 
Jacie evidence of title; but when they go further, says Mr. Paine, and 
state facts which disprove their declaration, their certificate is not 
prima facie evidence of title. 

There is a case in 19 Howard’s Reports of the Supreme Court (Hart 
vs. Harvey) that concerned the election of certain trustees in a religious 
society. There were certain persons authorized by law to hold the 
election and declare the result. I need not go into the facts of the 
case, but I call the attention of the Senate to this language of the court 
in that case: 

Ihave no doubt— 

Says the judge— 

I have no doubt that the certificate under the hands and seals of the jospes- 
ors, that a person has been electeda trustee, is prima facie evidence of his right; 
and had the certificate given to the defendants contained nothing but the desire: 
tion that defendants are elected, I should deem myself bound to so regard it. 
But it recites the facts upon which they rely as their justification and authority 
for declaring these parties elected; and these facts most clearly show that the 
defendants, Harvey and Shain ere notelected. When the inspectors ad- 
mit that 64 votes only were received by them and placed in the box, and that of 
these the plaintiffs each 33, it is shown to be legally impossible that the 
defendants, Harvey and Tompkins, could be legally elected. The certificate 
destroys itself, While it declares the right, it demonstrates that no such right 
existed. —19 Howard's Practice Reports (New York), pages 251, 252. 


So in this case the canvassers have undertaken to say that no return 
or abstract of votes from Silver Bow County was before them, and yet 
they have undertaken to declare a result. 

McCrary on Elections, to whom I have already referred (and the 
Senate will pardon me for citing such elementary authority on a prop- 
osition so plain), when speaking of the prima facie character of a cer- 
tificate from a canvassing board, says: 

i a r upon the face of the certificate itself to destroy or 
tages aia endep mna are svidenios: If, for instance— z 

I call the attention of Senators to the instance he makes— 

If, for instance, the certificate states thatthe vote of one county outof five had 
not been canvassed, it seems that this would make it n even to the de- 
termination of the prima facie case to inquire into what the vote was in the 
county omitted, 

That is precisely what has been done by the board of canvassers in 
this case. They have told us that they had no returns from Silver Bow 
County, and therefore, as I shall show presently, it devolves upon the 
Senate as a judicial duty to inquire what those returns were. 

Mr. President, I do not think that I need occupy the time of the 
Senate longer, after having already trespassed so far upon its patience, 
by further argument or illustration on this point. I submit to the 
Senate that in the opinion of the minority of this committee it has been 
clearly demonstrated by the facts and evidence in this case that there 
is no finding or deliverance or certificate of any Territorial board in 
regard to the election of the five members from Silver Bow County that 
can be or is worthy of being regarded in this case. 

The Senator from Massachusetts and I started out from the doors of 
these two competing houses hand in hand, and in the most friendly and 
amicable spirit I wanted to inquire with him for the certificate of a board 
or officer clothed with the legal authority to giveone. So far we have 
been in company. So far as I am concerned I hope the company has 
not been unpleasant to the Senator from Massachusetts and that I have 
conducted my part of this inquiry with due decorum and courtesy to 
him. 

I certainly have not been able to find any lawful authority or any 
legal character that can be attached to this thing that he points me to. 
He says there is a certificate; but in finding it to be what I have dis- 
played to the Senate to the best of my humble ability, and considering 
what my duty asa Senator is and what is the duty of every Senator in 
exercising his judicial function, I must seek elsewhere than this Ter- 
ritorial board for evidence of what was the vote in Silver Bow County, 
and we must look further for some certificate or finding by competent 
authority as to what that vote was. We must look for the very thing 
that this Territorial board say they did not have, and that is a return 
of the canvassing board of Silver Bow County. Surely that becomes a 
necessity now. Surely we can not refuse to take this further step in 
pursuing this judicial inquisition on the part of the Senate of the United 
States, that having found that this Territorial board had no returns 
from the county board which it was authorized to canvass, that being 
demonstrated by their own declaration, we must leave them on oneside 
and seek for the thing itself by our own methods and by such ways as 
we believe are lawful and justifiable. 

We do not have to go very far. Let me, before proceeding further, 
though—as it seems necessary that I should fortify myself at every step 
by something like authority—call the attention of the Senate to Paine 
on Elections, at section 622, to justify the step that we are about to take 
under the theory which seems a true one to @ie minority of the com- 
mittee. Mr. Paine, at section 622, says this, to which I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate: 


Under a statute conferring upon the county canvassers povar to determine 
rily the result of a county election and upon the State canvassers power 
make a final and conclusive determination of such result, the failure of the 
State canvassers to & pro etermination has the effect to leave that of 


the county canyassers final and conclusive. 


Accepting that as the true doctrine which I had arrived at before I 


saw that citation from Mr. Paine—but it was very gratifying to me to 
be supported in this conclusion to which I seem to have been driven in 
pursuance of thatinvitation—what was the lawful action of these county 
conyassers? We have the certificate of the Territorial board that on the 
4th of November, 1889, they had taken no action, for they had sent 
down to them a messenger to get their abstract of votes, and he re- 
turned and made a sworn report that none could be obtained. 

We have also the report of Mr. Booth, the county clerk, indorsed by 
this Territorial board of canvassers, that no such abstract had been made 
on the 31st of October, and none could be made until the 7th of Novem- 
ber. We have also the fact that a writ of mandamus had been served 
upon the members of this board on the 14th or 15th of October, an alter- 
native writ returnable on the 28th of October. 

No lawful action of that board of canvassers had been taken, if we 
are to accept the deliverance of the Territorial board, on the 4th of 
November, which is the date of that finding by them; but we do 
find—and it is in the evidence before the Senate, properly certified, 
questioned by no one, discussed in the committee, but nowhere inval- 
idated as competent evidence—the certified record of a court of compe- 
tent jurisdiction that it was the duty of this canvassing board to per- 
form this plainly ministerial function and include precinct 34 in their 
abstract of votes, That mandate was served upon that board, and cer- 
tain proceedings were had which at last resultedin a peremptory man- 
date, issuing on the 31st of October in one case and on the Ist of No- 
vember in another, the judgment delivered awarding the writ on the 
31st of October in one case and the 1st of November in another, in 
which the whole matter of the proceedings of that board was consid- 
ered by this com t judicial authority and it was declared by them 
in a judgment which is cited in the report: 

Ordered, adjudged, and decreed by the court that said motion be sustained— 


That is, a motion for a judgment— 


and that defendants, William M. Jack, William E. Hall, and Caleb E. Irvine, 
the canvassing board aforesaid, had no power or authority to exclude the votes 
as shown by the returns from said precinct No. 34, in said county, and that 
their action therein was filegal and void, and that the returns, including the 
said precinct, constitute the true and correct result of said election, and that 
said relators have their peremptory writ of mandate, as prayed for in their pe- 


tition 
udged, and decreed that it is the duty of the said 


And it is further ordered, 
clerk of the said county com missioners to issue a certificate to relators, as prayed 


for in said petition and affidavit, and that a peremptory writ of mandate issue 
to compel him to issue said certificates, and that said relators recover cost and 
disbursements in this behalf expended. 

That writ was awarded on the Ist of November; the judgment award- 
ing the writ in the other case was on October 31. This Territorial can- 
vaasing board, it is interesting to observe, convened on the 31st day of 
October, the day before, and they sat upon the 4th of November, upon 
which date they made this deliverance which I have discussed before 
the Senate. So while they were in session, and the very next day after 
they convened, this judgment awarding the peremptory writ on the 
county board was made by this court, whose jurisdiction in the premises 
no one questions. That writ, for some reason was not served until the 
7th of November, but the county clerk swears in an affidavit, which is 
before the Senate as it was before the committee, that when he sent 
this communication to the board on the day of their assembling and 
sent this abstract that he made of the votes, including precinct 34, he 
attached a copy of this judgment of the court to that paper, and they 
had this judgment of the court before them, according to the afidavit 
of Clerk th, and it is not denied anywhere. 

Mr. GEORGE. The State canvassers had it before them ? 

Mr. GRAY. The State canvassing board had a certified copy. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before they made their certificate? 

Mr. GRAY. Before they made their certificate, and it is not denied 
by any member of that board or anybody on their bebalf, so far as I 

ow. 

It may be well to pause for one moment in the progress of this argu- 
ment to comment upon the fact, so patent upon the face of these proceed- 
ings, of the indecent haste with which this Territorial board sought to 
evade the performance of their sworn and lawful duty, to note the fact 
that by the evidence in this case they became the participants in a con- 
spiracy as base and as black and as unjustifiable (if. conspiracy could 
ever be justifiable) as ever was proved to exist against the liberties and 
freedom of a people of our race and lineage. 

It is an irresistible conclusion which every unbiased and unpreju- 
diced mind must draw from the facts in this case, that this canvassing 
board called the Territorial board. in order to evade their duty in re- 
gard to Silver Bow County and the election of representatives, ren- 
dered their judgment on the 4th of November with the knowledge 
that a court of competent jurisdiction had ordered those returns to be 
made, and the further fact that within three days after their adjourn- 
ment, in obedience to the order of the court, that return was made and 
certified to by that canvassing board, including precinct 34. That is 
the thing to which we turn as the only and best evidence remaining 
to us of who were the lawfully elected members from Silver Bow 
County to the Legislative Assembly of Montana. 3 

Mr. GEORGE. Did the canvassing board obey the order of the court? 

Mr. GRAY. They did. 

Mr. BUTLER. And made their return? 


Mr. GRAY. And made their abstract from the return, and that was 
duly sent to the of the Territory. 

Mr. VANCE. And was duly disregarded. 

Mr.GRAY. And, as theSenator from North Carolinasays, itwasduly 
disregarded. I know personally none of these gentlemen; I do not sup- 
pose that any member of the committee knows any of them personally; 
but it is my duty here in my place in the Senate to say that conduct 
such as that appears to be by the evidence in this case deserves and 
should receive the condemnation of every law-abiding and law-loving 
citizen in this broad land. There was no excuse for this indecent haste. 
They could have sat until now, if it was necessary, to perform their 
duty. There was no necessity that the State of Montana should have 
been admitted into the Union on the 8th day of November rather than 
on the 10th or 12th or 20th of November, but so it was. They made 
their finding on the 4th of November, and that finding has to be brought 
to the knowledge of the President of the United Statesin order that in 
obedience to the enabling act his proclamation can make the admis- 
sion of the State into the Union complete. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me ask another question, because I want to get 
the factsright. Ihavenot studied this record. Does the Senator desire 
to be understood as saying that before this State or Territorial canvass- 
ing board adjourned they had notice of the decree of the court or the 
judgment of the court directing this thirty-fourth precinct to be counted 
by the canvassers of that county? 

Mr. GRAY. In answer to the Senator from Mississippi, I distinctly 
say that according to the affidavit of Charles F. Booth he attached to 
that abstract of the vote of Silver Bow County which he sent to that 
board on the 31st day of October, the day on which they convened, a 
certified copy of the judgment of this court ordering that mandamus. 

Mr. HOAK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, and I will allow the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to ask me a question. There is the admission of that State 
or Territorial board that they had before them thatabstract. There is 
no denial anywhere in this record that the certified copy of the judg- 
ment was not also a matter within their cognizance, 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the Senator also understand that that was 
thej ent of a local and inferior district court? 

Mr. GRAY. Ah! 

Mr. HOAR. From whose judgment an appeal was taken and which 
magmen was rendered absolutely null and void upon that appeal. 

. GRAY. I will tell the Senator what I understand, I under- 
stand that the judgment was by a court of competent jurisdiction, It 
was by the district court, authorized by law to sit in and for the county 
of Silver Bow. No one here or elsewhere, so far as I know, has ever 
denied that jurisdiction at all, and, it being the mandate of a court of 
competent jurisdiction, it was bound to be obeyed by the county can- 
vassers, and was entitled to be respected by every law-abiding citizen 
in that community, including their high mightinesses, the members of 
the Territorial canvassing board. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator does not answer my question. 

Mr. GRAY. Wait one moment, and I will. Part of this indecent 
conduct will appear to any Senator who will take the trouble to read 
this record, when he looks at the dilatory motions which were made 
all through the conduct of that case; but he will find that the appeal 
of which the Senator from Massachusetts speaks was unavailing for 
any purpose under the laws of Montana, because the laws of that Ter- 
ritory required that an appeal bond, or undertaking, as it is called, 
should be filed within five days of the notice of appeal, and we find 
that the notice of appeal was given on the Ist day of November, and 
the appeal bond was not filed until the 7th. 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘Two days too late? 

Mr. GRAY. Two days too late. I have not the statutes of Mon- 
tana here, but I will quote them with sufficient accuracy to satisfy the 
Senate (and if I am wrong I can easily be corrected by reference to the 
statute itself), that, where an appeal is taken the provision is that un- 
less an appeal bond is filed within five days of the notice of the appeal, 
the said appeal shall be unavailing for any purpose whatever. ‘That 
being the céndition of this case, with this mandate of this court of com- 
petent jurisdiction lying before them, as in the absence of their denial 
or countervailing testimony we must agree that it was, what did this 
board do? They adjourned on the 4th of November, when they might 
have sat until the 10th, much less might have sat until the 7th, with 
this communication from C. F. Booth before them, too, upon which they 
lay so much stress, in which he tells them that this writ could not issue 
until the 7th of November, and that after the 7th of November he 
would send them the abstract of votes from that county. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me ask the Senator again, is there no limitation 
in the statutes of Montana as to the period of time at which this board 
could hold its sessions ? 

Mr. GRAY. Noneatall. It could, so far as the ordinance providing 
for it was concerned, have sat until the present time, and itshould have 
sat justso long as truth and justice and a regard for the orderly conduct 
of lawful proceedings required them.to sit. That was their duty; and 


I say in view of that fact and of that plain duty, when we find what 
their conduct really was, that they stand convicted in the mind of every 
honorable man of a participation in these sharp practices which the ma- 


jority of this committee by their report would have this Senate be made 
a participator in. 

Mr. President, party exigency is a thing of terrible strain and 
great effect, I know; but there are limits even to party pressure and 


what it can do with honest men. Party exigency and necessity 
will take us all sometimes to the verge of the conduct that a citizen of 
a self-governing republic ought to engage in, but it should never take 
us beyond that verge. Admitting that that is a potent factor in this 
as in other cases where politics are involved, the ambition of party 
leaders in this young State should never have caused them to have so 
far departed from propriety as to make them hurry this case beyond 
the law, beyond decency, and beyond the evidence that admittedlyawas 
before them. What do we find? Why this haste? Is it so important 
that these worthy gentlemen, Mr. Powerand Mr. Sanders, one of whom 
I have the pleasure of knowing and against whom I have not a word 
to say and never heard a word that could in any way impinge upon 
his high standing as a citizen and a gentleman—is it so important that 
these gentlemen should occupy seats in this body that this canvassing 
board might not have waited to see the result of the judgment of this 
court, a certified copy of which they had before them ? 

Only three days they would have had to wait, and this anxiety that 
they express, this perturbation of mind in which they seem to have 
been by reason of the want of this return of Silver Bow County, would 
all have been dissipated, and they would have had not only the returns, 
ineluding precinct 34, before them, but they would have had them there 
in obedience to a law-directed duty, as interpreted by the judicial de- 
partment of the State. They ran away from that. This judicial court 
was not a court that pleased them in its conduct of this suit. Seeking 
for motives, we must seek those that lie on the surface, It did not 
please them. The admission of the State of Montana ousted, too, the 
jurisdiction of all the Territorial courts, and the judge who rendered 
this judgment and awarded this peremptory mandamus would be out 
of office the moment that State was admitted; and so making their find- 
ings as to the vote on the constitution and as to the officers and repre- 
sentatives on the 4th of November somehow, by some winged messen- 
ger, faster than the iron steed, more swift than any method of trans- 
portation of which we have any knowledge, as swift as the lightning 
comes the proclamation of the President of the United States telling 
them that he had the certified proceedings of that board before him, 
and that in obedience to the law he proclaimed Montana duly admit- 
ted as a State into this Union. 

I will not pause to criticise the preparation of that proclamation and 
the evidences of haste upon its face it also bears when compared with 
the other proclamations in regard to the others of this sisterhood of 
Northwestern States, but we find this remarkable thing aboutit. I 
am not here to accuse the President of the United States of being a par- 
ticipator in this crime—far from it; but he has been ed by this 
active cabal of conspirators in a distant State to make himself an in- 
strument in consummating their designs, We find this proclamation 
was dated on the 8th day of November, and that board made its deliv- 
erance on the 4th day of November; and we find also that it was not 
late in the day on the 8th day of November, but in a note it is stated: 
ded penek and 40 minutes a, m., Friday, November 8, President's signature 


This is an official copy from the State Department obtained yester- 
day. No such note as to the hour of the proclamation or the attach- 
ment of the President’s signature appears upon any proclamation for 
the admission of the new States but this, and I have them all in my 
hand, Washington, North Dakota, and South Dakota. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] put a 
question to the Senator from Delaware—— 

Mr. GRAY. I wish the Senator would let me answer. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly, if the Senator desires. I do not wish to in- 
terfere. 

Mr. GRAY. 

Mr. HOAR. 
right. 

Mr. GRAY. If I have made any mistake or misstatement I shall 
be glad to be corrected. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Mississippi asked the Senator from 
Delaware just now in regard to a peremptory mandamus issned by the 
district court, and the Senator from Delaware answered that that man- 
damus had issued, and that this returning board, knowing the fact, had 
proceeded to make up their judgment or take action disregardingit. I 
asked the Senator if he was not aware that that was a district court of 
loeal jurisdiction and that an appeal had been entered, to which the 
Senator, with great earnestness of manner, undoubtedly forgetting the 
facts, I am sure, but still with very great earnestness of manner, made 
what seemed to him to be quite a triumphant answer. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator willallow me to interrupt him a moment. 
Iam very willing to answer a question, but I want to get through. I 
am very tired, and the Senator will have his own time to answer me. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to one fact; Ido 
not wish to make any speech. The Senator said, as I understood him, 
that the bond was not filed in time. Now I wish to read from the 
statement of facts made by the Senator himself: ‘‘ To which ruling of 


The Senator may proceed. I do not object. 
The Senator said he would like to have the facts made 
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the court defendants, by counsel, duly except and file notice of appeal,” 
That is the Ist of November. This other bond was not filed for six 
days afterwards, while the statute requires five. There was entered in 
the cause an t that the whole matter should remain un- 
changed, in statu quo, until the 12th of November. This is the proposi- 
tion. 


Mr. GRAY. I have considered that matter and examined the rec- 
ord. If that appeal bond had been filed within the time prescribed by 
the statute, then this peremptory writ of mandamus could not have is- 
sued on the 7th, because it would have been a supersedeas. Now, as 
a matter of fact, that mandate did issue on the 7th, and therefore we 
must conclude that this understanding or note of an agreement by coun- 
sel in court had no effect at all upon extending the time prescribed by 
the statute within which an appeal bond should be filed. Therefore, 
I say you can not change the statute by agreement; you can not ex- 
tend time prescribed by law by mere agreement, although it may 
be where a right has accrued it may be waived by agreement, but the 
statute of Montana, as I understand it, is positive and mandatory that 
if an aj bond is not filed within five days from notice of the ap- 
pe appeal shall be unavailing for any purpose whatever. That 

e 


language. i 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President— 

Mr. GRAY. I do not object to answering any question of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts or to having him my attention enyening 
that is a mistake of fact; I will only be grateful to him for doing it, an 
I hope he does not understand me as objecting on that ground; but I 
am anxious to conclude my remarks. 

I was commenting when interrupted by the question of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, which I do not object to, on the fact that is here 
in the record, that the President of the United States, to whom I at- 
tribute no unworthy motive at all, had been induced by this active 
cabal of conspirators out in this distant State to issue his proclamation 
of the 8th of November, certifying to a fact that was not officially found 
until the 4th day of November, 2,000 miles away from this city and a 
distance so great that it could not by any possibility have been traversed 
by any of the ordinary modes of communication between those two dates. 

Now, we find, as I said before, what seems tome a significant thing, 
showing the extraordinary zeal with which these parties in Montana 
pressed upon the President of the United States, that they were so 
anxious that this Territorial court should be ousted from its jurisdic- 
tion by the admission of the State, and prior to the service of the writ 
of peremptory man//amus, that they would not leave it in doubt as to 
whether the fraction of a day, which the law does not regard, might 
save them or not; and so they put in that the President’s signature 
was attached to this proclamation at 10.40 a. m. on that 8th day of 
November, a note which is not found in any other proclamation in re- 
gard to States in the Northwest, as tothe hour at which the President’s 
signature was attached. But, unfortunately for them, fast as they 
traveled, swift as this lightning was, it was not swift enough to antici- 
pate the service of this peremptory writ, for it was served on the 7th 
of November, and 10.40 a. m. on the 8th could not save them. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator a question right there, 
if he will allow me. 

Mr, GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr.GEORGE. The Senator said that the communication of this 
constitution and these proceedings could not have been made from Hel- 
ena—lI believe that is the name of the capital of the Territory, where 
these ings were had—within the time limited. I desire to ask 
the Senator if he has inquired into that fact particularly and satisfied 
his mind that it is true. 

Mr. GRAY I am satisfied about that. I do not know of my own 
knowledge, of course, but E have been informed that there are no trains 
running across this continent anywhere within reach of Helena that 
ean bring anybody here except by about the consumption of five days. 
I am informed that the first possible train that could have brought 
any one here from the 4th of November, the date of this finding by the 
board as to the vote on the constitution, the earliest date at which any 
one could arrive here would be at 5 o’clock on the afternoon of Friday, 
and this proclamation was issued on Thursday at 10.40 a.m. Do not 
forget that. But, unfortunately for these conspirators, at 10.40 a. m. on 
Thursday, the 8th of November, in the year of our Lord 1589, the per- 
emptory writ of mandamus issued by this court of competent jurisdic- 
tion, and not superseded, had been served upon these county canvass- 
ers and had been obeyed. That was complete. There is no room to 
question the legality in any sense of that proceeding. It was fait ac- 


a“ 

ow, Mr. President, apologizing for the time that I have already 
taken, which has been somewhat due to the interruptions, which were, 
of course, pertinent, but have led me somewhat off from the orderly 
track of my argument, we come to inquire into what is this thing done 
by the county board; what is this act performed by them in accordance 
with their law-directed duty, interpreted by a court of competent juris- 
diction, which this Territorial canvassing board complained was nob 
before them or in their jurisdiction, Why, here itis; here it isin the 
evidence before the committee, and, of course, before the Senate, this 
return from Silver Bow County, in the name of all the commissioners 


who constituted that county board, certifying to the an adding up 
the figures, including precinct 34, and clearly showing that the five 
members who sat in the Iron Hall house of representatives, and who par- 
ticipated in the election of Messrs. Sanders and Power, were not elected, 
but, on the contrary, the five members who sat in the Court-House as- 
sembly, and participated in the election of Messrs. Clark and Maginnis, 
were e 5 

What are we going to do about it? How shall we treat it? Oh, it 
is the Democratic party, and it elects Democratic members, and there- 
fore some different law and rule of action must apply than if the con- 
trary had been the fact. Oh, no; I do not accuse our friends on the 
other side of any feeling of that kind. I know that they feel bound, 
as I feel bound, to treat this case according to the law and evidence, 
and’ to exercise this judicial function of the Senate on a high plane of 
conscience and loyalty to duty. 

What must we do? If we have no finding of this Territorial board 
that is binding upon us, are we not bound, in the language of Mr. 
Paine, on Elections, to turn to the canvassing board of the county 
which has been omitted to be canvassed by the Territorial board? T 
do not know how tostate the case more plainly. Argument on my part 
could not make our duty plainer. It would not emphasize, it seems to 
me, the force and pressing urgency of this duty for me to dwell upon 
it and seek by argumentation to press it further on the minds of Sen- 
ators. I conceive, of course, that Senators with me, as I submit 
they must, that we have no finding of the Territorial board in the prem- 
ises, because they tell us that this very thing we are now face to face 
with was not before them. 

Then, it seems to me, under the circumstances, as reasonable beings, 
much less as men fit to occupy as we do occupy positions as lawyers, 
as Senators, and as statesmen, this finding of the county canvassing 
board under the law of the Territory of Montana, recognized by Mon- 
tana, recognized by all departments, must be conclusive upon us. And 
if that is so, we have found, in the language of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, five members holding credentials of an officer or a board 
upon whom was devolved by law the duty of making such a finding; 
and there this case rests, and from that point it can not be moved, ex- 
cept by sophistry and a process of reasoning which must disregard the 
facts, disregard the principles which have always governed this Senate 
heretofore, and arbitrarily seek to accomplish results over and in spite 
of both facts and principles. 

Now, Mr. President, unless I have demonstrated that this findi 
of the county board is binding upon the Senate and is the lawful 
sufficient evidence of title of the five members who sat in the Court- 
House house of representatives and participated in the election of Messrs. 
Maginnis and Clark as Senators of the United States from Montana, of 
course I have failed to accomplish what I had in view. That evidence 
is all before the Senate, as it was be‘ore the committee. You have here 
in the record, and if is in no way denied to be a veritable and true 
record in that respect, the finding of that county board of canvassers, 
made in obedience to law, made in obedience to the mandate of a judi- 
cial tribunal competent to make and issue such a mandate, and that is 
the only lawful certificate we have. We are not seeking to go behind 
the returns; we are not taking any of the positions which the Senator 
oa BOS FES attributed to the minority; we are not indorsing 

e doctrine of the Senator from Wisconsin, Mr. Carpenter, pee ge, ese 
as he was in his lifetime as a lawyer and as a statesman, and which I, 
as well as the Senator from Massachusetts, depart from and decline to 
indorse; not at all. 

We are trying to answer truly, to answer as a judicial tribunal upon 
a judicial inquisition, as we must, the question which of these two 
groups of members had in their lawful possession a lawful credential 
from a board or officer authorized by law to give it, and we have fonnd 
it going step by step from the doorsof either house and seeking, first, the 
highest or central authority, and failing to find it there, weak bag for the 
next, which was the county beard of the county in which and from 
which alone these members were elected, and there we stop. We do 
not seek to go behind these returns; we do not seek forthe purposes of 
this case to engage in any discussion with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts as to the fairness and legality of the election that was held at 
precinct 34, although on that subject we have something to say, but 
we simply say that, standing upon the same ground, professing to in- 
dorse the same principles, and governed by the same rules, we have 
found this result; and I think, with becoming respect for the majority 
of the committee, I may say we challenge them to show wherein we 
have not, pursuing that very path that they have pointed ont, come to 
a strictly just, logical, and legal conclusion of this whole matter, and 
that isthat Messrs. Maginnis and Clark, as the duly chosen and ac- 
credited Senators of a body duly elected and composed of members 
holding lawful credentials, are entitled to sit in this body. 

Mr. President, we might pause there and I might well, and perhaps 
should, apologize to the Senate for continuing longer in what must 
already have been a tiresome deliverance on my part, but for the fact 
that the Senator from Massachusetts, both in the report of the majority 
which he submitted and also in His remarks this morning, has reflected 
upon the integrity of those polls at precinct 34, in Silver Bow County, 
of the then Territory of Montana, and perhaps it is my duty, because 
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I am thoroughly with the conviction that the honest vote of 
that precinct will have to be suppressed in order to support the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts, that Ishould say a word in de- 
fense of those as yet undefended people. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that it will be utterly impossible and, 
but for the fact that the Senator from Massachusetts did undertake to 
impugn the fairness of that election, I would have said that it was im- 

ible for any honest mind to examine the evidence that is before the 

te, to examine it all, all that the Senator from Massachusetts had 
before him, all that was spread before the committee, all that I have 
ever heard of, and then say that the election at that poll was not as 
peaceable, as fair, as orderly, and as legally conducted as in aay pre- 
cinct of which any one of us ever had any knowledge anywhere in the 
course of our lives, 

It seemed to have been a part of the exigency of this ease, which 
from the first to the last appears to have been so pressing in every di- 
rection and on all sides upon the majority of this committee, that they 
should attack the integrity of that poll at precinct 34; and upon what 
sort of evidence and upon what ground? The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts told you this morning, and he has told you in the rt sub- 
mitted by him on behalf of the majority of this committee what those 
grounds were, and when I recite them I will venture to say thatevery 
Senator who does me the honor to listen will agree with me that never 
before in his experience were objections so frivolous, so light, so un- 
founded, brought as a ground to throw out and discard the votes of 
American freemen in any election in this country. 

Mr, President, I heard it suggested, not by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, but in some of the arguments made in behalf of these in- 
terested gentlemen in Montana, that this was a poll up in the Rocky 
Mountains, far away from the centers of civilization, where none but 
those rough and rngged spirits, who are the pioneers of our civilization 
nevertheless, were congregated—‘‘ laborers onrailroads ’’ was sneeringly 
said, working under a railroad contractor, continuing those mighty 
works which have done more to civilize this continent, to magnify its 
importance, and demonstrate its strength and greatness than all other 
labor combined—that these were the class of men at those polls, pre- 
sumably ignorant and controlled by their bosses, That was urged and 
that was suggested in argument made on behalf of these gentlemen, 
Messrs. Power and Sanders, to commence with, and then what were 
the facts? So far from its being very distant, I do not know that it 
would make any difference if it was distant, but asa mere matter of 
fact it is interesting to observe as we pass along that it is only 9 
miles from this precinct to the city of Butte, the largest and most im- 
portant and most populous town in the Territory of Montana—only 9 
miles, with railroad communication part of the way. 

Well, they were not so far off from the civilizing illumination that 
conies from the urban populations of this country that they might not 
have enjoyed some of that light and been entitled to enjoy the right of 
an American freeman to cast a ballot. Almost within the sight of the 
lights of that great city, they might be presumed to have been so far 
advanced in civic virtue and civic attainments that they might have 
been allowed, without this unnecessary aspersion, to drop their bal- 
lots in the box and exercise that ordinary but most precious gift of 
every freeman, the right to cast one vote and have it counted. Well, 
they did presume that they had that right, and they came down to 

recinct 34, and under the Australian ballot law—the law which the 

tate of Massachusetts was the first of all the States, I believe, in 
this country to enact, and which Ishould be glad to see everywhere— 
under that Australian system they came down and they dropped their 
ballots in the box. One man went into the booth ata time—I am re- 
citing the substance of the evidence now in this case, though I will not 
stop to read it at large—each man wentintothe booth unattended and 
alone, and there he had communication with that mysterious being, 
the election officer, who sat back there, and who, at his direction and 
in his presence, marked the ticket and designated: the names for whom 
he wished to vote, and that vote was stamped as official by another 
judge, and by another was dropped in the box. ‘There is no evidence 
that there was any intimidation, bribery, corruption, or undue influ- 
ence exercised towards any man on that day. There is no evidence 
that a man was offered so much as the value of a nickel to cast his vote 
one way or the’ other, and, therefore, there were certainly some pre- 
sumptions—some presumptions that even partisans must entertain— 
RA favor of the regularity of the ballot of an Awerican freeman castin 

is way. 

Oh, but the Senator says—forI really think the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts was not able to go the length that the gentleman who repre- 
sented these aspiring Senators did—the returns were irregular, the 
election was not conducted according to law, and we get up, lawyers 
of some experience as most of us are, and make objections. ‘These poor 
railroad men went down there and cast their ballots under the Aus- 
tralian system, and then, with an additional safeguard (which I am 
sure some of my friends on the other side will think an additional safe- 
guard), the majority of the judges were of the Republican party, put 
their ballots in the box, and they fancied that they had performed this 
great duty of an American citizen, and theirself-respect was increased 
and magnified, and it ought to have been. 


They went back to their work, humble though it was, and with’ 
pick, and ax, and shovel sought to make advance towards the setting 
sun with this great line of railway over the Rocky Mountains, it is 
true, 9 miles away from this center of illumination and enlighten- 
ment, the city of Butte; but going back to that work, honest, though 
humble, they had a right, we would suppose, to think of this act of 
theirs as properly contributing to that great drama enacted on that 
day all over Silver Bow County and all over the Territory of Montana. 
They had a right, one would think, to believe with some satisfaction 
that their votes would be taken into the account when they came to 
reckon up the results. That is all they had a right toask, They cer- 
tainly had a right to ask that*much. 

But now come the lawyers from Helena, with 1 Dogberry, bound in 
boards, under their arms, They walked down to these polls, and they 
pick up the returns, and they put on their gold-bowed eye-glasses, and 
they sneer and laugh at these poor, innocent laborers, and they say, 
“All right; you voted; the election officers swear the election was hon- 
estly and peaceably conducted; that is all so; but after you had gone 
back to your work these officers of the election, over whom you had 
no control whatever and for whose acts you were not responsible, have 
in making their returns, we observe, not signed their names in the 
proper place, and we will call your attention, gentlemen’’—or laborers 
from this tunnel—‘‘to the fact, in regard to which, no doubt, when you 
observe, you will be quite content to share our conclusions, that, whereas 
the law of Montana requires the returns to be signed by the clerks and 
attested by the judges, these returns are signed by the judges and at- 
tested by the clerks, and surely under circumstances of that kind you 
do not ex your votes to be counted I? 

Now, that is the first objection seriously urged before a tribunal of 
American Senators, and to-day it stands among the objections upon 
which this Senate is called to pass. The law of Montana said that these 
returns must be signed by the clerks and attested by the judges, but 
actually they were signed by the judges and attested by the clerks. 
That is the first objection. 

That is not all. There are other objections. But, as the Senator 
from Massachusetts says, it is not one objection he places it upon, but 
upon the cumulative force of severalsuch objections. Now, let us see. 
There is another as tothe laws of Montana—and the Senator from Mas- 
sachusettsdwelt with great emphasis upon this—that under this new law 
for the Australian ballot passed in March of last year, just about a year 
ago, this being the first election held under it, it was directed that there 
should be five judges of election at each precinct, except that the county 
commissioners, whose duty it was to appoint the judges, might, where 
there were less than 100 votes, appoint only three judges. 

This was a new precinct established for the first time. It was a 
small precinct, and there was no evidence of any previous vote by 
which the county commissioners could be guided, and, therefore, on 
the best evidence I suppose that they could get, they supposed there 
was only occasion toappoint three judges, and three judges only they 
did appoint. But then these laborers, these railroad laborers up in 
this tunnel, called Homestake tunnel, did not know about this when 
they went down to cast their votes, and they dropped their ballots in 
the box all unsuspicious of the fact that only three judges had been ap- 
pointed by the county commissioners who supposed that not more 
than one hundred votes would be cast at this new precinct. That was 
not their fault, but, according to the Senator from Massachusetts, they 
must suffer for it, 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 

Mr. GRAY. And their votes must be thrown out and trampled 
under footas unworthy of being counted with the votes of other free- 
Ten SE that county because for that and other reasons they were not 
ent — 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Delaware will permit me to say that 
he entirely misrepresents me in consequence of having entirely mis- 
understood me, In pointing out the numerous badges of fraud and 
irregularity in this election, when I alluded to each one of those irreg- 
ularities I said expressly, for that the people who cast the votes ought 
not tosufferifitweretaken alone. Every time I made that observation. 

Mr. GRAY. I meant to, if I did not, quote that language of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says ‘‘for this the Senator from Massa- , 
chusetts would have them suffer.’’ 

Mr. GRAY, ‘‘And for other reasons.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. “For this the Senator from Massachusetis would have 
their votes thrown out.” Ther herepeated ‘'for this and other reasons,” 

Mr. GRAY. Of course I would not do the Senator an injustice 
knowingly, and I am perfectly willing he shall make that explanation. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator would do himself a great injustice if he 
should let it pass. 

Mr. GRAY. Iagree with the Senator from Massachusetts that I 
would do myself a great injustice if I misrepresented the Senator from 
Massachusetts or any other Senator. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Does the Senator from Delaware yield to 
the Senator from New York? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 
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DEATH OF HON. DAVID WILBER. 


Mr. EVARTS. I ask that a communication from the House of Rep- 
resentatiyes, giving us notice of the death of a colleague of ours in that 
ly, may now be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolutions of the Honse of Repre- 
sentatives will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

Resol: That the House has learned with profound regret of the death of 
Hon. David Wilber, a resentative from the State of New York. 

Resolved by the Representatives (the Senate concurring), That a special 
committee of seven members of the House of Representatives and three mem- 
bers of the Senate be appointed to take order for attending his funeral at his 
residence in the State of New York; and the necessary expenses attending the 
execution of this order shall be payable out of the first funds in the contingent 
fund of the House available therefor. 

That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and directed to take 
such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying out the provisions of this 


ution. 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the Sen- 


ae ved, That as a further mark of respectto the memory of the deceased 
the House do now urn, 
Mr. EVARTS. I offer the resolutions which I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate have heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
aeni of on oan of Hon. David Wilber, late a Representative from the State 
of New York. x 

Resolved, That the Senate concur in the resolutions of the House of Represent- 
atives, providing for the appointment of a special joint committee to take or- 
der for attending the funeral of the deceased at his residence in the State of 
New York, and that the members of the committee on the part of the Senate 
be appointed by the Vice-President. 

Resolvéd, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House of 
Representatives. 


The resolutions were agreed to unanimously, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will appoint as members of 
the committee representing the Senate Messrs. Hiscock, SQUIRE, and 
KENNA. : 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect to the 
memory of the deceased, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, April 3, 1890, at 11 
o’clock a, m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 2, 1890. 


The House met at 11 o'clock, a. m. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the Journal of yester- 
day’s proceedings is not quite ready to be submitted to the House; 
therefore, without objection, that matter will be passed over for the 


t. 
There was no objection, 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
Manufactures be d from the further consideration of House 
bill Nu. 313 and that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. This is a bill involving the question of trusts. Some of the 
bills on this subject have been sent to the Committee on Manufact- 
ures and others to the Committee on the Judiciary. I understand that 
the Judiciary Committee is about to take up this subject, and therefore 
I would like to have this bill before them. 

There being no objection, the Committee on Manufactures was dis- 

from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 313) to pro- 
hibit the formation of interstate trusts and trade conspiracies, and the 
same was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


IRRIGATION. 


Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that House Report No. 
409, from the Select Committeeon Irrigation of Arid Lands, be printed 
in the RECORD, together with extracts from letters received by me from 
the Secretary of State and the Secretary of the Interior. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

The documents referred to are as follows: 


Mr. LanuaM, from the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, sub- 
mitted the following report (to accompany bill H. R. 3924): 

The Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States, to 
whom was referred House bill No. 3924, entitled “A bill concerning the irrigation 
of arid lands in the valley of the Rio Grande River, the construction of a dam 
across said river at or near El Paso, Tex., for the storage of its waste waters, 
and for other purposes,” haye considered the same and respectfully report it to 

House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

‘The reasons which commend this bill to legislative attention, the conditions 
which have given rise to its introduction, and the necessities which haye brought 
about its consideration are substantially formulated in the preamble. (See copy 
of bill hereto attached.) The statements therein made have been affirmatively 
established. The investigation of the committee has been aided by the presence 
and testimony of gentlemen who are fully conversant with the facts and have 
had ample opportunity for an actual observation of their existence; besides, doc- 
umentary and historic evidence bearing upon the situation has been available, 
from which additional information, eved to be reliable and accurate, has 
been o s 


It will be observed that the measure proposed is inceptive and initiatory in its 

, contemplating in its terms no present final or conclusive legislation, 

carrying no appropriation, but reserving any ultimate proposition on the sub- 
ject to be controlled by the future judgment and discretion of Congress, after in- 
ternational consultation and meth for concert of action shall have been 
considered and devised. It is not expected thatthe remedies suggested for a 
solution of the troubles indicated can be rendered o) tive without the pre- 
liminary negotiations provided for shall be followed by appropriate and neces- 
legislation to carry them into effect. A mutual understanding and co-oper- 


ation by and between the tive Governments concerned will kapr e 
an lent, and any pi resultsare contingent on the event that, after full 
conference shall be and full investigation shall be made, it shall be regarded 


expedient and of such importance as to warrant future authoritative and con- 
joint ‘yeas by the two countries, Accordingly the fourth section of the bill 
provides— 


“That the President is eat Fogg 5 to communicate to Congress the result of 
said negotiation, together with his recommendation thereon, at the earliest 
practicable opportunity.” 

The committee are of the opinion that the issues involved are of such mo- 
ment, the complications so embarrassing, the national and international inter- 
ests so important, and the situation one of such gravity as to suggest the wisdom 
and propriety of the two Republics conferring and reasoning together, and in- 
augurating all suitable and ible measures for conservation of that har- 
mony and prosperity of their respective citizens and that amicable and orderly 
administration of their respective Governments so greatly to be desired, and 

et so seriously menaced by the existence of the causes stated in the preamble. 

hese difficulties will, it may be assumed, grow more serious and critical the 
longer the correctives are delayed, and it would seem to be the part of Lr napesreed 
= anticipate and provide against their consequences as far as it is possible to be 
lone, 

‘The Republic of Mexico is our near neighbor, separated from us, in part, Rr 
the Rio Grande River for a distance of some 1,200 miles. With its twelve mill- 
ions of people, with its developing resources and wonderful ties, with 
its invitation to and reception of American capital, with its great trunk-line 
railroads, practically extensions of ours, with its varied fields for our commerce 
and constant demand for our products, with all its multiplied ms to us, it 
is a neighbor with whom we shall always have to deal and whom it is both our 
duty and policy to treat and cultivate in a neighborly way.. There are many 
Mexicans who are citizens of the United States, enjoying all the immunities of 
such, They are to be founda)! along on our side of the Rio Grande. The treaty 
of Guadalu Hidalgo in its eighth and ninth articles made especial provision 
for such citizenship. 

In a report relating to troubles on the Rio Grande, transmitted to the House 
of Representatives y the Secretary of War in 1878 (see Ex. Doe. No. 84, Forty- 
fifth Congress, second session), Colonel Hatch says: 

“The veers are one and the same on the two sides of the river; although 
subjects and citizens of different nations, they are onein race and religion and 
bound by the closest ties of interest and blood; their custo habits, and tra- 
ditions are the same, and there is hardly a family on the one side but is related 
by ties of blood or marriage with those on the other; hence, when touch 
one youtouchall, and when one is hurtall feelit. * * One [trouble] which 
must be looked forsooner or later is in connection with the water taken from the 
Rio Grande for irrigation. As soon as the attempt is made to ly extend 
cultivation in this valley (there will not be enough water for all, and both sides 
have an equal right), from this troubles are certain toarise sooner or later, which 
may involve the two countries seriously.” 

ln the report of the board of officers (see Ex. Doc, No. 93, Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, second session), March 16, 1878, is to be found the following statement: 

“The Rio Grande, at this season of the year even an ificant stream, its 
channel often shifting and always erratic, but during the heats of summer 
sometimes dry, affords, by being directed into acequias on either bank, a scant 
and variable supply of water to the people of both nationalities, but is utterly 
insufficient to irrigate this extensive valley, where the yearly measures 
but a few inches. As time progresses and the country is opened by accessions 
to its populations, sure to come—for it is a most fertile region and gloriously 
rewards the spent in irrigation—the question must grow in importance, 
and may occasion trouble beyond the reach of diplomacy to settle.” 

Time verified in a great degree these prognostications, as will appear sub- 
sequently, The “accessions to the populations” have been rapidly made, A 
new and different citizenship has been attracted here and added to those resid- 
ing in the valley at the time when these official reports were submitted. En- 
ergetic and progressive Americans have since made their homes and invested 
their capital here, while substantial and material carecpuess by the Mexicans 
is also observable. Our poopie along the border are thrown in daily contact 
with the people of Mexico. Notwi ding our covenants of per y it has 
been not only difficult but at times inpossibile to prevent outbreaks and con- 
flicts on the Mexican frontier from various causes, despite the efforts of good 
men in either Papas hed maintain friendly relations. (games reprisals, 
bloodshed, and retaliations have occasionally marked and marred the history 
of these border FF pti gre General Stanley, commanding the de ent of 
Texas, in his o report, dated September 12, 1889 (see Report of General 
Schofield to Secretary of War, 1889, page 100), says: 

“Ourrelations with our Mexican neighbors upon the long line of the Rio Grande 
have been kindly, although they are a good deal excited over what they deem 
the violation of their riparian rights, through our people taking all the water of 
the Rio Grande for the i tion of the San Luis Valley, which leaves the Rio 
Grande a dry bed for 500 miles, The — is one that must be settled by the 
State De ment, and thus far there been no call for military force. The 
remedy for this water famine and consequent ruin to the inhabitants of the Rio 
Grande Valley must be found in storage reservoirs, so easy of construction, one 
in the cafion opposite Taos, and the other in the cafion nearand north of El Paso,” 

The Rio Grande is quite a long stream, being with its meanders some 2,000 
miles in length. It rises in Colorado and is supplied from a number of tributa- 
ries in that State and Northern New Mexico, the rainfall and melting of the 
snow andice. There are frequently vast accumulations of snow and ice in the 
deep cafions of that region during the long winters. If the snowfall be great 
and its melting accompanied by rains in the spring, the river becomes a raging 
torrent from about the Ist of April until July, carrying enormous quantities 
of water through its entire length. Much of this time it is wholly unused and 
unnecessary for irrigating purposes in either Colorado or Upper New Mexico, 
and its flow is not only vastly more than is required for such purposes lower 
down the stream, but, because of its temporary superabundance, boncmes really 
destructive. In such cases it goes on unused to the Gulf, carrying as waste that 
which if it could be conserved for the seasons later on would be precious indeed 
to the people along its course, If the snowfall in the mountains above be light, 
and its melting unaccompanied by rains, the water from the snow is in a great 
degree CAS ie re and the floods are less enormous, 

The middle third of this river, say from Albuquerque, N. Mex., to Presidio 
del Norte, Mexico, a distance of about 500 miles, no important living con- 
fluents and through an extremely arid belt, where the evaporation from 
a water su is many times the rainfall annually; and in unusually dry sea- 
sons its history for the past forty years shows that it failed to carry a current 
for short periods during August or hae eee! on an average of about once in 
seven years, Atand below Presidio del Norte it has living confluents from 


Mexico and Texas which maintain a constant flow to the Gulf of Mexico, Mid- 
way in this arid belt are the two large valleys of the river—Mesilla in New 
Mexico and El Paso in Texas and Mexico—where tural pursuits have 
been maintained almost since prehistoric times certainly, and of record for more 
than two centuries, ean. dependent on irrigation, the ordinary rainfall 
not being an important factor in the growth of crops. 

Near and just above El Paso, Tex., the Rio Grande, or rather “the middle of 
that river, following the deepest channel” (treaty 1553), or “the center of the 
normal channel,” etc., (convention 1884), becomes the international boundary 
of the United States of America and the Republic of Mexico. Bat for the last 
forty years the river has been so continuously changing its bed from one side of 
the valley to the other, more or less with each recurring in many cases it 
being unknown whether caused by avulsion or gradual erosion and deposit, 
that it is frequently impossible to determine to which country the land on either 
bank of the river belongs in different localities and to great extents in area. 

These floods have sometimes become devastating torrents, inundating the 
whole valley for miles, cutting new channels, and swooping, prerpiaing be- 
fore tbem. In 1842, in the El Paso Valley, the river changed its for a dis- 
tance of 30 miles, and in some places 7 miles laterally. Hundreds of smaller 
pacman epee as made since. In 1884 it began moving back from the Mexi- 
can side at this point, and in a few months carried away 15 miles of the South- 
ern Pacific Rai , and threw a single body of over 5,000 acres of land on the 
south side of the river, although it is still claimed to be within the domain of 
Texas. This land was just above the Mexican town of San Ygnacio, and asthe 
river left the town for miles its people were compelled to take a canal from the 
river where it is entirely in Texas and carry it for more than 3 miles over Texan 
soil to irrigate their land and for domestic pe ses. The situation is further 
well d bed in an able report submitted in the last Congress by the Hon. Mr. 

, of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, as follows: 

“It [the Rio Grande] has shi its channels so often and so far, in some cases 
gradually, in others abruptly and by cut-offs, that no man knows accurately 
where the boundary is to-day. Sometimes the stream will suddenly cut a new 
channel, sussdoning the old ones altogether, and in a single day, by a cut-off, 
a tract or ‘banco’ of a hundred acres will be found to be on the side of 
the river. These causes have produced uncertainty as to the boundary, and 
this encourages smuggling, which is always carried on more or less onthe bor- 
der. When aman smugglies from a ‘banco’ it is almost impossible to catch and 
convict him. No surveys are made nor official records kept of the time and 
place of cut-off changes and no one can tell with the extent of a cut- 
off. The bed of the old channel is the boundary, though it may be long since 
dry. There are sometimes two or three old beds, and it is hard to tell re is 
the middle of the old bed contemplated by the treaty. 

“ At the last term of the United States district court at Brownsville, the most 
noted case of smuggling was lost by the Government for want of that accurate 
knowledge that would satisfy the court. * * * These bancos with their un- 
certain boun afforded retreats for smugglers, thieves, kidna) murder- 
ers, and every class of criminals, as well as bases of supplies from w! to carry 
on their o; ons, free from interference by either Government.” 

He concludes his report with a recommendation from the committee in favor 
of the creation ofa boundary commission, “ in view of the protection of the rev- 
enue, the prevention of crime, the maintenance of good order, and the preser- 
vation of international harmony.” 

B ome 5of 190 son ree ca 5 kawsan e two countries a beer 
tsof property in respecto: which may have become separated throug! 

the pa Ni of new channels shall not be affected thereby, butsuch lands shall 

continue to be under the jurisdiction of the country to which they previously 


belonged.” 

It oir to be perceived how serious are the difficulties to both countries in 
the adjustment of titles to land, the prevention of smugg] and the arrest and 
punishment of all kinds ofcriminals on account of the ‘usion of boundary 


quantities of water have been and are being similarly approp: in New 
Mexico. The result has been a Yee depletion of the flow of the river in the 
driest part of the year, July and Au; , when it is most needed. This has 
been so great for the last three years in the above-indicated middle third of the 


river’s course as to almost entirely destroy the growing ann the younger 
vines and fruit trees, and unless corrected in some way will eventuate 
in the total destruction of the agricultural interests in this entire section. 


In 1888 the river was absolutely dry for over sixty days about August and 
mber, and in 1889 it had no flow whatever from the 5th of August to the 
of December, a period of 137 days. While this dearth of water may not be 
wholly imputed to the irrigating agencies and consumption of water by the 
people of Colorado and New Mexico—for it must be admitted that these sea- 
sons were dry, with little snow in the mountains—still there can be no doubt 
that they have materially contributed to that end, and will continue to do so in 
the future in an increasing ratio as the number of ditches many: It is stated 
by Major Powell, Director of the Geological Survey, as a reaso: probability, 
that within a comparatively short period, with the wing development of 
cultural interests in the region of the upp Rio Grande, the impounding, 
distribution, and utilization of the waters of that river and its tributaries after 
the manner already begun, there will be a wholly inadequate, if not utter ab- 
sence of, supply of water in the stream below. 

Such continued and serious dearth of water in the river has never been known 
before by those inhabitants of the valley who are and have been for many years 
best acquainted with its history and characteristics, and both Americans and 
Mexicans claim that the deprivation oftheir accustomed water supply is attrib- 
utable to the action of the ple of the United States in the localities mentioned, 
They further insist that the Rio Grande is an international aream, ge cary Fo 
not to Chihuahua or other Mexican States or to Texas or its peop e, but that 
an equal undivided one-half interest in it, with all its privileges, belongs to the 
United States of America and the Republic of Mexico, and that as such it is en- 
titled to receive the care and attention of the respective Federal Governments. 

The El Paso Valley extends from the pass at El Paso 90 miles below, and is 
from 4to 10 miles wide. It contains about 200,000 acres of magnificent lands, 
situated about asuy on the Mexican and Texan side of the river, that under 

roper and possible conditions could be reduced to a fine state of cultivation. 

ere are now in this hag fess rae 50,000 people, nearly equally divided be- 
tween the two countries. They at present cultivate about 50,000 acres of land 
which in fertility is not surpassed on the continent. Here are grown fruitsand 
vegetables of the rarest quality, with cereals of nearly every kind, Perhaps 
the best grapes in the world are produced here, and this vineyard-dotted val- 
po pai proper auspices, can nowhere be equaled. Of many products the 
climate and soil afford more than one crop per year; there are numerous valu- 
able farms and poena and the people haye been heretofore prosperous. There 
are towns on either side of the river some of which are centuries old. Itwould 
not be heey ly plas say that this valley and these people represent values ag- 
ng o 
These people claim vested rights in the water of the Rio Grande antedating 


even the written history of the country, of which they insist they are being = 


justly ved by those seeking to form new communities above them. 
look dismay on the manifest and ‘ consequent rnin,” described by General 
Stanley, which inevitably awaits them,if not already upon them, unless some 
solution of the water question can be found and the “ water famine” averted. 
dissipated, their valley oe, their homes aban- 
doned, and their possessions less unless some relief can be afforded and some 
remedy applied, Severe as these sacrifices may be, it is to be seriously appre- 
hen that they will not peaceably be made. 

If these be the facts, and such conditions as above described exist, is not the 
subject one that should challenge the thoughtful inquiry of Congress, and is it 
not worth the while and within the proper functions of our Government to take 
astep in time for promoting some authoritative investigation of the matter 
through the ium of international negotiation, looking to an ultimate appli- 
cation of any proper correctives? And is it not obvious that the sooner this is 
done the better it will be for the interests of both Governments? 

Confronted as they were with these conditions, it was quite natural that both 
Americans and Mexicans in the El Paso Valley should take a lively interest in 
the discussion and discov of some feasible and practicable remedy for and 
solution of their troubles. uch was thought, said, and written about it. Fi- 
as Maj. Anson Mills, of the Tenth Cavalry, United States Army, who had 
liv the Rio Grande before and since the war and was familiar with the 
people and history of that part of the country, as well as the characteristics of 
the river, conceived the idea of impounding the torrential flow of the river in 
the pass just above El Paso, where the channel is narrow and passes between 
the mountain walls on either side, and over a solid rock bottom, by means of 
the construction of a dam about 60 feet high. In this way it is maintained that 
avast lake or reservoir, 15 miles long by7 miles wide, wi 
pacity, can be created. 

There is certainly a wonderful natural adaptation at this pointfor such a pur- 
pose, both in the basin and rim for a Jake of such dimensions, and the advan- 
tages afforded for the construction of a dam, one end of which to rest on the 
mountain wall on the Mexican side, and the other on the American side. The 
poea was submitted by Major Mills to the Secretary of State in December, 

885. By the approval of the Secretary of War he was deta:led to make obser- 
vations and to act under the instructions and directions of the Director of the 
Geol Survey at this point. He has made full and exhaustive examination 
and submitted an elaborate report inthe premises, He was assisted in the work 
by Señor Ygnacio Garfias, an accomplished and distinguished Mexican fade: 

ted 


storage ca- 


neer, who was detailed by his Government for that purpose, and whose 

ad the leak Congres OAA ONEI S FONAN SE tne OORA bx 
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visited the locality last 


September, and also made considerable examination 
concerning the matter, or Powell pronounces the plan feasible, and stated 
before your committee that the only remedy to be found was in such a storage . 
of the water, expressing at the same time the apprehensions before mentioned 
with reference to the possible future consumption of the water near the sources 
oftheriver. TheSelect Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands 
in the Senate have at this session considered and favorably reported a measure 
substantially the same as that here presented. 

The following extract from a recent letter addressed to the writer of this re 
by the Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE contains an admirable statement of the sit 

e was at El Paso during the long period of drought mentioned, and was 
afforded an nity for person: ation of the conditions which there 
obtained, ving that anything said on the subject by so eminent a man as 
the ex-Speaker can not fail to be of interest, a portion of his letter is here 


copied: 

“I had an opportunity last summer, while on a visit to Mexico, to investigate 
this matter to some extent, and became satisfied that the situation on that 
of the river to which your bill relates was such as to demand the imm 
and careful attention-of both countries. The diversion of the water of the river 
in New Mexico and Colorado for irrigation purposes has practically destroyed, 
during a large part of the year, a very considerable section of it flowing be- 
tween the two countries, and thus deprived the ple on both banks of the use 
of thestream forany purpose whatever. Besides this the numerous changes 
that occur in the channel render it difficult, if not impossible, to determine pre- 
cisely where the boundary line between the two countries is located. Thisisa 
source of constant irritation, and unless some remedy can be devised may ulti- 
mately produce serious eement between the two Governments. 

“Tne subject is an international one in both its Whether the people 
of Mexico can be lawfully sapere. of the waters of the Rio Grande as they 
would, if not diverted, naturally flow from that part of the stream within the 
United States, may be a disputed question; but there certainly is a moral obli- 
gation upon our part to co-operate with the Government of that country in such 
measures as may be necessary to prevent injury in the future. Of course the 
question of boundary is one which equally concerns both Governments and 
must be settled, if at all, by their joint action. 

“As your bill pro; only to open negotiations upon the subject and leaves 
final action to be en hereafter when the results of the conference have been 
communicated, I think it ought to pass,” 

The preliminary investigation heretofore made by Major Mills and Mr. Gar- 
fias, representing both countries, leads to the conclusion and has demonstrated, 
so far as their concurrent judgment is concerned, that it is possible, by the con- 
struction of the dam before described, to solve both the water and boun: 
problems. The proposed dam, it is affirmed, can be built upon solid bed- 
abutting on the solid-rock walis on the bluffsof the Pass, witha length of about 
450 feet, It can be constructed upon the approved principles of modern masonry 
dams. The plan used in the preliminary survey was from the profile recom- 
mended by Mr. Alphonse Fteley for adoption in the building of the t Quaker 
Bridge Dam in the Croton River, New York, designed to be 270 feet hi and 
1,350 feet long, and is *‘ Practical profile No. 2" of Wegman’s and Con- 
struction of ry Dams, which is understood to be the best and latest au- 
thority on that subject. 

It gives a historical yee ead of some forty of the principal dams constructed 
throughout the world in the last three hundred years. It describes the Al- 
manza dam in the province of Albacete, Spain, which has successfully im- 

unded water for three centuries. Thisis 67 feethighand 292feetlong. Another 
is the Alicante dam, also in Spain, which is 134 feet high and 190 feet long, 
which has had a safe and successful existence for about the same length of time. 
Most of the other dams described in this work are on a grander scale, but of 
more recent construction, The opinion seems to be sustained that masonry 
dams, if properly constructed, can be rendered absolutely safe and permanent, 

The proposed reservoir or lake, itis maintained, can be supplied with a “ by- 
wash” or “ waste-weir,”’ 200 feet wide by 5 feet deep—that is, with its crest 5 
feet below the crest of the dam—and through and over one of the solid rock 
walls or banks of the river, having an easy outward slope for the of the 
waste waters in their descent to the channel of the river below, avoiding the 
shoek or tremor of a perpendicular fall, injurious to masonry work. It is esti- 
mated that such a sized weir will pasa all the waters in excess of the storage 
eapacity between its crestand that of the dam proper possible to come from any 
extended flood in the river. 

To maintain a constant and uniform channel of the river below, when the 
surface of the lake may be below the crest of the by-wash, it is stated that six 
48-inch cast-iron pipes may be placed through the masonry of the dam near its 
base, threson encheide of the ver, and that each of these pipes can be provided 
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acknowledgment aon ial approval, = that it will be mye thes indorsed 
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wines finally considered the i ee one forthe settlement 
„whether the plan su; ll ultimately be adopted 
the bill reported will open the way for a thorough a eniron conference an 

comprehensive consultation concerning the whole matter, the results of which 
can migen be in any sense injurious, but on the contrary give promise of some sat- 
isfactory adjustment of difficulties and complications manifestly serious and 
worthy ofearnestconsideration. Toavoid ter length in this polis afarther 
discussion of the bill is omitted, as it is believed that with the explanations al- 
ready made a simple inspection of its provisions will enable its scope and pur- 
pose to be fully understood. It is accordingly here subjoined. 


A bill concerning the irrigation of arid lands in the valley of the Rio Grande 
River, the construction of a dam across said river at ornear El Paso, Tex., for 
the storage of its waste waters, and for other purposes, 


‘Whereas the Rio Grande River is the boundary line between the United States 
and Mexico; and 

Whereas, hereas, by means of irrigating ditches and canals taking the water from 
Prede pasm causes, the usual supply of water therefrom has been ex- 
hausted before it reaches the point where it divides the United States of America 
from the Republic of Mexico, thereby rendering the landsin its valley arid and 
unproductive, to the great detriment of the citizens of the two countries who 
live along its course; and 

‘Whereas in former’ years annual floods in said river have been such as to 
change the channel thereof, producing serious avulsions, and oftentimes and in 
many places leaving large tracts of land kevarin g to the people of the United 
States on the Mexican sid side of the river and Mexican lands on the American 
side, thns producing a confusion of bou ry, a disturbance of private and pub- 
lic titles to lands, as well as voking conflicts of jurisdiction between the two 

offering pe ties for r smuggling, promoting the evasion and pre- 
a roe i n of revenues by the ve countries; and 
Whereas these conditions are a standing menace to the harmony and 
perity of the Regma of said countries and the amicable and orderly adm 
on of thei ive Governments: Therefore, 

Beit hadaa by Senale and House of Representatives of the United States oj 
America in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States be, an 
he is hereby, authorized to angotiate with the proper authorities of the Repub- 
lic of Mexico, beter the end thut conditions may be improved and the proper 

Src. 2. "That bo is is further empowered to oy. age in the premises for the con- 
struction ofan international dam across the Rio Grande River in the vicinity of 
El Paso, Tex., at such pointas may be determined upon by competent Payer 
to be appointed for that purpose by the respective Governments, with the ob- 
ject of storing the waste waters of said river during the torrential flow thereof, 
and affording a permanent reservoir for the necessary water supply of the citi- 
zens of the two countries who reside in the immediate valley below, having in 
view the ap td definition and protection of Lae respective rights to the use 
thereof for i ion and other purposes, as well as the maintenance of a uni- 
form and steady flow of water in the channel of the stream below said dam and 
the direction of its current in sucha manner as to insure permanency of the 
channel in said river as far as the same may be done. 

Sec. 3. That he is Meken empowered to negotiate for the creation of a joint 
international commission, to consist of not exceeding three persons on the part 
of each Govern sage pl whose duty itshall be toadjust and determine the t- 
ive water rights of the citizens of the two countries in and to said reservoir, to 
pest te — detine the correct bed or channel of said river, to hearand investigate 

claims as to titles to land growing out of theavulsions aforesaid, and 

pean gs  epread and finding thereon to their respective Governments.’ He 

may ee then negotiate concerning any additional anthority of said commission 
agree other matters of an international character between the two countries, 
Lyne ar of its existence, and further detinition of its duties. 
That the President isrequested to communicate to Congress the result 

óf said negotiations, together with his recommendation thereon, at the earliest 


practicable opportunity. 
Mr. LANHAM. Under date of March 8, 1890, in a letter to me re- 
lating to this report, the Secretary of the Interior says, among other 


ros- 


Saas vied the report with great interest. The subject is most important, 
and at the Present t time demands the earnest considera on of of Congress. 

I concur in the saniat Ronen of he report ae think thes it has fully cov- 
a the subject and presented all that is necessary to be said in support of the 


The Secretary of State, under date March 12, 1890, says: 
á a è ‘The matter is important, and the results would seem to promise 
efit to the agricultural interests in those regions no less valuable to Mexico than 
tous. Much advantage, too, is discernible in the opportunit 
engineering work would give for regulating the flow of the 
seasons thro the unstable channels below the rocky at El and 
thus doing away with the questions involved in the constr ion of w 
and aly og ge on either bank for the protection of the river front or as feed- 
mes a irrigation. Disputes in such cases are constantly liable to arise, 
‘ou ue aware, a pending convention looks to the establishment of an 
ternational — to decide then. 
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CLAIM OF SCHUYLKILL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr, REILLY. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be di from the further 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, and that it be now 
considered by the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the proper accounting officers of the Boma A 
to audit and pay the claim of the county of Schuylkill, in the State of 
vania, for micas advanced by it under allotments made by soldiers from Soon baad 
county during the late rebellion, by virtue of section 12 of the act of Congress 
entitled “An act to authorize the ‘employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing 
the laws and pretecting publie property,” approved July 22, 186Ł. 

The bill having been read at length, 

The SPEAKER said: Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? À 

Mr. KILGORE. I eall for the regular order. 

Mr. REILLY. I hope the gentleman will allow this bill to pass. 
It is a unanimous report, and there has been a favorable report on sev- 
eral previous occasions. 

Mr. KILGORE. I can not withdraw the objection. 

Mr. REILLY, Is this the highest duty the Re can perform 
here—to make objection to meritorious bills? It isa very cap 
jection, I think. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour begins at eight minutes past 11 o’clock. The call rests with the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BAKER, I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

BRIDGE ACROSS OCONEE RIVER, GEORGIA. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Icall up the bill (H. R. 5729) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Oconee River in the State of 
Georgia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the assent of Congress is hereby given to the Wrights- 
ville and Tennville Railroad Company, an organization incorporated under the 
laws of the State of Georgia, its successors and assigns, and such other person 
or persons as may be associated with it to construct and maintain a bridge over 
the Cone River, in the State of Georgia. 


shai be; and to secure that object said compan: on shail 
ubmit to ike Secretary of War a design and drawings baid bri , for his ex- 
CoLa and peng tg and a map of its location, and shail furn h'such other 


the troops, and the munitions of warof the United aay p> r pas- 
oe or freight passing over said bridge, than the ra! sped todas mile for the 
t tion over the railroads or public highways | An bridge; 
ayan a enjoy the rights and privileges of other weer yet ofthe United 
equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to 

ies, and the United States shall have the right of way on 
said bridge an its approaches for said l em i) purposes 

Sec, 4. That the right to alter, amend, or repea s hereby express]; 
reserved; and the right torequireany changes in said structure, or its remova. 
at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of War shall de- 
cide that the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the brid, oge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed wi 
three years from the date thereof. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, before the reading of the 
amendment reported by the committee I ask unanimous consent to 
make a verbal correction in ihe fourth line of section 1. The namo 
“Tennville” should be “Tennille.” 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that correction will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce was read, 
as a es 


and 


telegraph poten 


er Cre Hh i OY 
roposed location, the tc toj s 
e 


or fer- 
oe and T Era N AAE I os AAS Da T berreg l and 
satisfact es a the subject; and until said mid plan and location of 
the bridge are approved the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be built, 
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and aftersuoh approval by the aes adver! ¢ of War the approved plans and designs 
for the bridge shall not be deviated from or added to, either during the con- 
struction or after the completion of the bridge, until the pro shall 
have been submitted to the Secretary of War and received 
the said bridge shall be at all Limes so kept and managed as to offer reasonable 
and means for the of vessels hor under said bri A 
if said bridge be built with a draw said draw 1 be opened promptly upon 
reasonable signal for the passage of boats, and the said company or ra- 
tion shall maintain at its own expense, from sunset until sunrise, such lights 
or other signais on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall preseribe; and, 
ifat any time the navigation of said river shall in any manner be or 
impaired by the bridge authorized by this act to be constructed, the Secretary 
of War shall have authority, and it shall be his duty, to require said company 
to alter and change the said bridge, at its own expense, in such manner as ma: 
be proper to secure free and complete navigation without impediment; and if, 
upon reasonable notice to said company to make such change or improvements, 
the said company fails to do so, the Secretary of War | have authority to 
make the same, and all the rights conferred by this act shall be forfeited, and 
Congress shall have power to do any and all things necessary to secure the free 
navigation of the river: Provided, also, That nothing in this act shall be so còn- 
strued as to repeal or modify any of the provisions of law now existing in refer- 
ence to the protection of the navigation of rivers or to exempt this bridge from 
the operations of the same.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT FOREST CITY, 8. DAK. 


Mr. BAKER. On behalf of the Committee on Commerce I call up 
the bill (H. R. 7164) to amend ard continue in force ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at Forest 
City, Dak., by the Forest City and Watertown Railway Company,” 
approved August 6, 1888. 3 

'he bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, cic., That the time for the commencement and completion of 
the bridge authorized by the act of Congress entitled “An act to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at Forest City, Dak , by the 
Forest City and Watertown Railway Company,’ approved August 6, 1858, as 
provided for in section 7 thereof, be, and it is hereby, extended two years from 
the date of the passage of this act. 

Sec. 2. That wherever in said act the term “Territory of Dakota” is used it 
shall be held to mean and shall read “State of South Dakota.” 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
Amend by adding the following as a new section: 


Sxc.3. That so much of said act as authorizes the said bridge to be built asa 
draw-bridge be, and the same is hereby, repealed, and sar bridge constructed 
under theguthority granted by said act shall be built as a high bridge. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FREE BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVER. 
Mr. BAKER. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WALK- 


ER]. 

Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. By direction of the Committee on Com- 
merce I call up the bill (S. 2026) authorizing the construction of a free 
bridge across the Arkansas River, connecting Little Rock and Argenta, 
Ark, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That it shall be lawful for the tog: oe? Pulaski, State of 
Arkansas, to build a free foot, wagon, and street-railway bridge across the Ar- 
kansas River, at the city of Little Rock,in Arkansas; and in case of any liti 
tion arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation 
of said river by reason of the construction of said bridge the cause may be tried 
before the district court of the United States having jurisdiction over that por- 
tion of the State of Arkansas where said bridge shall be located. 

Src 2. That if any bridge built under the provisions of this act shall be con- 
structed as a draw- bridge the same shall be constructed asa pivot draw-bridge, 
with a draw over the main channel of the river, at an accessible and navigable 
point, and with the spans of not less than 160 feet in lengthin the clear, on each 
side of the central or pivot pier of the draw; and the next adjoining spans to 
the draw shal! not be less than 250 feet; and said span shall not be less than 20 
feet above high-water mark, measuring to the bottom cord of the bridge: And 

ided, also, That saiddraw shall be opened promptly upon reason: signal 

lor the passage of boats whose construction shall not be such as to admit of their 

pauece under the permanent spans of said bridge; and the bridge-piers shall 
parallel to the current of the river. 

Src. 38. That any bridge constructed under this act and according to its lim- 
itations shall bea lawful structure and shall bo reco; and known as a 
post-route, upon which po charge shall be made for the transmission over the 
same of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States. 

Sec, 4. That the United States shall have the right of way for postal telegraph 

across said bridge. And all telegraph and telephone companies shall 
ve equal rights and privileges as to constructing thetr lines across said bridge. 

Sec. 5, That the said county of Pulaski shall submit to the Secretary of War, 
for his approval, a plan with the necessary drawings of the said bridge conform- 
ing to the above requirements, and until the Secretary of War rove the plan 
and location of said bridge and notify the eounty court of the fadi county of the 
same in writing, the bridge shall not be built or commenced; and should an 
change be made in the of the bridge during the progress of the pad 
ere such change sh be subject likewise to the approval of the Secretary 
of War. 

Sxc, 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the brid; 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the approval of this act. 

Sec. 7. That Congress shall have power at any time to alter, amend, or repeal 


this act, or any part thereof, if, in its judgment, the public interests so require, 
nnd any change inthe construction “4 the Delige hereby authorised le nec- 

y the action of Congress, or the entire removal of the same, if required, 
shall be at the expense of the owners of said bridge or the parties controlling 
and using the same. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. k 

Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER. I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TURNER]. 

BRAZOS TERMINAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, on behalfof the Committee on Commerce, 
Teall up the bill (S. 1873) authorizing the Brazos Terminal Railway Com- 
pany to construct a bridgeacross the Brazos River, in the State of Texas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


the option of said corporation, used for passage of wagons and ve- 
hicles of all peices the transit of animals, and for foot- reas- 
ooaple rates of toll, to be fixed by said company and approved by the 
of War, 

Sec. 2, That bridge built under this act shall be constructed as a pivot 
draw-bridge, with a draw over the main channel at an accessible and the best 


navigable point, and with spans giving a clear water way, measured ab the 


lowest stage of water known at the locality, of such width and as the 
Secretary of War may, upon examination, p: be; and the lowest of the 
superstructure of the bridge shall be of such elevation above the of the 
highest flood known at the locality as the Secretary of War may advisa- 
ble; and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel to and the bridge shall be at 


right angles to the current of the river: Provided, Thatthedrawshallbe 
promptly upon reasonable signal for oe peep of boats and other water craft, 
except when are passing over the W; but in no case shall unnecessary 
delay occur es the draw during or after the passage of trains; and said 
corporation shail tain, at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such 
lights and other signals on said bridge asthe Light-House Board shall p 


and said corporation shall provide, at itsown expense, such sheer-booms, guide- 
piers, ando devicesas may be necessary to facilitate the safe boats 
or other water craft through the spans of such bridge. Thesaid bridge shall bo 


located and built under and subject to such regulations for the security of the 
navigation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure 
object the said company shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his ex- 
amination and sporeval, a design and drawings of said bridge and a map of 
the location, giving for the sonso of L mile below and 1 mile above the pro- 
c location the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at 
igh and low water, the direction and strength of the current at all stages, and 
the soundings, accurately showing the bed and channel of the stream, and shall 
furnish such other information as shall be required for a full and satisfactory 
understanding of the subjeet; and until the said location and plans of the 
bridge hereby authorized to be constructed are approved by the Secretary 
War, the said bridge shall not be built; and should any change be made in the 
plan of such bridge during the progress of construction thereof, such change 
shall be subject to the by daar of the Secretary of War; and in case of an: 
litigation arising from the obstruction er alleged obstruction caused by said 
bridge to the free navigation of said river, the cause may be tried before the 
vo EN of the United States in whose jurisdiction any portion of the bridge 


il in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all pot (ie oo ies; 
ena the United States. shall have the right of way across said bridge es its ap- 
proaches for posial-telegraph purposes. _ s L 

Sec. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains or cars over the sume, and over the approaches thereto, upon payment 
of a reasonable compensation for such use: and in case the owner or owners 
of said bridge and the several railroad companies, orany of theni, desiring such 
usc, shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums lek ares and upon rules and 
conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue 
between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the 
allegations and proofs of the parties. 

SEC. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act, when ever Congress 
shall consider it necessary to the public interest, is hereby expressly reserved ; 
and any alterations or ges that may be required by Congress in rei 
constructed under this act, or the entire removal of said bridge, if required by 
Congress, shall be made by the corporation owning or controlling the same ab 
its own expense; and if said bridge shall not be commenced wi one year 
and be finished within three years from the passage of this act the rights and 
privileges hereby granted as to such bridge shall be null and void. 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment which I 
send to the desk. 
‘The amendment was read, as follows: 
In soon 3, line 6, strike out the words ‘‘or for through railway passengers 


or 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. How would the section read with that 
amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the provision as it would stand 
amended, > 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the b authorized to be constructed under this act shall be a lawful 
a raha and be reeognized and known as a post-route, upon which also 
no hi 


shall be made for the transmission over the same of the mails, 
troops, and the munitions of war of the United States over said 
than the rate per mile for their transmission over the leading to 
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Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that amendment Ra 

to be adopted. It changes the bill from the usual form of bills of thi 
character. The word ‘through’’ as incorporated in the bill is differ- 
ent from that sometimes employed in these bills, but it is not usual to 
permit without restriction the imposition of charges for the passage of 
freight and twee, over a railroad bridge. ; 

Mr. CRAIN. The bill authorizes a terminal railway company to 
construct the bridge. It will not be more than 600 feet long, and to 
limit the charge on through passengers and freight to the rates that are 
collected on the road on land will not pay. This is not a bridge such 
as are provided for in the bills to which the gentleman refers, but it is 
intended as a terminal railway bridge. There will be a town near the 
mouth of the Brazos River, or as soon as deep water is obtained there. 

Mr. SWENEY. Isit not a part of a line of railroad? 

Mr. CRAIN. No, sir; there is no railroad there. There is not a 
house where this bridge is intended to be built. A private corporation 
is endeavoring to procure deep water at the mouth of the Brazos. If 
that attempt is successful the corporation contemplates establishing a 
town somewhere on the river, and this bill is intended to enable them 
to cross the river with a bridge if they see proper to do so. 

Mr. SWENEY. With a railroad? 

* Mr. CRAIN. There may or may not bea railroad. There is noth- 
ing of that kind provided for in the act establishing the corporation. 

Mr. SWENEY. If a railroad is to cross the bridge then I think the 
bill ought to conform to the provisions usually contained in bills passed 
for Soni cases, requiring that no higher rate shall be charged over the 
bridge than over other parts of the railroad line. 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, I have stated the reasons why I think these 
words should be stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. ji 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

= BAKER. I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SWE- 
NEY]. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI. 


Mr. SWENEY, On behalfof the Committee on Commerce I call up 
the bill (S. 1738) to authorize the construction ofa railroad bridge across 
the Missouri in the county of Monona, in the State of Iowa, and the 
county of Burt, in the State of Nebraska. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beitenacted, etc., That the Iowa and Decatur Bridge Company, a corporation 
organized under the laws of the State of Iowa, its successors and ns, 
iay they are hery authorized to construct and maintain a railroad bridge 
over the Missouri River from and through section numbered 7, in township 
numbered 83 north of range 46 west ofthe principal meridian, in the county of 
pa ne State of Iowa, andin and through the county of Burt, in the State of 

SEC. 

a high bridge, with unbroken and continuous s all over the water- 
he to have a clear channel way re not lem tian Soo fect and a clear 


any bridge constructed under this act and according to its limi- 
tations shall be à lawful structure, and shall be known as a post-route, and the 
same is hereby declared to bea post-route, upon which no higher charge shall 
be made for the transmission over the same of the mails. the troops, and the 
munitions ot war oft he United States and for passengers or freight passing over 
ri than the rate per mile paid for their transportation over the rail- 
paee e aonar to said bri ; and equal privileges in the 
shall be gan to all telephone and telegraph companies, 

and the eye shall have the right of way for postal-telegraph purposes 


railway companies desiring to use said bridge shall have and 
ual rights and privilegesin the passage of the same, and in the 
use of the machinery and fixtures thereof, and ofall the approaches thereto under 
and upon such terms and conditions as shall be pr d by the Secretary of 
War, upon hearing the allegations and proofs of the parties, in case they shall 
not 


agree. 

Sec. 5. That the structure herein authorized shall be built and located under 
and subject to such regulations for the security of the navigation of said river 
as the of War shall prescribe; and to secure that object the said com- 
pany or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War for his examination 
and approval a design and drawing of the bridge and a map of the location, giv- 
ing, for the space of | mile above and 1 mile below the popas location, the 
to hy of the banks of the river, the shore-line at high and low water, the 
direction my E ps fe of the current at all stages, and the soundings, accurately 
showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge or bridges, and 


lp con- 
, at the expense of the com y owning said bridge; 
Ptimes so kept Soa ASAA as to offer rea- 


sonable and proper means for the passage of yessels through or under said struct- 


j 


ure; and for the safety of vessels passing at night there shall be displayed on 
prescribed 


said bridge, from the hours of sunset to sunrise, such lights as may be 
by the Light-House Board; and the said structureshall be chan, or removed. 
at the cost and expense of the owners thereof asthe of War direct, 


so as to preserve the free ani convenient navigation of said river; and the au- 
thority to erect and continue said bridge shall be subject to revocation and modi- 
fication by law, when the public good shall, in the judgment of the Secretary of 
War, so require, without any nse or charge to the United States. 

SEC. 6, at said company or its successors may construct and maintain de- 
fensive and corrective works in or along said river above and below said bridge, 
for the protection of the same, and the aprons thereto, or the improvement, 
correction, or control of the channel of said river. 

Src. 7. That in case the western end of said bridge shall abut upon the Omaha 
Indian reservation in the State of Nebraska the right to construct the same 
thereon and the approaches thereto, together with all structures proper for the 
construction, maintenance, and operation of said bridge is hecooy pared and 
confirmed: Provided, That compensation therefor first be © to the In- 
dians holding in severalty or by allotment the lands upon or over which said 
approaches, tracks, or structures are erected, built,and maintained, to their 
satisfaction, or to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Interior, or by p 
ings for condemnation in the usual manner under the laws of the State of Ne- 


raska, 

Sec. 8 That the right to aiter, amend, or repeal this act is expressly reserved. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SWENEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER. I now yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
WALKER], who desires to call up three bills. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE AND CUMBERLAND RIVERS. 


Mr. WALKER, of Missouri. On behalf of the Committee on Com- 
merce, I call up the bill (H. R. 380) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to con- 
struct bridges across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,” approved 
January 8, 1889. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BAKER. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of these 
bills be dispensed with. They are in the usual form in ait eoe, 
and the reading consumes time unnecessarily. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] asks 
unanimous consent that the reading of these bills be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think all bills ought to be read at 
least once, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act of Congress eporeved January 8, 1889, entitled 
“An act to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad mpany to con- 
struct bridges across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,” be, and the same 
is hereby, amended by striking out the words“ below Aurora,” in section 1, and 
inserting in lieu thereof "from Birmingham, in Marshall County, Kentucky, to 
the;” and in section 4, line 3, after the word “such” insert * reasonable; " and 
in line 16, section 4, afler the words “ of War" insert “or conform to 
the existing laws of Co! concerning the building of sueh bridges across 
navigable streams;”’ and in section 6, line 3, strike out two” and “three” and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘three” and “four.” 


The committee recommended an amendment in line 16, striking out 
“four” and inserting ‘“‘ five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS AT OR NEAR PENDLETON, ARK, 


Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, also, on behalf of the Committee on 
Commerce, called up the bill (S. 2323) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Arkansas River ator near Pendleton, Desha County, 
Arkansas. 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Be tt enacted, etc., That it shall be lawful for the Arkansas and Gulf Railroad 
Company, a corporation organized, chartered, and duly perfected under and in 
full accordance with the statutes of the State of Arkansas, or its successors or 
assigns, to construct and maintain s bridge and approaches thereto over the Ar- 
kansas River, at s point on said river at or near Pendleton, Desha County, in 
the State of Arkansas, and to lay on and over said bridge a railroad frack’ or 
tracks, for the more perfect connection of any railroad or railroads that are or 
shall hereafter be constructed to the said river, on either or both sides thercof, 
at or opposite said point, under the limitations and conditions hereinafter pro- 
vided; said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of railway 
trains, and, at the option of the builders and owners thereof, may be used for 
the pinag of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, forthe transit of animals of all 
kinds, and for foot-passengers for such reasonable rates of toll as may be ap- 
proved, from time to lime, by the Secretary of War. 

Seoc. 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known asa post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shal! be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, troops, and the munitions of war, or other property of the United 
States than the rate po mile paid for the transportation of the same over the 
railroad or public highways leading to the said bridge, and it shall wor the 
rights and privi of other post-roads in the United States. Equal privileges 
in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph companies; and the 
United States shall have the right of way across said bridge and its approaches 


for postal-telegraph purposes, 

Src. 3. That the said bridge shall be constructed with a draw or pivot span, 
which shall be over the main channel of the river at an accessible navigable 
point, and the openings on each side of the pivokper shall beof such width as 
the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and, as nearly as practicable, both of said 
openings shall be accessible at all stages of water; that the spans shall be of 
such height above extreme high-water mark, as understood at the point of loca- 
tion, to the lowest point of the superstructure of said bridge as may be directed 
by the Secretary of Warin the interests of navigation; that the piers and draw- 
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rests of said bridge shall be built parallel with the current at that of the 
river which is most important for navigation, and the bridge itself at right angles 
thereto; and that no riprap or other outside protection for imperfect founda- 
tions be permitted to approach nearer than 4 feet to the surface of the water at its 
extreme low stage or otherwise to encroach upon the channel-ways provided for 
in this act: Provided, That said draw shall be opened by the company or per- 
sons owning said bridge upon reasonable signal for the passage of boats; and 
there shall be maintained, at the expense of the owners thereof, from sunset to 
sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall 


rescribe, 
ji Sec. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains over the same, and over the approaches to the same, upon payment of a 
reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said 
bridge and the several railroad companies, or any of them, desiring such use 
shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be pos and upon rules and con- 
ditions which each shall perform in using said bridge, all matters at issue be- 
tween them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon hearing of the alle- 
gations of proofs of the parties. É 

Sec.5. t any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to the regulations for the security of said 
river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that object the 
owner or owners thereof shall submit to the erene of War, for his examina- 
tion and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge and a map of the loca- 
tion, giving, for the space of 1 mile aboye and 1 mile below the proposed lo- 
cation, the topography. of the banks of the river, the shore-line at high or low 
water, the direction and strength of the current atall stages, and the soundings, 
accurately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge or 
bridges, and shall furnish such other information as may be required for the 
full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until such plan and loca- 
tion of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be 
commenced or built, and, should any change be made in the plan of said bridge 
during the progress of construction, such change shall be subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of War, 

Sec, 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to require any changes in said structure, or its entire 
removal, at the of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of War 
shall decide that the public interest requires if, is also expressly reserved. 

Sec.7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the brid 
herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within 
five years from the date thereof. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS WHITE RIVER, ARKANSAS, 


Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, also, on behalf ofthe Committee on Com- 
merce, called up the bill (S, 2324) to authorize the building of a 
bridge across White River, Arkansas, by the Mississippi and Little 
Rock Railway Company. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That it shall be lawful for the i g ts and Little Rock 
Railway Company, a corporation created and existing under and by virtue of 
the laws of the State of Arkansas, its successors and assigns, to erect, construct, 
and maintain a bridge over the White River in sections 16 and 21, in township 
lsouth, range 3 west. Said bridge shall be constructed to prone for the pas- 
sage of the railway trains, and, at the option of the corporation, or its assigns, by 
which it may be built, may be used for the passage of wagons and vehicles of 
all kinds, for the transit of animals, foot-passengers, and of all kinds of com- 
merce, travel, or communication. 29 

Seo. 2, That any bridge built under the act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 
which also no other charges shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States or for 
passengers or freight passing over said bridge than the rate per mile paid for the 
transportation over the railroad or public highways leading to said nags and 
it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United States; 
and equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies; and the United States shall have the right of way across said bridge 
and its pupcencore for postal-telegraph purposes. 

Sec. 8. That said bridge may be constructed as a draw-bridge, with an open- 
ing over the center of the channel of such width as the Secretary of War shall 
determine, and which shall be at least 120 feet in the clear: Provided, also, That 
said draw shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for the passage of 
boats, vessels, or other water craft, and in no case shall unnecessary delay occur; 
and said company or corporation shall maintain, at its own expense, from sun- 
set to sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House 
Board shall prescribe, and such sheer-booms or other structures as may be neces- 
sary to safely guide vessels, boats, rafts, or other water craft safely through said 
draw openings as shall be seniguntes and required by the Secretary of War. 

Sec, 4. That said bridge shall be built and located under and subject to such 
regulations for the security of navigation of said river as the Secretary of War 
shall prescribe, and to secure that object the said company or corporation shall 
submit to the Secretary of War, for his examination and approyal, a design and 
drawings of the bridge and a map of the location, giving, forthe space of L 
mile above and 1 mile below the proposed location, the topography of the 
banks of the river, the shore-lines at high and low water, the direction and 
stren; of the current at all st , andthe sounding, accurately showing the 
bed of the stream, and shall furnish such other information as may be uired 
for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject ; and until the said plan 
and location are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be built, 
and, should any changes be made in the plan ofsaid bridge during the progress of 
construction, such change shall be submitted to the approval of the Secretary of 


War. - 

Sec. 5. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall baye 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains, engines, or cars over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon 
payment of a reasonable compensation for such use, and in case the owner or 
owners of said bridge, and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, 
desiring such use, fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules 
and conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at 
issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War, upon à bearing of 
the allegations and proofs of the parties: Provided, That the provisions of sec- 
tion 2, in regard to charges for passengers and freight across said bridge, shall 
not govern the Secretary of War in determining any question arising as to the 
sum or sums to be paid to the owners of said bridge by such railroad companies 
for the use of said we a 

Sec, 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act or to require any 
changes in such structure, or its entire removal at the expense of the owners 
thereof, whenever the Secretary of War shall decide that the public interest re- 
quires it, and the right to ibe such rules and regulations in rd to toll 
and otherwise as may be deemed reasonable, are expressly reserv 


Sec. 7, That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 


herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within ' 


five years from the date hereof. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the several votes 
by which the three bills called up by him were passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WRECKED OR DISABLED VESSELS, 


Mr, BAKER. I now yield to my colleagae on the committee, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAson]. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consideration the 
bill (H. R. 7985) to amend an actentitled ‘‘An act to aid vessels wrecked 
or disabled in the waters conterminous to the United States and the 
Dominion of Canada,” approved June 19, 1878. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That an act entitled “An act to aid vessels wrecked or disas 
bled in the waters conterminous to the United States and the Dominion of Can- 
ada,” approved June 19, 1878, be, and the same is hereby, amended so that the 
same will read as follows: 

“That Canadian vessels and wrecking appurtenances may render aid and as- 
sistance to Canadian or other vessels and property wrecked, disabled, or in dis- 
tress in the waters of the United States contiguous to the Dominion of Canada: 
Provided, That this act shall not take effect until proclamation by the President 
of the United States that the privilege of aiding American or other vessels and 
property wrecked, disabled, or in distress in Canadian waters contiguous to 
the United States has been extended by the Government of the Dominion of 
Canada to American vessels and wrecking appliances of all descriptions. This 
act shall be construed to apply tothe Welland Canal, the canal and improve- 
ment of the waters between Lake Erie and Lake Huron, and to the waters 
of the St. Mary’s River and Canal: And provided further, That this act shall 
cease to be in force from and after the date of the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent of the United States to the effect that said reciprocal ae has been 
withdrawn, revoked, or rendered inoperative by the said Government of the 
Dominion of Canada.” 


Mr. ADAMS. I desire to ask my colleague what the present state 
of the law is in respect to aid afforded to American vessels by Canadian 
wrecking tugs, and, on the Canadian side of the water, with respect to 
Canadian vessels by American wrecking tugs. 

Mr. MASON. Under the present law neither the Canadian nor the 
American wrecking tugs can assist vessels of the other nationality, ` 

Mr. ADAMS. They can not operate at all? 

Mr. MASON. We can not operate on Canadian vessels in our waters, 
if they are in distress, nor can Canadian wrecking boats operate on 
American vessels in distress in Canadian waters, 

The present bill provides that we may now assist them, provided the 
Canadian Government passes a similar legislative act to this; and the 
law now proposed goes into force and effect upon a proclamation by the 
President after a similar bill shall have been passed by the Canadian 
Parliament. 

Mr. ADAMS. I noticed that, but I notice also that there is a re- 
strictive provision in the act as to aid to Canadian vessels —— 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE., If the gentleman will permit an interruption, 
I think I can explain this matter. A bill similar to this is pending and 
is about to becomea law in the Canadian Parliament, and the object of 
the present bill is to make this reciprocal, for the mutual extending of 
aid to disabled vessels of either nationality. 

Mr, ADAMS. But if this passes and the Canadian legislature passes 
a similar act, still it would be unlawful for Canadian tugs to help Ameri- 
can vessels or for American tugs to help Canadian vessels under these 
circumstances. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. After the proclamation of the President has 
been issued, however, this becomes a mutual arrangement—— 

Mr. ADAMS. But the gentleman does not understand my point. 
Suppose that the President’s proclamation shall issue, announcing that 
proper legislation has been had under the purview of this bill by the 
Canadian Parliament, then the bill becomes effective; but, after that, 
still it would be unlawful for a Canadian tug to help an American 
vessel or for an American tug to help a Canadian vessel in distress. 

Mr. MASON. Oh, I should say not. 

Mr. ADAMS, It so appears from the bill. 

Mr. MASON. ‘That is not the understanding of the committee nor 
of the author of the bill. The gentleman from Michigan, who intro- 
duced the bill, is in his seat. 

Mr. BAKER. Let us have a vote and not consume any more time, 
as we are limited to-day. ([Criesof “Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’’] 

The bill was ordered to be en: and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MASON moved to reconsider the yote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE HUDSON RIVER, N. Y. 

Mr. BAKER. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 3886) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge and approaches at New York 
City across the Hudson River, to regulate commerce in and over such 
bridge between the States of New York and New Jersey, and to estab- 
lish such bridge a military and post road. 
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The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, cle., That authorization is hereby given to Jordan L. Mott, John 
King McLanahan, James Andrews, Thomas F. Ryan, Garrett A. Hobart, W. A. 
Roebling, Charles J, Canda, Edward F. C. Young, rane bi Gustav Linden- 
thal, John H. Miller, Samuel Rea, William F. Shunk, p E. in, and 
their associates, as a corporation as hereinafter provided, to locate, build, main- 
tain, equip, and operate a bridge, proper approaches thereto and terminals, ap- 

urtenances, and works conn therewith, across the Hudson River in and 

tween the city of New York, in the State of New York, and the State of New 
Jersey, and to lay tracks thereon for the connection of the railroads on either 
side i said river, be order to Ree pau Reasgeror i the emai 
tion ns and property, and for „m „and other purposes: Pro- 
vided, That ssid b shall have not less than six railroad tracks and shall be 
constructed with a single span over the entire river between the established 
ier lines in either State, and at an elevation above the river to be determined 
the Secretary of War as hereinafter provided, and that no pier or other ob- 
struction to navigation shall be constructed in the river between said pier lines, 
and that the bridge shall be completed within seven years after the passage of 
thisact; butno time, if any, unavoidably consumed by the pendency of legal 
shall be deemed a of any period of time limited in this act. 

Sro, 2, That the plans for said bridge shall be sppr by the Secretary of 
War, and the structure shall be built subject to such regulation for the popes | 
of navigation as he may prescribe. Before the construction of said bridge shall 
be begun, a design and plan thereof must be submitted tothe of War 
with a map of its location, showing, for the distance of one-half mile above and 
below, the existing bulkhead, pier, and shore lines, and any existing piers, 
d and basins, and also a profileof the bottom of the river on the center line 
r bridge, with such other information as the Secretary of War may require 
for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and before he approve 
the plans for said bridge the Secretary of War may order such changes in the 
same relative to the clear height of the superstructure above ordinary high 
‘water as may be necessary or le for the security of navigation on said 
river; and any subsequent changes in the plansshall be subject likewise to the 
approval of the Secretary of War, 

“Src, 8. That the bridge, with its approaches and railroad thereover, con- 
structed under the provisions of this act shall be a lawful structure and a mili- 
tary and post desi hon no toll charges shall be made for the transmission over 
the same of the ace the United States or for the right of way for United 
States postal-telegraph purposes. ; 

Seo. 4. That, for the of carrying into effect the objects stated in this 
act, the persons named inthe first section hereof, and their associates, are hereby 


said North River Bridge Company, and its 


companies in the States of New York and New Jer 

, railroad and telegraph companies, respect- 

ively, desiring to use said bridge shall have and be entitled ep ae rights and 
vileges in the 


merce 
Bri Company, which is hereby duly empowered to collect the same. And 
rj- in trac! and enina fool 
siring to use said bridge and appurtenances. In case any litigation arises out 
of the construction, use, or operation of said bridge or approaches thereto and 
railroad thereon, or for the condemnation or the appropriation of property in 
connection therewith under this act, the cause so ar dary be heard and tried 
before the circuit court of the United States for the ju rict in which the 
bridge or one of the approaches is 1 . Applications for condemnation or 
appropriation of oa ania shall be made in the circuit court of the United States 
r the district in which such AP fot reaper upon the petition of said com- 
y,and ths heaving and teinl-of fan paparoa i thereon shall conform 
as nearly as may be to the practice in the courts of the State in which such dis- 
trict is situated, in the case of condemnation or appropriation of property for 
railroads. 


SEC, 5. That the Interstate Commerce Commission is hereby authorized to re- 
quire the said North River Bridge Company, in addition to such reports as it 
may lawfully uire of railroad companies, a statement, certified to by the 
peeeeent of said Korth River Bridge Company, of the actual cash expenditure 
all property acquired and for the cost of construction of all structures and 


’ 
k and before the said North River metas Company shall collect tolls from 
the. s The Interstate Commerc Commission 


ts of said North River Bri: Com; for the mpane Nae dor the 
said‘ Tock = Mee es Pal ascertained cash ex- 


from said toll charges after paying all expenses for the proper and safe opera- 
tion and maintenance of sth DOS; and after ing all es, and after de- 
ducting 5 per cent, of the gross revenue for the s g fund, to be applied to 
the liquidation of any indebtedness, shall exceed 10 per cent. on the above speci- 
fied cash expenditure, the Interstate Commerce Commission may order a reduc- 
tion of toll charges: Provided, That said reduction shall not be ordered oftener 
than once in three years. 

Sec, 6. That the government and direction of said company shall be vested 
in a board of seven directors, who shall be stockholders of rd, 


one of their number ident; 
urer. . directors of said company shall have power to make prudential 
by-laws as they shall deem proper for the management and disposition of the 


stock, sey „and business affairs of said company, not contrary to the laws 
of the United and prescribing the duties of officers, artificers, and sery- 
ants that rag: be employed, for filling vacancies, and for carrying on all busi- 
ness within as and purposes of said company. There shall be an an- 
nual meeting of the stockholders for choice of directors, to be held at such time 
and place, under such conditions, and upon such notice as the by-laws may 
p ; and such directors shall annually make areport of their doings and 
of the business of the company to the stockholders, a copy of which, sworn to 
and signed by the president of the company, shal! be transmitted to the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. Failure to elect directors on the oe fixed by 
said by-laws shall not be deemed to dissolve said company, but such election 
may be held on any day appointed thereafter by the ages fc giving thirty 
days’ notice thereof in manner provided in said by-laws. The capital stock ot 
said company shall consist of not less than 10,000 shares of $100 each, which shall 
in all respects be deemed personal property, and shall be transferable in such 
manner as the by-laws of said company shall provide; but no share shall be 
transferable until all calls thereon shall have been fully paid in, and it shall not 
be lawful forsaid company to use any ot its funds in the purchase of any stock 
in its own or any other corporation. The amount of such capital may 
be increased upon the vote of two-thirds of such stock of said company at 
any time outstanding, 

SEC.7. That the said North River Bridge Company shall maintain on the 
bridge, at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or signals as the 
United States Light-House Board shall prescribe, 

Sec. 8, That nothing in this act shall be held or construed to in any manner 
involve the United States Government in any pecuniary Gr amp whatever, 
other than the payment of tol!s over said bridge and approaches for troops and 
munitions of war, for which no higher charge per mile be made than the 
rate dar torailroads connecting with said bridge; but Congress hereby reserves 
the right to alter, amend, or repeal this actas the contingencies of commerce or 
the public good may require, and said company shall further be subject to the 
prorimans oua interstate-commerce laws and any amendments and supple- 
ments thereo 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute: 


That authorization is hereby pe to Jordan L, Mott, John King McLana- 
han, James Andrews, Thomas F. Ryan, Garrett A. Hobart, F. W, Roebling, 
Charles J, Canda, Edward F, C. Young, re Flad, Gustav Lindenthal, A. G. 
Dickinson, John H. Miller, William Brookfield, Samuel Rea, William F. Shunk, 
Philip E. Chapin, and their associates, as a corporation as hereinafter provided, 
to locate, build, maintain, equip, and operate a bridge, proper sparon 
thereto, and terminals, appurtenances, and works connected therewith, across 
the Hudson River in and between the city of New York, in the State of New 
York and the State of New Jersey, and to lay tracks thereon for the connection 
of the railroads on either side of sgid river, in order to facilitate interstate com- 
merce in the transportation of persons and property, and for vehicle, pedes- 
trian, postal, military, and other purposes: Provided, That said bridge shall 
have not less than six railroad tracks, with a capacity for four additional tracks 
for future enlargement, and shall be constructed with a single span over the 
entire river between the towers, located between the shore and the established 
pier-head lines in either State, and at an elevation above the river not less than 
that of the existing Brooklyn suspension bridge over the East River, and which 
elevation may be increa: by the Secretary of War as hereinafter provided, 
and that no pier or other obstruction to navigation, cither of a temporary or 
permanent c cter, shall be constructed in the river between said towers. 

Src, 2. That the construction of said ee shall be commenced within three 
years after the passage of thisact, and shall be completed within ten years after 
the commencement of construction, But that the Secretary of War is hereby 
anthorized to extend the time for the commencement of construction for two 
additional years upon cause shown by the company, and provided that the Sec- 
retary of War shall deem such cause sufficient and satisfactory; and that if the 
company fail to commence the construction of said bridge within the time so ex- 
tended this act shall be nulland void, And the company, at least three months 
previous to commencing the erection of said bridge, shall submit to the Secre- 
tary of War a plan of the bridge, with a detailed je? of the river at the pee: 
poes site of the bridge, and forthe distance of one-half of a mile above and be- 
ow the site, with such other information as the Secretary of War may require 
for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject. And the Secretary of 
War may, upon receiving said plans and map and other information, order a 
hearing before a board Be eoniaeerss appointed by him for taking testimony of 
persons interested in rail and navigation, relative to the clear height of the 
superstructure above ordinary high water. Such clear height shall not be less 

that named in section 1 of this act, and the Secretary of War may there- 
upon order such additional clear height as he shall deem necessary for the se- 
curity of navigation. And he is hereby authorized and directed, upon being 
satistied that a bridge built on such plan and at said Jocality will conform to the 
conditions of this act, to notify the said company that he approves the plans 
therefor; whereupon said company may procéed to the erection of said bridge. 
But until the eS War approve the plan and location of said bridge the 
erection of the same shall not be commenced; and, should any change be made 
in the paa of the bridge during the progressof the work thereon, such change 
shall likewise be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Sec, 3, That the bridge, with its approaches and railroad thereover, con- 
structed under the provisions of this act, shall bea lawful structure, and a mili- 
tary and post road, but no toll charges s be made for the transmission over 
= same of eo pas of the United States or for the right of way for United 

States legraph pw 7 

SEC. RoThat for the purpose of carrying into effect the objects stated in this 
act the persons named in the first section hereof and their associates are 
hereby constituted and created a body corporate in law, to be known as the 
North River Bridge Company, and by that name, style, and title shall have per- 
petual succession; may sue and be sued, ipo and be impleaded, complain 
and defend, in all courts of law and equity, of record and otherwise; may make 
and have a common seal, and shall have and possess all the ri hits, powers, 
franchises, and privileges incident to or usually possessed by such companies. 
It may receive, purchase, and also acquire by lawful appropriation and con- 
demnation, upon making proper compensation therefor, to ascertained ac- 
cording to the laws of the State within which the same is located, real and per- 
sonal property and rights of property, and may mortgage, encumber, charge, 
pledge, grant, lease, sell, assign, and convey thesame. And, to aid in the con- 
struction of ssid bridge and spproanhog ilierolo; and railroad terminals, appur- 
tenances, and works connected therewith, and to carry out the purposes of this 
act, the said North River Bridge Company is hereby authorized to issue its 
bonds and secure the same by mortgage on its property and rights of property 
of all kinds and descriptions, and its franchise to be a corporation. And gen- 
erally and specially, for the fully carrying out of the purposes and intentions of 
this act, the said North River Bridge Compaaiy and its successors shall have and 
possess all such rights and powers to enter upon lands, and for the purchase ac- 
quisition, condemnation, appropriation, occupation, on, and use of real 
estate other property, and for the Jocation,construction, operation, and main- 
tenance of said bridge, with its approaches, terminals, and appurtenances, as are 

by railroad or companies in the States of New York and New 
ersey, respectively. Thatall persons, railroad anu telegraph compan‘es, re- 


1890. 


and privilegesin the over and the use of the same, and theapproaches 
thereto, for a reasonable compensation, to be approved by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission as hereinafter determined, and to be paid to the North River 
Bridge Company, which is hereby duly empowered to collect the same. And 
sufficient trackage and terminal facilities shall be previded for all railroads de- 
siring to use said bridge and appurtenances. In case any litigation arises out of 
the construcion, use, or operation of said bridge or thereto and rail- 
road thereon or for the condemnation or the ap; tion of property in con- 
nection therewith under this act, the cause so aing shall be heard and tried 
before the circuit court of the United States for the judicial district in which the 
bridge or one of the approaches is located. Applications for condemnation or 
appropriation of property shall be madein the circuit court of the United States 
for the district in which such property is situated upon the petition of said com- 
pany, and the hearing and trial of all other Droo gs thereon shall conform 
as nearly as may beto the practice in the courts of the Statein which such district 
is situated in the case of condemnation or appropriation of property for rail- 


and pee serene for equipment, and for other 
penses incurred under this act; said statement shall be made on the comple- 
tion of al! the work and before the said North River Bri 


Src. 6. That the government and direction of said company shall be vested in 
a board of seven directors, who shall be stockholders of record, and who shall 
hold their office fur one year, and until their successors are duly elected and 
qualified. The said directors, five of whom shall be a quorum, shall elect one 
of their number president; they shall also appoint a secretary and treasurer, 
The directors of said company shall have power to make such prudential by- 
laws as they shall deem proper for the management and disposition of the 
stock, property, and business affairs of said company, not contrary to the laws 
of the United States, and prescribing the duties of officers, artificers, and serv- 
ants that may be employed, for filling vacancies, and for carrying on all busi- 
ness within the objects and poEpoaes of said company. There shall be an an- 
nual meeting of the stockholders for choice of directors, to be held at such time 
and place, under such conditions, and upon such noticeas the by-laws may pre- 
scribe; and such directors shall annually make a report of their doings and of 
the business of the company to the stockholders, a copy of which. sworn to and 
signed by tbe president of the company, shall be transmitted to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Failure to elect directors on the day fixed by said by- 
laws shall not be deemed to dissolve said company, but such election may be 
held on any day appointed thereafter by the directors, first giving thirty days’ 
notice thereof in manner provided in said by-laws. The capital stock of said 
company shall consist of not less than ten thousand ‘of $100 each, which 
shall in all respects be deemed personal pronor; and shall be transferable in 
such manner as the by-laws of said company shall provide ; but no share shall be 
transferable until all calls thereon shali bave been fully paidin, and it shall not 
be lawful for said company to use any of its funds in the purchase of any stock 
in its own or any other corporation. The amount of such capital stock may be 
increased upon the vote of two-thirds of such stock of said company at any time 
Ce 

Sec, 7. That the real and personal property of the company shall be subject to 
taxation for State, county, and municipal purposes in the State where the same 
= located, but at no higher rate than other real and personal property in the 

tate, 

Sec. 8. That the said North River Bridge Company shall maintain on the 
bridge, at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or signals as the 
United States Light-House Board shall prescribe. 

Sec. 9. That nothing in this actshall be held or construed to in any manner in- 
volve the United States Government in any pecuniary obligations whatever, 
other than the payment of tolls over said bridge and approaches for troops and 
munitions of war, for which no higher charge per mile shall be made than the 
rate paid to railroads connecting with said bridge; but Congress reverses 
the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act as the contingencies of commerce or 
the public good may require, and said company shall further be subject to the 
provisions of the interstate-commerce laws and any amendments and supple- 
ments thereof. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to incorporate the North River Bridge 
Company and to authorize the construction of a bridge and approaches at New 
York City across the Hudson River, to late commerce in and over such 
bridge between the States of New York and New Jersey, and to establish such 
bridge a military and post road,” 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman in 
charge of the bill thatin the seventh line of the printed bill, on page 18, 
-the word ‘‘ reserves ’’ is printed ‘‘ reverses.” 

Mr. BAKER. I ask that the proper correction be made. 

as SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third time; 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
The title of the bill was amended as recommended by the committee. 
Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
; and also moved that the motion toreconsider 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


be laid on the table. 
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spectively, desiring to use said bridge shall have and be entitled to equal rights 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the bill (S. 1332) granting to the city of Colorado Springs, in the 
State of Colorado, certain lands therein described for water reservoirs, 
having been returned from the President, in compliance with the re- 
quest of the two Houses, the vote on said bill had been reconsidered, 
and the Senate had passed the same, with amendments in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 


COLORADO SPRINGS WATER RESERVOIR. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will lay before 
the House the bill just received from the Senate, as the amendments 


are merely verbal. . i 
The Clerk will read the amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 21, strike out “and” and insert “of; ” also; in the same line, strike out 


ps sn z y it occurs the second time and insert in lieu thereof the words 
of the.” 
'Fhe amendments were agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, this day being set apart under the 
special order for the consideration of the Idaho bill, I desire now to pro- 
ceed with the consideration of that measure, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 
I ask unanimous consent to take up Senate resolution No. 46, which 
is on the Speaker’s table, for immediate consideration. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, I am constrained to object, unless the 
same measure of consideration can be given to this propeton as it 
would be entitled to receive in the Committee of the le; that is, 
that it shall be open for discussion and amendment. 

Mr, MANSUR. I shall feel compelled to object if this is to consume 
any time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This is a very important matter. Iwill state to 
the House that it relates to the removal of a powder magazine in New 
York Harbor, which has been reported as dangerous to life and prop- 
erty; and both the Navy and the Treasury tments are d 
that the resolution shall be passed. ‘This has already the Sen- 
ate and is unanimously recommended by the Naval Committee and 
recommended by the Committee on Immigration; and I trust that we 
may be able to dispose of it at this time. It is most important that it 
should be considered now, 

Mr. COVERT. If the joint resolution went.no further than stated 
by the gentleman from Maine, there would be absolutely no objection 
on my part; but unfortunately it is complex in its character and goes 
a great deal further than suggested by the gentleman. It not only 
provides for the removal of the ine, a3 su, by the gentle- 
man from Maine, but it seeks to establish a site for the landing of im- 
migrants as well. It is the latter portion of it to which I object. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. On that point, I will state that it is even more 
important than the other consideration, because the lease of the pres- 
ent immigrant station in the city of New York expires on the 18th of 
this month and it is absolutely necessary that provision be made for 
the establishment of an immigrant station on the island to be vacated 
by this magazine, 

Mr. MANSUR. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] de- 
mands the regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Very well; I hope it will be understood by the 
House and the country how this matter is obstructed. 


ADMISSION OF IDAHO. = 


Mr. DORSEY. I am directed by the Committee on Territories to 
call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 4562) to provide for the ad- 
mission of the State of Idaho into the Union, and ask for its consider- 
ation under the order adopted yesterday. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R.4562) to provide for the AAE of the State of Idaho into the 
nion, 


Whereas the people ofthe Territory of Idaho did, on the4th day of July, 1599, 
by a convention of delegates called and assemb! for that purpose, form for 
themselves a constitution, which constitution was ratified and adopted by the 
people of said Territory at an election held therefor on the first Tuesday in No- 
vember, 1889, which constitution is republican in form and is in conformity 
with the Constitution of the United States; and 

Whereas said convention and the people of said Territory have asked the ad- 
mission of said Territory into the Union of States on an eqnal footing with the 
original States in all respects whatever: Therefore, 

e tt enacted, etċ., That the State of Idaho is hereby declared to be a State or 
the United States of America, and is hereby declared admitted into the Union 
onan equal footing with the original States in all respects whatever; and that 
the constitution which the people of Idaho have formed for themselves be, and 
the same is hereby, accepted, ratified, and confirmed. 

Src. 2. That the said State shall consist ofall the territory described as follows: 
Beginning at the intersection of the jee OR meridian with the boundary 
line between the United States and the British Possessions, then following raid 
meridian south until it reaches the summit of the Bitter Root Mountains; 
thence southeastward along the crest of the Bitter Root Range and the conti- 
nental divide until it intersects the meridian of thirty-four degrees of longitude; 
thence southward on this meridian to the forty-second parallel of Jatitade; 
thence west on this parallel of latitude to its intersection with a meridian drawn 
pda, ap mouth of the Owyhee River; thence north on this meridian to the 
mouth of the Owyhee River; thence down the mid-channe! of the Snake River 
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to the mouth of the Clearwater River; and thence north on the meridian which 
qoam through the mouth of the Clearwater to the boundary line between the 
nited States and the British Possessions, and easton said boundary line to the 


place of bagioning: È 
SEC. 3. T) until the next general census, or until otherwise provided by 
law, said State shall be entitled to one Representative in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, and the election of the Representative to the 
Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses shall take place at the time and be con- 
ducted and certified in the same manner as is provided in the constitution of 
the State for the election of State, district, and other officers, 
Seo. 4. That sections numbered 16 and 36in every township of said State, and 
where such sections, or any parts thereof, have been sold or otherwise dis 
of by or under the authorily of any act of Congress, other lands equivalent 
in legal subdivisions of not less than one quarter-section and as con- 


' tiguous as may be to the section in lieu of which the same is taken, are hereby 


granted to said State for the support of common schools, such indemnity lands 
to be selected within said State in such manneras the Legislature may provide, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Src, 5. That all lands herein granted for educational purposes shall be dis- 
posed of only at public sale, the png toconstitute a permanent school fund, 
the interest of which only shall be expended in the sapere of said schools. 
But said lands may, under such regulations as the Legislature shall prescribe, 
be leased for periods of not more than five years, and such lands shall not be 
subject to pre-emption, homestead entry, or any other entry under the land 
laws of the United States, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, but shall be re- 
served for school purposes oni. 

SEC. 6, That fitty sections of the unappropriated public lands within said State, 
to be se! and located in legal subdivisions as provided in section 4 of this 
act, shall be, and are hereby, granted to said State for the purpose of erecting 
publie buildings at the capital of said State for legislative, executive, and judi- 

purposes. 

SEC. 7. That 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of public lands lying within 
said State which shall have been sold by the United States prior and subsequent 
to the admission of said State into the Union, after deducting all the expenses 
incident to the same, shall be paid to the said Btate, to be as & permanent 
fund, the interest of which only shall be expended for the support of the com- 
mon schools within said State. 

Src, 8. That the lands granted to the Territory of Idaho by the act of Feb- 
ruary 18, 1881, entitled “An act to grant lands to Dakota, Montana, Arizona, 
Idaho, and Wyoming for university purposes,” are hereby vested in the State 
of Idaho to the extent of the full quantity of 72 sections to said State, and any 
portion of said lands that may not have been selected by said Territory of Idaho 
may be selected by the said State; but said act of ugor g 18, 1881, shall be so 
amended as to provide that none of said lands shall be sold for less than $10 per 
acre, and the proceeds shall constitute a permanent fund to be safely invested 
and held by said State,and the income thereof be used exclusively for uni- 
versity | ang The schools, colleges, and universities provided for in this 
shall forever remain under the exclusive control of the said State, and no 
panot the proceeds arising from the sale or disposal of any lands herein granted 
for educational 1 be used for the support of any sectarian or de- 


donations of lands for such purposes. 

Serc. 11. Thatin lieu of the grant of land for purposes of internal improvement 
made to new States by the eighth section of the act of September 4, 1841, which 
section is hereby repealed as to the State of Idaho, and in lieu of any mor 
demand by the said State under the act of September 23, 1850, and section 2479 
of the Re Statutes, rag om tof swamp and overflowed lands to cer- 
tain States, which > paa itis moby. declared is not extended to the State of 

and in lieu a grant of saline lands to said State, the following grants 
of land are hereby made to the State of Idaho, namely: For the establishment 
and maintenance of a scientific school, 100,000 acres: for State normal schools, 
100,000 acres; for the support and maintenance of the insane lum located at 
000 acres; for the pappas and maintenance of the State Universit 
located at Moscow, 50,000 acres; for the support and maintenance of the pen 
tentiary located at Boisé City, 50,000 acres; for other State, charitable, rt ee 
tional, penal, and reformatory institutions, 150,000 acres. ‘None of the lands 
granted by this act shall be sold for less than §10.an acre, 

Sxo. 1%, That the State of Idaho shall not be entitled to any further or other 

ts of land for rnd purpose than as expressly provided in this act. And the 

nds ted by this section shali be held, appropriated, and disposed of ex- 

clusively for the purpose herein mentioned, in such manner as the Legislature 
of the State may provide. 

Sxrc.13. That all mineral lands shall be exempted from the grants by this act, 
But if sections 16 and 36,or any subdivision, or portion of any smallest subdi- 
vision thereof in any township shall be found by the Department of the Interior 
to be mineral lands, said State is hereby authorized and empowered to sel 
in legal subdivisions, an equal quantity of other unappropriated lands in sai 
State, in lieu thereof, for the use and the benefit of the common schools of said 


SEC. 14, That all lands granted in quantity or as indemnity by this act shall 
be selected, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, from the sur- 
veyed, unreserved, and unappropriated public lands of the United States within 
the limits of the State entitled thereto. And there shall be deducted from the 
number of acres of land donated by this act for specific objects to said State the 
number of acres heretofore donated by Congress to said Territory for similar 
objects. 
15, That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, for defraying the expenses of the said conventionand for the payment of 
the members thereof, under the same rules and regulations and at the same 
rates as are now provided by law forthe payment of the Territorial Legislatures 
and for elections held therefor and thereunder. Any money hereby sopro 

are} Eras necessary for such purpose shall be covered into the Treasury of the 

n es. 

Bec. 16. That the said State shall constitute a judicial district, the name thereof 
to be the same as the name of the State; and the circuit and district courts there- 
for shall be held at the capital of the State for the time being, and the said dis- 
trict for judicial purposes, until otherwise provided, attached to the 
ninth jud circuit. There shall be appointed for said district one district 
judge, one United States attorney, and one United States marshal. The judge 
of said district shall receive a yearly salary of $3,500, parents in four equal in- 
stallments, on the first days of January, April, July, and ber ofeach year, and 
shall reside in the district. There shail be appointed clerks of said courts, who 


shall keep their offices at the capital of said State. The regular terms of said 
courts shall be held in said d ot, at the place aforesaid, on the first Monday 
in April and the first Monday in November of each year, and only one grand 
ury and one petit jury shall be summoned in both said circuit and district courts, 
he eircuitand district courts for said district,and the judges thereot,respectively, 
shall possess the sae Pewee and jurisdiction and perform the same duties re- 
a to be perfo: by the other circuit and district courts and judges of the 
nited States, and shall governed by the same laws and regulations. The 
marshal, district attorney, and clerks of the circuit and district courts of said 
district, and all other officers and ns performing duties in the administra- 
tion of justice therein, shall severally possess the powers and perform the duties 
lawfully and required to be performed by similar officers in other 
districts of the United States, and shall, for the services lege orang perform, re- 
ceive the fees and compensation allowed by law to other s officers and 
persons performing similar duties in the State of Oregon. 

Sec. 17. That all cases of appeal or writ of error heretofore prosecuted and 
now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States upon any record from 
the supreme court of said Territory, or that may hereatter lawfully be prose- 
cuted upon any record from said court, may be heard and determined by said 
Supreme Court of the United States; and the mandate of execution or of furs 
ther proceedings shall be directed by the Supreme Court of the United States to 
the circuit or district court hereby established within the said State from or to 
the supreme court of such State, as the nature of the case may require. And 
the circuit, district, and State courts herein named shall, respectively, be the 
successors of the supreme court of the Territory, as to all such cases arising 
within the limits embraced within the jurisdiction of such courts, respectively, 
with full power to proceed with the same and award mesne or final process 
therein; and that from all judgments and decrees of the supreme court of the 
Territory mentioned in this act, in any case arising within the limits of the pro- 
posed State prior toadmission, the parties to such judgment shall have the same 
right to prosecute appen and writsof error to the Supreme Courtof the United 
Saiesan they shall have had by law prior to the admission of said State into 

o Union. 

Sec. 18. That in respect to all cases, proceedings, and matters now pending 
in the supreme or district courts of the said Territory at the time of the admis- 
sion into the Union of the State of Idaho and arising within the limits of such 
State, whereof the circuit or district courts by this act establis might have 
had jurisdiction under the laws of the United States had such courts existed at 
the time of the commencement of such cases, the said circuit and district courts, 
respectively, shall be the successors of said supreme and district courts of said 
Territory; and in respect to all other Larnaca aspe and eee pannie 
in the pence or district courts of said Territory at the time of the admission 
of such Territory into the Union, arising within the limits of said State, the 
courts established by such State shall, respectively, be the successors of said 
supreme and district Territorial courts; and all the files, records, indictments, 
and proceedings relating to any such cases shall be transferred to such cirenit, 
district, and State courts, respectively, and the same shall be proceeded with 
therein in due course of law; but no writ, action, indictment, cause, or pro- 
ceeding now A ns a , or that prior to the admission of the State shall be pend- 
ing, in any Territo court in said Territory shall abate by the admission 
of such State into the Union, but the same shall be transferred and proceeded 
with in the proper United States circuit, district, or State court, as the case ma: 
be: Provided, however, That in all civil actions, causes, and proceedings in whic! 
the United States is not a party transfers shall not be made to the circuit and 
district courts of the United States, except upon written request of one of the 
parties to such action or proceeding filed in the proper court; andin the ab- 
sence of such request such cases shall be proveeded with in the proper State 


courts. 

Sec, 19. That from and after the admission of said State into the Union, in pur- 
suance of this act, the laws of the United States not locally inapplicable shall 
bave the same force and effect within the said State as elsewhere within the 
United States. 

Sec. 20. That the Legislature of the said State may elect two Senators of the 
United States as is provided by the constitution of said State, and the Senators 
and Representative of said State shall be entitled to seats in Congress and to ail 
the rights and privileges of Senators and Representatives of other Statesin the 
Congress of the United States. 

SEC. 21. That, until the State officers are elected and qualified under the pro- 
visions of the constitution of said State, the officers of the Territory of Idaho 
shall di the duties of their respective offices under the constitution of 
the State, in the manner and form as therein provided; and all laws in force 
made by said Territory at the time of its admission into the Union shall be in 
force in said State, except as modified or changed hy this act or by the consti- 


tution of the State, 

Sec. 22. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the 
whether passed by a ure of said Territory or by 
repealed. 

Mr. SPRINGER (during the reading of the bill). I ask unanimous 
consent to di with the further reading of the bill, as it is to come 
out of the time allotted for debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent to dispense with the further reading of the bill, Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DORSEY. Before opening debate I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of section 3 of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section 3 the following: 

"The law of the Territory of Idaho for the registration of voters shall apply 
to the first election of State, district, and other officers held after the admission 
of the State of Idaho. The county and precinct officers elected at the first elec- 
tion held atter the admission of the State of Idaho shall assume the duties of 
their respective offices on the second Monday of January, 1891.” 


Mr. DORSEY. The minority of the committee make no objection 
to this amendment, and I move its adoption. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that there are several ver- 
bal amendments which can be adopted. 

Mr. DORSEY. There are several verbal amendments that can be 
adopted now. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands that they are merely ver- 
bal amendments, and the Clerk will report them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 2, line 11, supeses of the printed bill, strike out the word * thence,” 
In section 3, in line 5, strike out the word “ Sg Soma and insert the word 
“Congress;” in line 4, after the word “ Fifty-first ” rt the word "Congress; ” 
and in line 5, after the word “and,” insert the words ‘the Representative to, 


provisions of this act, 
‘ongress, are hereby 
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the; "’ also, in line 8, insert after the word “ officers” the following words: "in 
the first instance,” 


In section 7, line 2, strike out the words “have been” and insert the word 
“be;” also, in line 3 of section 7, strike out the words “ prior and.” 

In section 9, after the word “of” in line 5, strike out the words “ Wyoming 
and" and insert ‘‘ Idaho; ™ also, in the same section, in lines 8 and 9, strike out 
the following words: “assembled in the said Territory,” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “convened; »lso, in line 9, after the word “ the,” strike out 
the word “year” and insert in lieu thereof “ month of July.” 

In section 11, in line 12, strike out the word “namely.” 

In section 15, in the first line of the section, strike out the word “five” andin- 
sert the word ‘‘eight” in lieu thereof. 

In line 13 of section 16, after the word “courts,” insert the following words: 
"in the said district.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the tleman 
from Nebraska to section 4. The proviso that was in the four-States 
bill, and which was agreed to be put in here, was not reported, the 
provision in regard to the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections for per- 
manent reservations, 

Mr. DORSEY. The Delegate from the Territory [Mr. Duso1s] will 
coi an amendment to cover that before the final vote is taken on the 

ill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All right. 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, in presenting the claims of the Terri- 
tory of Idaho foradmission to statehood, I shall uot attempt to discuss 
the policy that should be pursued by Congress touching the admission 
of new States. In the great political contest waged in 1888 this question 
was freely discussed and was decided by the American people, In the 
future no pon aon party, no man who aspires to leadership in either 
party, will dare oppose the admission to statehood of a Territory that 
is shown to possess the constitutional requirements. The Constitution 

rovides that ‘‘New States may be admitted by the Congress into this 

nion.” Hereafter we will interpret that clause so as to read: “New 
States shall be admitted by the Congress into this Union whenever 
the constitutional requirements are complied with.” 

We all know the position taken by the people upon this subject, and, 
as representatives of the people sent to this Chamber to voice their 
will, we have in this case a very simple duty to woo ; that is, we 
shall investigate the claims of the Territory of Idaho, and if we find 
that this Territory has a sufficient population, that its material re- 
sources are sufficient, and that her people are intelligent and progress- 
ive and are attached to the principles of the Constitution of the United 
States, then our votes on the roll-call for the admission of Idaho must 
be in the affirmative. We should not consider to which one of the great 
political parties a majority of the citizens of a Territory may belong, 
Every case should be tried upon its merits, and if the showing is satis- 
factory its admission should be speedy. 

Let us apply the tests to Idaho. Idaho was created a Territory by 
act of Congress March 3, 1863, and was formed from parts of the Terri- 
tories of Dakota, Nebraska, and Washington. By the creation of the 
Territories of Montana and Wyoming Idaho was reduced to its present 
size of 86,294 square miles, extending from the British Possessions on 
the north to Utah and Nevada on the south, and from Montana and 
Wyoming on the east to Oregon and Washington on the west, having a 
length from north to south of 410 miles and a width from east to west 
varying from about 50 miles on the line of the British Possessions on 
the north to 306 miles on its southern boundary line. This Territo: 
contains in round numbers 55,000,000 acres, 16,000,000 acres of whic 
are agricultural, 10,000,000 acres forests, 20,000,000 acres grazing and 
mineral lands, 8,000,000 acres rough and mountainous, and 1,200,000 
acres in lakes and rivers. 

Idaho has a greater area than New York, New Jersey, Massachusetts, 
and New Hampshirecombined, and being on the west side of the Rocky 
Mountains, the warm currents from the Pacific sweep over the Terri- 
tory and have a most beneficial effect on the arable and grazing belts. 
The average mean temperature is about 51°. Idaho is well supplied 
with water, and in fact better than any of the States or ‘Territories 
west of the Missouri River. The great Snake River, which in vol- 
ume of water is about equal to the Ohio, traverses the Territory from 
east to west. The Salmon River courses through the Territory for over 
500 miles; Clarke’s Fork, Spokane, Boisé, Payette, Weiser, Big and Lit‘le 
Wood Rivers, Clearwater, Cœur d’Aléne, St. Joseph, Bear River, and 
other large streams, into which hundreds of tributaries empty, also flow 
through the Territory. 

Of the 16,000,000 acres of agricultural lands in the Territory but a 
small portion has been surveyed. About 4,500,000 acres have been 
filed upon under the several land acts of Congress. 

The deep soil in the valleys and on the plateaus in the eastern and 
southern counties is composed of decayed vegetable matter mixed with 
sufficient mineral and disintegrated rock to give warmth and great pro- 
ductiveness, In the northern counties a dark loam of great depth pre- 
vails. This section of Idaho does not require irrigation and is in itself 
an empire. i 

The yield of all kinds of cereals and vegetables is most gratifying, 
wheat ranging from 30 to 50 bushels, potatoes from 250 to 500 bushels, 
oats from 50 to 75 bushels per acre, and other cereals and vegetables in 
the same proportion. The agricultural report for the Territory for 1889, 
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compiled after the most careful inquiry and investigation by Governor 
Shoup, shows the following as the amount of grain raised in 1889: 
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The fruits and berries raised in the Territory are not excelled in any 
country. The sage-brush lands of Idaho are more easily turned into 


fruit farms and with as little expense asin any other State. For the 
past ten or twelve years from 25,000 to 40,000 fruit trees have been 
set out annually. Their growth is rapid, and trees bear abundantly 
when quite young, especially so in all valleys and plateaus notexceed- , 
ing 3,500 feet above tide water. Trees mature and bear fruit at the 
svene of4,500 feet, but do not produce so abundantly as in the lower 
valleys. 

Shorn of all otherresources, the agricultural lands of Idaho alone are 
sufficient to support a large population and build up a great State. 

Stock-raising is one of the great industries of the Territory, On the 
large area of grazing lands there are now 385,896 cattle of all grades, 
123,840 horses, 2,480 mules, and 447,924 sheep, 

The 10,000,000 acres of forest land will be a source of large revenue 
to Idaho for hundreds of years and will give employment to a large 
population, 

I desire to call the particular attention of the House to the wonder- 
ful productions of the mines of Idaho. 

e mines of the Territory have produced to date $157,720, 962.84, 
the production of last year, 1889, being the largest in the history of 


the Territory, amounting to the princely sum of $17,344,600, namely: 


Idaho is rapidly advancing to the front as a bullion-producing State, 
and with the present rate of increase will soon be the greatest bullion- 
producing State in the Union. The Territory has developed several of 
the largest mines on the globe, the production of which will be largely 
increased during the year 1890. Besides the bullion-producing mines, 
Idaho also has an abundance of iron, salt, sulphur, marble, sandstone, 
granite, limestone, and mica, with tin and cinnabar in limited quanti- 
ties. Coal is known to exist in nearly every county in the Territory, 
but is not sufficiently developed to determine its extent. 

As to population, I submit a table showing the number of inhabit- 
ants of the Territory for the different years from 1880 to 1889. These 
estimates are based upon the census taken of the school children. 
hab the law the enumeration of children of school age is taken an- 
nually. 


pannanpan 
2333933343% 


I also desire to call particular attention to what has been done by this _ 
Territory to foster the public-school system. 

The total number of schools in the Territory was, on the 21st day of 
August last, 434; total number of children of school age reported, 24,- 
071. AdJarge number of families live many miles from organized school 
districts and their children are not included in the above enrollment, 
Total receipts for school purposes (independent of private schools), $198, - 
782; expenditures, $175,579; balance remaining in the school tund at 
the close of school year, $23,203. 

The following gains appear in the report of the superintendent of 
poke instruction for the Territory for the year 1889: Increase of chil- 

n of school age, 4,077; schools, 69. f: 

There is a compulsory school law in the Territory, and the greatest 
interest is taken by the people in educational matters. Substantial 
and commodious school-houses adorn and add to the attractions of 
every town and settlement. Besides the public schools there are sev- 
eral independent school districts, and many religious denominations 
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have schools of theirown, The estimated cost of buildings used for 
school purposes for public schools in the Territory is $344,500, an in- 
crease of $65,000 during the past year. 

There are 109 church edifices in the Territory, valued at $220,500, 
with a membership of 11,137. I append a table showing the mem- 
bership and number of church buildings of the different denominations, 
Idaho is not behind the Western States and Territories so far as public 
buildings are concerned: 


Te a 
Numberof; Value of | Numberof 
Denominations. | churches, | churches, | mem 5 
i= = 
Presbyterian. 14 000 7 
Baptist sses 


Catholic..... 
isco 


* Estimated. 
In addition to the above, the Congregationalists, Christians, and other đe- 
nominations not enumerated have ministers and places of worship. 


The above does not include the adherents to the Mormon faith. 

The Territory has constructed and furnished, unaided by the General 
Government, a capitol building, at a cost of over $100,000, The capi- 
tol is a most substantial building, the basement being solid masonry, 
while the main structure is of the best quality of brick and is heated 
by the latest improved heating apparatus. This fine structure con- 
tains spacious and elegantly furnished rooms on the first floor for gov- 
ernor, surveyor-general, Territorial secretary, comptroller, superintend- 
ent of public instruction, and United States attorney, library, and 
armory. On the second floor are the council chamber, representatives’ 
hall, the supreme court-room, the judges’ chamber, and various com- 
mittee-rooms, The third floor is connected with the galleries, and also 
has book and committee rooms. 

The Territory has in course of construction, at Moscow, in Latah 
County, a State university. This fine structure, when completed, will 
cost $75,000, The Territory appropriated from the general fund $15,000 
for the building, and an annual Territorial tax of one-half mill is levied 
and collected, the proceeds going to the university fund. 

The Territory constructed at Blackfoot, Bingham County, a fine 
three-story brick building for an insane asylum, with a two-story wing 
and other annexes. The building, furniture,and grounds cost the Ter- 
ritory about $55,000. In December last the main structure was de- 
stroyed by fire, but the sixty-five patients are comfortably quartered 
in the wing and annexes. 

The United States assay office, located in the heart of Boisé City, is 
the pps of the United States, and cost the Government $81,000. 

The United States penitentiary, located 2 miles from Boisé City, is 
built of sandstone. It has forty-two cells. An appropriation has been 
made and the contract let for a wing duplicating the one now in use. 
There are now incarcerated in the prison sixty-six Territorial and three 
United States prisoners. 

The governor of the Territory, in his report for 1889, places the num- 
ber of miles of railroad jn the Territory at 888.73, the products ex- 
ported to outside markets by railroads and steam-boats at 184,015 tons, 
and the imports at 119,000 tons. 

There are 917 miles of telegraph lines and 41 newspapers are pub- 
lished within the Territory. 

-The finances of this Territory are in the most satisfactory condition. 

The comptroller, in his annual report to the governor, December, 
1889, states that on the 20th day of January, 1890, the registered or 
floating debt would be paid in full, leaving the bonded indebtedness 
alone unpaid. The total] bonded indebtedness of the Terri is $146,- 
715.06. Under the act of 1887 there were issued, for general purposes 
of indebtedness, bonds amounting to $46,715.06. The denomination of 
these bonds is $1,000 and the rate of interest 10 per cent. per annum. 
The interest is payable semi-annually, in June and December, at the 
office of the Territorial treasurer. They mature December 1, 1891. 
There will be an ample fund in the Territorial treasury to redeem these 
bonds at maturity and without additional taxation. 

Under the act approved February 2, 1885, $100,000 additional bonds 
were issued for the following purposes: Eighty thousand dollars for 
the capitol building and twenty thonsand to aid in construction of in- 
sane asylum. These bonds were issued in denominations of $1,000 
each, bearing 6 per cent. per annum coupons, payable semi-annually, in 
July and January. The capitol building bonds mature in 1905 and 
the asylum bonds fall due in 1892, 1893, 1894, and 1895, in multiples 
of $5,000 annually. The capitol building fund is maintained by one- 
tenth of the receipts arising from the Territorial and county licenses 
and the proceeds of all rents derived from the use of the capitol build- 


‘hese bonds are redeemable at the pleasure of the Territory at any 
time after the expiration of ten years from the date of issue, All these 
bonds will be extinguished in ten years from date of issue from the 


sinking fund, as the receipts are increasingannually. Thereis in this 
fund at the present time over $20,000. 

The rate of Territorial tax is a fixed sum of four mills on the dollar, 
three and a half mills for general and one-half mill for university funds. 
The assessed valuation of property in the Territory for the last fiscal 
year (1889) is in round numbers $24,000,000, 

Mines and landsnot patented arenot assessed. Fully one-half of the 
improved farms in the Territory are not patented. These lands are 
worth from $10 to $40 peracre. The present cash value of property 
in Idaho will equal $100,000,000 at a conservative estimate, 

The admission of Idaho to her place among the States of the Union 
has been agitated by her people for many years, and to-day the press 
of the Territory, irrespective of party, is urging admission, and the 
people of the State, irrespective of party, are anxious that this Terri- 
tory shall take her place in the galaxy of States, and what has been 
done looking to this end has been in strict conformity to the Constitu- 
tion. 

A proclamation was issued by Governor E. A. Stevenson on the 2d day 
of April, 1889, recommending the election by the people of Idaho of sev- 
enty-two delegates, toassembleat Boisé City, the capital ofthe Territory, 
on the 14th day of July, 1889, for the purpose of framing a constitution 
for the State of Idaho, and a proclamation of his successor, Governor 
George L. Shoup, was issued on the 11th day of May, 1889. A majority 
of the delegates elected to said Territorial convention of Idaho assem- 
bled at Boisé City, the capital of the Territory, on Thursday, the 4th 
day of July, 1889. The convention was called to order on that day by 
his excellency Governor George L. Shoup, governor of Idaho, and a 
temporary hg, maerangre was effected by the election of John T. Mo 
of Bingham County, temporary president, and James W. Reed, of Nez 
Percé County, temporary secretary. Seventy delegates presented their 
credentials and were found entitled to seats in the convention. Sixty- 
nine delegates took the oath and participated in the proceedin A 
permanent organization was effected by the election of William H. Clag- 
gett, of Shoshone County, as president; James W. Reed, of Nez Percé 
County, as vice-president, and Charles H. Reed, of Ada County, as sec- 
retary. The oath as prescribed by the rules of the convention was ad- 
ministered to the officers and members of the convention by his konor 
Chief-Justice Hugh W. Weir, of Idaho. 

In the convention every county of the Territory was represented, 
and at no time during the convention was there less than a majority of 
the delegates in attendance. The deliberations of the convention were 
characterized by harmony and a single purpose, a good constitution for 
statehood for Idaho. The session of the convention lasted thirty-four 
days, and after adopting a constitution for the State of Idaho adjourned 
sine die on the 6th day of August, 1889. The constitution as adopted 
by the convention was signed by all the delegates presentat the adjourn- 
ment with the exception of one member. In compliance with the di- 
rection of the convention, the constitution as adopted by the convention 
and signed by the delegates and all the records thereof were deposited 
with the secretary of Idaho, 

On the 2d day of October, in pursuance of section 6 of schedule and 
ordinance of said constitution, George L. Shoup, governor of Idaho, 
issued a proclamation submitting the constitution of the State of Idaho 
to the ple of the Territory for its adoption or rejection at an elec- 
tion to eld on Tuesday the 5th day of November, 1889, said elec- 
tion to be conducted in all respects as provided by law for general elec- 
tions, and abstracts of such returns, duly certified, to be submitted to 
the board of canvassers as now provided by law for canvassing the re- 
turn of votes for Delegates to Congress, 

As provided in section 6, article 21, of schedule and ordinance of the 
constitution of the State of Idaho, a meeting of the board of canvassers 
therein provided for was held in the executive office, December 2, 1889; 
peni; Edward J. Curtis, secretary of the Territory, and Joseph P. 

Wilson, United States marshal of the Territory. In the presence of 
his excellency George L. Shoup, governor of the Territory, said board 
of canvassers proceeded to a canvass of the votes cast for the adoption 
or rejection of the constitution at an election held November 5, 1889, 
as returned by the canvassing boards of the several counties. Returns 
from all the counties were found to have been received by the Terri- 
torial secretary, which were opened, examined, and canvassed, with 
the following results: 
For the constitution 


Against the constitutio: 
Scattering ......0..... 0» 
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Thus the people of Idaho, by an overwhelming majority, ratified the 
action of the delegates to the convention which framed their consti- 
tation. 

The character of the population of Idaho is the highest type of Amer- 
ican manhood, being composed principally of the descendants of New 
England, Southern, and Western States. The foreigners are the hardy 
sons of Norway, Sweden, Germany, Canada, and Great Britain. There 
is no question that with a stable and settled government, which state- 
hood will insure, the increase in population and development will equal 
that of other Western States. There is no doubt that Idaho has the 


- 
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Tesources, wealth, and population to sustain without difficulty a State 
government, The people of the Territory are almost unanimous in 
asking this recognition. i 

The only opposition to the admission of Idaho under the constitu- 
tion, which the legal voters of the Territory adopted almost unani- 
mously, caine from the Mormons. They pro because of section 
3 of article 6 of the constitution. I will ask the Clerk to read this sec- 
tion, and I ask the particular attention of the House, as it is against 
this section of the constitution that the minority of the committee make 
their assault, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 3. No person is permitted to vote, serve as a juror, or hold any civil office 
who is under guardianship, idiotic, or insane or who p at Sey paos, been 
convicted of treason, felony, embezzlement of publie funds, bartering or selling 
or offering to barter or sel his vote, or pw ng or offering to the 
vote of another, or other infamous crime, and who has not been restored to the 
right of citizenship, or who at the time of such election is confined in prison on 
conviction of a criminal offense, or who is a bigamist or polygamist, or is livin 
in what is known us patriarchal, lural, or celestial marriage, or in violation oi 
any law of this State or of the United States forbidding any such crime, or 
who in any manner teaches, advises, co aids, or encourages any person 
to enter into bigamy, polygamy, or such patriarchal, plural, or celestial mar- 
ziape; os to live in violation of any such law or to commit any such erime, or 
who is a member of or contributes to the support, aid, or encouragement of any 
order, organization, association, corporation, or society which es, advises, 
coun , encourages, or aids any person to enter into bi y, polygamy, or 
such patriarchal or p ural marriage, or which teaches or pe BRA that the laws 
of this State prescribing rules of civil conduct are not the supreme law of the 
State; nor shali Chinese nor persons of Mongolian descent not born in the 
United States, nor Indians not taxed who have not severed their tribal relations 
and adopted the habits of civilization, cither vote, serve as jurors, or hold any 
civil office. 

Mr. DORSEY. A law similar to the section of the constitution com- 
plained of has been in force in Idaho since 1864. It will be found in 
section 501 of the revised statutes of Idaho. I will ask the Clerk to 
read this section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No perso: d rdianship, mentis or i s 
Ph ge of KOBAO felons on bribery an thie Territory or i RAF Other State 
or Territory in the Union, unless restored to civil rights; nor any person who 
isa bigamist or polygamist or who teaches, advises, counsels, or encourages àny 
person or persons to become bigamists or polygamists, or to commit any other 
crime defined by law, or to enter into what is known as plural or celestial mar- 
riage, or who is a member of any order, organization, or association which 
places Gs E Ces EEEO T AnA T ox ATASS a any series ASA 

e o , 
D ine. bregin a a rite or ceremony re enp pd egy vite 2 A yey or association 
or otherwise, is permitted to vote at any election or to hold any position or 
office of honor, trust, or profit within this Territory. 

Mr. DORSEY. The Mormon citizens of the Territory were repre- 
sented before the Committee on Territories by Judge Wilson and Bishop 
Budge, of Idaho, who objected to the admission of Idaho under a con- 
stitution containing such provisions as are embodied in section 3 of 
article 6. The committee accorded the gentlemen pran hearings 
and were instructed by the arguments submitted. During the time 
this was under discussion a decision of the Supreme Court delivered by 
Justice Field settled the constitutionality of the Idaho statute, and 
should have been accepted as final by those who opposed the admission 
of the Territory on account of this section preventing polygamous Mor- 
mons from voting. 

The minority of the committee, however, have taken a different view 
of the case and have filed a report that quotes from the constitution of 
nearly every State of the Union as well as from statesmen and sages 
of the past. I will not at this time attempt to reply to the argument 
submitted in the minority report, but will wait until the gentlemen 
who made this report have given to the House their views on the sub- 
ject of the admission of Idaho, Later in this discussion we will en- 
deavor to answer satisfactorily the objections urged against admission 
by the minority of the committee. 

In my judgment, Idaho should now be admitted into the sisterhood 
of States. I am very sure that the citizens of that State are in full sym- 
pathy and accord with the best and most advanced thought of the 
country. We should do this in order that they may be able to enjoy 
the privileges of American citizens, and the admission of Idaho by this 
Congress under the constitution adopted by its people will give encour- 
agement to other Territories that contain Mormon population. 

Mr, Speaker, the case of the Territory of Idaho is now before us, and 
I sincerely hope that this House may carefully consider the claims pre- 
sented, and that we will no longer keep the people of Idaho in politi- 
cal vassalage, but will give to them the rights and privileges to which 
they are entitled under the Constitution of the United States, by their 
admittance into the great American Union, and thus add another star 
to the bright galaxy of States, feeling sure, as I do, that no act of the 
hardy men who have brought Idaho to her present high position will 
ever cause the Representatives of the people to regret their action in 
giving to Idaho the rights of statehood. [Applause. ] 

Mr, Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has spoken twenty-two minutes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of a bill (S. 3131) for the registry or enrollment of the 
barges Herdis and Agostino C., in which concurrence was requested. 


It further announced that the Senate agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7496) to provide for cer- 
tain of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 


other purposes. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask, by unanimous consent, to call up 
for consideration at this time the conference report which has just come 
over from the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the report will 
be read. ' 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
amendment of the Senate numbered 41 to the bill (H. R. 7496) to provide for cer- 
tain of the most urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

First, That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Add to the end of saidamendment the following: “Provided, That no purtof 
said amount shall be expended in sinking wells or the construction of irrigation 
works, and the work done under this appropriation shall be completed and a 
report of the same made within the appropriation,and nothing ‘peel shall 
commit the Government to any plan of irrigation or the construction of works. 
therefor; ™ and the Senate agree to the same. 

D. B. HENDERSON, 

J. G. CANNON, 

WM. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

EUGENE HALE, 

WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The statement accompanying the report under the rules is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the ng 
vote of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate numbered dl to the 
bill (H. K. 7496) to provide for certain of the most urgent deficiencies, submit the 
following written statement in explanation of the action agreed upon and rec- 
ommended in the accompanying conference report: 

The provision covered by said Senate amendment numbered 41, as agreed 
upon by the conference committee, reads as follows: 

“Location for artesian wells: To authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to 
make such preliminary investigation of an engineering and other character aa 
will, so far as practicable, determine the proper location for artesian welis for 
irrigation purposes within the area west of the ninety-serenth meridian and 
east of the foot-hills of the Rocky Mountains, $20,000; and a report of all opera- 
tions and expenditures hereunder shall be made to Congress immediately after 
July 1, 1890: Provided, That no part of said amount shall be expended in sink- 
ing wells or the construction of irrigation works, and the work done under this 
appropriation shall be completed and a report of the same made within the ap- 
pk sorbet and nothing herein shall commit the Government to any plan of 

igation or the construction of works therefor, ’’ 
D. B. HENDERSON, 
J. G. CANNON, 
WM. C, P. BRECKINRIDG: 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish tosay a word which I feel it to 
be my duty to say in this connection. This, the only item the former 
House conferees did not concur in, appropriates $20,000 for the inves- 
tigation of artesian wells for irrigation, ‘The House conferees were un- “ 
willing to enter upon this investigation at this time and preferred to 
wait until the Committee on Irrigation of the House and the same 
committee of the Senate could thoroughly investigate the matter and 
bring it before the House, so the House might have the opportunity to 
pass on this question. : 
The proposition in the amendment also places it under the control of 
the Agricultural Department. The conferees of the House were unwill- 
ing to accede to that proposition. They thought, if the irrigation mat- 
ter was gone into atall, that, inasmuch as we have already an equipped 
department of the Government for scientific observations, that bureau 
should make the scientific investigations, and not transfer it to the De- 
partment of Agriculture; but we have waived this consideration by 
offering the amendment which the House accepted, and which the Sen- 
ate conferees agreed to, which was adopted by the Senate, providing 
that no wells should be sunk out of this appropriation, which was ac- 
ceptable to the friends of the proposition in the Senate, and also that 
whatever should be done with this appropriation should be complete 
in itself, leaving no opening for any future appropriation to be fitted on 
to this. It was deemed advisable not to treat thisas an entering wedge, 
but to make this a complete report in itself, and not bind or commit 
Congress to the system of irrigation by sinking artesian wells. 

Speaking only for myself, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that irriga- 
tion by the method of artesian wells for agricultural purposes is possi- 
ble. Iam afraid of entering into that wide field, and regretted the 
necessity for having to do so at this time even to the extent proposed 
here through the Appropriations Committee of the House, preferring 
that itshould be done through the committees having charge of the 
matter after a thorouzh and complete investigation of the whole sub- 
ject. But under the heavy pressure which has been made for this pre- 
liminary, as they say, investigation, we have yielded with the adoption 
of the amendment, 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr, Speaker, I would like to inquire if the time 
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consumed in the consideration of this report is to be taken from the 
time allowed for the debate on the Idaho bill? 

The SPEAKER, It will not be counted against the time allotted to 
the gentleman from Missouri, but generally to the time fixed for debate 
on the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But this time, it seems to me, ought not to come 
out of the debate allowed on the Idaho bill. 

The SPEAKER. Whateyer time is consumed in the discussion of 
this matter will necessarily be taken from that time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa, in charge 
of this report, before he takes his seat, for what purpose this appro- 
priation is to be used? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Simply to ascertain what irrigation 
wells can be found, not by sinking the wells themselves, but by an 

tion of the surface of the earth. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I desire to be heard for a few moments on this, 
- Mr.SPRINGER. I have no objection to the consumption of time 

on this report if the time will be extended to-morrow before the final 
vyote is to be taken on the Idaho bill. At present that time is limited 
to 3 o’clock, and it seems to me it is not right to consume it for other 

urposes, 
z Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This will consume buta very few mo- 
ments. How much time does the gentleman from California want? 

Mr. VANDEVER. I should like to have about five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Within five minutes is it not possible to dispose 
of the report? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Entirely possible. 
itin that time, I think. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the time consumed 
on the conference report be added to the time to-morrow when the pre- 
vious question is to be considered as ordered on the Idaho bill. 

The SPEAKER. That time has been agreed upon, and the House 
will govern itself accordingly. There is difficulty, of course, about the 
new arrangement, as the gentlemen must see, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Butif all of that time should be consumed with 
other matters? 

The SPEAKER, Itis always within the control of the Honseitself, 

Mr. PERKINS. This will only take a minute or two, I think, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from California, if that is sufficient. 

Mr. MANSUR. With the understanding that no further time is 
consumed I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. It is understood that the previous question will 
be then demanded upon the report. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I desire only to say a word in response to the re- 
marks which the gentleman from Iowa has made. Irrigation isa branch 
of agriculture; and if the views expressed by the conference committee 
in regard to the necessity of investigating this subject of artesian wells 
scientifically is a valid reason, it will apply to all agricultural opera- 
tions, 

Now, sir, the Committee on Irrigation have this matter under con- 
sideration, and they will be prepared, in the course of a short time, to 
make their report to this House, which shall include irrigation by sur- 
face water as well as underflow and artesian wells, It isnot necessary, 
therefore, at this time to conclude the question by turning this over to 
the Agricultural Bureau to keep it open, to let us consider whether that 
bureau has not something to do with it as well as the scientific bureau 
referred to. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is what the amendment does. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I do not understand it so. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iask unanimous consent, in this connection, that 
my colleague from New York [Mr. FLOWER] may be permitted to pub- 
lish certain remarks on this question. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask a vote on the report. 

The conference report was adopted. 


ADMISSION OF IDAHO, 


Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, from the time that the Lord God of 
the universe created man and woman and placed them in the Garden 
of Eden, the law of natureand nature’s God has undoubtedly been one 
man for one woman and one woman for one man, and the eee eee of 
all civilized nations, without exception, have proven undoubtedly that 
this relation is that in which the destinies of the race are best preserved 
and advanced. All civilized nations, so far as I know without excep- 
tion, visit the heaviest hand of punishment upon all violations of this 
law, sanctified by the wisdom of men as well as created by the God of 
nature, Hence, I desire in opening this debate, at the very beginning, 
to say that I have no sympathy nor do I believe that any person on 
this side of the House has any sympathy whatever with the institution 
of bigamy or of polygamy; but while so stating and so confessing, and 
urging implicit belief in the truth of the fact that these offenses should 
be crushed out, yet we find in this bill there is a mode of striking at 
these offenses that is in violation of all the best of our doctrines and 
tenets of liberty as we have universally understood and enforced them 
in all the past to the present time. : 


We can conclude 


We find, furthermore, that up to this day and this hour no State in 
the Union has ever sought to enforce what this constitution, if it shall 
be granted to the people of Idaho, seeks to enforce; and we find that 
the proposition upon principle that is to be debated before Congress at 
the present hour is whether we shall turn back on all the wisdom of 
the past, whether we shall turn back on each and every State constitu- 
tion of this Union without a single exception—constitutions that have 
given to the several States of this Union all their power, all their pres- 
tige, all their glory, and enabled them to develop so that in the aggre- 
gate they constitute to-day the greatest nation on the globe. 

The proposition is whether the gentlemen on the other side will per- 
mit a violation of what we believe to be one of the highest Republican 
as well as Democratic principles upon which our institutions of liberty 
are founded, and strike down a man without a hearing in a court, with- 
out indictment, without trial, or without opportunity of defense, be- 
cause of an alleged belief in certain doctrines, when the fact is the 
constitution does not say what in reality they intend, which is that it 
shall strike down the Mormon Church, I repeat, then, the attitude 
which is presented by the minority here is not a question of the abso- 
lute rejection of the State of Idaho, because, if the plan and policy out- 
lined by the Democratic minority in their report and in the amend- 
meats submitted to this bill shall prevail, the State of Idaho is as certain 
to be represented in this Congress by its Senators and its Representatives 
at the assembling of Con at its next session in December as that 
that day shall roll around. 

Then let it be understood that, so far as our amendments are con- 
cerned and so far as the attitude of the minority is concerned in their 
report, it is not an absolute factious fight or opposition to the admission 
of Idaho, but is because we believe that they are secking to ingraft 
upon the constitution under which they seek admission a principle that 
ought not to find any toleration in the mind or in the heart of any 
lover of liberty, whether he be Republican or Democrat; and that is, 
never to strike down, never to punish an American citizen without first 
giving to him a trial and a hearing. 

That the men who may be involved in the penalties attached to sec- 
tion 3, article 6, of the constitution submitted for your consideration 
are American citizens in the general sense of the term no onecan doubt; 
and yet, under the peculiar system which prevails in this country and 
has prevailed from the time of the establishment of the Federal Con- 
stitution, it is equally plain that, while men are citizens of the United 
States, yet they gain their right of suffrage solely and entirely from 
the States. This has been decided divers times by the Supreme Court 
of the United States, From that standpoint, then, it will be urged 
by gentlemen on the other side, ially with reference to the case 
of Davis vs. Beason in the Supreme Court of the United States two or 
three weeks ago, that this section 3, to which exception is taken by us, 
is constitutional; that is, the Supreme Court of the United States has 
decided that a State has a right to prescribe an oath as a prerequisite 
to the right to vote. That may beso. That isconstitutional because 
the Supreme Court say it is so. 

But the Supreme Court do not decide the other point which is in- 
volved in this case, that when you prescribe that oath for a man he can 
be accused at the threshold and be deprived of his right of suffrage on 
the day and at the hour of accusation without a trial and without a 
hearing under the prescribed forms of law. To this assumption we 
object, and the question here is simply whether men shall be deprived 
of three great rights—the right to vote, the right to hold office, and the 
right toserve upon juries—without being first convicted of crime. That 
is the question and that is the proposition that is challenged by the 
Democratic minority in their report. 

Let us see now what is the character of the people assailed and what 
are their numbers. There is some little difference of opinion, perhaps, 
in the committee who have had this subject under investigation as to 
the number of people that may bein the Territory of Idaho. I do not 
think that any estimate I have heard.or now remember places the pop- 
ulation at over 110,000 or 115,000. I think, however, that that esti- 
mate is probably a little swollen. I doubt voy much if they have 
more than 100,000 people, if so many. But e the population at 
100,000; from all we can learn there are 25,000 of that population who 
are Mormonsin their belief. In other words, 25 per cent. of the entire 
population of the Territory of Idaho at this time belongs to the Mor- 
mon faith. 

Assuming that there is one male adult voter to every five of the pop- 
ulation, there would be 5,000 adult Mormon voters in the Territory. 
I come now to what I believe to be the real reason, or at least one of 
the real reasons, why the Mormons there are to be disfranchised. It 
is because it is understood and charged, and not denied anywhere, that 
almost every Mormon in the Territory of Idaho is a Democrat and votes 
the Democratic ticket. Let it be understood ‘that I am now charging 
distinctly that, from all the information we have, nearly every Mor- 
mon in Idaho is a Democrat, and, when he votes at all or has an o 
portunity to vote under their test-oath laws, votes the Democratic 
ticket. hee 

On the other side gentlemen may laugh this to scorn, but it is true 
allthe same, Just pass across the line, an imaginary line at that, into 
Wyoming Territory, which you admitted as aState the other day, and, 
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while there are not so many Mormons there as in Idaho, yet they are 
nearly all Republicans, and, because of the well understood fact that 
every Mormon there votes the Republican ticket, you let them vote; 
and not merely that, but you provided the other day that their wives 
should have the right to vote, thus giving to every Mormon and his wife 
in Wyoming two votes, while in Idaho you deny the right to vote even 
to Mormon men! Let these things be understood as we goalong. Let 
it be understood that this is not a question of principle anywhere, but 
is, in every instance, a question of expediency alone for the Republican 


ty. 

PEA it be further understood that from forty-eight hours after the Re- 
publicans began to think that they had carried the Presidential election 
of 1888 the whole political world of the United States was filled with 
rumors of the new programme to be inaugurated by that party. One 
feature of that programme was the admission of new States to strengthen 
the party in the Senate. It wasalso reported and published that there 
was to be a revolutionizing of the rules of parliamentary procedure; 
that there was to be the unseating of divers members on the Democratic 
side, and that the Republicans were to fortify themselves by the pas- 

of such laws in this Congress as they deemed from their stand- 
ro. necessary to be passed, and if new Territories were admitted as 
States, the Republican party being thus strengthened in the Senate, it 
would be many years before, under any circumstances, the legislation 
of this Congress could be repealed or done away with. These, then, 
are the circumstances that have led up to the Republican demand for the 
admission of these two Territories, the youngest of our remaining Ter- 
ritories, certainly the smallest in population, and not the best equipped 
in their financial ability to maintain statehood. 

Let us next inquire what is the character of the alleged reasons for 
the disfranchisement of these people in Idaho. They are white, all of 
them. If they were black there would be protection for them under the 
fifteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States. Then 
legislation for their disfranchisement could not be inaugurated and car- 
ried into effect by the Republican party under the Constitution. But 
they are white and Democrats, and so your victims. What is the char- 
acter of these people? It is necessary perhaps here to state that which 
some gentlemen present undoubtedly well know, but others may not 
know, that the Mormons are divided into two classes, known as Joseph- 
ites and Brighamites. The Josephites to a man repudiate polygamy 
and bigamy; do not believe in them; say they never were embraced in 
the original revelations, and they live a sober life of monogamy, as much 
so as any class of people on this continent. It is the other class, the 
Brighamites alone, who believe in bigamy and in polygamy. 

Just what are the proportions of these two classes of Mormons I do 
not know. Judge J. M. Wilson, who appeared for these people before 
the committee, estimates that there are 25,000 Mormons in the Terri- 
tory of Idaho. Of this number he places the male adults having the 
right to vote at 5,000, and he seems to be careful and accurate in his 
figures and in his information. Furthermore, hesays that from inves- 
tigation and upon reports which he deemed reliable from every source 
and quarter, there are not over 125 of these Mormons, out of 5,000, 
that are now or have been living either in polygamy orin bigamy. That 
number is 2} per cent. of the male population. Of the whole popula- 
tion of 25,000 it would be only one-half of 1 per cent. 

Now, if these figures be true, we have the numbers and proportion of 
the Mormons addicted to these habits, and for whose sins is to be in- 
flicted upon their whole people the penalty of disfranchisement and 
degradation from the rank of American citizenship. 

What is the general character of these people for thrift, industry, 
sobriety, forecast, and similar qualities? I may say, in the light of the 
evidence before the committee, that their character in this respect is 
remarkable. Mr. Carlton was appointed a member of the Utah com- 
mission by President Arthur under the anti-polygamy law of March 
22, 1882, He went to Utah and served there seven years, so that his 

rience comes down to last year. Here is his statement in regard 
to that people: 
At that time— 
, The time of his appointment— 
I had the usual predilections in rd to the Mormons, which were not at all 
totheiradvantage. But Iresolved that, so far as possible, I would divest myself 
of all prejudice and judge for myself fairly and impartially. I was areas 
discovering that in many respects things were quite different from what I 
anticipated, and I began to strongly suspect that the Mormon people had been 
ly misrepresented and misunderstood. I found them to be intensely de- 
votional in their peigion and as honest and sincere in their creed as any church 
or religious society of which I have any knowledge; and at the end of seven 
ears’ careful investigation I can say emphatically that, for honesty, industry, 
mperance,and peace and good order, they deservedly stand as high as any 
other community on this continent. 

At this, the honored chairman of our committee, the gentleman from 

Towa [Mr. StRUBLE], said: 


Judge Carlton, you need not dwell on this point, for we are satisfied of the 
good qualities of the Mormons in these respects, 


Judge Carlton proceeded: 

Then I will pass from this topic, only remarking that it is a serious thing for 
the Government to disfranchise a whole community of su 
qualities for the building up of a Commonwealth. ut, as it is one of the 
schemes of the anti-Mormon agitators in the West and elsewhere t? represent 
the Mormons as incorrigible rogues and criminals as an excitative to hostile 


action by Congress, I wish to state another fact: That while the Mormons of Utah 
are over75 per cent. of the whole population, yet seven-eighths of the heinous 


and felonious offe as murder, manslaughter, burglary, robbery, rape, and 
the like, are commit: by the non-Mormon minority, This is proved by the 
statistics, and is confirmed by my own investigations, 

But there is further evidence in regard to the character of these spo 
ple. Bayard Taylor, the celebrated traveler, after paying them a visit, 
said: 

We must admit that Salt Lake City is one of the most quiet, orderly, and 
moral places inthe world. Therearea few Gentile liquor saloons, but the Mor- 
mons, as a people, are the most temperate of Americans. They are chaste, 
laborious, and generally cheerful; and what they have accomplished in soshort 
a time, under every circumstance of discouragement, will always form one of 
the most remarkable chapters in our history. The Territory does not owe a 
dollar; the people have established manutactories, built roads and bridges, 
irrigated wastes of sage-bush, colonized the basin of the interior desert for an 
extent of 500 miles, and made a nucleus of permanent civilization in the most 
forbidding part of the continent. 

Dr. Miller, the editor of the Omaha (Nebr.) Herald, writes: 

One feature of the influx into this hitherto quiet, sober, moral, and intelligent 
Mormon community carries with it its own commentto thethoughtful. Tothe 
lasting honor of the Mormon people and system be it said that for twenty-five 
years such machines of moral infamy as whisky shops, harlotries, faro-banks, 
and all the attendant forms of vice and iniquity were totally unknown in Utah, 
It can not be denied thatthe Mormons have achieved victories and conquests 
over the most gigantic evils that curse our race, and which are to-day the chief 
banes of every civilized state. Already the hydra-headed monsters of infamy 
are gaining footholds in Salt Lake City. The gambler and woman of the town 
are there, The damning fact, so itable to Mormon morality, is that it is 
only by the surreptitious evasion and overthrow of Mormon authority that these 
and kindred curses now invade the beautiful city of Salt Lake. 

Elder Miles Grant, the Adventist and editor of the World’s Crisis, says: 

After a careful observation for some days, we came to the settled conclusion 
that there is less licentiousness at Salt Lake City than in any other one of the 
same size in the United States, and were we to bring upa family of children in 
these last days of wickedness we should have less fears of their moral corrup- 
tion were they in that city than in any other. Swearing, drinking, gambling, 
idleness, and licentiousness have made but little headway there when com 
with other places of equal size. Asa body they are a very sincere people and 
believe the Lord led them there. They are close Bible stude: and are very 
familiar with the Old Testament prophecies, upon which they dwell much in 
their preachings. Among them are a number of able men who are capable of 
entertaining an intelligent audience. They preach without notesand present 
such thoughts as come to them on the Reine fg 

Mrs, Emily Pitt Stevens, editor of the Pioneer, a woman’s journal, 
writes as follows: 

Utah wants to assume the prerogative of State sovercignty. She has popula- 
tion and wealth superior: to any other Territory, and why should she not enjoy 
the privilege of self-government? Utah is the wisest and best governed of an 
large section of people in the United States. In Great Salt Lake City there 
less of rowdyism, drankenness, gambling, idleness, theft, conspiracy against 
the peace of society, and crime generally than there is in any other city of the 
same population in the country, if not on the globe. 

And Chief-Justice White, in charging the grand jury, at Salt Lake 
City, in February, 1876, said: 

This land they have redeemed from sterility, and occupied its once barren 
solitudes with cities, villages, cultivated fields, and farm-houses, and made it 
the habitation of a numerous people, where a r is never seen and alms- 
houses are neither needed nor known, 

Please note this language: 


Where a beggar is never seen and almshousesare neither needed nor known, 
These are acts and accomplishments which any candid observer recognizes 
and every fair mind admits. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does the gentleman claim that this is the re- 
sult of Mormonism there? 

Mr. MANSUR. It is evident it is not the result of Gentile rule. 

Now, this is the character of that people, as a rule; yet it is pro 
to disfranchise them en masse and to deprive them of the highest priv- 
ilege of American citizenship. It goes without saying that if these 
men were other than Mormons no such provision would be sought to 
be placed in the Idaho constitution. It is leveled, then, at polygamy 
and bigamy; and I, in common with every man on this side, say that 
so far as it is leveled against those offenses it is right; that there ought 
to be and must be in that community, as in all others, strict laws pro- 
hibiting those crimes, and grave penalties inflicted which shall stamp 
them outof existence. While the American citizen everywhere is will- 
ing, as a rule, to tolerate a man’s belief in almost anything, yet when 
a man attempts to carry out his belief in action, and that action isa 
violation of any law of the land, then Americans claim the right abso- 
lutely, under our civilization and our precedents and all the laws of 
the land, to punish him for such action, and we do punish him, 

Why, on account of the few men who are thus engaged in the prac- 
tice of bigamy or polygamy, whether the number be one hundred and 
twenty-five, as Mr. Wilson estimates, in the whole Territory of Idaho, 
or whether it be greater, as gentlemen on the other side will contend, 
but certainly not the whole Mormon population, why should we, on 
account of the conduct of these comparatively few persons, visit the _ 
penalty of disfranchisement upon every male adult of that church 
merely because he isa Mormon? And why should we refuse him even 
the poor, pitiful right of purging himself by an oath in which he shall 
swear that he does not thus believe? For, gentlemen, please observe 
that in said section 3, which it is sought to ingraft into the constitu- 
tion of Idaho, there are quite a number of provisions whereby a man 
is declared to have the right of trial and shall not suffer the ty of 
disfranchisement until after his conviction, whereas those offenses con- 
nected with the Mormon Chaorch are taken outside of the list of ordi- 


- 


. riage, or which teaches or advises 


2934 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 2, 


nary offenses, and a man can not purge himself by his own oath that 
he does not believe in bigamous or polygamous practices, does not 
countenance them, and does not aid or assist in their perpetration. 

I will read and call the attention of gentlemen to this remarkable 
section, a part of it being as follows: 

No person is permitted to vote, serve as juror, or hold any civil office who is 
under guardianship, idiotic, or insane, or who has at any place been convicted 
of treason, felony, embezzlement of public funds, bartering or selling or offer- 
ing to barter or sell his vote, or purchasing or offering to purcbase the vote of 
another, or other infamous crime, and who has not been restored to the right 
of citizenship, or who at the time of such election is confined in prison on con- 
viction o} a criminal offense. 

As to all that, this side of the House agrees to its truth and sound- 
ess, because here you have said that any man who attempts to deprive 
the prople of their choice by outrages perpetrated on the ballot at the 
time of the election whereby that certainty necessary to public peace 
each and every man must have in the purity of that election and the be- 
lief those who voted were entitled to vote, as well as that those charged 
with heinous crimes like the embezzlement of public funds, felony, 
trea-on, every one of these offenses, has the right to be placed on trial 
by the presentment of a grand jury, with the right to be heard in his 
own defense by himself or his attorney, has the right to have his case 
under the rules of law presented toa jury. 

When that is done he can not complain if he be deprived of his priv- 
ileges if convicted. That is universal law in all the States and it is 
correct. I have been at the trouble of collating the law from all the 
several States, and there is not to be found in one of the States of the 
Union any different law than that there must be first conviction of crime 
belore you can degrade a man or deprive him of those inestimable rights, 
the right to vote, the right to serve on a jury, or the right to hold an 
office. In no State of the Union can such rights be taken from him 
without conviction for crime first being had. 

I ask each and every gentleman on the other side, if you vote tostrike 
down these men without a hearing and you go home and the men in 
your district ask you how you could deprive citizens of Idaho of these 
aig without a hearing, what will goat answer be, when you 

now the people universally in your own State believe in a different 
doctrine and decreed it should become a part of the fandamental con- 
stitution of each and every one of your States—how, I repeat, will 
you answer your own people when they put that question to you? 

We now come to the remarkable part of section 3. Up to this point 
conviction must precede his degradation and deprivation of his polit- 
ical rights. 

I now invite the attention of the House to the remainder of the re- 
markable provisions of section 3 in the constitution under considera- 
tion: 

Or who is a bigamist or polygamist, or is living in what is known as patri- 
archal, plural, or celestial marriage, or in violation of any law of this State or of 
the United States forbidding any such crime, or who, in any manner, teaches, ad- 
vises, counsels, aids, or encourages any person toenter into bigamy, polygamy, 
or such patriarchal, plural, or celestial m: or to live in violation of any 
such law, or to commit any such crime, or who isa member of or contributes 
to the support, aid, or encouragement of any order, organization, association, 
corporation, or society which teaches, advises, counsels, encourages, or aids 
any person to enter into bigamy, polygamy,or such riarchal or plural mar- 
the laws of this State prescribing rules 
of civil conduct are not the supreme law of the State; nor Chinese or per- 
sons of Mongolian descent, not born in the United States, nor Indians, not 
taxed, who have not severed their tribal relations and adopted the habits of 
civilization, either vote, serve as jurors, or hold any civil office, 

Of course we take no exception to the disfranchisement of Chinese or 
- Indians not taxed. The denial of the right of suftrage under all the 

- constitutions of the States of our country, almost from the establish- 
ment of the Government and without exception, applies to the Chinese 
and to Indians not taxed; but the remainder goes on the idea that if 
there be such persons as are described in this section, to wit, the biga- 
mist, or the polygamist, or he who believes in patriarchal, plural, or ce- 
lestial marriage, or whois living in that condition, or supports, aids, or 
encourages any order, organization, association, corporation, or society 
which teaches, advises, counsels, or encourages anything of the kind— 
that evidently means the Mormon Church—can not mean anything 
ore, and that the church te ches these things, asserting that the church 
does teach them, then thereby, at once, from that very moment, he is 
di-anchised and deprived of all of these inestimable rights, without 
trial, without opportunity to be heard, without opportunity to purge 
himself even by taking an oath before the officers of election denying 
the fact that he does so believe. 

Itis this violation of the fandamertal principle of the right of aman 
to be heard and to be considered innocent until he has h the charge, 
has been brought face to face with his accusers, and convicted of the 
offense—it is a violation of this fundamental right of every American 
citizen, as I believe, without which neither Republicanism nor Democ- 
racy is of much value, that caused us to take this stand against these 

ticular provisions of this constitution. The charge being made, if 

e denies it before the registering board there is to be no trial or hear- 
ing. He is at once deprived of his right, which is the most valuable 
right of an American citizen. It is the very corner-stone upon which 
our ideal Republic is built. The strength and perpetuity of our Re- 
public and of its institutions alike depend upon the free suffrage of its 
citizens. 


Another very remarkable feature of this oath, you will observe, is 
that while the constitution guaranties toa man whois accused of many 
minor offenses that are commonly and popularly known as misde- 
meanors, that are merely mala prohibita, he has the right of trial, while 
as to others, mala in se, he can have no trial. It can not be conceded 
with any good reason that if a man is living in polygamy or living in 
bigamy his offense can not be proven upon him. The open, overt act 
of living in bigamy or living in polygamy can be proven upon a man 
who is guilty of those offenses, or of either of them, just as well as the 
offense of horse-stealing or of murder can be proved upon him, and yet 
this constitution provides no such punishment for these offenses. 

There is no sympathy on our part, nor do I believe there is any on 
this side of the Chamber, for any one who may be guilty of polygamy 
or bigamy. We say that he ought to be punished severely when tried 
and convicted of these offenses; and it would be eminently right and 
just after conviction for crime to put upon him the degradation of this 
section; that is to say, deprive him of the right of suffrage, of the right 
to hold office, or the right of serving on a jury. 

It will be conceded by every person that it is hard, in fact absolutely 
impossible, to show why a man should be entitled to a trial and the 
right of jury as in these mala prohibita and minor offenses, and to the 
right of a jury in a case of treason against the very life of the nation 
itself; also in embezzlements and in felonies of all kinds other than 
bigamy and polygamy, and then deny it in bigamy and polygamy—I say 
it would be very hard, except upon the principle of arbitrary power, 
by which a man is condemned who is accused of these two offenses, to 
take him from out of the right and privilege guarantied him of a tral 
in all other offenses. 

It is certain that no reason why thisshould be done can be suggested 
that willstand thetestofourjudgment. Observeits effect. A man walks 
up on election day and tenders his suffrage. The charge is made against 
him by the register or otherelection officer: ‘‘You believe in these things, 
polygamy or bigamy, or you area member of the Mormon Church, that 
teaches them.” He is branded at once as infamous; he is branded as 
an outcast. He has stricken from him the highest right of American 
citizenship, and a character of punishment is visited upon him that 
makes him stand humbled and degraded in his own eyes and in his 
own estimation. 

Let us consider, if you please, the value of suffrage, remembering that 
in this argument we are taking ground against this section 3 simply 
because it is discriminating and deprives the citizen of inestimable 
rights without a hearing and defense before constituted tribunals of the 
country of his liberties and franchises, and these ought, in the eyes of 
an American citizen, to be more precious than life itself. 

It is evident that under the provisions of section 4, which immedi- 
ately follows section 3, the Legislature possesses the power ot prescrib- 
ing other limitations and conditions upon the right of suffrage, addi- 
tional to those that are prescribed in section 3, that contains the dis- 
franchisement proper. But it also goes a step further, and says that 
the Legislature shal] never possess the power to annul the provisions of 
section 3 or any of the provisions that Article VI contains. 

That being the case, the Legislature is put undoubtedly in this posi- 
tion: That when it goes on to frame the necessary machinery to carry 
out section 3, the effect of it will be to invest the register or the elec- 
tion officer, by whatever name known, with summary power similar to 
that possessed by adrum-head court-martial to hear a charge and to 
determine it then and there. Of course, if he is, as he is likely to be, 
of the dominant party and a believer in the tenets of disfranchising 
this class of people, he will rule rigidly upon it; and it is not too much 
to say tha¢ all that will have to be done is to accuse a man and thereby 
rob and deprive him of his right to vote, without any opportunity 
to show the falsity of the charge made against him, and, if you please, 
without the constitutional right of his being enabled to deny that 
he does believe in these doctrines or that he bas ever lived in a con- 
dition of polygamy or bigamy. 

It was hardly to be expected under ordinary circumstances that a 
hundred years after the adoption of the Constitution of the United 
States, with all its guaranties in behalf of personal liberty, such a pro- 
vision as this should haye been submitted to the deliberate considera- 
tion of an American Congress. Yet we have it here before us. 

Let us see a little bit further into the inconvenience and the trouble of 
enforcing these provisions, namely: The right to serve on a jury, the 
right to hold office, and the right, possibly, to become a member of the 
Legislature. 

These are the rights upon which depends practieally the preservation 
of the liberties and of the property, not alone of the man himself, but 
of the community in which he lives. Let us suppose that a trial is go- 
ing on and a man is summoned asa juror. There being no provision 
in the Constitution by which you can determine from the looks of a 
man whether he is a Mormon or whether he isa Gentile, this man is 
summoned, and when he comes into court some one knowing him says, 
“This man isa Mormon.” What is the judge todo? It is evident 
that he can not stop the trial in the midst of which he is engaged, yet 
it must be held in statu quo, at least until the question is determined 
whether this man is a Mormon or not, because, if he denies that he is 
a Mormon, then it is the duty of the court to investigate that question, 
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But how isthe court todothat? -Thereare no rules here, 
Naturally, therefore, the judge would call to his aid all the adjuncts 
that go to the trial of any question submitted to the court, he himself 
sitting as both judge and jury; in other words, trying the question from 
the standpoint of a judge in equity. Hewould have to hear testimony 

ro and con. Now, it has been stated that in some of those counties, 
in one, in particular, in Southern Idaho, there are six or seven thousand 
people, and there are not 100 Gentile voters in the whole county who 
will administer public affairs there. But to return, Atevery stage of 
the procedure in the gathering of the jury and at every stage until the 
complete impanelment of it, there would arise vexed questions which 
might take hours and days for the court to determine. 

Again, supposing a man should run for office and be elected and the 
question should come up, when he was about to take the oath of office, 
as to whether or not he was a Mormon, who is to try him in such a 
case? How is the accusation to be made good? By what authority? 
In the mean time in what way and manner are the interests of the 
people ia the conduct of the office to which this man has been elected 
to be conserved and carried out? These, however, are some of the 
minor disadvantages connected with this provision of this constitution. 

Passing them by for the present, let me for a little while call the at- 
tention of the House to the value of suffrage and the estimate that has 
been placed upon it in the past by some of the wisest and best men of 
the land, not only of our own country, but of the motherland whence 
we came. 

Alexander Hamilton, in an extract which is cited in 4 Wallace, 291, 
says: Cs 

A share in the soverelgnty of the state, which is exercised by the citizens at 
large in voting at the elections, is one of the most important rights of the sub- 
fect, and in a republic ought to stand foremost in the estimation of the law. It 
is that right by which we exist asa free people, and it wil! certainly therefore 
never be admitted that lessceremony ought to be used in divesting any citizen 
of that right than in depriving him of his property. 

But the Constitution has an impregnable bulwark, inso many words, 
whereby it is declared that as to our property we.can not be deprived 
except for just compensation. Weare bulwarked by the very provis- 
ions of the Constitution in the protection and in the value of our prop- 
erty, but we are not so bulwarked in our right of suffrage. 

Again, on another occasion Mr. Hamilton said: 

It is that right by which we exist as a free people. 

How much of blood and treasure has not been sacrificed to obtain it? 
When will men who know and appreciate liberty cease to value it above 
fortune and even life? The supreme court of Pennsylvania say: 

The most important of all our franchises is the right of an elector and citi- 
zen. Itis true that, in a confined sense, itoan not be called property; it is not 
assets to pay debts, nor does it descend to the heiror administrator; but who 
does not feel its value? And who would not turn pale if he thought he could 
be deprived of it, without a hearing or trial, by an act of assembly ? 

The court speak of the right of an elector as a franchise; but by all 
authorities, English and American, ‘‘liverty’’ and “ tranchise’’ are 
synonymous terms (4 Tom. Jac. Law Dic., 148; 2 Black, 21-37). The 
right of the people to elect officers is a franchise (2 Bouy. Die., 1593). 
In Mr. Webster's argument, Dartmouth College case (5 Webster’s 

- Works, 479-481), he said, “ Liberties and franchises are the same,” 

Mr. Madison held that the citizen had not only a right to his prop- 
erty, but a property in all his rights (4 Writings of Madison, 473-480). 
When, under the English common and statute law, one was made a 
citizen ot London or other city or free burgess of any town corporate, 
tthe had a freehold in his freedom during life ’’ (2 Tom. Jac. Law Dic., 
378). Can it be possible that in America the liberty of suffrage is less 
secure than it is under the rule of lords and kings? Is it true that 
while an acre of land or $50 in money is protected by a jury trial the 
liberty of suffrage is not? 

There is one case which the minority have cited in their report which 
comes down to us from ancient days in England, a case which is so ap- 
propriate, so strong, and which states the doctrine of the value of the 
Tight of suffrage and what depends upon it so tersely, so strikingly, 
that I desire to read it: 


In the case of Ashby vs. White and others (Lord Raymond's baa 938), after 
verdict for the plaintiff, the judgment was arrested in the court of the Queen's 
Bench by Justices Gould, Powys, and Powell. The action was brought against 
the returning officers (who fill the same placein England that janges of election 
fill in this country) for refusing to receive the vote of the plaintif. This case 
is a most interesting one. 

Gould, justice, was of opinion that the action was not maintainable, first, be- 
cause the returning officers were judges of the qualification of voters; second, 
because the plaintifs privilege of voting is not a matter of property or credit, 
so that the hindrance of it is merely damnum absque injuria. 


Justices Powell and Powys concurred mainly on thelast point. Lord 
Holt dissented. He said: 


It is not to be doubted but that the Commons of England have a great and 
considerable share in the Government and a share in the legislature, without 
whom no law passes; but because of their vast numbers thisright is not exercis- 
able by them in their proper persons, and, therefore, by the constitution of 
England it has been directed that it should be exercised by representatives 
chosen by and out of themselves, and this representation is exercised in three 
different qualities, either as knights of shire, citizens of cities, or burgesses of 
boroughs; and these are the entitled to represent all the Commons of 
England. The election of E iiA belongs to the freeholders of the county and 
it is an original right vested in an inseparable form from the freehold, and can 
be no more severed from the freehold than the frestold itself can be taken 
away, * * è The right of election is an original right incident to and insep- 


arablefrom the freehold. As for citizensand burgesses, they depend on the same 
right as rt dees shire,and differ only as to the tenure, but the right and the 
manner of their election is on the same foundation. 

After examining the various tenures of the different cities and bor- 
oughs, he proceeds: 

Hence it appears that any man that isto give his vote on the election of mem- 
bers to serve in Parliament has a several and particular right in his private 
capacity as a citizen or burgess; and surely it can not be said that this is so 
inconsiderable a right as to apply that maxim to it, de minimis non curat lex; 
aright thata man has to give his vote at the election of a person to represent 
him in Parliament, there to concur in the making of laws which are to bind 
his liberty and property is a most transcendent thing and of a high nature, 
and the law takes notice of it as such in several statutes, * * * The right 
of voting at the election of burgesses is a thing of the highest importance, and 
So great a privilege that it is a great injury to deprive the plaintiff of it, 
* © * But my brother says we can not judge of this matter because itis a 
parliamentary thing. Oh! by all means, be very tender of that. * * * To 
allow this action will make public officers more careful to observe the constita- 
tion of cities and boroughs, and not to be so partial as they commonly are in all 
elections, which is indeed a great and growing mischief, and tends to tie preju- 
dice of the peace of the nation. * * * Ifit be a matter within our jurisdic 
tion, we are bound by our oaths to judge of it. This is a matter of property 
determinable before us, 

Such was the opinion of Lord Holt. He was overruled by the three 
associate judges, but most fortunately a writ of error was taken to the 
House of Lords, and the judgment of the Court of Kings Bench was re- 
versed by the vote of filty lords to sixteen. Trevor, chief-justice of 
the common pleas, and Karon Price, of the exchequer, were of opinion 
with the three judges of the King’s Bench. Ward, chief baron of the 
exchequer, with his associates, Bury and Smith, agreed with the Lord 
Chief-Justice Holt. Tracy, justice, agreed with Holt on the main 
point, but differed on the point of pleading. 

When this case was argued in the House of Lords, Holt, chief-jus- 
tice, said, addressing those iu favor of affirming the judgment: 

The plaintiff has a particular right vested in him to vote. Is it not then a 
wrong and an injury to that right to refuse to receive his vote? "= * * Th 
action is brought by the plaintiff for the infringement of his franchise. 
would have nothing to be a damage but what is pecuniary. * * * 
people come in and vote fairly, 1tis to support one or the other party to deny 
any man’s vote. 

I repeat that language for the benefit of my friends on the other 
side: 

It is to support one or the other party to deny any man’s vole. By my oon- 
sent, if such an action comes to be tried before me, | will direct the jury to make 
him, the defendant, pay well for it. Itis denying bim his English right; and 
if this action be not allowed, a man may be forever deprived ot it. 

Oh, that I could say hereon the floor of this American Congress, ‘it 
is denyinga man his Americanright;’’ but you, gentlemen on the other 
side, if I were to make such a statement, would, I am very tearful, give 
the lie to it by your votes on this bill. 

Then Lord Holt wound up his address with these memorable words, 
which ought to be zraven in letters of living light upon the heart of 
every American lover of liberty: 

It is a great privilege to choose such persons as are to bind a man’s life and 
liberty by the laws they make. 


Yet this is a privilege of which gentlemen are seeking by this bill, 


You 
all 


| if it should become a law, to deprive 5,000 men, representing 25,000 


people. 
The case to which I have just referred has been cited at length in 


order to combat the notion that the right of suffrage is of slight esti- 
mation in the eye of the law, is not regarded as having the same sacred- 
ness which hedges and protects rights as to things tangible, the right 
to personal and real property. In reply to those who would make light 
of this right of suffrage we cite this case as an authority for the propo- 
sition that the right of suftrage is eminently a right belonging to every 
American; that it is his property, something which is his own, the in- 
fringement of which debases and degrades him, being a deprivation of 
that which constitutes the principal dignity of his position as an Ameri- 
can citizen, 

Any one who controverts this ground must be prepared to maintain 
three propositions: First, deny this right to these men by adopting this 
constitution and then tell me if youdare that the liberty of an Ameri- 
can citizen is on a par or anything like equal with that of an English 
citizen. Next, it must be maintained that popular rights in America 
which are sought to be conserved and protected by our constitutions 
as the bulwark of those principles of liberty upon which our entire in- 
stitutions are framed are less secure, are on a less assured basis in 
America than thev are by this decision in England. Thirdly, it must 
be held that the right of suffrage, if by a man in England by 
virtue of being a freeholder ora member of a borough, is more invalu- 
able, more sacred, than it is in this country under the constitutions of 
the several States as they exist, and of infinitely more value than un- 
der the constitution of Idaho, if it shall now be admitted as a State of 
the Union. 

It must be evident, then, with this review, that the deprivations put 
upon citizens by this constitution are, from the standpoint of the framers 
of that constitution, imposed upon them because these things alleged 
against them are, in the minds of the people of Idaho, crimes. I con- 
fess if they can he proved guilty of polygamy or bigamy those are crimes, 
and for them the guilty parties ought to be disfranchised—ought to be 
punished to the extent of the law. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. MANSUR. Inasmuch as I shall have charge of the time on this 
nee of the House, I ask unanimous consent to proceed for ten minutes 

onger. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. MANSUR. I have within the last two or three days been placed 
in possession of a copy of the Philadelphia Record, dated Wednesday, 
March 26, 1890, not over six days old. I desire to call the attention 
of the Honse to the remarkable progress in public sentiment and the 
extent to which the dominant majority, when they believe their ideas 
are being trampled upon, are emboldened to go, the length to which 
they are seeking to carry their doctrines because of the presentation of 
this constitution of Idaho to Congress and because of the recent de- 
cision by the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Davis 
vs. D, 
Iam not familiar with the causes which led to the creation of the 
committee of one hundred in the city of Boston; but they have is- 
sued a pamphlet reviewing the last encyclical letter of the Pope and 
taking the position that according to this encyclical no man can be an 
obedient and loyal Catholic and at the same time be a loyal citizen 
of the United States. This pamphlet takes the position that the rela- 
tion of Catholics towards our Goyernment is similar to that of Mormons 
who have taken the oaths of the Endowment House, and then declares: 
t! No ballot for the man who takes his politics from the Vatican.” ‘This 
is a remarkable length for such an organization to go, and it shows the 
extent to which some leading citizens are aroused over the attitude of 
the Catholic authorities towards the public schools, 

The close of the address is in these words: 


We have no hesitation in affirming that the oath of allegiance to our Gov- 
ernment taken by Komans, and by which they have obtained the rights of 
o 


the bal citizenship, and office, amounts to nothing—if they aregood Roman- 
ists—and no binding obligation where the interestsof the churchorthe Pontiff 
require itto bed * * * We donot hesitate to say as a measure for 


ion that no man who confesses allegiance tothe Pontiff 
should be allowed to participate as a citizen in either holding an office or cast- 
. The United States Supreme Court has decided that the law of one 

disfranchising Mormons is constitutional, on the theory that the 
man who takes the oath the Mormons are required to take can not be a good 
citizen. Why should not this principle be applied to those who confess alle- 
giance to the Papal hierarchy? 

Let Romanists who would become citizens of the United States be required 
not only to take tile oath of allegiance to the Government, but to take an oath 
also renouncing all allegiance to the Pope of Rome. This is nota question of 
religious intolerance, nor is it one of antagonism to foreigners who are will- 
ing to homologate with us in accordance with the spirit of our institutions. 
But this is a question of self-protection and self-preservyation, and the law of 
self-preservation is supreme in all social and political organizations. Roman- 
ism isa Pasa: at itis a political power. As a political power it must 
be met; asa political force it must be treated when viewed in its relations to 
our institutions. We can have no divided citizenship. No man should be al- 
lowed to participate in the political affairs of this country who is the subject or 
ally of a fore! power that is at war with her national institutions, No ballot 
for the man who takes his polities from the Vatican. 


This is the address now being issued by a committee of one hundred 
citizens of Boston. I think I can fairly say tothe Catholics thatif the 
Mormons are stricken down, if this bill is to be carried into effect in 
this way, thus emboldening the dominant majority, it will not be long 
before we shall find certain denominations and certain classes of people 
in this country inaugurating a crusade against the Catholic because he 
is a Catholic, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir, although my time is very short, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Is it not true that Catholics are as much 
opposed to polygamy as are Protestants? 

Mr. MANSUR. I presume they are absolutely as much opposed to 
it—more so, if anything, because they come nearer to holding the bond 
of marriage inviolable than Protestants do. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Do yon, then, expect Catholics to object 
to polygamy being restricted for fear that cfterward their church will 
be attacked ? 


Mr. MANSUR. That is not the question. The question is that any 
one who believes in a church that teaches belief in a higher power shall 
be disfranchised, I tell you original Republicans, I tell you original 
Abolitionists, under this section 3, word for word, line for line, Seward 
never could have voted, nor could Wendell Phillips, nor Lloyd Garri- 
son, for they believed in the higher law. I wish you gentlemen on the 
other side to think whether you are willing to go to the extreme this 
clause indicates, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Did not the gentleman and all his party de- 
nounce them because they believed in the principles of human liberty ? 

Mr. MANSUR. I never denounced the principles of liberty, and I 
never knew you people to believe in the Constitution where the ques- 
tion of a higher law was involved. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. MANSUR, Certainly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. You are not stating the law at all. 

_ Mr. MANSUR. That is nota question. Iinsist I am stating it 
VOROS} possibility of mistake. Iam fairly stating it. Isay word for 
word: 

Or who in any manner teaches, advises, counsels, aids, or encourages any 


person to enter into bigamy, polygamy, or such , plural, or celestial 
marriage, or to live in viclation of any such law, or to commit any such 


crime, or who is a member of or contributes to the support, aid, or encourage- 


ment of, any order, o; ization, association, corporation, or society which 
teaches, advises, mA ig or encourages or aids any person to enter into bi 
amy, polygamy, or such pat or plural marriage, or which teaches or ad- 
vises that the laws of this State prescribing rules of civil conduct are not the 
supreme law of the State; nor shall Chinese nor persons of Mongolian descent 
not born in the United States, nor Indians not taxed who have not severed their 
tribal relations and adopted the habits of civilization, either vote, serve as ju- 
rors, or hold any civil office, 

Now, recollect the proposition is, ifany man or person belongs to any 
organization, association, corporation, orsociety which teaches or advises 
the laws of the State are not the supreme law of the land, he shall be 
disfranchised. 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is, if he belongs to those organizations. 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir; and I say that if Seward, or Garrison, or 
Phillips, who belonged to the Abolition party and its organization, and 
believed in the higherlaw—Isay this Idaho constitution doctrine would 
apply to them and would break down every barrier by which they were 
protected and enjoyed the privilege of voting. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Does the gentleman claim there is any analogy be- 
cee the old association of Abolitionists and the established Mormon 
c ? 

Mr. MANSUR. It is a very far-fetched one, I will admit; but the 
only question of similarity which is true is this: They were an associa- 
tion of free-soilers; they were an association of Abolitionists, to bring 
about eventually the doctrine in which they believed, that when any 
law of the State was in conflict with the higher law, then they were 
relieved from their obedience to the law of the State, and they were 
bound only to obey that higher law. [Applause 

[Here the hammer fell. } eas 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. Speaker, the subject which I arise to discuss is 
the grandest, politically, that ever engaged the thoughtful considera- 
tion of man. I have the distinguished honor, which comes to but 
few, of representing freemen and American citizens who ask for them- 
selves a place among the States of the American Union. These people 
who have subdued the desert and the forest, who have wrenched un- 
told millions from the solemn and reluctant hills, thus aiding strug- 
gling humanity everywhere, who have borne the hardships which have 
opened up an empire for thousands of homes, are the worthy descend- 
ants of their fathers of the Revolution, and seek now by petition what 
their fathers gained one hundred years ago by arms and blood, the 
right of self-government. 

In these days of centennial celebrations, when we are commemorat- 
ing the achievements which marked the real beginning of the Govern- 
ment by the people; in these days when our institutions have proved 
themselves so strong and the prosperity of our people under a so 
great that their contemplation shakes thrones; in these days when we 
are swift as a nation to recognize the sovereignty of foreign republics 
and to send words of cheer to Ireland, struggling for ‘‘ home rule,” it 
5 Tear for Idaho that she presents her claims and petitions to her 

in $ 

I ask of this Congress of the American people that they will divest 
their minds of all prejudice for or against Idaho, and that they will 
consider our claims as presented regardless of the claims or conditions 
of any other Territory. I trust above all things that no partisan con- 
sideration will influence your judgment. I promise you to state facts 
as they exist and confidently rely on the patriotic judgment which 
you will form. 

In the discussion on the Wyoming bill, precedents were cited in de- 
tail and numbers to show that Wyoming was possessed of sufficient 
population and resources to entitle her to admission. It was abun- 
dantly proved by comparison that if she were kept out, it would be con- 
trary to precedent. Those arguments apply with greater force to Idaho, 
but as they have been presented so recently I will not take your time 
to repeat them in detail. I will, however, call your attention to some 
unanswerable expressions concerning the admission of States. 

Before I enter into a discussion of our resources and capabilities for 
State government, I desire to have it understood that I speak of non- 
Mormons only. Our Mormon population contribute nothing practi- 
cally to our local government. Any one of half a dozen counties pay 
more taxes than all the Mormons combined. 


DUTY OF CONGRESS. 
In the famous ordinance of 1787, for the government of the North- 
west Territory, appear these words: 

To provide also for the establishment of States and permanent government 
therein and for their admission to a share in the Federal councils on an equal 
footing with the original States, at as early periods as may be consistent with 
the general interest: It is hereby ordained and declared that the following 
articles shall be considered as articles of compact between the original States 
and the people and the States in the said Territory. * * * Article V., * * * 
Whenever any of the said States shall have 60,000 free inhabitants therein such 
States shall be admitted by its delegates into the Congress of the United States 
on an equal footing with the original States, in all respects whatever, and shall 
be at liberty to form a permanent constitutionand State government, * * * 
and so far as it can be consistent with the general interest of the Confederacy 
such admission shall be allowed at an earlier period and when there may be 
a less number of free inhabitants in the State than 60,000, 


For more than a century a mighty and fructifying tide of immigra- 
tion has poured into and over the West, converting the vast waste into 
arich garden, the hardier and more progressive spirits in the East, who 
have constituted that unceasing flood, parting for a time with the 


- 


1890. 


most valued of their political privileges in full trust of their restora- 
tion so soon as the conditions of the great ordinance shall be fulfilled. 
Over and over again communities planted and rooted upon the faith 
of that com or in reliance upon the broad and unchanging princi- 
ple that underlies it have come knocking atthe door of Congress, ask- 
ing for ‘‘ the establishment of States,” for “permanent government,” 
and ‘‘admission to a share in the Federal councils,’’ according to the 
letter and the spirit of the irrevocable compact. Over and over again 
Congress has listened to and granted the appeal, never standing upon 
the maximum requirements of the ordinance, but, conformably to its 
true intent, heeding most the special admonition that ‘‘so far as it can 
be, consistent with the general interest of the Confederacy, such ad- 
mission shall be allowed at an earlier period.” 

It was not without reason that the ordinance of 1787 sought rather 
to hasten than to retard the time when the unorganized and unpeopled 
public domain of that day should be divided and erected into sovereign 
members of the family of States. American statesmen have never 
imagined to themselves, nor proposed to their countrymen, a political 
system or arrangement under which that portion of their fellow-citi- 
zens who should take upon them or upon whom should fall the task of 
national expansion should remain for the space of an unnecessary 
moment in a state of public dependence upon or inferiority to the re- 
maining portion of the national community. So far was this from their 
ideas and pu that when the Supreme Court was called upon to 
expound the provisions of the Constitution framed almost contempo- 
raneously with theerdinance of 1787, it said, through the lips of its pre- 
siding member: 

There is certainly no power given by the Constitution to the Federal Govern- 
ment to establish and maintain colonies bordering onthe United States, * * * 
No power is given to acquire a territory, to be acquired and permanently held 
in character. * * * The power to expand the United States by the ad- 
mission of new States is plainly given, and in the construction of this power by 
all the departments of the Government it has been held to authorize the acqu 


sition of territory, not fit for admission at the time, but to be admitted as soon 
as its population and situation entitle it to admission. 


Agreeably to this judicial view of the purposes of the Constitution are 
the utterances of distinguished statesmen of various parties and sec- 
tions. Madison, advocating the admission of Tennessee in theearly days 
of the Union, said: 

The inhabitants in that district are in a degraded situation; at present they 
are deprived of a right essential to freemen, the right of being represented in 
Congress. Laws are made without their consent or by their consent in part 
rear An exterior aac fs ¢ veered their executive, which is not analogous 
to the other parts of the Un States and not justified by anything but an ob- 
vious and imperious necessity. 

Douglas, speaking on the admission of Kansas, said: 

I helped to admit Florida into the Union when she had a population of 48,000. 
* * * While I think it is not right to admit new States with too small a popu- 
Jation—30, 000, or 40,000, or 50,000—yet it has ever been done. * * * Under 
these circumstances, I think we had better waive these small technical objec- 
tions and treat this question on its merits, 

Mr. Seward, supporting the bill for the admission of Oregon, said, 


among other things: 

She is to be admitted some time, and, inasmuch as she is to be admitted, it is 
only a question of time whether you admit her here to-day or admit her six 
months hence or seven years hence. What objection is there to her perry Sera 
mitted now? Yousay she has not100,0C0 people. Whatofthat? She will have 
100,000 in a very short time, * * * The State of Oregon is here of her own free 
will, is here ready to be admitted. 

I think there is nobody who doubts that the people are ready, desirous, will- 
ingto comein. They have made a constitution which is acceptable to them- 
selves, a constitution which, however it may be criticised here, after all com- 

lies substantially with every requirement which the Congress of the United 
or any considerable portion of either House of Con has ever in- 
sisted on in regard to any State. For one, sir, I think that the sooner a Terri- 
tory emerges from its provincial condition the better; the sooner the people 
are left to manage their own affairs and are admitted to participation in the re- 
sponsibilities of this Government, the stronger and more vigorous the States 
which those people form will be. 


Senator Collamer, in the Kansas debate, said: 

The Territorial condition is not one which it is desirable to extend. It isan 
unnatural condition in our Government. 

It was James Buchanan, afterwards President of the United States, 
who spoke these words: 

Congress will never turn a deaf ear to a people anxious to enjoy the privileges 
of self-government. Their desire to beeome one of the States of the Union will 
be granted the momentit can be done with safety. 

Trusten Polk, of Missouri, declined to accept the population test in 
the case of Oregon, but conceding the comparatively small population 
of that Territory, said: 

That population is settled, industrious, and well-to-do in all respects. 

The late Senator Howe, of Wisconsin, said, with reference to the ad- 
mission of Colorado: 

I have but one test by which to judge for myself when this thing we call a 
State ought to be admitted or not, henever I find a community friendly to 
the United States and able to pay the expenses of their own pororameoh de- 
fray the charges of their own control, if they say they are willing to do it, lam 
notthe man to forbid them. If my own judgment is not quite in accord with 
theirs, if I find a pretty spirited and pretty plucky people saying that they are 
equal to the work of self-government, when I am not quite satisfied of the fact 
myself, I rather yield my own opinion to theirs. I would rather encourage a 
little ambition of this kind than discourage it. 

_ With such a consensus of constitutional, judicial, and political 
vision, action, and opinion, it is not surprising that the principle of 
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erecting new States as fast and as soon as their own desire and the gen- 
eral interest coincides, has become so axiomatic that not even the bit- 
terest strifes of party or of sections have succeeded in overriding the 
principle. It would bean unexampled misfortune to Idaho if party 
lines should be drawn against her upon this bill for her admission to 
statehood. The movement for her enfranchisement and the popular 
support behind the present application have been the movement and 


support of her people of both parties, and Democrats and Republicans - 


alike in Idaho would feel and deplore the injustice and hardship of 
raising a partisan question at Washington, which has been universally 
ignored and reprobated within the confines of the Territory. 

The records of the two great parties that confront each other on the 
floors of Congress and of the great parties that have preceded them 
since the institution of Federal government are undimmed by fac- 
tional strife over the admission of States whose inhabitants had earned 
the privilege of fall participation in the affairs of the nation, and the 
people of Idaho may reasonably hope that their cause may be heard 
and determined upon the broad and elevated grounds to which Con- 
gress has heretofore honorably and patriotically conformed. Armed 
with proofs and arguments against all valid objections, they could only 
ineet partisan opposition by reminding Congress of its own past his- 
tory in dealing with waiting States, 

The duty of Congress to admit Idaho to statehood is made plain by 
the examples of the early Confederation Congress, the Supreme Court, 
the past legislation of Congress itself, and the arguments of leading 
American statesmen. 

RIGHTS AND EQUITIES OF THE TERRITORY. 

Tnsomuch as Idaho is not one of the alternative three or five States 
proposed to be carved out of the Northwest Territory by the ordinance 
of 1787, it can not be said that her case is literally provided for by the 
text of that organic enactment. On the other hand, it can not be gain- 
said that she, as well as every other nascent State similarly situated, 
is within the spirit and purview of that ordinance. Her need is as 
great as was that of any and every State heretofore admitted into the 
Union to be incorporated into the “establishment of States,” to have 


a ‘‘ permanent government,” to possess ‘‘a share in the Federal coun- - 


cils.” 

Her present organization and situation are but provisional and tem- 
porary; her people have advised Congress of their wish to be developed 
intoa fulland permanent Commonwealth, and the only true issue raised 
by her application is, whether it ‘‘may be consistent with the 
interest’’ to admit her now or keep her in dependence for a time A 
How is that issue as to the proper time of admission to be determined? 
The Supreme Court, as already quoted, has said: 

As soon as its population and situation entitle it to admission. 

Mr. Buchanan said: 

The moment it can be done with safety. 


The test of Senator Polk, of Missouri, was that the population should 
be “settled, industrious, and well-to-do in all respects.” The only 
test proposed by Senator Howe, of Wisconsin, was that of ‘‘a commu- 
nity friendly to the United States and able to pay the expenses of their 
own government; defray the charges of their own control.” Two 
striking arguments for prompt rather than dilatory admission were 
ane by Senators Seward and Douglas in the case of Oregon. The 

rst said: 

She is to be admitted some time, and inasmuch as she is to be admitted 
it is only a question of time whether you will admit her here to-day or admit 
her six months hence or seven years hence, What objection is there to her be- 
ing admitted now? You say she has not 100,000 people. What of that? She 
will have 100,000 in a very short time. 

The last-named said: 

I have seen Oregon and Washington Territories suffer in their interests be- 
cause of the want of representation bere, and it wasnot in my power to prevent 
it. California has had vigilant Senators here looking after Sow interests and 
drawing everything that the Government could control into California, when 
if there had been representation of the whole coast we would have heard 
oftener of the Columbia Riverand Puget Sound when you came to the distribu- 
tion of the patronage of this Government or thedistribution of money for public 
works and to develop the country. 

Two of the immediate neighbors of Idaho have been recently admit- 
ted as States, and unless if be deemed actually unsafe to the general 
interest to advance Idaho to an equal situation and opportunity, the 
Federal Congress, her natural guardian and protector, should not leave 
her to languish in an unequal race. 

Idaho has a larger population, excepting Wisconsin, than any State 
admitted to the Union prior to 1889. The now great State of Illinois 
came into the Union with but little more than a fourth of the pop- 
ulation of Idaho, and another great State, Ohio, had but little more 
than a third in number of Idaho’s population. Though her population 
is still considerably below the basis of representation in Congress, that 
basis will be reached within three years at the present rate of growth, 
and probably materially within that limit. 

Illinois, Florida, California, Oregon, Kansas, Nebraska, and Colorado 
all came into the Union with jo gee below the basis of representa- 
tion. In the m debate, William Pitt Fessenden, of Maine, said 
that he did not choose to commit himself to require any particular 
number; Judah P. Benjamin, of Louisiana, said that the want of a 


> 
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number fixed for a Representative would not debar him from voting for 

the admission of a new State; Trusten Polk, of Missouri, said it might 

be well enough to have a rule as to population, but he would not dis- 

criminate against a people that came, like Oregon, seeking admission; 

Stephen A. Douglas, of Illinois, said that while it was a good rule to 

7 nire the ratio requisite for a member of Congress, they had never 

ered to the rule, and William H. Seward, of New York, said that 

he could conceive of a State with a million of people that he would not 

admit into the Union, and of another that he would admit upona popu- 
lation of 40,000. Speaking of Oregon, Mr. Seward said: 

You say she has not 100,000 people. What ofthat? She will haye 100,000 in a 
very short time. 

No doubt he had in mind the prodigious rate of growth of population 
in Michigan, Ohio, Iowa, and Wisconsin during the first few years after 
their admission; a growth to which Alabama, Ilinois, and California 
made a good second. Idaho simply invokes principle and precedent 
when she asks that the question of population in her case be dealt 
with as prior questions of population have been, so that she may have 
equity and eyuality in the common forum. She simply invokes the 
principle of the ordinance of 1787, the doctrine enunciated by the Su- 
preme Court, and the precedents created by uniform Congressional ac- 
tion and utterance, when she asks to be admitted as she now stands, 
not as a favor, but as an equitable right. 

On February 19, 1890, the Senate of the United States ordered pub- 
lication of the report of its Committee on Territories on the bill before 
that Chamber for the admission of Idaho as a State. The report ends 
with the following recommendation: 


Tt is the conclusion of the committee that Idaho’s right to admission is full 
and complete. Some verbal and formal amendments to the bill are suggested, 
and so amended the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


Here was no partisan division, the report being unanimous. Theas- 
signed grounds of the recommendation are that the Territory is rich in 
natural resuurces; that its population and wealth are increasing at a 
rate that affords a sure prospect of a stable and prosperous common- 
wealth; that the inhabitants are of a high grade of intelligence and 
morals; that they have, by harmonious and non-partisan popular ac- 
tion, framed and adopted a State constitution the provisions of which 
are agreeifole to the Federal Constitution and in all other respects com- 
mendable; and that, in view of the present condition, substantial prog- 
ress, and assured future of the Territory, the time has arrived for re- 
deeming the standing Federal pledge of statehood, with full safety to 
Federal interests, 

The Committee on Territories of the House of Representatives has 
likewise submitted a similar report and recommendation upon a bill 
for the admission of the Territory as a State of the Union. This com- 
mittee reviews in much detail the characteristics and circumstances of 
the Territory and its people, and reports in favor of immediate admis- 


sion, 

The habitual deference paid by both Houses of Congress to the action 
and opinions of their committees leads the people of Idaho to entertain 
the strongest kind of hope and expectancy that these reports to the re- 
spective Honses will meet with the customary ratification by the votes 
of the two Chambers. 


PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE TERRITORY. 


Idaho lies between the forty-second and forty-ninth degrees of north 
latitude, having British Columbia on the north, Utah and Nevada on 
the south, Montana and Wyoming on the east, and Washington and 
Oregon on the west. Its area is 55,228,160 acres, or upwards of 86,000 
square miles; thus exceeding in size every State of the Union except 
Texas, California, Oregon, Nevada, Colorado, and Montana. Of this 
imperial domain fully 85 per cent. is adapted to industrial occupation, 
and the other 15 percent. hasa considerable aggregate of valuable tim- 
ber. 


The physical constitution of the Territory is worthy a brief atten- 
tion, Mountains rich in the precious metals stretch along its eastern 
frontier and in the center of the Territory, forming countless and fertile 
valleys, and innumerable like valleys are projected into the Territory 
from extensive and exterior mountain ranges lying south, southwest, 
and westward of Idaho. The Territory is a table-land, diversified by 
mountains, What is called Southern Idaho is an immense plateau, 
with an average elevation of fully 3,000 feet above the ocean level. In 
the northern partof the Territory is a very beautiful, fertile, and salu- 
brions lake region. The rest of the inhabitable parts of the Térritory 
may be classed as the valley lands. 

Idaho is richly watered. The great Snake River wanders along the 
eastern, southern, and western parts for upwards of a thousand miles 
before leaving the Territory, and its volume of water is enormous. The 
Clarke and Spokane Rivers are large streams in the north. The Sal- 
mon River crosses the center of the Territory from east to west, and the 
Clearwater River flows northwesterly across the Territory. Owing to 
the mountainous formation of the whole region, the tributaries of these 

t rivers are almost without number. Many of them, such as the 
$ isé, Payette, Weiser, and Wood, in the center and south, and the 

Coeur d’Aléne, St, Joseph, and Kootenai, in the north, have distinctive 
names and reputations, and outrank in size and volume some of the 


ae commercial rivers of the Atlantic Slope and the Mississippi 
alley. 

The important lakes of Idaho are Pend d’Oreille and Cœur d’ Aléne 
in the north and Bear Lake in the southeast. Of smaller lakes there 
are a considerable number, as would be natural in any such mountain- 
ous formation, 4 

Apart from the medicinal springs which constitute one of the phys- 
ical characteristics of Idaho, there are a vast number of pure springs 
which supply the domestic and industrial needs of the towns, villages, 
farms, ranches, and mining camps, Many are so large as to constitute 
natural reservoirs for irrigation. There can be no fear that the Terri- 
tory will ever run short of water for all its needs. 

The climate of Idaho is bracing but not severe, and is happily free 
from either torrid or frigid conditions. The atmosphere is unusually 
clear, bright, and dry, the average of fair days being three hundred per 
annum. The Rocky Mountains to the eastward shelter it from the 
blizzards and cyclones that sweep the Missouri Valley, and from the 
westward it receives the warm wind locally known as the ‘‘ Chinook.” 
It is owing to this warm current that the temperature belt is extended 
so far northward into British America, westward of the Kocky Mount- 
ains. The mean temperature is higher than that of Eastern and West- 
ern States of more southerly latitude. 

The inhumidity of the air gives the Territory an advantage which 
may be e pressed by saying that it would require a summer tempera- 
ture of 105° at Boisé City to make one as uncomfortable as 85° would 
do at New York or Boston, while 12° below zero at the Idahoan capi- 
tal would be no more severe than 8° above zero at the eastern ci 
named. Sunstrokes and frost-bitesareequally unknown. The charac- 
ter of the climate, supplemented by the elevation of the land above 
the sea-level, insuresan extraordinary salubrity. The scarcity of rain- 
fall is compensated by the ease with which irrigation is applied to land 
under cultivation. 

NATURAL RESOURCES OF IDAHO. 

One of the surest and steadiest sources of industry and wealthin the 
Territory is mining. Gold, silver, lead, copper, iron, salt,sulphur, mar- 
ble, limestone, sandstone, granite, and micaare abundant. Coal meas- 
ures are profusely spread over the Territory, but these deposits have 
not been sufliciently prospected to determine their value. In 1880, 
when placer-mining was about wo: ked ont, $1,634,637 represented the 
total value o! the prec ous metals obtained. Mechanical mining then 
came into vogue, and in 1889 the yield of gold was $3,204,500; of silver, 
$7,564,500; of lead, $6,490,000, and of copper, $85,600; or $17,344,600 
in all, The valne of the mines taken up is about $50,000,000, but all 
that has been done hardly amounts to a scratching of the surface. Ac- 
cording to the surveys of the mineral deposits, the business of mining 
is capable of extending over centuries of time. The Territory is now 
third on the list of bullion-producers and is expected to obtain the sec- 
ond place during the present year. 

Nearly 20 per cent. of the area of the Territory, or about 10,000,000 
acres, consists of timber land, producing oak, white and yellow pine, 
fir, cedar, spruce, and tamarack. This timber is habitually tall, large, 
and of dense growth, and easily gotten to market. The timber trade 
of the Territory shows a steady and vigorous growth. There are sev- 
eral hundred thousand acres of scattered timber not included in the 
forest lands, properly so called. Allowing for the destructive use of 
timber in the United States but having regard also to the competition 
ol other industries, localities, and materials, it is evident that the lum- 
ber interests of Idaho will afford employment and support for all that 
choose to turn to them for a great number of years—more years than 
need to be scanned by this generation. 

More than 35 per cent. of the area, or nearly 20,000,000 acres, is 
good grazing land. A recent live-stock return shows 385,896 cattle, 
123,840 horses, 2,480 mules, and 417,924 sheep, representing a value 
of $12,000,000 in round figures. So long as the Territory shall be in- 
habited by civilized man cattle-raising, horse-breeding, and wool-grow- 
ing are sure to be among the important industries. ‘This is insured by 
the gradual conversion of the method of business from the primitive 
range system to close herding and winter feeding, with their attendant 
inducement to introduce highly bred stock. For a numberof years to 
come, however, those who preier the range system will be able to find 
sufficient and proper lands, and the supply of natural grasses is simply 
inexhaustible. For winter grazing there is an abundance of sage and 
greasewood shrubs. The people of the Territory set a high value on 
their stock-raising resources and are never in want of a market. 

Now that the General Government is giving so much attention to 
increasing and varying the supply of food fishes throughout the Union, 
it may not be unimportant to mention that the people of Idaho might 
subsist on the trout, sturgeon, and red-fish that abound ani multiply 
in the innumerable streams of the Territory, if they should take chiefly 
to a piscatorial diet from taste or necessity, Trout, especially, are so 
plentiful that those who catch them for market do so by wagon-loads. 
Antelope, deer, wild duck, grouse, and quail are very plentiful among 
the eatable varieties of game in the Territory. In addition to these, 
the sporting and hunting resources of Idaho afford, in much abun- 
dance, grizzly, black, and cinnamon bears, elk, moose, California lion, 
yellow wolf, coyote, wolverine, lynx, four varieties of the fox, wild- 
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cat, mountain sheep, weasel, badger, marten, mink, four varieties of 
the squirrel, raccoon, jack rabbit, and other small game; also bald and 
golden eagles, wild swan, wild and a multitude of smaller land 
and water birds. The peltry trade will not be unimportant, and a 
stream of tourists, anglers, and hunters, in the not distant future, will 
solve the problem of working and living for a due proportion of the in- 
habitants; for nature has been very bountifal in natura! beauty and in 
native attractions for rod and gun, as well as in the natural wealth of 
the industrial kind. 
AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES OF IDAHO, 

Tho popular belief in and reliance upon agriculture as the chiefest 
source of national prosperity and the principal object of hnman indus- 
try renJler it fitting that this Territory, in asking to be admitted into 
the Union as a sovereign State, should traly exhibit her agricultural 
capacities, Her surface wealth in placer mining naturally left agri- 
culture to become an afterconsideration in the earlier days of her his- 
tory. In the same manner and for the same reason the agricultural 
aspects of California were disregarded for a season, but none would vent- 
ure to say now that agriculture is not the leading industry of the 
Golden State. Furthermore, Idaho being in the so-called arid region, 
it needed the popular understanding and appreciation of the place and 
function of irrigation in the economic system to realize the agricultu- 
ral position and prospects of the Territory. The theory and practice 
of irrigation have now been sufficiently developed to enable a trust- 
worthy agricultural estimate of Idaho to be made. 

Although irrigation is in its earliest infancy, 6,000,000 acres of the 
arid belt have already been successfully and profitably reclaimed. In 
this widespread and scattered reclamation Idaho has shared to the ex- 
tent of over 12 percent. The Director of the Geological Survey, Major 
Powell, to whom the country is indebted for its fullest and most accu- 
rate knowledge of irrigation, has stated and explained that irrigation 
implies neither a defect nor a disadvantage; that it is a better fertilizer 
than rainfall; that the bright skies of the arid region are more fuvor- 
able to vegetation than cloudy skies; that the arid soil is the most fer- 
tile soil, so that irrigation is now opening the best lands of the Union 
to cultivation; that irrigable soils are more productive than those fer- 
tilized by showers, and that irrigation is favorable to the creation of a 
numerous class of comparatively small proprietors, because, owing to 
the interstate questions arising respecting the use and direction of the 
water supply, the General Government must control the subject of 
irrigation, and so incidentally defeat attempts at monopolization which 
could only produce an undesirable class of hired farm laborers or rack- 
Tented tenants. 

Major Powell estimates the average first cost of irrigation at $10 per 
acre for the irrigable part of the arid region; but in Idaho the first cost 
has thus far been considerably less than $3 per acre, which is a favora- 
ble indication for the Territory at large, though the cost must necessa- 
rily average higher as the more difficult part of the irrigable lands are 
brought under the system. 

The waters of the Snake River are the most important for irrigation 
use in Idaho at present, but there are almost innumerable other streams 
and bodies of water thatcan be tuined to the same account. 

About 3V per cent. of the area of the Territory, or 16,000,000 acres, 
is agricultural land, and of this 14,000,008 acres are of exceptional 
richness. The Snake River plateau, occupying the eastern, southern, 
and southwestern parts of Idaho, contains 5,000,000 of these acres, the 
rest being disposed in numberless valleys of all sizes, from very small 
to very t. Something less than one-half of the aggregate area of 
agricultural land is in Northern Idaho, and nearly ail of this proportion 
is fertile without irrigation. The valuable irrigable lands amount to 
upwards of 6,000,000 acres, being 43 per cent. of the really desirable 
lands. The waste lands, attractive neither for mining, lumbering, 
grazing, nor agriculture, are under 15 percent. of the whole area of 
the Territory, including the water area. 

The valley soils consist of a dark, deep loam, with gravel subsoil, 
well drained and highly fertilized by the vegetable and mineral wash 
from the mountains. The plateau soils contain a very large proportion 
of vegetable mold. The alkali soils are of very limited extent and 
so disposed as not to interfere with agriculture. They have now avalue 
for their cattle grass, but when needed for cultivation in the future 
they can he reclaimed by leaching and converting into what the prin- 
a pe thao of the Geological Survey deems ‘‘among the most fertile” 
of 80 

Some concention of the agricultural future of Idaho may be had by 
considering that when the lands that may be profitably irrigated are 
so redeemed the area of the practicable and valuable arable lands will 
equal one-half of the whole area of the great State of Ohio, 

The average yield of wheat to the acre in Idaho is 30 bushels, as 
against 17 in California and 13 in the East; rye, 25 bushels, as against 
15 in California and the East; oats, 55 bushels, as against 30 in Cali- 
fornia and 31 in the East; barley, 40 bushels, as against 23 in California 
and the Fast; and potatoes, 25” bushels, as against 114 in California 
and 69 in the East. The average yield of hay is 5 tons to the acre, 
Corn grows well in Southern Idaho, averaging 35 bushels, to 34 in Cali- 
fornia and 26 in the East. ‘Tobacco and sweet potatoes are also profit- 
ably grown in the south. 


The official statistics of agriculture for 1889 show a production of 
4,000,000 bushels of wheat, over 2,000,000 bushels of oats, 1,000,000 
bushels of barley, 65,000 bushels of rye, 50,000 bushels of corn, 555,- 
0U0 bushels of flax-seed, 17,350 bushels of grass-seed, 1,000,000 bushels 
of potatoes, 850,000 bushels of other vegetables, and 424,740 tons of 
hay. That this was below the actual product is probable from the dif- 
ficulty of reporting every case of production. 

The readiness and cheapness with which the extensive areas of sage- 
brush lands can be converted to fruit farms have laid the foundations 
of a great fruit-growing industry. Apples, pears, peaches, nectarines, 
apricots, plums, prunes, and grapes are now good marketable crops, 
apples growing remarkably well—as much as 2 bushels per tree ina 
young orchard—and finding a quick sale. Among the smaller fruits, 
strawberries are cultivated at a good pr. fit and command a ready mar- 
ket, and a similar remark may be made as to raspberries, blackberries, 
and dewberries. An ofħcial return of fruit culture shows that in 18-9 
there were marketed 275,000 bushels of apples, 30,000 bushels of pears, 
34,450 boxes of peaches, 34,350 boxes of plums and prunes, 18,000 
boxes of grapes, and 75,000 baskets of berries. These totals would be a 
little swelled by the transactions that escaped enumeration. 

In the presence of the facts and figures that have now been given 
respecting the agricultural capacities of Idaho, it must be with a grim 
humor that one reads, in the narratives and reports of twenty and as 
late as ten or twelve years ago. that Idaho is a bleak and sterile coun- 
try, resorted to by daring and adve iturous men for the purpose of 
picking enough gold from the surface to enable them to live in com- 
fort elsewhere. , Such mistakes were common as to the whole Rocky 
Mountain region, from the British to the Mexican boundary, but the 
preset condition, as to population, society, and agricultural! industry 
of Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona, 
is their best refutation. Orderly communities inhabit these States 
and Territories, livingin unexampled abundance, under skies as genial 
as those of Southern Europe, and their treasures in precious minerals 
are simply an addition to the more ordinary sources of wealth and 
employment. 

The growth and movement of population and the occupation and de- 
velopment of the public domain have forever eflaced from the maps of 
the United States the legend Great American Desert, borne by them 
so long. This “desert,” says the Director of the Geological Survey, 
consists of lands more fertile and productive than the American farmer 
has yet been privileged to cultivate. All that is needed to unlock their 
potentiality is that the evaporated waters, which in rainfall regions 
are returned to the earth in capricious and often injurious showers, shall 
be conducted back to the soi) by the hand and art of man atsuch times 
and in such manner and quantity as best accords with the special ne- 
cessities created by the practice of tillage. 

A fact bearing upon the fature capacity and resources of Idaho is 
that, upto the present time, not more than one-tenth of the useful area 
of the Territory has been appropriated. Thus a magnificent endow- 
ment of natural resources remains for the support and enrichment ot 
succeeding generations, to say nothing of the reproductive capabilities 
of present animal and vegetable life, and the new creations of pro- 
ductive industry. 

POPULATION OF THE TERRITORY. ’ 

By the Federal census of 1880 the population of Idaho was 32,619 
persons, whereof one in five were children of school age. From the 
statistics gathered by the Bureau of Education and from the rapid 
flow of adult immigration during the past two years, there is good 
reason to believe that the ratio has declined toa little more than one in 
seven. But letting the higher ratio stand and applying it to the care- 
ful, but unavoidably incomplete enrollment of children of school ave 
made last year, the population would be close upon 120,000 persons, 
not including the 4,500 Indians. A 

If it be assumed that only one child in twenty has missed in making 
a school enrollment over so large and thinly settled an area, that very 
reasonable assumptiun would carry the population to quite 125,000, 
and if there should be the further assumption that the true ratio is 
one child of school age to six of the population, that exceedingly reason- 
able assumption would carry the population to 140,000 souls at least. 
The average annual gain in population from 1881 to 1889, inclusive, 
was 10,500, which would make the population slightly over 127,000. 
Beginning with 1887, however, the average an sual growth has been 
14,500, and by estimating on that basis the population would be 140,000 
and a trifle over. It seems certain that the population is somewhere 
between 120,000 and 140,000 persons, and between those limits it must 
rest till the new census shall be taken. 

The people of Idaho are very largely of native birth, and principally 
from the New England, Western, and Southwestern States. The leading 
foreign elements are Scandinavian, German, Canadian, and British. 
The health of the population is admirable, dry air, bright skies, a 
moderatetemperature, an elevated situation, and freedom from swamps 
and. other aids to malaria reducing disease and death to a minimum. 
The rate of mortality is but four in a thousand, as against eight in Or- 
exon, the healthiest of States. While the death-rat+ will naturally 
increase with the growth of density in population and of town life and 
the addition of larger proportions of infantile and aged elements to the 
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whole number of inhabitants, the salubrity of Idaho must long remain 
superior to a rate of 18 per 1,000, which is that of Massachusetts; of 
nearly 16 in Nety York, 11 in Ohio and Indiana, upwards of 9 in Michi- 

and Wisconsin, 15 in Missouri, 12 in Kansas, upwards of 10 in 
RE and Alabama, and 16 in California. 

‘The sani statistics of the American, British, and French armies 
and the ian Northwest force show that, while the deaths of sol- 
diers in garrison are only 3.74 per thousand in Idaho, they are 4.76 in 
the Dakotas, 6.05 on the great lakes, 6.88 on the Pacific coast, 17.83 
on the Atlantic coast, 22.50 on the Gulf coast, 10 in the south of 
France, a health resort; 14.50 in Algiers, another sanitarium; 7.5 at 
Gibraltar, in the sanitary zone of the Mediterranean; 12 in Australia, 
6.50 in Eastern Canada, and only 3.4 at the station in British Colum- 
bia immediately north of Idaho and having a similar climate. 

PUBLIC EDUCATION, 


The one institution of Idaho whereof the people are most proud, in 
which they take the liveliest interest, and upon which they spend their 
means without stint is the public-school system. Under a compulsory 
school law more than 13,000 children, organized into nearly 450 schools 
and occupying 300 school buildings, which dot and glorify the Terri- 
tory, are the actual daily wards of the community during the school 
term. The people have spent $350,000 on these buildings and their 
fixtures; they are spending some $200,000 for current expenses this 

t year, and the increase and maintenance of schools is costing 
them at the rate of $75,000 per year over each preceding year. They 
employ good teachers, to whom they pay good salaries, and the school 
fund is so promptly and liberally supplied that the session of 1889 
opened with a clear balance of $40,000 in the treasury. 

Take the Eastern States of New Hampshire and Connecticut, the 
Middle States of New York and New Jersey, the Southern States of 
North Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, and Mississippi, the Northwestern 
States of Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, the Southwestern 
States of Kentucky, Missouri, and Kansas, and the far Western States 
of Colorado, California, and Oregon—they have an average population 
of 49 to the square mile. Idaho has, at most, but 1.56 persons to the 
square mile. If, with regard to the distribution of population, her 
school attendance were as 1 to 20, as compared with the average attend- 
ance of the States named, she would be doing well. As a matter of 
fact, it is greater than as 1 to 2, so that she is doing more than ten 
times as well asshe might be expected to do in the matter of attendance, 
This comparison shows how earnest and devoted her people are to the 
cause of popular education. 

But the whole story has not been told. The ratio of children of 
school age to the whole population in the States named is 18.56 per 
eent., but in Idaho it is but 16.66 per cent.; soshe might do worse 
than as 1 to 20 in the matter of school attendance and still be doing 
relatively as well as the average of the eighteen States selected for 
illustration. 

The people of Idaho are neither so rude norso sordid as to be blind 
or deal to the advantages or claims of higher education. They are 
building a home fora Territorial university at a cost of $75,000, and 
have imposed on themselves a special tax of one-twentieth of 1 per 
cent. on the assessed value of their taxable property for its presentin- 
stitution and maintenance. When Idaho shall have become a State 
and its lands shall have reached a good value, this university will have 
a rich endowment, already provided by the wisdom of the Federal Con- 


Supplementary to the public school system are numerous private and 
denominational schools, established by individual enterprise and relig- 
ious zeal. 

For the service of religion churches have been erected ata cost of 
$225,000 or thereabouts, 

There are forty-one newspapers to inform and instruct the people of 
the Territory. 

MEANS OF COMMUNICATION, 

Two great trunk lines of railway connect Idaho with the rest of the 
civilized world. The Union Pacific rans east and west and north and 
south, across Central and Southern Idaho, The Northern Pacific runs 
east and west across Northern Idaho. Local railways supplement these 
greater agencies. There are 894 miles of railway in operation and 535 
miles in various stages of location and construction. 

There are more than 900 miles of telegraph lines in the Territory. 

INDUSTRIAL STATISTICS AND INFORMATION. 

There were 600,000 acres of land in cultivation in 1889, producing more 
than 7,000,000 bushels of cereals, nearly 2,000,000 bushels of vegeta- 
bles, upwards of 400,000 tons of hay, aud large and small fruits in the 
quantities already stated. The wool clip was over 2,000,000 pounds. 

Nearly 1,800,000 acres of tillable land are in preparation for culti- 
yation, part of them included in the 400,000 acres entered at the land 
offices during the year. 

The mineral yield, in spite of a bad year from drought, was more 
than $17,000,000, and some of it from the richest ores known to the 
annals of mining. 

The products of 1889 had a market value of $27,000,000, and 350,000 
tons of freight were moved during the year. 


Large stocks of goods are carried by the merchants; mercantile prof- 
its average 20 per cent. net; the average rate of interest is 12 per cent., 
wages are $4 to $5 per day for artisans and $2 to $2.50 per day for un- 
skilled laborers, and living expenses as a whole are not more than 10 
per cent, above Eastern rates. 

In Northern Idaho the chiefindustries are mining, lumbering, cereals, 
and fruits. Burke, Coeur d’Aléne, Moscow, Lewiston, Mullen, Post 
Falls, Murray, Grangeville, Wallace, Mount Idaho, and Wardner are 
the important towns. 

Northeastern Idaho is devoted to mining, cereals, and fruits, and 
has also rich stores of timber. Salmon City and Challis are the prin- 
cipal towns. 

Central Idaho is a great mining, lumbering, and grazing district. 

West Central Idaho is distinctively a mining district. 

South Central Idaho is a mining and grazing region. Bellevue, 
Shoshone, Hailey, Mountain Home, Albion, and Ketchum are large and 
busy towns, 

Eastern Idaho is an agricultural and stock-raising district. Soda 
Springs is a famed sanitarium and pleasure resort, with magnificent 
hotels and appurtenances. Blackfoot, Pocatello, and Eagle Rock are 
also important towns. 

Southeastern Idaho is noted for fruits, cereals, grazing, cattle, and 
lumbering. Franklin, Malad City, and Montpelier are notable towns, 

Western Idaho is an agricultural, grazing, and fruit country. Boisé 
City, the Territorial capital, and Caldwell, Silver City, Weiser, Pay- 
ette, and Salubria, important towns, are in this section. 

Southern Idaho is an agricultural and grazing district and contains 
much building stone. 

This review of the Territory by sections shows that its industries 
are diversified and that it already has numerous seats of trade and 
manufacture, 

FINANCIAL CONDITION OF THE TERRITORY. 


The estimated value of real and personal property, including market- 
atle mines, is about $100,000,000, and is growing at the rate of 15 
to 20 per cent. annually. The total cost of general and local govern- 
ment is $533,000, of which only $28,000 comes from the national 
Treasury. The expense of Territorial government, excluding the Fed- 
eral contribution, is $84,000, and is met by a levy of 3.5 mills per $1 
on taxable property, assessed at about 40 per cent. of its real value, 
and some license and poll taxes. The Territorial debt is $146,715.06, 
but there is a balance of $60,000 in the treasury, and there are public 
buildings costing $150,000. 

In 1891 indebtedness to the amount of $47,000 will mature, and it 
can be paid, and $4,700 in annual interest- saved thereafter, without 
increase of taxation. Part of the remaining debt is provided for by a 
sinking fund, and, so far as can be seen, the whole debt will disappear 
without raising the taxes. The estimated additional cost of State gov- 
ernment will be less than 2 mills upon the hundred dollars, and, as the 
people are now paying less than 7 mills per hundred dollars upon the 
actual value of their property for the whole expense of central and local 
government, the increase will not be appreciably felt, while statehood 
will bring them a large accession of population and capital. 

PREPARATION FOR STATEHOOD. 

After Idaho had been an organize Territory for twenty-six years 
the Committee on Territories of the United States Senate reported a bill 
providing for her admission to the Union. The bill died on the Calen- 
dar of the Fiftieth Congress; but, acting pursuant to its moral force and 
authority, the Democratic governor of the Territory issued a call for 
a convention to frame a State constitution, which call was ratified and 
repeated by his Republican successor. Party divisions were not re- 
garded in the selection of delegates, nor was there a material prepon- 
derance of either political party in the membership of the convention. 

A constitution was framed by the labors of 69 out of the whole num- 
ber of 72 members of the convention. It was then with due deliber- 
ation submitted to a popular vote, which resulted in 12,398 ballots for 
and 1,733 ballotsagainst its adoption. This constitution has been ex- 
amined by the Committees on Territories of the two Houses of Congress 
and has met their approval. Whensoever it may please the Congress 
of the United States to pass an act for theadmission of Idaho into the 
family of States, this constitution, prepared for the people by the peo- 
ple, will enable the change or political status to be effected without 
public or private injury or inconvenience. 

The minority of the Committee on Territories has seen fit to make a 
report against our admission. It becomes my duty to discuss it, but 
before doing so I will ask the Clerk to read what I now send to the 


desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
[Headquarters Democratic Territorial central committee. Francis E. aga 


ty 
City, Ada County. Executive committee: Charles O. Stevenson, chairman; 


Borsé Orry, Ipano, March 10, 1890. 
Ata meeting of the Democratic Territorial central committee of Idaho Terri- 
tory, held at the capitol, in Boisé City, on September 10, A. D. 1889, the follow- 
ing resolutions were unanimously adopted, to wit: 
Resolved, That the Democratic party of Idaho Territory through its represent- 


+ 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2941 


atives, the central committee, heartily indorses the movement in behalf of 
statehood, and we pledge ourselves to use every endeavor to secure the ratifica- 
tion by the people of the constitution framed and submitted by the constitu- 
tional convention recently in session in Boisé City. 

Resolved, That the Democratic county committees of the variouscounties be 
instructed to use every effort to present the constitution fairly before the peo- 
ple and bring out the full vote of the party at the election in November next. 

Resolved, That E. A. Stevenson, George Ainslie, and Jas, H. Wickersham are 
hereby appointed the agents of this committee to act in behalf of this commit- 
tee, with like agents already appointed by the Republican Territorial central 
committee, to devise ways and means to properly present before the people the 
benefits to be derived through the admission of Idaho as a State, 

J, the undersigned, secretary of the Democratic Territorial central commit- 
tee of Idaho Territory, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a true 
and correct copy of the resolutions adopte¢ by the said committee on September 


10, 1889, 
JAMES H. WICKERSHAM, 
Secretary. 


~ Wasnuixeron, D. C., March 31, 1890. 
To the Democratic Members of the Fifty-first Congress: 

I have the honor of handing you a copy of a telegram received by me from 
Idaho on yesterday: 


“Borsé Crry, IDAHO, March 29, 1890, 


“Hon. GEORGE AINSLIE, 
“ Met: itan Hotel: 
“ Democratic Territorial central committee in session unanimously requested 
Democratic members of Congress to yote for admission of Idaho. 
“F, E. ENSIGN, Chairman. 
“J. H. WICKERSHAM, Secretary.” 


I can assure you that such action of the committee reflects the sentiments of 
the Democracy of Idaho beyond question. 


Respectfally, 
GEORGE AINSLIE, Ex-Delegate from Idaho. 


Mr. DUBOIS. It is very plain that the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and his colleagues who sign the minority 
report do not represent the Democratic party of Idaho or any portion 
of it. They themselves even will not claim that they represent the 
Republicans of Idaho. Whom, then, do they represent? They repre- 
sent the Mormon Church and nothing and nobody else. 

Could partisan zeal go to more extreme limits? I do not believe they 
can command the solid support of the gentlemen on that side of the 
Chamber on this proposition. 

I desire to state now that I will be glad to answer any questions 
which may be asked concerning any statements I may make respecting 
the Mormons. Having lived among these people and studied their sys- 

-tem and having been brought in contact with their modes of life, I 
speak from actual knowledge. Should the members of the minority 
committee or others, in their defense of Mormonism, undertake to 
quote any authorities from Idaho newspapers or individuals, I trust 
they will extend the same courtesy to me and allow me the privilege 
of questioning them. I presume the country desires facts on this im- 
portant subject. 

As soon as our constitution was submitted to Congress the Mormons 
appeared here throngh a retained attorney, one of the ablest in the 
country, and fought the progress of the bill step by step before the Sen- 
ate and then the House committee. em 

"The attorney was untiringly assisted by the Delegate from Utah, a 
Mormon, and by the leading Mormon of Idaho, William Budge, a presi- 
dent of a ‘‘stake.’’ President Budge well represented his people, for 
he stated to each committee that at the present time he was blessed 
with three wives. No one else from Idaho, nor the representatives of 

ny one else from Idaho, appeared against our constitution or against 
statehood. Yet, in the face of the fact that both political partiés in 
Idaho are a unit for statehood under this constitution, the minority 
of the Committee on Territories totally disregard their wishes and do 
the bidding of the Mormon chiefs; and, to emphasize the fact that they 
intend to represent the Mormons, they object to but one clause of our 
constitution, that which is aimed at this organization. Does it count 
for nothing that the Supreme Court of the United States has unani- 
mously afürmed the constitutionality of this very clause? It seems 
not. 

Does it connt for nothing that Congress has passed laws excluding 
bigamists and polygamists from the franchise? It seems not, for the 
minority insist that while yet ina Territory bigamists and polygamists 
shall be permitted to vote for delegates to a constitutional convention, 
the Edmunds law to the contrary notwithstanding. This is the lan- 
guage of the minority: 

Provided, That no parson otherwise qualified shall be denied the right to 
vote at said election (for dele ) because of alleged crime, for which the pun- 
ishment embraces disfranchisement asa part of the penalty therefor, except 
where he has been duly convicted thereof by a court of competent j iction, 
i The language of the Edmunds law, passed March 22, 1882, is as fol- 

ows: 

Src. 8. That no polygamist or bigamist or any person cohabiting with more 
than one woman, and no woman cohabiting with any of the persons described 
as aforesaid in this section, in any Territory or other place over which the United 
States have exclusive jurisdiction, shall be entitled to vote at any election held 
in any such Territory. 

Nothing is said in this law about conviction. 

The minority also recommend the adoption of an additional proviso 
to section 1 of the bill, namely, making it a fundamental condition to 
our admission that no one shall be denied the right of suffrage unless 
convicted of crime and that the Legislature shall giveits assent to that 


fundamental condition. In other words, they insist that bigamists and 
polygamists shall vote in Idaho Territory, when the Edmunds law 
says they shall not vote, and they insist that bigamists and polygamists 
shall always vote in the State of Idaho, when the people of that State 
clearly and distinctly insist that they shall never vote. ‘The minority 
say: 

We insist, therefore, that when Idaho is admitted it shall not be with a pro- 
vision in the constitution which deprives a citizen of the right of suffrage or 
of the right to serve on juries and to hold office because of alleged crime of 
which the pany has not been convicted. We insist that these disqualifications 
shall only result from a conviction of crime. 

Methinks they insist too much. What right or precedent have they 
to impose upon Idaho conditions which have never been imposed upon 
any State coming into the Union? Heretofore and always the qual- 
ified electors of the Territory only have been allowed to vote on the con- 
stitution. There is nothing in the Mormon system so commendable 
as to call for sucha radical and unjust departure in their behalf. Should 
the minority prevail, bigamy and polygamy will be firmly fastened 
upon the State of Idaho. 

‘The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. WASHINGTON] signs this report. 
Let us see what the constitution of Tennessee says on the subject of 
franchise. By article 9: 

Ministers of the 1 hold office, also persons who den 
Gad oe ek nee sone are forbidden to hold office, pe y 

Yet the gentleman from Tennessee signs a report which says: 


We insist thatin Idaho disqualifications for holding office shall only result 
from a conviction of crime. 


The people of Idaho say bigamists and polygamists shall not hold 
office in Idaho, the people of Tennessee say ministersof the gospel shall 
not hold office in Tennessee. 

The State of Texas, whose Representative, Judge KILGORE, signs this 
report, disqualifies paupers. Several States disqualify those who fight 
duels, send or accept challenges to fight duels, or aid or assist others to 
fight duels, without requiring a conviction, as Virginia, Indiana, Kan- 
sas, Kentucky, Michigan, and others. 

Running through the debates in Congress on the laws affecting the 
Mormons, I notice that those who uphold the institution invariably 
preface their remarks with the earnest statement that they themselves 
are opposed to bigamy and polygamy, but, forsooth, their conscience 
and regard for the Constitution will not permit them to vote for any 
measure which will tend to destroy these practices. In our country 
we have a genus homo called ‘*Jack-Mormon,’’ an individual or class 
of individuals who do not belong to the Mormon church, who profess 
abhorrence of polygamy, yet who are ever found doing the bidding of 
Mormon priests and fighting with them to render futile the laws aimed 
at the destruction of their pernicious practices. 

I observe that the minority in their report iterate and reiterate that 
they must not be classed with the sympathizers of polygamy, yet they 
would force us to eradicate the only laws which have been at all ef- 
fective in checking this crime. If the distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] were in Idaho I fear he would be classed as 
a ‘* Jack-Mormon.” 

Why is it, gentlemen of the minority, that there has dlways been 
bitter strife and contention between the Mormons and their neighbors? 

Why were they driven from Ohio to Missouri, from Missouri to Tli- 
nois, from Illinois to Iowa, then across the trackless desert? Why, 
now, do men range themselves solidly into hostile classes of Mormons 
and anti-Mormons in Utah and Idaho? Does it bode no significance 
to the minority that every American citizen brought in contact with 
this organization is opposed to it? No question has ever confronted 
citizens of our country, save this one, which absolutely and surely 
breaks down party lines. The Mormons claim to be Democrats, yet 
every Democrat in Idaho is in favor of this clause. 

In Utah, where the evil is greater, they do not even have Democratic 

and Republican parties and never have had. Will you attempt to, 
answer with the stale and unprofitable slanders that the Gentiles want 
their property, and the scheme isa political one? Will you not for 
once calmly and honestly confront the cold fact that here is a theocracy, 
made worse because its foundation stone is polygamy, in whose pol- 
luted embrace every tender and fond recollection of mother and home 
withers and dies? Could you but see, as I have seen, the wretched 
and appalling misery and degradation of polygamist women and chil- 
dren, you would stop at no legal means to destroy the power of a cor- 
rupt hierarchy which holds its fanatical and ignorant followers in an 
iron grasp. 
I have seen three sisters living in one room and each raising a fam- 
ily to the same husband. I have seen a mother and daughter who 
were married to the same husband. I haveseenan alleged second wife 
on the witness stand and heard her swear that she was not married to 
the defendant, and heard her father, mother, sisters, and brothersswear 
to the same thing while at the time she was the mother of one child 
by him and pregnant with another. 

I have heard time and time again a father or mother swear they did 
not know who the father of their daughter’s children was, nor did they 
feel curious to inquire. These are not exceptions which Icite. Every 
term of court brings numerous cases of this character. 
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No crime can be greater, in my estimation, than to bring children 
into the world with this brand upon them, without the ability to tur- 
nish sufficient nourishment for their bodies and none for their minds, 
Bat with all its hideousness polygamy is not what impels the fiercely 
partisan ex-Conlederate Democrat from Tennessee and the unyielding 
ex-Union Republican from Illinois to range themselves under the same 
banner, in opposition to this so-called church, so soon as they come in 
contact with it. 

No matter how different the methods of the ex-Confederate and ex- 
Unionist, each is loyal to his Government and jealous of its fame and 
power, and their differences melt away as the snow before our ‘‘ Chi- 
nook’? winds when the startling truth quickly and inevitably dawns 
upon them that here is an organization, firmly intrenched, which is 
hostile to the Government and its laws in every fiber; that here isa 
government within our Government in which the priests are supreme 
and the followers slaves, They quickly recognize that there is but one 
law, that of the theocracy; they. feel instinctively, it is in the very 
air, that they are dealing with an organized community which has not 
one element of democracy in it, 

‘There is absolutely no difference of opinion, and all who live among 
these people are irresistibly led to the same conclusion. They all know 
that every privilege which is granted this community they use not as 
other citizens, to build up and strengthen the nation, but to aestroy it. 
These facts are patent, and you must deal with them as statesmen, and 
not as partisans, All the high civil and ecclesiastical offices were for- 
merly lodged in the hands of the polygamists. The polygamists can 
not hold civil office now, but they control the politics of the organiza- 
tion as firmly as of old, and still retain the chief offices of the church. 
They are the dictators. When you break down polygamy, the insti- 
tution will crumble to pieces; when you break down the political power 
of the institution, which is the source of strength to polygamy, it will 
perish, 

In this connection I call your attention to the very significant fact 
that the polygamous Mormonsare the ones who represented their church 
here and opposed this constitution; they are the ones who are vitally 
interested; it is nota matter of such deep concern by far to the mo- 

ous Mormons. 

The effect of this legislation in Idaho has been extremely good, and 
if we are admitted as a State with this clause in our constitution the 
monogamous Mormons, who compose the large majority of the orgau- 
ization, as the polygamists themselves persistently state, will either 
demand that polygamy be abandoned as the foundation stone of the 
institution or the monogamists will abandon the church. 

The monogamists will not consent to be deprived of political privi- 
Jeges in order to maintain the doctrine of polygamy which they them- 
selves do not practice. Either of these courses will be fatal to the 
polygamists who now, as always, absolutely rule the church. When 
polygamy is abandoned the members will commence to think for them- 
selves, wil] refuse to be governed in all their temporal affairs by their 
leaders, will divide on political lines, and will become the same as 
members of any other church organization. When the monogamists 
leave the church and refuse itand polygamy their support the polyga- 
mists will occupy the position of ordinary criminals and will quickly 
meet the fate of other criminals. 

In 1884~85 the Legislature of Idaho passed a law which deprived 
of the franchise those who are bigamists or polygamists or who belong 
to an organization which practices, teaches, and encourages bigamy or 

lygamy. The vote was ically unanimous. Two successive 

islatures have confirmed the law. The same law was putin ourcon- 
stitution by a unanimous vote both in convention and at the polls. I 
do not deny that iis object was to take the political power away from 
the Mormons. We defend it on that ground. We claim that it is a 
duty we owe our State and country to protect the State against the in- 
sidious and constant attacks of an alien government. 

The delegates charged by their fellow-citizens with the preparation 
` of a State constitution for Idaho rightly considered themselves bound 
to so frame that instrument as to afford guaranties to the Federal Gov- 
ernment that the State, when admitted, would become and remain a 
useful and creditable member of the Union, and guaranties to the peo- 
ple of Igaho that the constitution made for them would secure to them 
and to their posterity the blessings of political liberty and social in- 
tegrity. In other words, the framers of this constitution sought, by 
its agency and assistance, to found an American State, with all the 
traditional and wholesome characteristics of sucha community. In pur- 
suit of this object, the constitutional convention was confronted by the 
fact that a part of the inhabitants of Idaho, numbering between one- 
ninth and one-tenth of the present population, were organized into a 
religious body, holding and exercising a doctrine professedly based on 
divine revelation, one of the tenets of which doctrine is that polyg- 
amous marriage is lawful, meritorious, and beneficial. 

There are now forty-two States in the American Union, and in each 
of them the form of government is republican and the political insti- 
tutions are those of an advanced democracy. That is to say, there is no 
State in the Union having any other form or operation of government 
than that of a governmentof the people, by the people themselves. In 
each of these States the social structure of the community, which un- 


derlies and precedes the political institutions, is based upon a family 

organization wherein monogamous marriage is alone recognized or per- 

mitted and wherein the practice of bigamy or polygamy is prohibited. 
and treated as an assault upon the safety and welfare of the Common- 

wealth and pursued and punished at the public expense as a crime 

against the State. 

Furthermore, the people of these forty-two States are organized into 
a Federal Union, and, through their Federal legislative, executive, and 
judicial departments of government, they enforce monogamons and sup- 
press bigamous and polygamous marriage in those parts of the national 
territory not within the boundaries of any State. In view of these 
examples the people of Idaho could not hope for nor expect admission 
into the Union, unless they could show the taking of reasonable pre- 
cautions, in their organic instrument of government, for the mainte- 
nance and vindication of the only kind of marriage admitted or per- 
mitted by public law or public sentiment throughout the length and 
breadth of the United States. 

At present, in Idaho, this kind of marriage is under the patronage 
and protection of the Federal Government, the laws of which forbid 
and suppress bigamy or polygamy within the Territory; but after the 
admission of Idaho as a State of the Union the enforcement of monog- 
amy must depend wholly upon the State, How the people of Idaho 
propose to provide for the contingency is disclosed in section 3, article 
6, of the constitution for the proposed State. The provisions of that 
section, so faras they relate to bigamy and polygamy, are substantially 
identical with the statute law of the Territory on the same subjects, 
and the legality of the statute has been recently and unanimously af- 
firmed by the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Davis 
against Beason, No. 1261 of the October term, 1889. Nothing is leit, 
therefore, for present consideration but the question of the policy of 
the polygamy clauses of the constitution adopted for and by the ex- 
pectant State. 

The polygamists of Idaho, including both those who merely profess 
and those who actually practice polygamy, are an inconsiderable mi- 
nority of the population. Individually considered, their profession of 
polygamy, being at war with the profession and practice of the whole 
of the civilized world, is not dangerous, and the individual practice of 
it could be met by the common-law provisions and remedies against 
bigamy, adultery, and fornication. But, unhappily for all parties, the 
porani of Idaho can not be individually considered. They be- 

ong, each and ail, to a theocracy, set up and maintained within the 

sphere and limits of the democracy constituting the United States of 
America. All other members of this democracy, whatever their re- 
ligious beliefs, professions, and practices, reserve to themselves their 
individual freedom and independence in public affairs, and do not look 
further than to human advice and guidance in the shaping and per- 
forming of their political action. 

Not so with the polygamists of Idaho. To them polygamy comes as a 
divine revelation and injunction, designed for the spiritual and eternal 
exaltation of those who accept and exemplify the revelation. If this 
religious doctrine was of such a form and structure that the exempli- 
fication of it was, in each case of its acceptance, to be postponed to a 
future stage and state of existence, the matter would not come within 
the domain of civic policy orhuman law. Unfortunately, the doctrine 
is so constituted that the practice of it is to begin and endure on earth, 
and thus a rivalry and conflict is precipitated within the sphere of hu- 
man society and of human regulation for the government of that so- 
ciety. 

The laws of civilized communities not providing for the practice of 
polygamy, but, on the contrary, being directed to its suppression, it 
follows that polygamy can only be practiced ontside the territorial 
jurisdiction of civic law orin defianceor evasion of thatlaw. In Idaho 
those who profess and practice polygamy reside within the jurisdiction 
of civic Jaw and can only enforce their profession or practice by viola- 
tion of the law, to which every inhabitant of the Territory is equally 
subject. In order to facilitate this violation of the common law of the 
Territory, the members of the body by which the doctrine of polygamy 
is held as a religions tenet, being the denomination commonly known 
as the Mormon Church, mingle their spiritual and temporal concerns 
in such wise and to such extent as to subordinate their secular conduct 
as members of the body politic to the advice, control, and direction of 
their religious superiors, who have no lawful authority whatever in 
secular matters, and in case of conflict between the law of the church 
and the law of the Territory or of the Union preference is given to the 
former, both as a matter of principle and conduct, wherever and when- 
ever the preference can be practically effected or attempted. 

The people of Idaho, without wish or procurement of their own, are 
thus brought face to face with the question whether or not any indi- 
vidual among them, upon plea of conscience or religion, shall be ex- 
empted from prohibitions which the great majority, in common with 
the vast majority of their race, deem essential to the safety and per- 
petuity of civilization, and permitted to pursue practices, form connec- 
tions, and help to found a social system which, in the belief and opinion 
of this vast majority, would undermine morality, weaken infelligence, 
impair energy and enterprise, degrade women, debase men, deprive chil- 
dren of necessary example and discipline, substitute for the stability of 
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the family group a fluctuating and temporary relation, based on sordid 
considerations of convenience or sexual passion, and ultimately destroy 
the State. Upon such a question there can be but one decision. 

If the State constitution for Idaho had provided that any person who 
should practice, aid, or encourage polygamy should not be permitted 
to gain or retain a residence within the expectant State it would have 
gone no further than the exigency justified-or than the Federal law 
has gone in excluding incongruous, enfeebled, and corrupt elements 
from the population of the Union. But the Idaho constitution stops 
very far short of remedies with which the people of the United States 
are already familiar and which they have themselves adopted. This 
constitution simply proposes to disqualify as an elector, a juror, or an 
office-holder any person who practices bigamy or polygamy or who 
teaches, counsels, encourages, or aids others to engage in bigamy or po- 
lygamy, or who adheres to, supports, aids, or encourages any organiza- 
tion that teaches, counsels, encourages, or aids persons to engage in 
bigamy or polygamy, or which teaches or advises that the civic laws, 
prescribing rules of civic conduct, are not the supreme law of the land. 

A polygamist or propagandist of polygamy, as an elector, either from 
individual preference or from obedience to an authority claiming a di- 
vine commission, would vote so as to advance or defend the interests 
of polygamy; as a juror, he could not render an unbiased verdict in 
a cause involving polygamy; asan officer, he would not feel free to en- 
force the lawsagainst polygamy. The peopleof Idaho, havingsolemnly 
and deliberately determined that authorized polygamy within their 
borders would be inconsistent with their social and political perpetuity 
and prosperity, and not wishing to persecute their polygamous fellow- 
citzens, nor to dispute their integrity and sincerity, but being willing 
that honest differences of belief or opinion should exist and have all 
the freedom and tolerance that the paramount interests of the com- 
munity may allow, have sought for a modus vivendi between the\monog- 
amists of Idaho, whoarein a very great majority, and the polygamists, 
who are in a very marked minority, until such time as these differences 
may disappear without heat or violence. 

This modus vivendi the people of Idaho believe they have found by 
leaving the actual individual practice of polygamy to the operation of 
the common law of the civilized world and by imposing a limited dis- 
qualification and disability upon those who desire to propagate polyg- 
amy by individual or concerted action, such disqualification being 
shaped and measured strictly according to the known mode and ex- 
tent wherein polygamy seeks to promote and shelter itself among the 
communities wherever it exists. 

Is polygamy better than monogamy, having regard to what the Amer- 
ican people are now and what they hope to be hereafter? Is itas good 
as monogamy from that pointof view? Can polygamy and monogamy 
subsist, side by side, on equal terms, without altering, as Americans 
do not wish them to be altered, the character, the institutions, the 
destiny of American people, American communities, American States, 
and the American Union? If each and all of these questions be an- 
swered in the negative, as they must be, should not some discourage- 
ment and restraint be laid upon polygamy? If so, should it not be 
efficient enough to prevent polygamy from obtaining any undue ad- 
vantage in legislation, in the administration of justice, and in the ex- 
ecution of the law? 

Is the greatest good of the greatest number to be promoted by first 
placing polygamy under the ban of the law and public opinion, aud 
then offering opportunity to polygamists, in fact or in principle, toevade 
the law and defy public opinion? Would it be kind to polygamists 
themselves to first tell them that their religious teachings and practices 
are too destructive of the foundations of modern society and public 
morals to be sanctioned and then tempt them to violate their obliga- 
tions as citizens in favor of their preferences as religionists? The 
Catholic, the Protestant, the Israelite, the agnostic, keeps his theolog- 
ical principles and practices apart from hissecular character. He votes, 
he legislates, he renders verdicts, be discharges the functions of office 
free from theological control or direction. ; 

The sincere and faithful Mormon knows nor recognizes no such sepa- 
ration between religious and secular affairs. To him the hierarchy at 
Salt Lake City unites in itself the several characters and qualities of 
prophet, priest, and king. Its revelations are divine, its ministrations 
sacred, its commands imperative. To prophets and priests of every 
kind and name the American Commonwealth extends an equal hospi- 
tality; it tolerates no sovereigns but the people themselves, speaking 
and acting through the laws they ordain and the agencies they consti- 
tute. 

Legal functions are secular functions, and whenever the Mormon 
Church withdraws from the secular field and confines itself, as do all 
other religious orders, organizations, and bodies, to prophetic utterances 
and priestly ministrations, so that the civic sovereignty may exert it- 
self unchallenged within its own sphere, the Mormons will cease to be 
“a peculiar people” and to be subjected to peculiar laws, That time 
not having arrived and the people of Idaho, both upon national and 
local grounds, being unwilling to have two independent, separate, and 
inconsistent systems of civic government operating within the same 
limits upon the same matters and subjects, confidently submit the pro- 
vision they have made for maintaining the vigor and integrity of Ameri- 


can principles among them to the considerate judgment of Congress, 
If they can not have statehood withont subjecting themselves to the 
stagnating and corrupting secular activities of an exterior theocratic 
government, they will remain under the provisional protection of Fed- 
eral laws, expressly aimed at the baleful rule and effects of sucha the- 
ocracy as the Mormon Church under its present constitution. 

I will close this branch of the subject by saying to you, gentlemen 
of Congress and of the country, that the issue is fairly joined here. If 
anara earnest in your desire to crush this corrupt institution, which 

been a disgrace and a stain upon our nationa) honor for half a cen- 
tury, the opportunity is offered. The head of the church in Idaho 
comes here in person to tell you so. The results of this clause in our 
legislative enactment convince me of it. On the one hand is a com- _ 
mercial and political organization, held together by crime; on the other 
are your own kindred, as brave and loyal peopleas ever founded a State. 

Will you sustain this treasonable and lascivious institution or will 
you hold up the hands of the brave pioneers who have gone to Idaho, 
who on this proposition have abandoned all party ties and unite in 
saying, ‘‘ We earnestly desire statehood, but we desire it only for loyal 
American citizens?’ Give us statehood under our constitution and 
the Mormon question will soon be an issue of the past. The responsi- 
bility is no longer with us, We have doneour full duty as American 
citizens, 

Trusting that I have shown, at least, that, firmly holding to the 
views in regard to the Mormons which I have so imperfectly given ex- 
pression to, our people could not consistently with the duty they owe 
to their country change their position or laws in regard to this organ- 
ization, and thanking you for your courtesy and patience I will con- 
clude my remarks with a résumé of the reasons why statehood should 
be granted us. 

CONCLUSION. 

The whole field has now been traversed and surveyed. It has been 
seen how, even before the dawn of the Federal Constitution, the Con- 
gress of the Confederation, feeble in power, but strong in great indi- 
vidualities, invited the enterprising spirits of the seaboard to move 
upon and build up the unoccupied spaces of the West, pledging them- 
selves that their temporary deprivation of American rights should be 
minimized and shortened to the uttermost degree. It has been seen 
how the Congress of the Union, beginning within five years of the giv- 
ing of the pledge, has repeatedly and consistently redeemed the prom- 
ise of its precedent Congress. It has been seen how, in cases of doubt, 
the collective judgment of the national legislature and the voices of its 
great lesders have always gone in the direction of liberally anticipating 
the maturity of the promise rather than risk the least injury or injus- 
tice to the holders of it by delay in realization. 

It has been seen how numerically weak and how poorly endowed 
with accumulated wealth, when erected into States, were some of the 
communities that are now so greatand strong and rich that they might 
figure as kingdomsin other worlds or times than ours, It hasbeen seen 
how the transformation from the inferior to the superior political condi- 
tion wonderfully stimulates the growth and prosperity of anewly admit- 
ted State; for it is quite true that men feel deeply their temporary 
disfranchisement so long as it lasts. It is to be seen of all how richly 
the wisdom and courage of the Federal Congress have been rewarded by 
the marvelousgrowth of the Union under its Territorial policy. 

The rights and equities of Idaho in the matter of present admission 
to statehood have been made plain to view. The precepts of states- 
men and the precedents of statesmanship are all on her side. She can 
neither be denied nor delayed without the exercise of an invidious dis- 
crimination altogether indefensible. There are no principles of public 
policy, no precedents of party action, to excuse or condone her exclu- 
sion if it should be effected. 

Idaho, in its material embodiment, is large enough, rich enough, and 
prolific enough to serve as a theater for the activities of a great Ameri- 
can community for more centuries than mortal beings are warranted to 
thinkordream about. Partly by hercommoninheritance in the benefi- 
cent forces of nature and partly by a bountiful endowment, all her own, 
she is able to tender to the custodians of the national welfare every 
reasonable guaranty and prospect that she will be no laggard in the 
never-ceasing onward race. Even her soil has been fattened for ages, 
that the skill and energy of man may fit it to his own further advance- 
ment when he shall have become capable for and worthy of the 


rize. 
£ Nonecan be otherwise than willfully blind to thehigh rank, character, 
and promise of Idaho’s people, nor the guaranty that their devotion to 
popular enlightenment affords, who doubts that the Commonwealth of 
Idaho will always be found armed with a trusty sword and shield for 
the assertion and defense of American principles and institutions, and 
always prepared to use those weapons of safety with intelligence and 
effect. The social condition of this people, their possessions, their con- 
nection with other communities, their industries, their finances, and 
pecuniary ability for the support of the Government, and last, but not 
least, their eager desire for the political independence which they have 
earned and are able to maintain, have all been in review. 

If furtherargument or entreaty were needed to establish a persuasion 
in the mind of the National Legislature that Idaho should be admitted 
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to representation therein, the very requirement or necessity for such 
additional urgency would be proof that the Territory had been singled 
out for exceptional treatment. To assume such a possibility would be 
unfair to Congress and to Idaho, The former has never been deaf to 
the appeals for statehood and the latter has yet had no occasion for 
doubt in her own case, She is simply waiting upon the public con- 
venience and waiting in confidence as much as in hope. [Applause.] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GEAR in the chair), The time of 
the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Idaho may be permitted to continue his remarks and conclude them. 

Mr. DORSEY. I will yield whatever time the gentleman may re- 

uire. 
z Mr. DUBOIS. Ishall not want more than a few minutes longer. 

Mr. DORSEY. I yield the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. DUBOIS resumed and concluded his remarks as above. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I have lived so long under 
a Territorial form of government, I have been so long subject to the 
legislative caprices and whims of Congress, I have been so long domi- 
nated by a reign almost as bad as reconstruction was at its very worst 
that I would not on this floor and in this presence, nor would I else- 
where, raise my voice against the admission of any Territory to the 
Union of States now within the confines of this Republic which pro- 
duced a constitution republican in form for the approval of Congress. 
That is not my purpose in taking the floor at this time. Far from it. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is my purpose to say that the people who sent 
me here have been unfairly and unjustly treated in this regard. It is 
my purpose to say that the people of the Territory of Arizona, having 
every qualification for statehood that exists in Wyoming or Idaho, or 
Montana or Washington, or in any one of the Territories, complain 
that that Territory is unjustly treated in being kept out of the Union 
and in being kept under Territorial degradation, and this, too, with a 
peepee larger, with a wealth greater than either Wyoming or 

daho, simply because she has seen fit and proper to send a Democrat 
to represent her in the Congress of the United States. 

It is, I repeat, unfair treatment, and, Mr. Speaker, I but voice the 
Republican sentiment of my Territory in that assertion. It is unmanly 
treatment to force my people and the people of New Mexico, which 
has a population larger than the Territories of Wyoming and Idaho 
combined—I say it is unmanly and unfair that these should be denied 
statehood while those are accorded admittance. Wyoming and Idaho 
are received into the Union, but I am, by your partisan action, forced 
to go back to my people and tell them that, although they possess all 
the qualifications necessary for statehood, yet they made a serious mis- 
take in sending a man here to represent them who happened to be a 
Democrat, for I am free to confess that I can not see any other reason 
for such treatment of my people at the hands of the dominant party 
of this House. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I will go further. I had assurances from Repub- 
lican members of the committee that my Territory would be reported 
favorably with the others. But from some unknown source, for some 
reason yet unexplained (and I will wait patiently for an explanation 
if any member of the Committee on Territories of this House wants to 
make one), for some reason unexplained and yet unknown to me, from 
some voice reaching the committee unheard by me, my Territory, with 
a population as large as the others, has been kept in the Committee on 
the Territories, and, I believe is now, by some equally strange and un- 
explained reason, referred to a subcommittee for further action. There 
was no reason for such reference. The full committee had already been 
placed in full possession of the facts, There was no such delaying ref- 
erence made in the case of Wyoming or Idaho. Yet my case, or, more 
strictly speaking, the case of my people, has been relegated to a sub- 
committee and it is kept there, Mr. Speaker, as far as I can see, without 
reason, except such as may be explained in the hope of partisan ad- 
vantage; and I am to go home to my people, who sent me here for the 

urpose, if possible, of securing statehood for them—I am to be sent 
SR to them and have the taunt, the unjust taunt, thrown in my 
face that ‘‘You did not use the exertion and the energy which was used 
by the other Delegates on the floor of the House of Representatives; 
for if you had you would have received the same kind treatment, the 
same gracious consideration from Congress that the others received.” 
In response to this I ask this House, has the Committee on the Territo- 
ries met once since I arose from asick-bed in January last, without my 
asking to be heard on Arizona’s claims to recognition? Was it not 
accorded me after a report on both of the other Territories, and did 
not I lay convincing facts before the committee, which failed to convince 
any save the minority ? 

Mr. Speaker, this morning it strack me that there was peculiar sug- 
gestiveness in the fact that the divine favor was not asked at the be- 
ginning of the proceedings of the House. It seemed to me that an in- 
justice was contemplated, and God’s favor was not asked. [Laughter 
and applause.] Why wasit? Was it a coincidence—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is a Democratic coincidence, is it not ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. No; Democrats had nothing to do with 
it. They never fail to invoke divine blessings on legislative acts, and 


sincerely desiring, as I did, the prosperity and happiness of my peo- 
ple Iwas much in hope that the Speaker of the House himself would 
invoke the divine aid for Arizona, [Laughter and applause. 

It reminded me, gentlemen—and I believe I agree with the child 
who, with its ts, was going to take a permanent western trip 
(perhaps you have heard it). The child, after offering its invocation 
to the blessed throne and concluding the prayer, pathetically said, 
‘*Good-by, God; we are going to Arizona in the morning.” [Laughter 
and applause.] And I think that is just about what the Republican 
committee has done its best to say to me: ‘“‘Good-by, SMITH; you are 
going to Arizona to stay, simply because you are a Democrat.” [Ke- 
newed laughter. ] 

Gentlemen, this treatment is not fair. if you knew the promptings 
of this people, if you knew their desire, if you knew their burdens, if 
you had, with me, for ten long years borne what you could of their 
burdens and suffered with them as they have suffered, you would not 
permit a mere question of population to settle their right to statehood. 
It should not be a question of party domination in House or Senate, but 
& question upon which men should rise to a high constitutional stand- 
point, far above political parties, and act on the higher plane of Ameri- 
can statesmanship and American manhood, It is the right of freemen, 
it is the right of republican government, a right which belongs to a 
people who pay taxes (and my people bear their burdens of the govern- 
ment equally with any other portion of the country), for which I here 
contend. Why, then, is Arizona left out? Doesanyone know? Why 
are my people to be branded with disgraceful Territorial servitude and 
New Mexico to be likewise branded, while blessed Wyoming and Idaho 
are to beadmitted? Action on these great problems Should not be one- 
sided or partisan. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not desire it to be understood that Iam making 
complaint because of Idaho’s admission, for if I had a hundred votes 
I would cast each and every one of them for the admission of both 
Wyoming and Idaho under proper constitutions, and I would not let 
politics affect my action. It matters not to me whether their people 
be Protestant or Catholic, Jew or Gentile, Greek or Scythian; if they 
have the qualifications for statehood they are entitled under the Con- 
stitution to State government. My people have the qualifications, and 
I shall demonstrate it in a very few moments by comparison with 
Idaho, which you will admit to-morrow as a State. And in this com- 
parison you will please remember that Idaho fur exceeds Wyoming in 
population as well as resources. You have already voted favorably 
on Wyoming. 

Now, let us look fairly at the facts. Will any one of the Republican 
members of the Committee on Territories (and I will wait for any one) 
answer the question, and give me.an explanation, any one, from the 
chairman down to the last man put onit, why New Mexico, with double 
the population (I believe more than double) either of the Territories of 
Idaho or Wyoming, one already passed the House and the other to pass 
to-morrow—why New Mexico, with a population of more than double, 
with wealth double, with settlements and homes anchored in the soil 
three times what either of them have, is denied statehood, while they 
are granted it? Arizona, producing more than Wyoming in every sin- 
gle line that I have been able to find from looking at every report, is 
retarded in her aspirations and Wyoming is encouraged in hers? Is it 
because poor Mr. JosEPH got started wrong in his early life and became 
a Democrat? [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. j 

Gentlemen, is this the way the Fiftieth Congress acted with Wash- 
ington and the two Dakotas? Did not Democrats come to the rescue? 
Can I expect Republicans outside of the committee to help me get a 
report out of the Committee on Territories? Would not fourteen or 
fifteen gentlemen on that side help me, as they were helped in the di- 
viding of Dakota, and bringing in the two Republican States of North 
and South Dakota, and admitting Washington, a well known Repub- 
lican State, and Montana, which, as every man of information knew, 
was doubtful? Yet we are kept back. No reason is assigned. My 
friend from New York [Mr. BAKER], with his smiling countenance 
and rotund form, did say that after Wyoming was of Arizona 
would receive due consideration, and he thought she was entitled to it. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. In due time, he said. 

Mr, SMITH, of Arizona. Yes, he said that in due time it would re- 
ceive consideration; and I hope he will adhere to it, but I fear thathe 
will let four years—the usual statute of limitations—runif he does not 
change his peculiar way of giving due consideration in due time toa 
Democratic Territory. ; 

Now, gentlemen, let us look sensibly and reasonably at this matter. 
To be understood, I repeat again and again,.that I am heart and soul 
for Idaho and Wyoming being admitted into the Union with proper 
constitutions. Now, I wanttoask gentlemen opposed to the admission 
of Arizonaand New Mexico to tell me why we are not equally entitled 
to admission with Wyoming and Idaho. . 

Mr. STRUBLE. I wish to say right here that the gentleman knows 
very well that this is not the time to answer such a question as that. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Yes, itis. This is the very time. 

Mr. STRUBLE. He knows very well that it will take at least one 
hour to make an exhibit of the reasons why New Mexico ought not to 
be admitted into this Union, 
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Mr. SHIVELY. It will take more time than that to tell why that 
Territory has been so treated. ‘ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Give him an hour, 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. It would take a month. 

Mr. STRUBLE. And I say here that the gentleman is not doing 


himself or his Territory very great service in reflecting upon the action 
of the Republican party because an answer is not made to a question 
of that kind now. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. You could have answered it in the time 
you have been on the floor if it could have been answered atall. Why 
do you postpone the answer? Your side has plenty of time to an- 
swer it in, 

Mr. STRUBLE. But not properly now. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Then let us have an answer at the proper 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, the facts as they exist in relation to these Territories 
have not been thoroughly understood. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask the gentleman from Arizona why the Demo- 
cratic committee of the last House did not report a bill for the admis- 
sion of Arizona, 

Mr. SPRINGER. It did report one. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. It did report one, ifyou please. It was 
not partisi It was patriotice. It was not blinded by prejudice, nor 
was itdeaf to the voiceof justice. That Democratic Congress not only 
admitted three known Republican Territories, but went further and re- 
porton a bill in the form of an enabling act for Wyoming, Idaho, New 

exico, and Arizona. 


Mr. PERKINS. I asked one of the members, and he did not so in- 
form me. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, It did so report, whether you were so in- 
formed or not. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why did it not bring it up for consideration ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Because it could not, 

Mr, PERKINS. Why could you not, when you had the majority? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Because we had unfortunate rules that we 
could not ‘‘do business’’ under against the will of the minority. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. That is an honest confession. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. But we can now do so, your way, only. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. BAKER. If my friend will allow me, was there any disposition 
on the part of the Democratic side of the House to admit Arizona dur- 
ing the last Congress; and was not there a disposition to force in New 
Mexico before that Territory had fairly asked consideration for herself? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. In answer to the first inquiry, I say yes, 
there was such disposition. In answer to the second, I say emphatic- 
ally no. New Mexico twelve years ago was voted in asa State by the 
Republican party. If competent then, why incompetent now ? 

Mr. BAKER. She is coming in. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Then, if she is coming in and if Arizona 
is to come in, we are on pleasant grounds again; there will be no farther 
trouble between me and my excitable friend from Iowa-{ Mr. STRUBLE]. 

Mr. STRUBLE. It is merely a little plain talk. That is all. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Yes, that is what I am, as usual, indulg- 
ingin. I want now alittle plain action. If it was just talk only, I 
would not care. Action is what I have been praying for and working 
for, but non-action meets me in this committee. Iam not arraigning 
gentlemen personally. Iam not asserting that the Committee on Ter- 
ritories has been indecently and outrageously unfair. Ido not say 
that, because, you know, it might not be parliamentary; and another 
reason is because I might expect some sort of favor from that commit- 
tee hereafter, even in the discouraging light of what it has signally 
failed to do in behalf of those who sent me here. 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DORSEY. Is the gentleman from Arizona discussing the ques- 
tion under consideration? [Cries of “Oh” “‘Oh!’’] 

Mr. SHIVELY. The gentleman from Arizona is giving us a very 
interesting argument, 

The SPEAKER. It is very difficult to state what are arguments 
for or againsta bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I think the Speaker is exactly right, for 
I have listened to all these arguments about admission and I am from 
them thoroughly convinced of the correctness of the Speaker’s state- 
ment. [Laughter.] I thought of raising. the same point against the 
gentleman, but I saw he was not hurting anybody. 

Mr.STRUBLE. Well, we know you are in favor of admission. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Yes, all here know I am. 

But to return: The population of Arizona in 1880 by the national 
census was 40,000; the population of Idaho was 32,619. The registered 
vote of Arizona in 1888 was 16,230; the vote for Delegate in Idaho in 
1888 was 16,013. The area in square miles of Arizona is 113,929; the 
area in Idaho is 86,234. The forest acreage of Arizona is 20,000,000— 
a thing unknown to this House—20,000,000 acres of land of as fine 
forest as there is in the world; yet this is called an arid country, with 
nothing in it, nothing but sand-hills and waste and sage-brush. Yet 
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there stands within it the largest body of untouched timber to-day on 
this continent; and by the way, our people have not the right to touch 
it. Ifthey want to buildacharch to worship the living God they must 
send to Oregon to get the lumber at $35 per thousand feet, when trees 
are growing within a hundred miles of them as fine as grace the earth. 

Those 20,000,000 acres of forest alone stands a ty to Congress 
of Arizona’s power and willingness to take care of herself. Idaho has 
only 10,000,000 acres. 

Take, now, the assessed property of these Territories, which I esti- 
mate at about one-third or one-quartef of the actual value. In 1889 
Arizona had, by the figures taken from the county tax-lists, $30,000,- 
000; Idaho, $24,000,000, The estimated values are: Arizona, $95,- 
000,000; Idaho, $68,000,000. 

The bullion output of 1887 was: Arizona, $10,751,555; Idaho, $9,000,- 
000. Ihave not the figures for Arizona for 1889; but it is safe and 
honest for me to say that, in my opinion, Idaho has far outstripped 
her in the product of the mine in that period if the Idaho returns are 
correct. That discrepancy may have resulted from some great discov- 
ery of rich mines in Idaho. Ido not know the exact reason; but I see 
from the report that Idaho has made the marvelous output of $17,000,- 
000 from her mines during the past year. How these figures were ob- 
tained I do not know. Whether they are accurate or not I do not know. 

The cattle of Arizona are estimated at 1,150,000, and by the same 
estimate, which is derived from the tax-lists of the various counties in 
the Territory, I find that Idaho has less than 1,000,000, Of sheep we 
have 1,390,000; Idaho, 900,000. The figures in the report of the De- 
partment of Agriculture are taken, I presume, from the tax-lists of the 
various counties, and when you gentlemen understand that these herds 
of cattle roam over an area of hundreds of miles, that there are some- 
times 15,000 or 20,000 in a herd, and that the tax-gatherer has no 
earthly means of knowing the exact number, but must take what is 
given him, you will readily understand that the real number is prob- 
ably greatly understated. In the county where I live we know that 
the figures do not represent over one-third of theactual number. But, 
taking the figures as representing one-third, the report of the Depart- 
mentof Agriculture shows cattlein Arizona 698,000; in Idaho, 480,000. 

Comparing railroads, we have 1,097 miles in Arizona, with some 150 
or 200 miles more under construction, while Idaho has 888 miles by the 
last report, and no further lines under contract. 

Now, gentlemen, it seems to me that the proper thing to have done 
at the outset with these four Territories, so similar, so much alike, so 
nearly equal in the resources they claim, was to bring in an ‘‘omnibus 
bill,” in which each one could have been treated at the same time with 
the same justice you now accord Wyoming and Idaho. We all know 
that this House will get busy after the admission of Idaho and have 
no time for Arizona. [Laughter.] Do not we all knowit? Is there 
a man here who disputes that very patentfact? When I get my report 
for the admission of Arizona, as I know I shall get it, from the Com- 
mittee on Territories, what is going to be the result? Iam going to 
get the bill on the Calendar, and then the House is going to be too busy 
to consider it. 

Mr. BAKER. My friend ought to understand that under the rules 
of the House bills for the admission of States have precedence. They 
can be reported and moved along at any time. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, I am aware of that, my friend; but these 
rules to which you refer happen to be so constracted that the majority 
of the committee as well as the majority of the House can ‘do busi- 
ness’’ in aid of the majority. If 7S will permit me to paraphrase a 
statement of the Speaker in one of his celebrated rulings, I would say 
that ‘‘action”’ for the Republican party and ‘‘non-action’’ for the Dem- 
ocratic party ‘‘is the function of the House.’’ 

Yes, I know that these bills for admission of States have precedence 
under the rules, but that preference can not be given effect by my 
motion. Ican not make the motion. I can not press the question. 
If Arizona were properly represented I could, and it would be very 
delightful for me to doit, Under present conditions I can not even 
vote when the question comes up. I could not vote when Silcott was 
leaving the country with all my money. [Laughter.] Whatam Ito 
do when you are running off with or running over all my rights? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Well, you can take your money when it comes. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Oh, I can do that with as much expert 
grace as any man you ever saw. [Laughter.] 

But earnestly, gentlemen, if I get from the Committee on Territories 
a report in favor of the admission of Arizona, as I hope against hope I 
shall, all I ask is that this House will take up the bill and pass-it and 
admit her under my enabling act to the Union. I am in fayor of the 
admission of Idaho, and, as I have already said, I have made these sug- 
gestions for no other purpose than to call the attention of this House 
and of my people at home to the fact that whatever could be done 
toward the admission of Arizona I have attempted in my poor way to 
do. Ido not want to go homeand I do not intend to go homeand have 
it truthfully said to me or of me that I stood here a laggard in the race 
for statehood. [Applause. ] 

I have done my best, and every man on the committee knows it, and 
I can only now express my earnest hope that when the Committee on 
Territories shall report a bill for the admission of Arizona as a State of 
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this Union she will receive the same proper, prompt, and adequate ac- 
tion that bas characterized your uct in the case of Wyoming. I 
for that. That is what ought to be done. 

Speaker, it is an outrage to keep out of this Union a State con- 
taining 100,000 of as well educated people as are to be found within 
the borders of this broad land, a people with less illiteracy and with 
as much patriotic devotion to the country and as much ability to take 
care of themselves as can be found in any equal number of people in 
any other of the Union. Yet those people are kept out of the 
Union, are kept in disgraceful servitude, while this Congress legislates 
about their affairs without consulting them. Bills are introduced and 
considered here affecting the interests of the people of Arizona that 
have never been asked for by them, bills which, if passed, will ruin or 
greatly damage them. 

Such bills, I say, are introduced and pressed here, and I am notcon- 
sulted about them nor even so much as notified as to who introduced 
them or when it was done. But I onght to say that this has not oc- 
curred, so far as I know, in the Committee on Territories, and my 


‘remarks on this point do not apply to the members of that committee, 


for I have always received the most graceful attention at their hands 
when I have been before them, but am sorry to say that my importu- 
nate eloquence had no effect further than to secure their graceful at- 
tention. I knowin this matter they did not do what I asked of them, 
but why they did not I forbear an attempt to explain. 

Now, I repeat that I took the floor on this occasion for no other pur- 
pose than to call the attention of the House and the attention of the 
country, and the attention of my people at home to the fact that I have 
been doing and that I am doingall I can do to secure the admission of 
our Territory as a State; that I am pleading for that in and ont of 
season; that I am working day and night to secure for Arizona the 
justice which her sister Territories, with equal or with less claims, 
are receiving from this Congress. That is all I ask. I know that we 
can rise here, or ought to rise, above any question of party in these 
matters, and I think we shall do so. 

All that I claim for the people of Arizona is the constitutional right 
to vote on the taxes which they have to bear, the constitutional right 
to local self-government. If these other Territories are entitled to 
statehood Arizona is likewise; and the mistake of this Congress, the 
mistake of the last Congress, and the mistake of every Congress since 
twelve years ago, when New Mexico was voted into the Union by both 
Houses, has been that they did not treat the Territories as they deserved 
to be treated; that they did not facilitate and encourage their admis- 
sion as States of this Union. You have not advanced them as they 
should have been advanced; you have not helped to encourage in their 
hour of need those struggling people. Now they havegrownin shenpia: 
They feel and know that they can bear on their own shoulders their 
own burdens. We ask of Congress simply to give as law the enabling 
act which I have introduced. 

Let us bear our own burdens; let us run for ourselves the race of life; 
throw off the handicap; give us a fair chance, and we will show you 
that the State of Arizona will yet rise to be a great, almost unbounded 
land, of the pleasantest homes, of the most patriotic people, that the 
sun in all its course ever smiled upon. 

Our demands are not those of a hostile people. Four-fifths of our 
adult population were born and have resided amid the same influences 
and civilization that surround you. They re t the rugged strength 
and dauntless courage and inflexible patriotism of all the States. They 
are as brave as they are strong, and when the nation yet may need de- 
fenders it is certain that the contingent from Arizona can be relied 
upon ‘‘for everything that man can do in the way of toil or dare in 


~ the way of danger.” 


Mr. Speaker, these men for whom I speak are your kindred by the 
ties of a common country and by the closer ties of blood. In behalf of 
these and for the recognition of their right to the liberties enjoyed by 

u, I appeal to your sense of justice in the same spirit in which our 
Fathers prayed redress of English wrongs, and, using the language of 
their petition, I beg of you to “listen to the voice of justice and con- 

ity.” 

This appeal is prompted by no personal ambition, is actuated by no 
hope of personal aggrandizement, but it is simply the reflection of the 
sentiments of those who commissioned me to speak for them here. 

True, the Committee on Territories has been informed by several 
self-constituted ambassadors trom Arizona that the people of that Ter- 
ritory did not desire statehood. Prominent among these was the pres- 
ent governor, whose term of office is lengthened or shortened by the 
action the committee may take on the enabling act which I haye ir- 
troduced, Statehood for Arizona means his descent from the high office 
which he now holds. ; 

In answer to his assertions, I submit, first, that the press of the Ter- 
ritory, regardless of politics, favor my enablingact. Second, the rep- 
resentatives of the people convened in General Assembly at its last ses- 
sion passed an act providing for a constitutional convention. By the 
terms of the act the governor was directed to make the call by proc- 
lamation for the election of delegates to such convention. This bill 

both houses and received the sanction of the then governor. 
t was thus the law of the land which all were bound to respect. 


Just at this time Governor Wolfley’s appointment was confirmed by 
the United States Senate. He came on from Washington and began to 
review the acts of the Legislature. He immediately deemed this par- 
ticular act unwise and violated public conception of his duty by re- 
fusing to see that the Jaws were `‘ faithfully executed,” and outraged 
the people by refusing to issue the proclamation required of him by 
law. Yet he comes before members of the committee and asserts that 
Arizona does not want statehood. He did not represent the people in 
such action any more than he represents their choice as governor. 

I think, under such circumstances, the majority of the Committee 
on Territories might have given my statement of the desire and wishes 
of my constituents fully as much weight as was accorded to his. I 
am sare the committee did do so. I think any volunteer statements 
by unaccredited representatives had no more effect than to furnish an 
excuse for the wrong done Arizona in refusing to report this enabling 
act. 

Ihave no personal controversy with Governor Wolfley. I desire for 
him a successful administration, and what I have said has been forced 
on me by his action, and would noteven now have been said except to 
show this Honse that such statement by the governor was no valid ex- 
cuse for the non-action of the committee. Iam sorry that I met his 
opposition to this enablingact. I wish he could have seen fit to assure 
the committee that Arizona desired to have an enabling act passed 
and give the people an inexpensive vote on thequestion. At the polls 
they could say whether or not they desired statehood. It was not for 
him, but for them, to settle. 

It is not for me, nor for you, but for them, to determine. Why not, 
then, pass the measure for which I am contending and take the people’s 
word as expressed in theirballot? If they do not wantstatehood they 
will not have it. They know their own condition. ‘They willsee that 
their wishes are carried out. And as for me, I am happy to assert that 
their action on this great question will receive my hearty commenda- 
tion, no matter what their verdict may be. I am contending for their 
right to act, not suggesting what their course should be. And in this 
contention I represent no party or clique, no political, religious, or other 
combine, but the whole people of Arizona, regardless of distinctions or 
differences, political or otherwise. ; 

My people have made no political question of this matter. They are 
above it. They love their land of sunshine and silver more than they 
love party politics. They love their country more than they love can- 
didates. I commend them in this regard as examples worthy the emu- 
lation of Congress. 

It has been urged that Arizona’s debt is large, and therefore she 
should not be admitted to the Union of States. The debt will remain 
until paid, whether we be Territory or State. Kept down by a con- 
dition of dependence, the debt will grow faster than our resources. 
Given statehood, a rapid increase of population and wealth will follow, 
our wonderful resources will be auentity developed, and the debt will 
soon and easily be paid. What is now a grieyous burden might then 
become a light and easy load. 

The existence of such a debt is to my mind the strongest possible 
argument against a Territorial form of government. The existence of 
such a debt is in a measure due to reckless legislation, but ill advised 
legislation is not by any means the only reason for it. We have never 
received one cent of aid from the National Government in any public 
building. Wehave built many atgreatcost fromourownmeans. Court- 
houses, school-houses, asylums, jails, hospitals, and colleges are neces- 
sary adjuncts of modern civilization. We have assumed a large debt 
in order to maintain charity, preserve order, educate the young, pro- 
tect the helpless, and aid the infirm, and this very fact is here offered 
as an argument against our ability to sustain proper government. Is it 
not rather an assurance that we are eminently able and willing todo it? 

The population of Arizona has been urged as insuficient. I admit 
that we are much below the present ratio of representation in Congress; 
but so is Idaho and so was Wyoming. A waiver of the objection in 
the case of these two ought equitably to apply in ourcase. But that 
we have a far greater population than many States had at the date 
of their admission the following table, taken from the report in the 
Wyoming case, will clearly show. The table, I think, was compiled 
Dr aie industry of my friend from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. It is as 

‘ollows: 


P 
Ilinois .. 


The population noted in each instance was based upon an estimate or 
an imperfectcensus. Itshowsan average population of but little above 
60,000 for each State. Nearly every State doubled its population in 
five years after admission. 
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From the same source I also obtain the following splo, shoning the 
votes cast at Presidential elections at different periods in the history 
of the several States mentioned: 
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Wisconsin Territory atelection preceding admission cast 20,318 votes, 

admitted with two Representatives, and she cast, first Congressional 

election, 24,600. : 

Towa admitted with two Representatives, who were elected with total 
vote of 20,064. 

Kansas cast at second Congressional election after admission 15, 272. 

Nebraska cast first Congressional election subsequent to admission 
14,710. 

Colorado cast at election previous to admission 17,100. 

California at her first State election, after a most bitter political fight, 
when the selection of governor, judiciary, and other State officers, in- 
cluding United States Senators, was dependent upon the result, cast 
only 12,875 votes. : 

In the great debate over the admission of Oregor and Kansas it was 
not claimed that more than 10,121 votes had ever been cast in the 
former, and 13,289 votes in the latter, Territory. The votes rejected as 
well as those counted were included in these totals, 

At almost every Presidential election up to and including that of 
1872 there were from three to five States that did not have as many 
male voters as there were in Wyoming in 1883. 

Now let us proceed to a comparison of theactually assessed valuation 
of property of several States shortly after admission, Iam indebted fo 
Mr. CAREY, of Wyoming, for the following facts: 


Arizona has actually on her assessment roll $30,000,000, which is less 
than one-third of her actual wealth. It is safe, then, in view of our 
scattered population and large herds of cattle and sheep that can not 
be definitely listed, our vast wealth in untaxed mines, that we now 
have more than double the property that any of the foregoing States 

at the time of their admission to the Union. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I said in my argument before the Committee 
on Territories when an enabling act for Arizona was under discussion, 
“TI can see no reason in the world, from the showing made, why any 
one of these four Territories should be refused admission to the Union 
asa State. I think New Mexico is largely ahead of the others in đe- 
veloped wealth, and certainly largely ahead of anyin population. But 
why any distinction should be made between Idaho, Wyoming, and Ari- 
gona is inexplicable to me. Why should one be taken and another 
left? There is no earthly reason why all should not be taken in to- 
gether, and for the life of me I can not see why we should not provide 
a bill for an enabling act, passing a law allowing them all to come in 
together. There is no use in keeping them standing out in this way. 
It is wearying to them and to Congress.” 

Arizona is superior to any of your new-made States in natural re- 
sources and only requires fair treatment in order to illustrate her bound- 
less possibilities. On her silver-ribbed mountains and verdant val- 
leys, in the hushed stillness of her primeval forests, ‘‘God’s hand has 
written the charter’’ of her ultimate imperial supremacy. 

I appeal to the Committee on Territories and to Congress to give an 
Snabii act to these people. Relieve her from ‘‘a system of courts 


which are inherently wrong and which never can be made suitable’? 
to rapidly developing conditions. Give her people a chance to say 
whether or not they desire to govern themselves or prefer to be gov- 
erned by officers selected at the dictates of politicians who never saw the 
Territory or felt an emotion or impulse in common with her citizens. 
Iam not forecasting their conclusion on the question of statehood, but, 
knowing them, I can make a reasonably fair guess as to their course. 

In portraying the tribulations incident to Territorial vassalage I can 
do no better, nor can any man do better, than to repeat what was said 
in the Fiftieth Congress by the present governor of Montana in advocacy 
of Montana’s right to statehood. In his picture of our wrongs he very 
truthfully showed what Congress has done for the Territories: 

‘Tt has regulated the number of our judges, which is grossly inad- 
equate in every instance, resulting in the delay, and in many cases the 
denial of justice. 

“It has arbitrarily fixed the time when our local Legislature shall 
meet and adjourn, to our great damage and inconvenience. 

- “Tt has reserved the right to invalidate any law which our hr poor 
ture may pass, thereby destroying that full faith and credit which ou: 
legiglation ought to command. 

“ It has bound us hand and foot by a law which restricts these grow- 
ing and ambitious communities in the expenditure of money for pub- 
lic improvements, 

“Tt has declared what we shall teach in our public schools, and man- 
ifested a lack of confidence in us in other instances of legislation too 
numerous to mention. 

“Tt has attempted to stifle our industries by prohibiting us from sell- 
ing our mining properties in foreign markets, thus laying upon us an 
embargo not borne by citizens ot the States. 

t! It has exempted a railroad and the improvements on its right of way 
for 820 miles in length from taxation, furnishing another evidence of 
the gross inequality of citizenship in and out of the Territories. 

“It has withheld from us our dowry of lands which belong to our 
school fund and refuses to give to us any kind of supervision or control 
over it until we become a State, and then sets deliberately to work to 
prolong the time when that event shall happen. 

‘‘It has professed to give us a representative in the lower House of 
Congress, but denies to us a vote, the only element of representation 
which gives character or influence to a Member. F 

‘It has left us without any kind of representation in the Senate and 
remits us to the beggarly methods of the lobbyists. 

“It has imposed upon us, with an iron hand, the obligations and bur- 
dens of citizenship, while it withholds its corresponding’ benefits by 
steadily denying to us participation in the framing of Federal legisla- 
tion and the right of suffrage in national elections. 

‘*Tt has refused to appropriate the salaries provided by law for the 
hungry officials whom it has been pleased to send us, and compels them 
to accept a measly sum in full compensation, notwithstanding an over- 
flowing Treasury. 

“It has refused to appropriate sufficient money to extend the public 
surveys in the Territories, but has doled out annually its driblets, which 
have ofttimes been covered back into the Treasury, leaving our bound- 
aries undefined and our titles insecure. 

* It has failed to cause to be surveyed, selected, and conveyed to the 
grantees the lands falling to railroad grants in the Territories, as re- 
quired by law, whereby millions of acres of land owned by rich corpo- 
rations escape taxation. 

tt Tt has persistently refused to pass laws by which timber or timber 
lands in the Territories (except Washington) may be leased or pur- 
chased, professing, however, to give the right to actual settlers to cut 
and remove the same for domestic purposes, while it has hedged in this 

rivilege with an odious and impracticable system of rules and regu- 

tions which has resulted in harassing.our citizens with expensive 
civil and criminal proceedings based wholly upon the ex parte state- 
ments of a crouching and obsequious special agent orspy, who has been 
taught to believe that his term of office will be measured by the extent 
of his activity in stirring up strife, 

‘*Tt has, by the organization of these Territories, invited settlement 
and occupancy of the frontier upon the promise and obligation that 
our persons and property should be protected against depredations b 
hostile Indians. These promises have been honored more in the b 
than in the observance. The history of our early settlement is red 
with the blood of the pioneers who blazed the trails of civilization in 
these remote lands by the lurid light of their burning homes, which 
went down in ashes before the merciless savage. Millions of dollars of 
unpaid claims, mildewed by age, growing out of these atrocities, are 
piled up in the Departments, while the heroes of those tronblous times, 
overcome with the weight of years and no longer able to conquer their 
feelings, have gone tojoin the silent majority, leaving destitute widows 
and orphans to keep alive before Congress the memory of their trials - 
and tribulations. Verily the cruelty of Congress ents as keenly asthe 
scalping-knife or the tomahawk.” 

Is itany wonder, then, Mr. Speaker, that I find difficulty in restrain- 
ing the expression of indignation at any attempt by anybody for any 
purpose to prevent the people who sent me here from having a fair 
chance 


by their votes to inform Congress whether or not they are tired 
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of this, whether or not they want a change, whether or not they want 
a voice in the selection of those who are to execute the law, whether 
or not they want a voice in the enactment of laws under which they are 
to survive or 

This is all I ask for them; it should bespeedily accorded. Short of 
that you outrage justice. Iam not ready to believe that you will in- 
tentionally do that. I have great confidence in the sense of justice 
which usually does, and always should, actuate the chosen Represent- 
atives of the American ple. I invoke itnow. I know that the 
thousand varied duties devolving on us here render it impossible for 
each to act intelligently on every bill presented for consideration, and 
youall are forced to rely largely on the findings and reports of committees 
to which was specially delegated the duty of investigation. This fact 
of necessity defeats many proper measures and passes some bad ones. 
But these mistakes are incident to every large legislative body and in 
the shortcomings of human wisdom can not be avoided, 

But, sirs, you can avoid injustice in this case. Forget party politics, 
look unprejudiced to the rights of men and see that their rights are 
respected, and a proper enabling act will be passed whereby the people 
of Arizona can express their will to Congress. . 

I had intended to express somewhat my views on the constitutions 
presented here by both Wyoming and Idaho, and to call the attention of 
the House to what appear to me objectionable and unrepublican feat- 
ures appearing in each. But the question has been so worthily pre- 
sented by abler men than I that nothing which I could say would in- 
fluence or entertain the House. I can not, however, forbear recording 
my objection to a constitutional provision conferring female suffrage 
and I equally oppose any purely sectarian or, if you please, church 
legislation. It is well enough and very proper to prescribe and punish 

e, but very dangerous to prescribe and punish opinions or creeds 
or faiths, 

The constitution of Idaho, in my opinion—granting proper sectarian 
supremacy in the State—can prevent a Presbyterian or a Catholic from 
voting. All good Presbyterians and all good Catholics and, in fact, 
all other christians believe the law of God superior to an unjust law 
of man and more deserving obedience. The constitution of Idaho says 
that all persons who belong to any organization, order, society, or as- 
sociation ‘‘ which teaches or advises that the laws of this State pre- 
scribing rules of civil conduct are not the supreme law of the State 
+ % shall neither vote, serve as jurors, nor hold any civil office.” 
Suppose the law of the State should prescribe bigamy, then every mem- 
ber of every church or society which taught that such Jaw was not su- 
preme would be disfranchised. 

I repeat, itis a dangerous constitutional provision and may reach fur- 
ther, under fanaticism, than the builders ever designed. The legisla- 
ture, not the constitutional convention, should determine the qualifi- 
cation of electors. 

With these brief suggestions of change in the proposed constitutions, 
I am, as I have already repeatedly said, heart and soul in favor of the 
admission of all these candidates for statehood. In my judgment, obe- 
sra tothe law, not opinion of the law, should determine the question 
of guilt. 

Now, in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, these people of the Territories 
should have fair, impartial treatment at the hands of Congress. Their 
wishes should have respectful consideration. They should be kept no 
longer under guardianship than is absolutely necessary to their welfare 
and happiness. In my heart of hearts I beg for my people fair and im- 

ial treatment at the hands of this Congress, I ask nothing more, 
thank the House cordially for its considerate attention. [Applause.] 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I agree entirely with the gentleman 
from Arizona [Mr. SMrrx] that it would have been betterif all four of 
the Territories mentioned by him had been put into one bill and sub- 
mitted to our consideration: I can see no reason—I never have, since 
I have been in Congress, seen any reason—why either New Mexico or 
Arizona should not be admitted to the sisterhood of States. As com- 

with the Territory of Wyoming and with the Territory of Idaho, 
they have all the elements which entitle them to admission. If there 
is any objection to New Mexico, it is an objection which applies to it 
in common, as it would seem, with the Territory of Idaho. 

What has been urged against New Mexico is the character of her 
population. If the extraordinary provision concerning suffrage in the 
sixth article of the constitution now before us is justified by the facts, 
itshows that there is an improper population in Idaho, a population 
im numbers so great as to be a menace to the prosperity of the State, a 
population which, upon the hypothesis of this clause in the constitution, 
is hostile to our institutions and unfit to take part in the government, 
This is the argument which has been urged ge New Mexico. It 
is the only argument which I have ever heard against it, and it now 
stands, if I am correctly informed, as a barrier against a bill being re- 
ported to the House for the admission of that Territory. 

But, sir, I would not upon any political ground oppose the admis- 
sion of any Territory into the Union. My political brethren will bear 
me witness that in the last Congress I was an advocate for the admis- 
sion of all the Territories, and that in our party councils I asserted, 
what I now repeat, that it is impossible to exact any pledge of party 
fealty from a State prior to its admission—not only impossible, but 


wrong and unpatriotic in every way in which you can view it. Ibe- 
lieve that it is best—best for the country—to get rid of these Terri- 
torial governments, and it is infinitely best for the people of a Terri- 
tory themselves to enjoy the rights and privileges of statehood. 

Yet while I feel in this way I can not forget that the Constitution of 
the United States imposes upon us the duty of guarantying a repub- 
lican form of government to the States which constitute the members 
of the Union. ‘‘What isa republican form of government?” would 
open a wide range of discussion. There are republics and there are 
republics—republics which in our view utterly fall short of the true 
definition of a commonwealth of that nature. And our own Republic, 
even in the estimation of many of the best thinkers, does not contain 
that popular freedom which constitutes the ideal of a truly democratic 
State. 

But I think I may say safely that no government is republican in 
form which makes oppressive distinctions between the citizens of a 
State. A government which in its policy, in its constitution and laws, 
distinguishes oppressively against one class of citizens and in fayor of 
another falls far short of the model which we set before us as the true 
one of republican institutions. 

This is especially true of distinctions which impair in any way a 
proper enjoyment of the elective franchise. That franchise is the very 
Mente republican institutions, Manhood suffrage is the very body 
of liberty. 

The American people have adopted this asa faith, and though no- 
where expressed in so many words in any of our constitutions, I think 
Iam fully justified in saying that it may be considered as a sort of 
natural right, because it is the only method which the world has yet 
discovered by which a full and perfect liberty may be maintained for 
the people. 

The report of the majority on this bill seems to treat manhood suf- 
frage as a mere political right. It undoubtedly is such a right; but it 
bears the same relation to freedom as the right to pray and to preach 
bears to the full exercise of the religion in which we believe. And 
just so far as men are unjustly debarred from exercising it, just so far 
are they debarred from a full enjoyment of self-government. 

I admit, Mr. Speaker, that there ought to be disabilities to vote. It 
is not wise to permit every one to exercise this great right. I know of 
no State in the Union, I can conceive of no civilized State, which would 
allow every one to exercise it. I certainly have no particular objection 
to the disqualifications prescribed in section 3 of article 6 of this con- 
stitution pro for the State of Idaho. Almostall the States in the 
Union have disabilities of this kind; but in almost every one of them 
they are clearly defined, and not only are they clearly defined, but the 
method of ascertaining them and of applying them as a barrier to the 
exercise of the elective franchise is explicitly set forth. 

This constitution prescribes two classes of disabilities; and in my 
judgmentit prescribes two different ways of ascertaining whether a citi- 
zen is subject to them. First, there are those disabilities which arise 
Trom conviction in a court of justice; and the ascertainment of such a 
disability is, by the very nature of the language, referred to the action 
of a court, making it dependent upon the prior action of a judicial 
tribunal, as in the case of persons under guardianship and persons con- 
victed of certain offenses, 

As to the second class, no method of ascertainment is prescribed eo 
nomine, but the matter is plainly left to the discretion of the Legislature 
and the election officers. This class embraces idiots, insane persons, 
persons in prison, every person who is a bigamist or polygamist or is 
livingin patriarchal, spiritual, or plural marriage, and soon. The last 
clause of the provision supposed to refer to the Mormons embraces per- 
sons who are excluded because they belong to an organization which 
teaches and advises that the laws of the State prescribing rules of civil 
conduct are not the supreme law. 

In this second class of disabilities no reference is made to convictions 
whatever. There is nothing in the proposed constitution on that sub- 
ject. Everything is left in this important, in this most precious, mat- 
ter to the citizen, to the will of the legislator. 

The provision in regardto membership of organizations which teach 
or advise that the laws prescribing rules of civil conduct are not the 
yg ce law of the land is of a very grave nature. 

| do not say that it is intended to trench upon religion; I do not say it 
is meant to interfere between a man and his God; but T do say that it 
has a broad latitude, a latitude so great that in times of popular passion 
it may embrace within its fold many and many an organization, spirit- 
ual or temporal, which to-day we have no idea can be subject to it. 
Wrongideasgrow. Itis not the prerogative of good alone to thrive. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, it is only a few years ago that that great and 
beneficent order, the Masonic body, was attacked from one end of tlie 
country to the other as being hostile to the freedom of the country and 
as setting itself above courts and above the laws themselves, There 
is another body, a church, venerable with years, noted for its learning, 
for the great good it has done in the world, and for buttressing civili- 
zation against paganism, against which this very reproach is made, a 
church which like the Masonic body denies the truth of that reproach 
and denounces it as a calumny invented by its enemies. And yet I 
can imagine, and any man on this floor can imagine, in times of high 
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excitement, especially of high religious excitement, excitement the 
most unreasonable, the most vindictive to which the haman mind can 
be subject—I can imagine that in such times men might become so 
frenzied by prejudice and fear that even the very convent fires which 
were the shame of Boston may be relighted and sectarian hate rule 
men with savage power. 

Why, even the Saviorof mankind wasaccused of setting upand teach- 
inga religion which claimed to be superior to the state. The histories 
of your race and the histories of all religions are crowded with thumb- 
screws, racks, scaffolds, and the fires in which men have been tortured 
or destroyed because accused of making this very claim; men who we 
now see in the clear, calm light of history were done to death unjustly, 
as they were treated cruelly and barbarously while living. While 
error is multiform, its essence is the same. 

And it is only just to say of this Mormon Church that it denies the 
imputation that it essays to overturn the law. 

Shall it be honored with the cross or martyrized at the stake? Shall 
its adherents, deluded though they are, be robbed of the hearing in the 
courts we give to every class of criminals? Shall their rights as citi- 
zens be determined by lesssolemn methods than your rights and mine? 
Shall a mere election board haye power to ostracize, to disfranchise a. 
citizen and their finding of the facts be conclusive on the courts? This 
may be done under this constitution, and—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. Is it within the recollection of the gentleman that 
any court in this land has ever held as to either of these societies or to 
any except the Mormon Charch that it was a criminal organization ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN, No, sir; Ido notremember anything of that kind. 
But I do not see the pertinency of the question. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Is not the gentleman aware that one court in Utah 
and another in Idaho have held to that effect as to the Mormon Church? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Now, what else do you want to ask? Ask your 
question and then sit down. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Are you not aware of such a decision having been 
rendered by judges of your own party? 

Mr. CAIPMAN. Party! What dol care for party? [Applause.] 
We are discussing the rights of the people. We are discussing a graye 
question of elemental right; but the gentleman talks of party. It is 
party when you try to pension soldiers. It is party when you essay to 
give any laws to the poes: It is party when we seek to protect the 
sanctity of the franchise. [Applause.] I think nothing of party. I 
care nothing for party in this discussion. I am making no attack on 
your party. Iam making no attack on you, and you will please sit 
down and let me go on. 

Mr. STRUBLE rose, 

Mr. CHIPMAN. ‘Take your seat. 

But let us go another step, Mr. Speaker. What have these decisions 
to do with the controversy which is pending here? If the gentleman 
is no better lawyer than his question implies, if he has no more idea 
of the force of authority than his question illustrates, I feel very sorry 
for him indeed. [Laughter. ] 

What I am contending is not that the courts have not decided it, nor 
that polygamy is not a crime, but that the constitution you bring here 
silences the courts, the true refuge of all our rights and the only certain 
asylum against oppression and corruption, That is my contention. 

But the gentleman answers me that somewhere in the country, some- 
where else, the very thing has been done which I contend ought to be 
done under this instrument which you bring here and ask us to vote 
for. I suppose the answer will be that this clause of the constitution 
does not execute itself, that it can not execute itself, Although I am 
not entirely certain how far that is true, I am certain that in one sense 
it does execute itself. In one sense it prohibits the recourse to the 
courts, 

It does that not only by what it says, but by what it does not say. 
It provides in what case you shall go the courts, and it makes provision 
by which a person having a certain belief or doing a certain act shall, 
without the intervention of a court, be disfranchised. In the case of 
guardianship, in the case of conviction of crime, other provisions apply. 
In those cases the courts are invoked; butin the case of insanity, which 
is a condition of body, and also in the case of Indians and Mongolians 
and of the Mormons, it expressly strikes at the interposition of the 
courts. I have looked at the provision of this constitution in regard 
to the jurisdiction of the supreme court, and in my judgment, unless 
a law is passed very carefully guarded, the entire decision of the facts 
will rest or may rest with boards of election officers, and so strip the 
courts of all real jurisdiction, 

I believe the gentlemen say that this will not be done. But how do 
you know it will not be done? How do you know that the strong tide 
of passion which ingrafted on this constitution so dangerous a provision 
will not induce the penple to pass laws to carry it out in the most 
severe and obnoxious manner possible? You say it will not be done. 
I say liberty, the rights of the citizens, public safety, demand that you 
shall confer no power, give no opportunity to inflict an oppressive rule 
upon the citizen, 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion in the shape 
of a question? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Yes, sir; with great pleasure. 


Mr. BAKER. Has the gentleman overlooked the provision in the 
constitution which meets the point he makes? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. What is it? . 

Mr. BAKER, Thata person claiming a right to vote may purge him- 
self of this disqualification by taking the oath. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Where is it? 

Mr. MANSUR. Itis not in the constitution. 

Mr. BAKER. The test oath. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I have not found it. 

Mr. MANSUR. You can answer it by saying that it is not in the 
constitution. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, I have not seen such a provision. 

I have observed, though, I will state to the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. BAKER], in the majority report of the committee something which 
they roll as a sweet morsel under their tongue, and bearing about the 
same relation and potency as authority to the matter at issue as the 
question of the gentleman over there a short time ago, but which is 
cited by the committee as conclusive. In the case of a Mr. Davis against 
a sheriff, suit was brought in Idaho involving the legality of a test oath 
disclaiming connection with Mormonism, and the Supreme Court held 
that the oath was a proper and a constitutional requirement. I have 
vo doubt of it; no one doubts it. 

But how do we know that the Legislature of Idaho will prescribe a 
test oath in this case and so give an opportunity of purgation? You 
say that they probably will. I say that they ought to. But is there 
no doubt that they will do so? Thereis none thatit should bedone; but 
where is the authority that compels it? Where is the warrant; the 
surety? Where is the assurance that they will not leave this entire 
matter to the kind of men whom I will not undertake to characterize 
here; the men who may compose election boards; the low politicians; 
the hucksters of public life; the seekers for the little offices; the hangers- 
on of great men; the mean implements of base ambitions; the general 
doers of dirty work throughout the nation? 

How do we know, I ask, that it will not be left entirely to these men ? 
In vain is it tosay it will not probably be left tothem. It maybe; and 
where there is an opportunity for corruption, where in the mad delirium 
and loose morals of politics there is an opportunity for oppression, you 
may be as sure that they will appear promptly at the time, when they 
can do the most good or the most harm that can be done, as that the 
sun will rise or set. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not an apologist for Mormonism; but it is 
very cheap, it is very easy to stand here and rail atit. There is, sir, 
a demagogy of virtue just as there is a hypocrisy of on, The 
virtue which is performed vicariously is the sweetest in the world toa 
great many people. I know gentlemen whose virtue consists solely in 
condemning polygamy and who are sober only by trying to enact laws to 
keep the poor soldier from getting his beer. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The world is full of this kind of saints; and to stand here where we 
have no real potency over the subject, where we are not called upon to 
act—to stand here and hurl epithets at Mormonism seems to me to bea 
very mean piece of business, ‘There is no risk, there is no bravery in 
this kind of talk; there are no votes to be lost by it, and so it is cheap 
and easy. I condemn Mormonism root and branch. I agree entirely 
with the framers of this constitution that persons guilty of bigamy and 
polygamy and of the practices set forth in section 3 of article 6 of the 
Idaho constitution ought to be disfranchised. But they are human 
beings, they are American citizens, and I contend for them and in their 
behalf that they should have the rights of all other citizens, No one 
of them ought to lose his right to vote unless be is duly convicted. 

I contend for them, and not for them alone, but for all citizens, Prot- 
estant or Catholic, Jew or Gentile, for the black and the white, for 
every form of religion, for every form of political belief, that their 
rights should be judicially ascertained. I know that in the State of 
Illinois statutes have been passed for the first time in the history of 
this country making penal certain expressions of opinion. That law 
may be the outgrowth of a great necessity and be so well guarded that 
no harm can be done to free speech and legitimate political action, but 
I tell you gentlemen here to-day that it is a dangerous road to enter 
upon. Itis the road followed by this constitution, and is doubly dan- / 
gerous because it is in an organic law. 

I know the answer will be that by this route you seek to attain cer- 
tain good. But after all you set a precedent; and all the evil I have 
ever read of in history comes from evil precedents bent to good uses. 
It is the exigency of occasions which causes reason to be blind and 
desperate courses to be pursued, It is from high and holy purposes, 
often indeed for the preservation of thestate itself, that an evil example 
is setand a rule established which ultimately baptizes the liberties of the 
people in blood or drowns them in despotism. 

Strike Mormonism, if you please; strike it hard; but give it a fair 
trial. Let the courts condemn it; not irresponsible election officers. 
Let them condemn the man whose vote you seek to take from him, upon 
some charge of crime proved by lawful evidence. Let them solemnly 
by judgment and by record determine that he falls within the law and 
has committed an offense which takes from him, and ought to take 
from him, the right of the elective franchise. We can not afford, for 
the suppression of Mormonism, to introduce into this country a prece- 
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dent so dangerous. We can not afford to do this clear off in Idaho, 
even, for tuat is not so far away but that it any pen in mischief and 
be cited in courts and in senates against the liberties of the people. I 
contend simply for the protection of the law through the judgment of 
the courts on the conduct of all men. i tion made in the 
` very teeth of denials that the accused are subject to them can not fail 
to be most hurtful and most dangerous. I would blot out Mormonism 
if I could, but I would not, even to blot ont Mormonism, take one step 
which might impair the freedom of the American people. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DUBOIS. Will the gentleman allow me a question before he 
takes his seat? 

Mr. CHIPMAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Do you approve of the Edmunds law? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Oh, my dear sir, we are not discussing the Ed- 
munds law. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Edmunds law disfranchises them without proof. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I would be very glad to hear your views on the 
Edmunds law. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Are you in favor of the Edmunds-Tucker law ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. If the Speaker will permit I would like to hear 
the gentleman’s views of the Edmunds law. It has nothing to do with 
this discussion; but I will not object. F 

Mr. MANSUR. Under the Edmunds law heis not disfranchised. If 
a man takes the oath he votes; but you do not permit him to take the 
oath and vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Wedo. I beg your pardon. That case came to the 
supreme court, and on that issue the man took the oath and voted, 
and we then convicted him of perjury. 

Mr. MANSUR. You misunderstood me. Now, under the consti- 
tution you do not permit him to take the oath. 

Mr, DUBOIS. T bag our pardon. Itis the same law that we have 
on the statute-books, Now, any man can take the oath and vote, 
Then we proceed against him for perjury. 

Mr. MANSUR. Now, under the statutes you allow him to take the 
oath and then he votes, Under this constitution you do not grant him 
that privilege. 

Mr. DUBOIS, I beg your pardon. It is identically the same with 
the statute, . 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Edmunds-Tucker act allows a man to vote. 
He must swear that he is not a polygamist or bigamist, and is not 
guilty of these crimes. Under your bill he must swear, in addition to 
that, that he does not believe in Mormonism. ; 

Mr. DUBOIS. Why, certainly; but the Edmunds act does not re- 
quire conviction, which you argue is necessary in every case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will ask you if you will submitan amendment 
to allow the Edmunds act to operate in Utah? Andif you will we will 
withdraw our amendment, 

Mr. DUBOIS. We will not take that. We propose to extirpate 
Mormonism, while you propose we shall not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In Utah the Delegate could vote and in Idaho he 
could not. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I regret that the attractions at Ben- 
ning's are so great that we are compelled to talk to empty benches rather 
than to the intelligent members of this House who will be called upon 
to vote and determine by their votes whether or not the Territory of 
Idaho shall be admitted as a State. In the time that I consume I shall 
not enter upon a general discussion of the material resources of Idaho 
nor of the intelligence and patriotism of her people and their excellent 
qualifications for the duties and responsibilities of citizenship; nor shall 
I enter upon a general discussion of the policy that should be respected 
by Congress concerning the admission of new States into the sister- 
hood of States. Other members have done that and may do so in the 
discussion that is to follow. Norshall I consumeany considerable time 
in answering the criticisms of my friend from Arizona, who is disposed 
to complain because bills have not been reported by the Committee on 
Territories providing forthe admission of Arizona and New Mexico. I 
would say to him, as I have said in committee and elsewhere, that I be- 
lieve each one of these applications for admission should be considered 
carefully and dispassionately and that each applicant should stand upon 
its own merits, and, if upon full, fair, and intelligent investigation it was 
determined that it deserved and was entitled to statehood, it should be 
admitted. I do not believe now, and I did not believe at the last Con- 
gress, in uniting several Territories in one billand attempting thereby 
to bring into the sisterhood of States by the strength of one or two Ter- 
ritories another Territory that should not be admitted and that did not 
possess the qualifications that entitled itto admission. Induetimethe 
application of Arizona will be considered; and itis but fair that I 
should say here, in answer to the criticism of my friend, that he knows, 
as every member of the Committee on Territories knows, that more 
thau one-half of the gentlemen from Arizona who have appeared before 
our committee and talked upon the subject of Arizona have argued 
against its admission. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. If the gentleman will it me, I will 
ask him how many Federal officers appeared before the committee with 
four-year terms before them. 


Mr. PERKINS. Iam not to say how many of them did, 
but I am prepared to say that one was the present governor of the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona, who says to the Committee on Territories, as he says 
to the people of the United States, that, in consequence of the bonded 
debt of that Territory, in consequence of its involved financial condi- 
tion, and because of the peculiar conditions that exist there, that Terri- 
tory ought not to be admitted into the Union at this tinie. 

Mr, SMITH, of Arizona. Will the gentleman allow me there? 

Mr. PERKINS. And I can say, sir, that gentlemen who were not 
office-holders, as I know, but property-holders, leaders of the Territory 
of Arizona, without any interest except the best interests of that Ter- 
ritory and the best interests of her people, have said to our committee 
that that Territory ought not to be admitted into the Union asa State. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Will you name him? 

Mr. PERKINS. One, for instance, was Mr. Cameron. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Ah, Mr. Cameron! 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentlemanexclaims ‘‘Mr. Cameron!” But 
that gentleman is a very bright, intelligent citizen of Arizona, who is 
not an office-holder and who is not concerned in any office in Arizona, 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Is he not? I know the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] does not want to make a misstatement. 

Mr. PERKINS. Of course I do not. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Mr. Cameron holds the most lucrative 
office in Arizona to-day. 

Mr. PERKINS. t is it? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Clerk of two courts—the district and the 
Federal court—under an appointment that he will lose the minute the 
Territory is admitted into the Union as a State, for he could not be 
elected constable of a precinct. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. It may do for the gentleman to talk in that way, 
but, as I said, I do not desire to consume time now in discussing the 
merits of Arizona. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Oh, we will do that, gentlemen, all in good time. We will meet you 
at the proper time, and you will probably have all the opportunity you 
desire of discussing these questions to your satisfaction and to the satis- 
faction of my friend from Arizona, I am only su g now that 
sufficient for the day is the evil thereof. When the for the admis- 
sion of Arizona or the bill for the admission of New Mexico comes here 
it will be discussed, and discussed, I hope, fairly and dispassionately. 
I have said what I have said in answer to the criticisms and the fault- 
findings of my friend from Arizona [Mr. SMITH], because he knows, as 
I know, that there is a division of opinion among the American citizens 
of Arizona as to the propriety of its admission to statehood at this time, 
and he knows that our committee has been addressed by ble 
gentlemen from that Territory who say that it ought not to be now ad- 
mitted. It is no answer to those statements made to our committee for 
the gentleman [Mr. Smrru] to say that these gentlemen are Federal 
office-holders and that their tenure of office is involved. That is the 
only answer I have heard, but it is not a sufficient answer, and it will 
not be found a sufficient answer by this House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, Will not the gentleman permit me, for my 
own justification, to interrupt him again for a moment? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I know that the gentleman from Kansas 
has acted npon statements made by others; but I would say to my friend, 
for whom I entertain the very highest personal and official regard, that 
he knows that none of those gentlemen happened to represent Arizona. 
Every one of them came here of his own accord and for his own pur- 
poses. Some of the gentlemen to whom he alludes have confessed to 
me that they were mistaken in this matter; not Mr. Brewster Cameron, 
nor the governor of the Territory. Oneremark further, and then I will 
not again interrupt the gentleman. The Legislative Assembly passed 
an act calling for a legal constitutional convention. That was duly 
passed by a Legislature in which the council was Republican and the 
house Democratic, and I do not know that there was a dissenting vote. 
This same governor, who afterwards came before your committee and 
made his irresponsible statement, is the very man who violated the law 
and his sworn duty in failing to call a constitutional convention, as re- 
quired by law. 

Mr. PERKINS. I can not permit the gentleman to occupy my time 
in order to make a speech or that he may indulge in accusations against 
office-holders in that Territory who have no opportunity to defend them- 
selves here. If he does that he must do it in his own time. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The accusation is not made from a polit- 
ical standpoint. The Republican papers of the Territory unanimously 
denounced his action. 

Mr, PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I have been simply stating facts in 
answer to the gentleman from Arizona, and, as I haye said, I will not 
attempt to enter in this connection upon any discussion of the merits 
or the demerits of the Territory of Arizona as a candidate for admis- 
sion as a State of this Union. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. There is no division among the people of 
Arizona upon that point. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire, however, to call the attention of the House 
to the points of difference between the majority and the minority mem- 
bers of the Committee on Territories concerning the propriety of ad- 
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mitting Idaho into the sisterhood of States. They make an issue as 


distinct as it can possibly be made by the English No objec- 
tion is made by the minority members of that committee to the admis- 
sion of Idaho because it lacks intelligence, because it lacks wealth, 
because it lacks patriotism, because it has not the material resources 
“which would entitle it to be admitted into the sisterhood of States. 

No such objection is made, no such suggestion is made in the minor- 
ity report. The only objection made is that, by the provisions of the 
constitution which was framed by the people of Idaho, polygamy and 
bigamy, or rather the men who believe in polygamous and bigamous 
peres are disfranchised. ‘The only reason thè minority have offered 

or objecting to the admission of Idaho is that men who are guilty of 
these crimes, men who believe in these practices, men who believe in 
teaching these monstrous doctrines, are disfranchised by the comstitu- 
tion under which the Territory is asking admission. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman does not mean to say that. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will read from the minority report. 

Mr.SPRINGER. You mean that we object to men being disfran- 
chised until they are convicted of these things. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will read from your report to show that the only 
point the minority make in opposition to the admission of Idaho is the 
one I have suggested. I read: 

The minority find themselves unable to agree with the majority in relation 
to one of the provisions of the proposed constitution for Idaho, 

The particular provision which ay the subject of this disagreement— 

And that is the only point of disagreement between the majority 
and the minority members, as stated by the minority themselyes— 


is the one relating vo the right of suffrage, the right to hold office, and the right 
to serve on juries, to which reference will hereinafter be more specifically 


made. 

The pae point of difference between the majority and the minority is this: 
That the majority assent to and approve of a provision which in phe citizen 
of the right of suffrage, disqualifies him from holding office, and prevents him 
from serving on juries, for criminal conduct impui to him when he has not 
been convicted of such conduct—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is it. 

Mr. PERKINS— 


while the minority insist that no citizen, being otherwise qualified should be 
deprived of these rights and privileges on account of alleged crime, unless he 
has been convicted of such crime by some court of competent jurisdiction, and 
where the penalty for such crime, or a part thereof, is such disqualification. 

That is a clear statement of the difference between the majority and 
the minority of the committee. This House is called upon to deter- 
mine by its vote whether Idaho should be admitted into the Union with 
a constitution which disfranchises persons who practice polygamy or 
whether before persons are disfranchised they shall be arraigned in 
court and convicted as common felons. That is the only distinction. 
The majority members of the committee have said, as has here- 
tofore said, that men who are guilty of these practices, these crimes 
against society, whether they have been convicted or not, shall not be 
permitted to exercise the right to vote. é 

It is the man who is guilty of these crimes who is disfranchised, and 
only he; it is the man who believes in these practices that is disfran- 
chised, and only he. Men who believe in a church which teaches the 
monstrous doctrine that the church is superior to the Government of 
the United States and that supreme allegiance is due to the church, 
not to the Government, that when the edict of the church commands 
a man to do that which by the law of the land he is forbidden to do, 
he must obey the church and ignore the statutes of his Government— 
men who believe in this way are disfranchised by the provisions of this 
bill, whether they have been convicted or not, while our friends on the 
other side, who represent and speak for these polygamous practices, 
say that men should not be disfranchised until they have been ar- 
raigned and convicted in court. That is the difference and the only 
difference. 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR], whom I recognize as an 
able lawyer, labored most earnestly, and while listening to him I sym- 
pathized with him in his effort—knowing his excellent qualities as a 
man, knowing his qualifications as a lawyer, knowing his worth as a 
citizen, I really sympathized with him in the labored effort he made 
here to find some excuse for making a minority report in thiscase, He 
would have this House believe, if he could, that this bill is a new de- 
parture in American legislation; that legislation of this character, which 
has been upheld by the courts, would be a new departure in judicial 

ings. 

Why, sir, is there a State in this Union—a single one—that does not 
prescribe the qualifications of citizenship and the qualifications of elect- 
ors? In the State of Missouri, from which my friend comes, a man, in 
order to be a voter, must have been a resident of the State for at least 
twelve months; he must be a citizen of the United States; he must 
have been a resident of the county and precinct in which he offers to 
vote for at least thirty days prior to the election. When he tenders 
his ballot to the judges of the election, claiming the right to vote, an 
inquiry is at once entered upon, an investigation is at once begun, to 
ascertain whether that man, under the constitution and laws of Mis- 
souri, is a qualified voter or not. 

If it is found that he is not a citizen of the United States he can not 
vote. If it is found that he has not been a resident of Missouri for 


twelve months prior to the election, he can not vote. If itis found that 
he has not been a resident of the county and precinct for thirty days 
prior to the election, he can not vote. These and other qualifications 
are imposed; and overge of these qualifications is inquired into by 
the judges of the elec! when the man tenders his ballot on election 
day and asks to be permitted to exercise the privileges of an elector, 

So with this constitution of Idaho. The judges of the election sit 
there prepared to perform the duties imposed upon them under the law 
with the solemnity of an oath resting upon them. A man tenders to 
those judges his ballot, asking that he may be permitted as a citizen of 
Idaho to exercise the privileges of an elector. He is asked the ques- 
tion: ‘‘Are you a bigamist? Are you a polygamist? Do you believe 
in the doctrines of the Church of Latter-Day Saints? Do you believe 
that it is right to teach to the people of Idaho that their allegiance is 
to the church rather than to the Government of the United States? 
Do you believe that the people of this Territory should be bai 
that, if the church issues an edict commanding them to do that which 
is forbidden by the laws of the Government of the United States, it is 
their duty to obey the church and to trample upon the statutes of the 
Congress of the country ?’’ 
offers to vote. If he answers them in the negative, if he answers that 
he is not a polygamist, that he does not belong toa polygamist church, 
that he does not believe inthe doctrines of that church, he is permitted 
to vote as other citizens are; there is nothing in this constitution to 
disqualify him. 

The practice which would prevail in Idaho under this constitution 
is the practice which prevails in Missouri to-day, which prevails in Ili- 
nois, and every State of the Union, under the Jaws and constitutions 
of those States. This is not a new departure; it is such legislation as 
we have known as American citizens from the day when we cutloose 
from dependence on Great Britain and organized this Government of 
ours. : 

Icould run over the constitutions of the several Statesshowing how in 
some States men are disfranchised for one reason and in some for another, 
For instance, as suggested by my friend from Idaho, a man is disfran- 
chised in Texas because he is poor, because he is a pauper. Yet my 
friend from Texas, who upholds a constitution which disfranchises a 
man because he is poor, comes here and argues against a constitution 
which disfranchisesa man who is guilty of the monstrous crime of bigamy 
orpolygamy. Ifhe can explain his position satisfactorily to his consti- 
tuents and to his State, it is his privilege to undertake to doso. But 
this shows the inconsistency of our friends on the other side; it shows 
the strait to which they are driven in order that they may find some 
foundation upon which to base a minority report in this case. 

As I have said, Mr. Speaker, this is not new legislation. Already to- 
day the polygamists and bigamists of Utah and of Idaho are disfran- 
chised. These men are disfranchised to-day by the laws of the United 
States in all the Territories of the Union. This constitution of Idaho 
simply continues the disfranchisement which now exists. Under the 
Edmunds law, which has been upheld by the Supreme Court of the 


These questions are put to the man who » 


United States, which met the sanction of an Acrdobasscnin. vote upon _ 


the floor of this House in the Forty-seventh Con, 
visions of that law these men in Idaho, for whom our friends on the 
other side speak to-day, are disfranchised, are disqualified from voting. 

Mr. SPRINGER, That act did not apply to Idaho. It applied to 
Utah only. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; it was a general statute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam speaking of the Tucker-Edmunds law. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Edmunds law in the Forty-seventh 
Congress is a general statute, applying to all the Territories of the 
Union; and it disfranchises every Mormon, every man who believes in 
the polygamous practices of that church, whether he resides in Idaho or 
Utah or any other Territory. 

Mr. OATES. I wish to inquire of the gentleman what would have 
been the difference in effect if this constitution, instead of the provision 
which it contains, had adopted the language of the test-oath of the 
Edmunds-Tacker law ? 

Mr. PERKINS. That law requires the man to prove that he is not 
guilty of these practices, does not believe in the doctrine of this church; 
and so it would be under this constitution. If Idaho should be ad- 
mitted into the Union under this constitution and a man should ten- 
der his ballot to the election judges, claiming the privilege of an elector, 
the inquiries would be what I suggested a moment ago. If those in- 
quiries should be answered in the negative, if the man could prove 
that he is not a bigamist, not a polygamist, that he does not believe in 
the doctrines of this Church of the Latter-Day Saints—— 

Mr. OATES. Does not the provision of this constitution go a great 
deal further than the test-oath of the Tucker-Edmunds act? 

Mr. PERKINS. The provisions of this constitution and the provisions 
of the Edmunds act are much the same. It is barely possible the pro- 
visions of this constitution go a little farther than those of the Edmunds 
act. 

Mr. OATES. That is the point to which I wish to call your atten- 
tion. I think I voted for the Edmunds act. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, I think you did; and I will call upon some 
other friends upon the floor to reconcile their votes on that act with 
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their opposition here to-day to this constitution, because this constitu- 
tion, against which gentlemen me is only a re-enactment, with per- 
haps a little enlargement, of the Edmunds act. It enlarges it only to 
the extent of including those who believe in the teaching and practices 
of the Mormon Church that the Mormon doctrines are superior to the 
laws of the land. 

Mr. OATES. If it went no further than the Edmunds act I might 
be inclined to favor it, but it is my judgment this constitution goes a 
great deal further. The Edmunds act does not require them to swear 
they do not belong to the Mormon Church, but this constitution dis- 
franchises them if they do belong to that church. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have the act and will read it if necessary. 

Mr. OATES. Many members of the Mormon Church disclaim polyg- 
amy and do not believe in it. 

Mr. PERKINS. And they may disclaim it under the provisions of 
this constitution. 

Mr. OATES. This excludes them if they belong to the church; 
that act, if they belong to it and uphold polygamy. This goes much 
further and disfranchises them if they belong to the Mormon Church, 

Mr. PERKINS. If I had more time in this debate I would read 
with you every provision. My friend from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR], 


- my friend from Alabama [Mr. OATES], as well as my friend the dis- 


tinguished lawyer from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW], know under 
the Edmunds act those men are disfranchised without being convicted 
of crime. It is not necessary under that act they should be convicted. 
Disfranchisement is carried by that act as it is by this constitution 
which the people of Idaho have formulated and brought to us for con- 
sideration and indorsement. Gentlemen who uphold the Edmunds act 
put themselves in a rather inconsistent position when they oppose a 
constitution which carries the same disqualification to this people. 

It is now 5 o’clock; I do not know what is the disposition of the 
House, whether to continue or adjourn till the morning, when I can 
resume my remarks. 

MEMBERS’ PAY. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the RECORD theopinion delivered by Judge Davis, of the 
Court of Claims, in the case of the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. CRAIN] 
involving the right of members to their November pay. The motion to 
reconsider the report of the select committee is a question of unfin- 
ished business to be brought up hereafter. It is a matter of interest 
to everybody. Therefore I ask it be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Tt is as follows: 

Court of Claims, No, 16716. William H. Crain vs, The United States. 

Davis, J., delivered the opinion of the court. 

A member of the House of Representatives seeks in this action to recover 
salary for the month of November last, which has not been paid him because 
the money intended for that purpose was embezzled by a subordinate of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms. The incident which leads to the proceeding in this court has 
given rise to debate in the House of Representatives and has attracted the at- 
tention of the country, not only because of the personal financial loss suffered 
by the people's Representatives, but also because of the interesting historical 
and } questions which have been developed in the endeavor to fix the re- 
sponsibility for that loss, 

Briefly the history of the transaction is this: According to statute and custom, 

t-at-Arms and the Clerk of the Fiftieth Congress continued in the 
exercise of their duties after the 4th of March last, when that Congress ceased 
to exist. Members of the House of Representatives receive their salaries upon 

signed by the S| er when the House is in session, by the Clerk 
during vacation, and it has m a lon tinued and consistent custom for 
the members early in vacation to attach receipts to a number of blank certifi- 
cates, which are deposited with the Se: t-at-Arms. 
A These certificates are printed in blank upon a slip of paper in the following 

orm: 


No.—. 
Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., 
I certify that there is due to the Hon. —————— dollars as a member 
of the House of Representatives for the Fifty-first Congress. 


Below the certificate are printed the words “ Received payment;’’ below these 
two words the Member signs his name, and afterwards the date and amount are 
filled in, and across the end of the paper, upon its face, outside its n,andat 
right angles to the lines thereof, is inserted the word “salary,” pi ed by the 
name of the appropriate month. This crossing of the certificate is done at the 
B ion of the Treasurer’s office and for the convenience of that office. 

Sergeant-at-Arms, towards the end of each month during vacation pro- 
cures from the Clerk of the House his signature upon the appropriate blank 
certificate, to which the member has before attached his receipt; he then presents 
the certificate at the Treasury, receives the amount named therein, deposits it 
in his safe at the Capitol, credits the account of the member with the month’s 

„and pays it over or retains it as he may be instructed by the member, 

Following this custom, paar (who had been a member of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress), before leaving Washington last March, signed in blank nine such receipts, 
one for each month during the vacation, and received his salary in due course 
except that for the Congressional month beginning the 4th of November and 
ending the 4th of December last. 

Upon tho 27th, 29th, and 30th of November (the 28th being Thanksgiving Day) 
one Silcott, who was then cashier in the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms, took to 
the Treasury many members’ salary receipts accompanied by certificates filled 
out for the month of November, and was there given the money necessary to 
py the receipted certificates. A large part of this money Silcott appropriated 

is own use, and he is now a fugitive from justice. Asa result of this crime, 
oer apa other members of the House have not received the salary which is 
ue. 

It must be noted that this action relates only to the of a member of the 
House of Representatives for the month of November, We emphasize 
this, as it appears that some members had made private deposits with Ser- 


t-at-Arms, treating him somewhat as a banker, and some members had not 
rawn salary for several months, but had allowed it to accumulate in that 
officer’s hands. Any rights arising from these ons are not now in 


ue. 
The defaulting cashier, while paid by. the Government, was the subordinate 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms; he was appointed by that officer, was responsible to 
him, was subject to his orders, and gave bond to him in the sum of $50,000 for 
the faithful performance of his duties as cashier. Itis admitted thatin drawin; 
the money from the Treasury the cashier acted for the Sergeant-at-Arms ont 
represented him in fact and inlaw. There is no complication in this regard, 
and the responsibility, whatever it may be, is to be ascertained from the rela- 
tions of the Sergeant-at-Arms, the cashier's principal, to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, or to the Members and Delegates individually, or tothe Government 
of the United States, 

On one side it is contended that in correcting 08 money at the Treasury the 
Sapaata acted asa public agent, and that, therefore, the Joss oceasioned 
by the default of his subordinate should fall upon the Government. The de- 
fendants urge that the Sergeant-at-Arms,so far as the subject-matter of this 
action is concerned, was the private agent of the members, authorized by them 
individually, for convenience, to collect their salaries at the Treasury. This is 
the main point in the case, the point of most general interest and importance 
and its discussion has involved an investigation of the fiscal system of the United 

a review of the practice which has prevailed since the foundation of the 
Government, both in the House of Representatives and in the Treasury Depart- 
ment,in relation to the payment of these salaries,and an analysis of the stat- 
utes claimed to have a bearing upon the issue. 

A subsidiary argument is advanced by plaintiff in which it is contended 
as his November salary was only due December 4, payment by the Treasury to 
the Sergeaut-at-Arms upon November 3) or at any time prior thereto was un- 
authorized and illegal; and also it is urged that Clerk can by statute cer- 
tify to salary account during vacation only; the certificate therefore for the 
November salary, which was in this case signed by the Clerk, was, it is alleged, 
void and of no effect, as the salary was not due until after the 2d of December. 
when the House organized and elected aSpeaker, who thenceforward, and until 
the summer recess, alone could certify the members’ salary accounts. 

This position is controverted, and the arguments thereon w fll be considered 
by us after we have examined the first issue presented. 

When the Sergeant-at-Arms presented to the Treasurer plaintiff's receipt for 
November salary, with the Clerk’s certificate, and received the cash therefor, 
was he acting as a public agent or as plaintiffs personal agent? 

There is no statute which in express terms makes the Sergeant-at-Arms a dis- 
bursing officer of the Government, nor is such a statute necessary. A Govern- 
ment servant may have the powers, duties, and responsibilities of a public 
agent without express ant ent statutory authority. As a rule, agency to 
bind the Government is created by statute, but there are many cases decided 
by this court and the Supreme Court where allegations of contract have been 
sustained, and the Government has been held bound by the acts of an officer 
performed within the general scope of his duties, but without specific statutory 
authority forthe particular act or class of acts declared upon. 

ln cases of this nature which have been decided in this eourt or by the Su- 
pona Court upon appeal, there has a a user by the Government ora 

nefitto it. The agent had not specific antecedent authority for his course; 
but not exceeding the general scope and intent of the authority given him, he 
took for the Government property of a citizen without disputing fhe individual 
ownership; then,as the Government had enjoyed the benefit and advantage of 
the act of the agent, compensation was allowed the citizen. 

This proposition woul pronen not be controverted, while its application to 
the present case might be denied, Nor do we assert that our statement is more 
than illustrative of the principle, which we deem established, that a specific 
antecedent statutory aut aot is not necessary to invest a Government officer 
with power to bind the United States to compensation for loss to an individual 
benefiting the Government, occasioned by the officer in the rightful perform- 
ance of his duties. 

Executive officers are, properly, most careful to act within specific delegated 
powers given them, by statute or regulation, antecedent to action, and we 
occasion constantly to see and commend the jealous regard these officers exhibit 
for the literal commands of statutes, and their great care in the protection of 
the revenue, The line of argument which this habit of thought engenders. 
while technical, is undoubted! z to be encouraged in all executive officers charged 
with the disbursement of public funds, and is perhaps largely due to their close 
construction of statutory grants of power that the fiscal system has been so suo- 
cessfully managed since its establishment in 1789. 

The Perret is, however, compelled to make a more philosophical examina- 
tion of statutory provisions, and must interpret the law, which includes statutes, 
but is not made up of statutes, in accordance with recognized rules net within 
the proper jurisdiction of an executive officer to apply. 

The Supreme Court has made this apparent in many cases, ook them that 
of the United States against McDaniel (7 Peters, 1). In that case it appears 
that defendant had been a salaried clerk in the Navy Department, and for some 
fifteen years had acted as a disbursing officer under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. For this service he had been paid additional compensation. 
The Government denied the right to extra compensation, insisting that there 
was no law authorizing hisappointment as a disbursing officer, and that usage, 
without law or against law, can never lay the foundation of a legal claim, 

To this the court answered, in substance, that itis often necessary fora head of 

partment to exercise his discretion ; he is limited in the exercise of his powers 
by the law, but it does not follow that he must show a statutory provision for 
everything he does. Whilst the t outlines of the movements of govern- 
mental machinery may be marked out and limitations im upon the exer- 
cise of power, there are numberless things which must be done that can neither 
be anticipated nor defined, and which are essential to the proper action of the 
Government. ‘Hence of necessity [say the court) usages have been estab- 
lished in every department of the Government which have become a common 
law, and regulate the rights and duties of those whoact within their respective 
limits; and no change of such usage can have a retrospective effect, but must 
be limited to the future, Usage can not alter the law, but it is evidence of the 
construction given to it and must be considered binding on transactions; ’’ 
and the court held that, while there was no law authorizing the appointment ot 
defendant as a disbursing officer, the duties were necessary, they were ordered 
by the Secretary, the charge for compensation was reasonable, and during fif- 
teen years has been sanctioned by the Treasury, and has not been objected to 
by the committees of Congress, who annually inspected the Department books, 
and the judgment given below in plaintifs favor was affirmed, the court say- 
ing, “It would be a novel principle to refuse payment to the subordinat:s of a 
Department because a chief, under whose direction they had faithfully served 
the public, had mistaken his own powersand had given an erroneous construc- 
tion of the law," (Seealso United States vs. Fillebrown,7 Peters, 42.) 

In Wells vs. Nichols (104 U., S., 441) it was decided that while no act of Con- 
ghee expressly authorized the Secretary of the Interior or other officer of the 

d Department to appoint timber agents, the appropriation by Congress of 
money to pay them was a rae aerate of the validity of the appointment. 

We may, therefore, assume antecedent express statutory authority is not 
always necessary to invest a Government officer with right to compensation for 
services rendered or with power to bind the United States for his acts; of course 
there must be prior authority or there must be subsequent acts which amount 
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to ratification of what has been done, and we at this point simply find that the 
‘authority is not of necessity antecedent to the agent's act, nor is it necessarily 
eonferred by the express terms of a statute. 

So much weight is attached in this case to the custom which has prevailed in 
the payment of the salaries of members of the House of Representatives, and 
that custom is so necessary to an understanding of the statutes which we shall 
hereafter cite, that some examination of the history of disbursements of this 
nature becomes important. 

Prior tothe adoption of the Constitution the finances of the Government were 

by Con; through committees and commissioners, who directed a 
force of comptrollers and auditors, a treasurer, and the necessary clerks and ac- 
countants, all of whom held office immediately under the Congress, Demands 
upon the Treasury at thattime were examined by the Legislature, either directly 
through a submission to the Congress or indirectly through the appropriate 
committee, After approval in one or the other form, the accounts were passed 
as public accountsand paid by the Treasurer. The whole fiscal administration, 

«whatever its details of management, was in the hands of the Legislature, 

By an act approved September 2, 1789, the Treasury Department was estab- 
lished, and thus the fiscal administration under the new Government was 
transferred from the Legislature to the executive branch (1 Stat. L., 65). Twenty 
days iater (section 6, act September 22, 1789, 1 Stat. L.,71) it was enacted that 

e com tion of officers of the House of Representatives should be certi- 
fied by the Speaker and passed as public accounts, and paid out of the public 
Treasury. his rule was several times re-en: and now grea in the Re- 
vised Statutes. The date of this act is important, in view of the subsequent 
practice under it, and it can not fail to be noted that. it was the work of the 
same Con; which established the Treasury Department, and that it was ap- 

roved only twenty days after the new fiscal administration had been author- 

. In this act provision was made for the compensation of officers of the 
House, and in section 5 there was allowed “to the Se nt-at-Arms, during 
the sessions and while employed in the business of the use, H per day.” 

During this, the First, Congress warrants for members’ salaries were drawnat 
the Treasury, in favor of the S er, and this practice was followed until the 
Twenty-sixth Sern, wae In the Twenty-sixth Congress some warrants were 
drawn in favor of the Speaker, others in favor either of the Treasurer or of cer- 
tain individual members or of certain assignees of members. 

After the Twenty-sixth Congress, to and ge ytiay the Thirty-second Con- 
gress, all warrants were drawn either in favor of the Speaker or upon hisorder, 
when in favor of others, As it was inpracivaute for the Speaker in pron to 
supervise the payment of members’ salaries, he early called to his aid the Ser- 
|e ge Si who performed the clerical and administrative labor incident 
to uty, 

During the Twenty-fifth Congress the Committee of Accounts of the House of 
Representatives was instructed, among other things, to inquire in relation to 
the subordinate officers of the House, with a view to a definition of their re- 
spective duties. 

At that time the Sergeant-at-Arms was not recognized in the rules as a dis- 
bursing officer,and the duties of that nature imposed upon him he discharged 
only as an agent of the Speaker. The committee made a report dated March 
31,1838 (Twenty-fifth Congress, second session, H. R. Doc. 750), in which they 
stated, in substance, that early in the history of the House an unofficial arrange- 
ment had been made by the Speaker and the Secretary of the Treasury by which 
the money appropriated for the pay of members was advanced to the Speaker, 
who paid the members, taking their individual receipts, which, with the 
Speaker's accounts for the whole transaction, were, at the termination of the 

session, transmitted to the Treasury Department, there to be passed upon by 
the accounting officers. 

This, the committee said, ‘‘ was deemed a compliance with the spirit of the 
law.” Adverting to the “voluntary and gratuitous” work of the Speaker in 
this regard and of the Sergeant-at-Arms in assisting him, they stated that the 
peee contributed to public convenience and the dispatch of public business; 
x had so jong prevailed that there was scarcely a member who did not suppose 

ta part o! 
accounts of the members, but Sonay obtain the ey. and pises it in their 


suggesting only that it receive legislative sanction, as a measure of 
h nsib! 


These resolutions were three in number. The first required the Speaker atthe 
commencement of Congress to designate to the Secretary of the Treasury some 
suitable deposi! wherein he should place the money for the compensation 
of “subject to be drawn out by the check of the Speaker, indorsed b; 
the member of the House entitled to iene and per diem pay.” The second, 
as more importan 


counts for pay and mileage of the members,to prepare checks for members, and, 
ed to do so, to draw the money on said checks for the members; the 


w same may 
ber entitled thereto.” 

The third resolution directed the Sergeant-at-Arms to give bon "to the 
United States” conditioned "faithfully to account for the money coming into 
his hands for the pay of the members of the House,” and for his increased 
duties and liabilities he was allowed extra compensation, to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House, 

These resolutions approved a practice already existing and recommended 
its continuance as contributing to the public convenience and to the dispatch 
of the public business, and while the committee thought legislative sanction 
advisable they apparently were of the opinion that a rule of the House con- 
stituted sufficient sanction and an act of Congress was unnecessary. 


bers, to pre checks for them, and, if required to do so, to draw the money 
on the checks, the mrem Department continued to advance moneys to the 
Speaker until the close of the Thirty-second Congress. From the first seasion 


of the Thirty-third Congress, beginning December 5, 1853, to the present time 
warrants to Pa, the compensation and mileage of the members have been drawn 
in favor of the Treasurer of the United States, the moneys advanced have been 
charged against him on the Treasury books, and the accounts have been settled 
in the name of the Treasurer. 

The Treasurer has regularly advanced to the Sergeant-at-Arms the compensa- 
tion of members of the House in return for certificates signed, during the ses- 
sion by the Speaker and during yacation by the Clerk, when accompanied by 
the members’ receipts, and, by order of the Secretary of the Treasury, made in 
1870, the Treasurer's accounts have since that time been balanced afterwards by 
an “accountable” warrant issued in the Treasurer's fayor for the gross sum so 
joa enact ISAR of by warrants issued from time to time,as was done prior 

une, . 

Itis interesting to note in this connection that, March 12, 1853, President 
Pierce issued an order in accordance with the act of January 31, 1823 (3Stat. L., 
723), now section 3648 of the Revised Statutes, directing advances to be made to 
certain officers in the act “disbursing officers” of the Government, and at 
the head of ha irais bea Bye ker of the House of Re: ta- 
tives of the United States ;’’ second, ‘‘ the Clerk of said House,” As Clerk 


controls the contingent fund out of which are paid all expenses of the House 
except the salary and ‘mileage of members, it is evident that the advance of 
public moneys to the Speaker, contemplated by this order, was to enable him 
to pay to the Representatives and Delegates their compensation, although the 
Speaker's authority in this regard was never conferred by express statute. 

Since 1843 the Sergeant-at-Arms has given bond, approved by the Speaker, to 
the United States for the faithful disbursement of money in his hands, and these 
bonds have regularly and without objection or comment been received and filed 
in the Treasury Department. The only public money which comes into the 
hands of this officeris thatintended for the salary and mileage of members; all 
other money, including that which pays the Sergeant-at-Arms his own 
= the salaries of his subordinates, is under the control of the Clerk of the 

ouse, 

The duties of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives of the 
Fitieth Cohgress were prescribed by the fourth rule, and besides those inherent 
in the office, such as inaintaining order and serving process, we him di- 
rected to “keep the accounts for the pay and mileage of Members and Dele- 
gites,and pay them as provided by law,” This rule differs from the resolution 
of 1538 (supra) in that the rule directs the Sergeant-at-Arms absolutely to pay 
the Members and Delegates, whereas the resolution ordered him to pay only 
when “required to doso.” This change in phraseology took place in 1880; the 
rule has since existed in this form and is still in force. 

The rule further uires “the Sergeant-at-Arms to give a bond for the faith- 
ful disbursement of all moneys intrusted to him by virtue of his office and the 
pepe discharge of the duties thereof.” It has been shown that the bond given 

y the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Fiftieth Con is not drawn in this form, 
but is conditioned only that he “shall well and faithfully account for all money 
coming into his hunds for the pay of members of the House of Representatives 
of the Fiftieth Congress.” As the bond is to the United States and no Govern- 
ment money comes into the Sergeant-at-Arms’s control except that intended to 
pay the salary and mileage of Members and Delegates, and as the word “pay ™ 
may perhaps be held to include mileage as well as salary (although as to this 
we express no opinion), the difference in eile ney! astoen the bond and the 
rule may not perhaps be important so far as the ieth Congress was con- 
cerned. It will, however, be immediately noticed that the bond is no protection 
tothe Fifty-first Congress. 

Still the main fact important to this issue remains that by the rule and by the 
bond itappears that the Sergeant-at-Arms was intended and understood by the 
House to contro] the tunds necessary to pay Members’ and Delegates’ salary 
and mileage, and his responsibility for honest administration of moneys com- 
ing into his hands for that purpose is pledged, not to the House of Representa- 
tives, not to the members individually, but to the United States. This bo: 
likes mose Bescon’ it, was received and filed at the Treasury without co: 
or cism., 

Finally we find that the t-at-Arms is allowed, as salaried subordi- 
nates, a cashier, a teller, a _book-keeper, and a messenger; that he has a large 
and od eens safe; that his office is fitted in a manner similar to the arrange- 
ment of an estab ent where moneys are received and paid out. 

The custom, then, is consistent and long continued. he Congress which 
created the fiscal system retained the executive control of the members’ com- 
pensation, first leaving it in the Speaker's hands, who, as the pout wen Fedd in 
numbers, called to his aid the Sergeant-at-Arms, who, later, was ord by the 
House to act asits disbursing officer for this one purpose. 

The argument thus far shows that while no express statute conferred upon the 
Sergeant-at-Arms the duty of a disbu agent, he is an officer chosen the 
House under their constitutional right; tso far as in their power the House 
has assigned to him the duties ofa disbursing officer in regard to one subject, and 
that for many years he has performed these duties. 

The House of Representatives evidently believed that a rule was sufficient 
legislative sanction for this course. In this we do notagree, But it is further 
urged on behalf of plaintiff that even if the rule have not the force contended 
for and if there be not sufficient statutory authority to authorize the course 
hitherto pursued in this regard, plaintiff may invoke the doctrine Communis er- 
ror facit jus; and he cites in support of this contention two cases where it was 
allowed to override express statutory provision, (Clay vs. Sudgraye, 1 Salk., 32; 
Maher vs. The St 1 Porter, 265.) 

We do not think there is necessity in this case to examine the doctrine or to 
decide whether it here applies. 

Having defined the custom, we turn now to the statutes. They provide that 
one of the officers of the House shall be a Sergeant-at-Arms; and while the ap- 
Be gee acts each year recognize the existence of the office, nowhere do we 

nd its duties definitely marked out by statute. necessary and proper in- 
ference is that the duties were to be those prescribed by the House if consistent 
with the Constitution and with law. 

It is true that where a statute creates an office previously known to the com- 
mon law, without defining its PONS and duties, it must the 


acts 
adisbu 


There are provisions for a cashier with a salary of $3,000, a book-keeper with 
a salary of $1,800, and a paying teller with a salary of $2,000. Unless the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms is to disburse the salaries of members (and no other public 
moneys come into his hands) no duties exist for these officers to perform and their 
salaries are a useless charge upon the public Treasury. To assume that Con- 
gress intended this would be unreasonable, and the natural inference is that 
these officers were to perform duties of the nature indicated by their tiles— 
that is, duties of a financial nature in relation to the only public funds in the 
Sergeant-at-Arms’ hands, those intended to pay members. Neither a paying 
teller nor a book-keeper could be of service to an officer required only to main- 
tain order and to serve the process of the House. 

The provision fora cashier has particular significance, for it has a definition 
affixed to it by the Supreme Court (Merchants' Bank vs, State Bank, 10 Wall., 
604): 

3 The cashier is the executive officer through whom the whole financial oper- 
ations of the bank are conducted. He receives aud pays out its moneys, col- 
lects and pays its debts, and receives and t fers comme securi 
Tellers and other subordinate officers may be appointed, but they are under his 
direction, and are, asit were, the arms by which designated portions of his vari- 
ous functions are discharged.” 

When Congress assigned to the Sergeant-at-Arms a “ cashier" it intended to 
give to the former the aid of a financial officer, one who would receive and pay 
out money coming into his superior’s hands; this money was that, and 
only, destined to pay Members of the House and Delegates. No other reason- 
able construction can be given to these provisions of the law. As we have 
bonsyery, Goad money has been provided by statute and applied to the fitting 
up of the office of Sergeant-at-Arms in the manner usual in financial establish 
ments, Money has been appropriated by statute to provide for him a largessafe, 
books of account, and other paraphe ia of an office where money is handled, 
Here again Congress recognized the financial duties of the officer. 

Further legislative sanction for the custom is found in otherstatutes. Section 
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40 of the Revised Statutes 
at-Arms of the House to deduct from the DOON parens a Senators and 


Members the 
o he Dua S I S OA E 
o 


The Secre 
on to perform the same duty indicates the pes understanding 
that their responsibilities in regard to compensation of members of the Senate 
or of the House were similar. What reason could there be for directing the 


the funds under his control out of which these payments were 
in of a disbursing officer of the House who isto pay aera 
e 


eha: of these accounts. 

In January, 1880, the Treasurer of the United States addressed a letter to the 
Select Committee on Rules of the House of Representatives call attention to 
the practice which had prevailed in tothe pa: nt of mem * saleries 
and recommending that * one of the officers of the House of Representatives be 
designated as disbursing officer, giving such bond as may be required, in the 
saime manner as the Secretary of the Senate is now charged with the disburse- 
mentand mileage of Senators.” 

The matter was very fully explained to the House and legislation was sug- 

ed as necessary to effect the desired end. No statute was on thesu 

however, but the disoussion was followed by the rule which we hayealready 
cited, and which contained a most important modification in this: that it spe- 
cially the Sergeant-at-Arms with the duty of paying the salaries, and 
that not when “required to do so" by the members, as before, but charged him 
to “pay them as provided by law ;” so, since 1880, the Sergeant-at-Arms pays 
the salaries under express direction of the rule, whereas, prior to this change, 
he had paid ak when required to do so by the members, 

June 16, 1882 (first session, Forty-seventh Congress), a bill was passed in the 
House of Representatives, by unanimous consent, which made the Sergeant-at- 
Arms a disbursing officer for the compensation and mileage of resentatives 
and Delegates; but this bill did not become a law; it was refe: to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senite, and we do not find that they took any 
action upon it. An explanation of this is, ee to be found in the fact that 
June 22, six days after the last-mentioned bill passed the House, the fol- 
lowing act of Congress was approved by the President: 

7 Whassvar any appropriation made for the payment ofthe salaries of Sena- 
panje Members, and De): in Congress, or the officers and omployés of both 
or either of the Houses thereof, or for the expenses of the same, or any commit- 
tee thereof, can not be lawfully disbursed by or through the officers specially 
charged with such disbursements, such disbursements may be made for the 
purpose named in said appropriation by the Treasurer of the United States, 
whoshall take proper youchers therefor, and charge such disbursements against 
such riations, and the accounts therefor shall be audited and passed or 

require, in the same manner that similar accounts are 
or may be required by law to be audited and d or rejected.” 

In this statute it is assumed that there e in the House of Representatives 
some "officer specially charged ’’ with the disbursement of moneys paid by the 
Government for the salaries of Members and Delegates. It isthestatutory rec- 
ognition of the existence of an officer in the House charged with duties in re- 
lation to members’ pay. 

The phraseol of the statute immediately attracts attention, for it does not 

of disbursing officers. The Clerk of the House and the Secretary of the 

are both disbursing officers; and if the statute had intended simply to 

refer to them, what more natural to use this familiar title to which is at- 

tached a fixed legal significance? The statute relates not only to the funds con- 

trolled by the of the Senate and to those controlled by the Clerk of 

the House, but also to those intended for the com 

tives and Del 
rule, were in the charge of the Arms. 

At the time this statute was under consideration there was pending a bill 


at-Arms in this regard. 

Arms a disbursing officer did not become a law, while the other bill was 

and proved. lt speaks not of disbursing officers of the Senate and House, 

but of ‘officers specially ” with certain disbursments, and the Ser- 

a ty Oo A at tant tines a tetera; IY AEAT wih ibe 
position by Congress at t time, as fore, “spec r e 

disbursement of Members’ and Delegates’ salaries and ren Bra, 

There is no reason to suppose that this statute of 1882 was passed under any 
misunderstanding of the law or facts, Con: was familiar with the custom 
which for many years had prevailed in the House of Representativesand which 
was the subject of debate; they knew the House rules and thelaw. It ismuch 
more reasonable to infer that, g the existing facts, they deem the 
course theretofore pursued to have been in accordance with law, and that the 
statute of June, 1882, cured any doubt, than to assume that a mistake was made 
in a matter so immediately within the personal knowledge and direct observa- 
tion of members of Congress. 

Even if it be assumed that the Congress had shut their eyes to what was occur- 
ring in their midst and had failed to examine the law or to correctly construe 
it, still it does not necessarily follow that the statute is without effect. In Post- 
master-General vs. Early (12 Wheaton, 136) the court was required to construe 
an act giving certain jurisdiction to the district and State courts, This juris- 
diction was to be exercised concurrent with the circuit courts, and there was 
no grantin this act of power to the circuit courts, Congress erroneously sup- 
posing that these courts already possessed this jurisdiction, 

Nevertheless the Supreme Court held that the grant to the district and State 
courts of a jurisdiction which was to be exercised concurrent with” the circuit 
courts conferred jurisdiction upon those courts. The words “concurrent with,” 
said the Supreme Court, speaking by Chief-Justice Marshall, “perhaps manifest 
the opinion of the Legislature that the jurisdiction was in the circuit courts, but 
ought,we think, to be construed to give it, if it did not previously exist. * * * 
It is true that the language of the section indicates the opinion t jurisdiction 
existed in the circuit courts rather than an intention to give it, and a mistaken 
opinion of perder jp concerning the law does not make Jaw, but this mis- 
take is manifi in words competent to make the law in the future. Weknow 
of no principle which can deny them this effect. The Legisiature may passa 
deciaratory act which though inoperative in the past may actin the future. This 
law expresses the sense of the Legislature on the law as plainly as a 
declaratory act, and expresses it in terms capable of conferring the jurisdiction.” 

Courts endeavor to upho:d statutes, and, if possible, to give them effect. 
‘This statute of 1892 refers to some officer not named, but recognized asin exist- 
ence and as having power to disburse the money appropriated for members’ 
salaries; that officer did in fact then exist in the person of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 
Whether he, at the outset, was legally authorized to perform the duties in fact 
imposed upon him becomes now unimportant, as the statute of in reted 


by the rule of 1880 and the situation when the statute was . contains a 
ion of the power assumed by Congress then to exist in this 
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tute him theneeforward in law what he had long been in fact (if not in law), a 
paio agent, charged with the duty of paying to Members and Delegates their 
salaries. 


1t was argued in the very excellent brief filed by the defense, and it was pressed 
in the discussion, that the Treasurer of the United States is the disbursing agent 
with the financial duty performed by the Sergeant-at-Arms. There is 
no statute which in terms makes the Treasurer a disbursing officer of the House 
of Representatives, but the defendants rely upon his Fenena; power. The prac- 
tice would seem to negative this contention, although it is not without consid- 
erable force, and bas given rise to much discussion. It may bave been under- 
stood in the Treasury that the course pursued did not technically involve an 
advance of money to the Sergeant-at-Arms, perhaps because the accounts have 
been kept in the name of the Treasurer. 

On the other hand, the Sergeant-at-Arms, u; n presenting members’ receipts 
and the Speaker’s and Clerk’s certificates, in been seawariy peja in ad- 
vance the salaries due Members and Delegates, a practice which is forbidden 
by law unless the t be a public officer with right to disburse Govern- 
mentfands. The position is also negatived by the statute of 1852 teppei er 
in specifying a time when the Treasurer sl pay, may well be held forbid 
him from paying at other times. The course of the Treasury in this matter is 
subject for argument, but we do find that ent receiving the Sergeant- 
at-Arms’s bond, and advancing him money, in fact, through the Treasurer, 
whose accounts were not balanced until after the entire transaction for each 
month was closed, and the money was in the hands of the Sergeant-at-Arms, 

If the Sergeant-at-Arms was a private agent, then the Treasurer violated sec- 
tion 365 (Revised Statutes), which directs him to disburse upon warrants drawn 
by the Secretary, countersigned the Comptroller, and recorded by the Regis- 
ter; instead of this, trusting to su uent ratifi on of his acts, he disbursed 
upon the certificates of the Speaker or Clerk and the receipts of the members 
prior to the issue of any warrant, and this practice was ordered by the Secretary 
and sanctioned by the Comptroller. Further, section 3648 forbids an advance 
of public money; yet these moneys were regularly advanced. 

he arrangement with the Treasury was made many yearsago. It has since 
been followed consistently; it was specifically recognized and ratified in 1870, 
when the Secretary directed the warrant in settlement of the rer’s ac- 
counts for this money to issue for s sum in gross after the whole amount had 
been paid. The course is certainly irregular, butit has the support of conven- 
ience and long-continued custom, and aids in the dispatch of public business; it 
has been assented to by the lature and the Executive since the foundation 
of the Government, and was continuation of the system which had existed 
prior to the act of 1789. 

The Treasury Department has been most carefully administered since its 
organization, and the only criticisms made upon its officers are based upon alle- 
gations of an overstrained care in the protection of the interests of the Govern- 
ment a those of an individual creditor, criticisms which those officers can 
well afford to incur when courts are open to rectify any errors of theirs which 
may lead to injustice to a citizen. It can not be supposed that these officers 
have for many years violated the specific provisions of familiar statutes, stat- 
utes which it is part of their daily duty toapply. Is it not more eto 
assume that they fnd authority for their course in the law as interpreted by 
rules and custom? 

In any event the fact that the Sergeant-at-Arins, or the Treasurer, or the Comp- 
troller, or the Secretary of the Treasury followed a ice notin harmony 
with the statutes or regulations which govern disbursing officers can not oper- 
ate to the injury of an individual, whether a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives ora private citizen. What rights (if any there be) the Government 
may have the t-at-Arms or the 
tive is not for us to examine into or to decide upon, but it is apparent that if 


they in the administration of their duties ed to comply with the statute or 
regulation in the manner of while not exceeding their powers in 
the thing done, no responsib: falls upon a third person ignorant of the illegal 


proces thorized i = these salaries, a fail his th 
agent, autho: y law to pay these a ure on , or on the 
part of the Baby law for 
drawing from the Treasury the 

the innocent Member or Del 

In the view we take of this case it seems unnecessary to more than advert 
arguendo to the second main pos advanced by plaintift. 

It is undoubtedly a general rule, as argued upon his behalf, that where an 
agent is empowered to collect adebtata given time payment made to that agent 
prior to that time is at the peril of the one who pays, or, as Lord Ellenborough 
tersely stated it, “ Every person who pays. money beforehand paysit at hisown 
risk.” (Parnther vs, Gaitskill, 13 East, 432.) It is no less true that, as plaintiff's 
salary was not due until December 4, the S; er’s certificate should have been 
demanded at the Treasury, as the Clerk, who in fact did sign, was powerless to 
certify to such an account after December 2, when the Fifty-first Congress con- 
vened and elected a § er. 

On the other hand, it is contended with force that plaintiff was familiar with 
the custom ofadyance payments, which had so long prevailed, and that if by 
his receipt attached to a blank certificate he did make the ee te 
purus agent, he is charged with notice of the manner in which such power 

been customarily exercised, and must be presumed to have foreseen that 
the money as heretofore would be paid at the ury to the Sergeant-at-Arms 
prior to the date when in law due; and asthe agenthad in fact received the 
money in accordance with notorious custom, then his principal can notdisavow 
his act and fall back upon him who paid. 

The rule of the House did not attempt to create in the Sergeant-at-Arms per- 
sonal agency; this no rule could do uniess by the consent of every 
Member and Delegate. No personal relations, therefore, were created by the 
rule as between this plaintiff and the incumbent of the office, The personal 
agency, then, if there were one, arose from the transaction, not from the official 
position of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and that transaction consisted in the signing 
of a receipt in blank, understood to cover a month's salary, the particular 
month not being specified, and its deposit with the Sergeant-at-Arms. There 
remained, as a legal statutory prerequisite to payment of this salary, a certifi- 
ae made by the proper officer; without such a certificate no payment could 


y e. 

The certificate in this case was notsigned by the proper officer, but wason its 
face illegal, because signed by the Clerk when it covered salary due not in va- 
cation, but due after the House had convened and organized, when only the 
Speaker could sign. Yet, in view of this irregular certificate, to say nothing of 
the general law of agency as to payments before date, the Governme: t ad- 
vanced the Sergeant-at-Armsthe money. _ 

We can not assume that trained and trusted officers would have made this ad- 
vance to the private nt of an individual; and the fact that payment was 
made in this way, and for so many years been made in this way, without 
dissent or criticism, is another argument, drawn from long executive construc- 
tion, tending to confirm the result we reach that the Sergeant-at-Arms acted as 


a public $ = 
Bince the organization of the Government, the House of Representatives has 
retained control of the | ah gent! the salaries of Members and Delegates, The 
ag Saun establ: the Treas pe oas mtaas to reserve to 
e power previously it, an s power was exercised 
always thacentber by officers of the House; first, by the Speaker directly; then 


. 
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§ h thi t-at-Arms as his subordinate; 
A eden ee 


the rules, 

No change bas been made in the practice except in its details of administra- 
tion; it was public, uniform, long continued, expressly sanctioned by the House, 
and was not objected to by the Treasury, which recognized it and acted in har- 
mony with it. Usage can be appealed to for the interpretation of recat tro 
we find the only reasonable construction of the statutes relating to this re 
is the one which harmonizes with the usage. We allagree that judgment shall 


be entered in plaintiff's favor in the sum of $356, 
HUDSON RIVER BRIDGE. 
Mr. BAKER. I ask by unanimous consent that leave be granted to 
print remarks on the Hudson River Bridge bill passed this morning. 
Mr. SPRINGER. And on the Idaho bill. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PERKINS, Mr. Speaker, I believe I have thirty minutes’ time 
remaining and am entirely willing to consult the temper of the House 


as to whether I shall proceed this evening or allow the debate to go | - 


over until to-morrow. 

Mr, BUCKALEW. [If the gentleman will yield to me I will make 
a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DORSEY. I hope the gentleman from Kansas will exercise his 
own pleasure. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would prefer not to go on to-night. 

Mr. DORSEY. Then I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
not press the motion to adjourn now, as there are several matters that 
gentlemen want to present for unanimons consent, 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Iwill not press the motion. 


NATIONAL ARMORY, SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis-- 


charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 445) for the erection 
of a shop at the National Armory, Springfield, Mass., and put the 
same upon its passage. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause to be erected at the National Armory, Springfield, Mass., 
a fire-proof building for machine-shop, finishing shops, ete., including steam- 
engine, boilers, shop fixtures, heating, lighting, grading, ete. The plans, i- 


fications, and full estimates for said building shall be previously made and ap- 


proved according to law, and shall not exceed for said building complete the 
sum of $211,639.54. 

SEC. 2. That for the purpose of this act the sum of $211,639.54 is hereby appro- 
printed, out of any money in the Eoy not otherwise appropriated, the 
same to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, 

- The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out the second section of the bill. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. This is the appropriating clause of the bill. 
rice SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let me ask, Mr. Speaker, if 
the order we are operating under to-day is not an exclusive order, that 
the time of the House shall be occupied in doing a certain thing. 

The SPEAKER. That is the order, butof coursethe House can dis- 
pense with it by unanimous consent. This is a request for unanimous 
consent. Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. The clause proposed to be stricken out by the 
amendment is the appropriation clause. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROCK WELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY AT STAUNTON, VA. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 1612) te construct a road from the 
city of Staunton to the national cemetery in the county of Augusta, 
in the State of Virginia, and put the same upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection, 

The bill is as follows: 

Beit enacted, cic., That the sum of $11,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropiate, for the 
Na tee of constructing a macadami read from the city of Staunton, in 

e te-of Virginia, to the national cemetery, in the county of Augusta, in said 
State, to be expended nnder the direction of the Secretary of War, or so much 
of theabove-namef sum as may be necessary for said purpose. 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to advertise and let the 
contract for the construction of said road to the lowest bidder, taking bond 
with good security from the contractor for the completion of said road. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to a 
third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. TUCKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


co seep ae SDS m aad, ma Aa TAO Shak She maatione seoa DA IE ee A 


The latter motion was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill (H. R. 924) covering 
the same subject-matter will be laid upon the table. ‘ 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CLAIMS OF SCHUYLKILL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the 
county of Schuylkill, in the State of Pennsylvania, for money ad- 
vanced by it under allotments made by soldiers from said county dur- 
ing the late rebellion, by virtue of section 12 of the act of Congress 
entitled “‘An act to authorize the employment of volunteers to aid in 
enforcing the laws and protecting public property,” approved July 22, 
1861, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the county of Schuylkill, in the State of Pennsylvania, during the 
late rebellion advanced money upon allotments made by soldiers from the said 
county then in the service of the United States to the families of said soldiers 
and to others, under and by virtue of section 12 of the act of Congress entitled 
“An act to authorize the employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing the laws 
and protecting public property,” approved July 22, 1861, and the orders and reg- 
— of the Ore, of War made in pursuance of said section of ssid act 

Congress ; an 

Whereas the said county claims that the whole sum so advanced by it has not 

Need nanta ain, Saal too PTOS ASARIDIR OGOS of ha Treeansy DA hid 

èle., e proper accounting officers an 

are hereby, authorized and directed to audit the claim of the said county of 
Sehuylkill, and when audited to pay, out of any money in the Treasury nototh- 
erwise appropriated, to the said county such portion of the suni advanced 
allotments as aforesaid by the said county which the accounting officers 

said may thereby ascertain has not heretofore been refunded to said pean Aa it 
the United States: P: That no sum shall be so refunded when it 
appear to said pop anny Save that the soldier making such allot- 
mentor allotments shall have been also paid by the United States, unless it shall 
also soper thatsuch double payment was not through any eo free in refer- 
ence thereto on the part of the officers of said county charged the duty of 
making such advances. 


Mr. REILLY. I ask unanimous consent to consider this bill now. 
This morning a similar request was objected to by the gentleman from 
Texas, who has withdrawn his objection. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is informed that the gentleman from 
Texas, who is not now present, has withdrawn his objection. 

Is there further objection ? K 

There being no objection the bill was considered, and orđered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. REILLY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICTS IN WYOMING. 


Mr. CAREY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from , 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7498) to establish three new land 
districts in the Territory of Wyoming. 

The bill was read, as follows: ` 


Be it enacted, etc., That all the public lands in the Territory of Wyo 
bounded and described as follows, beginning at a point on the eastern [= 
ary of the said Territory where the tenth standard lel north intersecta the 
same; thence running west along said tenth standard parallel north to the south- 
east corner of township 41 north,range 75 west; thence north on the line be- 
tween ranges 74 and 75 west to the northern boundary line of the said Territory; 
thence east along said northern boundary line tothe n corner of the said 
Territory; thence south along the said eastern boundary line of the said Terri- 
tory to piace of beginning, shall constitute a new land district, and the land 
office of the said district shall be located at such place in said district asthe Presi- 
dent may direct. 

Sec. 2. That all the public lands of the Territory of Wyoming bounded and 
described as follows, beginuing ata point on the northern boundary of the said 
Territory where the twelfth guide meridian will, when extended, intersect 
with the same; thence south along said guide meridian to the eleventh stand- 
ard parallel north; thence east along said parallel to the eleventh 
meridian; thence south along said meridian, when extended, to the seven’ 
standard parallel north; thence west along said seventh standard parallel to 
the southwest corner of township 29 north, range 104 west, of the sixth princi- 
pal meridian; thence north along said line between ranges 104 and 105 west to 
the ninth standard paralic! north, when extended; thence along said parallel, 
when extended, to the western boundary of the said Territory; thence north 
along said western boundary to the northern boundary of the said Territory; 
thence east along said northern boundary to the place of beginning, shall con- 
stitute a new land district, and the land office of the said district shall be lọ- 
cated at such place in the said district as the President may direct. 

Src. 5. Thatall the public land in the Territory of Wyoming bounded and do- 
scribed as follows: Beginning ata point on the eastern boundary of the said 
Territory where the tenth standard parallel north intersects the same; thence 
running west along the said tenth standard 1 north to the eleventh aux- 
iliary meridian ; thence south along said meridian when extended tothe seventh 
standard parallel north; thence east along the said seventh standard parallel 
to the southeast corner of township 29 north, range 71 west; thence north on the 
line between ranges 70 and 71 west to the southeast corner of townsbip 31 north, 
range 71 west; thence east along the line between townships 30 and 31 north to 
the eastern boundary-line of the said Territory to the place of beginning, shall 
constitute a new land district, and the land office of the said district shall be 
located at such place in said district as the President may direct. 

Sero. 4. That President be, and is hereby, authorized to appoint, by and 


2956 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. -~ 


with the advice and consent of the Senate, or during the recess thereof and until 
the next session after such appointment, a register and receiver for each of said 

who shall be required to reside in the town in their respective districts 
as may be designated for the location of the land office, and they shall be sub- 
ject to the same laws and be entitled to the same compensation as is or may be 
yrovided by Jaw in relation to the existing land offices and officers in said Ter- 


ante SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
e bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to knowif this isrecommended by the 
committee unanimously or if there is a division of opinion in regard 
to it? 

Mr. CAREY. The Committee on Public Lands recommend the bill 
unanimously; the Commissioner of the General Land Office has also ap- 
proved the bill, which is for the convenience of the people of that Ter- 
ritory. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 

and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. : , 

Mr. DORSEY moved to reconsider to vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, s 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INCREASED PAY TO LETTER-CARRIERS. 


Mr. QUINN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print in the 
RECORD the following memorial of the National Association of Letter- 


Carriers, with resolutions urging an increase of salary: 
[ Branch of the National Association of Letter-Carriers, T.L. Hartigan, 
ident; J. F. Walsh, secre: ; J.J. Redmond, treasurer; Joseph Field, cor- 


; J.J. Gallivan, financial 1 vi residents: R. 

H. pson, T. Cairns, L. Berg. H. Putz, J. Campion, A. McLeod, T. W. Wittler,- 

ER. H. Andrews, A. Lammey, C, J. Bormann, E. Hale, H. F, Gates, J. Anderson.] 
To Hon. JOHN QUISN: : € 

At a meeting of the Chicago Branch of the National Association of Letter- 
Carriers, heid in this city March 8, 1890, the following reasons why letter-carriers 

EA SaNa in IEAI TAY oF tie suayitte te cy AARUN CONA 

use present pay o is no! ent compensation 
for the services rendered. 

Second, Because the carrier service of to-day requires intelligence, zeal, and 
fidelity for its faithful performance. 

Third. Because of the responsibilities of the peanon and its exacting nature. 

Fourth. When a carrier is first appomted he serves as a substitute, on an 
average for about one year, during which time his pay amounts to less than $15 
per month, nearly all of which is paid by the regular carriers who, on account 
of sickness or other causes, are compelled to absent themselyes, After appoint- 
ment as a regular carrier, the salary is $600 for the first year, $800 for the second, 
and $1,000 for the third, which is the maximum pay possible at present. The 
earrier, after having faithfully served the Government four years, has received 
a sum not exceeding $1.75 per day. 

Fifth. Because the carriers are required to purchase their own uniforms and 
this, with the great cost of living in large cities, makes it practically impossible 
for a carrier with a family to meet his current expenses. 

Because no allowance is made by the Government for loss of time, 
oceasioned by sickness, which in nearly all cases is contracted in the line ot 
duty and from which very few carriers escape during the year. 

e believe these reasons are sufficient to show that the present compensa- 
tion of carriers is not commensurate with the services rendered. 

In submitting them we respectfully ask you to give them a careful considera- 
tion, and to give your assistance in the passage of House bill No. 3863, now in 
the hands of the mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

A true copy from the minutes of said meeting. 

J. F. WALSH, Secretary. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Ata meeting of the San Francisco post-office clerks, held March 24, the fol- 

g were unanimously adopted : 

Whereas it has come to the knowledge of the San Francisco pokoave clerks 
ut 


thatan my pe effort is being made by postal clerks throu; the Union 
to meyar condition of the service and of the employés of the postal depart- 
ment: Theref 


better 
Ths aa RT hap hes ized by Co i ting to 
ple involv: m recogn! y Congress in gran car- 
riers such a vacation, and we ask the extension of that peisiions to ourselves, 
on the ground that our work is unhealthy and confining, and that a periodical 
rest is a necessity to men who work every Sunday in the year, and who know 
that holidays are being celebrated only through reading the newspapers. 

The last recognized, and the President approves of, the principle 
for which postal clerks have fought so long and so well, that of classification; 
but the application of the principle is unsatisfactory. 

A lump sum wis ap ropria to pay salaries, and as it was insufficient the 
pay of clerks was hlessly cut down or increased by a ridiculously small sum. 

In the business world a faithful employé is considered to become more efi- 
cient and his 
service. 

It seems to us that the application of that idea would be a solution of the vexed 
question of what should be the test of a clerk’s worth. 

We indorse the proposed amendment in the classification bill, which provides 
that probationary clerks shall be paid at the rate of $600 per annum, and for 
the rod, ewe thereafter they shall be paid $700, and that for each succeeding year 
they be paid an additional $100 until eer are in receipt of $1,200 per an- 
num; and that 20 per cent. of the clerks in each office shall be paid $1,300 per an- 
num, and that 10 per cent. shall receive $1,400 annum. Also, thatthe words 
*“Imoney-order and registry clerks” shall be after the words “stamp 
in House bill 12490, 

e genesi public, and eyen many of our Senators and Representatives, have 
ya D Soap oe rea Sunna SE the trials and hardships of a post- 


services more valuable in proportion to his additional years of 


Many pa lanes ay ea complain that their hours of labor are such that 

can not cultivate ties, nor the physical and mental qualities with w. 
they have been endowed by nature, ppily, this is something of which postal 

seu Se no eae They have no social ties; they live and breathe only 
for the 

Throughout the livelong weary day and into the silent watches of the night 
the postal clerk labors at any and at all hours, sacrificing his sight in dimly 
lighted rooms, sacrificing his health breathing the polluted atmosphere of over- 
crowded and overh rooms, exhausting his nervous energy by the efforts 
necessary to keep pace with the never-ceasin and worry, tillat last as the 
years go by he hat bans of impaired eyesight and shattered health, unable to 
earn a living for himself or for those who depend on him. 

Is it not just that men who make these sacrifices, who resist temptations 
which are well nigh irresistible, to whose care is committed the social, polit- 
ical, and commercial correspondence and literature, which is the great 
conveying the rich blood of knowledge and civilization, throughout the world, 
that these men should receive a compensation which will enable them to live 
and to save sufficient to provide against want, when the day comes that the 
failing memory no longer retains its impressions and the neryeless hand re- 
fuses to nd to the command of the clouded brain? 

Resolved, That these resolutions be ordered printed, and that a copy be sent 
to the Postmaster-General, and to his assistants, to each Senator and Repre- 
sentative in Congress, to the National Convention of Post-Office Clerks, to each 
association of post-office clerks throughout the Union, and to each of the San 
Francisco daily papers. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I made objection to printing remarks on a 
measure, because it had not been discussed inthe House. Inow with- 
draw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked for leave to print re- 
marks upon the Hudson River bridge bill, passed to-day, and also upon 
the pending bill fortheadmissionofIdaho. Isthere objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DORSEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that, the Chair will lay before the House 
the following personal requests of members. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SPINOLA, until Monday next. 

To Mr. SNIDER, for two days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. DUNNELL, indefinitely, on account of death in his family, 

SUFFERERS IN THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution (H. Res. 136) for the reliefofsufferers in the Mississippi Val- 
ley; when the Speaker signed the same. 

CHANGE OF COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
desires to be excused from further service on the Committee on Manu- 
factures. Without objection this request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair also desires to announce the following 
appointments on committees, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

= = Eee on Lie District ae e, Mr, 4 soos 5 

o ufactures, Mr, BUCHANAN, , chairman, 
and Mr. Butta, of West Virginia. A Sale iol crip 

The motion of Mr. Dorsry was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
5 o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 11 o’clock 
a. m. to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT WINONA, MINN. 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, calling attention to the 
necessity for an additional appropriation to complete the public build- 
ing at Winona, Minn., as authorized by law—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions were introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAREY: Memorial of the Eleventh Legislative Assembly ot 
Wyoming Territory, praying that a funding bill be passed for the re- 
lief of the Union Pacific Railroad Company—to the Committee on the 


Pacific Railroads. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 1 
By Mr. FUNSTON: 


Resolved, That Tuesday and Wednesday, April 15 and 16, after sixty minutes 
of the morning hour have expired, be fixed for the consideration, in committee 
and in the House, of such bills as may be indicated by the Committee on Agri- 
culture of the bills re by that committee; not to interfere with revenue 
or general appropriation bills or prior orders or reports privileged under 


to the Committee on Rules, 
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By Mr. GEST: 

Whereas Washington, Montana, North Dakota, and South Dakota are now 
States of the Union and entitled to ful) recognition as such; and 

birine: there are no stars to represent them on the fiag that hangs above the 


resolved, That the jee agree crea a be directed to procure and put in place, 
without delsy, a fiag with forty-two stars, that every State in the Union may 
kave a star in the flag that hangs in the nation’s House, and that the same be 
paid for out of the contingent fund of the House; 


to the Committee on Accounts. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered to 
the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Elections, to which was referred 
the contested-election case of Edmund Waddell, jr., vs. George D. Wise, 
from the Third Congressional district of the State of Virginia, submitted 
a report, accompanied by the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That Geo D. Wise was not elected as a member of the Fifty-first 
Congress from the Third district of Virginia, and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That Edmund Waddell, jr., was elected as a member of Congress 
from the Third district of Virginia, ‘and is entitled to a seat therein. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4174) for the relief of D. W. 
Boutwell—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the following 
bills of the House; which were severally referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 7784) for the relief of Agnes and Maria De Leon; and 

A bill (H. R. 2182) for the relief of the Madison Female Institute, 
located at Richmond, Ky. 

» Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the following billa of the House; which were severally 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H: R. 4366) for the relief of A. B. Carter; 

A bill (H. R. 2620) for the relief of Alexander Moffitt; 

A bill (H. R. 3182) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. Nathan Fletcher; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 3191) to refer the claim against the United States of the 
Florence Masonic Lodge, of Florence, Ala., to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported with amendment the following bills of the House; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 4446) for the relief of William Large; and 

A bill (H. R. 3723) for the relief of Stephen Duncan Marshall and 
George M. Miller, executors of the will of Levi R. Marshall, deceased. 

Mr, MAISH, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favorably 
the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 3552) for the relief of O. P. Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 4419) for the relief of the heirs of Asa O. Gallup; 

A bill (H. R. 7748) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
W. Archer, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 7934) for the relief of Henry W. Freedley, late captain, 
Third Infantry, and assistant quartermaster United States Army. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported favorably the following bills of the Senate; which 
were severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 230) for the relief of the heirs of Charles B. Smith, de- 


ceased; . 

A bill (S. 2622) for the relief of John 8. Neet, jr.; 

A bill (S. 2412) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack; and 

A bill (S. 231) for the relief of Robert H. Montgomery; 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, also, from the Committee on 
War Claims, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R, 876) di- 
recting the Secretary of the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts 
of certain States and the city of Baltimore, growing out of moneys ex- 
pended by said States and the city of Baltimore for military purposes 
during the war of 1812—to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the fol- 
lowing bills of the House; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 7949) for the relief of the heirs of John Howard Payne; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 4155) for the relief of P. B. Sinnott, late Indian agent 
at Grande Ronde agency, State of Oregon. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 1739) providing for a steam- 
vessel for the use of the civil governmentof Alaska—to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7622) to authorize the con- 
struction of a ponton bridge across the Mississippi River at or near 
Davenport, Iowa—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 5713) to pay Bluford West for 


saline salt-work in Cherokee Nation, reported as a substitute therefor, a 
bill (H. R. 8947) providing for compensation to the estate of Bluford 
West, deceased, for property taken by the Cherokee Nation; or 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 

Mr. McCORD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to ear was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4647) to authorize the sale of tim- 
ber on certain lands reserved for the use of the Menomonee tribe of In- 
dians, in the State of Wisconsin, reported as a substitute therefor, a bill 
(H. R. 8948) to authorize the sale of timber on certain lands reserved 
for the use of the Menomonee tribe of Indians in the State of Wisconsin; 
which was read twice, and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CARLTON, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 6994) for the relief of Albert Blaisdell— 
to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 637) to provide for the 
construction of a macadamized road to the national cemetery near Wil- 
mington, N. C., and for other purposes—to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LANSING, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 2717) to confirm 
to the heirs of Mrs. Courtney Ann Claiborne the title toa certain tract 
of land in the State of Louisiana—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4663) 
to place the American merchant marine in the foreign trade 
upon an equality with that of other nations—to the Eaa of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FITHIAN and Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, in behalf of the 
minority of said Committee on Merchant Marineand Fisheries, submit- 
ted their views in writing thereon; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
with amendment the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 46) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to remove the naval magazine from Ellis 
Island, in New York Harbor, and to purchase a site and erect a naval 
magazine at some other point, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 8938) to define and regulate the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. A 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 8939) to provide for an American 
register for the steamer Australia, owned by a corporation of the State 
of California—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 8940) to construct a macadamized 
road from the town of Somerset, Pulaski County, Kentucky, to the 
national cemetery at Logan’s Cross-Roads—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 8941) relating to the fractional silver 
coins of the United States and their legal-tender character, and to re- 

l the act of June 9, 1889, making such coins a legal tender for only 
$io— 0—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 8942) for the improvement of Aran- 
sas Pass, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 8943) to provide for the establishment 
of a port of delivery at Peoria, Ill.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HATCH (by request): A bill (H. R. 8944) to pension licensed 
pilots who have lost a leg or an arm, or received other permanent disa- 
bility, while in the discharge of their duties—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8945) granting right of way to the 
Omaha and South Dakota Railway Company through the Crow-Creek 
Indian reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 8946) to refund the direct 
tax, and for other popen io the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUTCH A bill (H. R. 8949) to reorganize certain staff 
corps of the Army and to reduce the expense thereof—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAYERS: A bill (H. R. 8950) toauthorize the Haines’ Brackett, 
Fort Clark and Rio Grande Railroad Company to construct and operate 
a railway through the Fort Clark military reservation in Texas, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 8951) to amend an aet entitled 


“ An act for the relief of settlers on railroad lands,” approved June 22, . 


1874—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8952) providing for the construction of a military 
store-house and offices for army purposes at the Omaha military depot, 
Nebraska, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8953) for the erection of a public building at Lin- 
coln, in the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, pai dorsi bills of the following titles were 
presented and referred as indicated belo 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kontuaky. A bill (H. R. 8954) to ad- 

Clay paymaster of the United 
to the Committes on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8955) for the relief of James Miller, of Bourbon 
County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a gs = R. 8956) to pension Mrs. Millie Ritchey, widow of 
Greenberry er the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By une DONNE A bill (H. R. 8957) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Robert W. Furnas the sum of $400, 
for trees furnished and planted on the publicsquare owned by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States at Lincoln, Nebr.—to the Committee on 

ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8958) granting a pension to Mrs, E. M. Fisher—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8959) granting a pension to Amos D. Hewell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8960) restoring Robert L. May to the Navy re- 
tired-list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8961) to remove thie charge of desertion from the 
military record of Joseph McGraw—to the Committee on Military Af- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8962) atithorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to Frank Rother $225 due him for services as route 
agent—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8963) granting a pension to William A, Whita- 
ker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 8964) for the relief of Daniel Dono- 
van—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 8965) granting a pension to 
Mattie E. Anson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8966) increasing the pension of Charles F. Sum- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 8967) forthe relief of Mathias Kindt, 
late private of Company H, One hundred and seventy-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 8968) granting a pension to Susan 
Stout, widow of William R. Stout, late of Company D, Seventh Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 


ons. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 8969) granting a pension to 
Edward Johannes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8970) for the relief 
of James Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 8971) grantinga pension to Victoria 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8972) to pension Mary A. Ring—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8973) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel M. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


egal clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were 

A bill (H. R. 313) to prohibit the formation of interstate trusts and 
trade conspiracies—Committee on Manufactures discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (H. R.'7275) to increase the pension of James H. Wright— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4791) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia Avery Pieree— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5215) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
‘Tate—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7272) ing a pension to Mary S. Carr —Committee 
on Pensions pEi, ont referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons. 
A bill (H. R. 7274) grantinga pension to Loretta Strntton—Committee 
= Pensions , and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


A bill (H. R. 7271) granting a a pension to Bridget Turley—Commit- 
tee on — discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 


A bill Tl (H. R. 7273) eee a pension to Julius M. Bates—Commit- 
tee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, 
A bill (H. R. 7270) granting a pension to Louis A. Bright—Commit- 
Aee o Selb pastorate referred to the AA cd Invalid 


A bill (H. R. 4792) granting a pension to Mrs. Abagail Richards— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 5587) for the relief of James A. Rice—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREW: Remonstrance of William H. Sayword and 21 
others, against increasing the duty on lime—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Richard W. Isbell, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: Protest of the New England 
Shoe and Leather Association, against a duty on hides—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of D. B. Lovejoy and 190 others, citi- 
zens of Evansville, Wis., praying for the erection of a public building 
in that city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of James S. Wright and others, citizens 
of Queens County, New York, for an increase of duty on farm prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Amelia A. Chichester and others, for the suppression 
of the liquor traffic in military and naval stations—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of certain merchants of Pittsburgh and 
Allegheny, Pa., relative to proposed duties on linens, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Encampment No. 6, Union Veteran League, in fu- 
vor of passage of bill amending homestead laws—to the Committee on 
the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Resolutions of American Sabbath Union, favoring 
an amendment of the Constitution of the United States 
day of inauguration of the President—to the Committee on the Sad 
ciary. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolution of Board of Trade of Omaha, relative 
to world’s fair—to the Select Committee on the World’s Fair. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of the Bricklayers and Masons’ Interna- 
tional Union of Memphis, Tenn., in favor of the amendment of the 
laws so that only American citizens shall be employed on Government 
works—te the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FRANK: Memorial for improvement of Missouri River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Har 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of citizens of Elizabeth, N. J., 
to secure to citizens of the United States the right to labor on United 
States works in preference to aliens—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina: Petition of the Holly 
Springs Monthly Meeting of Friends of Randolph County, North Car- 
olina, against large expenditures for the Navy and coast defenses—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Memorial and resolution favoring the subtreasury 
plan—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of George Graham Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Seneca, Kans., asking for the passage of a service-pen- 
sion bill, and representing that the bondholders have hitherto banded 
together to make party platforms and to control legislation a z the 
financial policy of the Government, and asking for an increase of the 
circulating greenbacks by the hundred millions to co! d with the 
increase of our population and business—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of 470 farmers of Butler County: Kansas, against the 
passage of a bill said to have been recommended by the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, providing sabe the issuing of $2,300,000 of bonds 
to perpetuate the present banking hick they consider, if made 
a law, will work great evil to the icare leis eon: Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Remonstrance of the Stanford Society of Friends 
(68), against the enlargement of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of John H. Evers, Christian Körner, and 109 others, 
prominent business men of New York, to the Fifty-first Congress, 
authorize the Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stoughton and 
associates for the entire work of building the Harlem —to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of A. Donyard and others, citizens of Ot- 
tumwa, Iowa, against the passage of legislation immigra- 
tion—to the Select Committee on I n and Na tion. 

Also, resolution of Board of Trade of Burlington, Iowa, indorsing the 
Torrey bankru t bill—to the Committee on the J 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of en of Illinois, favoring Cullom bill— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LAWS: Petition pa Farmers’ Alliance of Nebraska, urging 
passage of ee DET 5353, being the Butterworth bill—to the Com- 
mittee on 

nics oy RRILL: Petition of E. N. Hutchins and 46 others, citizens 


1890. — CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


of Jefferson County, Kansas, asking that Mexican ore be admitted free— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the County Farmers’ Alliance of Kansas, in repre- 
sentative convention, through B. H. Clover, president, and S. M. Dal- 
ton, secretary, upon the same subject—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of San Francisco Post-Office Clerks’ 
Association, favoring the passage of House bill 6447—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of C. 5. Wicks and 50 others, ex-Union 
soldiers of the late war, and residents of Fredonia, Kans., asking for 
the passage of the service-pension bill recommended by the last two 
national encampments of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of Susan Stout, Pottsville, Pa., to accom- 
pany House bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Ware Clark and others, citizens of 
Lewis County, New York, asking for increased duty on certain farm 
products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: Petition of Bricklayers’ Union No. 1, of 
Baltimore, Md., for the employment of none but American mechanics 
on Government works—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions from ex-soldiers and citizens of 
Smithland, Woodbury County, Iowa, requesting the passage of the serv- 
ice-pension bill and army nurse bill, etc.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: Petition of Maria S. Whiting, 
praying for pension as mother of John Waiting, deceased, late of the 

nited States Navy—to the Committee or Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Martha A. Hale, for pension as widow of Herbert L. 
Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WATSON: Petition of about 200 citizens of Warren County 
favoring passage of service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 3, 1890. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think it is important that there should 
be a quorum present, and as it is evident there is not one here now I 
ask for a call of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: i 


Allen, Cullom, McMillan, Sherman, 
Allison, Davis, Stewart, 
Barbour, Dawes, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Bate, Edmunds, KRON Teller, 

burn, Farwell, Pasco, Vance, 
Blair, Faulkner, Payne, vi 
Blodgett, Harris, Pettigrew, Wi 
Casey, Hawley, Platt, Wilson, of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hoar, Piumb, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Jones. of Arkansas, Pugh, 
Cofquitt, Kenna, Reagan, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. BECK] 
is detained from the Senate by reason of sickness. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-six Senators have answered to their 
names. A quorum is present. The Journal will stand approved as 
read, if there be no objection. 


ADJOURNMENT FOR GOOD FRIDAY, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to make a privileged motion, that, to-mor- 
row being Good Friday, when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet 


on Saturday. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion made by the Senator from Vermont. 
The motion was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE SERVICE. F 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. As authorized by the Senate, the Chair 


appoints the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PertigREw]as a mem-, 


ber of the Committee on Public Lands in place of the Senator fro 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], who has been excused from service 
that committee. 

NATIONAL ZOOLOGICAL PARK. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2284) for the organization, 
improvement, and maintenance of the National Zoological Park. 

‘The amendments of the House of Representatives were in section 1, 
line 1, after the first word ‘‘that,’’ to strike ont the words ‘‘there be, 
and hereby is, appropriated, out ofany money in the not other- 
wise appropriated,” and to insert ‘the one half of the following sums 
named, respectively, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
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Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and the other half ont of the 
revenues of the District oF Columbia,” and in line 11, after the word 
“ Institution,” to strike out the words ‘‘ the following sums of money” 
and to insert ‘‘and to be drawn on their requisition and disbursed by 
the disbursing officer for said Institution;’’ so as to read: 
sums respectively, is h 

propeiates, out of ey ssonay tn the Treasury nos otherwise apyroprined aed 
the other half out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, for the organi- 
zation, improvement, and maintenance of the National Zoological Park, to be 

nded under the direction of the nts of the Smithsonian Institution, and 
to be drawn on their requisition and disbursed by the disbursing officer for said 
Institution. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask for present action upon the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Vermont asks for pres- 
ent consideration of the bill. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
question is on concurring in the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say a single word in relation to the 
matter, It is very desirable that there should be an opportunity given 
to put up the8tructures and fences that are necessary to be placed upon 
the park for the keeping of the animals they have already obtained, 
and such as may be hereafter obtained. It should be done at an early 
moment; and while the first amendment of the House is one which [ 
think ought not to have been made, because the park isa national park 
or it is nothing; it as much concerns the States of California and Maine 
or Texas and New York as it does the city of Washington, and there- 
fore the whole expense should be borne by the nation—— . 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator is going to ask for a conference 
in preference to concurring in the House amendments. 

Mr. MORRILL. No, I do not propose to ask fora conference, be- 
cause I understand it would be some time before it would be reached, 
and itis doubtful at the present time whether or not a delay might 
not be very inconvenient in getting the park into working order. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Vermont will allow me, I desire 
to make a suggestion to him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can not hear the debate, Mr. President. 

Mr, HARRIS. Agresing, as I do, withthe opinion exp 

Mr. ing, as I do, wi e opinion expressed by the 
Senator from Vermont, I beg to suggest to him thata conference upon 
the House amendments will not necessarily involve more than a day 
or two, and I would prefer that he should move to insist upon a non-con- 
currence and ask for a conference upon the di ing votes. Ishall 
quite agree with him after such a conference in doing whatever may 
be necessary to accomplish this object, but I think we ought at least 
to make the effort by a conference with the other House upon the dis- 
agreeing votes before we agree to the amendments proposed by the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I feel it a matter of justice to the people of this 
District to protest against this effort to throw upon them a mere gov- 
ernmental matter. This Zoological Garden is no more a part of the 
District of Columbia or to be provided for by the money of the people 
of the District of Columbia than the Coast Survey or any other scientific 
object fostered by the Government of the United States. 

I think there isa disposition in Congress now to throw upon the people 
of this District, who are heavily taxed at best, a great many objects of 
expenditure which belong to the Government of the United States; 
for instance, such as the great tunnel that was put through here, and 
which has been for the timeabandoned. It is a cruel thing to compel 
the people of this District to pay for that. They have no part or lot 
in it. So it is with this matter; and I fear that if we shall agree now to 
this proposition to throw the half of this expenditure upon the people 
of this District it will be a precedent the effect of which it will be - 
cult to avoid. It is better, I think, to let it be understood that this 
Zoological Garden belongs to the people of the United States. The 
District government has nothing to do with it, and the people of this 
District have no other interest in it than as citizens of the United States. 
If we once set the precedent of making the District government bear 
one-half the expenditures for this rather expensive toy at it will 
probably be continued year after year. I think, therefore, it is better 
to disagree to the amendments and request a conference. 

Mr. MORRILL. I yield to the general expression of Senators, and 
will ask that the amendments be disagreed to and a conference re- 
quested. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the Senate disagree to the amendments made by the House of Repre- 
obese and request a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ouses. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say a few words which I should like to 
have said a few moments ago, but I did not desire to come in conflict 
with the Senator from Vermont. It seems to me that, if the Govern- 
ment is going to have a Zoological Park, to be of any account it ought 
to be cared for entirely by the Government of the United States, and 
we should not divide responsibilities with the District of Columbia or 
any one else. It was for that reason that I inquired whether the Sen- 
ator was going to ask for a conference or simply move to agree to the _ 
amendments of the other House. It scems to me that we ought to in- 
sist upon our original proposition. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. [I agree with the Senator from Illinois that this 
park ought to be purely under national control and purely a charge 
upon the nation, for it is of more benefit to the people of the United 
States altogether who come here, and for the uses of general instruction, 
than it is to those inhabitants who happen to live within the boundary 
of this District, just as this Capitol and the other public buildings are. 
But I should not have needed to say that. 

However, I do wish to say in reference to what the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN] has said concerning the cruelty, as he thinks, to the 
tax-payers of this District in paying for the expenditure upon that tun- 
nel which turned ont to be unfortunate, that I do not agree with him, 
and I do not wish what he has said to go as if everybody agreed to his 
proposition. The government of the District, as we all know, has for 
many years been under the regulation of Congress, just as the govern- 
ment of a State is under the regulation and authority of its Legislature. 
If the Legislature of a State, through some mistake or misapprehension, 
passes a law which imposes a tax or a burden upon some part of the 
people of the State and not upon them all, a local matter, and it turns out 
to be unfortunate, I have never heard of a casein which it was thought 
by anybody that those local people had any claim in morals or in any 
way upon the State to be reimbursed for the mistake, because mistakes 
will happen in every government. When this District was under the 

of men elected by people here things never went more wildly 
and injuriously to the tax-payers of the District than they did then. 
Therefore I can not see any ground npon which the tax-payers of this 
District have any moral right to complain that they have borne a part 
of the expense of a tunnel that turned out to be fraudulently built and 
of very doubtful expediency if it had been a success. 
I sly wanted to say that in view of what my friend from Ohio had 
stated. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I want to say a word or two in re- 
sponse to what the Senator from Ohio said. Ido not undertake to de- 
cide now for myself what ought to be done about the expenditure made 
necessary by the creation of this Zoological Park, but I want to say 
that I do not think itis inconsistent with the public use of it that part 
of the expense should be paid for by the District of Columbia. The 
United States is dealing to-day very handsomely and very generously 
by the people of this District. Upon the theory that the Government 
owned one-half of the property or some other theory which satisfied 
the consciences of those who voted for it, Congress some years ago agreed 
to saddle one-half the burden of carrying on the government of this 
District upon the people of the United States, and I was somewhat 
amazed when I found members of this body justifying themselves in 
that a onment of upon the theory that the Government 
owned of the property in the District, when nearly all that prop- 
erty which it does own consisted of the streets, of which the Govern- 
ment is the owner, it is true, but without any use; that is to say, it isa 
trustee without use. 

In the State in which I live the counties severally own one-half the 
title to all the streets of all the towns within their respective limits; 
and yet in that State, filled with inventive people, I never heard any 
one suggest that because the county was the trustee for all the public 
in + of the streets it should pay any part of the taxes on account 
thereof. The city of Topeka, the capital of that State, does not exact 
or claim anything from the State in respect of payment of public money 
because the capital happens to be located there. On the contrary, they 
are glad it is there, and only wish there was more of it. 

Now, the General Government not only pays one-half the expenses 
of this District, including the cost of the improvement of streets, which 
in other cities is levied upon the abutting pro , but it takes care 
of every reservation, of all these squares which are so many parks for 
the benefit of these people. They are an especial tax upon the people 
of the United States, of which no portion is paid by the people of the 
District, except as they pay it ratably as the remainder of the people 
of the United States do. In other words, the Government pays halt 
the taxes and then it takes care, out of its own Treasury, of all the 
parks of the city, every one of them. It polices the White House 
grounds; it polices all these different parks and employs an Army offi- 
cer to look after them and beautify them and adorn them, and to see 
that they are put in the best possible shape for the delectation and use 
of the inhabitants of the District as well as everybody else. 

It seems to me this Zoological Park might be carried on in the same 
way. Ido not understand that because the Government pays for these 
parks thereby the people of the District of Columbia are not to use 
them or that because the District pays for them the people of the United 
States are not to use them. I think I understand that they want the 
people of the United States to come here; and yet it would seem that if 
the District of Columbia should pay for part of this park they would 
want to exclude the people of the United States from coming here, and 

ut up an advertisement of that kind at their front door and their back 
ted and say they do not want people to come here, and thus manifest 
their sincerity in this desire to be excluded from the burdens of main- 


bag this park. 

e it is proper to be just to the people of the District, it is equally 

popes that we should be just to the great body of the le of the 
nited States. This is a favored District. It is favored in the matter 


of taxation, There is no city in the United States where the taxes are 
so small as they are here. Iam glad of it. I do not care about that; 
I do not begrudge them any prosperity; but I undertake to say that it 
is one of those benefits which largely grow out of the fact that Con- 
gress has dealt with them with a generosity which certainly is without 
a parallel anywhere else in this country. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] asks me what makes 
real estate here so valuable, It is because this is the Capital. It is 
because the Government has assumed one-half the burden of maintain- 
ing the local government, and thereby makes it an attractive place for 
people to come; and on other grounds besides its being the Capital the 
burden of taxation ought to be comparatively small. 

I did not start out to say, and I do not say now, as a matter of final 
conclusion, that this Zoological Park ought not to be the specific prop- 
erty of the Government, to be provided for and maintained out of the 
national Treasury, but I do want to file a caveat against the idea that 
we are to go on here upon the theory that these things are to be done 
out of the Treasury of the United States without making a correspond- 
ing burden on the people of this District. It has been proposed in the 
other body in regard to the enlargement of this park that some por- 
tion of the burden should be assessed upon the adjoining proprietors. 
That is a practice which prevails under the constitutions of various 
States in to public improvements, as well, I think, as in regard 
to railroads, and it is founded in justice. It would not be unfair, at 
all events, to say in reference to this park that inasmuch as the adjoin- 
ing property and all the property of the District is benefited it ought 
to pay some portion of the burden. I am not saying now thatit ought, 
but 1 say it would not be unfair todo it. I think when we come to this 
question it is just as well to take into account all these things and the 
people out of whom these taxes must come outside of this District, as 
well as to enlarge all the while upon the duty of the Government to beau- 
tify the District and all that sort of thing, and having a amount 
of property here of its own which is equally available for all the people 
= the District, and which adds to the value of the property of the Dis- 

ict. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, as it seems to be considered in order 
to discuss the general merits of this proposition, I have a few words to 
say. 
I concur with the Senator from Kansas in holding that it may pos- 
sibly be quite equitable that some moderate practical expense of this 
aia should be laid upon the adjoining proprietor, who will be greatly 

efited by it, as a fair y transaction. As far as the body of 
the District is concerned, I do not think it right to charge them one 
dollar of it. In the first place, no city of 200,000 population in the 
United States would dream of establishing such a park, so expensive 
a thing as a zoological collection. It is not done by Congress for the 
benefit of these people. It is done for general scientific purposes, to 
adorn the national Capital, and as an object-lesson, a place of instruc- 
tion for the whole people of the United States, 1 do not think thatit 
would be equitable to put a dollar of that expense upon the people of 
the District, though there should be some moderate assessment upon 
those adjoining pieces of property which are unquestionably to be 
greatly benefited by it. 

Mr. BLAIR. In connection with this important discussion upon 
the expenditure proposed in favor of our wild beasts and reptiles and 
bad birds and all manner of creeping things, I desire to read a memo- 
rial which I have just received which bears upon the interests of the 
children of this country: 

WASHINGTON, D, O., March 23, 1890, 


At the close of the evening service of the Metropolitan W. Z. Church, D street 
southwest, between Second and Third, Rev. R. H. G. Dyson, pastor, the follow- 
ing wa submitted and unanimously adopted by a standing vote of the entire 
assembly : 

“ Whereas we, the communicants and congregational members of the Metro- 
spree W. Z. Church, believe that the failure to pass the Blair educational bill 

the Senate of the United States on last Thursday, March 21, 1890, is a great 
ublic calamity, especially to the poorer classes of white and a very 
jority of colored youths in the Southern States, and we further believe tthe 
t race problem can be solved only by the educating and improving the con- 
ition of all classes of citizens of the United States: Therefore, 

*“ Be it resolved, That we respecfully petition the Congress of the United States 
to reopen the case and present a new or modified bill that will give our people 
all the benefits that the defeated bill would have secured, and that we as a unit 
ask the Senate and House of Representatives to the same.” 

H. G. DYSON, Pastor. 
J. D. BALTIMORE, 
Financial Secretary. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, this Zoological Park established by 
Congress was not established for the benefit of the people of this District, 
but for the benefit of the scientific men of this country who would de- 
sire to preserve the types of the different wild animals that inhabited 
this continent. So far from being beneficial to the property-holders 
adjacent to it, I should think it would be a disadvantage. Surely if I 
owned property adjoining a zoological park I would be disposed to sell 
it at a much less price than if it was not located near such a park filled 
with wild animals, 

I can not, therefore, see any propriety whatever in charging any of 
the benefits of this park either to the adjacent land-holders or the peo- 
ple of the District of Columbia. This is the seat of the National Gov- 
ernment, the Capital of a great nation, and for one I feel like making 
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it worthy of a nation of a hundred million or two hundred million peo- 
ple. Among other things, I think it proper that Congress should es- 
tablish a zoological park to preserve the types of the animals that origi- 
nally inhabited this continent and that are fast fading away. 

Iam opposed to the House amendments, but, if it is impossible to 
pass the bill without concurring in them, under that restraint I shall 
vote for the bill as it comes from the other House. 

I will add that the Senator from Kentucky himself, who is seated in 
front of me [Mr. BLACKBURN], may remember that near the village 
in which we were both born there was a park preserved by one of the 

„original settlers of that State, in which the buffalo, the elk, the bear, 
and the deer were preserved in large numbers, and it became a great 
object of interest and a curiosity not only to the people in that vicinity, 
but to people from the Eastern States, many of whom came there to 
see that large park filled with these animals. 

Iam sure if this park were established here it would be an object of 
interest, not to the people of the District of Columbia who are engaged 
in their business here, nor to the members of Congress who pass but a 
few years of their lives here, but to the scientific men of the whole 
country who might be disposed to investigate the laws that relate to 
these wild animals and all other animals in connection with the dis- 
covery of the truth in every direction. 

Mr. STEWART. With regard to this particular appropriation, it 
seems to me that it is proper for the United States to bear all of the 
expense for the reasons assigned by the Senator from Louisiana, which 
appear to me to be controlling. But I should like to make a sugges- 
tion. Ido not think that the policy of charging the Government with 
half of the expense of the streets in the District by general taxation is 
working well. It occasions at every session of Congress a fierce con- 
flict as to where the money shall be used, and those who are most suc- 
beers in pressing their claims get their streets improved and the others 

o not. 

The system of improving streets out of a general fund has generally, 
in most of the Western cities at least, been a bad one. Ido not know 
how itis here. They tried it on the Pacific coast for many years and 
it led to controversy as to where the money should be appropriated, 
and there was dissatisfaction. They finally passed a law in California 
applying to all cities a general act requiring the property abutting on 
the street to pay for the improvement, and a street would be improved 
whenever a majority of the property-owners on the line of the proposed 
improvement asked for it. That has occasioned a great deal of im- 
provement in San Francisco and other California cities which would 
not have been made if the money had been paid from a general appro- 
priation. 

If that were done here it would relieve the Government and relieve 
the large tax-payers and improve property considerably, and then the 
General Government could well afford to expend more money in bean- 
tifying the parks and in what relates more to general matters. 

I know it will be said that a large portion of the city having been 
improved from the general fund, to make the change would be unjust 
and the rest should have the same advantage; but now is a good time 
to make the changes because the taxes have been principally levied on 
the property inside the boundaries of the city. I say that it oceurs to 
me that now would be a good time to make the change inasmuch as 
nearly all the streets inside of the boundary are already improved, and 
the plan in most of the cities is that where the streets are once improved 
the necessary repairs shall come out of the general fund. Many new 
divisions are now being laid out outside of the city, and if the property- 
owners who expect to make money out of them were allowed to im- 
prove the streets whenever they feel d to do so at their own ex- 
pense, it would be a great relief to the District generally and to the 
Government, 

The movey expended by the Government should be applied to more 
general purposes in keeping the streets in repair, but the new work that 
is to be done might be done ty the property-owners. Whenever a 
majority of the property-owners on any street for any particular dis- 
tance desire to have work done, let them do it, and the city would then 
grow fast enough; but if things go on in this way there will be a con- 
test as to the improvement of this and that street out of the general 
fund, and that will become more and more intense as the city extends 
outside of the boundary. 

There is no objection to having the District all improved if the people 
are willing to put their own money in it; but there is objection to tax- 
ing the Government or the portion of the city that is built up for ex- 
tending streets into the country. If people are willing to do it forthe 
benefit of the District and to increase the assessable value of property 
and aid everybody by the expenditure of the money, it seems to me 
that such a policy would be best. It has been tried in the Western 
aua and has been found to work well, and I suggest that it be tried 

ere, 

As to the present appropriation, it seems to me this park for the pur- 
pose of preserving animals ought to be a national park, and I think 
that is a thing for which the Government should pay the whole ex- 


nse. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I am very sure, Mr. President, that this Zoo- 
logical Park has no more sincere advocate or friend than Iam, but I 
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will not vote for any bill that proposes to impose upon the people of 
the District of Columbia any portion of the expense incident to its 
purchase or its maintenance. I do not intend, either, to offer the plea of 
poverty on behalf of the people of this District in support of this pro- 
vision. There is not within the limits of this land a heavier taxed 
community than the people who reside in this District to-day. It is 
not going beyond the record nor overstating the facts to say that the 
bulk of the indebtedness which rests upon this city and this District 
to-day was put there by reason of the negligence of Congress, it hay- 
ing absolute legislative control over the District. 

The Government of the United States supports and maintains the 
Yellowstone Park at its own expense. It would be just as rational and 
just.as fair to levy a 50 per cent. tax upon the District of Columbia 
proverty for the maintenance of the National Park in the Yellowstone 
as for this park here. It would be just as fair to levy upon the prop- 
erty-holders in the District of Columbia a percentage of the tax thatis 
needed to support the Botanical Garden right near the Capitol, or the 
public building in which we are sitting, or any of the public property 
that this Government owns within the limits of this District. 

With all deterence to the action that the other House may take or 
may have taken, protesting and declaring my earnest and honest sup- 
port of the measure that looks to the establishment and maintenance 
of a park here in this District, not only for entertainment and enjoy- 
ment, but for the education of the peopleof this country, I protest that 
I will not vote for any bill that is so unfair in its exactions as to require 
one-half of the money which is needed eitherto purchase or to maintain 
it to be collected from the property-holders of this District, 

Why, Mr. President, we are told by those whose sources of informa- 
tion are the most reliable that the herds of buffaloes which once roamed 
the prairies and the plains of this country in uncounted numbers, which 
many of us within the last ten years have spent weeks in the pleasure 
time of hunting and destroying, have shrunken until to-day there are 
less than one hundred buffalo within the limits of the United States 
outside of the Yellowstone Park and the private parks of private citi- 
zens. ‘There are less than one hundred, according to the information 
that we get from those whose business it is to inform themselves and 
know. The moose has disappeared practically from our country, Now 
and then a stray specimen is found in the woodlands of Maine; but 
from the Northwest the moose has disappeared almost entirely. 

This proposition is to establish here at the Capital city a zoological 
park where these rapidly disappearing specimens of the animals indig- 
enous to this country may be preserved for all time to come, if it be 
sible; and J am amazed that any gentleman shonld reach the conclu- 
sion that in order to carry ont and perfect this national purpose the 
tax-ridden people of the District of Columbia, who have no voice in 
either House of Congress, who by the express terms of the Constitution 
are the victims of any arbitrary power that Congress sees fit to inflict, 
should be made to contribute a portion of that expense. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] that the Zoological Park should be main- 
tained by the Government of the United States. I want, however, to 
enter my protest against the idea that this isan awfully tax-ridden 
city. 

Mr, President, when the proposition to make the Zoological Park 
first appeared in the Committee on Appropriations it was suggested that 
the District commissioners could see to it that those whose real estate 
was to border it would donate or contribute something out of the lands 
which they were to sell to the Government for the purposes of this 
park. Instead of that, every one of them*not only refused to contrib- 
ute a square foot of land, but put up the price of the land that they 
were to sell to the Government of the United States 100 per cent. more 
than it was before. 

It is contemplated to embrace this park in a larger park, which I 
hope will be done, but those who reap the most benefit pecaniarily 
from it and all who do reap it are the tax-payers of this District, and 
all of the advance in their property serves to lessen the per cent. of their 
taxation. 

The Government of the United States has assumed $33,000,000, ex- 
pended in grading and paving the streets and avenues of this city, and 
is paying now the bonds issued by the District for that purpose. The 
expenditure of these $33,000,000 has enhanced the value of every square 
foot of taxable property inthis city four hundred fold; and yet the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky talks about a tax-ridden District which can not be 
compelled to pay upon its enhanced value something towards the money 
taken out of the Treasury of the United States. They are only taxed 
$1.50 on the hundred dollars for all their real estate; and every dollar 
that we expend in these parks here, and which we ought to expend for 
them, is enhancing the value of the property. The limitation which 
is fixed by law on taxation here is a rate less than in any other city that 
I know of in this country. 

Mr. President, I believe in beautifying this city; I believe in making 
everything pertaining to it in some way correspond to the grandeur and 
greatness of the Government; but those who have pocketed money day by 
day out of this expenditure, those who are reaping these rich rewards 
benefiting the real estate of this city and this District, are the last men 
who ought tocome here and complain of the taxes which the citizens of 
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this District pay, the part which they contribute to the necessary ex- 
penditures of the District. Nobody asks, nobody ought toask them to 
pay for such improvements as these parks, but they ought not to content 
themselves with merely paying one-half of the current expenses of this 
District, but they ought to thank God that the lines have fallen to them 
in such pleasant places. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope that the vote may be now taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont that the Senate non-concur in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate insist on its non-concur- 
rence and ask for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. s 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MORRILL, Mr. SPOONER, 
and Mr. VEST were appointed. 


BRAZOS TERMINAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1873) authorizing the Brazos 
Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Brazos 
River in the State of Texas; which was, on page 2, line 30, tostrike out 
after the word ‘‘ States’? down to and including the word ‘‘freight,’’ 
in line 31. 

Mr. COKE. This being a Senate bill which has come from the other 
House with a very small verbal amendment, I ask that it may have 
consideration at this time and that the amendment be concurred in. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. VEST. What bill is that? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us hear the bill read as it will be when amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read as proposed to be 
amended. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, line 30, after the word ‘‘States,”’ 
strike out down to andincluding the word “‘ freight,” in line 31; so as 
to read: 

Sec, 3. That the bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be a 
lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, troops, and the munitions of war of the United States, passing over 
said bridge, than rate per mile for their transmission over the aSa 
eee, to said bridge; and equal privil in the use of said bridge shall be 
granted to all tel com ; and United States shall have the right 
of way across said bridge its approaches for postal-tel purposes, 

Mr. INGALLS. Is that the part that was stricken out? 

The ee oe That is the way the section reads as 
amend 

Mr. INGALLS. Now, let us hear the part that is stricken out. 

Mr. VEST. Has that bill as amended been before the Committee 
on Commerce? 

Mr. COKE, Ithasnot. It isa Senate bill which went to the House 
and is returned with an amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I that it had better go to that committee so 
that we may examine the amendment. 

Mr. COKE. Very well. It will take some little time, but if the 
Senator so desires I am willing that the bill with the amendment shall 
be referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill with the amendment will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 344) to grant the right of way to the Pittsburgh, Co- 
lumbus and Fort Smith Railway Company through the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

The following bills received yesterday from the House of resent- 
atives were severally read twice by their titles, and to the 
Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 380) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges across 
the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,’’ approved January 8, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 5729) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Oconee River, in the State of Georgia; and 

A bill (H. R. 7985) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid vessels 
wrecked or disabled in the waters conterminous to the United States and 
the Dominion of Canada,” approved June 19, 1878. - 

The bill (H. R. 8391) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1891, and for other purposes was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (H. R.7164) to amend and continue in force ‘‘An act to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at For- 
est City, S. Dak., by the Forest City and Watertown Railway Com- 
pany,” approved August 6, 1888, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MOODY. I understand that that is precisely similar in its pro- 
visions to a bill whieh hes been reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce and is now on the Calendar. Ishould like to ask unanimous 


consent for the consideration of the measure, as it is important that it 
should become a law as speedily as possible. 

Mr. INGALLS. What isthe bill? 

Mr. MOODY. Itis a bill to amend and continue in force ** An act 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at 
Forest City, in South Dakota, by the Forest City and Watertown Rail- 
way Company.” A similar bill has been favorably reported by the 
Committee on Commerce of the Senate, and this is a House bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I rise to morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That being in the nature of an objection, 
the bill will be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill, I think, ought to be referred, forI see’ 
it repeals a section about a draw. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 445) for the erection of a shop at the National Armory, 
Springfield, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3886) to authorize the construction of a bridge and ap- 
proaches at New York City across the Hudson River, to regulate com- 
merce in and over such bridge between the States of New York and 
New Jersey, and to establish such bridge a military and post road; 

A bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the county of Schuylkill, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced by it under allotments 
made by soldiers from said county during the late rebellion, by virtue 
of section 12 of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing the laws and protecting 
public property,” approved July 22, 1861; and 

A bill (H. R. 7498) to establish three new land districts in the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1612) to construct a road from the city of Staunton to the national cem- 
etery in the county of Augusta, in the State of Virginia. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House bad 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res, 136) for the relief of suf- 
ferers in the Mississippi Valley; and it was thereupon signed by the 
Vice-President. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. STEWART presented fourteen petitions signed by 654 members 
of the Farmers’ Alliance and citizens of Nebraska, praying for the free 
coinage of silver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VANCE. I present a memorial of the New Garden Quarterly 
Meeting of Friends, in Guilford County, North Carolina, respect fully 
and earnestly remonstrating against the increase of nditure for 
naval purposes and for increasing the Army of the United States, treat- 
ing such action as a menace against the peace of the country. I move 
that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. [also present petitions of members of the bar of Hali- 
fax, Beaufort, Edgecombe, Wilson, Northampton, and Martin Counties, 
in the State of North Carolina, praying for the passage of a bill ior the 
relief of the Supreme Courtof the United States, in consequence of the 
excess of business which has aecumulated upon it. I move that these 
petitions be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of 42 citizens of Granville County, 
North Carolina, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLODGETT. I present six petitions, all emanating from sub- 
ordinate unions of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of 
America, located in Jersey City, Newark, Mont Clair, New Brunswick, 
and Elizabeth, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment 
of laws to secure to citizens of the United States preference over aliens 
in performing labor on Government works. I move that the petitions 
be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of a convention of the Loyal Tem- 
plars of Temperance, assembled in Lansing, Mich., favoring woman suf- 
frage; which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented a petition of the Methodist Wesley Zion Church, 
of Washington, D. C., Rev. R. H. G. Dyson, pastor, praying for the 

of the educational bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Martin Landis, late a pri- 
vate in Company I, Seventh West Virginia Cavalry Volunteers, pray- 
ing for a correction of his military record; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of subordinate unions of the Bricklayers 
and Masons’ International Union of Indianapolis, Evansville, and Whit- 
ing, in the State of Indiana, praying for an amendment of the laws so 
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that only citizens of the United States may be employed on public 
works; which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

Healso presented memorials adopted by Monthly Meetings of Friends 
of Henry, Rush, Lake, Randolph, Wayne, and Bartholomew Counties, 
in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the expenditure of any 
more money for the Navy or Army; which were referred to the .Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of Subordinate Lodge No. 6, of the 
Bricklayers and Masons" International Union, of Nevada, Mo., pray- 
ing for legislation giving preference to native-born citizens in work on 
public improvements; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of 83 retail grocers of the city of St. 
Louis, Mo., representing that the Conger bill taxing compound lard is 
an evasion of the police powers reserved to the States; that it will in- 
crease the army of revenue officials; that the revenue raised will go 
into an already overflowing Treasury, and remonstrating against plac- 
ing a tax on compound lard ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Subordinate Union No. 6, 
of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, of 
Nevada, Mo., praying for an amendment of the laws so that only citi- 
zens of the United States may be employed on public works; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PASCO presented memorials adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Ocala, Fla., remonstrating against the terms of the bill known as the 
McKinley bill, now pending, so far as they relate toan increase of duty 
on leat-tobacco suitable for cigar-wrappers, as destructive to the indus- 
try of manufacturing Havana cigars; which were referred to the Com- 
mitteé on Finance. 

Mr. CALL presented petitions of the Fernandina (Fla.) Board of 
‘Trade and the Pensacola (Fla.) Chamber of Commerce, praying for the 
passage of the bill transferring the revenue marine to the naval estab- 
lishment: which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of merchants and manu- 
facturers of Battle Creek, Mich., praying for the of a national 
bankrupt law; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of 20 citizens of Labette County, 
Kansas, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 40 citizens of Atlanta, Ohio, 
praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of L. Kuszmaul, president, and 
F. V. Zoeller, secretary, of Subordinate Union No. 1, Baltimore, Md., 
of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of America, pray- 
ing that aliens may not be employed on public works; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented joint resolutions of the General Assembly of Mary- 
land; which were read aud ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 
Joint resolutions AAD EET directing the Senators of the State of Mary- 

land in the Con; ot United States to use their best efforts to secure 

the passage of a bill (No, 6944) of the House of Representatives of the United 

States, s panii Agy House of Representatives M 17, 1890, having for its 


object t r of the revenue-marine service from the Treasury Depart- 
ment to the Navy Department of the United States, 


Resolved by the senale and house of delegntes of Maryland, That the Senators of 
this State in the Congress of the United States be, and they are hereby, re- 
quested and directed to use all proper means in their power to secure the pas- 
sage by said Senate of House bill No, 6944 of the House of Representatives of 
the United States, passed by said House of Representatives on the 17th day of 
March, 1890, having for its object the transfer of the revenue-marine service 
from the Treasury Department of the United States to the Navy Department. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be immediately transmitted by his 
excellency the governor to each of our Senators in the Congress of the United 


States, 
R. F. BRATTAN, 
President of the Senate. 
JOHN HUBNER, 
Speaker of the House of Delegates. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petitionof U. A. Woodbury and others, 
of Chittenden County, Vermont, praying that a pension be granted to 
Mary A. Lands, the danghter of a soldier; which, with accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a memorial of the Monthly Meet- 
ing of Friends (306 members) of Le Grand, Marshall County, Iowa, re- 
monstrating against appropriations for the construction of a navy; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Peter Grant Stewart, of 
Gervais, Oregon, preying compensation for property owned by him and 
taken and used by the United States for a military reservation near 
the mouth of the Columbia River, in Pacific County, now the State of 
Washington; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition adopted by amass meeeting of old 
soldiers and seamen, held at Junction City, Geary County, Kansas, 
praying for the passage ofservice-pension legislation; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also ears petition nor farmers o esio Lyon County, 
Kansas, praying for the eof certain financial and other legislation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, ; 


Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of the Baptist Ministers’ Confer- 
ence of Boston and vicinity, in the State of Massachusetts, and a memo- 
rial of the executive committee of the American Baptist Missionary 
Union, remonstrating against the proposed enumeration of the Chinese 
in this country; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Massachusetts, praying for 
an increased appropriation for the work of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr, MORRILL presented a petition of citizens of Delta, Colo., pray- 
ing for the free coinage of silver; which ‘was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1951) for the relief of John Fuller, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. STEWART. I am also instructed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 80) to authorize the pro- 
motion of certain assistant surgeons of the Army after twenty years’ 
service, to report it back to the Senate adversely. The necessity for 
the passage of the bill having passed, the committee recommend that 
it be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Columb 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the bill (S. 2601 
to change the route of the Rock Creek Kailway Company and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. 3231) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of George K. Otis, asked to be discha’ from its further 
consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; which was agreed to. > 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military A to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1506) granting relief to Samuel D. r, Te- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a rt thereon, 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 


the bill (S. 471) for the relief of the Norfolk County Ferry Committee, _ 


reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1666) for the relief of the legal representatives of John H. Jones and 
phere D. Harris, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1761) for the relief of Hector F. Phelps, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, w hich was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 753) authorizing and directing the sale of 
certain property belonging to the United States, situate in Pittsburgh, 
Pa., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (8. R. 41) authorizing the use and improvement of Castle 
Island, in Boston Harbor, reported adversely thereon; and the resolu- 
tion was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 14) authorizing the use and improvement of Castle 
Island, in Boston Harbor, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not know whether the Senate would 
take up that resolution and pass it now. I should like to doit. It is 
very important that the public work in that park should go on, and if 
there be no objection I should like to have it considered at the present 
time, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall be very glad to have it done. 

Mr. VEST. Let us get through with the morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the joint resolu- 
tion goes on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1852) for the relief of Sidney J. Hare, submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
2794) for the relief of Royal E. Dake, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
1696) for the relief of Asher W. Foster, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2086) to correct the military record of John Hinsmann, late of Com- 
pany G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 7993) to amend section 4 of “An act to authorize the 
county of Laurens, in the State of Georgia, to construct a bridge across 


the Oconee River ator near Dublin, in said county and State, ™ approved 
June 18, 1888, reported it without amendment. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 3378) to grant to the Mobile, Jackson 
and Kansas City Railroad Company the use of 4 acres of land belong- 
purposes; which 

‘was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


ing to the United States Government, for terminal pu 
Lands. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S, 3379) for the relief of Daniel 
Donovan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3380) for the reliefof James Entwistle; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3381) to amend the military record of 
William M. Porter, alias William S. Mackay; which was read twice by 


its tiule, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3382) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Antonia B. Lynch; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3383) to appropriate the sum of $60,000 
to aid in the proper decoration of the soldiers’ and sailors’ monument 


now being constructed at Indianapolis, Ind., under the authority of 


said State; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3384) for the relief of Peter 
Grant Stewart, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3385) for the relief of James 
ue Paes which was read twice byits title, and, with the accompany- 

, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

mega ULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3386) for the relief of Aquila C. 
Fettinger; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 

papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S, 3387) to provide for an addi- 
tional associate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of New 
Mexico; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 3388) granting a pension to 
George Wolf; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr, COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3389) for the relief of M. M. 
Lynch; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 3390) to define the routes ot 
steam-railroads in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3394) for the relief of Robert Mc- 
Gee; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations, 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3395) to restore the pension 
of Jane M. MeCrabb; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3391) to regulate the compensation 
of per diem employés of the United States Government; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill has been pending in one or two Congresses, 
and it provides that the lowest sum paid to per diem employés shall be 
$2 a day, A vast number of laboring people are interested in this bill, 
and I am informed that in two States a general law has been enacted. 
I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 3392) to amend an act mak- 
ing appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, approved March 2, 1x89; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
the Post-Roads. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3393) to provide for 
the sale of the arsenal grounds and for the establishment of a new 
military post at Little Rock, Ark.; which was’ read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 3396) granting a pension to 
James M. Monroe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 70) providing for 
the distribution of certain publications of the Government to deposi- 
tories of public documents; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Coast Defenses, reported three 
amendments intended to be proposed to the fortification appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed, 


LAND DISTRICTS IN WYOMING. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I ask that House bill 7498, which came from the 
House of Representatives this morning, be Jaid before the Senate. 


The bill (H. R. 7498) to establish three new land districts in the 
Territory of Wyoming was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PADDOCK. A bill exactly similar to this has been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands, being Senate bill 2804, Order of 
Business 490. Iask that the House bill may take the place of the Sen- 
ate bill, and I ask for the present consideration of the House bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. 1 object to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made and the bill will lie 
over. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not see any reason why that bill any more than 
any other should have such a preference and be taken out of order. 
The biil can take its place on the Calendar, and it will probably be 
reached on Saturday or any time the Calendar is in order. It is not fair 
to the Senate to take up measures in that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be ‘referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to its going on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
in the placejof the Senate bill without a reference, if there be no objec- 
tion. The Chair hears none. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 445) for the erection of ashop at the National Armory, 
Springfield, Mass., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 3886) to authorize the construction of a bridge and 
approaches at New York City across the Hudson River, to regulate 
commerce in and over such bridge between the States of New York and 
New Jersey, and to establish such bridge a military and post Toad was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the county of Schuylkill, 
in the State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced by it under allot- 
ments made by soldiers from said county during the late rebellion, by 
virtue of section 12 of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to au- 
thorize the employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing the laws and 
protecting public property,’’ approved July 22, 1861, was read twice 
by its aie, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRESERVATION OF ORDER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that there isso much conversation on the floor 
of the Senate that it is with great difficulty that the reporters can hear 
Senators when they address the Chair. At timesitis quite impossible 
for them to take down the remarks made by Senators. Senators will 
facilitate the proper transaction of business if when they desire to en- 
gage in conversation they will retire to the cloak-rooms. 


PORT OF FERNANDINA, FLA. 


Mr. PASCO. I ask unanimous consent that Order of Business 634 
be taken up now. It is a short bill, rendered necessary by the exten- 
sion of the commerce of Fernandina, and it is unanimously reported 
from the Committee on Commerce. I shall be absent from the city for 
a few days and I should very much like to have the bill passed now. 
It is but five lines long. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] 
asks unanimous consent to consider a bill the title of which will be 
reported. 

‘The Carer CLERK. A bill (S. 2897) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of 
dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, A. D. 1880. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read in iull, subject to objection. 

The bill was read; and, by unanimousconsent, the Senate, asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It declares that 
the privileges of the first section of the act approved June 10, 1880, 
entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes ’’ shall be extended 
to the port of Fernandina, Fla. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a report? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no report accompanying the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. _We are not in the habit of making reports in these 
cases. This is rendered necessary by the discovery of phosphate in the 
vicinity. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I should like to reserve the right to object and to 
ask the chairman of the committee, as there is no written report, to 
explain the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. We only propose to make Fernandina a port of de- 
livery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and z 


ABSENCE OF THE VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to inform the Senate 
that he expects to be absent several days during next week. The an- 
nouncement is now made so that the Senate may take such action as 
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may seem proper in view of the resolution passed March 12 with refer- 
ence to the appointment of a President pro tempore of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its’Clerk, announced that the House had the following bills: 

A bill (S. 428) to amend article 103 of the Rules and Articles of War; 
and 

A bill (S. 3025) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to gather 
full and authentic information as to the present condition and preserva- 
tion of the far-seal interests of the Government in the region of Alaska, 
as compared with its condition in 1870; also, full information as to the 
impending extinction of the sea-otter industry, and kindred lines of 
inquiry, etc. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
430) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be examined 
certain vouchers filed, or to be filed, by the State of Missouri, or her 
agent or agents, for sums claimed to be due from the Government of 
the United States on account of payments made by said State since April 
22, 1882, to the officers and enlisted men of her militia forces for mili- 
tary services rendered to the United States in the suppression of the 
rebellion, as evidenced by the proper pay-rolls heretofore filed with, 
examined, and accepted by the Government of the United States, and 
to report to Congress, with an amendment in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: y 

A bill (H. KR. 4553) to authorize the Secretary of War to deliver to 
the State of Colorado the flags carried by Colorado regiments; 

A bill (H. R. 8201) to amend the Articles of War relative to the 
punishment on conviction by courts-martial; 

A bill (H. R. 8394) to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Statutes 
at Large of the United States; 

` Joint resolution (H. Res. 68) authorizing Capt. George S. Anderson, 
Sixth Cavalry, to accept from the President of the French Republic a 
diploma conferring the decoration of Chevalier of the National Order 
‘of the Legion of Honor; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the heirs of Rear-Admiral 
Charles H. Baldwin to receive a snuff-box from the Czar of Russia; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 120) authorizing Henry Vignaud to ac- 
cept from the President of the French Republic a diploma of com- 
mander of the Legion of Honor; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 121) authorizing Lieut. Aaron Ward, 
United States Navy, and Capt. H. C. Cochran, United States Marine 
Co: to accept from the President of the French Republic diplomas 
of the Legion of Honor. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to take up the motion to reconsider the vote 
the bill referred to yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Harris in the chair), The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts moves that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the motion to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
of the House of Representatives was agreed to on the bill (S. 157) to 
amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Com- 


y- 

a 8 EDMUNDS. That motion is not debatable I know, but I ask 
to be allowed to say that I hope the question of reconsideration will be 
taken because it is right to take the sense of the Senate abont it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to take up the motion to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to postpone the consideration of this mo- 
tion until the first Monday in December next. That will test the sense 
of the Senate just as well as it can be done in any other way, and when 
I can be heard I will state why I make the motion just as briefly as I 


ee deer 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please pause a mo- 
ment. When Senators cease conversation and resume their seats the 
business of the Senate will proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, when this bill, it being a Senate 
bill, passed the Senate originally my attention was not called to it, and 
probably on account of my own fault of absence from illness or what- 
ever, and it apparently passed the senate in the ordinary course of 
routine business, and saying that implies no reflection upon anybody 
whatever. It provided that this company— 

Is hereby authorized to extend its tracks and run its cars thereon through and 
along the following-named streets: Beginning at the intersection of New York 
avenue and Fifth street, northwest, south along Fifth street, northwest, to G 
street, northwest, and thence west along G street, northwest, to the east line of 
Fifteenth street, northwest— 

Which is the Treasury corner— 


and also beginning at the present terminus of its Cemetery Branch on the east 
side of Lincoln avenue, and thence northerly along Lincoln avenue to a point 
opposite the entrance to Glenwood Cemetery; and also beginning at the inter- 
section of New York avenue and North Capitol street; thence north along said 
street to the south boundaries of grounds of the Soldiers’ Home: Provided, That 
if electric wires or cables are used to propel its cars over said streets from New 


York avenue and Fifth to Fifteenth street northwest the same shall be placed 
under ground— 

Which was very right and proper if the line is to go there at all— 
And provided further, That the said company shall not be permitted to stop its 
cars at its western terminus, or at any point within the city limits, for a longer 
time than is necessary to take on and let off its passengers. Said company shail 
charge not exceeding five cents fare for one continuous ride from any point on 
its line to the terminus of its main line or any of its branches— 


That I need not allude to, because it is a mere matter of detail about 
me management of trains, and I want to save the time of the Senate all 
can— 


And said company is authorized to use overhead wires on its North Capitol 
street branch. 


Sec. 2. That so much of the original charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ 


Home Railway Company, penis by act approved June 19, 1888, as authorized 
the construction of a bran 
south boundary of the Soldiers’ Home be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


on Firststreet, west, from New York avenue tothe 


That is to say, it is moved by this act from First street to North Capi- 


tol street, and then it provided for an increase of capital stock to which 
there is no objection, and then it provided for limitations of time within 
which these extensions should be made, namely, on G street to com- 
mence within three months and operate within a year; and on the 
North Capitol street line going about 2 or 3 miles, I suppose, from the 
Capitol, but starting where it does, probably a mile and three-quarters, 
or whatever it may be, to the Soldiers’ Home. They were to have one 
year to complete the North Capitol street line after the street should 
have been opened and graded; that is to say, at the public expense, so 
as to give them a preliminary and fixed route to monopolize, to have 
the advantage of using that street, practically, of course, to the exclu- 
sion of everybody else whenever the settlements in that direction should 
justify the public purse in putting the street in a condition for habita- 
tion. 


Mr. President, the bill went to the other House in that way, and the 


House of Representatives sent it back with this amendment, thatit isto 
be considered as an amendment of the act of June 19, 1888, granting 
the charter and subject to the limitations and conditions mentioned in 
that act. 


When the matter was up before I was not familiar with the history 


of the transaction except in one respect, and so the amendment that I 
offered did not, as I now think on examining the whole subject and 
getting all the papers, come anywhere near doing what Congress ought 


to do for the protection of the public interests, and that is the reason 


why I have moved to postpone this motion to reconsider, which is in 


effect of course postponing the subject until December in the hope that 
meanwhile on some appropriation bill or otherwise Congress will pro- 
videfor some commission to examine the whole street-railway subject 


or fifteen different projects going everywhere to be considered, knowing 
what we are doing justly for the benefit of the Capital and the people 
of the District. That is the reason of my motion. 

Now, it is to be said that the original charter of this company gave 
it very large privileges and did not require the company.to comply by 
building any roads, It only got, as they say on the canals in New York, 
a lockage, a preliminary grant to hold ont until it should be conven- 
ient to exercise it for a great extent of territory. It may be wise or 
unwise to have railways there when the time comes. But since the 
matter was up before I have sent to the commissioners and Engineers’ 


Office and have got a map of the District of Columbia which shows all- , 


the existing railways, those incorporated and not constructed and the 
proposed extensions of this particular railway; that is, the G street 
line and that going up North Capitol street instead of First street in- 
side of the city for two or three blocks—about three blocks, I suppose— 
and then strikingon north. The rights the company now has by grant, 
not to be exercised until the condition of public affairs in the way of 
the growth of the city to the northward shall make it necessary for 
the public interests to open streets and grade them and put them in 
condition so that the company can lay down its tracks without any 
expense, are represented by the red dotted lines which begin at Bound- 
ary street and First street, east, I think, or very near there, just east of 
North Capitol street, and extend up around the east side of the Sol- 
diers’ Home, and finally lose themselves at what is called the Riggs road, 
which is almost the boundary of the District. 

Then another 1oute that it already has, to take effect whenever it is 
convenient and not expensive to lay down the tracks, goes straight on 
over to what was the National Fair Association ground, a horse-trot- 
ting ground, which, I believe, has come to grief, but still itis good 
ground and somebody will take it up. Then there is another author- 
ized line that goes up First street-—now changed to North Capitol 
street—to the boundary of the Soldiers’ Home, up to the east side of 
the new basin or water reservoir. 

All the red lines on the map before me represent a grant that Con- 
gress made in the original charter, excepting that one of these is changed 
by astreet, but in effect it is the same thing; they represent an unlim- 
ited grant in point of time, giving a monopoly in advance of settle- 
ment and street grading, and that need only be exercised and put in 
operation whenever there are streets laid there and the proper grading, 
etc., done, so that the tracks can be laid down. 
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I submit, with great respect to the Senate of the United States, that 
that was not a wise thing to do, but it has been done. Now comes the 
company with this bill, having all these prearranged exclusive rights 
in effect, Congress, of course, would not allow two railways to run 
through the same street with the same outlets unless they ran on the 
sametracks. So—forthat isthe fandamental thing, I su as regards 
the interest of the company—they want to run a through G street 
from Seventh street and New York avenue, where they now start, with 
their overhead wires, against all the morality of the act of Congress of 
last year; but they got it through the commissioners in some way just 
before the time expired that Congress had provided, and after theSenate 
and the House had both expressed their opinions about overhead wires. 
They ask the Senate to give them authority to run through G street to 
the Treasury—that is the short way of stating it—with a double track, 
but with under-ground wires, which so far as the wires are concerned is 
peers right and necessary, for that is the only way itshould be done, 

my opinion, and I could show it if I had the time, for we have had 
a great deal of information since this matter was up before. 

G street is a narrow street. I believe it is 42 feet wide between the 
curbs. That is the most that has been stated. A double track in that 
street operated by any sort of railway contrivance will make the spaces 
between the outside of the tracks and the projection of the cars and 
the curbs such that two carriages can not pass unless they are both in 
the same longitudinal line. If any carriage is backed up or any cart 
or wagon or whatever to unload anything, and is not in its true line 
in movement, there is not space between the car and the curb, as I un- 
derstand, to get on at all. 

When you come to the Interior Department, going west on G street 
from Fifth, where this thing isto start, there isa jog in G street, because 
when the Interior Department was built, in order to make it of the 
size thought proper, it had to make a projection to the north; the street 
was jogged out at right angles, crossing the block between Seventh and 
Ninth streets and crossing Eighth street so as to make the street the 
same width, and then at Ninth street G street jogs back again. 

With these two curves and with this double track in this narrow 
street, it is going to be a t injury to any property that is not used 
for business purposes, Gee Chore is no provision (as there ought to be 
in everything of this kind) that when any private property, whether it 
is taken or not, is injuriously affected, to the extent of that injury, off- 
setting the benefit, compensation ought to be made. That is justice, as 
was found in the city of New York about their elevated railroads and 
50 on. 

There is another thing about this G street matter. For the most of 
this distance, forall of it in tact, from Fifth street, which is on the west 
side of Judiciary Square, clear to the Treasury building, there isa line 
already, one block off, on F street, and if any more east-and-west lines 
are needed, it would appear to me, and I think to anybody else, that 
they ought to be at least two blocks off. So instead of being on G 
street this line ought to be on H street. But when you come to H 
street there is the H street line which begins out west and goes clear 
through to Seventeenth street and goes east on H street to Fourteenth 
street. Then there is the New York avenue line, which runs up New 
York avenue until it strikes H street at about Fifth, I imagine, or 
Sixth, perhaps—somewhere there—and goes through H street east, I 
do not know but to the very boundary of the city, certainly to the 
Government Printing Office; so that H street is already occupied for all 
substantial purposes of public convenience, opadne the New York 
avenne line, which takes a part of it, and the Metropolitan line, which 
takes the other part. Then, in order to get this line for the benefit of 
the stock holders and persons interested, to communicate with the cen- 
ter of affairs at the Treasury corner, we are to have three street-railway 
lines on three distinct streets, only a block apart, side by side. I do 
not think myself that that isa wise thing todo, Ifit can be shown 
that it is, of course I am for it, 

Then it is to be said, Mr. President, that, so far as I know or have 
heard, there has been no petition, representation, or application on the 
part of the citizens and property owners of G street asking for any street 
railway atall. It is was on the continental system might be called 
an application of this railway for its own interest to have a competing 
through line to the Treasury Department for the benefit of its stock- 
holders. Well, they have a perfect right to ask it, and if we are wise 
or unwise enough to give it, the thing is done; but in respect of any 
public necessity felt by any body of citizens of Washington living on 
that street or owning property on it or anywhere else in the city of 
Washington, except the owners of this railway, I have not heard of any 
petition or application. 

That is the way the matter stands. Therefore, Mr. President, with 
the greatest respect to the Committee on the District Columbia, who, 
I think, were misled about this business, I have thought that it would 
be better to postpone the consideration of this matter of a demand for 
private interests until a further investigation could be had. 

Now, I have only to say this in addition, because by and by perhaps 
I shall speak about the overhead-wire question, for we have a great 
deal of more valuable informationabout that. Ido notthink this com- 

y is justly entitled to appeal just now for any favors from Congress. 
t put its overhead wires from Seventh street along New York avenue 


to the boundary of the city after Congress had expressed its opinion in 
definite that overhead wires were not for the safety of the 
public and had passed an appropriation bill which provided that after 
the 15th of September no overhead wires should be put up. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator permit me one moment at that 


point? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 
Mr. INGALLS. As it isimportant for the just consideration of this 


(pies sep I admit that the appearances are against the corporation un- 
er the statement of the Senator from Vermont, but the truth is that 
the arrangement and contract was made between the commissioners, 
the ies then authorized to give this consent, and this corporation, a 
considerable period of time before the expression of Congress in the sec- 
tion of the appropriation bill to which the Senator refers. Therefore, 
while there may be a technical and apparent violation, yet asa matter 
of tact, and as I am informed, a contract was made and the materials 
purchased, and it was thought that it was not inwny sense a violation 
of the order of Congress as expressed in that section of the appropria- 
tion bill to allow these vested rights to be carried out. 

Mr. HOAR. TheSenator from Vermont will allow me to supplement 
the statement of the Senator from Kansas. I venture to say that my 
acquaintance with the Senator from Vermont will allow me to state 
one tact—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. My knowledge ot this subject comes from a corpora- 
tion in Massachusetts which is engaged in the manufacture of all sorts 
of electrical appliances, the Thomson-Houston company, It is a cor- 
poration controlled and managed by men of very high character and of 
very high scientific attainments, and they have taken great pains in the 
equipment of this particular road which they had contracted, as the 
Senator from Kansas says, to have built, to make ita model road as far 
as the exhibition of electrical appliances goes. 

At the time when that bill was passed, of which the Senator from 
Vermont speaks—the original bill authorizing this Eckington road to 
be built was before the Senate—the Senator from Vermont rose in his 
place and made a very earnest and impressive statement indeed to the 
Senate in regard to the danger from overhead wires, and arrested the 
progress of the bill at that time, and it was staid. Thereupon, re- 
ceiving information from these constituents of mine, I moved that a 
committee of the Senate be requested to investigate the subject, to in- 
vestigate the correctness of the information on which the Senator from 
Vermont had made his statement. That committee investigated—the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] can correct me if in any respect 
I am in error in my recollection—that committee investigated the sub- 
ject very carefully according to the scientific lights then existing and 
made a unanimons report to the Senate, unless I err now in my recol- 
lection, affirming the entire safety of these arrangements, and there- 
upon this bill, which had been staid to await the result of that in- 
vestigation, this Eckington bill, was 

So they had every right to understand that with regard to this very 
matter the Senate had concluded its inquiry, was satisfied with its in- 
quiry, and had passed the bill authorizing the construction of this 
road. They put up, as is well known, the overhead wires only where 
the road runs out of the city, where they are not a disfigurement to the 
travel of inhabited streets on which there are costly dwellings. That 
is the story about that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am glad that the Senator from 
Massachusetts has made the statement that he has, for what I wish to 
do only is to endeavor to promote the interests and safety and comfort 
of the people of the United States who live in this District and who 
come toit. I have not any constituents who are interested in the mat- 
ter, and if I had it wonld not make any difference to me, as I am sure 
it does not to my friend from Massachusetts. I do not remember about 
the passage of the original charter or my having said anything in re- 
gard to it, but I dare say the Senator from Massachusetts is right if he 
has looked it up, because we have so many things to do that I very 
frequently say something about a bill that a year afterwards I have for- 
gotten about entirely. 

I have no recollection of it at all. No doubt what the Senator states 
is right; but before this road was built and before, as I now remem- 
ber—and I think the documents are in these papers, but I will not go 
over them much, because I do not wish to prolong the time of the Senate, 
which is valuable—before this railroad was built, and, as I believe the 
documents will show, before the railway had any authority to put an 
overhead wire above the streets at all (which must depend upon a per- 
mit from the District commissioners), the act of Congress was 
which said that after the 15th of September there should be no more 
overhead wires. That act of Congress was passed on discussion, and 
not sub silentio, but with everybody's eyes wide open, right or wrong, 
to the danger or safety of that sort of thing. When that act passed 
this company had no right under its charter, whatever that was, to put 
an overhead wire in the streets of this city at all. When the act passed 
saying that after the 15th of September nothing more or that kind 
should be done, though, to he sure, leaving it so that the commissioners 
might, as Congress supposed—in order to make the necessary connec- 
tion or some little thing of administration in the existing overhead 
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wires—let parties have a little leeway, they proceeded deliberately to 
grant to this new corporation with a new grant the right to put over- 
head wires from Seventh street northwest to the Boundary, I think, as 
I stated the other day —— 

Mr. HARRIS. ill the Senator from Vermont allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair), Will 
the Senator from Vermont yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HARRIS. If I understood the Senator from Kansas [Mr. IN- 
GALLS], the chairman of the District Committee, he was quite right 
in the statement that he made. If the Senator from Vermont will go 
back to the original charter of this railroad company he will find that 
it authorized the use of horse, electric, or cable power, without defin- 
ing as to how either power should be applied. The permission to put 
up the poles and the overhead wires was obtained from the District 
commissioners before the passage.of the act to which he refers. The 
contract was made by the company for the construction of the road and 
the material necessary to construct it, and it was partly constructed 
before the passage of that act, 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Tennessee if it is not also 
his belief that the postponement of the operation of thatact from May to 
September was inserted for the very purpose, which wasjust, that exist- 
ing contracts should be permitted to be carried ont? 

Mr. HARRIS. As to the motives of the Senators reporting and the 
Senators passing that act, of course my opinion is worth no more than 
that of any other Senator or any other person, and in addition to that 
statement the Senator will remember thatthe Senate passed a resolution 
requiring or directing the Committee on the District of Columbia to 
report such a resolution forbidding the putting up of overhead wires. 
The Committee on the District of Columbia did report such a resolution, 
but unanimously recommended that it be not agreed to. It never was 

to by the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if I can have the floor for a few 
minutes to interrupt my friends on all sides, I shoald like to say on 
that subject that if this statement of the 15th of September, as the time 
when the provision in the appropriation bill should take effect and be 
absolutely prohib:tory, was inserted for the purpose of giving this rail- 
way the right to get upits overhead lines and so on before that time, I 
feel safe and certain in stating that [ never heard of it, and I affirm my 
belief that nobody else ever heard of it on the floor of this Chamber, 
and if there is anybody on the floor of this Chamber who had heard of 
it on the floor, I should like him to stand up and say it now, and in 
the language of the ancient statesman, *‘I pause for reply.” There 
was not any. The object, as the discussion on the appropriation bill 
will show, of this extension until the 15th of September was what I 
stated before, that no small matter of connection of the telephone, of 
the telegraph, or of the lighting companies might be interrupted, in 
order to get what for th- time being might be done, and that was all. 

Iam not blaming this company. Like every other corporation that 
has capital and pluck and energy and friends, it was going in to make 
money in the best way it could in conformity with the law, and the 
law did not prevent the commissioners of the District, until the 15th 
of September, from granting this very thing. They got the commis- 
sioners to do it. In my opinion the commissioners did very wrong. I 
will not characterize it by any stronger statement which perhaps it de- 
serves. These business gentlemen gotitoutof them. Sothe road was 
built. 

The charter provided most liberally—for Iam pow on the point of 
any particular favor or urgency this company is entitled to ask—the 
charter of the company provided that, in lieu of all other taxes, all the 
contribution that they should make to the public purse in this District 
should be 4 per cent. of their gross earnings from passengers. ‘* Gross 
receipts” it said, but that of course did not mean stock paid in, but 

earnings from travel. 

There have been passed since that company began to operate, as I 
have found to the grief of my slender purse, two. if not three, periods 
of paying taxes in this District, and I have found, as one humble citi- 
zen owning the little house in which I live, that the payments of taxes 
for ordinary persons is like death, very inevitable. After this matter 
happened the other day, I tried to find out all about this company and 
about its reports which it was required to make, sworn reports to the 
Secretary ot the Treasury or somebody by its officers of its doings and 
operations and income and receipts and expenditures, and a sworn re- 
port of the names of its stockholders. I sent to the Treasury Depart- 
ment, which I supposed had to do with the public moneys in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia as well as of the United States, to inquire whether 
this company had paid the 4 per cent. on its gross income. I received 
a oe trom the Secretary of the aap dated the 10th of March, 
as follows: 


I learn through the office of the District commissioners that the Eckington 
and Soldiers’ Hoine Railway Company has not paid tothe District of Columbia 
oo per cent. of its gross earnings required under the terms of the act of June 

They made the first report called for by the charter, but by a mere 
accident, I suppose, did not make it under oath as it regarded who the 
stockholders were; but I suppose that was a mere accident, because it 


is impossible to conceive that there would be any subterfuge, or color, 
or misarrangement about who were the people really interested in the 
road, as in some State might possibly happen, but certainly not here 
in the District of Columbia; and so I assume that the failure to give a 
sworn report of the list of stockholders was a mere accident. 

There was a sworn report of he receipts and disbursements and the 
gross earnings of the line for a short time of the first six months report, 
thata few thousand dollars (the 4 per cent. on which might not be more 
perhaps than $500), a sum that perhaps one-half of the Senators, if they 
were taxed against them, as we are all said to be millionaires, might 


possibly raise the money to pay like anybody else. They did not pay . 


it. Then the next time for paying taxes came, when the receipts of 
this company had of course gone up immensely, They did not pay 
that; and in the face of that delinquency they come, and if they have 
paid it since thea they have paid it probabiy as they did the assess- 
ment of $10,000 for putting the streets in order that they buils through 
in the District on the very day, by some curious coincidence, that my 
friend from Kansas, whom I do not see here, introduced a resolution 
directing the commissioners to report whether that company had paid 
for the expenditures of the District in putting the streets in order, as 
the charter and general law required. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend until the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is only 1 o’clock. 

The SECRETARY. Report of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions on the contested seats in the Senate from the State of Montana. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think, under the circumstances, as the election 
case is up for consideration, that it ought to be finished to-day, and 
this bill had better go over for the present, 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not propose to raise any question of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Massachusetts has the Montana 
matter in charge. I am perfectly willing to go on or not, as may be 
the pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator from Vermont desires, in con- 
sequence of the state of his health, to be absent from Washington, and 
that that absence may begin very soon, I thought it was just to him 
to call up this motion while he was here, rather than eall it up in his 
absence, and the Senate will see from what he has already said thatit 
would have been very improper to call it up after hisdeparture. Now, 
whether this matter had better be finished or the Montana case gone 
on with at once I will leave to the determination of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 wanted tos 

Mr. HOAR., I think we had better finish this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Delaware yield 
to the Senator from Tennessee ? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. HARRIS, I wanted to suggest to the Chair that when the order 
was made to meet at 11 o’clock instead of 12 o’clock I am not. aware of 
any change of the rule that requires the transaction of routine business 
and the consideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII up to the hour 
of 2 o’clock, and | am inclined to think that the unfinished business 
should not be laid before the Senate until the hour of 2 o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The following is the order in regard 
to the morning hour: 

Resolved, That after to-day, unless otherwise ordered, the pt ty Sore hour shall 
terminate at the expiration of two hours after the meeting of the Se 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought the language of the rule was anti 2 
o'clock.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. *“‘Two hoursafterthe meeting of the 
Senate.’’ 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the date of that order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. August 10, 1888. 

Mr. INGALLS. That would notof course apply to the present order 
of the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That fixes the morning hour two hours 


after the meeting of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. For that session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘‘ Until otherwise ordered.” 

Mr. INGALLS. It has been since otherwise ordered, for after that 
the Senate amended it to meet at 12 o’clock. But while itis true that 
the custom has been when the hour of meeting was fixed at 11 o’clock 
to have the consideration of morning business expire at the end of two 
hours, it has always been in pursuance of a stated order of the Senate. 
The precedent wouid notapply; and in regard to the matter now under 
consideration it seems to me that the wishes of the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY] ought to be consulted. If he is ready to go on, he 
ought to be allowed to proceed, as he was on the floor at the time of 
the adjournment last evening, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: That was the reason why the Chair 
recognized the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] as entitled to the 
floor, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Delaware will allow me, I 
wish to say to my friend from Massachusetts and the rest of the Senate 
that if I should not be present when this Eckington matter again 
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comes up I beg that nobody will wait for me. I have stated almost 
all that I could have wished to state in to it. 

Mr. HOAR. I think in view of what the Senator from Vermont has 
said in regard to a possible absence from the Senate when this matter 
is resumed I shall endeavor to call it up again on Saturday morning 
at the conclusion of the routine morning business, I think I ought to 
say that I shall submit to that Senator, if I can have an opportunity, 
an amendment which will cover, as I understand, all the objections he 
has heretofore so far raised to the condition of legislation in to 
this company, except the single objection that the locality where it is 
authorized to go will not be affected by these amendments. In other 
words, I understand that this company is willing to have its right to 
maintain overhead wires absolutely expire in three years, according to 
this amendment. So, unless the public opinion of the country is so in- 
formed as to the entire safety and security of these contrivances that 
the authority is then renewed, it shall end. 

I understand they are also willing, in answer to what the Senator 
has been saying last, to have a provision enacted that all the rights 
which they have got to lay down any tracks or any roads in this Dis- 
trict shall expire in one year from the present time, and if the thingis 
not completed in that time all rights shall be forfeited if not acted upon 
in that time. I make that suggestion to the Senator. P 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to intro- 
duce a resolution ? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. In pursuance of the announcement of the Vice- 
President a few moments ago of his desire to be absent from the Sen- 
ate, I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That Jonx J. INGAuLS, a Senator from the State of Kansas, be, and he 
hereby is, elected the President pro tempore of the Senate, to hold office during 
the pleasure of the Senate in accordance with the resolution of the Senate 
adopted on the 12th day of March, 1890, on the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator ask for the present 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and agreed 


to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will designate the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] to conduct the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
INGALLS], the Treen sd tempore of the Senate, to the chair. 

Mr. INGALLS, esco: by Mr. CULLOM, advanced to the desk, and 
the oath of office having been administered to him he took the chair 
as President pro tempore. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT, 


Mr. CULLOM. I offer an additional resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Ordered, That the Secretary wait upon the President of the United States 
and inform him that the Senate has elected JOHN J. INGALLS, a Senator from the 
State of Kansas, President of the Senate pro aaron, to hold and exercise the 
office in the absence of the Vice-President from time to time, during the pleas- 
ure of the Senate,in accordance with the terms of its resolution passed March 
12, 1890, as follows: 

“Resolved, That it is competent for the Senate to electa President pro tempore, 
who shall bold the office during the pisane of the Senate and until another 
is elected. and shall execute the duties thereof during the future absences of 
the Vice-President, until the Senate otherwise orders.” 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and to. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following order; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Ordered, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that the 
Senate has elected JonxN J. INGALLS, a Senator from the State of Kansas, Presi- 
dent of the Senate pro tempore, to hold and exercise the office in the absence of 
the Vice-President from time to time, during the pleasure of the Senate, in ac- 
cordance with the terms of its resolution passed rch 12, 1890, as follows: 

“ Resolved, That itis competent for the Senate to elect a President tempore, 
who shall hold the office during the pleasure of the Senate and until another is 
elected, and shall execute the duties thereof during the future absences of the 
Vice-President, until the Senate shall otherwise order.” 


ADJOURNMENT FOR GOOD FRIDAY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I enter amotion to reconsider the order by which 
we agreed to adjourn over to-morrow, and I will call it up later. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). The 
Senator from Ohio enters a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
Senate this morning agreed to adjourn over to-morrow. The motion 
will be entered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to have the sense of the Senate as 
to whether they will sit to-morrow. I think there was not a quorum 
of Senators present when the order was made to adjourn over, and I 
thiuk we ork to sit. Ido not wish to say anything more about it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the matter of adjourning over Good Fri- 
day, Mr. President, will be settled now. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] is entitled to the floor. Does he yield? 


Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio will be presented to the Senate; that is, to re- 
consider the order adopted by the Senate this morning by which the 
comes agreed that when it i arn to-day it adjourn to meet on Sat- 
urday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question is on reconsidering. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, On reconsidering the vote by which 
the Senate agreed to adjourn over from to-day till Saturday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe it is not a debatable motion, but I want 
to implore my friend from Ohio not to press his motion. Good Friday is 
recognized by all Christians of every description as being just as holy a 
day as Sunday, and for years and years we have thought it not fit, as 
the Supreme Court thinks it not fit, to sit on that day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I can say is that I do not know but that it 
may be correct that the records will show we have adjourned over Good 
Friday, but I think in the present condition of the public business the 
best thing we can do is toattend to the public business. Good Friday 
is not a legal holiday, and we have no right to make a mere calendar 
holiday a legal holiday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, while I am exceedingly anxious to get 
on with the business—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘The Senator can not proceed except 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PLATT. I thought a motion to reconsider was debatable? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is an undebatable motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut will 
proceed in the absence of objection. 

Mr. PLATT. I have only a word to say. Iam, as I think, as anx- 
ious as any member of this Senate to get on with the business of the 
Senate, and I myself should have no particular scruples about sitting 
to-morrow, but I am aware that with many members of the Senate this 
question of adjourning or sitting to-morrow takes the form of a religious 
matter. They have religious scruples, so to-speak, against sitting to- 
morrow, and I think that when Senators have those opinions and those 
recognize them. I shall therefore vote 


The PRESIDING O 
consider the vote by 
row. 

The motion to 


CER. The question is on the motion to re- 
ch the Senate agreed to adjourn over to-mor- 
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The Senate ed the consideration of the report of the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections in regard to the Montana Senatorial con- 
tes 


t. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned last evening 
I was attempting to display to the Senate and to the country some- 
thing of the character of the objections that were made to the regu- 
larity and fairness of the election as it was held at precinct 34 of Silver 
Bow County on the first Tuesday of October, 1889. The Senate will 
pardon me, I am sure, if in resuming this topic this morning I some- 
what repeat myself in order to make the remarks that I shall submit 
to-day consistent with themselves, and, so faras they can be dignified 
by the name of argument, a complete argument. 

It will be remembered that the provocation to a discussion of what 
occurred at this precinct 34 came from what was said by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] in regard to the fairness and regular- 
ity and conduct of that election. It was because he, as I thought, un- 
justly aspersed thecharacter of the voters and of the vote at that elec- 
tion precinct that I thought it was incumbent upon me to say a word 
out of common respect to the people, part of the citizens of this great 
Republic, who voted at that election, and to display as well as I might 
how perfectly unfounded those criticisms were, and not at all because 
I considered that we, in this judicial investigation that we are carrying 
on as to who are entitled to be seated as Senators of the United States 
from the Stateof Montana, are properly engaged in a discussion of what 
took place at those polls, or can appropriately, for any purpose of de- 
ciding the question before us, go behind the returns which we have al- 
ready on both sides at some length discussed. 

Then, as a matter of public interest introduced by the Senator from 
Massachusetts in his speech yesterday, and also in thereport which he 
submitted on behalf of the majority of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, let us inquire what really happened at those polls and 
examine the objections that are made to their regularity and fairness, 
and upon which it is seriously contended, as I understand by that Sen- 
ator and by the majority of the committee, that that poll was prop- 
erly thrown out, and that those votes ought not to be regarded as of any 
account whatever in determining the result of the election that was 
had on the Ist day of October, 1889, in that State. 

In the first place, I suppose it will be admitted that there are some 
presumptions that run in favor of the regularity and of the due and 
fair performance of civic duties by the citizens of this country, as well 
as in favor of the due performance of official duties by officers. Cer- 
tainly it would be a most dangerous and pernicious doctrine to intro- 
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„duce or consider seriously for one moment that there could be any pre- 
sumption against the fairness and against the regularity of the votes of 
any citizens at any precinct, great or small. So we commence with a 
presumption in favor of that regularity and in favor of the legality and 
fairness of the votes cast at that election precinct, precinct 34, in Silver 
Bow County. Then we are to consider what was the character of the 
objection, and I was proceeding yesterday at the adjournment to enu- 
merate them and hold them up to the Senate, that they might consider 
whether they were worthy of one moment’s serious consideration or 


not. 

I have already called the attention of the Senate to one of these ob- 
jections, or two of them, but I wish to group them all together this 
morning, because I recognize the fact that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts did say that perhaps no single one of these objections was 
sufficient to throw out and disregard the 174 votes that were cast at 
that precinct, but that taking them together they did constitute an in- 
dictment of that poll upon which he was willing that that poll should 
be thrown out, and he was of the opinion that it was properly dis- 
regarded by those returning boards in Montana. He used some very 
air he language in regard to the effect these objections had upon his 
mind. 

Mr.GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Delaware yield 
to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like for the Senator before he goes into 
those objections to give me and the Senate this information: First, 
were a majority of the judges orinspectors who held that election, of the 
Republican party? and, second, whether or not these inspectors or 
judges of the election, after having held it, did or did not canvass the 
vote and certify it, the majority of them being Republicans, to the 
county board of canvassers, and whether or not the county board of 
canvassersdid not at first accept this return from the Silver Bow County 
precinct as right and proper, and that only after it was discovered that 
if this precinct were thrown out the character of the Legislature as 
Republican or Democratic would be changed, were any objections 
made, and when those objections were made did not the county can- 
vassers, who were also Republicans, reverse their former action on that 
subject? 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, I had intended to allude to the subject 
which is covered by the questions of the Senator from Mississippi, but 
perhaps I may as well now as at another time answer his questions. 

This election at precinct 34, in favor of which I have undertaken to 
show every presumption as to its regularity and fairness at the outset 
obtains, was held on that 1st day of October, 1889, By three judges and 
two clerks. Two of those judges were Republicans, one a Democrat. 
That appears in the record that is before the Senate, and Ido not know 
that itis denied anywhere. The agent under the laws who, 
prior to that election, registered 182 voters as appropriately belonging 
to that voting precinct was also a Republican, as was every other reg- 
istry agent in Silver Bow County. As I have already said, the ma- 
jority of the judges of election at those polls were Republicans, as were 
the majority of judges at every election poll in Silver Bow County. 
That I understand to be a fact, and I have not heard any controversy 
upon it. 

The presumption to which I have alluded seems to be strengthened 
by the fact that I have just stated in this respect, that the result ot 
the vote at precinct 34 was adverse to the party to which a majority ot 
the judges belonged. Ido not mean to say that the judges of cne 
party or the other would have done wrong or done differently, but in 
considering this question as a matter of fact and of antecedent proba- 
bility the presumption of fairness and regularity which arises is 
strengthened, I think, by that fact in the mind of every fair man. So 
we have that state of things at the commencement; and that vote so 
east was returned by those judges over their hands and attested by 
the clerk to the canvassing board of Silver Bow County. 

It might be interesting to Senators who have not examined this 
record to call their attention toa bit of positive evidence upon this 
same point, not relying merely upon this presumption of which I have 
spoken, but of positive evidence that has not been directly contro- 
verted, and that is the evidence that is obtained from the sworn testi- 
mony of these judges, two of them being Republicans, these clerks and 
the county clerk of Silver Bow County. ‘They all swear to a state or 
facts which may be summarized. I will not detain the Senate by 
reading their several affidavits, but I will only say that there are no 
counter-affidavits whatever to dispute what is testified to by them; 
and I shall state the substance of what transpired and is testified to by 
them as it is recited in the report of the minority of the committee 

In the first place, it appears by the law of Montana and by the testi- 
mony that was before the committee and before the Senate that the 
registry provided for by the act of March, 1889— 
itself is a thorough challenge and examination of every voter whose name is 


entered thereon. 
* * . G * e + 
In the case of naturalized persons the facts necessary are required, at the in- 
stance of the register, to be proyen by a witness in addition to a personal ex- 
amination of the voter, 
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Mr. GEORGE. That examination goes on before the election? 

Mr, GRAY. Days before the election. 

Mr. GEORGE. Making the registry? 

Mr. GRAY. Making the regi: This registry is publicly posted 
for seven days or more before the election for further challenge, if any 
cause for challenge be known to any one. 

That in precinct 34 of Silver Bow County, as to which alone inquiry 
is material, all these requirements were fully complied with, and the 
registry list of 182 voters was perfected, filed, and placed in the hands 
of the election officers. 

Now, that is a fact established. 7 

That the election on the ratification of the constitution and for State 
and county officers and members of assembly was conducted in said 
precinct 34 on the first Tuesday of October, 1889, as elsewhere in said 
Territory, under the Territorial act of March 15, 1889, which is a care- 
fally considered and revised form of the Australian ballot system. 

That is a fact that is proven to the committee and is established be- 
fore the Senate. The ballots were prepared at public expense, by the 
county clerk, with all the careful cireumspection required bylaw. At 
the proper time he placed in the hands of the judge of the election au- 
thorized to receive them 800 ballots, being 200 ballots forevery 50 regis- 
tered voters or fraction thereof. Onehundredand seventy-fourof these 
ballots were stamped and delivered by the proper officers of the elec- 
tion, one to each voter, as the act provided. Twenty-six of the bal- 
lots were used by the election board for posting up according to law 
and supplying such as were destroyed by the wind after they had been 
posted for public examination. Six hundred were returned after the 
election to the county clerk. 

Now, this appears from the affidavit of the county clerk, who, in the 
first place, issued the 800 ballots, receiving back 600, and the remain- 
ing 200 are accounted for under oath by the judges of election by the 
fact that 174 were voted and 26 were posted up and reposted when 
they were blown down by the wind. In fact, every requirement of 
the law was carefully and honestly carried out. Every precaution 
that human ingenuity has been enabled to devise to secure the freedom 
and purity of the ballot, and to exclude fraud or corruption, is shown 
by the evidence to have been vigilantly and carefully observed. The 
count of the ballots began at the proper hour in a tent where the elec- 
tion was held, in ‘which there was no fire. About 11 o'clock p. m., 
the wind having arisen and the tent becoming very cold, the boxes 
and ballots were removed into a room in a house on the same lot and 
almost in contact with the tent in which the counting had been begun, 
and the count was there finished. 

The poll-list showed 174 names, The ballots deposited in the box, 
showed 174 votes, and every ballot was regularly and officially stamped. 
The proper and truthful returns were prepared and executed. They 
were sealed up by the board, and by one of their number—that is, by 
ons of the judges—delivered personally, with seal unbroken, to the 
clerk of the board of county commissioners, who was the legally des- 
ignated depositary of the same, there being no mail facilities nearer the 
place of election than the place of delivery to the clerk. The returns 
thus prepared and delivered were opened by the county canvassing 
board. When they were opened the vote cast for the candidates of one 
of the parties varied between 168 and 172 votes. The votes of the other 
party varied from 2 to 6. 

Mr. President, those are the facts in regard to the conduct of this 
election that appear by sworn testimony that is before the Senate and 
is a this record, and is nowhere, so far as I know, controverted or de- 
nied. 

That being the case and the law requiring that within fifteen days 
after the returns the county board should canvass, it appears that they 
met upon Friday, which was the 11th, and made an abstract of the 
votes of all the voting precincts in Silver Bow County; that they were 
engaged in that work on Friday and Saturday and adjourned over until 
Monday, and on Monday, as theSenator from Mississippi has suggested 
by his question, news got out and down came the lawyers from Helena. 
They had found what would be the result of counting this precinct, 
and -they came before that board to disfranchise 174 white American 
freemen by objections which I am now about to recount to the Senate, 
and which are indorsed only in theory, only in part, I will say, by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, for there seem to be some of them which 
he could not gain his own consent to repeat. 

To the first objection I have already alluded, but will pray the in- 
dulgence of the Senate while I repeat what I have already said. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish him to explain a phrase he used. The Sen- 
ator said the news got out on Monday. Will he please state so that I 
ean understand it, to what news he referred ? 

Mr. GRAY, I said the news of what the result of counting precinct 
34 would be upon the election of members of the assembly from Silver 
Bow County got out. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is, if that precinct was not thrown ont the 
Legislature would be Democratic? ‘ 

Mr. GRAY. Exactly. 

Mr. GEORGE. And if thrown out it would be Republican. 
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Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. That was the news? 

Mr. GRAY. We must use party names; and that was the fact. 

That being the state of facts and those returns being before a can- 
yassing board who were clothed with none but ministerial duties, who 
had no judicial function whatever to perform (and it is not claimed by 
the majority of the committee or any one so far as I know that they 
had other than ministerial duties to perform), that canvassing board, so 
assembled on the Monday alter the Friday upon which they convened, 
received these learned gentlemen of the law who, on behalf of some of 
these ambitious leaders of one of the political parties, came before them to 
show why those votes of 174 white American freemen should be thrown 
out and trampled under foot, despised and rejected as unworthy to go 
into the general count or be reckoned in the result that was to be made 
up all over the State of Montana. 

What do they say? Do they say that the votes were illegal, that any 
man voted whooughtnottohave voted? No. Dotheyattemptby proof, 
affidavit, or evidence of any kind to impugn the right of a single one 
of those 174 men to vote? Notatall. With all the stimulus that 
partisan interest and a retainer gave them, they were not able to im- 
peach the regularity and legality of a single vote, and they did not at- 
tempt todo it. But they said—and this was the first objection—I read 
from the record: 

net Ni 
eae teehee teu, Pe) Ses ty sea of the 
missioners in a registered package or by mail at all. 

As the law required. And yet they knew that one of the judges 
took that sealed package containing those returns and personally 
handed it to the county clerk of Silver Bow County. 

That was one objection, and the first objection, seriously urged by 
these learned gentlemen before this county canvassing board when these 
174 freemen were busy with their picks and shovels up at Homestake 
. tunnel, on the eastern slope of the Rocky Mountains. I do not care 

_ whether there were mail facilities or not; but think of urging that asa 
reason for disfranchising 174 or any number of voters, that the return 
of the votes made by the judges and in a sealed package was handed 
by one of them personally to the clerk instead of being sent by mail! 
That is Dogberry redivrvus; nothing can equal that. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is the ‘‘dog’’ without the “‘ berry,”’ T think. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, what was the next objection? The next objec- 
tion—I read from the record—was— 

‘That what purported to be the returns from said voting paasee showed upon 
their face that they were not made out by the clerks of said election at said pre- 
cinot; that they were not certified to by said clerks and their signatures attested 
to by the said judges of election. 

As to the first, it appears by the evidence in the case—— 

Mr. SPOONER. from what is the Senator reading? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam reading from page 118 of the case of Clark and 
Maginnis. 1t appears by the evidence on this record and by the affi- 
davits of one of the judges that one of these clerks was an illiterate 
man, although a sensible man and a good man, and he asked one of the 
judges, who was a better penman, when they came to make up these 
returns, to perform that office for him. 

Mr. GEORGE. It was done in his presence? 

Mr. GRAY. It was done in his presence so far asit appears. 
that is another objection. 

All the time these 174 men are working away with pick and shovel, 
utterly ignorant of the monstrous character of the votes they had cast, 
and of their utter illegality and unworthiness to be counted with their 
fellow-citizens of Montana in the general result which was to be made 
up on the Ist of October. What is the next objection? It is— 

That they were not certified to by said clerks and their signatures attested to 
by the judges of election. 

I explained that yesterday. The law required that these returns 
should be signed by the clerks and attested by the judges, and the 
blanks that were sent out by the clerk of the county commissioners 
and distributed at all these voting precincts had columns with proper 
headings, and at the bottom of the sheet wasin brackets ‘‘ for judges” 
** for clerks,” then over on the left-hand corner was the word printed 
“attest;” and it so happened that these clerks wrote their names op- 
posite to the printed word “‘attest,’’ and not below it, and the judges 
signed above it. That is the objection. All the names were there, at- 
tested by their signatures, not one of those signatures denied or chal- 
lenged. There is the third objection. You would think if they had 
a good case they would put their strongest objections first, and so they 
have apparently done. What comes next? 

Mr. GEORGE. The signatures wereall there, as I understand, un- 


Silver Bow County, 
of county com- 


Now, 


der a proper certificate that the returns were just and legal and proper. 


and right? 
Mr. GRAY. Yes. These learned gentlemen go further in their zeal 
to disfranchise these 174 men. You will notice that there is nota sin- 


gle word of impugnment of the legality or fairness of a vote that was 
cast or the want of qualification of a single elector. 
objection: 

That the names of the persons voting at said precinct were not written down 
on the poll-books precinct by said clerks, 


Here is another 


of said 


There they repeat themselves. I have already considered that, 


That the tally-list of votes, as counted by the judges of election at said ` 
cinet, were Gat) made or kept by said poste dr pikana at said E 


recinet. 
That the said clerks in no way participated in the canvass of the votesof said 
precinct, or participated in the making out of the returns of votes cast thereat, 


at said election. 


That will bring me to discuss this objection, which seems to be in- 
AS by the Senator from Massachusetts, that the tally-lists were not 

ept. 

That the tally list of v: as the judges of electi: i 
cinct, were note ‘made pag by said pred of at on at said rent ga ce 

That has already been considered. «That is, that one of these clerks 
asked one of the judges, who was a better penman, to write for him 
upon a blank list what was required to be written or what they in- 
tended to write. Thatis not the objection that the Senator trom Massa- 
chusetts dwells upon. 

It will very much surprise Senators who have not studied this record 
to be told, as I tell them now, that that is a complete list of the objec- 
tions made by these learned attorneys on bebalf of these ambitious 
citizens of Montana as to the returns from precinct 34. They are 
signed— 

Hiram Knowles and Thompson Campbell, attorneys for defendant board, 

Mr. GEORGE. Attorneys for whom? 

Mr. GRAY. For defendant board. They are in the mandamus pro- 
ceedings. 

Now, those are the objections that are urged by them. We hear 
among these objections and in the answer in the mandamus ings 
nothing whatever of the want of qualification by reason of not having 
taken the oath to support theConstitution. We hear nothing whatever 
of any factor thing that goes to impugn the fairness of the election by 
reason of any one voting who was not lawfully authorized to vote. 
The only thiug that approaches it, which I will submit to the Senate 
whether it at all modities what I have said, is that after these objec- 
tions had been filed, and upon another day, five affidavits were pro- 
duced—I was going to say hunted up, but were produced; I will not 
characterize it—the affidavits of five men who swore that they voted 
the Republican ticket. 

Mr. TELLER. Seven. 

Mr. GRAY. There are in this record produced by any party, by 
Mr. Power or Mr. Sanders, but five affidavits. If I am wrong I shall 
be glad to be corrected. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator willallow me I will state that Messrs. 
Power and Sanders do not present any affidavits. 

Mr. GRAY, They presented an argument before the committee in 
print, in which five affidavits are introduced. 

Mr. TELLER. The affidavits presented were presented by the other 
side. The answer in this case that the Senator refers to sets up seven 
affidavits. ` 

Mr. GRAY. Very well, take it at seven. Ihave not time to stop 
on that. Take itat seven, Ishall not stop to discuss that matter. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. Isimply want to remind the Senator of that which 
perhaps had escaped his observation, that of these five affidavits the 
makers of two of them swore positively that they had voted the straight 
Republican ticket; one swore that he had voted the Republican ticket 
in part and another swore that he had voted the Republican ticket to 
the best of his knowledge and belief. 

Mr. GRAY. That had escaped my notice. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. s 

Mr. HOAR. I will ask the Senator from North Carolina to explain 
to the Senate how it happens that if four personsswore they had voted 
the Republican ticket there were only three Kepublican votes on the 

1l. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, there were 5 Republican votes, and it was so re- 
turned by these precinct judges. I leave it to my friend from North 
Carolina to fortity my statement without stopping myself now to do 
that. Ido not mean that there were 5 Republican votes all along the 
ticket for every man, but certainly there were men on the Republican 
ticket who received 5 votes. ~ 

Mr. President, wounded birds are known by their fluttering some- 
times, and while weare on this point I am not surprised that my friends 
want to increase the affidavits, if only by two. That isa little better 
than five, but take it at seven, take it at nine, if they had them here, 
I do not care what it is, when we are considing the purpose for which 
they are brought and the result that is hoped to be affected by it. 
Take seven affidavits, if you please. My friend from North Carolina 
has explained what these affidavits were. Take seven affidavits, if you 
please, to throw out 174 votes. . 

There is other evidence in this case. I shall not pause now to con- 
sider it, because I do think it is utterly immaterial. There are affi- 
davits to show how the affidavits as to the way some of these affiants 
voted were obtained which entirely destroy any confidence that we 
might before have bad in the truthfulness of what those affidavits stated. 
But I shall not pause, as I said, to consider that now. 
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I only want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that when 
the vote of precinct No, 34 is sought to be impugned by these learned 
attorneys before this canvassing the only objections that they 
urged were those I have recited, frivolous, flimsy, and unworthy as 
they are, and upon these they rested, unless they may be supposed to 
have rested also upon these five or seven affidavits, if you please, of 
men who swore that they had voted the Republican ticket. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator right there if these affi- 
davits contain any matter except as to how the afliants respectively 
voted. 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all. 
Mr. GEORGE. They did not impeach the election in any other re- 


spect? 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all. On the contrary, one of those men who 
made affidavit says that the election was-peaceable, fair, and regular 
throughout, so far as he knew. 

Now, that being the case, why was it that it remained for the Senator 
from Massachusetts toadd tothis indictment? He must have realized 
how perfectly rotten every link in that chain of objection was, and how 
the chain itself was no stronger than anysinglelink. Hesays not upon 
one objection would he throw out these votes, butupon all together. I 
submit to the candor and fairness o! the Senators who hear me to say 
whether siugly or cumulatively, segregated or all together, they have 
the effect of not only legally impngning that vote, but of creating a 
doubt in your mind as to the fairness and regularity of the vote at that 
precinct No. 34. 

But the Senator from Massachusetts has added another and two others. 
I know he mast have felt compelled to help ont these lame apologies 
for an indictment against the integrity of those polls at precinct :}4. 
What are they? One is that a large number of these men, sixty-odd 
of them, he says, were not qualified to vote by reason of the fact that 
they had not taken the oath to support the Constitation of the United 
States, as aliens are required to do by the act of Congress before they 
can vote in a Territorial election. Now, what are the facts? Let 
us examine them and see whether this objection adds the weight of a 
feather to those already registered. 

The law of Montana by which according to the act of Congress and 
the ordinance of the convention this election was to be held provided 
that every male citizen of the age of twenty-one years and who had 
such and such residence could be an elector, and also any other person 
than a citizen, of sufficient age, who had declared his intention to be- 
come such citizen, and who could ultimately be made such, should be 
a qualitied elector. Under that law of Montana, so far as I am in- 
formed, elections had been held for years and years, for twenty-five years, 
I am informed, and men had voted over and over again, electing Dem- 
ocrats and electing Republicans, in which elections had participated men 
who had not taken this oath to support the Constitution, but had taken 
the oath declaratory of their intention and of their abjuration of alle- 
pann to any foreign prince, potentate, or power. Over and over again 

the elections been repeated at which electors thus qualified under 
the laws of Montana had voted, so far as I know, without objection and 
without challenge. On that very Tuesday in Octoher, 1889, they voted 
all over the Territory of Montana, so faras I know anything to the 
contrary, without objection and without challenge, and these learned 
attorneys did not think it worth while to include that as a count in 
this indictment. 

Mr. President, are we seriously asked to disfranchise these 174 men 
upon the mere suggestion that they had not, in addition to the oath 
declaratory of their intention to become citizens, also taken a distinct 
and se te oath to support the Constitution of the United States, and 
should these 174 men all bedisiranchised, or enough of them to change 
the result of the election? All over that Territory we know as a fact, 
because it has never been suggested otherwise, men with precisely the 
same qualifications had voted at every precinct. Would you punish 
these men after a lapse of twenty-five years of continuous practice in 
that way in order to accomplish a partisan result and to seat these am- 
bitious leaders of a political party in the Senate of the United States? 
I think that disposes of that objection. 

Now, what is the other that the Senator from Massachusetts adds to 
the indictment made by the attorneys out in Montana? He thinks it 
necessary to add another, and that is, he says, it is remarkable and 
miraculous that this poll-list which was returned with the official 
count to the board of canvassers should be in alphabetical order. Men 
do not vote in alphabetical order, we all know that; and the Senator 
from Massachusetts dwells upon that fact, that exceedingly suspicious 
fact, ignoring the explanation of that fact that was right beneath his 
eyes, It is no longer miraculous when you hear the explanation, and 
whether the Senator from Massachusetts continues to think it miracu- 
Tous and exceedingly suspicious or not, I will venture the assertion 
that no Senator who for the first time to-day hears this explanation 
will think iteither miraculous or suspicious. It is true that the laws 
of Montana required, among other things, that the judges of election 
should return a poll-list to the canvassing board with their abstract of 
votes; and that that poll-list should be kept by the clerk and the names 
written upon it as the voters deposited their ballots. That was the law 
of Montana under which, I think, this election was properly held, and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2971 


had been the law of elections for many preceding years. Butin orca 
1889, the Territorial Legislature provided ior a registry law for the 
time, and it provided that— : 

The registry 
precedl teat Sa who the siestion ints be boid, tu = det DOEA ore for 
each election ct, and which shall be known as the “ check-lists,” lists of 
the names ofal) electors found on the al for such election precincts, 

p! y (the surname first), with the number such name bears 
in the officia register placed at the left of the name of the elector, and witha 
blank column at the right of the column of names, formed by two parallel per- 
pendicular lines, in which the judges of election shall check the names of those 
voting by some particulur character, thas, * V " for voted; said blank columns 
last mentioned shall have written headings made by the registry ts, show- 
ing what particular election the said “‘check-lists" apply to; as, for instance, 
“ Voted at the general election, 1883."" 

The copy of the official register, together with the “check-lists " for election 
prota as herein provided, shall be carefully preserved and duly certified to 

y th registry agent, and delivered, together with affidavits of objection, to 
some one of the judges of election in each election precinet, at a time not later 
than the day pared “peg (haton wich such election is to be held, and such 
* check-lists"” be carefully preserved, and any surrendered certificates 
which may have come into the hands of such registry agents pursa nt to this 
act, and r election they shall be * ansmitted the judges of the election to 
the clerk of the board of county commissioners connection with and as a 
part of the “ election returns,” as provided by law. 

This election on the first Tuesday of October, 1889, was the first elec- 
tion held atter that law went into effect, and in obedience to the pro- 
visions of that law the registry agent of Silver Bow County furnished 
the judges of election with a check-list, as it is called in the law, made 
of all the names that were entitled to vote, and in this case 152 at the 
given precinct, precinct 34. They are alphabetically arrange, as re- 
quired by law, the surname first. I hold in my hand a copy of that 
check-list as it was returned to thiscanvassing board, with the marks 
opposite to each name as the vote was cast—the letter V (voted). 
When the poll-list, in addition to this check-list, was made it appears 
not to have been regularly kept. Now, that is notin evidence, but we 
may make some inferences. I have not beretofore been making any 
inferences; I have been dealing with proven facts; but I think we may 
reasonably inter in all charity to our fellow-men that the clerks and 
judges of that election thoughtthat whereas for the first time they were ` 
reynired to keep the check-list by marking V opposite the name of 
each one as the vote was cast, perhaps it dispensed with the necessity 
of keeping a separate poll-list. 

I do not think so, but it appears that they thoughtso, and therefore 
to make a poll-list. they copied from this check-'ist the names of all 
who were checked, and of course they appeared in alphabetical arrange- 
ment. Yon will fini by looking at the appendix of the report of the 
minority, on page 154, a specimen page of this check-list, and then 
you will see the poll-list that was made from it, which contains only 
the names of those marked with a V, omiiting those which were not 
marked at all. 

Mr. President, that is a short and simple and it seems to me a very 
satisfactory explanation of this somewhat peculiar feature of these 
election returns. I think when made I have the right to challenge 
any Senator’s opinion as to whether or not that would be sufficient 
alone or coupled with what has gone before to justify his vote that pre- 
cinct 34 ought not to be considered in summing up the result of the 
election in Silver Bow County on the Ist of October, 1889, 

The Senator trom Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], whose attention was 
drawn away at the moment I was speaking on this point, asks that I 
repeat what my explanation of this matter is. It is this: That for the 
first time the election of October, 1889, was held under the registry 
law, and by that registry law the registry agent was required to far- 
nish on the day before the election to the judges of each voting precinct 
a check-list made up of the names of those entitled to vote at his pre- 
cinct, arranged in alphabetical order, and the judges were enjoined by 
law, or the clerks, to check off by the letter V opposite to it the name 
of each voter as he deposited his ballot in the box. That was donein 
this election precinct 34, but they seem to have thought that that dis- 
pensed with the necessity of keeping the se; arate poll-list, and after 
the election was over they made up what they called a poll list by 
copying the checked names in necessarily alphabetical order on paper 
and returning that as the poll-list. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator if he understands that check-list 
to have been before the committee? 

Mr. GRAY. Iwill answer that. When that objection was made 
and my attention was first called to the peculiar character of what was 
called the poll-list, which was in alphabetical order, I sought an ex- 
planation of the matter mysel!, and with another member of the mi- 
nority of the committee we sent for an explanation out to the Terri- 
tory of Montana. A reply to that inquiry did not come until after the , 
committee had passed upon this question, and after the reports had 
been in process of preparation, both the majority and the minority; but 
when it was received I took such papers as I had explanatory of this 


matter over to the Senator from Massachusetts and left them with him 
at his desk in order that he, who had charge of the majority report, 
might see for himself any evidence we had or proposed to use, 

_Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if I under- 
stand him to state that that check-list was copied from the registration 


list? 
Mr. GRAY. Thatcheck-listis a list made from the registration list 
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of that district or county, and contains the names of all those who 
were entitled to vote at the given ct, and it is required by law 
to be handed to the judges of each election precinct the day before the 
election, and the judges of election by the same Jaw are required to 
check off the name of each person as he votes on that list. 

Mr. GEORGE. Soif the check was made the letter ‘‘V*’ was put 
opposite the name of each man as he voted, and there was a complete 
list of those voting preserved? 

Mr.'GRAY. Oh, certainly. It is impossible, it seems to me, for 
any reasonable man to say that, whether he thinks the check-list dis- 
pensed with the necessity of a separate poll-list or not, and I do not 
think it did—it is impossible for such a person to say that all the ob- 
jects of the law were not substantially complied with and obtained by 
the poll-list or thé check-list, made as I have described it to be made. 
You have a list of all the men who voted. It is trae that you have 
them in alphabetical order. It is true that you have them not in the 
order in which they voted, but with that exception it accomplishes 
every purpose that a poll-list would possibly accomplish in regard to 
testifying to what occurred at an election poll. 

Mr. GEORGE. Would the fact of keeping the list so as to show the 
order in which the voters voted be of any conceivable use in deter- 
mining the fairness of the election? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not think it could. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts made a plausible suggestion in that regard, I am bound to say, 
but really I do not think a poll-list so kept would promote the fairness 
of the election, and the law did not expressly require it to be so kept. 

There may be an object in a poll-list showing the exact order in which 
the votes were po games so that if an inquiry came as to whether a 

certain man voted you might locate him by saying he voted before a 
certain man or after this one; but I can not conceive, except perhaps 
in that one ted by the Senator from Massachusetts, any 
possible object to be accomplished by the keeping of a poll-list that was 
not accomplished by the keeping of that check-list, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr, HOAR. In order to understand this matter I should like to ask 
the Senator one or two questionsif he pleases, not with reference to his 
we EEY but to get the facts before the Senate, 

. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator to say that he brought those 
papers to my desk, which is true. I agree with him on that; butis the 
check-list in print, except this specimen page ? 

Mr. GRAY. The check-list is in print in the appendix of the minor- 
ity report. 

Mr. HOAR. I find nothing but Appendix D. 

Mr. GRAY. Itisaspecimen page. I did not care to encumber the 
record with the whole list. 

Mr. HOAR. Did the Senator examine and compare the check-list 
with the poll-book to see whether it verifies his theory that one is a 
copy of the other? 

r. GRAY. Idid. I ought not tosay thatI did it personally. It 
was done for me, 

Mr. HOAR. Now, I desire to ask the Senator another question. I 
found when I compared the old registry-list with the poll-book it was 
manifest one was not a copy of the other. I did not see but that they 
might have taken the registry-list, but in one the christian name fol- 
lowed the surname, which was not the case in the other; and the names 
are often spelled differently, and the christian name will sometimes be 
abbreviated and sometimes written out. I have not looked fully, but 
I find on this specimen page that the same difficulty exists and very 
clearly the poll-book is not a copy of the check-book. Look, for in- 
stance, at the name of Mulligan. You turn to the poll-book, and it is 
John Mulligan in one case and James Mulligan in the other. 

Mr. KENNA. Is it the same Mulligan? 

Mr. HOAR. Undoubtedly. There was but one Mulligan. 

Mr. KENNA. There are a thousand Mulligans. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand, but there was but one Mulligan at that 
election who voted there, and he is the same who is marked as having 
voted, so that it is clear that one is not a copy of the other. 

Mr. GRAY. Does that conclude the Senator’s question? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam glad the Senator recalled me to the point he made 
Lanay, and which I might have overlooked. The Senator from 

assachusetts, who seems to have recognized the force of that explana- 
tion, tries to evade it; I do not mean to say that he tries to evade it in 
any unworthy sense, but he submits an explanation which justifies him 
in still insisting upon this objection in this, that in the check-list the 
surname comes first in alphabetical order and the christian name after- 

wards, while in the poll-list it is justreversed. Ithink itis quite com- 
petent and quite reasonable that in making a copy of that check-list 
one man would have called off the names, as he probably did, while 
another wrote them down, and that for the purpose of the poll-list they 
chose to put the christian name first. But the name was there, and 
whether you say Mulligan, James, or James Mulligan, does not make 
much difference. That criticism and explanation of the Senator from 
Massachusetts reminds me of the story of an Irishman who was more 


witty than brave, which is not often the case with Irishmen. He was 
called on to explain why he was ejected from his neighbor’s house so 
easily. ‘‘Ah,’? says he, “John said, ‘McCarthy, get outof my house,’ 
andI went. Ifhe had said, ‘Get outof my house, McCarthy,’ I would 
have killed him on the spot.’ [Laughter.] So Ido not think it makes 
much difference whether it is Mulligan, James, or James Mulligan; ib 
is the same Mulligan after all. 

But I should like to call the attention of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to the fact that he compared the specimen page of the check- 
list with the printed copy of the registry. I havein manuscript a cer- 
tified copy of that registry in which the name is James Mulligan. So 
: por be a mistake of the printer which makesit John. So much 
for ` 

Mr. GEORGE. I submit to the Senator that the mistake of a 
printer here in Washington is sufficient ground to change the election 
of a United States Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, so much for that. But before I leave this point 
entirely, urged with so much persistency and eloquence by the Senator 
from Massachusetts as sufficient ground, with these foregoing objec- 
tions which he does not think sufficient of themselves, such as they 
may be, that these returns were handed to the clerk by the judge in- 
stead of being sent by mail, let me call the attention of the Senate to 
another fact which throws a little light upon this subject and makes 
an interesting commen upon these objections. It appears to have 
been an opinion shared by many in Silver Bow County on that Ist 
day of October, 1889, that this provision of the registry law that was 
passed that year superseded the law requiring a separate poll-list to be 
kept and returned. 

I do not agree with that opinion, but it was not a unique position 
taken only by the officers of precinct 34, for I hold in my hand a cer- 
tified copy of the poll-list of precinct 17, which is in alphabetical order 
precisely as is precinct 34, and I have not heard that it has ever been 
attempted to disfranchise the voters at precinct 17, 199 of them, be- 
cause the clerks of election, over whom they had no control, saw fit to 
return the poll-list of their names in the order of the alphabet. It 
may be that the explanation of that fact is found in what I am told. 
It may be entirely wrong, but it may be that the explanation of that 
fact is found in taois, that the voters at that precinct 17 were two to one 
of the party which agrees with thatside of the Chamber. I haveavoided 
the word ‘‘ Republican.” 

Now, Mr. President, in the name of that fairness, of that straight- 
forward dealing, of that honesty between man and man which should 
characterize every transaction ea an election, I appeal to the 
Senate and to Senators individually whether they can gain the consent 
of their own consciences to vote to seat two men as United States Sen- 
ators when to do so they are obli to trample under foot and throw 
out as unworthy of being counted 174 electors on objections like these. 

One other count is added to the indictment by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, because he must have recognized the utter weakness of the 
ae as it was framed by these attorneys out in Montana, and it 
is this: 

But let us go a little further— 

Says the Senator from Massachusetts— 

There are 171 Democratic votes and 3 Republican votes, varying once or twice, 
so that there are 4 for one and 170 for another, and 172 for one and 2for another, 
and here was a hotly contested election in the of Montana, and the elec- 
tion in that county of Silver Bow was so close that a change of 60 votes the one 
way or the other would have defeated the candidate declared elected or elected 
the candidate declared defeated—generally an average of 60 or 70 votes—and yet 
it is found in this one precinct, newly settled, a place where men of all nation- 
alitiesand gathering from all parts of the Union had come ther, that the re- 
markable and miraculous result is that the votes were divided between the two 
parties there, when it is so even over all the rest of the Territory and over all 
the rest of that county, in the proportion of 171 to 3. 

That is the last objection the Senator from Massachusetts contrib- 
utes to this indictment of precinct 34, that it is miraculous that there 
should be that disproportion between the Democratic and Republican 
vote. Has it come to this, Mr. President, that a Senator of the 
United States can rise in his place and seriously attempt to impeach 
the right of any number of American freemen to cast their ballots and 
have them counted in the general result on the ground that they have 
not so divided their votes as to meet his approval? Is it to be said 
that, before the railroad laborer out in the Rocky Mountain district of 
Montana Territory can hope to enjoy the right the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts and every other Senator on this floor claims and enjoys, be 
must consult that Senator or somebody else as to how many of his com- 
patriots vote the Republican or the Democratic ticket? Itseems tome 
that but for the fact that that objection was seriously made by the dis- 
tinguished Senator you should reject it with all the scorn and contempt 
that otherwise it would deserve. A suspicious fact; sufficient to justify 
the casting out of these 174 votes; miraculous! 

What is the proportion that is to come within the bounds of human 
probability? Four to 171 or 5 to 171, it appears, is not sufficient, for 
in the precinct to which I have just alluded, precinct 17, I am told (£ 
do not know; I may be mistaken), the proportion of the Republican to 
the Democratic vote was as two or three toone. Then, perhaps, that 
must be the standard and those yotes must be counted. see nothing 
remarkable or miraculous in that result. In all candor and with no 
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intention of indulging in the slightest degree in any mere partisan ap- 

l or an appeal that might be attributed to a demagogue, I say to the 
Benen that there is nothing remarkable in this country that 171 or 
any other large number of white laborers should vote the Democratic 
ticket when you consider that those men themselves, or their ancestors, 
have come to this country and left their own in ord-r to escape class 
rule and the privileged conditions which they largely believe would be 
reinstated in this country by a party or parties opposed to the Demo- 
cratic party. 

It is no uncommon thing that men of that class who earn their liv- 
ing by their daily labor should vote with such unanimity the Demo- 
cratic ticket when you recollect that the large majority of the white 
voters of this country vote the Democratic ticket. More than amillion 
majority of the white voters of this country all over it are found in the 
Democratic ranks. That is a fact upon which I am at liberty to com- 
ment in the face of this remarkable statement of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that, because 171 to 4 or 5 at this particular precinct chose 
to vote the Democratic ticket, that poll must be thrown out on account 
of theexceeding im probability of such a vote being a fairoran honest one, 

Mr. President, how much and how far have the Committee on Priy- 
ileges and Elections who have brought this case before the Senate 
strengthened it by a discussion of the facts and the truth as itappears by 
the evidence in respect to what occurred on the first Tuesday of Octo- 
ber, 1889, at precinct No, 34, in Silver Bow County? It seems to me 
that it does not require any emphasis of statement on my part, that it 
requires no enforcement by attempted argument to show the Senate 
that these objections are unworthy of their consideration; that if they 
shall be considered as the committee would have the Senate consider 
them it would make a blot in the history of this great Republic so far 
as it is represented in this Chamber; that we are invited to make our- 
selves participants in the sharp practices of these sharp attorneys of a 
political party in that distant State; and that party exigency may 
sometimes be so powerful that it will hurry even the. Senate of the 
United States away from the fact, away from the truth, in order to ac- 
complish a partisan result. Ido not believe it, and I shall not believe 
it until the vote is recorded at that desk that declares it to be so. 

I had intended, but I will not detain the Senate longer by doing so, 
to refer to the opinion of the court of the State of Montana after the 
Territory had become a State, in a cause that was properly before it 
concerning the election of the sheriff in Silver Bow County, in which 
the whole conduct of that election at precinct 34 was gone into judi- 
cially, and judicially found and determined. In that contest, in Feb- 
ruary last, where the very issue was as to the vote in that one county, 
and it turned upon this very precinct 34, contested on both sides, the 
court make a finding of facts and of law most interesting in connec- 
tion with the inquiry we are now making. I shall not detain the Senate 
by reading the opinion of the court. 

Mr. GEORGE. What was the result of that judicial inquiry? 

Mr. GRAY. Some Senators ask that I should allude to it. In the 
case to which I have just alluded, decided in February, the court make 
certain findings, They are very interesting, of course not binding on 
the Senate, but certainly persuasive as the judgment of a court upon 
the facts that were in contest before it in a case pleaded to issue and 
in which the issue involved the integrity of these polls. Certainly, if 
we assume him to have the ordinary amount of self-respect that we 
find in judges who sit in our State courts every where in this broad land, 
the finding of that judge upon the facts out there in that very county, 
with the power to summon witnesses, and with interested parties on 
both sides with their attorneys competent to develop all the facts on 
either side of the case, must be very persuasive to us at this distance, 
who have not the same opportunity to ascertain what the real truth of 
the matter was. To that end and for that purpose I may be allowed 
to detain the Senate at the request of one or two Senators around me 
by reading what the finding was. I will only read one passage of 
many that I had marked: 

On the whole evidence the court finds that the said election held at precinct 34 
in ssid county on the Ist day of October, 1839, was fairly and honestly con~ 
ducted; that no fraud was committed or attempted at said precinct by the elec- 
tion officers or others; thatsuch irregularities as occurred thereat were without 
fraudulent intent, and resulted in injury to no one, and did not affect the result 
nor the fairness of the election ; thatall voters registered for said precinet, who 
applied to vote, were permitted to vote; that no intimidation or undue influ- 
ence was exercised or attempted upon the voters by any one; that the said 

ud. and clerks, nor either of them, did not mark any ballot after its delivery 
y the voter to the judge of election, nor were said ballots marked by ie 
of election in any manner, except by the official stamp placed thereon ‘ore 
they were delivered to the voter; and that the said returns from the said 


roana 34 express and show the true and correct result of said election held 
eren 


Then he goes on to make conclusions of law. There are other mat- 
ters in that finding which I may, if there is no objection, have permis- 
sion to print as part of my remarks, butI shall not detain the Senate 
further by reading them. 

There is also the finding of the Territorial court in the mandamus 
case by another judge in which substantially the same thingis found, 
that this election at precinct 34 was honestly, fairly, and legally con- 
ducted. We have the opinions of two courts, one a Territorial court 
and one a State co: upon that very fact in causes that 


urt, pronounced 
were before them and which they were competent to decide, and in | Jar 


which it was necessary to pass upon the fairness of the election at pre- 
cinct 34, for in those contests, it may be observed, the court by the 
common law were not bound by the returns, and the parties who con- 
tested the election were permitted to go behind them and contest every 
vote that were put into the ballot-box and challenge it just as it might 
have been challenged when it was offered at the polls on the day of the 
election. In those two cases the judges have pronounced emphatically 
that the election was conducted fairly and honestly, without intimida- 
tion or undue influence of any kind. 

It would be only wasting time to cumulate further affirmative evi- 
dence that goes to prove the absolute fairness of this election, to say 
nothing of any comment upon the utter failure on the part of those 
who object to it to produce any proof whatever. 

There are some affidavits which are attached in an appendix to the 
minority report which go further and open up an unpleasant subject, I 
admit, but they are there for Senators to read. They go to show the 
desperate condition in which this party found itself in the State of 
Montana after the election, and what was attempted in order to eee 
the result that had been fairly attained and honestly announced. e 
have affidavits repeated, four, five, six, or seven, I do not remember 
correctly the exact number, to show that the agents of ambitious leaders 
of the Republican party went down into this wilderness at precinct 34, 
to Homestake tunnel, and offered large sums of money to some of these 
poor railroad men if they would find something by which precinct 34 
could be thrown ont. The judges of election were approached, and 
they, according to their affidavits, if they are to be believed, were of- 
fered sums of money to aid in throwing out precinct 34 after it had 
been returned. 

Mr. President, in the face of all that, and there is more of it, can it 
be that the line which divides this Senate Chamber right there in that 
aisle is to so distort the intellectual processes, is to so change the human 
conscience, is to so operate upon the human heart that upon evidence 
like this that line shall be the line of demarkation between an afirm- 
ative and a negative vote on these resolutions? Idonotbelieveit. I 
will not believe that I have any more hope in addressing this side than 
I profess to have in addressing that, to convince them that to vote for 
the resolutions proposed by the majority of the committee would be to 
Siete all the most sacred traditions of American history and American 

iberty. 

It is a poor service, sir, to one of this fair sisterhood of States that 
we welcomed so gladly into this Union in November last to blazon 
upon her coat of arms the odious mark of a bar sinister thus early in 
her career. She has come, this fair State of Montana, with all her 
wealth and her vast proportions, to contribute, as I fondly hope, to the 
common glory and the common prosperity of this great Union of ours. 
I do not wish to see the star that shines for her in the constellation of 
our flag dimmed or obscured while only thus high in the horizon. She 
has come to be part and parcel of this great American Union, to be one 
sovereignty among many that go to make it t and glorious, and to 
remain such foreverand forever. Butlongas her history may be, it will 
never be forgotten, if the resolution reported by the Committee on Privi- 
legesand Elections is adopted, that her birth was attended by fraud, and 
that in order to give her representation in this Chamber a portion of 
her citizens were denied the equal privilege of their fellow-citizens in 
that State and Territory, and their votes were ruthlessly thrown aside 
5 unworthy of being counted in making up the gen: result of that 

ection. 

Mr. President, for her sake, and for the sake of her future history, I 
trust that no such stain will be po upon her. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not rise, of course, to reply to the 
Senator from Delaware now, but I wish to set right one particular fact 
which he dwelt on with a good deal of emphasis, and which I judge, 
from its bringing out a question from the Senator from Mississippi, im- 
pressed certainly some Senators other than the Senator from Delaware. 
The Senator stated that a district judge in the county where this Sil- 
ver Bow precinct exists had issued a writ of mandamus directing the 
count of the vote of the precinct in Silver Bow County, and charged 
that the State canvassing board had hastened their proceedings when 
they knew that that writ was about to issue, with a view of counter- 
acting its effect. I rose during the Senator’s speech and asked him if 
he was not aware of the fact that that decree of the court was vacated 
by an appeal, to which the Senator responded with great warmth of 
manner that the statute of Montana required in the case of an ap 
which otherwise would have made this thing wholly void, the 
of a bond within five days; that the appeal was taken on the Ist of 
November and a bond was not filed until the 8th. Now, I want tocall 
the attention of the Senator exactly to the law and the fact upon that 
subject. I hold in my hand the statutes of Montana, and read from 
section 421: 

An appeal may be taken * * * from an order granting or dissolving an 
injunetion , 


All other final appeals may be taken at any time within a year, but 
*‘ from anorder granting or dissolvingan injunction”? within sixty days. 
That is the time for the appeal. 


An appeal is taken by filing with the clerk of thecourt * * * a notice stat- 
ing the appeal from the same, or some specific part thereof, and serving a simi- 
notice on the adverse party or his attorney. 
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Then there must be either ‘‘a deposit of money” or “an undertak- 
ing be filed” to abide by the result and pay the costs, 


The undertaking on appeal must be in ng and must be executed on the 
part of the appellant, by at least two ies, ete, 


Ihave not the next section here, but the substance of it is that if the 
undertaking be not filed in five days, as the Senator stated, the appeal 
shall be void. Now, what happened? I read from the report of the 
facts made by the Senator from Delaware and myself 

Mr. GRAY. From what page? - 

Mr. HOAR. Iam reading from page 72: 

To which ruling of the court— 

That is the order of the court to issue the mandamus— 

defendants by counsel duly except and file notice of appeal. Defendants also 


That is on the day the appeal is taken— 
for filing an undertaking on appeal; objection was made by counsel for relators 
to the filing of said undertaking, and filing the same was suspended pending 
the order of the court in relation thereto. 

Then, on the 8th of November: 


This day, by agreement of counsel for the relators and defendants, proceed- 

are to remain t» statu quo until Tuesday, the 12th day of November, at 2 

p.m. 
Mr.GEORGE. Will the Senator read the date of that agreement 
and read the agreement again? I did not catch it. 

Mr. HOAR. I have just read it. It was on the 8th of November. 
In other words, the undertaking was filed at the time of the appeal, 
on the same day, and a question being raised by the counsel on the 
other side in relation to it, the whole proceeding was suspended by 
order of the court until that should be disposed of. Then, on the Sth 
of November, all proceedings in the case were ordered to be suspended 
and remain in statu quo, and on the 12th of November the whole au- 
thority of that court was swept away and overthrown by the admis- 
sion of the State. : 

Mr.GRAY. That superseded everything. ~ 

Mr. HOAR. It superseded everything. 

Mr. GRAY. The appeal and everything else. 

Mr. HOAR. The appeal and the original writ of mandamus and 
the decree. 

Mr. GEORGE. So, if that was the case, the judgment of the orgi 
nal court awarding the peremptory mandamus stands unaffected by 
the ap and is now in full force and effect. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Mississippi may stand on that propo- 
sition if he wants to plant himself on that rickety and tottering plat- 
form. Here is a case where the whole thing is vacated by an appeal, 
and the appeal in its turn is to be vacated unless the man files his un- 
dertaking within five days; he filed his undertaking within five min- 
utes, and the court undertook to determine the question whether it 
was valid or not, The parties agreed thatthe thing should remain in 
statu quo for a certain time, and within that time the authority of the 
court was gone. Now, if the gentlemen on the other side, or any of 
them, want to put the weight of this case, or any part of it, or their 
own reputation as lawyers upon the assertion that in that state of things 
you have got the judgment valid and the appeal void, they are wel- 
come to make the argument. 

Mr. BUTLER. What was the objection to the undertaking, if I 
may inquire of the Senator? 

Mr. HOAR. It does not appear. The defendant filed his under- 
taking and the counsel on the other side objected to filing it. Thatis 
all. It does not say that they objected to its character. Now, the 
proposition is well settled, and I happen to have heard it aftirmed by 
one of the judges of the Supreme Court of the United States in an opin- 
ion within a year or two, that where anybody is bound to file with a 
certain officer a document at a particular time, as, forinstance, in the case 
of the filing a deed for record or filing a claim of any kind, and the 
party interested in it files the document, the neglect of the recording 
Officer to record it or his refusal for any reason does not destroy the 
sin thes ‘ht which the party offering it has so gained 

. GRAY. Now, Mr. President, one word further. The Senator 
from Massachusetts thinks this is an exceedingly attenuated ground on 
which to place any contention on this side of the question. 

Mr. HOAR. To charge the authorities of a great State with fraud. 
That is the ground. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. He thinks this is a very attenuated ground. 
I do not think, and I have not so contended, that anything material in 
this case on this side of the question turns upon the filing of that ap- 
peal bond; but it did occur to me in passing, and in reply to what 
seemed to me the attenuated position taken by the Senator from Mass- 
achusetts, that this appeal had superseded the writ of execution, which 
in that case was a peremptory mandamus, to reply, for I do not think 
that position was material either, that as I read the laws of Montana, 
somewhat hastily it is true, it seemed to me that that appeal had not 
been under the law, and that the undertaking orappeal bond 
not having been actually filed until after the five days which the laws 
of Montana prescribe it shall be filed within, therefore theappeal ceased 
to be a supersedeas. That is all. 

There can be an appeal pending, a valid appeal, which is not a su- 


o’ 


eas, I do notknow what peculiarity there is in the laws of Mon- 

tana, but I believe that the general law of this country, obtaining in 

all the States, is that the provision in regard to appeal bonds only af- 

fects the appen: in respect to the question whether it is a supersedeas 

ornot. The appeal is just as good whether you file a bondor not. In 

my State, in the State of Pennsylvania, and in other States with whose 

laws I am familiar, and in the courts of the United States, it is just as 

as an appeal, and gives the appellate court a jurisdiction, but it 

is not a supersedeas unless a bond or undertaking is filed according to 
the provisions of a statute or the rules of court. 

There is a statute here regulating this, which says that unless an 
appeal bond or undertaking is filed within five days from the notice of 
the appeal the said appeal shall be unavailing for any purpose what- 
ever. That is a very marked and emphatic provision of the law, and 
I do not know whether a similar one can be found anywhere else. It 
may be; but it certainly goes a great deal further than any provision 
in regard to appeals with which I am familiar. 

I do not know how it is in the State of Mississippi or in the State of 
Massachusetts, but I never knew a law regulating appeals which un- 
dertook to say that the failure to file an appeal bond within a certain 
time after the notice of appeal would make the appeal unavailing for 
any purpose whatever. In my own State it does not affect the right of 
appeal. The court gets jurisdiction when the appeal is entered, andif 
the bond is entered in due time then a supersedeas of the execution of 
the judgment of the court below is the necessary result. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish tosuggest to the Senator, with his permission— 
I do not know that it is material—the fact that this agreement, to wit, 
that all proceedings should remain in statu quo until Tuesday, the 12th 
day of November, 1889, at 12 o’clock m., was entered into after the 
peremptory writ of mandamus had been served and obeyed. 

Mr, GRAY. That was on the 8th of November. 

Mr. VANCE. On the 8th of November, and the further proceed- 
ings, whatever they were, were to remain in stalu quo. 

Mr. GRAY. That is a fact, as the Senator from North Carolina has 
observed. Ido not wish to make a speech supplemental to the long 
one I have already made, but it is very significant to me that, as he 
says, this entry of an agreement was after the whole matter had be- 
come fait accompli, after the writ of mandamus had been served and 
obeyed, and therefore that writ was functus officio at that time, and all 
that it could do had been performed, and the obedience of these can- 
yassers to that writ took te matter out of court, took the matter out 
of litigation, and there was nothing upon which an appeal could oper- 
ate. 

Mr. HOAR. The undertaking was tendered to the courtat the mo- 
ment of claiming the appeal, and the judge then took into consideration 
the objection which the counsel made to filingit. That was the day; 
and from that time forward that appeal and undertaking had utterly 
voided the whole authority of the judgment of the court. It is true 
that this subsequent agreement of counsel only extended to the still 
further time when the court itself wentout. Any court in the United 
States, in my humble judgment—and I think the Senator from Dela- 
ware will not differ from me—would have issued to that inferior court 
awrit of prohibition against proceeding further, or whatever the proc- 
ess was, in undertaking to go on and issue this mandate, or having 
issued it in undertaking to treat it in force for the rendering of that 
function. 

This proposition, the Senator says, he does not regard as very im- 
portant in answer to something that was said on my part. The Sena- 
tor forgets the use he made of it. The Senator attacked the State au- 
thorities of the State of Montana with great vehemence and eloquence 
and severity, and charged them with dishonor in hastening their ac- 
tion when they knew that this mandamus was coming. 

Now, certainly whatever arguments may be attenuated or not, the 
Senator from Delaware does not make such charges on the floor of the 
Senate oranywhere else against eminent State officials or anybody else, 
high or low, without what seems to him sound reason; and when he 
makes such a charge he will agree with me that it is something impor- 
tant that has been said, and therefore it seemed to me that it was im- 
portant to call his attention to the fact that that can not beas he thought, 
becaase, when the inferior court announced that judgment that the 
mandate should go, the appeal which vacated it was instantly taken, 
to which the Senator replied that these men knew very well, or it was 
very well known, at any rate, that it was not followed up by the bond 
or undertaking within the five days. 

Mr.GRAY. The Senator from Massachusetts will allow me to ask 
him a question there. 

Mr. HOAR. When I finish the sentence I am now uttering. 

The Senator said that it was not followed up by the bond or under- 
taking within five days, and hence was void, to which I replied by call- 
ing his attention to the fact that at the moment of taking the appeal that 
undertaking was tendered, which was all that the parties could do, and 
the court took into consideration whether itshould be filed. That was 
alawful filing for all lawful purposes, and it wonld have been alawful 
filing if the court had ordered it not to be filed. The man had goe 
his rights and the judgment had become absolutely void. But re 
the court had issued its final judgment upon the question whether it 
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should be filed or not, the partiesagreed that everything should remain | peal, then the law of Montana must have the effect which it declare, 


in state quo. That was after this writ had been served, it is true, but 
then the whole thing was swept away, so that the supreme court of the 
Territory, which had gone ont of office, as well as the lower court and 
everything else, could no longer issue its restraining process upon the 
court below. 

That is the whole'story. Now I will answer any question of theSen- 
ator with great pleasure. 

Mr. GRAY. 1 thought the Senator was through. 

Mr. HOAR, Iam through, 

Mr. GRAY. Iwill answer the Senator in the course of what I am 
going to say. I will occupy the floor for a few moments only, because 
in the first place I do not know that it is necessary, but if it is I want 
proniptly to avail myself of the opportunity of disabusing the Senator’s 
mind of any idea or feeling that I have in any way attempted to treat 
any part of his argument with disrespect. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not so understand. 

Mr, GRAY. Iam glad that the Senator did not so understand me. 
When I said that the position was attenuated, it was only in reply to 

» y in reply 
what I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to say, that it wasa 
very rickety and tottering sort of ground that Senators on this side were 
attempting to stand upon when they attempted to place this case upon 
the effect of the not filing of this undertaking for an appeal; and Lat- 
tempted in reply to that to say that we did not attempt to place. this 
case on that. ground at all; it was merely a comment made by mesome 
time ago in passing upon what had been urged by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, a mere incident to the argument, and not all a necessary 
premise to any part of it, 

But now, to come to this very question, which is not material and 
I hope Senators will not get into their minds the idea that we are now 
discussing anything that affects the result of this case at all, whatever 
opinion we may have about it; it is just an interesting question be- 
tween the Senator from Massachusetts and myself abont this matter, 
and does not at all affect the merits of this case. 

Premising so much, let us examine and consider for a moment what 
the law of Montana provides for and what the effect of what was done 
in Silver Bow County in this court really was, 

It appears that on the Ist day of November a notice of appeal was 
filed which the Territorial law of Montana required should be the first 
step in taking an appeal. It wasfiled. The statute then goes on to 
provide—and as the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has the 
statute before him, if he will read the section in regard to the effect of 
filing an undertaking I shall be obliged to him. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will read the whole section. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, read the whole section. . 

Mr. GEORGE. It isin these words: 

- Seo, 422. An a; is taken by filing with the clerk of the court in which the 
judgment or o ed from is entered a notice stating the appeal from 
the same, or —_ specific POOE o Sennen! sired so the Aa 
a babita terany DEDAS ENISA within. five dave KOA AEV of ie notion 
of appeal aa undertaking be filed or a deposit of money be made with the 
clerk, as hereinafter provided, or the undertaking be ved by the adverse 
party in writing. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, that being the state of the Jaw, what 
was done by the parties to this litigation? It appears by the record 
we have before us, and the only one that I know anything about, that 
on the Ist day of November the ‘‘defendants, by counsel, duly except 
and file notice of appeal.” 

That is the first step. 

Defendants also offer for filing an undertaking on appeal; objection was made 
by counsel for relators to the oe Aas said undertaking, and filing of same was 
suspended pending the order of court in relation thereto, 

I do not dispute the principle of law announced by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that where a man hasa legal right, a right conferred by 
positive law, to do a certain thing at æ certain time, an offer to do it 
may, under certain circumstances, amount to the same thing as the 
doing of it if it is objected to or if he is hindered by those who ought 
to co-operate with him. But he may or may not consent to that ob- 
jection. He may or may not prosecute and persist in his offer. 

Jt was perfectly competent for these defendants, upon the suggestion 
of the court or of the counsel that the filing of the appeal be suspended 
until a later day, to acquiesce, and there is no evidence here that they 
did not so acquiesce. There is no evidence here that they were hin- 
dered or interfered with in doing this thing which the law gave them 
the right to do; and we must takeit,in the absence of any evidence to 
the contrary, it seems to me, that they did acquiesce, did decline, and 
did as a matter of fact omit and fail to file actually this undertaking 
of appeal until six days thereafter, and then they actually filed it. 

Why did they not stand on their own original offer instead of on the 
7th day of November actually filing an undertaking? It would seem 
to negative the idea thrown out by the Senator from Massachusetts 
that the offer must be considered as the actual filing. If so, and they 
thought they had important rights under the filing of that appeal, they 
could have kept that appeal bond away from the files of that court en- 
tirely. They did not rely upon the offer on the 1st day of November. 
Now, as the fact is that the appeal undertaking or bond was noton file 

_ until the 7th, and that was more than five days after the notice of ap- 


shall obtain in such case, as was read by the Senator from Mississippis 
that such an appeal shall be ineffectual for any purpose whatever. 

Mr. President, I do not understand that the effect of an appeal is to 
vacate a judgment, I do not know whether I understood the Senator 
from Massachnsetts correctly or not, but he spoke of the entry of the 
appeal or the taking of the appeal on the Ist day of November as va- 
cating the judgment of the court below. It may beso. It maybe so 
in the State of Massachusetts, but here is a state of things out in the 
State of Montana which is unknown and very peculiar, so far as 1 know 
anything about such things, and I never heard of an appeal vacating 
judgment, After an appeal is taken an execution may issue upon 
that judgment, which could not be the case if it were vacated; and un- 
less the execution is superseded by an appeal bond properly filed that 
execution can go until the case below is reversed by the appellate court. 
Thatis my understanding, It that be so this peremptory writ of man- 
damus properly issued on the 7th day of November was legally and 
lawfully served, even if we admit that there was a proper appeal pend- 
ing in the Territorial court. 

This is all I have to say about it. 

Mr, GEORGE. Mr. President, an allusion has been made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts to myselfand in reference to what has been 


said by the Senator from Delaware which makes it proper that I should 
respond, 

I admit that I am not familiar with the laws of Montana. I might 
go farther and say that I am not familiar with the laws of any State or 
country in the world. The question in this case, as I understood it to 
be made between the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from 
Delaware, is the allegation on the part of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that a writ of mandamus which had been issued by this court to 
the returning or canvassing board of the county of Silver Bow demand- 
ing them to count precinct 34 was a void order, and, therefore, that the 
counting orcanvassing of that return by the canvassing board was also 
void, because, as I understood theSenator from Massachusetts to allege, 
at the time this peremptory writ was issued there was no authority in 
the court to issue it for the reason that at that time there was a valid, - 
subsisting appeal from the decree of the court which rendered it in- 
eompetent for the court to make the order. That is the issue on the 
part of the Senator from Massachusetts, as I understand it. Am I 
correct? 

Mr. GRAY. That is the way I understand it. - 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Delaware took issue upon that, 
alleging that at that time there was no valid order of appeal, and that 
is the issue upon which I desire to address a few remarks to the Sen- 
ate now. 

At the civil law, and I believe in admiralty, an appeal, when once 
yalidly granted, has the effect to set aside the judgment or decree ap- 
pealed from, and the. power in the appellate court was what the law- 
yers call de novo, to try the case exactly as if there had been no appeal 
atall. In Montana I discover from reading the statute, which the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts loaned me, an appeal has no such effect. _ It 
has the same effect exactly asa writ of error at common law as to a 
judgment rendered in a common-law court; that is, merely to remove 
the record from the inferior court to the superior court in order that 
the superior court may try whether there is an error in that record or 
not. Section 428 of the Revised Statutes of Montana says: 
this E, Trea a A O te Aa A low eo the fades 
ment or order appealed from. 

That is, when the appeal is taken it does not vacate the judgment, 
but has asuspensive effect prohibiting that court from further proceed- 
ing im that case. The judgment stands, and it stands with this legal 
presumption—and I desire to call the attention of Senators to that— 
the presumption that it is correct. 

Now, if I concede all that the Senator from Massachusetts claims, 
that a valid appeal had been taken, and that, by virtue of the admis- 
sion of this Territory then as a State into the Union, it could not be 
further prosecuted, that there was no court to try it, then in what con- 
dition did that leave this judgment in the inferior eourt? As I have 
before stated and as I have read from the statute, that judgment is 
valid to all intents and purposes until set aside, and until set aside by 
what and by whom? By the superior court to which the appeal is 
taken. The effect of suspension is simply to prevent the inferior court 
from proceeding with the judgment until the appeal is disposed of. 

Mr. President, now comes a law, a valid, constitutional law, which 
disposes of the appeal by enacting that this appellate court can not 
and that no other appellate court ever can exercise any jurisdiction to 
hear the appeal. What is the attitude of the judgment, then? I call 
the attention of Senators to that view of it. What was the attitude of 
that judgment when, by the admission of Montana into the Union, no 
further prosecution of the appeal could be had? Itwas simply to sus- 

to destroy, to forever obliterate any effect whatever arising from 
the appeal, and leaving the original judgment, which was wholly un- 
affected by the appeal, in full force and effect. 

That is the way the thing stands; so that, if we concede all that the 
Senator from Massachusetts claims, we have a judgment not exactly 
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anappealed from, but a judgment appealed from, the appeal having 
been destroyed by law and leaving the original judgment in full force 
and effect. Ishould like to hear the answer to that. Where isthe an- 
swer to that? 

Mind, Mr, President, if the appeal had had the effect that it had at 
the civil law,annalling the judgment appealed from, then the inability 
of the party to prosecute his appeal would have lett that judgment ex- 
actly where the appeal left it when it was taken. It would have been 
no judgment. It would have been set aside and defeated, and that 
judgment would have been remitted to an original suit to recover 
the rights embraced in that judgment, But here the man has his 
judgment, he has a valid judgment; the appeal from that judgment 
has been destroyed by law, and on the face of the record in the in- 
ferior court he has a valid and subsisting judgment. If he can not 
enforce it, what can he do? I call the attention of the Senate to 
that. If he can not enforce the judgment as it stands upon the rec- 
ord, what can he do with it? He can not sue again upon the orig- 
inal cause of action, because the answer to that is, ‘You have al- 
ready recovered a judgment upon that and you can not recover two 
judgments upon the same cause of action.” Then this remarkable re- 
sult comes from the destruction of the appellate court and the appeal: 
that the plaintiff who has recovered a judgment, which has not been 
set aside or vacated in any sense whatever, a valid, subsisting judgment, 
which can only be set aside by the prosecution of the appeal, the ap- 
peal being destroyed, the plaintiff, according to the position of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, is like Mohammed’s coffin, suspended between 
heaven and earth, that is, saspended between the original court and the 
appellate court, with no power to take any step in either. Of course a 
result so remarkable as that, so absurd as that, can not be entertained 
by this Senate for a moment. 

One other point, and I am through. Suppose we concede to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts all he claims, suppose we concede that this 

judgment is there and can not be enforced. We are trying here what 
is the right of the case. Certainly, the judgment has the effect, be- 
cause it would have that effect on the trial before the aot court, 

` of carrying with it the presumption that it was correct. How are you 
going to destroy that presumption, a legal presumption, a presumption 
which will stand until the end of time according to the law of the land, 
until the appellate court sets aside the judgment? 

Then, the Senate stands with reference to this case in this attitude: 
We have the judgment of the highest court allowed by law to pass upon 
this question. I say ‘‘highest’’ because I concede to the Senator that 
upon the admission of the Territory into the Union as a State no other 
court was left with capacity and power to revise and reverse it. Tre- 
peat, the Senate stands in this attitude with reference to this judgment, 
or this judgment stands in this attitude for the consideration of the 
Senate: A judgment of the highest court authorize by law to pass 
upon this case, adjudging that precinct No. 34, in Silver Bow County, 
must be counted, How are you going to get around that? There is 
the court, there is the judgment. It is unreversed, and, according to 
the Senator from Massachusetts, there is no earthly tribunal that can 
reverse it. There it stands. 

We have something more thanthat. Who are the parties that have 
a right to complain that this judgment is suspended? Who were the 
defendants in this mandamus suit? Will the Senator from Massachu- 
setts and the Senator from Delaware correct me if I mistake in saying 
that the county board of canvassers of Silver Bow County were the 
defendants? Is thatso? [Mr. Graynoddedassent.] Then we have 
this remarkable thing: We have a judgment that is irreversible and 
we have the voluntary compliance with that judgment by the only men 
in this broad world who have a right to complain that the judgment is 
suspended, I think that closes out the controversy upon that point. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, there is one simple answer to all this, 
and the lawyers of the Senate will know whether I am wrong. It is 
claimed that the taking of an appeal or the bringing to the court of an 
undertaking vacated the judgment. 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; suspended it. 

Mr. HOAR. It never suspended it; it was vacated. That is the law 
every where, as I understand the law. 

Mr, GEORGE rose. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish. 

Mr. GEORGE, All right. 

Mr. HOAR. An appeal from the judgment of an inferior court law- 
fully taken vacates that judgment till the apneal is denied, and nothing 
whatever has happened in the lower court after that in legal contem- 
plation, except the foundation of the preliminary step necessary for the 
jurisdiction of the superior court; and when that court under that ap- 
peal was applied to the judgment of the lower court wasvacated. Then 
came in the statute and said that the appeal should not operate, that 
it should itself be void under a condition subsequent, to wit, a fail- 
ure to file the undertaking within five days. Now, at the moment of 
claiming the ap the undertaking was tendered to the court and was 
filed with the clerk. Whether the judge had any power over it I do 
not know, but the question was raised whether it should be filed, and 
that question was adjourned. 

Now, as I understand the law to be, when a particular document is 


required to be filed in a public officeand it is tendered for filing, that 
is enough, As the Senator from Delaware said, when a document is 
required to be filed in a public office in order to give the citizen a legal 
right, the bringing of that document to the office secures that right, 
whether the clerk or register or recorder writes on the back of it thatit 
is filed then or postpones it until the next day or the next week or does 
not do it at all, 

That I understand to be the settled law in the United States in pro- 
ceedings under the bankruptcy act and I understand the courts of the 
United States have, within a few years, so held. So, then, before this 
mandate issued the power of that court had been taken from it; the 
proceedings (except so far as to give jurisdiction to the superior court) 
before the court that rendered the judgment had been wiped out as if 
with a wet sponge on a blackboard. That is my understanding of the 


law. 
Mr, GEORGE. Mr, President, I take issue with the Senator upon 


the effect of the appeal. The Senator says the appeal sets aside and 
annuls the judgment. That was so under the civil law, but in the 
statute of Montana, section 428, which I read, and which I suppose 
the Senator did not hear me read, or else he would not have made the 
statement, we have this language: 


Src, 428, Whenever an appeal is fected as provided in the preceding sec- 
tions of this chapter, itstays all f r proceedings. 


Not that it vacates the judgment, but it suspends and supersedes all 
further proceedings. That answers that part of the Senator’s argu- 
ment. Now, I willanswerthe other part. TheSenatorsays that when 
the record shows that an offer has been made to file an undertaking or 
file a paper and that offer has been refused, it is equivalent to any 
That may be so when the offer is made toa ministerial officer, but it 
is not true when it is offered to the court, and if it were true then this 
record does not show that all the papers necessary to make that under- 
taking a valid and proper paper to be filed were offered to be filed. 

Mr. President, I was about to quote from memory trom that paper, 
but I have a copy of it now by the kindness of my friend from Dela- 
ware. Here it is: 

To which ruling of the court defendants, by counsel, duly except and file notice 
of appeal. Defendants also offer for fling an undertaking on appeal; objection 
was made by counsel for relators to the fling of said mia voa Lag and filing of 
same was suspended, pending the order of the court in relation thereto. 

All tbat was offered to be filed was the undertaking, and upon ob- 
jection being made, not to a ministerial officer, but to the court review- 
ing it, the court ruled that the offer was insufficient, or at least—and 
that is the legal meaning of it—the court declined to accept the filing; 
and why? The record is silent, But now again calling the attention 
of Senators who are lawyers to the universal principle that the decision 
of every court upon a question before it is to be presumed to be right 
unless the record shows to the contrary, and if there be things which 
are required to be done by law to make this filing perfect and effectual, 
and the record does not show that those things were offered to be done, 
the presumption to which I have alluded and which no lawyer will dis- 
pute, that the court’s ruling is right, will prevail in the silence of the 
record showing that the court was wrong. 

Now let us see what other papers were required to be filed besides 
this undertaking: 

Sec, 430, An undertaking upon appeal shall be of no effect— 


Utterly worthless— 
unless it be accompanied by the affidavits of the sureties that they are each 
break the amount specified therein, over and above all their just debts and lia- 

The court had a right to refuse the filing of this paper without these 
affidavits. The record is silent as to whether they were offered or not, 
and the presumption of law is that they were not offered; for if they 
had been offered the court would have been in error in declining to 
accept the undertaking. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, one of the Senators belonging to the 
minority of the committee I supposed would proceed this afternoon, 
but I understand that Senator would find it inconvenient, in conse- 
quence of the condition of his throat, to enter upon debate at the pres- 
ent time, and so—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to call up a bill? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, I shall be through in a 
moment. I-should like at the present time to understand whether it 
is the desire of the Senate to proceed with this case on Saturday or on 
Monday. Isuppose the general understanding that Saturday should 
be devoted to the Calendar would probably prevail; but if any Senator 
thinks otherwise, I should like to have him now state it. Otherwise 
I shall not call up this case son until Monday. 

Mr. HALE. Was it not the general understanding on the part of 
the Senate that if the Calendar was not taken up for an hour or more 
each day Saturdays should be devoted to it? 

Mr. HOAR. I say that is my understanding, but if any Senator 
thinks differently, now is the time to settle that question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The understanding is that all Saturdays are to 
be devoted to the Calendar of unobjected cases. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, unless some other desire is manifested by the 
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Senate, I will now ask that this matter stand over, to be taken up as 
unfinished business immediately after the close of theroutine morning 
business on Monday next, and the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 
VANCE] will then have the floor. He can take it now and retain it 
if he pleases. 

Mr. VANCE. That is agreeable to me, Mr. President. 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe the Senator from Massachusetts agreed 
to yield to me for a minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TURPIE in the chair). The fuar- 
ther consideration of the report in the Montana case will be postponed 
and remain the unfinished business on Monday next, if there be no ob- 
jection. The Chair hears no objection. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT AURORA, ILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I believe I have not made a personal request of the 
Senate this session, and I do not make one now on my own account, 
except that I think it probable I shall not be able to be here on Satar- 
day, and I am very anxious, for reasons not necessary to relate to the 
Senate, to call up Senate bill 2714, Order of Business 639, and I ask 
for present action upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS, What is the Order of Business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will be reported by its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S, 2714) for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Aurora, Ill. 

Mr, CULLOM. I ask for the consideration of the bill at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike ont all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating stim LON elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommoda- 
tion of the United States post-office and other Government offices in the city 
of Aurora and State of Illinois, the cost of said site and building, including 
said vaults, resa and ventilati apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 
plete, not to ex the sum of $75,000, which said sam of $75,000 is hereb: 


propriated for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States not 
otherwise sy sgt 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest Mana res 


tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites,and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written report 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
pro} and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come into his 
possession relating to the said gropon sites. 

If, Apo reeeeeere as of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the ury shall deem further investigation necessary, may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of the 
Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said proposed 
sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the Sec- 
retary of the jury written report of their conclusion in the premises, ac- 
companied by all statements, maps, pau, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to ings of 
said mt of the ry Department; and the Secretary of the 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners i be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed , Bony 
the Treasury Department shall be paid ay his actual traveling ex; 

So much of the appropriation herein m: as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling 
and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said commissioners, 
and other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
bes oh shni >. sat pee lene Es tox tt g ~ 

much o d appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation oi 
sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De ent shall be available im- 
mediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

No money priated by this act shall be available, except as hereinbefore 

rovided, until a validtitle to the site for said building shall be vested in the 

nited States, nor until the State of Illinois shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the rorya pans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
avaiiable for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 

The building shall be une to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Au- 
rora, in the State of Tilinois.’’ 
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mses of said agent, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled bill (H. R. 7496) to provide for certain of the most urgent defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; and it was 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

CENSUS OF CHINESE. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Calender No. 785, being the bill (H. R. 6420) to amend an act entitled 
tAn act to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses,’? 
approved March 1, 1889, - 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT LEADVILLE, COLO. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to me while 
I secure the passage of Senate bill 2950. : 

Mr. HALE. If the pending bill can be laid aside temporarily I shall 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr, TELLER. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
Senate bill 2950, a public-building bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate is asked to take up Senate 
bill 2950 on the request of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
Previous to that an order was made to take up a bill on motion of the 
Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE], which has been temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not understand the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] to insist on the regular order now. 

Mr. ALLISON. The only desire I have is that whatever Order of 
Business is transacted to-day shall be concluded to-day. Ido not want 
to have any unfinished business remaining over. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill I called up would have been passed by this 
time. 

Mr. HALE. TheSenate has already taken up House bill 6420, which 
is the regular order, I take it, without question, after the bill of the 
Senator from Colorado shall be disposed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the regular order, whatever it is. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator will not object to this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not object to this bill, but after it is con- 
cluded I shall ask for the regular order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2950) for the erection of a public 
building at Leadville, Colo. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the order ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is the first bill on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. I beg pardon; the regular order is the bill taken up on 
my motion, which is temporarily laid aside till the bill of the Senator 
from Colorado shall be disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (S. 2950) for the erection of 
a public building at Leadville, Colo., is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to uire, by purchase, condemnation, or PD aad by a site, and cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators and approaches, for the use and accommo- 
dation of the United States post-office and other Government offices, in the city 
of Leadville and State of Colorado, the cost of said site and building, including 
said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators and Spec com- 


lete, notto exceed the sum of $100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby appro- 
se for said purpose, out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not 


otherwise ey aby chase 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest cireula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior tothe date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Pro made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think p rto designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 

rt to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommen- 
kation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into his possession relia to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, and 
grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said 
commission shall, within thirty days after s examination, make to the Secre- 
tary of the ry written report of their conclusion in the premises, accom- 
panied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted to 
them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proomedingn of 
said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the ury shall 
thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: |, however, Thatthe memberof said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
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expenses of advertising for proposals, actual travelin, of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual tra of. said commissioners, and 


veling 
other e: incident to the selection of site, and for necessary survey 
thereof shall be immediately available. A 
So much ot said reramanne Papiery as may be necessary for the preparation of 


sketch-plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury spe ring va shall be available im- 
the the Treasury of such site. 


mediately upon the os b 
No money appropriated by this act shall be available, exc~pt as hereinbefore 
poraa until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
nited States, nor until the State of Colorado shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
_ Bhall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
ofthe criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

After the said site shall haye been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Ar- 
chitect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior,and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be 
available for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof 
vaults, heating and ventilating ap us, elevators, and app’ es. 

The building shall be unex to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for å third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon, at Lead- 
ville, in the State of Colorado.” 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF PUGET SOUND, 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

ae ALLEN. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me for a mo- 
ment 

Mr. HALE. I will, if the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] does 
not call for the r order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will withdraw my call for the present, but after 
the Senator from Washington is through with whatever he has to pre- 
sent, I shall ask for the regular order. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thankyou, sir. I ask unanimous consent for the im- 
mediate consideration of Order of Business 747, Senate bill 3163. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3163) to reorganize and establish the 
customs collection district of Puget Sound. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in section 2, line 12, after the words ‘‘subject to the,” to 
strike out ‘provision ** and insert ‘‘supervision;’’ so as to read: 

Subject to the supervision of the collector of customs at Port Townsend. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr, HALE. I now ask that the bill which was taken up on my 
motion be proceeded with. 
` Mr. STEWART. I rise to a question of privilege. I am credited 
in various newspaper dispatches with having introduced a bill to reg- 
ulate the manufacture, sale, and importation cf lager beer. It isstated 
that “Senator STEWART to-day introduced a bill to regulate the man- 
ufacture, sale, and importation of lager beer,” and I find that it is com- 
mented upon very extensively in the newspaper dispatches. I simply 
lend ete J that I know nothing about the bill and have not introduced 
such a bill. 


CENSUS OF CHINESE. 


The Senate, as in Committte of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 6420) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for tak- 
ing the eleventh and subsequent censuses,” approved March 1, 1889, 

Mr. HALE. Task, now that the bill is before the Senate, that the 
formal reading may be dispensed with, and that it be read with the 
ae amendments to be acted upon as they are reached in the 

ng. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to that request ? 
The Chair hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the Census was, in section 
1, line 8, after the word ‘‘complete,’’ to strike out “an” and insert 
tfand;” so as to read: 

That the seventeenth section of an act entitled “An act to provide for taking 
the eleventh and subsequent censuses" be so amended as to authorize and re- 
quire the Superintendent of Census to enumerate the Chinese population in 
such manner and with such particulars as to enable him to make a complete 


and accurate descriptive list of a'l e Senne of either sex who may be 
found in the Un: States at the time of taking the census, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The nextamendment was,in section 1, line 20,after ‘‘ United States,” 
to insert ‘‘ except as hereinafter provided;’’ so as to read: 
And that the Superintendent of Census be, and he is, further authorized and 
ina herb dg blr serena ane rson so en cet pode sae 
be duly n shall 
particulars 


and in the Census Office, w! 
contain all the necessary to fully and accurately identify the Chinese 
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person to whom such certificate shall be issued, and such certificate, when ee 
duced by any Chinese person and found to appertain and belong to the holder 
thereof, shall be the evidence of the right of such Chinese person to be and 
remain in the United States, except as hereinafter provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. — i 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 28, after the word ‘‘cen- 
sus,” to insert: 

Chinese children born in the United States subsequent to June 1, 1890, shall 
not be held to be Chinese persons within the meaning of this act, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 3, after the word ‘‘re- 
fuse,” to insert ‘‘to give the information required by the census enu- 
merators at the time of taking the census in June, when so called upon, 
or who shall fail or refuse,” and in line 7 of the same section, after 
the word ‘‘act,’’ tostrike out ‘‘in submitting himself for such enumer- 
ation and;’’ so as to read: : 

Sxc.3. That any Chinese person subject to enumeration on the Ist day of 
June, 1890, who shall fail or refuse to give the information required by the cen- 
sus enumerators at the time of taking the census in June, when so called upon, 
or who shall fail or refuse, for the period of ninety days from said Ist day of June, 
to comply with the ore of this act in obtaining the certificate of identi- 
fication herein provided, and all Chinese persons found thereafter in the United 


States without such certificates of identification, shall be deemed to be unlaw- 
fully in the United States, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after section 3, to insert as a new section: 

SEC. 4, That any Chinese person arrested under the provisions of this act may 
show by competent testimony that he or she was a dent of the United States 
prior to the Ist day of June, A. D. 1890, and has been accidentally or otherwise 
omitted from the census enumeration; and upon establishing such fact to the 
satisfaction of the court such person shall not be subject to the penalties of this 
act, but shall be given the certificate provided for in this act by the Secretary of 
the Interior upon the certification by said court, under its seal, of its judgment 
in the case, and such certificate shall entitle such said Chinese person to the same 
privileges and immunities as if originally issued by the Superintendent of the 
Census; and any enumerator or other officer, agent, or employé of the Census 
Bureau who shall knowingly omit to enumerate any such Chinese person with 
intent to subject said person or persons to the penalties of this act shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in 
a sum not exceeding $1,00 and imprisoned for a term not exceeding two years. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 7, after the word ‘‘re- 
quired,’’ to insert: 

And every Chinese person other than a laborer who may enter the United 
States after the enumeration herein required shall have been concluded, and 
who shall be the bona fide holder of the certificate prescribed by section 6 of an 
act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled “An act to execute certain treaty 
stipulations relating to Chinese,’" approved July 5, 1884, and who shall have 
entered the United States in conformity with the requirements of said act a 
proved July 5, 1884, shall be deemed to be lawfully entitled to be and remain in 
the United States. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to ask the chairman of this committee 
to explain to the Senate what is the necessity for this propo-ed law; 
whether its object be to take a census of the Chinese or whether that 
census will not be taken under existing law. 

Mr. HALE. It is desirable, Mr. President, for many reasons, which 
will be apparent to Senators, that there should be a complete enumer- 
ation of the Chinese inhabitants of the United States. That enumera- 
tion, without raising any of the other questions which are called up 
by the provisions of the bill, would perhaps be difficult to be taken 
completely and accurately by the ordinary enumerators. The sub- 
divisions of the districts need to be different, and, therefore, in accord- 
ance with the general proposition that the Superintendent of Census 
should have extraordinary powers in the way of affording enumerators 
va this distinct purpose, the committee thus far has agreed to the 
bill. 

Beyond that is an undoubted object, aside from what is strictly cen- 
sus business, inthe demand that comes from the Pacific coast that there 
should be an identification of the Chinaman who is here and has aright 
to remain here, as against the Chinaman who, contrary to the spirit 
and letter of the late legislation of Congress, is constantly stealing into 
the United States. Do the best our officials can under the old certifi- 
cates, which were authorized by the acts of 1882 and 1884, Chinamen 
are constantly coming in, as it is alleged, by the thousands, comingin 
over the line between us and the British Provinces, coming in by way 
of Mexico, and it is impossible to send them away under the present 
acts which Congress has passed. 

Taking advantage of the forthcoming census, which is to include 
Chinamen, this bill provides that every Chinese person enumerated by 
the census-takers shall receive within three months from the time when 
he is enumerated a certificate, which shall be engraved and formal and 
shall be lodged in the form of a copy in the Census Office, and shall be 
a permanent record of all Chinamen tbat are found here on the Ist day 
of June next. That certificate is to take the place of all other certifi- 
cations which are only partial and which apply in only certain cases 
under the previous legislation of the United States. 

The bill as it came from the House of Representatives to the Cersus 
Committee has been altered in very material ways. Under the pro- 
visions of the Honse bill, as Senators will have noticed if they have 
followed the reading of the bill, it was provided that any question aris- 
ing hereafter with reference to the right of a Chinaman to remain in 
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this country, he being found here, would depend upon this certificate, 
which was to be, in the language of the House bill, the sole evidence 
of his right. The Committee of the Senate did not deem that just to 
the Chinaman who is already here, and in the amendment which is 
found upon page 5, and which now forms section 4 of the bill, it is pro- 
vided that when any question arises hereafter about the right of a 
Chinaman to remain in this country he shall have the right by com- 
petent evidence to show that he was a resident at the time when the 
census was taken in 1890. Otherwise the committee thought it would 
be hard upon the Chinamen if the enumerator escaped them or forany 
cause declined to take them, orif they could not be reached, that they 
should be confined to the evidence furnished by the document alone 
and nothing else, and therefore the provision is found. 

Provisions have also been inserted in the interest of a fair enumera- 
tion in order that these alien people may have the protection of the 
laws if they are here, making it imperative upon enumerators to take 
the enumeration of every Chinaman by special penalties which are fixed 
upon the enumerators. 

In reference to another class, which the House bill left out, the pres- 
ent legislation is based, as Senators will remember, on the labor clauses 
in the acts of 1852 and 1884 and 1888, applying only to laborers. It 
does not exclude the Chinese merchant; it does not exclude the Chi- 
nese student; it does not exclude the Chinese traveler; but under the 
ordinary comity existing and pervading the relations of nations they, 
under the Senate amendments, are allowed to come here, and they are 
not made subject to the drastic provisions of the bill, That isanother 
amendment that the Senate committee put on. 

The committee dealt with the subject after several hearings of per- 
sons upon both sides of the question, and deemed it wise and just and 
fair that the extreme features found in the House bill should be modi- 
fied so that the Chinaman whois here on June 1 should have the chance 
of establishing that fact hereafter. 

It is undoubtedly the purpose of the bill to segregate these people by 
this enumeration, which shall describe and define and limit them, so 
that subsequent accessions to this population shall be prevented. That 
Iam free to say, Mr. President. I fully agree to, and Iam in sympathy 
with, the purposes of the bill. The committee did not attempt to strike 
out that, because it considered that this question had been settled over 
and over again inim t debates which have arisen in Congress, and 
in important legislation which has been placed upon the statute-book, 

tion which has the scrutiny of the courts, and which has 
been decided to be constitutional legislation. 

All that great domain which was brought out in the discussion that 
occurred heretofore in this body and elsewhere about the advisability 
of legislating so sharply against the spirit of treaties and against a na- 
tion with whom we were friendly and with whom we were engaged 
somewhat in commercial relations, was left outside of the purview of 
the amendments submitted by the committee. 

The committee admitted that that had been settled heretofore; but 
upon the question of giving protection to the Chinaman who is here, 
who is upon our hands, whom we have permitted to come and who is 
found here now, the committee’s amendments were based upon the 
proposition that these people should have the full rights that any people 
should have in this : 

That, Mr, President, is the spirit of the bill with the amendments 
which have been provided for by the Senate Committee on the Census, 

Mr. EVARTS; Mr. President, I received only this morning a peti- 
tion bearing upon the provision which is now under discussion, and as 
I have not had an opportunity to look atthe bill with the amendments, 
I am somewhat in the dark as to the extent to which the amendments 
now made by the committee meet the objections on the part of the re- 
ligious boards that are opposing this provision as it has passed the 
other House, in reference to their attitude and their missionaries and 
their relation to China and our obligation. I will ask that this peti- 
= may be read now for information, as it isa short statement of the 
subject. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

MISSIONARY SOCIETY OF THe METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, 
150 FIFTH AVENUE, New York, March 31,1890, 
To the Senate of the United States, Washington, D. C.: 


e 
liy present this our protest against the 
nga ore your body, and which the House 

tant, providing that any Chinese found in the 


ators shall be liable to deportation or imprisonment. 
We would respectfully represent that the spirit of retaliation is rapidly rising 
in China, and that our missionaries and merchants are in danger from the re- 
ed acts of unfriendly legislation toward the Chinese in this country; that 
these acts have already gone too far; there isno national danger to us from 
the presence of the Chinese now in this country, who number less than 100,000; 
that they are among the most quiet and inoffensive of all the immigrants with- 
in our borders; that they are seldom found in our s or in our poor-houses ; 
that it would be a great outrage to add this additional act of injustice to the 

id measures already passed against propie. 
hesociety avhich we a has large interests in China. We have four 

Separate missions, with 75 American missionaries, ith wh 

nearl i Bpca rage ly be igen besides a number of unordained 
with over5,000 ve Christians conn with our churches; with 
church b property and mission-houses valued at over $160,000, besides orphan- 
ages, 0o!s, hospitals, and printing-presses valued at over $50,000. Societies 


of other christian denominations in this country have similar large interests. 
Our missionaries and our proponi Sie parny periled by the proposed ad- 
un, e 


ditional, unnecessary, and legislation. - 

In the name of common humanity, in the interest of the fair fs erence of 
our beloved country, and in the interest of continued peaceful be- 
tween us and the greatest nation of the Orient, we protest against the proposed 
enactment, and beg the Senate to wait until the christian sentiment of the 
United States can be heard upon this subject. 


Correspondin: 

Mr. HALE. Thesubject-matter of this memorial was before the com- 
mittee and is covered by the amendment at the end of section 6. As 
the House of Representatives left this bill, there was no exception to its 
provisions, excepting consular and diplomatic officers and their attend- 
ants, ‘TheSenate committee reported the amendment whichis found at 
the end of section 6, which includes all of the classes referred to in the 
petition which has been presented by the Senator from New York, and 
leaves that as it is at present, so that merchants, travelers, students, 
missionaries, if there are any, and in fact any person other than labor- 
ers shall be unrestricted, because the committee considered that the fun- 
damental proposition upon which our Chinese legislation has proceeded 
was the exclusion of laborers, the element that comes into competition 
with American labor, and it found on investigating the statutes that 
the distinction had been carefully maintained. Therefore the amend- 


ment which was submitted by the committee is in the interest of tho « 


Chinese merchant, traveler, student, and in fact all others than labor- 
ers, and that amendment has been reported and read to the Senate and 
already adopted. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I wish to make one suggestion in 
reply to the memorial which has been read. If the good people who 
sent that memorial here would go into any country where the Chinese 
are and see how they drive out churches and other institutions which 
are necessary to civilization, they would not be in the way of excluding 
Chinamen from thisland. If we wish to maintain churches and school- 
houses in this country and maintain them in their perfection, as we do 
in some sections, we must exclude the Chinese. Where you establish 
one school-house or one church in China, the presence of 50,000 or 
100,000 of those people here will drive out ten times the number in our 
own country. If these good people would go and see the spectacle 
which is presented on the Pacific coast and wherever these Chinamen 
resort, and see the effect which their presence has upon our society and 
our people, it would soon be manifest to them that the little good which 
they can hope to accomplish in China would amount to nothing as com- 
pared with the evil which the Chinese by their presence inflict on our 
country. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say, if the Senator from New York will per- 
mit me, that, so far as I am concerned, I should have been willing to 
go further and stronger in the way of exclusion than the bill does as 
reported from the Census Committee of the Senate. I did not vote for 
all the amendments in the committee, but I am here and now repre- 
senting the sentiment and voice of the committee in ameliorating, as 
I think it does in many respects, fairly and wisely, some of the pro- 
visions of the House bill. i Š 

I fully agree with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] that if 
the gentlemen who are behind this petition, and others having that 


feeling, would go to the Pacific coast and see this population and be - 


about where it lives and exists for afew days, many ofthe feelings which 
they honestly harbor and which are represented in their petitions here 
would disappear. 

The amendments of the committee are all in the direction of making 
the bill less severe, and I fear it has gone so far that it may be diffi- 
cult even to make its provisions operate to the exclusion of Chinese 
who are not here already. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, it will not, I think, be safe for the 
Senator from Nevada or the Senator from Maine to assume that these 
able and eminent men, distributed all over this country in the Meth- 
odist connection and in all the other religious societies of this land, 
had not fixed their eyes on the question of the Chinese and the Chinese 
here, nor on the inconveniences or the enormities, if I may use a large 
word, connected with their presence here. I know no right we have 
to suppose that this large and organized and ever-active religious sen- 
timent and obedience is not as attentive to the welfare of this country 
as the Senators here are, and I know their eyes are more prevalent in 
these investigations than those that we have. : 

Mr. President, I have always been from the beginning, and am now, 
for the exclusion of Chinese immigration. Every step that has been 
taken has been taken with my concurrence, either in this place or in 
other forms of authority. I except, however, what I must regard as a 
great error, the course taken when the Chinese treaty was still pending. 

As I have said to the Senator from Maine, I spoke somewhat in the 
dark, wholly in the dark, as to this provision, and I ask that as the 
Senator pointed it out it may now be read. 

Mr. HALE. The had better read the whole of section 6, 
because the first part of it to 7 shows how the other House left the 
bill, and the succeeding part shows that we have adopted all the pro- 
visions under the present law and treaty with reference to other persons. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thesection will be read as indicated. 


The SECRETARY. Section 6—— 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a ques- 
tion. Leaving out of view this proposed law, what is the condition of 
a Chinaman who is in this country in violation of the exclusion act? 

Mr. HALE. Will not the Senator state that question again, so that 
I may see just what class of Chinamen he is inquiring about? 

- Mr. EUSTIS. Suppose that a Chinaman is to-day in the United 

States, and he is in the United States in violation of the exclusion act, 
what is his condition as regards the Government? Can he be punished? 

Mr. HALE. He can be deported. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I know; but can he be punished? Is it a criminal 
offense? 

Mr. HALE. Iam not certain about that. He can be deported. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I know he can be deported. What I want to know 
is whether he can be prosecuted criminally. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not certain about that. 

Mr, STEWART. Oh, no; he can not. 

Mr. EUSTIS. He can not? 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, it strikes me as a little strange that 
the Census Committee, which is a committee charged, as I understand, 
with simply the duty of having the population of this country enumer- 
ated and charged with the duty of having a census taken, for instance, 
in regard to occupations, and so on, should undertake to report to the 
Senate a bill which has nothing to do with the question of census, but 
has a great deal to do with the question of not only municipal police, 
but of international-law relations and obligations, and by what is called 
an amendment to the census law to present for our consideration ques- 
tions which have nothing whatsoever to do with the census, to provide 
pa statutes with reference to a certain class of people residing in the 

nited States by reason of treaty rights, to subject them to peculiar 
degradation, to give what I would consider just cause of complaint by 
a foreign government, a government which we consider within the 
range of the family of nations, a civilized government with which we 
have entered into solemn treaties, with which nation we are engaged 
in important and valuable commercial relations, a nation which from 
our standpoint up to this time has no right to complain of what the 
Congress of the United States has thought proper to do with regard to 
this important question, but a nation which we all know has not sub- 
mitted to our legislation without some feeling of resentment and some 
feeling of indignation. 

Now, for us, without any cause, withoutany necessity, without any 
poroen; to aggravate and to intensify that feeling, to cause more 

tation between our Government and the Chinese Government, to re- 
open wounds which have been healing, by a proposition which is brought 
from the Census Committee, by a measure that has no possible connec- 
tion with the question of enumeration or the question of census, seems 
to me most remarkable. 

While I have voted in favor of every exclusion act which has been 
proposed in Congress and while I have believed that that legislation, 
harsh and stern as it may appear to the Chinese Government, has been 
necessary and wise, I do not feel prepared to go beyond the point which 
we have reached and to offer what I consider an insult to the Chinese 
nation and to the Chinese Government. I for one am prepared to in- 
sult foreign governments when it is necessary to doso, whenit is neces- 
sary to maintain and preserve the dignity and the power of our Gov- 
ernment; but why, in the absence of any provocation whatsoever, should 
we provide in taking a census that this people shall wear a tag like ani- 
mals, for it will be as degrading to them to receive this chromo, this 
engraving for their identification, as it would be to carry any badge to 
exhibit to the public that they are subject to the suspicions of our Gov- 
ernment and are therefore a degraded people? We propose to spend 
$100,000 to present these Chinese laborers with engravings, pictures of 
themselves, to have a vast Chinese picture gallery at the expense of our 
Government, to have hundreds of additional Republican enumerators, 
and for what? To discover whether a Chinaman has a right to be in 
this country or not, to identify him. 

Why, Mr. President, we have laws upon that subject already in ex- 
istence. We have stringent laws, rigid laws, governing the auestion of 
excluding the Chinese from our territory and their right to reside in 
our territory. Ithink that the Census Committee ought to adopt some 
other mode than the mode here pro If they want toincrease the 
expenditures for this census and to increase their vast army of enumer- 
ators, it can be done without presenting to the Chinese residents of 
our country chromos and engravings. A leather tag would be much 
cheaper. I have no doubt that you could buy one for 10 cents and tie 
it to a string and let a Chinaman wear it around his neck. 

Mr. President, I am not pandering to the feeling on the Pacific Slope. 
I am not prepared to vote for a law which accomplishes no beneficial 
purpose. If the laws excluding the Chinese are not sufficiently severe, 
if they are not sufficiently comprehensive, if there are loop-holes and 
gaps in those laws by which evasions are made on the part of the Chi- 
nese, let amendments be proposed to those laws, and I shall vote for 
those amendments, as will every Democratic Senator in this Chamber, 
as we have done in the past, We have been the advocates of Chinese 


exclusion. It was during the administration of Mr. Cleveland that the 
most exclusive of all Chinese exclusion acts was passed. We stand on 
that platform to-day. 

You have a race prejudice against these Chinese. SohaveI, Iavow 
it. I proclaim it. I say that there is such a thing as antagonism of 
races, You deny it when it comesto the question of the negro and the 
white man. You say that the negro is not the inferior of the white 
man; that he is the equal of the white man; that he can live in har- 
mony and in peace with the white man; that the white and colored races 
can share the responsibilities and duties of Government; that they can 
march shoulder to shoulder and advance in the great strides of civili- 
zation; that they can build up social order, promote the greatness and 
prosperity and majesty of our great country and of our great Govern- 
ment. Wehave denied that principle. We believe that God Almighty 
has created different races in this world; that the Chinese race isa 
different race from the Anglo-Saxon race; that the African race is a 
different race from the Anglo-Saxon race; and we Democratsand South- 
ern Senators have voted upon this Chinese question in order to prevent 
and avoid those terrible collisions and terrible conflicts which are likely 
to arise between those different races. We have voted in order to se- 
cure peace and p: ity to the Pacific Slope when we have heard the 
appeals from our fellow-countrymen that the enormous influx of the 
Chinese race should be arrested. We have set treaties aside and passed 
laws in order to exclude that foreign race and that foreign element in 
favor of the Anglo-Saxon race because we believe that this is a white 
man’s country and a white man’s Government. 

That is not your platform. Those are not your doctrines. Those 
are not your proclaimed beliefs. You are ready at any sacrifice to 
make war upon the Chinese race, but you ask us to keep in lovable 
embrace the African race, which is inferior to the Chinese race in every 


respect. i 

And now you come forward with a proposed law which asks us to 
go much further than we have ever gone. That is the reason why I 
ventured to propound to the chairman of the committee the inquiry 
what was the necessity for this legislation. Isay thatif we are to 
reopen this question of Chinese exclusion, let it be done in a proper 
way and not under disguise and concealment, under the sham and mock- 
ery of taking a census. We have a Committee on Foreign Relations; 
we have a Committee on the Judiciary; we have committees which can 
carefully scrutinize these measures, who can weigh these important 
questions, who can consider these important matters, and let us know 
whether or not we shall promote the interests of our people and of our 
Government by furnishing material for further irritation and further 
provocation to arise between the Chinese Government and the Ameri- 
can Government. 

I repeat, sir, that upon the naked proposition of absolutely exclud- 
ing the Chinese I have voted every time in favor of that proposition, 
and I propose to do it in the future; but here you havea measure which 
degrades a class of people, insults a foreign Governinent, puts an in- 
delible stigma upon a foreign nation, places our Government in a false 
position and in a false attitude, ay, even making it a penal offense, a 
penitentiary offense, for a Chi n not to answer the enumerator’s 
questions that he may propound to him, whereas under existing law 
press is ae an offense with regard to any other class of people, as I un- 

erstan 

I say, Mr. President, that the Census Committee has bowed down to 
this House bill, which, in my judgment, isthe most outrageous bill that 
was ever sent to this body. The idea that a Chinese student, a Chi- 
nese merchant, a Chinese scholar, a Chinese scientist, as the House bill 
proposes, should be required to have an engraving, or chromo, or pict- 
ure of himself in order that he shall be identified while he is in this 
country, not only by virtue of treaty rights and treaty obligations, but 
by virtue of treaties which were made at the solicitation of our Gov- 
ernment, and not at the solicitation of the Chinese Government! 

Mr. DAWES. Why should a Chinese laborer carry around his neck 
a ticket-of-leave any more than a Chinese student? 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is what I do not understand. 

Mr. HALE. There is nothing of that kind provided for in the bill. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I will say that the Senate Census Committee have 
eliminated from the bill that feature, and, as amended by them, it al- 
lows Chinese noblemen and Chinese merchants and Chinese scientists 
to be relieved from wearing that badge of degradation, 

If it be the purpose to have a census of the Chinese, if that be the 
object of the measure, I think that is fully and amply covered by ex- 
isting statutes. Ifthat be not the object of the measure, as I under- 
stood the Senator from Maine to intimate very candidly and very 
clearly, I say that this is too important a question for us to deal with 
in this way, Our trade with China is exceedingly important. We 
are in competition to-day with Germany and with England in securing 
the advantage of that trade. It is known to us that the Chinese peo- 
ple and the Chinese Government are to-day engaged in vast works of 
public improvement. There is great competition for influence with 
regard to that people and with regard to our Government; and while 
we have felt it our duty to exclude the Chinese laborer from our ter- 
ritory, and we have done that by prohibitory and stringent laws, while 
I approve and justify that legislation, I see no necessity why the Chi- 
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nese Government and the Chinese people shall be insulted, affronted, 
and degraded by the Committee on the Census of this body.  - 

Mr. Berry and Mr. HALE addressed the Chair. y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator from Louisiana sits down, Ishould 
like to ask him if he does not perceive that the object of the bill, aside 
from the mere taking of an enumeration of the numbers of the Chinese, 
is to carry out the settled policy of the Government as shown by its 
legislation in the past, in which he says he has willingly participated, 
of excluding Chinese laborers from coming in hereafter? That is the 
only object. It is no degradation to the Chinaman who is here that 
there shall be afforded to him an opportunity of showing by a certifi- 
cate which the Government gives to him free that he may remain here, 
and that no rude hand can be laid upon him to molest him in thatright. 
It is not a tag, as the Senator says, that is to be hung about his neck asa 
badge of degradation, butitis toshow what is the number and who are 
the persons from China who are here on the Ist day of June, and to let 
them remain here, while it is to exclude others who come in after- 
wards and are coming in all the time. 

The Senator may declaim as much as he will-about his desire to par- 
ticipate in the exclusion theory with reference to Chinese, unless the 
Senate passes this bill or some such bill as this hundreds and thousands 
of them will come in from month to month and from year to year, as 
they are now comingin. The object of the bill is to prevent that. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair has recognized the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I merely want to answer the Senator from Maine in 
a few words. 

Mr. BERRY, I yield to the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I was admitting that to be the object and purpose ot 
the bill. That is a matter with which the Census Committee has 
eerie A e to do, in my judgment, 

Mr. HALE. The other House sent the bill over here as a proposi- 
tion from the Census Committee of the House, and the Senate referred 
it to the Census Committee, and as we all know, as the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] knows, whom I do not wish to interrupt, we 
found the matter before us and dealt with it accordingly. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Louisiana 
{Mr. Eustis] wholly misunderstands the scope of the amendments 
which have been adopted by the Senate committee. The argument he 
made would apply very well, I admit, to the bill as it came from the 
other House, but it does not apply to the bill reported with amend- 
ments from the Senate committee, 

I agree with all the Senator from Louisiana has said on the race ques- 
tion. I believe with him that there are race antagonisms which can 
not be reconciled, and so long as it is attempted there will be irritation 
and friction. I agree with the Senator from Louisiana that the Sena- 
tor from Maine and others who agree with that Senator are wholly in- 
consistent when they make rigid laws against the Chinese and treat 
them as an inferior race and entitled to no rights, and at the same time 
claim that the African is the equal in all respects with the white man 
and should be protected in every privilege. For that reason and for 
the same reason that has actuated the Senator from Louisiana, I have 
voted for every Chinese exclusion bill that has arisen since I have been 
a member of the Senate. But it seems to me that what the Senator 
from Louisiana says in regard to race questions and his argument in 
favor of these Chinese do not agree. Iam upon the same line that I 
have been, while he seems disposed to part company. 

The object and purpose of the bill as it came from the other House 
was, as avowed by the California delegation which appeared before our 
committee, to carry out the act of 1884, which excluded Chinese la- 
borers from this country. The act of 1884 was passed under a treaty 
with China which authorized us to exclude Chinese laborers from this 
country, and was passed for that effect. It was claimed by the Repre- 
sentatives from the Pacific coast, Democrats and Republicans (every 
Representative from California, I believe, and the Senator from Oregon 
appeared before the committee), that that law was being constantly 
evaded by Chinese, who crossed from British Columbia, from Vancou- 
ver’s Island, and from Mexico and other points, and were coming in 
by the hundreds, in violation of the law of Congress, They claimed 
that it was necessary to have a registration of the Chinese who are here 
now and entitled to remain. The committee of the Senate believed 
that the provisions of the bill as it came from the other House were 
harsh and unjust and would operate to exclude some of those who are 
already here and who have a right to remain. 

‘The bill as it came to the Senate provided that the sole evidence of 
the right of a Chinaman to be here ninety days after the 1st day of 
June should be the certificate given by the supervisor of the census. 

I for one believed that that was unjust, that it was not right, and I 
fought the provision from the beginning until the time the bill was re- 
ported. A majority of the committee agreed with me, and we amended 
the bill so as to authorize any one who did not have the certificate, who 
failed to receive it from the enumerator, who by mistake did not get it, 
to show before a United States court that he was here on the Ist day 
of June and that he had a right to be here at that time, and when he 


did show that that he should receive a certificate from the court. That 
is one of the Senate committee amendments to which I say the entire 
delegation from the Pacific Slope objected, but it was passed by the 
Senate committee over their objection and we provided that it should 
be done. 

The bill as it came from the other House furthermore practically 
excluded all merchants, all students, all missionaries, and all travelers 
in this country who should not be here on the Ist day of June. They 
had a representative before the committee, Gen Foster, who was 
formerly minister to Mexico, and, I think, to Spain, who appeared in 
their behalf. He advocated these amendments, which, as I under- 
stood him, would be entirely satisfactory to those he represented, the 
Chinese merchants and others of the country, if they were adopted. 

The Senate committee did adopt an amendment by which no man 
is excluded under this measure who is not already excluded by the 
law of 1884. The Senate committee amendments, I repeat, leave every 
man who has a right to come under the present law sothat he still has 
the right. Then the only effect of the bill will be simply to register 
those who have a right to be here and who are now here. It excludes 
no Chinaman who has a right to come in under the present law, but, 
on the contrary, it affords protection to those who are here by showing 
that they have been registered and hereafter their right to have been 
here on the Ist day of June can not be questioned. If they havea 
certificate it isan absolute protection to them from being deported 
from the country on the ground that they have come here since that 
time, 

As I said, and I repeat, every member from the Pacific Slope objected 
to these amendments and fought them from the very beginning, and as 
I understand to-day they are opposing them in the other House and 
will insist upon the bill as it passed that body. The amendments that 
were adopted by the Senate committee were in the interest and for the 
protection of the Chinese. The bill as amended by the Senate com- 
mittee does not exclude any Chinaman who now has a right to come, 
but it will have the effect to keep out laborers who, under the present 
law, have no right to be here. 

Mr. President, I for one am opposed to the Chinese coming here. 
As I said awhile ago, I sympathize to a great extent with the feeling 
on the Pacific Slope, that these people, an alien race, who have nothing 
in common with the white people of this country, ought not to be per- 
mitted to come, and that as to those who are excluded by the present 
law such a law should be as will keep them ont. 

Therefore, I say that the bill as amended by the Senate committee 
can do no injury to them, but, on the contrary, it will afford a protec- 
tion to those already here. It will exclude those from coming in who 
are violating the law which is now upon our statute-book. Therefore, 
I think the bill should be passed as proposed to be amended by the 
committee. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, only a few words, because it is getting 
late, and I should be glad, if practicable, to reach a vote. I merely 
wish to call the attention of the Senate to the point made by the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana that there is something like putting a stigma 
upon the Chinese populatian which is here, by granting this certificate. 
So far from that being the fact, all the legislation in connection with 
the treaty that now exists in reference to the dealing with these peo- 
ple provides for the method of certification. No student, however 
earnest may be his desire to become indoctrinated or informed upon our 
institutions, who comes here for that purpose; no merchant, however 
large may be his dealings with his fellow-men; no missionary, how- 
ever beneficent may be his object; no professor, however learned he 
may be, under the law that the Senator from Louisiana has helped to 
make can now set foot upon this shore withouta certificate aye | 
him, describing him, a chromo, if the Senator chooses to call it, ti 
about his neck, because early in this controversy it was learned that 
some method of discriminating between persons allowed to come here 
and persons not allowed should be fixed upon, and the certification was 
so fixed. Itis for protection, and not as a disgrace. 

Mr. President, the course of legislation upon this subject has been 
clear and plain and in one direction. Under the acts of 1882 and 1884 
Chinese laborers departing were allowed to return. Hundreds and 
thousands and tens of thousands came into this country without cer- 
tificates, which were furnished by the law and which nobody believed 
were a stigma or disgrace to them, and the courts in San Francisco and 
other ports were crowded with thousands of cases wherein it was claimed 
that they had a right to land, because it was alleged in their affidavits 
and testimony furnished that they came in during the time between 
1880 and 1882, when the first exclusion act was passed. Congress leg- 
islated, if possible, to cover that in the act of 1888 known as the Scott 
exclusion act, which is simple, clear, plain, decisive, ruthless if you 
choose so to call it, in its provisions. It declares in a few sections— 

That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for any Chi- 
nese laborer who shall at any time heretofore have been, or who may now or 
hereafter be, a resident within the United States, and who shall have departed— 

No matter what his certificate— 
or shall depart therefrom, and shall not have returned before the passage of 
this act, to return to or remain in the United States. 


All the previous legislation that sought to regulate departures and 
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„returns was swept away by that act, which has been decided to be con- 
stitutional by the courts of the United States. Now, the communi- 
ities where this population is found, the entire Pacific Slope without 
distinction of party, come to us and say that they labor under a griev- 
janze which involves not the treatment of these people who are here, 
but the constant inflow and accession of thousands who are coming in 
against the act that was adopted in 1888, and that the only protection 
which exists on that coast (unless the Senator from Louisiana wants to 
invalidute the wholelaw in its scope and spirit) is to ite the pop- 
ulation that is here now by a system of certification that s take the 
place of all other certifications, that is open and free to every Chinese 
pawn on the Ist day of June, and that shall be the rule to be followed 
ereafter, and the limitation as to the extent of Chinese population. 

The Senator may disguise his act as much as he chooses, he may 
declaim about his allegiance to the proposition of exclusion, but I tell 
him (and the whole Pacific coast delegation are a unit upon that sub- 
ject), unless you here and now do passa bill, this or another like it, 
that gives the certification so that you may identify this population, 
thousands and tens of thousands of Chinamen will come in over the 
border, north and south, and you have no law to regulateit. Itisthe 
imploring appeal again of the Pacific coast population that Co 
shall here and now, taking advantage of the occasion of this census 
which enables us to seize upon this subject and legislate upon it, give 
them protection against the thousands of Chinese who are coming in. 
That is all there is in the bill: 

‘The Senator says that it is a new departure; thatit is more extreme 
than any other measure. Idenyit. As the House bill stands to-day, 
amended by the amendments that have been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Censas, it is only in the line of carrying out the propo- 
sition that was assented to in the Scott exclusion law of 1888. It is 
only to breathe the breath of life into that act. It is only to prevent 
the incursion, the coming in of thousands more and more every year 
of these people. That is the whole scope and purpose, 

‘The Committee on the Census, confronted with this proposition re- 
ferred to them by the Senate, passed upon by the committee in the 
other House, having to act upon it, recognized that there were pro- 
visions in the bill which were unduly severe and struck them ont. But 
they did not, and I venture to say that that committee never will, de- 
part from the original purpose of the bill, and that is to make effective 
the legislation that has heretofore been built up by Congress to exclude 
new Chinese persons from coming in. I say again that, disguise it as 
the Senator may, his opposition to this bill isin opposition to the vital 
purpose of it, which is one of exclusion of more and more of this ele- 
ment from coming here, 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I had asked while I had possession 
of the floor that the amendment might be read, and thereupon the Sec- 
retary was proceeding to read it, and this debate sprang up. I now 
ask that the sixth section be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Section 6 will be read by the Secre- 


“Tio Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 6, That the preceding sections shall not apply to Chinese diplomatie or 
consular officers or their attendants, who shall be admitted to the United States 
under special instructions of the Treasury Department, and be entitled to remain 
without production of other evidence than that of personal and official iden- 
tity, when such identification is required. 

Mr. HALE. So far that is the House proposition. What follows, 
as the will read it, is the amendment that the Senate Census 
Committee has put upon the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


with the requirements of said act approved Jul. 


y 
5, 1844, shall be deemed to be lawfully entitled to be and remain in the United 


States. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I believe that I'am not alone in 
finding this bill now presently presented for passage a new one. This 
bill has been passed by the other House and sent up here and referred 
to a committee, and iaraa onsen attention, perhaps, is drawn 
on the part of Senators to the bill pending. Now, it is produced to- 
day. The Senator from Maine, with great intelligence, and, I have 
no doubt, with great fidelity, assures me that the amendments pro- 
posed by the committee cover all the objections of this religious com- 
munity that I have brought to the notice of the Senate. There is, how- 
ever, as appears, an opinion which seems to be somewhat substantial, 
and that is, that in the provisions of this bill, besides what accompa- 
nies a census and an identification, there are also some provisions of 
a penal character that are connected with the continuance in this coun- 
try As those who are notentitled to remain here. Am I right in that 

ion? 
OP Mir, HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. EVARTS. Now, that does not belong to a census enumeration. 
A census enumeration is to learn who the people are, who are here; 
and this method of identification is not to be objected to if the legisla- 
tion itself, and with which I am now finding no quarrel, is right. The 


process or the method that is necessary to identify these peculiar 

ple in order to execute our rightful authority as shown in our law- 

making is not to be found fault with. If there be an extravagance or 
opprobrium in the method, that is a subject of 

aad baie assured by the Senator from Maine that 


Mr. President, why should this census bill proceed into the won of 
crimes legislation? Unless I can receive some reason beyond what 
suggests itself to me from my general views and purposes in regard to 
legislation, I can not see that it belongs in a census-enumeration bill. 
But it is impossible for me, and I must assume that there are others on 
this floor who are unable to form their own judgments regarding this 
somewhat complex bill, which partakes of the innocent character of 
census and also of an efficient probable agency of prospective criminal 
legislation. I would ask, therefore, that this matter might go over 
till another day, that we may have an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave no objection, as it is late, that the bill shall go 
over, provided an agreement can be reached as to some particular 
time when it can be taken up and finished. I do not believe it will 
take much more time in debate, and meanwhile Senators can have an 
opportunity toexamine it. I will ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
who is in charge of the Montana resolutions, which will undoubtedly 
give rise to extended and long debate, whether he objects, if his meas- 
ure is not displaced asthe unfinished business, to this bill being taken 
up to occupy some brief time on Monday morning after the routine 

usiness. , 

Mr. HOAR. Iam hardly at liberty to answer the question of the 
Senator from Maine just now, because I would have to consult some 
absent Senators, who have something to do with that case, as to the 
course to be pursued on Monday. I do not think there will be any 
difficulty in getting the bill up, however. 

Mr. VOORHEES, Will the Senator from Maine yield to me fora 
motion to adjourn? 

Mr. HALE. My remarks were preliminary to that motion. I do 
not propose to keep the Senate here longer to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. Before a motion to adjourn is made I should like to 
put a question to the Senator from Maine about this bill. He can an- 
swer it in one-half minute, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis a question about its machinery. If there is any- 
thing in the point, he may want to consider it before the bill comes up 
again. If I understand a hasty reading of this bill, anybody found 
without the certificate—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am informed by Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber that it is desirable to have a short executive session. 
That being the case, I withdraw my motion for an adjournment. 

Mr. HA Will the Senator withhold the motion for a moment? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Letmeeomplete my question to theSenator from Maine, 
please, which I had half put. The bill provides that a person found 
without the certificate shall either be imprisoned or sentenced to de- 
portation, of course at the expense of the United States, because the 
judgment of deportation is to be executed. A later section, section 8, 
provides that when a Chinese person wishes to depart he shall not be 
at liberty to depart unless he produces his certificate or shows what in 
substance is an excuse for the loss of the same, or something of that 
kind. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine why it is that if a man 
is departing, leaving the country at his own expense, it is worth while 
to arrest him and have a trial of him simply for the sake of carrying 
him out of the country at the expense of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. TheSenatorhas got itjust wrong, and I am glad he has 
asked the question. It is necessary to have some alternative discretion 
that the court may exercise where a Chinaman comes, being ready to 
de: without a certificate. Otherwise, if he is to be sent home, not 
at his own expense, but at the expense of the Government, unless you 
have some alternative provision allowing the judge the right to put a 
penalty upon the Chinaman, whenever he has got such accumulations 
as satisfy him, and he is ready to depart, he will destroy his certificate. 

Mr. STEWART. Orsell it. 

Mr. HALE. Or sell it to another man, and he will come up and 
will be adjudged as having no right to be here and will go back at the ex- 
pense of the Government. To prevent that, which has been an evil 
already, the provision was put in that there should be an alternative 
of punishment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Indiana yields to me for a mo- 
ment, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have agreed with the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SAWYER] to move a short executive session. I now yield the 
floor to the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator trom Oregon let me make a statement 
simply about the order of business? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I propose to ask the Senate on Monday morning, di- 
rectly after the routine business, to take this bill up and finish it. Itis 
not agreed upon, because the Senator from Massachusetts can not con- 
fer with Senators who then have the floor on the Montana case, but I 
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have no doubt I can make that arrangement and have the unfinished 
Tasua Papoon for an hour or two, if shall be necessary. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to occupy attention of the Sena 
just one minute. I wes not aware that this bill was to be called up 
this evening and was unavoidably absent from the Senate Chamber, 
and coming here I find that it is up, which I regret, as I desired to pro- 
pose two or three amendments, As the bill is to go over I wish now to 
suggest the amendments, which I think are very important, beĉause on 
an examination of the bill Iam perfectly satisfied that the effect of one 
or two of the amendments that have been made by the committee is 
wholly and entirely different from that intended, as I think they will 
find upon a careful examination. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator means by that to say that the committee 
has gone too far in its amendments? 

Mr, MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. That is the Senator's belief, I have no doubt. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ibelievethat. Of course thisis not an exclusion 
bill. It is not intended to be an exclusion bill. This isa bill to en- 
force the provisions of the Constitution in relation to the taking of the 
census, If it were an exclusion bill, then of course I would desire it 
to go very much further; but what I mean to say is just what I did 
say precisely in the first place, that I hardly think the effect of the 
amendments that have been offered by the committee is precisely what 
the committee intended. I think they have been led into an error., I 
think they will find that out on a careful examination of the case. 

Mr. HALE. Which way? 

Mr. MITCHELL, I think they have been Jed into this error: I think 
they have made an amendment here which, if finally adopted, would 
be an absolute repeal of the Scott exclusion act, That iswhat I mean. 
Now, that was hardly intended, I presume. 

Mr. HALE. No, it was not. The Senator is not alone in this fear, 
Other representatives from the Pacific coast fear that the amendments 
reported by the committee not only emasculate the Scott law in its 
action, but the previous settled legislation of Congress. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no doubt about it at all. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think so. 

Mr, MITCHELL, I will state my amendments that they may go 
into the RECORD and may be considered when the bill comes up again, 
I shall move when the proper time comes to strike out the words ‘‘ prior 
to,” in line 3, on page 5, section 4, and insert in lieu thereof the words 
‘fon the 17th day of November, 1880, and so continued until.” Then 
I would move again as a second amendment—— 

Mr. HALE. Let these amendments be taken down and printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. They are being taken down for the RECORD, I 


suppose. 

Mr. PIERCE. In what line was the Senator’s first amendment? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The first amendment is, in line 3, section 4, page 
5, to strike out the words “‘ prior to™ and insert in lien thereof ‘‘on 
the 17th day of September, 1880, and so continued until.”’ 

The second amendment I is to strike out the words “and 
every,” in line 7 of section 6, on page 6, and to insert in lien thereof 
“nor shall it apply to any.” 

The third amendment I would suggest is to insert, after the words 
Sao of,’* in line 10, on page 6, section 6, the words "and entitled 

The next amendment I would suggest is to strike out the following 
words, in lines 16 and 17, on page 6, section 6: ‘‘shall be deemed to be 
lawfully entitled to be and remain in the United States,” and to insert 
in lieu of those words the following: ‘‘ but said certificate may be con- 
troverted and the facts therein stated disproved by the Ruthorities of 
the United States.’’ 

That is all I wish to say at this time. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After eight minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Saturday, April 5, 1890, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 3d day of April, 1890. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF NEVADA. 


George F. Turrittin, of Winnemucca, Nev., to be surveyor-general of 

Nevada, vice Charles W, Irish, to be removed. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John J. Lambert, of Pueblo, Colo., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Pueblo, Colo., vice Jonathan B. Kilbourn, whose term of office will 
expire April 15, 1890. 

George C. Thaxter, of Carson City, Nev., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Carson City, Nev., vice Edmund James, whose term of office 
will expire April 10, 1890. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Henry C. Olney, of Gunnison, Colo,, to be register of the land office 
at Gunnison, Colo., vice P. Tanner, to be removed. 

James I, Fleming, of Ottumwa, Kans., to be register of the land office 
at Topeka, Kans., vice John L. Price, whose term of office will expire 
April 13, 1890. 

PENSION AGENTS. 


Edward H. Harvey, of Paw Paw, Mich., to be pension agent at De- 
troit, Mich., vice Robert McKinstry, whose term of office will expire 
April 15, 1890. 

John G. Mitchell, of Columbus, Ohio, to be pension agent at Colum- 
bus, Ohio, vice Gilbert H. Bargar, whose term of office will expire April 
27,1890.” 

INDIAN AGENTS. 


Charles S. Kelsey, of Montello, Wis., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Green Bay agency in Wisconsin, vice Thomas Jennings, whose term 
of office will expire April 14, 1890, >» 

James McLaughlin, of Fort Totten, N. Dak., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Standing Rock agency in North Dakota, whose term of of- 
fice will expire April 19, 1890. (Reappointment. ) 

FIRST DEPUTY AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY. 

Alexander F. McMillan, of Michigan, to be Deputy First Auditor of 
the Treasury, to succeed Orrin B. Hallam, whose resignation has been 
accepted to take effect on the 30th day of April, 1890. 

POSTMASTER. 

William W. Winterbotham, to be postmaster at Eau Claire, in the 
county of Eau Claire and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Hiram P. 
Graham, removed. 


° CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 31, 1890. 


POSTMASTER. 


Patrick E. MeMurray, to be postmaster at Jacksonville, in the county 
of Duval and State of Florida. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 3, 1890. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Frank D. Allen, of Massachusetts, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Massachusetts. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Second Regiment of Cavalry. 

First Lieut. Edward J. McClernand, to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Francis G. Irwin, jr., to be first lieutenant. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 

Maj. Anson Mills, of the Tenth Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 

Capt. Stevens T. Norvell, to be major. 

First Lieut. Levi P. Hunt, to be captain. 

Second Lieut. William H. Smith, to be first lieutenant. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Frank N. Tillinghast, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for 

the port of Greenport, in the State of New York, 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Edmond W. Eakin, of Blunt, S. Dak., to be receiver of public mon- 

eys at Pierre, 8. Dak. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

George M. Gleason, of New York, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Oswegatchie, in the State of New York. 

William Davis, of Mississippi, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi. 

Freeland H. Oaks, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Saco, in the State of Maine. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Isaac T. Nichols, to be postmaster at Bridgeton, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of New Jersey. 

Howard A. Clement, to be postmaster at Haddonfield, in the county 
of Camden and State of New Jersey. 

Mrs, Emma C. Noble, to be postmaster at Raton, in the county of 
Colfax and Territory of New Mexico. 

John P. McKnight, to be postmaster at Hiawatha, in the county of 
Brown and State of Kansas. 

William J. Henry, to be postmaster at Lindsborg, in the county of 
MePherson and State of Kansas, 

James F. Clough, to be postmaster at Sabetha, in the county of 
Nemaha and State of Kansas, 

James A. Cochran, to be postmaster at Colorado City, in the county 
of El Paso and State of Colorado. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 3, 1890. 
The House metatlio’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 


_ Mixpory, D. D. 


The Journal of Tuesday, April 1, was read and approved. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
PROTEST AGAINST THE IMPOSITION OF DUTY ON HIDES. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a memorial, and ask that 
the prayer be printed in the RECORD. 
e memorial was read, as follows: 


New ENGLAND SHOE AND LEATHER ASSOCIATION, 
234 DEVONSHIRE STREET, 
Boston, March 24, 1890, 
The honorable the Ways and Means Committee of the 
National House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 

Sres; The undersigned, manufacturers of leather and shoes and dealers in 
leatber and articles produced from leather, believe that any duty imposed upon 
raw hides and skins would be v detrimental to one of the largest business 
interests of New England and the Middle States, and that it would increase the 
cost to the consumer of every pair of shoes produced in this country. 

lt is also the opinion of all leading houses that the imposition of any duty 
would cause t embarrassment to the large export trade, now amounting to 
$10,000,000 or $12,000,000 annually, and tend to drive it to the Dominion of Can- 
ada, where labor and materials for tanning are much lower than they are in the 
United States, 

For these and many other reasons which could be enumerated we respect- 
fully and earnestly protest against the proposed du ty. 

[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to having the memorial printed 
in the RECORD ? ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no; let it be printed in the Recorp two or 
three times. : tet 

The SPEAKER, The Chair hears no objection, and the memorial 
will be printed in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

SUPPRESSION OF TRUSTS. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I present a memorial of members 
of the Farmers’ Alliance of Winn Panish, Louisiana, signed by 952 
farmers, indorsing the action of the National Farmers’ Alliance and 
Industrial Union at the meeting held in the city of St. Louis on the 
3d of December last, and asking, further, for the enactment of laws 
for the suppression of trusts. I ask unanimous consent to print the 
memorial, exclusive of the names, in the RECORD, and that the memo- 
rial be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the gentleman 
from Louisiana will be granted. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means and printed in the RECORD. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

‘The memorial is as follows: 

WINNFIELD, LA., January 10, 1890. 


To the honorable the Senators and Representatives in the United States Congress: 

We, your petition with respect, represent that ata regular meeting of the 
Winn Parish J Farmers Union, of the State of Louisiana, held this day, resolu- 
tions were passed indorsing heartily and without reserve the action of the Na- 
tional Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union at the meeting held in the city 
of St, Louis, Mo., on the 3d day of mber last, relative to the demands to 
be made on the Congress of the United States at the present session. 

Would further represent that in the opinion of this Parish Union the time 
has come when the farmers of the United States must appeal to their trusted 
Representatives in Congress for relief against the robbery and oppression of 
trusts and monopolies, 

Therefore we most earnestly pray that you exert all possible means to pro- 
cure the passage of such measures as may be introduced at the request of the 
jos committee of the National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union and 


Knights of Labor. 
Hon. GEO. A. KELLY, 
Winnfield, La., Chairman, 
WSOM 


Committee on 
R. L. TANNEHILL, a 
H. L. BRIAN, aang 
Secretary, Millsborough, La. 
RELIEF FROM TRUSTS, ETC.—PENSIONS. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, obtained unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD the following resolution adopted by the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union of Jasper County, Missouri, praying for certain legis- 
lation; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

[Resolutions of Liberty Union, No. 464.] 


Whereas we know perona doubt that unless the masses of onr peo le are 
speedily relieved through the enactment of laws which will prevent the favored 


[sear] 


, few from zobbing tbe many, as they have been doing for years, we will soon be 


a nation of millionaires and paupers, thus creating conditions calculated not 
only to provoke widespread disorder, but to endanger the oer O of our 
governmental institutions; and although we do not believe t Con: has 
robbed the people outright, we do believe that the laws enacted by 

during the last thirty years have been in the interest of capital and against la- 
bor, in the interest of the favored few and spain the many: 

We therefore beseech Hon. GEORGE G. Vest and Hon, F. M. COCKRELL, our 
Senators, and Hon, W. J. STONE, as Representative, as well as other Senators 
and Representatives who love ir country, to devise means and enact 
such laws as will relieve the suffering masses of our nation and save them from 


ruin, and at the same time to e this Government from danger and de- 

struction. le of the United States are willing for the Shylocks to keep 

the wealth whi have robbed the people of, inasmuch as the process of 

robbing was done under the forms of law; but we ask for laws to stop the proc- 

= = robbing before the industrial classes are overwhelmed with utter ex- 
on. 

Thro class legislation we have been forced into our present deplorable con- 
dition; through legislation we wish to be relieved. We ask for laws that will 
be just alike to the creditor who loans money anda the debtor who borrows it;, 
to the manufacturer who furnishes capital and to the operative who does the 
work; and eopectall to the consumer who pays for all, We ask for laws to 
protect agriculture, the foundation of all pros ty, from the plundering ma- 
nipulation of trusts and combines—trusts which wage wars alike upon the pro- 
ducerand consumer, And 

Whereas we still believe that if Congress knew what legislation we need and 
ask for we would not ask in vain, as the true policy of all legislation should be 
to protect the weak nst the strong, the just against the unjust: Therefore, 

e it resolved, first, That we ask Con; to enact laws, with heavy penalties, 
prohibiting trusts and combines of all kinds which tend to reduce prices re- 
ceived by the producer or to raise prices paid by the consumer, 2 

2. That we ask Con; to pay particular attention to Armour and his meat 
trust, the most damnable robbers’ den on this continent, by which the produc- 
ers as well as the consumers of the country are robbed of millions every year. 
We would like to see it decided in the pear future whether the “ big four” com- 
bination is all-powerful or whether our Government has yet the will, the en- 
ergy. and the power to check them in their unholy career. 

3. We ask for unlimited coinage of silver, and that paper money be issued by 
the Government direct in sufficient amounts for all commercial and industrial 
purposes, and which shall be a legal tender for all debtsofthe nation, Wealso 
ask for a sufficient amount of fractional r currency, 

4. We ask that the laws regulating tariff on imports be revised so that a tar- 
iff for revenue only shall be collected, and what it shall be placed as much as 

ible on articlesofluxury. We,the members of the Farmers and Laborers’ 
nion of Jasper County, Missouri, do not ask for any other protection for our 
products than to be protected from the greed of high protectionists themselves, 

5. We ask that all lines of public communication and transportation shall be 
owned and controlled by the ple, and that equitable rates be everywhere es- 
tablished on the basis of the United States postal system. 

6. We ask that all lands donated to railroads which have not been earned by 
a literal compliance with the terms of the grants be reclaimed pi the Govern- 
ment, and that not another acre of publio land be donated or sold to corpora- 
tions or syndicates, and that all lands heretofore purchased or obtained from 
the Government by misrepresentation or any unlawful means shall be reclaimed 
by the Government and held for actual settlers. 

7. We ask that our patent laws be so amended as to prevent the renewal of 
patents on any invention after the expiration of the legal term for which the 
patent has been granted. 

8. We ask that a law be enacted that the next census of the United States shall 
show what proportion of the citizens of this county ocoupy their own homes 
and farms; what proportion of the homes and are under mortgage, and 
what percenta; so mortgaged. We need official evidence on these points 
to prove that those who are trying to make us believe we are living in an era 
of unprecedented prosperity are either not informed or are trying to mislead 
us; for we know beyond a doubt that this great nation is fast coming toa point 
when the middle classes will be obliterated and we will have but two classes of 
citizens, landlords and tenants, millionaires and paupers. 

9, That we will not vote for any man for public office unless we know him to 
Do quRUNAd and trustworthy, and who will not indorse the declarations of prin- 
ciples of our order, of which the above resolutions are a = 

10, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to Hon. GEORGE G. Vest and 
Hon. F. M. COCKRELL, Senators, and Hon. W. J. Stoxn, Representative from 


our Congressional district, and a cong so the Journal of A Iture, the official 
organ of the Farmers and Laborers’ Union of Missouri, for eo. 

D. W. ALGEO, President. 

©. L. HAYZLETT, Secreiary. 


Also, the following resolution adopted by the Zincite Post, 356, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Missouri, in regard to pensions; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

Resolved, That the members of Zincite Post, No. Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Missouri, in post pre assembled January 17, 1890, do 
approve, by a unanimous vote, of the disability, service, and arrears of pen- 

on bills as presented to Congress D General Hovey, and that a sony of this 
resolution be forwarded to General Hovey and to our Representative, on, W. 
J. Stone, with an urgent request for their immediate Sey 

W. J. HOLDEN, Commander. 


D. G. VANDAMENT, Adjutant, 
> ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Unless some gentleman desires to offer another 
remonstrance against the imposition of a tax on hides, I will demand 
the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] de- 
sires to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a matter. 


FUR-SEALS OF ALASKA, 


Mr. DINGLEY. I ask to take from the Calendar a bill which is 
unanimously reported from the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
for which there is urgency for its immediate passage. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 3025) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to gather fall and authen- 
tic information as to the present condition and preservation of the fur-seal in- 
terests of the Government in the region of Alaska, as com its con- 
dition in 1870; also, full information as to the impending extinction of the 
sea-otter industry, and kindred lines of inquiry, etc, 


with like information respecting the far pearing spinels of Alaska gonoraly; 


Alaska who are dependent upon the successful prosecution and perpetuation 
of the seal and sea-otter industries; such agent to receive as compensation the 
sum of $10 per day while proses t bee employed, and to remain thus employed 
only as long asthe Ligsaraget Ded Treasury deems it best forthe full develop- 
ment of this inquiry, with all actual and necessary traveling expenses incurred 
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therein, to be paid out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not 

otherwise appropriated, 

aoe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
bill?. _ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What committee unani- 
mously reported it? 5 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Committee on Ways and Means. It is re- 
ported by request of the T; tmentalso. I maysay I think 
there is no objection to it, but on the contrary there is great necessity 
for immediate action. The necessity arises from this state of facts: 

Under the authority of an act similar to this, piseag in 1870, the Secretary of 
the Treasury sent Prof. Henry W. Elliott, of the Smithsonian Institution, tothe 
Alaskan seal islands to make an investigation of the extent of the herds of fur- 
seal and measures necessary to prevent theirextinction. Professor Elliott made 
a very able report on the subject, which was subsequently revised by him and 
published as a census monograph. 

On the basis of this report the Secretary of the isani 75 has framed la- 
tions for the protection of the herds of seal on these islands, and has deter- 
mined the number to be killed each year. During the past three years 
ers have slaughtered so large a number of female seals in the waters of Behring 
Sea adjacent to the seal industry as to seriously reducethe herds. As underthe 
contract ary entered into by the Government with the sealing company 
which made the highest bid, about $10 per skin is to be paid into the perg f and 

Secretary of the Treasury is to determine the number of seals to be killed 
each year, it is of the utmost importance that the Treasury Department should 
have authority to send an nt to these islands, thoroughly informed on the 
he een to resurvey the herds of seals, with a view of having information which 
will enable him to determine such number under the new contract, 

Itis important also that the Treasury Department should have reliable in- 
formation as to the condition of the sea-otter industry, on which the Aleuts 
pany, depend for existence, and also as to the condition of the natives them- 
Selves. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed, 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CLAIMS OF MISSOURI MILITIA, 

Mr. HEARD. Iask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 430) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be examined cer- 
tain vouchers filed or to be filed by the State of Missouri, or her agent 
or agents, for sums claimed to be due from the Government of the 
United States on account of payments made by said State since April 
22, 1882, to the officers and enlisted men of her militia forces for mili- 
tary services rendered to the United States in the suppression of the 
rebellion, as evidenced by the proper pay-rolls heretofore filed with, 
examined, and accepted by the Government of the United States, and 
to report to Co 

Mr. SPRINGER. Pending that, I hope the 
braska [Mr. DorsEy] will be recognized to 
dispense with the morning hour for this day. 

Mr. DORSEY. As there has been one recognition for unanimous 
consent on this side, I will withhold that motion until the bill called 
up by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] shall be disposed of. 

Mr. PAYSON. What is the present request? 

The SPEAKER. The present request is for unanimous consent for 
the consideration of a bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. 430) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be examined 
certain vouchers filed or to be filed by the State of Missouri, or her tor 
med to be due from the Government of the Uni 


gentleman from Ne- 
unanimous consent to 


tary servi 

United States in the sup n of the rebellion, as evidenced by the proper 

pay-rolls heretofore filed with, examined, and accepted by the Government of 

the United States, and to report to Congress, 

Whereas it is claimed that there is due from the Government of the United 
States to the State of Missouri certain sums on account of any bore made by 
said State since April 22, 1882, to the officers and enlisted men of her militia forces, 
for military services rendered to the United States in the suppression of the re- 
bellion, as evidenced by the proper pay-rolls of said military organization, bear- 
ing the names of such officers and enlisted men,and which said pay-rolls are 
now on file in the office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury, and have hereto- 
fore been examined, accepted, and paid upon by the Government of the United 


: Therefore 
Be it enact elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to cause the proper accounting officers of the Treasu 


Department to examine the vouchers now on file, or which may hereafter be 
filed by the State of Missouri, or her nt or agents, for moneys expended by 
the said State of Missouri since April 22, 1882, for mili services rendered to 


the United States in the suppression of the rebellion by the officers and enlisted 
men of the militia forces of the said State of Missouri, whose names are borne 
on the proper pay-rolls of their respective military organizations, and which 
said rolls are now on file in the office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury, and 
have heretofore been examined, accepted, and paid upon by the Government 
of the United States, and to report to Congress, at the earliest practicable day, 
the result of such examination, and the amount, if anything, which appears to 
be due tosaid State, according to the laws of the United States, on account of 
the expenditures so made, 

Mr. HEARD. The Clerk has read the Senate instead of the House 
bill. The House bill is offered as a substitute for the Senate bill, and 
limits the appropriation for auditing these accounts to nine hundred 
and odd dollars. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate bill has to be read first before the 
House bill can be offered as a substitute. 

Mr. . I understand that, but wished to call attention to the 
limitation in the House bill which distinguishes it from the bill read. 


The Clerk read the substitute, as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to cause the proper accounting officers of the Predaury Lyed a 
spania ~~ thre sranietn now on file A Bradys may Sanae = aaa the State 
of Misso! or her agent or agen ‘or moneys expen 

Missouri since April 22, 1882 (not to exceed the sum of $1,000 in the sggregate), 
for military services rendered to the United States in the suppression of re- 
bellion by the officers and enlisted men of the militia forces of the State of Mis- 
souri, whose names are borne on the proper pay-rolls of their respective military 
organizations, and which said rolls are now on file in the office of the Third Au- 
ditor of the Treasury and have heretofore been examined, accepted, and paid 
upon by the Government of the United States, and to report to Congress, at the 
earliest practicable day, the result of such examination and the amount, if any- 
nee which appears to be due to said State on account of the expenditures so 
made. 


Mr. HEARD. I want just one minute in which to explain this bill. 
It provides for the auditing of the remainder of what the State claims 
to be due on account of these demands, a part of which was formerly 
paid, and there being now nine hundred and ninety-odd dollars due, 
This bill provides simply for the auditing of the accounts and a report 
to Congress; and, if there is any reason why they should not be paid, 
Co: will have the opportunity for discovering it and of refusing 
to pay the claim. This bill has passed the Senate three times, but 
failed to pass the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I desire to make an inquiry concerning it. If I 
understand correctly, this is a proposition to have the Government of 
the United States ascertain the amount paid by the State of Missouri 
to its militia for service during the war. 

Mr. HEARD. Under certain conditions the State organized, 
equipped, and maintained a certain militia force, and for the expense 
of this theState was to be reimbursed by the Government of the United 
States. A portion of if was paid, and this is for the remainder—nine 
hundred and ninety-odd dollars. This bill authorizes the accounting 
officer of the Government to audit these claims and see if they are cor- 
rect, and, if so, to report the amount due to Congress for its action. 

Mr. KILGORE. It goes no further than that? 

Mr. HEARD. Oh, no; it limits the amount to be audited to $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. sind I ask unanimous consent that the morning hour be 


wi 

Mr. PAYSON and Mr. SIMONDS objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The morning hour begins at 
twenty minutes of 12 o’clock, and the call rests with the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I thought the Committee on Co 
had the floor. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] has 
got that idea too firmly fixed in his mind. [Laughter.] The call is 
with the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be passed without 
prejudice. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

COASTWISE SAILING VESSELS. 


The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries was called. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries I call up the bill (H. R. 1003) exempting 
American coastwise sailing vessels piloted by their licensed masters, or 
by a United States pilot, from the obligation to pay State pilots for 
services not rendered. The bill is on the House Calendar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the local i tors mentioned in section 4442 of the 
Revised Statutes may, upon application, examine the master or mate of any 
sailing vessel of the United States employed in the coastwise trade,and if satisfied 
from personal examination of the applicantand prooton he offers that he pos- 
sesses the requisite knowledge, experience, and skill, they shall grant such mas- 
teror mate a license for the term of two years to pilotsuch vessel, or any other 
sailing vessel belonging to the same owners, in such ports, harbors, or waters 
within the limits of such inspection district as may be ribed in his license, 
with the same liability to suspension or revocation as licenses given to pilots of 
any steam-vessel under the laws of the United States; and no such sailing ves- 
sel piloted into or out of any port of the United States by any such master or 
mate so licensed shall be holden or obliged to take any other pilot in any such 
Fort. or be compelled to pay any charges or fees to any pilot for pilotage serv- 
offered and declined under the pilotage laws or reguiations of any State, 

Sec. 2. That no sailing vessel of the United States employed in the coasting 
trade taking and having the aid or towage of a steam-vessel into or out of any 
port of the United States, when such steam-vessel is in command of a licensed 
pilot for such port under the laws of the United States, shall be obliged to take 
any other pilot in any such port, or, declining the offer or tender of pilotage 
services in such port of any pilot appointed under the lawsor tions of any 
State, be compelled to pay any fee or charges to such State pil 

Sec. 3. That so much of the last clause of section 4444 of the Revised Statutes 
as is inconsistent with this act is hereby repealed. 

Sec. 4. That this act shall take effect six months after its passage. 


The committee recommended an amendment, inserting, afterthe word 


r 
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“t owners,” in the eleventh line of section 1, the words ‘‘employed in 
the coastwise trade.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to raise the question 
of consideration at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then I raise the question of consideration, 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 70, noes 86. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 93, 
nays 107, not voting 128; as follows: 


YEAS—s3. z 
Dalzell, Mason, Simon 
Shee tich. De Haven, McComas, Smith, Ill. 
Boone’ Dingley, Moooi, Sans W.Va. 
Ban ’ ‘eCorm: pringer, 
Bartine, ii McKinley, Struble, 
Bayne, F erston, Milliken, Sweney, 
Belknap, Flick, offitt, Taylor, inl. 
Bingham, Gear, pea N.H Taylor, E. 
Greeni Thomas, 
ae A Grout, Morriil Townsend, Colo, 
Brewer, Hall, Morse Townsend, 
Buchanan, N. J Hansbrough, Niedringhaus, Vandever, 
Burton, Hitt, Nute, Van Schaick, 
Candler, Mass. Hopkins, O'Donnell, alker, 
Cannon, Ketcham, Osborne, Wallace, N. Y. 
Carter, Kinsey, Owen, Ind. Wheeler, Mich. 
Clark, Wis. Lacey, Payne, ickham, 
Cogswell, Laidlaw, Peters, Willcox, 
Comstock, Lansing, Pickler, Williams, Ohio 
Conger, Laws, Randall, Mass. Wise, 
Connell, Lee, Ray, Wright. 
Craig, Lehlbach, Reed, Iowa 
Culbertson, Pa, Lind, Rowell, 
Cutcheon, Lodge, Scull, 
NAYS—107. 
Abbott, Crisp; Lester, Ga. Robertson, 
Anderson, Lester, Va. Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss. Davidson, Lewis, Rowland, 
Baker, Dibble, Magner, Sayers, 
Barnes, Mansur, Scranton, 
Barwig, Eliott, Martin, Ind. Seney, 
loe, Martin, Shively, 
wart, M y. Skinner, 
inley, McClellan, Stewart, Ga. 
Boatner, Fithian, M A Stewart, Tex. 
Sonae Ky. Sac beg or Peed 
reckinridge, Ky, Forney, cRae, Stock! ge, 
Brickner, Fowler, Montgomery, Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Ge A Morgan, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, J. B. Gi x ty Stone, Mo. 
Brunner, Goodnight, Mudd, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va. Grimes, utchler, Tucker, 
Bunn, are, s onl eres Ga. 
Bynw wens, n, 

_ Cam, be Haugen, tt, Walker, Mo. 
Caruth, Haynes, Paynter, Washington, 
Cheadle, Herbert, Penington, Wheeler, 
Chipman, Hooker, Pierce, x 
Clancy, Kerr, Pa. Price, Wike, 
Clarke, Lane, Raines, Wilkinson, 

Lan Reilly, iison, Mo. 
Cowles, Lawler, Reyburn, 
NOT VOTING—128. 
Cothran, 5 
Allen. Covert, Kennedy, 1, 
Arnold, Crain, Kerr, Iowa Sanford, 
Atkinson, Pa. Culberson, Tex. Kilgore, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Knapp, ' 
Bankhead, Darlington, La Follette, Smyser, 
Beckwith, De O; Maish, Snider, 
Belden, Dolliver, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Bergen, Dunnell, McCarthy, ner, 
Blount, Dunphy, McKenna, Inecker, 
Bou Edmu 4 Ste 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, Mills, Sti 
Brosius, Evans, Moore, Tex Stump, 
Brower, Fitch, Norton, Tarsney, 
Browne, T. M. Flood, "Ferrall, Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, Va. Forman, O’Neall, Ind. Taylor, Tenn. 
Buckalew, Frank, O'Neil, Mass. Thompson, 
Funston, O'Neill, Pa. Tracey, 
Burrows, Gest, Outhwaite. ‘Turner, 
Butterworth, Gifford, Payson, Turner, N. Y. 
Caldwell, or, 1, Venable, 
Candler, Ga. Harmer, s Perkins, Wade, 
Car! Hayes, Perry, Wallace, Mass, 
Carlton, Heard, Phelan, atson, 
Casweli, Hem: ‘ost, Whitthorne, 
Catchings, Hen a, Til. Pugsley, Wiley, 
Henderson, Iowa Quacken! j Williams, Ul 
Clements, Henderson, N. C. = ‘Wilson, = 
ie, Hermann, 1, Ison, 
« 1i, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va. 
, Ind. Holman, Rife, Yardley, 
Cooper, Ohio ouk, Rockwell, Yoder. 


So the House refused to consider the bill. 
‘The following-named members were announced as paired until further 
notice: 


ce: 
Mr. THomas M. Browne, with Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WADE with Mr. Norton. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. Perry. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. FORMAN. 


ep 


Mr. KENNEDY with Mr. YODER. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. TRACEY. 

Mr. DE LANo with Mr. CoTHRAN. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. STIVERS with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr, THOMPSON with Mr. CuLBERSON, of Texas. 

Mr. Burrows with Mr. COBB. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. DUNNELL with Mr. HAYEs. 

The following members were announced as paired on this vote: 
Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr, KILGORE. 
Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. Knapp with Mr. DARGAN., 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. CARLTON. 

Mr. SAWYER with Mr. Crary. 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr. CARLISLE. 

Mr. MILES with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. RUssELL with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. Brosius with Mr. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. RIFE with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. Post with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MCADOO. 

. BECKWITH with Mr. ENLOE. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on all polit- 
ical questions for this day: > 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. VENABLE. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 

Mr, SPINOLA and Mr. COVERT were announced as paired on this bill. 

Mr. Houk and Mr. MCMILLIN were announced as paired on all polit- 
ical questions for April 1 and 2, 

Mr. DARLINGTON and Mr. Moore, of Texas, were announced as 
oats on all political questions from the 28th of March until Monday 
week. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, and Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, were an- 
nounced as paired on all political questions from March 24, 1890, to 
April 13, 1890, both days inclusive. 

Mr. FLoop and Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, were announced as 
paired on all political questions from March 21, 1890, until further no- 
tice. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. § er, I sn apres with the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CANDLER] on political qnestions; but, not regarding 
this as a political question, I have voted. 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, the recapitulation of the names of 
members voting was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The call is with the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The committee have no business on the Calen- 
dar, and if there is any time remaining I ask that it be reserved. 

The SPEAKER. If there are no more bills there is no more time. 
(Laughter. ] 

INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs was called. À 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the committee, I call up 
Miscellaneous Document No. 113, which is the Senate concurrent reso- 
lution as to differences between nations. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 14, 1890. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be, and is hereby, requested to invite, from time time, as fit occasions may 
arise, negotiations with an overnment with which the United States has or 
may have diplomatic relations, to the end that any differences or disputes aris- 
ing between the two Governments which can not be adjusted by lomatic 
agency may be referred to arbitration, and be peaceably i kerar by means, 

Mr. HITT. This resolution of the Senate has received the unani- 
mous assent of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The question being taken, the resolution was concurred in. 

SEIZURE OF SCHOONER REBECCA AT TAMPICO. 


Mr. HITT. By direction of the Committee on Foreign Affairs I call 
up the resolution which I send to the desk, being Miscellaneous Doc- 
ument No, 165. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if it is not inconsistent with the 
public interests, to send to the House of Representatives ies of all corre- 
spondence between the United States and Mexico relating to the seizure, at port 


of Tampico, of the schooner Rebecca, in February, 1954, said schooner having 
left the port of Margan in January, 1884, : 


The resolution was adopted. 
FOREIGN GIFTS AND DECORATIONS FOR UNITED STATES OFFICERS. 


Mr. HITT. On behalf of the Committee on Foreign Affairs I call 
up the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 93) paies Near heirsof Rear-Admiral Charles H. 
Baldwin to receive a snuff-box from the Ozar of Russia. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the heirs of the 
late Rear-Admiral Charles H. Baldwin, United States Navy, be, and hereby 
are, authorized to receive the snuff-box set in diamonds presented to to the rear- 
admiral by the Czar of Russia while he was special naval representative of the 
Government at the coronation of the Emperor in 1883. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HITT. I am directed by the committee to call up the joint 
resolution which I send to the desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res.120) authorizing Henry Vignaud to accept from the Presi- 
dent of the French Republica diploma of Commander of the Legion of Honor. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That Henry Vignaud 
$a hereby anthoriand to aaseps fronr ihe Prepidentol the Wreneh Republic a di- 
ploma of Commander of the Legion of Honor. 


Mr. HITT. The circumstances and the reasons on which this joint 
resolution is. based appear fully in the report, which, without detain- 
ing the House, I will publish in connection with my remarks: 

wee R from the ae tan: on Foreign Affairs, submitted the follow- 


goner with letter of Secretary of State, to yont Henry Vignaud to receive the 
lecoration of Commander of the saree feared Panne rang report: 


Forty-eighth Congress, and portions of the report then made are found, after 
furth e 


that your committee adopt aaa = 

“Henry Vignaud isa citizen o! 
the reading world, especially in iadh for his writings on Loo ype art of bog 
national law, philosophy, and political science. The series of Jes in the 
Mémorial diplomatique, in which, through that able and dignified period- 
ical, he vindicated the American position in the celebrated controversies grow- 
ing out of the Alabama claims, drew the attention of thinkers on both sides of 
the Atlantic, and contributed powerfully to form a correct public opinion in 
Euro and insure the success of American diplomacy. 
e French Government, in pursuance of its liberal policy of recognizi 
achievements in science, art, invention—in all that contributes to the vice 
of the human race, among not only Frenchmen, but foreigners, inscribed his 
nay es the Legion of Honor, and the decoration of the order was bestowed 
upon him, 

“Mr. Vignaud's wide aig gents and discreet counsel had been constantly 

ven with patriotic alacrity to our legation during the troublesome days of 

and 187], and often through subsequent years. He was of invaluable as- 
sistance at the time of the paea of the Alabama-claims dispute. In 1878 
he was een by Minister Washburne to accept the post of second secretary. 
“The Legion of Honor is an order of merit, orally instituted by the 

French: eg after abolishing orders of nobility, and founded upon repub- 
lican principles, recognizing the absolute equality of man, without regard to 
birth, Sateen race, or ocon n.” 

Last year, i further recognition of Mr. Vignaud's character ss a thinker and 


writer, especially on questions of public law and international int and 
following the extraordinary solemnities by which the French blic cele- 
brated the national anniversaries of both countries, the 4th of July for America 


and the lith of July for France, the French Government conferred upon him 
the diploma of commander of the Legion of Honor. 

Your committee see no reason why our Government should refuse permis- 
sion to him to accept an expression intended to convey to the oe Guidation 
of the esteem in which an American citizen is held by our sister Republic, 

Your committee therefore report and recommend the adoption of the accom- 


panying bill. 
DEPARTMENT OF Strate, Washington, February 5, 1890. 

Sır: I have the honor to transmit to you herewith, for the information and 
consideration of your committee, a copy ofa tch to this De nt from 
our minister at Paris concerning a decoration the Legion of Honor which 

been tendered to Mr. Henry Vignaud, secretary of our legation at Paris, 
for services rendered by him at the recent TALE AMERA exhibition. 

I respectfully recommend that panni be granted to Mr. Vignaud to ac- 
cept the above-named decoration, su s panje to the provisions of the second sec- 
tion of the act of Congress Sys mana anuary 31, i881, 

I have the honor to be. your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM F. WHARTON, Acting Secretary. 

Hon. Roserr R. Hrrr, 


Chairman Committee on Foreign Affairs, House of Representatives. 
No. 38.] LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, Paris, July 29, 1889. 


Sm: I havethe honor to send herewith a decoration of commander of the Le- 
gion of Honor, which has been presented to Mr. Vignaud by the French Goy- 
EEAO, and which he desires me to send to the Department, soompanma b 


his request that Congress be asked to grant him permission to acceptit. Th 
decoration was in no way solicited by Mr. Vignaud, ft followed unusual 
celebrations this year of anniversaries of the two countries, and the idth 


of July, both of which were observed br the French Government, and it was 
tendered by the President through Mr. aer = a compliment tothe United 
States, in whose diplomatic service Mr. Vigna d has been for many years, and 
asa mark rele po regard for him. 

` Mr. Vi has been found a most valuable public servant, and I respect- 
fully Ble penta his request to your favorable consideration. 

A copy and a translation of the note from the foreign office transmitting the 
same are herewith inclosed. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient serva: 


WHITELAW REID, 
Hon, James G. Buane, Secretary of Stale. 


[Translation.] 
Mr, Spuller to Mr. Reid. 
Panis, July 13, 1889. 


Mr. rape rey It is very agreeable to me to make known to you that the 


President of the Republic, nop pins tad aiena ey aeng enea ei 
Mr. V d, first who resides since a long time in 
Paris, on my proposi rof the 


Legion of Honor. I am to have vocat 
Vignaud has acquired to this high e epar eig aut I Shall take care to transmit 


‘ou before long the insignia of the order, so that you may have the pleasure 
ding them to him yourself. 
Ponas boote wis.” 


ot 


E. SPULLER. 
Mr, Wurreraw REID, 
Minister of the United States, ah al 


LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Paris, July 29, 1889. 
Sim: The French Government having been pleased to ee me the decora- 
tion of commander of the Legion of Honor, I respectfully request that the nec- 
E application be made to Congress to enable me to accept it. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your pense 


servant, 
NRY VIGNAUD. 

Hon. JAMES G. BLAINE, Secretary of Slate, 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HITT. I call up House joint resolution No. 121. 

The Clerk read as tollows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 121) authorizing Lieut. Aaron Ward, United States 

roas Capt. H. C. Cochran, United States Marine Corps, “to accept from 

the ident of the French Republic diplomas of the Pee of Honor. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That Lieut. Aaron Ward, 
United States Navy, and Capt. H. C. Coch: United States Marine e Corps, 
are hereby authorized to accept from the President of the French Republic di- 
plowas of the Legion of Honor. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HITT. Iam also directed by the committee to call up House 
joint resolution No. 68, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 8) authorizing gn George 8S. Anderson, Sixth Cav- 
alry, to accept from the President of the French Republic a diploma confer- 
ring the decoration of chevalier of the National Order of the Legion of Honor. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That Soe eee, 

Anderson, Sixth Cavalry, is hereby anthorized to accept from the President of 

the French Republica Soma wrote ng pon him the decoration of 

of ihe National Order of the Legion of Honor. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs I have submitted the views of a minority u this 
joint resolution. I have dissented, and do dissent, from all these res- 
olutions, my views upon the subject being embodied in the minority 
report in this particular case. I do not care to take up the time of the 
House in discussing the question; but I ask that my views asexpressed 
in the minority report be published in the RECORD. 

TheSPEAKER. _ If there be no objection, the views of the minority 
of the committee will be published in the RECORD. 

Mr. HITT. Iask that the report of the committee be also published, 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the report of the com- 
mittee and the views of the minority will be printed in the RECORD: 

There was no objection. 

The documents referred to are as follows: 


Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, submitted the fol- 
sonia See report (to accompany H. Res. 68): 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred joint eager 
(H. Res. 68) Pantone Capt. George 8S. Anderson, Sixth Cavalry, to accept 
from the President of the French Republica diploma conferring the decoration. 
es Cavana of the National Order of the Legion of Honor, submit the follow- 

ng repo! 

Last year the French Government invited our Government to send an officer 
of our Army to France to witness certain maneuvers on a 
French army. The orders designating Captain Anderson 
hereto annexed and made a part of this report. Similar invitations have been 
extended annually by France to this Government as to those in and it 
has been the custom of the great European powers to always send 
officers, Twenty-three officers, re: Pr spasms twenty-one foreign austin 
attended last year and followed the maneuvers for ten days and w: 
atthe grand review of the corps at Rouen on September 14. All! the sero 
officers present received and accepted similar diplomas, 

Qur system requires an act of Congress to allow the acceptance of such di- 
plomas, and hence this resolution. Asimilarresolution wasreported from this 
committee and the House without objection (being S. BR. 59) 
Congress, authorizing General Baird to accept a diploma. This 
| Dares by the French Republic to the officers present as an a ape eine friendly 

eeling toward the Governments they represent and as a mark of respect for the 
position and ability of the officers themselves. 

Your committee sce no reason why this expression of friendship for sed — 
States and its representative by | Tae sister Republic of France should 
by this Republic alone Ancog al those Governments to whose re Spates 
similar diplomas were accorded, and therefore recommend that resolution 
granting permission to Captain ‘Anderson to accept the diploma be adopted. > 


[Special Orders, No. 106.] 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., August 24, 1838, 
ETa 
. e 
By aloan of the Acting Secretary A War, Capt nongo 3. Ardono irik 
Cavalry, ignated, under an invitation extended by tl o 


s . . : 
By PARE of Minjox- General Schofield. 
ae R. C. DRUM, Adjuiant-General. 


O. D. GREENE, Assistant Adjulant-General. 


2988 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


—— f 


Aprin 3, 


Wak DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. O., August 24, 1888. 
Sm; I have the honor to transmit herewith an order designating yon, under 
an invitation extended by the Government of France, to witness maneu- 
vers of the French srny (Third Cope) to take place this year. The object in 
å ngan ofticer for this duty is not only to recognize an international 
eompliment, but also to obtain information that will be useful to our Army. 
The Secretary of War desires you to give particular attention to such matters 
as are not usually given in text-books, and that, as soon as practicable after 
your return, you prepare and transmit to this office a report of your observa- 
tions, embodying whatever may, in your judgment, be of value or interest to 
the military service of the United States. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. C. KELTON, Acting Adjutant-General. 
Capt. Gro, 8. ANDERSO 


N, 
Sixth Cavalry, Fort Myer, Virginia. 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 
Mr. Curpmay, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, submitted the follow- 
minority report: 

acceptance and display by a citizen, and especially by an officer of the 
United of a foreign decoration is a reprehensible act. Our Government 
is forbidden to confer a title of nobility and its officers to accept any title with- 
out consent of Sopran No doubt that body has power to authorize the gen- 
tleman named in the resolution to be made a chevalier and to wear the decora- 
tion emblematic of chevaliership. The question is one of propriety, of true re- 

publicanism, of thorough Americanism. 

Orders and decorations are mere baubles and are nothing in this country but 
an evil example, which tends to foster a taste for the vulgarities of royalty. It 
is true that the decoration in this case is offered by a Republic; but the claim 
that there isa courtesy which compels our acquiescence for that or for any 
other reason growing out of Apagemie eh coe is ill-founded. Our moral 
sense must not be surrendered to compla ey. While it is not our province 
to decide the propriety of the existence of the national order in a popular gov- 
ernment, we must not forget that it is the offspring of the first Empire. Whether 
the retention of it is wise, or even useful in sey high sense, is a question 
for the French people alone. It certainly would be neither wise nor useful 


Every decoration is a tribute to the latent savagery of human nature, as bar- 
barous in garters and crosses as ir soaa and bears’ claws. Agrown man 
jeweled and gilded with oriental magn nce is hardly a spectacle of dignity; 
certainly not of republican simplicity. We have forbidden the court dress to 
our foreign representatives. We have no distinctive costume for the great offi- 
cers of the Government, but we do have, unfortunately,a prurient taste in cer- 
tain classes of our people who imitate foreign manners, and a decorated man 
is wi a ocative to unrepublican appetites. 

No oube the ion of Honor is a respectable order, its insignia are compar- 
atively modest, and our t res; for the French Republic teaches us high 

ration for any institution she cherishes; but even a moderate patriotism 
demands that the fountain of honor to every American shall be his own country. 
There is, therefore, no rudeness in deciding that any foreign decoration will be 
useful neither to the nation nor to its recipient, for we only cling to our own 
American fashion. The resolution ought not to pass. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, has this matter been discussed ? 

The SPEAKER. That is not forthe Chair to say The gentleman 
has been t and has heard what has transpired. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HITT. I will not occupy further the time of the House. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the adoption of the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate have heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
= of java esa of Hon. David Wilber, late a Representative from the State 

ew 
That the Senate concur in the resolutions of the House of Represent- 
atives, providing for the appointment of a s 1 joint committee to take order 

r attending the funeral of the deceased at his residence in the State of New 
York, and that the members of the committee on the part of the Senate be ap- 
pointed by the Vice-President, 

That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the Honse of 
Representatives. 
x FLAGS OF COLORADO REGIMENTS. 

The Committee on Military Affairs was called. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 1calLup Housebill No. 4553, and yield to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. LansinG], who is in charge of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4553) to authorize the Secretary of War to deliver to the State of 
Colorado the flags carried by Colorado regiments, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to turn over and deliver to the State of Colorado the hags now in 
his custody that were carried by the regiments and other military organizations 
raised and enlisted into the United States service from the then Territory of 
Colorado during the war of the rebellion. _ - 

Mr. LANSING. I understand that by the uniform course of our 
legislation these Army flags have been turned over to the State author- 
ities. Colorado having beena Territory during the war is now a State; 
and this bill simply proposes that the same course be pursued with her 
flags that has been adopted in regard to the flags of other States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

CONVICTIONS BY COURTS-MARTIAL. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. On behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs 
I call up the bill (H. R. 8201) to amend the Articles of War relative to 
punishment on conyictions by courts-martial. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted,etc,, That whenever by any of the Articles of War for the govern- 
ment of the Army the punishment on conviction of any military offense is left 
to the discretion of the court-martial, the punishment thereforshall not, in time 
of peace, be in excess of a limit which the President may prescribe. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
WAR SERVICE COMPUTED AS DOUBLE TIME. 


Mr. CUTCHEON,. [I call up, on the part of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, the bill (H. R. 8394) to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of 
the Statutes at Large of the United States, for present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: À 

Be il enacted, etc., That chapter 67 of volume 23 of the Statutes at Large of the 
United States, being an act entitled “An act to authorize a retired-list for pri- 
vates and non-commissioned officers of the United States Army who have served 
as such for a period of thirty years or upward,” approved February 14, 1885, be 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“That when an enlisted man has served as such thirty years in the United 
States Army or Marine Corps. either as private or non-commissioned officer, or 
both, he shall, by application to the ident, be placed on the retired-list 
hereby created, with the rank held by him at date of retirement, and he 
shall receive thereafter 75 per cent. of the pay and allowances of the rank 
upon which he was retired: Provided, That if said enlisted man had war sery- 
ice with the Army in the field, either as volunteer or regular, during the war of 
the rebellion, such war service shall be computed as double time in computing 
the thirty years necessary to entitle him to be retired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire on the part of the committee to present 
an amendment, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If I caught the provision of 
the bill from the reading by the Clerk, let me inquire does not this 
make an appropriation, and is it not liable to the point of order? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, it calls for no appropriation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does it not increase to the 
extent here provided the retired-list, and does it not to that extent 
make a charge upon the Government? In other words, does it not re- 
tire those who under other circumstances would not be retired? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, If the gentleman will allow me I will makea 
word of explanation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to hear some 
explanation of the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8394) to amend chapter 67 of volume 23 of the 
Statutes at Large of the United States, report that the existing law is 
incorporated in the part of this bill which precedes the proviso, the 
only change being made by the addition of the proviso, in the follow- 
ing words: 

Provided, That if said enlisted man had war service with the Army in the fleld, 
either as yolunteer or regular, during the war of the rebellion, such war service 
shall be computed as double time in computing the thirty years neceseary to en- 
title him to be retired. 

This amendment is in strict accord with the resolution adopted at 
the last national encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic. 

The number of the old veterans of the war who still continue as en- 
listed men of the Army can not be Jarge, and this amendment would 
have the effect of allowing war service to be computed as double time 
in making up the required thirty years of service to entitle them to re- 
tirement. Probably it would not reduce the period of actual service 
below twenty-seven years in any case. 

The entire number of enlisted men now on the retired-list is 249, and 
this amendment would only anticipate the date of retirement by the 
length of war service with the Army in the field. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did not hear the reading 
of the bill; but as far as I did hear it, it seems to me this is a 
upon the Government by making a new class upon the retired-list. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not at all, but it has the effect of allowing war 
service to be computed as double time in making up the required 
thirty years’ service to entitle to retirement, 

The SPEAKER. Itis one of those cases repeatedly decided requir- 
ing argument to show it would tend to increase of expenditure. It 
has been ruled in. It is on the border line. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon his 
point of order, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My impression is from the 
pulls Decne it has been ruled in. I do not desire to antagonize 
the ir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is quite apparent, it seems to me, that this 
authorizes the retirement of parties embraced in the bill at an earlier 
date under certain contingencies than they would be entitled to under 
existing law. Inasmuch as their places are filled immediately by 
others and the retired-list is increased it necessarily increases the charge 
upon the Treasury, and is subject, I think, to the point of order re- 
quiring its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, according to the rulings of 
former Speakers, it is in order. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the gentleman will make some explanation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have already made an explanation, but as it 
will take but a word or two, I will repeat it. 

By the act of 1884 enlisted men who served for thirty years in the 
Army should go on the retired-list. There are now 249 of these en- 
listed men. This provides those who have had war service with the 


Army in the field shall have that service computed as double time. 
As it is now twenty-five years after the war it would not in effect ex- 
ceed 50 men, 
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Mr. ROGERS. Isit confined to service in the war of the rebellion? 
Mr. CUTCHEON. The original act provides— 


receive 
thereafter 75 per cent, of the pay and allowances of the rank upon which he 
was retired, 


This is the same as the original law, but the change which is pro- 
posed is contained in the following proviso: 

Provided, That if said enlisted man had war service with the Army in the 
field, either as volunteer or lar, during the war of the rebellion, such war 


service shall be computed as double time in computing the thirty years neces- 
sary to entitle him to be retired. 


There has been no war since the war of the rebellion and active serv- 
ice in that war is allowed to be computed as double time. 

I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, in line 18, by inserting, after the word “field,” the following: “Or 
in the Marine Corps in active service.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and a 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COURTS-MARTIAL, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. 5 er, I now call up the bill (S. 428) to 
amend article 103 of the Rules and Articles of War. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it ena ete., That the one hundred and third article of the Rules and Ar- 
Marton passion be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding thereto the fol- 
Ne person shall be tried or punished by a court-martial for desertion in 
time of and not in the face of an enemy, committed more than two years 
before arraignment of such person for such offense, unless he shall mean- 
while have absented himself from the United States, in which case the time of 
his absence shali be excluded in computing the period of the limitation : Pro- 
vided, That said limitation shall not n until the end of the term for which 
said person was mustered into the service, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Michigan in charge ot 
this bill please state what the limitation is now and what change is 
proposed by this bill ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the Clerk will read the first paragraph of the 
report it will state succinctly the purpose of the bill. . 

I will state, however, that at the present time there is a general 
limitation upon courts-martial that no person shall be tried for a given 
offense committed more than two years prior to arraignment. it has 
been a question under this article of war whether it applied to cases of 
desertion or not, because the desertion being a continuing offense must 
be a continuing offense until the expiration of the term of enlistment. 
This bill is designed to make certain that which has heretofore been 
uncertain and applies to desertion, providing that the statute of lim- 
itation in such cases shall not begin to run until the end of the term of 
service for which the person was mustered into the service. There is 
also a provision as to the case where a person has absented himself from 
the United States. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not ask for the reading of the report. The 
gentleman’s statement is satisfactory. 

‘The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the continuation of the special 
order, the bill for the admission of the Territory of Idaho. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope the gentleman will allow me to introduce 
one other bill. I have several others, and this will take but a short 
time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [ can not yield, because the time has largely been 
taken up already, and we are limited to-day. 

Mr. DORSEY. Iask unanimous consent that the time for closing 
the debate on the Idaho bill be fixed at 3.30 to-day instead of 3 o'clock, 
as a considerable part of the time was taken up on yesterday by the 
consideration of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that will be done. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Nebraska? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ADMISSION OF IDAHO. 

Mr. DORSEY. Will the Chair be kind enough to state what time 
has been occupied on either side in the discussion? 

2. TheSPEAKER, TheChair thinks each side has occupied about two 
ours. 


Mr. DORSEY. I think that is correct. I yield now to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. PEEKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would be obliged to the Chair for 
information as to what length of time I have already consumed? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman occupied twenty-three minutes on 


esterday. 
4 Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, in consequence of the limited time at 
my disposal I shall be compelled to omit some suggestions that I had 
intended to make in connection with the consideration of this bill. I 
desire, however, in the time remaining to me to emphasize as far as 

racticable the fact that the only objection that has thus far been made 

y the minority of the committee, and by gentlemen who are op- 
posed to the passage of the bill providing for the admission of Idaho 
into the Union as one of our States, is the objection that under the con- * 
stitution which was framed by the people of that Territory and in- 
dorsed almost unanimously by them at an election called for that pur- 
pose Mormonism is denounced and those who are believers and pro- 
fessors of the practices of Mormonism are discriminated against. In 
other words, Mr. Speaker, those who believe in polygamous or biga- 
mous practices are disfranchised under this constitution. That is 
only objection that has been against the > of the bill. 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] says that \ no®@ quite a cor- 
rect statement of the proposition; he says they only object to that pro- 
vision of the constitution because such people are chised prior 
to their arraignment in court and conviction of the offense alleged, and 
he thinks that a constitution which disfranchises these Mormons be- 
cause of their belief or because of their practices prior to the time of 
their indictment and conviction by a court is not right and ought not 
to be indorsed by this House. That, I repeat, is the only objection 
made by my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] or by the minority 
of the Gonit on the Territories, and I desire the members of this 
House, those who are friendly to this measure as well as those who are 
opposed to it, to understand clearly the issue. I want the members 
who occupy seats upon the floor of this House as well as the country 
to understand clearly the point of division, and to remember that the 
only objection that is made by any one, so far as we have heard, to the 

of the bill is that the Mormons who profess and practice and 
teach the doctrines of their church and believe in them are disfran- 
chised. 


My friend says he does not believe in polygamy; the minority of the 
members of the committee say they do not believe in Bd greta 
practices, but yet they say they do not believe in disfranchising those 
who do in the Territory of Idaho in advance of conviction in court. 
Butin this connection, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of m 
friend from Illinois, the di ed gentleman represen the mi- 
nority of the committee [Mr. SPRINGER], to his vote in this House on 
what is known as the Edmunds act. en that bill was considered 
in the House my friend took a conspicuous part in the debate and was 
one of its most active supporters, and that measure disfranchised abso- 
lutely in all of the Territories of the United States every man guilty 
of polygamy or bigamy, no matter whether he was convicted in court or 
nos he fact that he was guilty of such practices disfranchised 

m. 

But, notwithstanding his vote on that measure, notwithstanding his 
advocacy of that bill which is to-day the law of Idaho and Utah and of 
all of the Territories of the United States, notwithstanding his su 
port of it, now he comes forward and says that the bigamist and 
polygamist of Idaho ought not to be disfranchised until indicted and con- 
victed in court. The majority members of the Committee on Territo- 
ries say, as I believe the majority of the members of the House will say 
when they come to vote on it, that the man who is guilty of these 
practices, or the man who encourages them, or who encourages the 
church which teaches them, or believes that the chief allegiance of the 
citizen is to that church rather than to the United States, should be 
disfranchised, whether convicted or not. When the i re of 
Idaho, under the constitution, convenes, it will enact legislation to 
carry into effect this provision. Then a test oath will be provided for 
as it is now provided for; and, as I said on yesterday, the citizens of 
that State who can satisfy the judges of election that they are not dis- 
qualified by the provisions of the constitution or by the law that may 
be framed to carry it into effect will be permitted to vote, as they 
should be. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I desire again to call my friend’s attention—the 
gentleman from Illinois—to his action when what is known as the Ed- 
munds act was considered in the House in the Forty-seventh Congress. 
The distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] moved tostrike 
out the section disfranchising the polygamists and the bigamists of the 
Territories, and my friend from Illinois voted against that motion; he 
voted against the motion to strike out from the Edmunds act the sec- 
tion which disfranchised and disqualified bigamists and polygamists, 
whether convicted or not; and notwithstanding that vote, which was 
creditable to him as a citizen, which was creditable to him as a mem- 
ber on the floorof this House, notwithstanding the record then madeand 
his vote, he now sets up a different rule and asks us to follow a differ- 
rag paper to be embodied in the constitution of the State of Idaho, 
to the effect that the people who encourage, who teach, who believe in 
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or follow these unlawful practices shall not be disfranchised until con- 
victed by a court of justice. 

Mr. OATES. Iask my ery if the Edmunds law was not passed 
by the Sab en, pag Con, 

Mr. PERKINS. No; it was peal in the Forty-seventh Congress, 

Mr. OATES. When was it that the Edmunds-Tucker bill was 


passed ? 

Mr. PERKINS. The Edmunds-Tucker bill was and became 
a law in the Forty-ninth Congress. The Edmunds-Tucker bill is sim- 
ply a bill to carry into effect and to enlarge and em es the provis- 
ions of the Edmunds law. So unanimous was this House in the Forty- 
ninth Congress for the passage of the Edmunds-Tucker bill that those 
who were op to it and who demanded the yeas and nays upon the 
passage of that bill could get but 8 votes in favor of that proposition. 

h sides of the House believed that the Edmunds law should be 
strengthened and its provisions enlarged, so that polygamy could be 
broken up and its followers punished, no matter whether residing in 
Idaho, Utah, or whatever Territory, and disfranchised and not per- 
mitted to exercise the privileges of electors in any of the Territories. 
That is all that this constitution provides for. As I explained on yes- 
terday, if they do not believe in these tenets, if they do not practice 
them, if they do not belong to this church which encourages and 
teaches them, then they are authorized by the constitution prepared 
by the people of Idaho to exercise the same privileges that are exer- 
cised by others, the privileges of electors. 

Now, will it be said by any one that these Mormons ought to be per- 
mitted to vote? Will it be said by any that they ought to exercise the 
important Pa of electors or that they ought to be eligible to 

itions of trust in that State, that they might be elected to the Leg- 

ure to frame and pass laws for that people or to perform other im- 
portant official privileges that might be given them? 

I desire for just one moment to call attention to what this church 
teaches and believes. I will admit that there are good men, moral 
men, perhaps conscientious men, who are followers and members of this 
church; but as an organization I believe it is pernicious and bad; and 
I think it ought not to receive the indorsement of any man upon the 
floor of this House, 

“Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman if he 
will yield to me for a question. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will do so with pleasure. 

Mr. MANSUR. Why, then, did you not vote to disfranchise the 
Mormons in Wyoming? 

Mr. PERKINS. Nosuch proposition was advanced, nor is it claimed 
that in Wyoming, so far as I know, men believe, ee and fol- 
low the teachings of Mormonism. No such proposition was brought 
to the attention of the committee; and under the provisions of the Ed- 
munds law, if there were, they’ are disfranchised. My friend from 
Missouri on yesterday suggested that the Mormons of Idaho are dis- 
franchised because they vote the Democratic ticket, and for that rea- 
son the Republican members are in favor of this constitutional provis- 
ion. I suppose it follows necessarily that the Democrats are opposed 
to it because they vote the Democratic ticket. 

Now, I am willing that he should confess for himself. I am willing 
that he should admit that he is in favor of enfranchising these men 
who practice the faith and teachings of the Mormon Church because 
they vote the Democratic ticket; but he can not confess for me and for 
this side of the House, and say that we believe in disfranchising them 
for that reason. I believe in disfranchising them because of their prac- 
tices and because of the practices of their church and because of the 
sys it imposes upon its members. And in that connection, as 

said—— 

Mr. MANSUR. I desire to ask the gentleman, as he has said that 
the Edmunds-Tucker act will keep the Mormons from voting in Wyo- 
ming as a Territory, will it do it after it becomes a State? 

Mr. PERKINS. When it becomes a State it will be a matter for the 
people of that State by proper legislative enactment and constitutional 

provision to determine, and they will declare the qualifications of the 
Seton as they have been declared in the State of Missouri by the con- 
stitution of that State and in other States—— 

Mr. MANSUR. You knew when the constitution of Wyoming was 
under consideration that the Mormons were there as well as you know 
itnow. Why did you not oppose their right to vote under that con- 
stitution? 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, I desire to say this: That I am a little sur- 
prised at the position taken by my friend from Missouri in connection 
with this bill. Knowing the excellent characteristics he possesses, know- 
ing his learning, and appreciating him as a man and asa lawyer, I know 
he does not believe in or indorse the teachings and practices of the Mor- 
mon Church, and I am s that he should become its defender 
apie the floor of this House, its ‘‘Jack-Mormon.’’ [Laughter.] 

sympathized with him on yesterday when for more than an hour 
he ston ted to frame some excuse for opposing this bill and yet sat 
down without being satisfied with his effort. He had my sincere com- 
ion. 

Now, Mr. Speak one moment, and I will call the attention of 

this House a wha thie ok church teaches, Iwill read from a sermon de- 


livered by Mr. Cannon, second in authority in the Mormon Church, 
and known to many members of this House personally. He is a man 
who onpi > seat as Delegate from Utah upon this floor for years. 
After the unds law had received the sanction of both Houses of Con- 
gress and the approval of the President of the United States and had 
become a law, he said this in a sermon to his people: 

God has said there was but one channel through which His commandments 
should come to sad aa pe e. It was not to be vox populi vox dei, but it was to be 
vor dei vor po; has chosen but one man to counsel His people, and by 
obeying him. Seed have been successful. I am willing to stake my 
as a prophet that if you abide his counsel you can not be overcome. Our ene- 
mies hope todivide us. They (Congress) have by their laws (the Edmunds bill) 
deprived the leaders of this people of those rights that belong to us as much as 
tothem. They have sought to humble the élite of this people. They have ‘ety 28 
out the enterprising men, the chiefs, the ruling men. They have deposed them, 
and another elass of our ‘people have been told they might come to the front 
and enjoy the privileges t rightly belong to others, It rests with the saints 
to say whether the Edmunds law shall take away the power of the men whom 
God has chosen as our leaders, 


Later, after the Edmunds-Tucker act became a law, the gentleman 
from Utah who has the honor to occupy a seat upon this floor to-day 
presented to the President of the United States a protest against the 
enforcement of that law, which was signed by the representatives of 
his people, and from which I will read a brief extract: 


As to our religious faith, itis based upon evidence which to our minds is con- 
elusive. Our convictions can not be destroyed by legislative enactments or ju- 
dicial decisions, Force may enslave the body, but it can not convinee the mind. 
To yield at the demand of the legislature or judge the rights of cénscience would 

prove us recreant to every duty we owe to and man, Among the princi- 
ay of religion is that of immediate revelation from God. One of the doctrines 
sore is celestial or pl for which ostensibly we are stigma- 
tized and hated, This is a vital part of our religion, the decision of the courts 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ired 


pired. 

Mr. PERKINS. How much time have I occupied, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Forty minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘The gentleman from Nebraska yielded me forty- 
five minutes, 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman will proceed for 
five minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. After this law had been passed and had been ap- ’ 
proved by the Chief Executive of the nation, the leaders and repre- 
sentatives of this Mormom Church continued to teach these doctrines 
to their followers, and sent to represent them upon the floor of this 
House men who believe these doctrines and observe them. And yet 
we are told, notwithstanding this, that the Mormons in Idaho ought 
to be permitted to exercise the important privileges of electors until 
they are convicted in court of polygamy or bigamy; that is, we are told 
in effect that the existing law is wrong and ought to be changed. Ishall 
watch with anxiety and with pleasure the vote that will be taken upon 
this bill, to see how many gentlemen will stand with the minority of 
the Committee on Territories in the position which they have taken. 
Whom do our friends of the minority of that committee represent? 
It was said on yesterday that al! the Republicans in Idaho believed in 
this constitutional provision, that all the Democrats in Idaho believed 
in this constitutional provision, that all the good people of Idaho be- 
lieved in this constitutional provision, but that the Mormons of Idaho 
were opposed to it. Will our friends, then, put themselves in opposi- 
tion to the wishes of the Democrats of Idaho, in opposition to the 
wishes of the Republicans of Idaho, in opposition to the wishes of all 
the law-abiding people of Idaho, and say that, in the interest of the 
Mormons alone, statehood shall be denied to that Territory, and that 
this bill shall not become alaw? The Delegate from Idaho had read 
here yesterday a telegram received from the Democratic Territorial 
committee, addressed to a gentleman lately a Delegate upon this floor, 
in which they say: 


The Democratic Territorial committee unanimously request Democratic mem- 
bers of Congress to vote for the admission of Idaho. 


That is signed by F. E. Ensign, chairman, and J. W. Wickersham, sec- 
retary, and is dated March 31 of the present year. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, it is for this House to say—it is for the 
gentlemen who have the honor to occupy these seats to say—whether 
by the votes they will cast upon the passage of this bill they will crown 
that criminal organization which is known as the Church of Latter-Day 
Saints with an indorsement and an approval which will say to the in- 
telligent, patriotic, and law-abiding people of Idaho: ‘‘ You can not be 
admitted into the Union as a State until yon have taken into full fel- 
lowship the men who are guilty of the practices of bigamy and polyg- 
amy.” Will the members who are to vote upon the of this bill 
put themselves in this position and say to all the good era of Idaho: 
“Stay ont; remain a Territory as you are until you submit to us a con- 
stitution giving full recognition and full fellowship to the Mormon 
Church, to those who believe in its doctri who take part in its prac- 
tices, and who promulgate its teachings”? I thank the House for its 
attention. { Applause. 

Mr. DORSEY. Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from Vermont 


(Mr. STEWART]. 
. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I desire briefly to state 


mutation 


The time of the gentleman has ex- 
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some reasons why I think this bill should become alaw. It is very 
easy, as has been said, to inveigh against the practice of polygamy. 
civilization of nineteen centuries has pronounced against it, and men 
only float with the tide when they denounce it. Let me say to my 
friend from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN ]—and I have heard the same ar- 
guments over and over again on this question, because I had the honor 
to be associated with Mr, Tucker on the subcommitteé which reported 
what is known as the Edmunds-Tucker bill—that it is very easy also 
to declaim upon the rights of men to what we regard as the sacred 
privileges of suffrage and office-holding. It is, however, not so easy to 
come up to the point of inaugurating such legislation as shall meet and 
overcome the evil of polygamy. 

There isthe rab. I hayeheard many times before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee the same argument which my friend from Michigan made yester- 
day, though not so eloquently or forcibly put as it was put by him. 
This organization, which is known as the Church of Jesus Christ of Lat- 
ter-Day Saints, which isthe Mormon community pure and simple, has 
been represented before the committees of both Houses of Congress and 
before Congress by the ablest lawyers in the country, and the same 
arguments were addressed to the committee against the Edmunds- 
Tucker bill which the learned gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] 
presented yesterday to the House, and which were presented also by 
my eloquent and learned friend from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN]. 

It is known to every student of American history who has examined 
the subject that this organization has been at war not only with 
christian civilization, but with the American Government and the 
American people from the beginning of the organization in 1849, I 
refer to the formation of the Territorial government of the state of 
Deseret, which in itself was an act of usurpation; from that hour to 
this it has antagonized every step which Congress has undertaken in 
order to extirpate this evil of polygamy; and the same arguments, the 
same stale, stock arguments, have been presented over and over again. 

Mr. Speaker, the guestion presented by this proposition which is so 
strenuously resisted on the part of some of the gentlemen on the other 
side is not a new question. Precisely the same question was presented 
by the Edmunds-Tucker bill. Precisely the same arguments were 
urged against that measure; yet the House almost unanimously adopted 
that act. 

It is said that this bill goes further than the Edmunds-Tucker act. 
It goes nofurther in principle. It does goa little further in detail; it 
is a little more radical; but it is precisely in the line of the Edmunds- 
Tucker act; and it is for the same purpose—for no other—to wit, the 
extinction, the extirpation, of a great public evil. 

Our friends on the other side say that this is the infringement of a 
sacred right. I maintain, Mr. Speaker, that the right of suffrage and 
the right to hold office are not natural rights. We prescribe, and 
rightly, qualifications for voters. It has been said—I have not exam- 
ined the constitutions of the different States in this respect—that in the 
State of Tennessee a man who happens to be a clergyman is disquali- 
fied from holding office. I do not challenge the wisdom of that pro- 
vision. It is said that in the State of Texas a man who is unfortu- 
nately poor, although he may be as wise as Diogenes in his tub, is 
disqualified for the exercise of the elective franchise. Ido not question 
the wisdom of that provision. It is a part of the duty of the freemen 
of every State to prescribe such qualifications for the exercise of suffrage 
on the part of its citizens as they may think the welfare of the State 
requires, 

Now, the man who practices polygamy is disqualified. Everybody 
‘agrees that that is right. But my friends on the other side say that if 
a man belongs to an organization which proclaims that the practice of 
polygamy is a divine injunction, that polygamy ought to be a part of 
the system of human society in order that men may reach the highest 
rewards in the kingdom to come, such a man should be permitted to 
vote. Now, this is radical legisla! ion—— 

Mr. OATES. I wish to say that the disqualification in the consti- 
tation of Texas to which the gentleman has referred applies only to 
those who are denominated “ paupers.’’ A man is not disfranchised 
“t because he is poor,” which was the language the gentleman used. 
Disqualification applies only to those who are known as ‘‘ paupers.” 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I understand that; but I understand 
also that a pauper may become such without any act of his own. A 
man may be paralyzed, unable to help himself, may have no relatives 
to help him; and in such a case, though he may have the brain of Solon 
or Solomon, may be as wise even as my friend from Alabama and quite 
as capable of exercising the high duty of the elective franchise, yet 
the constitution of Texas says that because he is a pauper he shall not 
vote. 

Now, my friends on the other side who have argued this question 
seem to overlook the fact that, while by this legislation we strike the 
individual and so touch individual rights, we are dealing with an organ- 
ization—an organization which, as I have said, everystudent of history 
knows to be hostile to our institutions of Government. Its people are 
not homogeneous with our people; the two systems can not live to- 
gether. A polygamist community and a monogamous community can 

. not and ought not to live together. Our theory is that the home is the 
unit of society; and the home of christian civilization, where the father 


and the mother exercise the governmental control over the family, 
that is the ideal home; we all believe in that. 

Now, let me say to my Democratic friends on the other side—and I 
see very many gentlemen here who were in the Forty-ninth Congress 
and who voted tosustain the Edmunds-Tucker bill—let me say to those 
gentlemen that if they were then sincere in their desire to strike a 
blow at this infamous system which has afflicted this country and has 
antagonized everything good in the country, not only the Government 
and the Army, but the jadiciary and the general welfare of the com- 
munity, a system which, as I have said, can notin the nature of things 
harmonize with the sort of community in which we believe—let me 
say to those gentlemen that if they are sincere in their desire to root 
out this evil they should let the good citizens of Idaho, the Democrats 
and Republicans there, who are a unit on this question, control this 
sunject as they have already undertaken to do in their Territorial legis- 
ation, 

Let them say what persons shall be qualified to vote; let them say, 
if they please, that not only the man who practices bigamy or polygamy, 
but the man who belongs to an organization which sustains and u 
holds that system, advises and counsels it—that all such men shall 
disqualified from exercising the right of suffrage. If that be the char- 
acter of our legislation, let me say to my friends on the other side that 
the christian communities to which they will return will say, ‘‘ Well 
done, good and faithful servants ; you have done the right thing; this 
evil ought to be ended, and you have adopted the proper way to doit.” 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
though I do not mean to indicate by it how I shall vote on this sub- 
ject. I have listened to this discussion, hut nobody seems to have 
explained the point about which I wish to inquire. The gentleman 
argues, as others have done, that those who believe in and practice 
polygamy should not be allowed to vote. I think that is right. But 
the provision under consideration goes much further; it applies the ex- 
clusion to all those who shall sympathize with, aid, or abet (there are 
a number of words of that sort) the practice of polygamy. Now, when 
and by whom are these disabilities to be determined? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. They are to be determined by the 
individual man. If he says he does not belong to an organization 
which advises, counsels, aids, or abets polygamy—an organization a 
part of whose system it is to practice it—he is permitted to vote. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I do not understand that there is anything of 
that kind in this constitution. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
to be in the constitution. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DORSEY. I yield to the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I maintain that a man who belongs 
to an organization such as I havedescribed ought to bedisfranchised. I 
ask my friends, if they have not studied the history of this organiza- 
tion, to go back and do so. In connection with the Edmunds-Tucker 
legislation, I went through the entire history of this business from the 
adoption of the constitution of 1849 to which I have referred. In that 
constitution they said they would come into the Union asa State; and 
until they should come into the Union they would govern themselves 
asa State. That was a piece of usurpation. My friend may smile, 


It is in the constitution, and it ought 


but he knows it is the truth. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr.SPRINGER. I will yield a portion of my time to the gentle- 
man from New Mexico [Mr. Joser#]. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr.Speaker, the House of Representatives has passed 
the bill for the admission of the Territory of Wyoming asa State. The 
bill for theadmission of Idaho now stands before the House recommended 
for passage. It will not be long before the final vote of the Honse will 
be taken, and it will doubtless be favorable to the bill. I do notrise 
to oppose the Idaho bill now under discussion. Iam glad to see the 
recognition of the rights of both Wyoming and of Idaho, as these Ter- 
ritories are richly entitled to the benefits of statehood. 


My object in addressing the House is to show the title of New Mex- - 


ico to the same consideration and toestablish by incontrovertible proofs 
that in all which constitutes the right to statehood New Mexico is not 
only equal to, but far surpasses both of the other Territories, one of 
which the House has already voted toadmit. New Mexico is notonly 
the oldest, but also the largest in area, population, and wealth of all 
the Territories still remaining outside the sisterhood of States. Her 


admission to statehood was promised more than forty years ago by sol- . 


emn treaty obligations. The time has long since for the fulfill- 
ment of these, but still New Mexico is not heeded. She now applies 
for the fifth time to be admitted as a State. While the Hotse voted 
toadmit Wyoming, and, if I mistake not, is about to vote to admit 
Idaho, the bill for the admission of New Mexico, which I introduced 
at the very first opportunity in this oon eee is still awaiting the ac- 
tion of the Committee on Territories, although all necessary 

tion, both to show the propriety of New Mexico’s admission and to en- 
able proper legislation to be — have long been before the com- 
mittee. Is New Mexico to be longer punished by this delay, which 
retards her development and causes her citizens to feel that 

forgets the solemn duties and obligations which devolve upon it? - 
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In my remarks in the House of Representatives on the 17th of Janu- 
ary, 1889, in relation to the admission of New Mexico, I made quite 
elaborate statements of the resources of New Mexico as compared to 
those of Montana, Washington, and North and South Dakota. The 
bill under which these States were admitted to the Union when before 
the House provided also for the admission of New Mexico. I believe 
that I then demonstrated that on every ground of population, resources, 
and natural advantages, and devotion to American citizenship New 
Mexico was entitled to admission as well as those greatand noble States 
whose stars have so recently adorned the national flag. But the last 
Congress did not see fit to include New Mexico in the group of States 
then admitted. 

In the present Congress the rights of the Western Territories are 
being again considered. Idaho and Wyoming have presented their 
claims to admission, and I hope that before the present Congress has 
closed Representatives from these new States will have taken theirseats 
in the House. Justice to these Territories and a desire for their de- 
velopment vigorously demand their admission. But I can not think 
that New Mexico should again be excluded from the benefits of state- 
hood while the sister Territories of Wyoming and Idaho are admitted. 
Both of these Territories fall below New Mexico in population and 
paei development. Itwould be the greatest injustice to New Mex- 
ico and Arizona if, in passing the just and proper measures for the ad- 
mission of Idaho and Wyoming, New Mexico and Arizona should not 
also be given the benefits of statehood. 

A comparison of population and resources will be made between New 
Mexico and Wyoming, which the House has already approved for ad- 
mission to the Union. I desire to be carefully understood that the ob- 
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ject of this comparison is not to disparage the abundant resources of 
Wyoming, but merely. to show that New Mexico is entitled to admis- 
sion to statehood upon the basis furnished by the proposition to admit 
the Territories of Wyoming and Idaho. 

The population of Wyoming is stated by the influential and active 
Delegate who represents that Territory in the House at 125,000. The 
census of 1880 showed a population of far more than 100,000 in New 
Mexicoatthattime. There areno accurate statistics to show positively 
what the population of New Mexico is at the present time, butin avery 
conservative estimate made by the present governor he puts the. pop- 
ulation at 195,000, I believe that it reaches 225,000. There has been 
a very steady increase every year since 1880, and the filings at the two 
land offices in the Territory during the year ending June 30, 1889, 
amoanted to 283,537 acres. Since that time two additional land of- 
fices have been opened, and the increase in filings has been very great. 
‘This increase has been largely from the farming States of Missouri, In- 
diana, and Illinois, and is of the very best class of settlers. 

The assessed property in Wyoming in 1889 was $31,500,000; in New 
Mexico, for 1889, the last available figures, it was $48,690,723. Itmust 
be remembered also, in this connection, that the values of cattle and 
sheep have somewhat diminished during the past few years. These 
are two of the great sources of wealth of New Mexico. Notwithstand- 
ing the present decrease in the prices there is a constant increase in the 
assessed value of the property inthe Territory, This increase must, as 
the governor well states, represent considerable increase in the real es- 
tate values. 

The tax levy of the Territory shows a total of $418,406.13, according 
to the table hereto annexed. 


Statement of tax levy of 1889. 
[Prepared by Trinidad Alarid, auditor.] 


Penitentiary os in- 
interest. erest. 


Counties. 


$2,851.39 | $2,393, 21 
8, 446.63 2395.16 
1, 695.16 1, 438.95 
2, 438, 82 2, 043. 00 
1, 864.42 1,565. 55 
1,116.33 944.09 

599, 45 503.09 

278, 82 234. 20 
3,728. 65 3, 132.06 
1,536. 50 1, 290. 66 
1,059.90 890.32 
1, 887. 83 1,542, 93 

357.17 301. 37 
1,157.94 972, 67 
23,968.41 | 20,152.26 


Counties. pense 
— interest. | 

$5, 464. 56 $2, 055. 02 

6, 617.52 1,861.18 

3, 274, 88 925, 65 

4, 681, 27 1,316.73 

8, 577.27 1,006. 63 

2'136. 12 603. 80 

1,096. 48 160.79 

535. 32 150, 56 

7, 159. 00 2,013, 47 

2 950, 08 829, 71 

2, 084. 97 572. 37 

3,527.11 992.15 

681.03 262. 23 

2, 223. 24 625, 29 

13, 375. 58 


Penitentiary| Capital eur- Sinking | Provisional 
current ex-| rentex- Salary. Court. fund for re- 
pense. ness. 
$6, 374.58 $1, 363. 45 $14, 589. 30 $1,543.10 
7,720.45 1, 654. 38 17, 646.74 2, 481.57 
8, 839, 34 821. 86 8, 752. 57 1, 233, 42 
5,461.90 1,170.38 12, 483. 91 1,755.51 
4,174.45 89%. 37 9, 542.78 1,342.11 
2, 549. 43 533. 90 5, 683.48 801. 56 
1,299.53 285,36 2,997.89 430. 98 
624.55 183, 83 1, 427.53 200.75 
8, 352.17 1,789. 35 19, 090, 68 2, 684. 62 
8,441.76 737,52 7, 866. 88 1, 106, 28 
2, 374.18 508.72 5, 426. 57 763.14 
4,115.70 882,19 9, 405, 30 1,322, 20 
797.23 171. 22 1, 818, 82 190, 39 
2,593.78 555, 81 5,928. 64 833.71 
53,719.00 122, 595. 00 


$2, 557. 45 „44 $5, 700.58 $116. 37 $39, 883. 91 $49, 119. 75 
8,101. 61 1, 083. 98 6, 893. 26 890.79 48, 252.78 60, 172.77 
1, 542. 68 514.62 3, 426, 68 268. 61 23, 934. 39 29, 686, 98 
2, 194. 67 731, 36 4,876. 58 840, 66 34,135.61 42,778, 88 
1,677. 90 559. 62 3, 728. 52 1,061.19 26, 092. 53 33, 119. 76 

996, 07 334, 62 2, 286. 84 343. 60 15, 637. 53 19, 598, 66 
1,318. 03 224.71 1, 066, 42 |. .csereerreneecneses 8, 008. 53 10, 617. 69 
250. 93 83. 64 557.63 136. 39 8, 903, 41 4, 982, 00 
3,355. 24 1,118.05 7, 457.30 826. 03 52, 201.10 64, 957.72 
1, 382, 85 460. 95 3,073. 00 36.16 21,514. 00 26, 466, 93 
953. 84 317. 95 2,119.77 317. 86 14, 838. 38 18, 547. 30 
1, 653, 28 550. 96 8, 674. 48 659.04 5,718. 98 82, 256.74 
321.92 106, 47 715. 64 14,07 4, 991, 51 6, 149. 61 
1,042.14 347. 38 2,315.87 84. 83 16, 211.12 20, 001. 34 
418, 406.13 


8, 295.65 | 47,892.57 | 5,495.10 | 335, 323, 78 


The agricultural resources of the Territory have been very fully re- 
ferred to by me in my speeches of April 14 and May 28, 1888, and Janu- 
ary 17, 1889. ‘The last report of the governor also refers to this subject: 


A SPLENDID SHOWING—OFFICIAL FIGURES ON NEW MEXICO’S AGRICULTURE— 
A FLATTERING FUTURE ASSURED. 


Statistician . of the Government Agricultural Pepatah has just is- 
sued some offi figures on western agriculture for 1889 which make a wr 
exhibit for our tair yet pot see neue, WORE Territory; figures which 


prove of especial interest to a large class of the New Mexican’s readers, not 
only the friends of statehood, but also to the hundreds of ple at home and 
abroad who are now engaged in the cultivable 


it possible to en. 

area by the construction of irrigation enterprises. These figures show what 
New Mexico has done while handicapped in a manner that no other section of 
the Union has ever been called upon to fight against; they make it plain that 


New Mexico will advance, despite every obstacle, and when one considers that 
m $1,000,000 are now going into new i: tion com jes, which will 
reclaim within the presons year more than 200,000 acres of New Mexico valley 
land, some idea of New Mexico’s outlook from the standpoint of horticulture 
and agriculture may be arrived at, Statistician Dodge’s figures for the corn 
crop are as follows: 


Acres Bushels | Value of 
planted, | realized, crop, 
42,993 | 1,092,000 $633, 373 
56,279 | 1,126,000 675, 468 
U tes 35,175 644, 000 393, 650 


1890. 
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The returns for the wheat crop are from a more extended territory, 
as follows: 


mineral wealth of New Mexico had caused it for a long time previous 
to its acquisition, in 1846, to be looked upon by the United States as a 
most desirable addition to the Union.” 

Early after 1846 rumors of its still fabulous wealth, added to the 
historical mineral riches it had given for years to Old Mexico, induced 
hardy pioneers to test its richness, and during that period (from 1846 
to 1880), notwithstanding its isolation and its then total lack of trans- 


1,250 | portation, notwithstanding the difficulty of obtaining tools orsupplies, 


It will be seen that in quantity and value, excepting oats, of the 
three grains estimated, New Mexico ranks Colorado and Montana. 
New Mexico also raises in superabundance : 


Squash (Hub! 
Squash peer 
Pamehion 

Besides these, New Mexico valleys raise cotton, flax, hemp, tobacco, 
sorghum, rice, chili, -plant, beans, and other garden vegeiables, 
with excellent hops; an more yet, atter harvesting her crop of wheat, 
oats, barley, or pease, she plows anew, and the same year secures a crop 
of corn, cabbage, beets, or turnips. 

In fruits, her apples, pears, pana sprico plums, cherries, gages, 
quinces, equal those of any e Union, while her aae 
chestnuts, English walnuts, and filberts will bear successful competi- 
tion with the nut-growers of the world. Her vineyards have for ten 
years stood equal with any in America in product, flavor, and wine 
yields; her melons have, so far, met with no superier on the continent; 
while her small fruits, such as strawberries, gooseberries, raspberries, 
currants, etc., with asparagus, celery, spinach, radishes, and peanuts, 
are unrivaled, and your Agricultural Department will tell you her 
onions beat the world. 

Her plains now and for years past have been dotted with profitable 
ranches crowded with cattle, sheep, and horses, with more favorable 
round-ups and less percentage of loss than any cattle country of the 
West can show, and with her beef, mutton, wool, and horses standing 
on the first grade in Chicago and Eastern marts, The most nutritious 
grasses cover the broad plateaus of New Mexico, which will continue 
for years to grow, to offer the best grazing facilities of any cattle coun- 
try in the United States. The cost of beef-raising is nominal, as stock 
need never be housed or fed. The high and dry Climate precludes al- 
most the possibility of disease among sheep and cattle. At least half 
the lands of New Mexico are especially adapted to grazing purposes; 
and even if future improvement tempted agriculture, stock-raising 
would always be more profitable. So that New Mexico will forever be 
one of the main supplies of the beef-eaters of the world. 

Governor Arny said of New Mexico: ‘‘For the profitable raising of 
horses, mules, cattle, goats, and sheep, and on the most extensive scale, 
no portion of the world can rival this district. Its mild climate pre- 
sents no rigors, while its mountain slopes, valleys, and plains are un- 
limited extents of 

Her mountains and high table-lands offer immense forests of pine 
and spruce, enough for ample supply of lumber to her growing popula- 
tion and rapidly building cities. 

I might be more explicit with regard to her capacity as a wine-pro- 
ducing country. The Rio Grande and Pecos River valleys produce 
grapes in wild profusion, whose wines are ranked for table use and 
compare favorably with Rhine wines. Fair estimates, from practicable 
sources, give the value of an acre of land well set with vines at from 
three to five hundred dollars. As early as 1804 Baron Humboldt said 
of this country: ‘‘The vineyards produce excellent wines, which are 
preferred even to the wines of Parras and New Biscay.” Almost any 
of the side-hills offer excellent vineyard sites, but especially wealthy 
in this respect is the Rio Grande valley, extending a distance of 350 
miles in New Mexico. 

HER MINERAL RESOURCES, 


It has been stated, and I believe is true, that ‘‘the knowledge of the 
XXI——188 


Alfalfa, per cutting tri-annually..........ccseeesceesenesrereess Loses penal 2 
Potatoes, SWEEL sese ssseesess senser cones to 100 
Parsnips ..........- to 275 
Mangoes ( to 800 
Beets. ..... to 400 
Carrots... to 300 
Cabbages..... to 30 
Tomatoes... to 1 
Saen P to 6 

to 35 

to 75 

to 25 


notwithstanding the miners had to work with arms and ammunition 
at hand to meet the persistent attacks of hordes of savages—in spite of 
such almost insurmountable obstacles, in those few years your miut 
statistics show that those brave delvers dug from the plethorie bowels 
of New Mexico $13,972,000 in ore, of which $10,350,000 was gold and 
$3,622,000 silver. 

The succeeding five years, from 1885 to 1889, the production of the 
Territory was: 


rs production of copper was, for the years 1888 and 1889, $10,000,- 


This does not include many valuable shipments of ore sent to other 
States for reduction. But the figures demonstrate that the produet of 
the precious metals increased rapidly every year. 

Gold has been found in nearly every county in the Territory, either 
in the river or creek beds as placers, or in the mountain ranges in veins 
or lodes as quartz. 

Lead and smelting ores abound in nearly every portion of the Terri- 
tory, comprising gold and silver ores, which, being allied to the baser 
metals, as lead, zinc, sulphur, etc., can not be profitably reduced except 
by smelting, s 

Silver, in the form of native, ruby, or vitreoussilver, is found in richly 
paying quantities in many districts of the Territory. Copper has been 
found in many districts in largely profitable veins, but the depressed 
condition of that market and the high rate of railroad transportation 
during the past two years have prevented its extensive working. . 

Lead, iron, mica,cement, gypsum, fire-clay in inexhaustible amounts, 
excellent marble, turquoise of purest blue—but, sir, I would weary 
the House and myself to enumerate the extent and variety of the au- 
thentically recorded minerals of this Territory, and I close with a brief 
allusion to her coal, the mining of which, though in its infancy, has 
already become an important factor in the resources of the Territory. 
The United States Geological Survey report gives some instructive facts 
and figures, as published by your Interior Department. It says: 

In New Mexico coal is found in seven counties in beds from 1 to 14 feet thick. 
The quality ranges through all varieties, from brown to anthracite. The most 
important fields yet opened are those in Colfax County, and embrace an area of 


60,000 acres, the product being a lignite, which varies greatly in quality. The 
following analyses were made from specimens taken near the surface: 


Top of 
vein. 


Constituents. Middle. Bottom. 


The report further says of the coal mined from the Los Cerillos beds: 

The coal is hard, dense, and of a brilliant luster, and issaid to be, so far as ap- 
plication for all practical purposes is concerned, fully equally to the best Penn- 
sylvania anthracite. 

It also gives minute reports of bituminous coal-beds in other portions 
of the Territory, and closes generally with the following: 


The New Mexico coals compare favorably with pose found farther north. 
The production of the Territory since 1885 has been 


And continues: 
Placing the value of these tôals at $5 per ton rere ier tite attire ree 
lentiva period): ye tte heat omnegt tal na p ry during 


fi 
years is, in total, $5,832,415, rautias > 
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It is surely not necessary, Mr. Speaker, that this intelligent House 
should be burdened with further citations to prove the capacity of New 
Mexico for State government and her promise in native resources for 
enriching all the myriads of industrious people who will eventually 
crowd her borders, and for adding one of the most lustrous to the galaxy 
of States that glorify this Union. 

It is enough, sir, to say that New Mexico offers population sufficient, 
resources adequate, wealth enough to make and keep her statehood. 
She has made the same offer for years, and for years she has been re- 
fused admittance as a State. 

As to sheep, I can only compare the 4,328,753 sheep in New Mexico 
as shown by the official reports with the 1,250,000 estimated by the 
distinguished Delegate from Wyoming as in that Territory. In cattle, 
New Mexico and Wyoming, each of them with about 1,500,000, are 
striving in friendly rivalry for the superiority. 

New Mexico has now in round figures 1,500 miles of railroad and five 
more roads in course of construction, which will give us 500 miles more 
during the present year, making the entire railway mileage 2,000. 

As to banking facilities in New Mexico, the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency reports to me that there are nine national banks, with an aggre- 

te capital of $975,000, with bonds to secure circulation aggregating 
$277,500, and n circulation of $249,750. Besides the national banks 
there are fourteen county banks, which are capitalized at an average 
of $50,000 each, or $700,000, making a total of $1,675,000 as the bank- 
ing capital of the Territory. Wyoming shows nine national banks and 
eleven private banks. The capital of the national banksis $1,175,006, 
but that of the private banks is not stated. 

In Wyoming there are ten organized counties; in New Mexico there 
are fourteen. In Wyoming eight of the counties have substantial 
court-houses and jails; in New Mexico the report of the governorshows 
that ten of the fourteen counties have such buildings, that one addi- 
tional county has purchased land and isabout to erect such a building, 
and that another is building a fine modern court-house whose value, 
with the land on which it stands and surrounding buildings, will be 
$70,000. All of these buildings have been erected within the past ten 

thus showing the march of public spirit in the Territory during 
that period. 
The financial system of the Territory has been placed upon a sound 
basis by a recent act of the Legislature. The pleadings in the courts 
by another act have recently been brought into entire harmony with 
the best systems of the States, while constant improvements are being 
made by the Legislature in the laws relating to administration, the 
business and the control of property. Two new counties havejust been 
established, and four important Territorial institutions—a university, 
an agricultural college, a school of mines, and a lunatic asylum—show 
the regard the people of New Mexico have for education and the care 
of the unfortunate. 

No very definite figures have been submitted in regard to education 
in Wyoming. It is stated that nearly 300 teachers are employed and 
that good graded schools are maintained in all the towns and cities of 
the Territory. In the governor’s report for New Mexico it is shown 
that 342 public schools were in active operation in the Territory on 
October 1, 1889, with an enrollment of 16,803 pupils. In 143 of these 
schools nothing but English is taught; in 93 some instruction is in- 
cluded in Spanish, and in 106 the instruction is in the Spanish language, 
but even.in these latter schools the pupils, with very few exceptions, 
understand English. This makes a total of 236 schools under English 
instruction. 

The instruction in Spanish is found principally in the older counties, 
while in the counties in which there has been the greater proportion 
of immigration from the East the English language is taught, to the ex- 
clusion of Spanish. In addition to the public schools there are a very 
large number of private educational institutions which are well at- 
tended and ably conducted. The people of New Mexico are deeply in- 
terested in the maintenance of the public-school system, and it is only 
a matter of a few years’ continuance of the present generous support 
for the school system of New Mexico to be on a par with the best in 
the country so far as can be in a less thickly populated locality. 

This review of the population and resources of New Mexico shows 
that New Mexico has certainly an equal title to statehood with Wyo- 
ming. Indeed, I maintained in the last Congress, and I believe that I 
fully established, that her title to statehood in point of population 
and resources was as good as that of the States recently admitted. 

But in one respect New Mexico has a greater title to immediate ad- 
mission to statehood than any of the recently admitted States or those 
now applying for admission. New Mexicois the only Territory which 
holds the pledge of the United States Government that it shall be ad- 
mitted asa State. By the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, the provis- 
ions of which have been quoted by me heretofore, statehood was guar- 
antied to Mexico, but the time was leit discretionary in Congress. 

‘That discretion. however, must be exercised as a reasonable discre- 
tion, and can not lawfully be used as an excuse for indefinite delay in 
admission. It has now been over forty years since the date of that 
treaty, and yet the admission of New Mexico is denied. In 1850 Sen- 
ators and a Representative were elected and the admission of New 
Mexico was discussed in both Houses of Congress, but failed. The peo- 


ple of New Mexico believed themselves entitled to admission, but on 
account of the excitement of the civil war and other interruptions no 
iūrther action was taken until the year 1874, when an enabling act 
passed both Houses of Congress, but was defeated only by reason of the 
close of the session before questions of difference could be settled in con- 

ference. In 1876 the Senate again passed a bill for this pu . 

In the various votes, upon these occasions, upon this bill numerous 
distinguished gentlemen who now hold seats in both Houses of Congress 
voted for New Mexico's admission, among them being Messrs. CAN- 
NON, HARMER, MILLS, and O'NEILL, of the present House, and 
Senators ALLISON, DAWES, FARWELL, FRYE, INGALLS, MITCHELL, 
SAWYER, and STEWART, in the Senate. Other distinguished persons, 
members ot theparty which now dominates in both of the national leg- 
islative chambers, but who no longer hold seats in either house of. 
Congress, also voted for the bill, among them being the late President 
Garfield; the late Vice-President Hannibal Hamlin; the present Secre- 
tary of the Treasary, Hon. William Windom; the Hon. John A. Logan, 
of Illinois; Hon. Simon Cameron, of Pennsylvania; Hon. George S. Bout- 
well, of Massachusetts; and Hon. John A. Kasson, of Iowa. 

In the last Congress the Committee on Territories reported in favor 
of the admission of New Mexico, but, in order not to endanger the pas- 
sage of the bill for the admission of the other States, the name of New 
Mexico was stricken out. Many members declared, when voting for 
striking ont the name of New Mexico from the general bill, that they 
would favor the passage of a special bill for its admission, but no oppor- 
tunity for this purpose came during that Congress. The honor of the 
United States is pledged to the redemption of the treaty obligation. 
A further delay would be in violation of that reasonable discretion 
which was granted to Congress by the terms of the treaty. 

In view of the facts which I have recited, what objection can be 
made to the admission of New Mexico? It has been intimated to me 
that there has been some opposition to her admission on the ground 
that a large number of her inhabitants are members of the Catholic 
Church. I can not believe that any member of this House could per- 
mit his action to be influenced by a motive of this kind. Religion and 
politics must be kept separate. No doctrine is more firmly fixed in 
the minds of the American citizens than this. We are ready to sub- 
mit to an examination as to our wealth, our education, our honor, to 
determine our right tostatehood, but it would be foreign to our institu- 
tions to cause an investigation of our religious faith to determine whether 
we are qualified to exercise the full rights of citizenship, I therefore 
feel compelled to exclude from all consideration any possibility that 
the objections to the admission of New Mexico are bused on religious 
grounds, 

I have read in some of the newspapers of the country various slurs 
upon New Mexico upon the ground that her people are not as well ed- 
ucated as those of the more densely populated parts of the East. Iam 
ready to admit that with her undeveloped resources New Mexico has 
not been able to give the same educational privileges as Massachusetts 
or New York, but I reply to this by saying that the people of New 
Mexico have shown their devotion to the cause of education by thé es- 
tablishment of an elaborate system of public schools and increased ap- 
propriations from year to year for their soy rt, and that the gift of 
statehood to the people of New Mexico wou Tas more than any other 
one thing to aid in the increase of schools within her borders. I may 
claim, too, for those citizens of New Mexico who have not had the ad- 
vantages of education that they are as peaceful and law-abiding and 
as earnestly devoted to free institutions as the inhabitants of any part 
of this great country. 

Finally it is asserted that the people of New Mexico are not Amer- 
icans, that theyspeak a foreign language, and that they have no affinity 
with American institutions. It istrue that we have a large population 
in New Mexico who speak the Spanish language, and that among the 
older persons whoare descended from the original settlers of the country 
some still remain who are ignorant of English. But it is undoubtedly 
true that there are very few persons in New Mexico under thirty years 
of age who are unable to speak English, and that year by year the use 
of the English language is taking the place of Spanish. The gentle 
accents of the Spanish tongue will always be dear to those who are de- 
scended from the first settlers of New Mexico; they will always look 
with affection upon that language, and its familiar use may never be 
wholly eradicated. But the people of New Mexico realize that they 
are a part of the United States, and that the English language is the 
national language, and it is a fixed and definite principle among them 
all that the English language shall be taught to every child in New 
Mexico. 

Can the Congress of the United States refuse admission as a State 
because a part of the people of the proposed State speak the Spanish 
language? The pledge to admit New Mexico as a State contained no 
condition that all the inhabitants should learn the English language. 
On the contrary it was known that Spanish was their tongue, and the 
treaty-making power was well aware that the language would not 
wholly disappear for years or even centuries. Yet the ment was 
absolute that New Mexico should be admitted as a State within a 
reasonable discretion remaining in Congress as to the time and manner 
ofadmission. I therefore maintain that it would be in utter violation 
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of the treaty pledge if the people of New Mexico should be told that 
they could not exercise the rights of statehood until atter every inhab- 
itant had learned to speak and write the English language. 

But if we exclude entirely from our calculation as to the number of 
inhabitants of New Mexico the native New Mexican population, I do 
not doubt that we would find that over 100,000 persons—nearly equal 
to the whole population of Wyoming—are now living in New Mexico 
who came there from the Eastern States, and who have not a drop of 
Spanish or Mexican blood in their veins. The persons of Spanish de- 
scent in New Mexico are now in a minority, which will proportionately 
decrease with the constant stream of immigration from the States into 
New Mexico. 

But it is not by blood and language that the devotion of the people 
of New Mexico to the United States and to republican institutions is to 
be measured. These are the descendants of the bold discoverers who 
left the monarchical institutions of Spain and came to the New World, 
and who, with their fellow countrymen in Old Mexico, shook off the 


chains of foreign domination, as did the hardy English forefathers of | parties 


the Atlantic States. The devotion to republican institutions of the an- 
cestors of our Spanish and Mexican descended inhabitants of New 
Mexico was not less than that of the heroes of the Revolution. When 
New Mexico became a part of the territory of the United States her 
people were living under republican institutions and devoted to them. 

They were therefore fitted to exercise republican rights; they were 
merely transferred from one republic to another. 

Since that time more than forty years have elapsed, and all during 
this period they have been under the protection of the United States 
flag. Have they any other allegiance? Can any other power ever call 
for their assistance? The people of New Mexico are as much citizens 
of the United States as the pone of Ohio, Indiana, or Illinois. What 
we desire is that we should be admitted to the full rights of citizen- 
ship and allowed to bear our share of the burdens of the common de- 
fense and general welfare. If New Mexico becomes a State her mines 
will be developed, her railroads extended, her schools enlarged, and 
she will take upon herself a new encouragement for progress. When 
once the resources of New Mexico are developed the whole nation will 
wonder that so choice a Territory should so long have been neglected. 
Differing in many points from the other parts of our great Union, she 
wili minister to the wants of the whole country. 

There are no more loyal or patriotic people in the United States than 
the Mexican citizens of my Territory. They are by nature mild and 
sympathetic, their hearts are as tender as that of a child, but in the 
hour of peril brave as lions. For the past forty years, when necessity 
has required it, they have defended themselves against constantly re- 
curring incursions of hostile Indians. History testifies that they were 
always the first to rally around the standard of the new country of 
their adoption in defense of its honor and sovereignty. They havespent 
during that period in their own defense over $1,000,000 on account of 
organized militia, and sustained losses on account of Indian depreda- 
tions aggregating some $5,000, 000. 

During the late rebellion, true to their natural instincts, they were 
loyal to the Union and fought most bravely to drive out invaders, as 
the bleaching bones of their dead soldiers in the scorching sands of 
Valverde, Glorieta, and Cafioncito to this day bear unimpeachable tes- 
timony. 

The bill introduced by me in the early part of this session providing 
for the admission of New Mexico was merely an enabling act to permit 
the people of the Territory to form a State constitution under which 
they would be admitted to the Union. Aconstitution for New Mexico 
adopted by a convention composed almost exclusively of Republican 
delegates has been presented to this House, and I understand that a 

roposition has been placed before the Committee on Territories that 

ew Mexico should be admitted under this constitution. In opposing 
such a condition to the admission of New Mexico I believe that I rep- 
resent not only the wishes of all the Democratic voters of the Terri- 
tory, but of more than three-fourths of its Republican voters, An act 
was pessed by the Territorial Legislature authorizing a constitutional 
convention, but the apportionment of delegates to this convention was 
characterized by the most outrageous partisanship. The following ex- 
tract from a letter by ex-Govyernor Edwin G. Ross to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr, MANSUR], of January 5, 1890, shows the partisan 
nature of the apportionment of delegates and the action of the Demo- 
cratic voters and Democratic central committee of New Mexico: 

Primarily, that refusal was based on the exceeding unfairness of the ppor: 
tionment fixed in the act of the Legislature authorizing the election of the dele- 
gates to the convention. That apportionment madeit impossible for the Dem- 
ocrats to elect anything approaching a proportionate representation in that con- 
vention. It was so fixed with the avowed purpose, by the reputed author of 
the convention bill, of j, hep pace such a representation. 

Including and since the election of 1882 the popular vote of the Territory for 
Delegate in Congress has been Democratic by more than 1,500 majority atevery 
election, though by reason of an equally unfair apportionment for the 
of members of the Legislature (which was made the basis of the apportionment 
for the election of the convention), the several tures have uniformly 
been Republican, 

To illustrate that unfairness a few examples will suffice. 

The counties of Colfax and Mora are contiguous northern counties. Atthe 
Inst general election they cast, res ively, 1,689 and 2,212 votes, or an aggre- 


gate of 3,892—Democratic by majorities of 16S and 700 respectively. They were 
each allowed four delegates in the convention, making eight. The epunty of 


Bernalillo is Republican by 430 majority. It has a voting population of 3,564, 
328 less than Colfax and mori yet was given ten delegates, two more than were 
allowed the larger number of voters in Colfax and Mora. 

The Democratie county of Doña Ana, with 2,015 voters, was allowed three 
Doneen while the Republican county of Valencia, with 2,064 voters, was al- 

ow 

The Democratic county of Grant, with 2,297 voters, had three delegates, while 
the Republican county of Socorro, with 2,524 voters, had six. 

These data were before the convention, and there can be no justification of 
these inequalities. 

These constitute one-half of the counties and more than one-half of the popni: 
tion of the Territory, and fairly illustrate the character of the system of appor- 
tionment that has prevailed in the election of our Legislatures and of delegates 
to this constitutional convention. 

se ners ione into that election under such conditions would have been folly 
and suic 

The Democrats were practically and intentionally disfranchised, but, unwill- 
ing to be placed in the attitude of obstructionist until all efforts for a compro- 
mise should have failed, it was determined to seek an arrangement vy 
this unjust disparity could be at least partially remedied, and they permi A 
without an absolute sacrifice of self-respect, to contest the election delegates 
to the convention. 

Accordingly s conference between the central committees of the two political 
was asked and had. 

The whole number of delegates to the convention was 73. Though ina 
majority on the popular vote and believing themselves entitled to and cs 


elect, with a fair apportionment, a corresponding majority of the delegates, the 
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Democratic committee pro 
an arrangement under which they would consent to go into the election, a ma- 
jority of 5 in the convention. 

That mors than fair proposition was rejected by the Republican committee, 
and it was then determined to take no part in the election, 

At the last election for Delegate to Congress a vote of nearly 32,000 
was polled. At the election for delegates to the constitutional conven- 
tion so great was the disapprobation of the people for the methods used 
in calling this constitutional convention, which should have been as 
free from partisanship as possible, that the total vote for delegates was 
but little in excess of 7,000. 

The constitution as adopted contains numerous provisions which 
might be acceptable to the people of New Mexico if adopted by a con- 
vention properly representing them; but in the apportionment of the 
new State Legislature therein provided for the same partisanship as de- 
scribed in the letter of Governor Ross, just quoted, prevails. If the 
Territory should be admitted as a State under this constitution, the 
wishes of the popular majority would not be expressed by the Legis- 
lature which should be elected under this partisan apportionment. 
My own county of Taos is by a large proportion in excess of the adjoin- 
ing county of Rio Arriba. The former has a Democratic majority and 
the latter a Republican. Under the system adopted by this constitu- 
tional convention the former county, although greater in population, 
has but two representatives in the lower house of the Legislature, while 
the latter, in consideration of the politics of its citizens, is given three. 

The framers of this constitution knew so well that it could not re- 
ceive the approbation of a majority of the voters of the Territory that 
they made no provision in it nor has the Legislature since made any 
provision for its submission to the people. A popular vote upon it 
would disclose that the people would not submit to having a constitu- 
tion foisted upon them under which the Legislature wovld wholly fail 
to represent the popular will. Out of 32,000 voters in New Mexico, 
but 7,000 participated in the election of delegates to this constitutional 
conyention. The remaining 25,000 voters had no partin the formation 
of this constitution. 

If an enabling act be passed, the people of the Territory will be united 
in the electicn of a constitutional convention which will frame a con- 
stitution in substantial accord with the wishes of all the people, Such 
an enabling act should provide for an apportionment of the delegates 
to the constitutional convention in accordance with the number of votes 
cast at the last Congressional election, the largest polled at any election 
in the Territory. In this way the whole people of New Mexico will 
be represented in proportion to their numbers and the constitution 
adopted will bs a true expression of the popular will. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEw]. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, disguise it as gentlemen may, this 
Idaho constitution, in the provision which has been debated, outlaws 
the Mormon membership in that Territory from suffrage, from the priv- 
ilege of holding office, and from servingon juries. Foritprovides that 
any person who belongs to a church to which is imputed a doctrine 
holding bigamy to be permissible from a religious point of view, and 
any person who contributes to achurch with such assumed opinion, 
shall be excluded from suffrage, from office, and from jury service. 

If this is not in violation of the principles which we supposed were 
fundamental in all our constitutions from one ocean to the other, I do 
not know what could be. 

Now, sir, the act of Congress which defined for the Territories the 
sentiments of the law-making power of the United States provided 
simply that a preliminary oath should be required from a man seeking 
to vote; and that oath was that he had not broken the law of 5 
that he would not break it in the future, and that he would not en- 
courage or assist others to break it. 

That was a legitimate oath, and under it the great mass of members 
of the Mormon church in Utah have been voters, and are now voters, 
accepted as such under the Constitution and laws of the United States. 


It is not true, therefore, that this constitution proposed for Idaho - 


2996 


follows the same line that Congress traveled before for the repression 
of bigamy in the Territories of the United States. The de from 
the statute is fundamental and complete. The constitution outlaws 
without trial, without hearing, without judgment, all members of that 
odious church (odious to other churches and odious to public senti- 
ment in general), because of its former practices which the United 
States undertook to correct, and which in the main, and substantially 
as a prospective regulation, has been accomplished by that law. 

If I had time I would read what has been done in my own State. 
Why, sir, at the date of the Revolution there were but three States with 
complete religious toleration, and they were the States founded by Roger 
Williams and William Penn, the States of Rhode Island, Pennsylva- 
nia, and Delaware, in which there was no obligation in their civil in- 
stitutions or laws resting upon the citizen to belong to a religious 
society or to contribute in any manner, directly or indirectly, to any 
religious church, an obligation which toa greater or less extent prevailed 
elsewhere in all the colonies, And in the State convention of 1776, 
when the provision in regard to holding office was proposed requiring 
belief inthe New Testament for a seat in the General Assembly, Ben- 
jamin Franklin opposed it, but being overborne he succeeded in grafting 
an ame: dment on the provision that no other test except that for mem- 
bers of the Assembly should be recognized as a qualification for office. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr, BUCKALEW. A moment longer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a minute longer. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Fourteen years afterwards the Franklin doctrine 
went into the constitution of Pennsylvania, in condemnation of such 
i amrer as that which the House is called upon to support in this 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 


CITATIONS ADDED. 


" The revolution changed the relation of the religious denominations to the 
State. In New England, Congregationalism was the established religion, and 
every citizen was required to aid in the support of some church. In all the 
southern colonies the Episcopal Church hohe burrs Haven chery partially soin 
New Yorkand New Jersey. Only in Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and Delaware 
were all the Protestant sects on an equality as to their religious rights.’’—Pat- 
ton’s History United States, 523. 

Constitution of Pennsylvania, Article 1,23: * * * “No human authority 
can, in any case whatever, control or interfere with the rights of conscience, 
and a shall ever be given to any religious establishment or modes 

P. 


of wo 

“24. No person who acknowledges the being of a God and a future state of 
rewards and punishments shall, on account of his religious sentiments, be dis- 
qualified to hold any office or place of trust or profit under this Commonwealth,” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. OATES]. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the Edmunds-Tucker law, passed by 
Congress some years ago, which prescribed a test oath for suffrage in 
Utah, received my vote and sanction for the reason that 1 believed in 
order to extirpate polygamy and bigamy some such strong measure was 
necessary, and that law has practically, as I am informed, dug up that 
evil by the roots. 

‘The constitution which Idaho presents for our consideration in the 
provision regarding suffrage and other rights of the citizen goes a 
step further, and without conviction disfranchises or denies the right 
to vote and sit on a jury to those who will not, in addition to swearing 
that they are not polygamous nor believers or teachers of polygamous 
practices, swear that they do not belong to any church where such doc- 
trines are taught. : 

It is well known that there are Mormons who do not advocate plural 
marriage or polygamous practices. These men belong to the same 
church where some others do teach and practice a different polygamy or 
celestial marriage, just as we know that in other denominations all 
over the country there are differences of opinion; and, that being true, 
is it quite fair and right to disfranchise those who may belong to a 
church where such doctrines are taught by others or where other mem- 
bers of such churches may be guilty of such practices? I would have 
them all disfranchised after conviction and would favor a test oath for 
registration similar to that contained in the Edmunds-Tucker law. 

In the main, however, this is a good constitution, and the bill for 
the admission of this State is comparatively free from objection. There 
is one other section in the constitution to which I wish to call the at- 
tention of the House, and which I regard as very objectionable, and 
that is in regard to compulsory education. I refer to section 9, article 
9 of the constitution, which reads: 

Src. 9. The Legislature may require by law that every child of sufficient men- 
tal and physica! ability shal! attend the public school thro out the period be- 
tween the ages of six and eighteen years for a time equivalent to three years, 
unless educated by other means. 

I regard this as quite objectionable. In the short time, however, 
at my disposal, Mr. Speaker, I can not state at length my objec- 
tions to compulsory education, but I desire further to call the attention 
of the House just here to the fact that the elections in Milwaukee, 
Wis., the other day turned right on this point. The Bennett law pro- 
vided for ey education and that English should be taught in 
the schools. I think it quite proper to require the English language 
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to be taught in the public schools, but the feature making education 
compulsory is, in my judgment, un-American and undemocratic; it is 
an importation from Germany or from China, and incompatible with 
our free institutions, and the popular verdict the other day so declared 
in the case I have just cited. That feature, therefore, I regard as a 
most objectionable one in this Constitution, and Republican members 
here must take the responsibility of indorsing it, But in many re- 
spects this is a most acceptable constitution. 

I have not time now to refer to the features in detail which I think 
are good, but I wish specially to commend the good sense of the people 
in the construction of the judicial department of this constitution, 
especially for the embodiment of a provision which strikes down the 
foolish distinction between law and equity and provides for a speedy 
determination of causes and the administration of justice to the people. 

Besides the two objections I have pointed out there is the unfair advan- 
tage which the Republican side of this Honse takes in bringing in as 
a State this Territory under an apportionment contained in the consti- 
tution which will surely enable the Republicans to make their Legisla- 
ture Republican and thereby add two more Senators to the majority 
they now havein the Senate. I donotthinkit fair to bring in asStates 
the smallest Territories because they are Republican, while keeping out 
Utah, New Mexico, and Arizona because they are Democratic. But as 
I am in favor of admitting Idaho freed from the objections named, I 
will not vote against her, and yet I can not vote for her, and expect to 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I am substantially in favor of the ad- 
mission of Idaho asa State. It has not, it is true, as large a popula- 
tion as I think a Territory ought to have to become a State of the 
Union, but the population is much larger than some which have been 
already admitted, and the Territory has many of the material advan- 
tages that go to make a successful State. 

I am much opposed to the polygamous practices and the polity of the 
Mormons as any man can be. I believe the polygamous feature, if ad- 
mitted, would undermine our entire civilization, which is based funda- 
mentally on the union of one man and one woman, in such a relation- 
ship as makes them as a family the true unit in the state. But, Mr. 
Speaker, the provision of the constitution now under consideration, 
which discourages and discountenances Mormonism, in my opinion has 
gone entirely beyond the evil that it seeks to eradicate, and has invaded 
the domain of religious belief. 

I make this point, that the best and only test of loyalty to the State 
is obedience to the law, not the opinion of the citizens about the law. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

: Mr. MCADOO. I have but five minutes, but will yield for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Can a man claim to be obedient to the law 
while teaching a violation of the law? 

Mr. MCADOO. I say the only test of loyalty to the State is obedi- 
ence to the law. 

Now, in the familiar passage in the New Testament where our Savior 
takes the coin which is handed to him, and, in response to the query 
whether tribute should be paid to Cæsar, replies, ‘Render unto Cæsar 
the things which are Cesar’s, and unto God the things which are 
God’s,’’ he teaches absolute obedience to the civil authority, although 
at that time all the teachings of the christian religion were opposed to 
the basic elements of the government of the Roman Fimpire. The 
opinions of the Savior and his teachings did not coincide with the man- 
dates of the emperors or the customs and laws of the empire; but obedi- 
ence to the law was promulgated as a fundamental tenet of christianity. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one clause in this constitution to which 
I wish to call attention. Iam loath to believe that the framers in- 
tended it to apply to anybody but the Mormons; but it is manifestly 
capable of a construction which would apply to other religious denomi- 
nations as well as to the Mormons. I mean the provision which de- 
clares that any man who expresses the belief or encourages any organi- 
zation which teaches that there is a higher law than the law of the State 
shall be disfranchised. One of the most memorable and historic bodies 
of theologians and laymen that ever met was the Westminster body of 
divines; and my friend from Iowa will admit what I say in regard to 
that. They held their session from 1643 to 1648, beginning with the 
regicide and continuing under the Parliament, and formulated that 
most memorable confession of the christian faith of that particular 
sect; a body of men who, after a debate which arrested the attention of 
the kingdom and the Parliament and which engaged the ablest minds of 
that most illustrious body of scholars and divines, formulated this as 
their theory of the relationship of the church to the state: 

The Lord Jesus Christ,as King and head of His church, has therein appointed 
ag sorornmeas in the hands of church officers, distinct from the civil magis- 

Now, I ask my friend whether a man who belongs toa church like 
that—the Presbyterian Church of to-day—in this coming State is not 
inhibited by this constitution from casting his vote where it is dis- 
tinctly set down that the church government is in its own legitimate 


i 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2997 


sphere sovereign and independent of the government of the State, so 
far, at least, as belief is concerned. 

I am sorry that this one sentence found its way into this constitution, 
because I am heartily in favor of the admission of new States under 
proper constitutions. I was in favor of the Edmunds bill, for which I 
voted, to exterminate the vicious and un-American features of Mor- 
monism; but in this constitution you bave gone too far, You have 
placed power in the hands of those who are to administer the laws of 
the new State that can be used for despotic purposes, and which can 
infringe upon the conscience and belief as well as on the action of men 
in this new State. It does not matter what a man’s opinion of the law 
of the State is; but the question is, does he obey it? Why, there are 
gentlemen on this side of the House who think that the present tariff 
Jaws are infamous and ought not to remain on the statute-books for a 
moment; but they do not turn smugglers because of that. And, as I 
said, the test of loyalty to the law is obedience to it. We deal with 
overt acts, not opinions, Let uskeep church and state absolutely sep- 
arate. The higotry of religious controversies is not part of our politics, 
We have no kings or queens who claim divine right to have dominion 
of affairs, spiritual as well as temporal. Religion rules by love, and 
not by act of Congress. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the position of this side of the House 
with reference to this biil seems to be very much misunderstood by gen- 
tlemen who have addressed the House on the other side so far upon this 
subject. The minority of the Committee on Territories have proposed 
certain amendments which we will ask the House to vote ba and in 
theseamendments we have formulated the position which the Democratic 
party of this House has assumed with reterence to this bill. I hope gen- 
tlemen will give attention to these amendments, so that they may un- 
derstand the position that this side of the House has taken and will ask 
Congress to take in regard to this bill. 

I have not opposed the admission of Idaho into the Union. I donot 
now oppose her admission into the Union under a proper constitution 
and in a proper way. During the last Congress I had the honor to re- 
port a bill for the admission of this Territory into the Union asa State. 
I regret very much that that bill did not pass at that time, If the 
provisions of that bill could be applied to Idaho now I would heartily 
support this bill; but gentlemen have seen fit to frame a bill in sucha 
way and with such provisions as to secure partisan advantage instead 
of such legislation as should be enacted by Congress with a view of 
bringing a State into the Union. 

The first amendment proposed by the minority of the Committee on 
Territories strikes out the first and second sections of the pending bill, 
which sections admit Idaho into the Union at once with the constitu- 
tion already made, and provides for calling another convention by del- 
egates elected at an election called in pursuance of an act of Congress, 
which will frame a constitation and submit it to the votes of the peo- 

le, as was done in the cases of the two Dakotas, Washington, and 
sainiok by the last Congress. 

I do not need to state to the House, for the fact is well understood, 
that there was no law of Congress or of the Territorial Legislature 
which authorized the calling of a constitutional convention in the 
Territory of Idaho. The governor, upon his own, motion, issued a 
proclamation calling for an election of delegates to a constitutional 
convention and divided the Territory into certain districts. This con- 
vention was held without any authority of law, and any one could 
have voted at that time without having been subject to any penalty or 
punishment for illegal voting. Any fraud could have been committed 
and nobody prosecuted for it. There is, as I said on the Wyoming bill, 
no precedent in the legislation of this country for a case of this kind, 
and there being no precedent for it, there being no good reason forsuch 
a course, the minority of the committee insist that there should be 
another convention held there, and that that convention should be held 
in pursuance of law. 

Now, whatare the qualifications of the delegates in that convention 
by the amendment which we propose? They are such as are required 
of members of the Territorial Legislature of Idaho, Gentlemen upon 
the other side have said that we desire to admit bigamists and polyg- 
amists to the exercise of the elective franchise and to hold office. On 
the contrary, this amendment provides that the laws of Idaho shall 
govern as to the qualifications of the voter and of the officials; and 
gentlemen know what these laws provide, I will call attention to that 
subsequently. Theynot only prohibit bigamy and polygamy and polyg- 
amous cohabitation, but they prohibit belonging to or contributing 
to any organization that encourages such. practices. But there is in- 
corporated in the amendment a provision which is contained in the 
Edmunds act passed by the Forty-seventh Congress, and the oath pre- 
scribed by the Tucker-Edmunds act in the Forty-ninth Congress. 
When those acts passed this House I voted for them, and I stand by 
that vote to-day, and I only ask gentlemen that they shall apply those 
laws to Idaho. 

What is that provision? If yon will turn to the Tucker-Edmunds act 
you will find in the twenty-fourth section the oath prescribed there ap- 
plied only to Utah. But these amendments we propose shall apply to 


the voters in Idaho as well, the principle having been laid down by 
Congress, The act of March 3, 1887, provides that as a condition 
precedent to the right to vote at any election in the Territory of Utah 
every male person of twenty-one years of age shall take and subscribe 
to an oath or affirmation before the registering officer of each precinct 
that he is of proper age, etc. And, further, in such oath or affirmation 
he shall state his full name and place of business; his status, whether 
single or married, and, if married, the name of his lawful wife, and 
that he will support the Constitution of the United States, faithfully 
obey the laws, and especially to obey the law of Congress approved March 
22, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of, the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other pur- 


_ The voter in Idaho is to take the same oath under the amendment 
which this committee proposes that was prescribed by Congress for the 
Mormons in Utah. : 

Mr, STRUBLE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. Does not that act 
contain a provision applying it to all the Territories? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The act prescribing the oath does not. 

Mr. STRUBLE. But the act. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Edmunds act was to apply to all the Terri- 
tories. That was passed on the 22d day of March, 1882. 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is the one I had in mind. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That act applied toall the Territories; and section 
8 of the Edmunds act, approved March 22, 1882, provides— 

That no 7 s 
nra peaini naay Aea repres kahaja oea 
said in this section, in any Territory or other place over which the United States 
have exclusive jurisdiction, shall be entitled to vote at any election held in any 
such Territory or other place, or be eligible for election or appointment toor be 
entitled to hold any ofice or place of public trust, honor, or emolument in, un- 
der, or for any such Territory or place, or under the United States. 

That was the law passed in 1882, known as the Edmunds act, and 
that is the Jaw which applies to all the Territories. I call the atten- 
tion of gentlemen now to the proviso in the ninth section of that act, 
which applies to Utah only, which says that— 

Said board— 

The board of registration, composed of five persons— 
shall not exclude any person, otherwise eligible to vote, from the polls on 
account of any opinion such person may entertain on the subject of bigamy 
or polygamy, nor shall they refuse to count any such vote on account of the 
opinion of the person casting it on the subject of bigamy or polygamy. 

Thas it will be seen that by the Edmunds act itself the exclusion 
of persons from voting because of their opinions on the subject of big- 
amy or polygamy was expressly prohibited. 

In 1887, on the 3d of March, Congress passed what is known as the 
Tucker-Edmunds act, in which was prescribed the oath to which I have 
already called attention. Therein the voter was required to swear that 
he would obey this act ‘‘in respect to the crimes by said act defined” 
and that he would not aid or abet, counsel or advise any other person 
to commit any of said crimes. That is the oath prescribed by this 
amendment, and the distirction between the oath prescribed in the 
amendment submitted by the minority of the committee and the pro- 
vision of the Idaho constitution is this: By the Tucker-Edmunds act 
this oath which we have made applicable to future elections in the 
Territory relates to acts committed, and not to opinions; while under the 
Idahoconstitution, asavowed by its friendsand supporters upon this floor, 
every person who belongs to the Mormon Church, every person whether 
he belongs ta that church or not, if he contributes to its support, is ex- 
cluded from voting. He may be a Gentile, butif he contributes to the 
support of that church in any way, even by dropping a nickel in the 
contribution box, he is disfranchised. 

That is the difference, a difference which amounts in practice to this: 
that, while the Tucker-Edmunds law is enforced in Utah, 90 per cent. 
of the adult members of the Mormon Church vote at every election in 
the Territory, but under this provision of the Idaho constitution not 
one of the members of the Mormon Church in Idaho will be allowed to 
vote. The Tucker-Edmunds act does not disfranchise 10 per cent. of 
the voters in Utah; the Idaho constitution would distranchise 100 per 
cent. of the Mormon voters in Idaho, the entire vote. Yet gentle- 
men say they can not see any difference between the two. The gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. STEWART] says they seem to be about the 
same thing, and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] could 
scarcely see any difference between them, but thought they were in the 
same line and had the same object in view. ‘The difference is in the 
practical point to which I have called the attention of the House, and 
practical results are what gentlemen are looking to, or ought to be 
looking to, in legislating here. 

By the Idaho constitution you disfranchise every Mormon in that 
Territory, while by the Tucker-Edmunds act, I repeat, not to exceed 10 
per cent. of the Mormons in Utah, the Territory to which that act ap- 
plied, were disfranchised. So much for the first amendment which we 
propose. That amendment requires that this Tucker-Edmunds oath 
shail be taken by every person who is to vote for delegates or for the 
ratification of the constitution. When the constitution is framed in 
pursuance of that law, then it is to be submitted to a vote of the peo- 
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ple, and, if ratified, Idaho will come into the Union; and, under the 

ration of this amendment, Idaho could be here at the next session 
of Congress with her two Senators and her Representative upon this 
floor. 

Mr. MOREY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. For a question, bat not for a speech. 

Mr. MOREY. I wish to ask the gentleman to give the language of 
the proposed amendment which would require the taking of the Tucker- 
Edmunds test oath. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will turn to page 2996 of the 
RECORD he will find it. It is this: 

Provided, That if any elector in said Territory who may offer to register asa 
voter or to vote at said election shal! be challenged on the ground that he is a 
bigamist or a polygamist, or is living in what is known as patriarchal, plural, 
or celestial marriage, or in violation of any law of Idaho or of the United States 
forbidding any such crime, or who, in any parkeak Series advises, onnea; 
aids, or encourages an rson to enter into bigamy, polygamy, or sue! - 
Araki: tarak: or ptp A, ate ag or tolive ir Er A AA of any such Nee cris 
commit any such crime, or who is a member of or contributes to the support, aid, 
orencou mentof any order, organization, association, corporation, or society 
which teaches, advises, counsels, encourages, or aids any person to enter into 
bigamy, poly; y, or such riarchal or plural marriage, or which teaches or 
advises thas e laws of Idaho prescribing rules of civil conduct are not the su- 

luw of the Territory, it shall be the duty of one of the judg«s of the reg- 

tion or of the election, where such elector is challenged, to tender him tne 

oath prescribed in section 24 of the act of Congress approved March 3, Is*7, 

known as the anti-polygamy act, with such modification only as is necessary 

in order to comply with the liws of the Territory of Idaho in respect to his res- 

idence therein: and if such elector shall take and subscribe said oath so modi- 
fied, his vote shall be received and counted at such election. 


Mr. MOREY. Is that in the minority report? 


Mr. SPRINGER. It is in the amendment submitted by the mi- 
nority, but not in the pamphlet which the gentleman holds in his 
d 


Mr. STRUBLE, It is an amendment submitted since the views of 
the minority were filed, I understand. Á 
* Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. Now, if that amendment should be 
voted down and if gentlemen retuse to have a convention called in 
pursuance of law in the manner I have pointed out, another amend- 
ment is suggested which provides that this constitution itself, which 
has been framed by the Idaho convention, shall be submitted for rati- 
fication or rejection by the people of that Territory, and that at such 
election the same oath shall be prescribed to which I have called at- 
tention. So that there is no effort here to keep Idaho out of the Union. 
The object is simply to treat Idaho the same as we have treated the 
other Territories. 

Another amendment goes further than either of these and prescribes 
that the Territorial Legislature shall accept the principle that no per- 
son shall be deprived of the right to vote on account of crime, unless 
conviction has preceded the disfranchisement, pinta where conviction 

rior to election would be impossible. The gentleman from Kansas 
Ear. PERKINS] assumes that because in a case of polygamy or bigamy 
we insist upon conviction prior to disfranchisement theretore we are in 
favor of polygamy and bigamy. For the same reason the gentleman 
from Kansas is in favor of treason and murder and felony and bribery. 
This constitution of Idaho provides in section 3 that— 

No person is permitted to vote, serve as a juror, or hold any civil office who is 
under guardiansnip, idiotic, or insane, or who has at any place been convicted 
of treason, felony, embezzlement of the public funds, bartering orselling or of- 
fering to barter or sell his vote, or purchasing or offering to pu the vote 
of another, or other infamous crime, and who has not been restored to the 
rights of citizenship. 

So that in regard to treason, which is the highest crime known to 
the law, you do not, under this Idaho constitution, undertake to dis- 
franchise a man until he has been convicted of the crime. That is the 

rovision of this constitution, and that is the law in nearly every State 
in the Union, that conviction for an infamous offense must precede dis- 
franchisement on account of that offense. Now, under this constitu- 
tion of Idaho, if a man has been arrested for murder, or for arson, or for 
the most heinous offense known to the law, he may at any time prior 
to conviction, even while he is out under bail, go to the polls and vote. 
Nocrime is too heinous to preventa man from going to the pollsand voting 
under such circumstances prior to conviction, but, if he is even sus- 

of belonging to the Mormon Church or of contributing to its 
support, then he is to be disfranchised without being convicted! 

Gentlemen assume that it is avery difficult matter to convict a per- 
son of the crime of bigamy or polygamy. Why, gentlemen, these are 
the easiest crimes in the world to be proven. A man may conceal 
stolen money or other property, but he can not conceal his wife; he can 
not conceal his children. 

Mr. STRUBLE. He may have so many wives that he can not get 
around very often so as to be identified with the cohabitation. [Laugh- 
ter. 


Mr. SPRINGER. He will not haveso many wives that the officers 
of the law will not find them. If a United States marshal in Idaho 
is so blind that he can not find a Mormon’s wivesor his children when 
the fees are tempting him to institute poeem all along the line, 
he certainly can not be very much in favor of the enforcement of the 
law. With public sentiment condemning these offenses and the of- 
fenses themselves the easiest thing iù the world to be proved, it is not 


: x 
unreasonable to insist that you must convicta man before, on the ground 
of such offenses, you deprive him of so sacred a right as the elective 
franchise, 

So much for these amendments. I desire now to call attention to 
the partisan character of this Idaho constitution. As soon as it was 
known to the country that the Republican party had elected a majority 
in both branches of Congress and also the President of the United States, 
the party leaders began to make arrangements for increasing their rep- 
resentation in the Senate, and this movement in Wyoming and in Idaho 
was started for the purpose of securing two Republican Senators from 
each of these States, so that they may be already installed when the 
Democratic party shall again come into power, as it will in the next 
Congress, and when it shall, as I believe it will, carry the next Presi- 
dential election. It will then desire to repeal some of the laws that 
have been passed by this Kepublican Congress, to reduce the tariff, to 
monetize silver, to respond to the wishes of the people in putting down 
“trusts” and other monopolies; but according to the scheme adopted 
by the Republican party the monopolists will then be intrenched in the 
Senate so that the Democrats will be unable to pass their measures. 

Pk be areas Have you not recently had six years for that kind 
of work? 

Mr.SPRINGER. No, sir; there has never been a time since the 
war when the Democratic party has beeu in power in both branches of 
Congress and has at the same time had the President of the United 

tates. 

Mr. STRUBLE. You had a very good opportunity in this House, 
but you did not do very much in those lines. 

Mr.SPRINGER. You were obstructionists then and would not let 
us do anything. [Laughter.] 

ae, PE Will the gentleman allow me to ask him two ques- 
tions 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ean not yield now. 

Mr. BREWER. They shall be direct questions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well; direct them. 

Mr. BREWER. The only objection you have to the admission of 
Idaho, as I understand, is on account of this clause relating to the dis- 
franchisement of Mormons? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no; I have a great many objections; if the 
gentleman will permit me I will at once state another, 

Mr. BREWER. Let me ask the other question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I prefer the gentleman should wait. 

Mr. BREWER. If the admission of this Territory had been brought 
here in connection with the admission of New Mexico and Arizona in 
an ‘‘omnibus bill,” such as the gentleman desired, would he not have 
waived all the objections he now urges? 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the omnibus bill were such as I bave proposed, 
I would favor the passage of the bill. But l should oppose the admis- 
sion of New Mexico with any such provision in her constitution as this 
Idaho constitution contains. 

I desire to call attention to some other provisions of this constitution. 

This statehood movement was controlled, as I have said, in the inter- 
est of perpetuating the power of the Republican party in the Senate of 
the United States. 

I ask gentlemen to look at this Idaho constitution and see the ap- 
portionment that has been made for the election of the first Legisla- 
ture. I have seen a great many apportionment bills which were de- 
nominated ‘‘ gerrymanders;’’ but this one is the most stupendous fraud 
of the kind that I haveeverseen. Gentlemen will scarcely believe the 
facts; but I have the figures here to prove the truth of what I will 
state. 

The following is the official vote of Idaho by counties, taken from 
Spofford’s Almanac of 1889, page 208 (the county of Alturas has, since 
November, 1888, been divided into three counties, as stated below): 


Idaho.— Oficial vote for Delegate, November, 1888. 


Dubois Buck (In- 
Counties. (Repub- depend- 
liean). ent), 
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The following is the population of the Territory of Idaho, 1889, as 
estimated in the reportof the governor to the Secretary of the Interior: 


Population of Idaġo, 1889. 


Counties. 
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The following is the provision of the Idaho constitution under which 
the first Legislature is to be elected, and subsequent Legislatures until 
otherwise provided: 


Apportionment. 


Section 1. Until otherwise provided by law the apportionment of the two 
houses of the Legislature shall be as follows: 

The first senatorial district shall consist of the county of Shoshone, and shall 
elect two senators, 

The second shall consist of the counties of Kootenaiand Latah, and shall elect 
one senator, 

The third shall consist of the counties of Nez Percé and Idaho, and shall elect 
one senator. 

The fourth shall consist of the counties of Nez Percé and Latah, and shall 
elect one senator, 

The fifth shall consist of the county of Latah, and shall elect one senator. 

The sixth shall consist of the county of Boisé, and shall elect one senator. 

The seventh shal! consist of the county of Custer, and shall elect one senator, 

The eighth suall consist of the county of Lemhi, and shall one senator, 

The ninth shall cousiat of the county of Logan, ands all elect one senator. 

The tenth shall consist of the county of Bin; m, and shall elect one senator. 

The eleventh shall consist of the counties of Lake, Oneida, and Bingham, 
and shall elect one senator. 

The twelfth shal! consist of the counties of Owyhee and Cassia, and shall elect 
one senator. 

The thirteenth shall consist of the county of Elmore, and shall elect one sen- 


ator. 
The fourteenth shall consist of the county of Alturas, and shall elect one sen- 


ator. 

The fifteenth shall consist of the county of Ada, and shall elect two senators. 

The sixteenth shall consist of the county of Washington, and shall elect one 
senator. 

Sec. 2, The several counties shall elect the following members of the house of 
representatives: 

county of Ada, three members, 

The counties of Ada and Elmore, one member, 

The county of Alturas, two members. 

The county of Boisé, two members. 

The county of Bear Lake, one member, 

The county of Bingham, three members. 

The county of Cassia, one member. 

The county of Custer, two members, 

The county of Elmore, one member. 

The county of Idaho, one member. 

The counties of Idahoand Nez Percé, one member. 

The county of Kootenai, one member. 

The county of Latah, two members. 

‘The counties of Kootenai and Latah, one member. 

The county of Logan, two members, 

The county of Lemhi, two members. 

The county of Nez Pereé, one member, 

The county of Oneida, one member, 

‘The county of Owyhee, one member. 

The county of Shoshone, four members, 

The county of V asbington, two members. 

The counties of Bingham, Logan, and Alturas, one member. 


In this constitution the Republican leaders have so cymes 
the districts for the senate and house of representatives of Idaho as to 
perpetuate the power of the Republican party in that State indefinitely. 
I will show how this is done. According to this apportionment, based 
upon the vote for Delegate in 1888, which I will print in the RECORD, 
the senate of Idaho at its first session will consist of 15 Republicans 
and 3 Democrats. Thatis the State senate. I will printin the RECORD 
the representation of each county under this apportionment, both for 
the senate and house of representatives: 


Senate of Idaho as it will stand at the first election under the constitution, 
according to the vote for Delegate in 1888, 


Districts. 


Counties. , 
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Senate of Idaho as it wili stand at the first election, ete.—Continued. 


*By cinch ia votes were cast for Buck in Latah, This district is there- 
fore d ‘al, 


House of Representatives. 


Eighteenth.......0.000. 
Nineteenth.......... 


Twenty-first... 
Twenty-second. 


Total on joint ballot ........06+ Sass 


The house of representatives, under this apportionment based upon 
the vote for delegates in 1888, will consist, as will be seen, of 31 Repub- 
licans and 5 Democrats. On joint ballot the Republicans will have 46 
members and the Democrats 8. : 

Mr.STRUBLE. Does not that result from thescarcity of Democrats, 
rather than from any inequality in the arrangement of the districts? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; it results from the ingenuity with which 
this apportionment has beendrawn. See how cunningly these districts 
have been divided. Itis provided, for instance, that in the second sen- 
atorial district the counties of Kootenai and Latah shall elect one sen- 
ator. Thefourth district consists of the counties of Nez Percé and La- 
tah; the fifth consists of the county of Latah by itself. All through, 
as will be seen, these counties are interwoven with each other, dove- 
tailed together, so as to make them almost unanimously Republican. 

Let me call attention to another fact. It wiil require 1,280 Demo- 
crats to secure one member of the house of representatives in Idaho 
under this constitution and 2,168 Democrats to elect one senator; 
while 263 Republicans will be able to elect one representative and 
543 to elect one senator. There were 8,151 votes cast for the repub- 
lican candidate for Delegate in 1888 and 6,404 votes for the Demo- 
cratic candidate. The 8,151 Republican votes will be represented in 
the senate by fifteen senators, one senator for every 543 Republican 
votes; and every 263 Republican votes will be represented by one rep- 
resentative. 

But the 6,404 voters will be represented by only three senators and 
five representatives; that is, it will require 2,168 Democrats to elect 
one senator and 1,280 Democrats to electone representative, In other 
words, in the election of State senators 543 Republicans will equal 
2,168 Democrats, and in the election of members of the lower house of 
the Legislature 263 Republicans will equal 1,280 Democrats, or in con- 
stituting the senate of Idaho one Republican equals four Democrats, 
and in the house of representativesone Republican equals nearly five 
Democrats. 

I will give some example to show how this was brought about. The 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] suggests thatit was the scarcity of 
Democrats. The figures do not support that assertion. In Shoshone 
County, which is Republican, with a population of 9,500, four mem- 
bers are allowed by this apportionment in the house of representatives. 
In Democratic Bear Lake, with 5,900 population, only one member is 
allowed. In Democratic Cassia, with a population of 4,500, only one 
member is allowed or two members for a Democratic population of 
10,400, while Shoshone County with 9,500, or 900 less, has four rep- 
resentatives in the Legislature. That was not due to scarcity of Dem- 
ocrats, but to a plentiful supply of Republican ingenuity and gerry- 
manderingskill. And in Republican Custer, with a population of 4,900, < 
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two members are allowed, while in Democratic Bear Lake, with 5,900, 
only one memberisallowed. Although Bear Lake has a thousand more 
population than Republican Custer it has only one representative in 

“the Legislature. Republican Lemhi, with a population of 5,500, has 
two members. It has a population of 400 less than Democratic Bear 
Lake, and yet it has one representative more in the Legislature. 

Thus we see by the ingenuity of the Republican bosses who formu- 
lated this constitution they have not only suppressed votes of 4,500 
Mormons, who it is alleged would vote the Democratic ticket, but they 
have suppressed by a constitutional gerrymander more than half the 
Dem ic pariy of the Territory who are Gentiles and were never even 
por being in sympathy with Mormons. 

r. DORSEY. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER, I will yield to a question. 

Mr. DORSEY. Has any Gentile Democrat of Idaho complained of 
this constitution ? : 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; not that I know of. 

Mr. DORSEY. Any made objection to it? 

Mr. SPRINGER, No, sir; not to me. P 

Mr. DORSEY. Are not the Democrats in Idaho rather in favor of 
this constitution? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I believe they are. I believe they arein favor of 
it because they would rather live in a ET Nai State than in a Re- 
publican Territory. That is the only difference with them. I want 
to acquit the Democrats of that Territory, however, from any respon- 
sibility for this legislative apportionment, 

Mr. STRUBLE. It does not seem to have troubled them much, 

Mr. SPRINGER. They will thank me for exposing these provis- 
ions by which half of their votes have been suppressed under this in- 
iquitous apportionment. 

Years ago the Republican party dismembered Virginia and created 
two States out of the Old Dominion. But the State of Virginia is now 
represented in the Senate by Democrats, and has been from that day 
up to this, with the exception of a very few years. 

Mr. STRUBLE. But they have been coming to the Republican col- 
umn all the time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to remind you gentlemen on the other side 
of the fact that you ‘‘ but teach bloody instructions, which, being 
taught, will return to plague theinventors.’’ This Idaho disfranchise- 
ment and partisan apportionment will return to plague you in the 
future. You will be required to confront these measures hereafter; 
and I want to predict now that those you disfranchise in Idaho will 
ert under this constitution and demand the right of voting; and 

believe you concede that if these people vote they will vote the Dem- 
ocratic ticket and the Democrats will, if they should qualify, carry the 
State. The Legislature, of course, is absolutely hopeless unless there 
should bea political revolution in Idaho. You have put that under the 
control of the Republican party beyond question, 

But this gerrymandering conspiracy is not confined to Idaho alone. 
Since this bill for the admission of Idaho has been under consideration 
I have taken occasion to examine the provisions of the bill as to the 
apportionment in Wyoming, for the reason that remarkable features of 
this Idaho apportionment induced me to examine that of ene 
also to see whether the same line of policy had been pursued there. 
have gone over the Wyoming apportionment and find that the Wyo- 
ming apportionment is apart of the same scheme. In Wyoming the 
State senate, under the constitutional apportionment, will contain 14 
Republican senators and 2 Democratic; the house of representatives 
will contain 29 Republicans and 4 Democrats, or 43 Republicans on 
joint ballot and 6 Democrats. So much for Wyoming. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Why did they not take them all? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why did not they take them all? my friend says. 
Well, they might as well have done so. That reminds me of an inci- 
dent that occurred in Crook County in the so-called election in Wyo- 
ming for the constitution, where three men were committing fraud on 
the ballot-box, which in that case was in a cigar-box, and had put in 300 
votes in favor ot the constitution, whenone remarked that he was get- 
ting tired all the time voting for one man, and he was going to put in 
a few votes ‘‘ for the other fellow,” and then voted 7 against the con- 
stitution. It was thought in this case, I suppose, that it would be 
too plain and palpable to deny any Democrat a right toa seat, so four 
were allowed toslip in. 

Mr. CAREY. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; not now. 

Mr. CAREY. I only want the gentleman to yield long enough for 
me to state that that whole story is manufactured out of the whole 
cloth. There is not a word of truth in it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If you refer to the cigar-box ballot fraud, I refer 
you to the editor of the Sundance Gazette, upon whose authority the 
statement is made. But if you refer to the Wyoming apportionment, 
every word I have stated is the truth and I will show the record insup- 
port of it; and it was done for the purpose of sri votes enough in 
the Legislature to elect the gentleman to the United States Senate, and 
now he is trying todeny responsibility for it. [Laughter, ] 

Mr. CAREY. Iam much obliged tothe gentleman. I say it isnot 
true, that is all, 


Mr, SPRINGER. The gentleman may deny the truth of the cigar- 
box fraud—that I know nothing about, except what I find in a Wy- 
oming newspaper. I refer him to the editor of that paper. But he 


will not deny what I said in reference to the Wyoming legislative ap- 
portionment. I will givethe facts. The following is the official result 
of the election for Delegate in Wyoming, November, 1888, taken from 
the Albany Evening Journal Almanac for 1889: 


Wyoming.— Oficial vote for Delegate, November, 1888, 


The following is the legislative apportionment contained in the 
Wyoming constitution: 

Sec. 4. Until an apportionment of senators and representatives as otherwise 
proses by law they shall be divided among the several counties of the State 

the following manner: 

Albany County, two senators and five representatives. 
Carbon County, two senators and five representatives. 
Converse County, one senator and three representati 

Crook County, one senator and two representatives, 
Fremont County, one senator and two representatives, 
Lafamie County, three senators and six representatives. 
Johnson County, one senator and two representatives. 
Sheridan County, one senator and two representatives, 
Sweetwater County, two senators and three representatives, 

Uinta County, two senators and three representatives. 

I have been unable to procure a statement of the estimated popula- 
tion of Wyoming at this time by counties, nor have I been able to 
procure a statement of the vote by counties on the ratification of the 
constitution. 

Under this apportionment, based upon the vote of 1888, the senate 
and house of representatives of Wyoming will be constituted as fol- 
lows at the first Legislature: 


Apportionment of senate and house of representatives of Wyoming. 


Senate. House, 


Counties, 


Or, on joint ba lot, 43 Republicans and 6 Democrats. 


I base my calculation on the figures of the vote given at the election 
in 1888, when the Delegate from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] was elected 
a member of this House. Now, I have no objection to the gentleman 
being returned as a Republican Senator, if the Republicans are to have 
the Senators, but I do not understand why he wanted it by sucha 
large majority. [Laughter.] Why not let a few Democrats in? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Why not make the race interesting ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, as my friend here says, why not make the 
race interesting? Here are the figures by counties, showing how many 
delegates will be elected in Wyoming, and I will put them all in the 
RECORD. So much for that apportionment. 

The gentleman from Kansas and the Delegate from Idaho desired to 
know whom the minority on this side represented. They said we did 
not represent the Democrats of Idaho and certainly that we did not 
represent the Republicans. We do not claim it. But we do claim to 
represent the people of the United States who sent us here. We rep- 
resent the 5,500,000 Democrats who voted for Cleveland at the time 
we were elected members of this body. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] And I desire to remind the gentleman that at that election 
95,000 more votes were cast for Cleveland than for Harrison. [Renewed 
applause.] So we represent the majority of the people of the United 
States in protesting against this constitution. [Applause on the Demo- 
craticside.] Anditseems from the returns coming from Chicago,Spring- 
field, and other cities in Illinois, and Milwaukee—— 

A MEMBER. And Rochester, 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; and Rochester, and Schenectady, that the 
Democratic party is not losing any ground from what it held in that 
election. 

Mr. STRUBLE. And the Ohio gerrymandering? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, and Ohio will help elect the Democratic 
ticket in 1892; and the district that the gentleman represents has gone 
Democratic since he was elected tu the House, I believe. We repre- 
sent the majority of the American people, and that majority is increas- 
ing every day, and by the time November, 1892, comes around we will 
be able to elect a President of the United States, who will represent 
the people of the country as against the minority man now represent- 
ing trusts and monopolies. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘They will be ready to do penance then for their 
votes now. [Laughter, 

Mr. SPRINGER. You will have to do penance. It will be for you 
to do penance. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman in the course of his remarks stated that 
the Idaho constitution only went a little further than the Tucker- 
Edmunds act—a little further. I have already pointed out how much 
further it went. It wentfar enough to disfranchise every man in Idaho 
who belonged to the Mormon Cherch, although he might have been a 
monogamist all of his life and opposed to polygamy just. as much as any 
man on this floor, while the Tucker-Edmunds act only affected those 
who were actually polygamists. 

The gentleman from Kansas, whom I am now glad tosee in his seat, 
dwelt upon the word ‘‘convicted,’’ as if the requirement of conviction 
in advance of disfranchisement repealed the law which prohibited 
polygamists from voti Nothing of the kind. The laws stand that 
were passed in 1882 and 1887 on this subject, and apply to all of the 
Territories. We do not interfere with them. We do not propose to 
interfere with them; and that is the position of the Democratic side of 
the House on that question. 

One point further, Mr. Speaker. The gentlemen on the other side 
of the Chamber do notclaim that the Mormons in Idaho are sufficiently 
numerous to give them control, even if they did vote. They are not, 
therefore, afraid of Mormon domination. If the Mormons should vote, 
the Democratic party would probably secure their votes, and that party 
would, in that event, be able to secure a majority in the new State. The 
Democrats, who areallowed to vote in Idaho, itis conceded by gentlemen 
on the other side, are Gentiles, and have no sympathy with the Mor- 
mon Church or its doctrines. If Mormons should vote, therefore, it 
would not result in Mormon domination, but in Democratic rule. It 
is Democratic rule, then, that gentlemen on the other side are so anx- 
ious to prevent. Ifthe Mormons in Idaho would only vote the Repub- 
lican ticket there would be no provision in the Idaho constitution to 
distranchise them. In Wyoming the male Mormons and their wives 
and daughters are allowed to vote by the constitution, which the Re- 
publicans in this House approved only a few days ago by voting for 
the bill to admit Wyoming into the Union asa State. The Mormons 
in Wyoming vote the Republican ticket. From this it appears that 
Mormon Democrats only are to be disfranchised. Mormonism is there- 
fore only the pretext for disfranchisement, The real reason for dis- 
franchisement is that the persons disfranchised are Democrats. This 
view is supported by the fact that I have already made clear by show- 
ing the suppression of at least half of the Gentile Democratic vote in 
Idaho by means of an iniquitous partisan gerrymander. If Democrats 
can not be disfranchised in one way they are to be suppressed in an- 
other, If Idaho can not be brought into the Union as a Republican 
State the Republican majority in Congress would oppose her admis- 
sion and keep her in a Territorial condition indefinitely. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payson). The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I believe I am entitled to more time on this side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair was 
advised that the gentleman had forty-three minutes; and that time 
has been occupied. 

Mr. BAKER, Mr. Speaker, the only issue upon this bill is joined 
by the reports made by the majority and minority. It is upon the 
one question affecting the political status of the Mormons in Idaho. 
The contested question to be determined by the passage of the bill is 
whether we shall nullify in Idaho the provisions of the Edmunds bill 
passed in the Forty-seventh Congress and the Edmunds-Tucker bill, 
which passed in the Forty-ninth Congress, The gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] has posed as the leader of the Democratic party 
upon the question of admitting States into the Union. He assumes to 
be their leader in prescribing what shall be voted for in this and similar 
bills and as to what shall constitute wise legislation; he lays down the 
question for consideration by the House and dictates the vote of his col- 
leagues upon the Democratic side; but therein he has utterly failed to 
voice thesentiment of the Democratic party in the case of any State re- 
cently admitted, certainly in the cases of Wyoming and Idaho, as I 
shall show by extracts from leading Democratic journals and from the 
evidence in the Idaho case, : 

The gentleman says that he represents the Democratic party. Now, 
everybody knows from the history of former Congresses that he mis- 
represented the Democratic party in all the contests prior to the ad- 


mission of the two Dakotas, Montana, and Washington, I am pre- 
pared to demonstrate by very high Democratic authority that he mis- 
represented the Democrats of Wyoming when he opposet the bill for 
the admission of that State the other day. To-day he is opposing the 
admission of Idaho, and in every word, in every sentence, he misrepre- 
sents the views of the Democratic party of the country, and Demo- 
cratic Representatives blindly follow him, Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I 
feel it my duty to protest in the name of the great Democratic party of 
the country. [Laughter.] 

The Democratic party does seem to have no representative here. 
Now, I have asserted, and will presently prove by evidence fresh from 
Democratic journals in the new State of Wyoming, that my distin- 
guished friend from Illinois has misrepresented them here. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why, Mr. Speaker, he has been repudiated by 
the Republicans of his district since the election. 

Mr. BAKER. I propose to back it up by Democratic authority, 
the truth of the assertions just made by me, and will quote first from 
the Rawlins Journal, published by John C. Friend, a Democratic offi- 
cial in Wyoming during the administration of President Cleveland, who 
writes: 

A jal to a De Co Si is th 
bill for Wyoming a admission AE oF E PLAE ution te NATER 
su clause in the constitution, Mr. SPRINGER professes to be a Democrat, 
but unless he and other Democrats in Co adbere to the principles of the 
peny Wyoming, instead of being a doubtful quantity, will come in as a solid 

publican State when admitted. : 

Now, that is the condition as to the leader of the Democratic party, 
and that is Democratic testimony from a high official under the late 
Democratic President, Mr, Cleveland. [Laughter.] 

The same journal says: 

There is not a Democrat in Af tig chang Seabee does not condemn the captious 
opposition to the statehood bill by the Democratic members of the House, 

[Laughter. ] 

More Democratic testimony illustrating the misrepresentation and 
bad leadership of my kindly friend from Illinois. [Laughter.] - 

The Leader, the principal Democratic paper, of March 29 (and it is 
printed on red paper, so that it may be read even by my esteemed 
friend from Illinois) says: 

THE PARTY VOTE. 

The Leader bas no apologies to offer for the Democratic members of Con- 
gress who voted against the Wyoming admission bill in the House yesterday. 
The Democrats of Wyoming left no stone unturned to bring about the result 
which was yesterday reached, and they had the best of reasons to believe 
that a large portion of the Democratic minority would earnestly support the. 
measure. * * * There is no Democrat in Wyoming who has any sympa- 
thy with the Democratic action in the House yesterday. Forced upon them, 
though it undoubtedly was, their action was purely partisan, and as such it de- 
serves hearty condemnation. Wyoming people to-day, irrespective of party 
and purely as citizens, rejoice over their assured enfranchisement, and, thank- 
ing the General Government for past fayors, hope to merit a continuance of 
the same. 

[ Laughter. ] 

I suppose if they have any foundation on which to build their hopes 
ft future ey they will naturally look to the Republican party. 

Laughter. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. They will lean on a broken reed. 

Mr. BAKER. Judge Corn, an Illinois man, serving in Wyoming 
as judge of the supreme court, was in Washi m recently, and inter- 
viewed Mr, SPRINGER. I will call attention to what he said: 

The Cheyenne Leader hasinterviewed Judge Corn, who has recently returned 
enc Washingion, upon the subject of statehood, The judge is reported as fol- 

ows > 

He thinks the story of Democratic opposition to the bill is nothing but mero 
bluff, and feels altogether sanguine that the Wyoming enabling act will be 
Inan interview with SPRINGER, of Itlinois, who was said to be opposed to the bill, 
Judge Corn was pleasantly bmg yy to find that the matter has been mis- 
understood or misrepresented. r. SPRINGER said that two years ago he had 
made a favorable report from the Committee on Territories upon the admission 
of Wyoming, and saw no reason now why he should work against-us, While 
he made no absolute statement that he would favor the bill, he left the impres- 
sion that he certainly would do nothing to keep Wyoming out. 


I admit that the gentleman did nothing to keep her out, but at the 
same time he tried to. 


Judge Corn feels the greatest confidence that Wyoming will receive recogni- 
tion at the present session of Congress. 


(Laughter. ] 

I have also a letter from a woman in Wyoming, It is an open letter 
to Mr. SPRINGER, published in a leading Western journal, and ought 
to be spread on the record. It is as follows: 


OPEN LETTER TO CONGRESSMAN SPRINGER FROM LADIES OF WYOMING, 


Dear Str: While we have not the pleasure of your uaintance, you as- 
sume to know us very well; but we think you have Sora & wrong estimate 
of us in your opposition to the su clause in our constitution, Itis not too 
late before that fateful next Tuesday. We want your attention a moment, Please 
remember it is by the moderation and good sense that our | dies have ` 
shown in this matter that we have retained the right of suffrage for over 
twenty years. There has been no stump-speaking, crusades, or “ boodle” giv- 
ing. Then when our constitutional convention met they had the chivalry and 
justice to seek to insure it to us under the blessings of statehood. If our own 
men stand by us so nobly, I can not see how it is any one else’s affair. Your 
fear that women would be so interested in temperance as to have undue influ- 
ence in the State affairs is not troubling the Wyoming German Republicans 
one-half so much as it is the Illinois Democrats. 

Out West we believe temperance to be a moral question that should be kept 
out of politics, 

Right is might and sure to prevail, whether women vote or not. Cheyenne 
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and W punea bony ot aa citizens sat malowane derbe 
other ity, and are to have their rosy eins stand e 
them. Ifeellike telling Mr. SPRINGER to “Speak for yours If, "as pretty 
Priscilla told John Aiden, for it looks to a disinterested observer as if you were 
speaking one word for the Chicago ublicans and two for yourself. 
But we will let thas and only you to let us try it for ourselves. If it 
brings disaster, we will blame only bao ume ante DA 
Common wealth, we can depend upon the fairness generosity of the rest of 
the world to approve. r, 

A WYOMING WOMAN, 
[Laughter and applause. ] 


Now, then, let it be understood that not a single Democratic voice 
has come from Idaho against the passage of this bill. No resolution, 
no action from any Democratic authority, but they unanimously ask 
for the passage of this bill and for the approval of this constitution 
which they have adopted without a dissenting voice in either branch of 
_the Idaho Leyislature. These are facts which have not been disputed. 
So I say that my distinguished friend from Ilinois as a Democratic 
leader is nota safe leader. You, my Democratic friends, made a mis- 
take in voting against Wyoming. You made a mistake in voting 
against Montana, Washington, and the Dakotas. Do not make the 
mistake of voting against Idaho; because every Democrat from Idaho 
demands with one voice that you vote it in as we did Wyoming in 
spite of Democratic opposition. [Applause. ] 

Mr, DORSEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. Carry.] 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. Speaker, I had supposed when the debate closed 
a few days ago that the Wyoming question was disposed of in this House, 
but the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] has taken especial de- 
light in reading, on two different occasions, extracts from s paper pub- 
lished in Northeastern Wyoming, where a contest has been going on 
between two rival towns as to whether the county of Crook should be 
divided or not, and I desire to say to the gentleman that what is stated 
is absolutely false. Isostated a few days ago, but he has reasserted it 
to-day. Both political parties in Wyoming are satisfied with the con- 
stitution and the manner in which it was submitted and adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I stated that I had taken it from the Sundance 
Gazette, a paper published in your Territory, and that I knew nothing 
about it except what was in that paper. If you want toget up a ques- 
ty, get it up with the editor of that paper, and not with 
me. 

Mr. CAREY. Please give me the benefit of my two minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I will give the gentleman that and more, too. 

Mr. CAREY. I want to recall the attention of the gentleman from 
Illinois now to the fact that he himself a bill last spring for 
the admission of my Territory asa State. I want to say to him fur- 
ther that the Democratic party in Wyoming Territory is ananimously 
in favor of Wyoming’s admission under the constitution submitted. 
They are satistied with the apportionment, they are satisfied with the 
suffrage clause, they are satisfied with its every provision, and nobody 
ap to be dissatisfied except the gentleman from Illinois, 

want to say to him, further, that he must never accuse me of bad 
faith in this matter, in view of his own action and conduct with refer- 
ence to the Wyoming bill. It took six werks to find out whether he 
to file a minority report, and he did not file that report until 
after the bill had been under consideration in this House, I want to 
say to him, farther, that one of his backers in his own district has sent 
me a telegram congratulating me on the success of the Wyoming bill 
in the House, a gentleman who has large interests in the West. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is his name? 

Mr. CAREY. I mean De Witt Smith, one of the most honorable 
Democrats in your district or State. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] I want to say to the gen further, that the!people ot the 
entire West believe that Wyoming should be relieved from its eondition 
of vassalage, and among the letters I have received upon that subject 
one of the warmest and strongest has come from a gentleman by the 
name of Joseph K. Toole [applause], governor ef Montana. Does the 
gentleman from Illinois know who he is? 

Mr. SPRINGER, A good man. 

Mr. CAREY. All the Democrats of the great West are for us. I 
want to say to the gentleman, further, that the monstrosity known as 
“ minority representation,’? which he forced into the omnibus bill 
against the wishes of the new States, which put the apportionment of 
Montana Territory into the hands of three Democratic office-holders, two 
of them non-residents of Montana, has brought about all the trouble 
that has come upon that Territory. The apportionment of the Terri- 
tory in delegate districts for the constitutional convention was no bet- 
ter than a piece of juggling. 

Mr. SPRINGER, The Republican governor of the Territory fixed 
that a onment u 

Mr. CAREY. A blican governor had nothing to đo with it. 

I yield eight minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 


Mr. MOREY. Mr. Speaker, the right of every Territory, when it 
appeals for admission as a State into the Federal Union, to fix the qual- 
cations of its voters is a conceded right. The Demoeratie minority of 
the Committee on Territories have opposed the admission of the Ter- 


ritory of Wyoming as a State of the Union on the ground of their op- 

ition to the laws granting suffrage to the women of that Territory. 

that Territory that right had been exercised by the women for a 
period of more than twenty years; so that Wyoming came here with a 
constitution embracing in its provisions aright which had existed there 
for twenty years and encountered the stern opposition of the Demo- 
cratic minority of the Committee on Territories. In the case of Idaho, 
which is now under consideration, the provisions of the constitution in 
relation to suffrage have been in existencein the law of that Territory for 
many years, and again the opposition of that minority is encountered 
to the incorporation of that provision into the organic law of this pro- 
posed new State. In the onecase the Democratic minority have opposed 
the continuance of woman suffrage, and in the other case they come 
here and try to strike down a provision which excludes from political 
power that un-American, that unChristian system and practice of po- 
lygamy which has stood as a menace to this Government in its Terri- 
tories for more than a quarter of a century. 

The same provisions that are found in this constitution of Idaho 
have been a part of the general Federal law for many years. It has 
been claimed, and erroneously claimed, in the objections that have been 
made to this provision of the constitution of Idaho, that there is an at- 
tempt to disfranchise the Mormon people on the ground of their relig- 
ious belief, and I noticed that some of my colleagues on this side of 
the House through inadvertence fell into an admission of the correct- 
ness of that «rroneous statement. Under the provisions of the Ed- 
munds law all bigamists and polygamists were disqualified from voting, 
and by the test oath which was provided under the subsequent act 
every person desiring to vote was required to take an oath that he was 
not a bigamist or a polygamist, and that he would not aid or abet any 
one to commit those offenses or either of them. In the Idaho consti- 
tution that practice is scrupulously adhered to. In that constitution 
itis provided, fiist, that bigamists and polygamists shall be disqua ified 
to vote; that all who counsel, aid, or encourage others to commit those 
offenses shall be disqualified to vote; that all who belong to any or- 
ganization or order which counsels, aids, or procures others to commit 
these crimes shall be disqualified to vote. 

There is no departure in the constitution of Idaho from the principles 
of the Federal law. It is simply extended so as to include not only 
those who commit those crimes, tat those who aid and abet them. The 
constitutiovality of this provision has been settled by the highest court 
of our land in a test case brought up from the Territory of Idaho. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DORSEY. Lyield five minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, the question submitted to the House in 
connection with this bill is anextremely plain one. No one, so far as I 
know, has attempted to argue that by her resources, her population, and 
all the qualities that entitle a community to admission into the Union 
Idaho is not fit for statehood. The whole debate has turned on thesin- 
gle point as to the clause in the proposed constitution which disfran- 
chises in the new State the people known as Mormons, and on this 
point the Democratic minority of the committee have argued that it is 
neither right nor legal nor constitutional to disfranchise a man for a 
crime of which he hasnot been convicted. That position, Mr. Speaker, 
is begging the question. This is not a question of dealing with a spe- 
cific crime cn the part of a particular individual ; it is a question of 
dealing with a system which propagates and organizes and gives a re- 
ligious sanction to that which is declared a crime under the laws of the 
United States. 

Still less, Mr. Speaker, is this a question involving religious liberty. 
The American doctrine is that of absolute religious toleration: ‘‘ a free 
church in a free state.” That doctrine was first established in all its 
breadth in this country by the founder of Pennsylvania, William Penn; 
and since his day it has become the accepted doctrine and practice o 
every State in the Union. If the secular power should attempt to 
cross the border line and interfere with a man’s religious opinion, it 
deserves and would receive the reprobation of every right-thinking 
American. But,on the other hand, when a religious orgauization crosses 
the same line in the opposite direction and sets itself in open defiance 
of the laws of the United States, then it becomes the duty of the 
United States to refuse recognition to the people who thus defy its 
laws. They make themselves, by their own creed and by their own 
action, outlaws; and they deserve to be treated as outlaws by the 
United States. 

From the beginning of their history the Mormons have defied the 
laws of the United States and of every State in the Union; they have 
outraged and made war upon all that in one direction the people of the 
United States believed to make for good morals, for decent government, 
and for pure homes. Guarded by their remoteness, they have main- 
tained that attitude until the present day. Now the great tide of Ameri- 
can civilization and American population is rising around them on every 
side, and their church, with its vicious and illegal doctrines of marriage, 
is threatened with destruction. Their effort now, therefore, is to get 
themselves recognized as citizens of a State—to have the United States 
and the State of Idaho confer upon them the most precious rights of 
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citizenship, so that perhaps they can find immunity, if not protection, 
by offering their support to one or the other political party. That sup- 
port, improbable as it might seem, Mr, Speaker, they have already found 
at the hands of the Democratic minority of thiscommittee. If we may 
believe my ever accurate friend from Illinois, the minority of the com- 
mittee have in this the support alsoof 5,500,000 Democrats throughout 
the country. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

The minority of the committee is against polygamy and bigamy, but 
in favor of the bigamist and polygamist; they are against the crime, 
but would make the criminal a voter, and, if we may believe my friend 
from Illinois, that is the view of the Democratic party, anl the Demo- 
crats of the committee and the country now demand that we should 
confer on these men the most sacred rights of American citizenship. 
Instead of that, it is the duty of the United States, us it is the duty of 
the State of Idaho, to shut them out {rom those privileges until in the 
marriage relation at least they live in conformity with the laws of the 
United States. This is not a question of constitutional or legal tech- 
nicality; it is a question of decency, of good morals. and of national 
self-respect. If the State of Idaho had failed to shut out these people 
she would not deserve statehood at the hands of this House. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
disagreement to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2284) for the 
organizatioo. improvement, and maintenance of the Na ional Zoological 
Park asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and hao appointed as conferees on its part Mr. MoRRILL, Mr. SPOONER, 
and Mr, VEST. 

It also annonneed the passage of the bill (S. 2397) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods, and tor other purposes,’ approved June 10, 
A. D. 1887; in which concurrence was requested, 

It also announced as follows: 


Ix THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, April 3, 1890. 


Ordered, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that the Sen- 
ate has elected Jonny J, INGALLS, a Senator from the Biate of Kansas, President 
of the Senate pro tempore, to hold and exercise the office in the absence of the 
Vice-President from time to time during the pleasure of the Senate, in accord- 
ance with the terms of its resolution passed March 12, 1890, as follows: 

** Resolved, That it is competent for the Senate to electa President tempore, 
who shall hold the office during the pleasure of the Senate and until another is 
elected, and shall execute the duties thereof during all future absences of the 
Vice-President until the Senate shall otherwise order.” A 


ADMISSION OF IDAHO, 


Mr. DORSEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this is a familiar sight 
to the country. It is the Democratic party behind its old shield—a 
constitution of its own making, not the one made by the fathers. No 

litical organization ever cried ‘‘ Constitution’? more and obeyed it 
Teas: Whatisthis battle? Itisthe Democratic party in the old breech- 
ing, pulling back, back, back, when the civilized world says, ‘‘ Forward 
andonward!’’ That is the issue. 

Why, sir, the Democratic party is a polygamist. You have had 
[addressing the Democratic side of the House] a whole batch of wives. 
Some of them, thank God, are dead and damned. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. We never had but one name. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is so; you never had but one 
name, but vou had a plurality of wives; and what were they? Slavery 
was one of them; slave territory; treason. [Derisive cries on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] Oh, you recognize them, boys; you know your names 
when you hearthem. Now you have polygamy for one of your wives; 
a polluted ballot-box is one of them, and antagonism to education is 
one; free trade is one of your pets and tree whisky is one of your dar- 
lings. And let me tell you this: you have been true to every one of 
them. [Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] You never 
left their bed or board for a single minute—not once. I like your loy- 
alty to them, 

But do not come sneaking behind with your so-called constitutional 
shields to cover up your purposes. You never consented to the admis- 
sion of any State into the Union as a free State until you could weigh 
it down with slave States, too. 

This country has carved four States, the two Dakotas, Montana, and 
Washington, ont of the Territorial lands, and made them free States 
without you, without your aid and in spite of your opposition. If the 
Democratic party had had the power to prevent this from being done 
not one of these four States would now bein the Union of States. The 
Republican party, aided by a few Democrats who dared not face Heaven 
and their own people, enabled us to bring them into the Union; and 
now, gentlemen, when the little Territory of Idaho has set an example 
in intelligence, an example in integrity and in morality that should 
appeal to this legislative body, you bringin your subtlest logicians with 
fine-spun constitutional shields and try to fight under that flag in op- 
position. But the gentlemen on this side have uncovered your guns 
and the people know where you are and who you are. Stick to your 


women, gentlemen; we will help Idaho and stick to the principles she 
has announced. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You had better and try to carry your own 
State, which has sli its moorings and gone into the Democratic pan 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. Jowa will take careof herself and help 
to take care of your ballot-box-stuffers, too. 

Mr. DORSEY. I yield nowone minute to the gentleman from Idaho 
[Mr. Dusois]. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to make a correction. 
The RECORD inadvertently had me state on yesterday that in Idaho 
we disfranchise those who believe in polygamy. As a matter of fact“ 
we do nothing of the sort. We disfranchise those only who uphold 
and practice this crime, offensive to every one. 

Mr. DORSEY. I now yield the remainder of the time to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. SrRUBLE], the chairman of the Committee on the ` 
Territories. 

(Mr. STRUBLE withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
to provide for certain of the most urgent deticiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1890, and for other purposes; when the Speaker signed the same, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, Mr. LEHLBACH, Mr. Stump, and Mr. OWEN 
of Indiana obtained indefinite leave of absence, on account of their 
duties in connection with the immigration investigation ordered by 
concurrent resolution of the two Houses. ò 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER. House bills numbered 8245 and 8295 have been 
placed on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. The Chair thinks they should be placed for the present upon 
the House Calendar. Of course the point of order can be made at any 
time in the future-—— 

Mr. ROGERS. What are the bills? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the titles. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

A bill (H, R. 1) to provid he d : 
sae fF We Sai ) 3 proxis ae for the disposal of the abandoned military reser- 


A bill (H, R. 8245) to pede ik the purchase of certain public lands by the city 
of Buffalo, Wyo., and for other purposes, 


The SPEAKER. Of course the point can be made at any time—— 
Mr. ROGERS. What Calendar are they now sent to? 
TheSPEAKER. The House Calendar. 

Mr, ROGERS. I will reserve the point, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The point of order can be taken at any time prior 
to consideration of the bills. The Chair thinks that, subject to what- 
ever may appear in argument hereafter, the bills should now go to the 
House Calendar. Something may be developed later to indicate the 
propriety of a different judgment. 


ADMISSION OF IDAHO. 


The SPEAKER, The time having arrived, under the order of the 
House, for voting upon the bill for the admission of I aho, the ques- 
tion is now upon the amendment submitted by the minority of the 
Committee on Territories. The Clerk will read the first amendment 
submitted by the minority. z 

The Clerk read as tollows: 


Strike out sections 1 and 2 and in lieu thereof insert the following sections, 
and change the numbers of the other sections accordingly: 

“Srvrion L. That the inhabitants of all that part of the area of the United 
States now constituting the Territory of Idaho, as at present described, may be- 
come the State of Idaho, as hereinafter provided. 

“Sec, 2, That all persons who shall have resided within the limits of said 

roposed State for sixty days, and are otherwise qualified by the laws of said 
Territory to vote for representatives to the tive Assembly thereof, are 
hereby authorized to vote for and choose delegates to form a cunvention in said 
Territory; and the qualifications for delegates to such convention shall be such 
as, by the laws of said Territory, persons are required to possess to be eligible 
to the Legislative Assembly thereof; and the aforesaid delegates to form said 
convention shall be sepor nee among the several counties within the limits 
of the proposed State in proportion to the te number of votes in each 
of said counties for Delegate in Congress at the election held in said Territory 
on the Tuesday next after the first Monday in November, 1888. One delegate 
shall be allowed for every 300 voles cast in each county, and one delegate for 
any fraction of 150 votes castin each county. That said apportionment shall be 
made by the governor, the chief-justice, and the United States attorney of said 
Territory; and the governor of said Territory shall, by proclamation, order an 
election of the delegutes aforesaid in said Territory to be held on the Tuesday 
after the first Monday in June, 1390, which proclamation shall be issued within 
thirty days after the a of this act; and such election shall be condu 
the returns made, the result ascertained, ynd the certificates to persons elect 
to such convention issued in the same manner as is preseribed by the laws of 
the said Territory regulating elections therein for Del to Congress. All 
persons resident in said proposed State who are qualified voters of said Terri- 
ory, as herein provided, shall be entitled to vote apon the election of delegates 
and upon the ratification or rejection of the constitution, under such rules and 
regulations as said convention may prescribe, notin conflict with this act. Pro- 
vided, That it anv elector in said Territory who may offer to register as a voter 
or to vote at either of said elections shall be challenged on the ground that he 
is a bigamist or polygamist, or is living in what is known as archal, plural, 
or celestial m , or in violation of any law of Idaho or of the United States 
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or society w. adv: eounsels, encourages, or aids any person to 
enter into b; y, polygamy, or such patriarchal or plural or which 
teaches or advises that the laws of Idaho prescribing rules of civil conduct are 


not the supreme law of the Territory, it shall be the duty of one of the ju 
of the registration or of the election, where such elector is challenged, to tender 
him the oath prescribed in section 24 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 
1877, known as the anti-polygamy act, with such modification only as is neces- 
in order to comply with the laws of the Territory of Idaho in res to his 
nce therein; andif such elector shall take and subscribe said oath so modi- 
fied, his vote shall be received and counted at such elections. Butif said elector 
shall swear falsely in taking such oath, heshall, on conviction, be deemed guilty 
of perjury, and he shall be punished accordingly, 

“Seo. 3. That the delegates to the convention thus elected shall meet at the 
seat of seit pee of said Territory on the 4th day of July, 1890, and after or- 

nization shall declare, on behalf of the people of said proposed State, that 

ey adopt the Constitution of the United States; whereupon the said conven- 
tion shal and is hereby, authorized to form aconstitution and State govern- 
ment for rot ok Ag State. The tution shall be republican in form, and 
make no distinction in civil or political rights on account of race or color, except 
as to Indians not taxed, and not be repugnant to the Constitution of the United 
States and the principles of the Declaration of Independence. An‘ said con- 
vention shall provide, by ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the 
United States and the people of said State: 

“ First, that perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be secured, and that 
no inhabitant of said State shall ever be molested in person or property on ac- 
count of his or her mode of religious worship; 

n the people inhabiting the said proposed State do agree and de- 
clare that they forever disclaim all rightand title to the unappropriated public 
lands lying within the boundaries thereof, and to all lands lying within said 
limits owned or held by any Indian or Indian tribes; and that until the title 
thereto shal! have been extinguished by the United States the same shall be and 
remain subject to the disposition of the United States, and said Indian lands 
shall remain under the absolute jurisdiction and control of the Congress of the 
United States; that the lands belonging to citizens of the United States resid- 
ing without the State shall never be taxed ata higher rate than the lands be- 
longing to residents thereof; that no taxes shall be imposed by the State on lands 
or i td therein belonging to or which may hereafter be purchased by the 
Un States or reserved for its use; but nothing herein or in the ordinance 
herein provided for shall preclude the said State from taxing, as other lands are 
taxed, any lands owned or held by any Indian who has severed his tribal re- 
lations and has obtained from the United States or from any person a title 
thereto by patent or other grant, save and except such lands as have been or 
may be ited to any Indian or Indians under any act of Congress containing 
a padie iia exempting the lands PAT ences from taxation; butsaid ordinance 
shall provide that all such lands shall be exempt from taxation by said State so 
long and to such an extent as such act of Congress may prescribe; 

“Third, that the debts and liabilities of said Territory shall be assumed and 
paid by the State; and 

“ Fourth, that Le Pheecrin shall be made for the establishmentand maintenance 
of a system of public schools which shall be open toall the children of said State 
and free from sectarian control. 

“sxc. 4, T in case a constitution and State government shall be formed in 
compliance with the provisions of this act, the convention forming the same 
shalt provide by ordinance for submitting said constitution to the people of said 
State for their ratification or rejection at an election to be held in said Terri- 
tory on the Tuesday after the first Monday of October, 1890, at which election 
the qualified voters of said proposed Stat« shall vote directly for or against the 
os constitution and for or against any provisions separately submitted, 

‘he returns of snid election shall be made to the secretary of said Territory, 
who, with the governor and chief-justice thereof, or any two of them, shall can- 
vass the same; and if a majority of the legal votes cast on that question shall 
be for the constitution, the governor shall certify the result to the President of 
the United States, together with a statement of the votes cast thereon, and upon 
pat repro articles or propositions, and a copy of said constitution, articles, pan 
ositions, and ordinances; and if the constitution and government of said pro- 
posed State are republican in form and if all the provisions of this act have been 
complied with in the formation thereof, it shall be the duty of the President of 
the United States to issue his proclamation announcing the result of said elec- 
tion; and thereupon the proposed State of Idaho shall be deemed admitted by 
Congress into the Union under and by virtue of this act on an equal footing 
with the original States from and after the date of said proclamation.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment 
just read. [The question was put.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 


112, nays 125, not voting 91; as follows: 


YEAS—112. 
Abbot Cooper, Ind. Lanham, rs, 
Allen, Cowles, Lawler, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss. Crain, Lee, usk, 
Andrew, Lester, Va. Sayers, 
Bankhead, Dargan, Lewis, Seney, 
Barnes, Davidson, Maish, Skinner, 
Barwig, Dibble, Mansur, Springer, 
Blanchard, kery, Martin, Ind. Stewart, Ga. 
Bland, Edmunds, Martin, Stewart, Tex, 
Blount, Elliott, McAdoo, Stockdale, 
T, Ilis, McClammy Stone, Mo. 

Breckinridge, Ky. Enloe, McCreary, Stump, 

ner, Fithian, MeMillin, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Flower, McRae, Tillman 
Brown, J. B. Forney, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Fowler, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Buckalew, Gi Mutchler, Turner, N. Y. 
Bunn, Goodnight, Oates, (pt 
Bynum, Grimes, O'Ferrall, Walker, Mo. 
Cam f Hare, Outhwaite, Washington, 
Carlton, $ Owens, Ohio Wheeler, Ala, 
Caruth, Haynes, Whiting, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Paynter, Wike, 
Chipman, e Peel, Wilkinson, 
Clancy, Hoiman, Penington, Willcox, 
Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa, Williams, Il, 
co iigore, uinn, Wilson, Mo, 

A ” 


NAYS—13. 
Adams, Cutcheon, Lodge, Rockwell, 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, Mason, Bowo 
Anderson, Kans. De Haven, McComas, Sanfo: 
Baker, Dingley, McCord, Scranton, 
Ban Dolliver, McCormick, Scull, 
Bartine, rsey, McKen Simon 
Belknap, Farquhar, McKinley, Smith, fil. 
ergen, Featherston, Milliken, Smith, W. Va, 
Bingham, Flick, Moffitt, Smyser, 
Bliss, nk, Moore, N. H. iowa, vt. 
Booth Funston, Morey, 
Boutelie, x Morrill, Struble, 
Bowden, G Morse, Sweney, 
Brewer, Greenhalge, Mndd, Taylor, E, B. 
Buchanan, N. J. Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Ill, 
Burrows, Hall, ute, omas, 
Burton, Hansbrough, O'Donnell, Thompson, 
Butterworth, Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo, 
ldwell, Ha mo, Townsend, 
Cannon, Henderson, M, Payne, Turner, Kans, 
Carter, Henderson, Iowa Payson, Vandever, 
Caswell, Hermann, Per! Van Schaick, 
Cheadle, Hill, Peters, Walker, Mass. 
Ch 2 Hi Pickler, Wheeler, Mich, 
Ciark, Wis. Houk, Post, Wie 5 
leman, Kelley, Pugsley, Ld arar Siang 
Comstock, Kerr, lowa Rain $ Wilson, i 
Conger, Ketcham, , Mass. Wilson, Wash, 
Connell, Lacey, Ray, right, 
pn py Ohio La Follette, Reed, Iowa 
Craig, law, evar, 
Culbertson, Pa. Laws, le, 
NOT VOTING—491. 
Alderson, Cummings, Lehl Sherman, 
Arnold, Darlington, Lester, Ga. Shively, 
Atkinson, Pa. Lind, Snider, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dunnell, Magner, Spinola, 
Bayne, Dunphy, McCarthy, er, 
Beckwith, E McClellan, Inecker, 
Belden, Ew: Miles, Stephenson, 
Biggs, Finley, Mills, Stivers, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fitch Moore, Tex. Stone, Ky. 
Brosius, Flood, Morrow, Taylor, J. D. 
Brower, Forman, orton, Taylor, Tenn. 
Browne, T.M, Geissenhainer, O’Neall, Ind. Y, 
Browne, Va. Gifford, O'Neil, Venable, 
Brunner, Grout, Owen, Ind. Wade, 
Bullock, Hayes, Perry, Wallace, Masa. 
Candler, Ga. H 5 Phelan, allace, N. Y. 
Candler, Mass. Henderson, N.C. Price, Watson, 
Carlisle, Hooker, Quackenbush, Whitthorne, 
Ciunie, Hopkins, Randall, Wiley, 
well, Kennedy, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cotbran, insey, Robertson, Yardley, 
Covert, P. Russell, Yoder, 
Culberson, Tex. Lansing, Sawyer, 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 

During the roll-call the following additional pairs were announced: 

For the rest of the day: . 

Mr, COGSWELL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts, 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. BROWER with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. KINSEY with Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, with Mr. CARLISLE, 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. BIGGS. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. SPOONER with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. Ewartwith Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. COVERT. 

Mr. MILES with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Price; onthis vote Mr. HopKINs would vote 
against it and Mr. Price for it. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. LEHLBACH with Mr. BRUNNER, until further notice, 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Add as a proviso to the first section: ` 

“Provided, That this constitution shall not take effect until the same shall have 
been submitted to a vote of the people of the Territory of Idaho. That for the 
porposs of such submission the governor of Idaho shall issue his proclamation 
calling upon the voters of said Territory to assemble at their respective places 
for voting, on the —— day of ——, A. D. 1890, then and there to cast their ballots 
for or against the adoption of such constitution; and the said governor may 
prescribe such form of ballot as shall be used at the said election; and the said 
election shall be conducted in the manner and by the officers as now provided 
by the laws of the said Territory; and returns thereof shall be made, and the 
same shall be canvassed, in the same manner as is required by the laws of the 
said Territory iu ease of an election of Delegate to the Von ; and if the ma- 
jority shall vote in favor of the adoption of the said constitution, the governor 


shall isse his proclamation thereof: Provided, That no person otherwise qual- 
ified shall be denied the right to vote at said election because of al 


for which the punishment embraces disfranchisement as a part of the pen- 
alty therefor, except where he has been duly convicted thereof by a court of 
competent jurisdiction.” 
atthe question was put, and the Speaker declared the noes seemed to 
ve it, k 3 
Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 
* The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
104, nays 121, not voting 103; as follows: : 


mitted in connection with a 1 pempene J election and in violation of the election 
Jaws where conviction would be impossible prior to such election; but in case 
an elector is challenged on account of such crime he may deny under oath that 
he is guilty thereof; and after suca oath his vote shall be received; but 
if he swears falsely in taking such oath he shall be deemed guilty of perjury, 
and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished accordingly; and upon the 
further condition that the islature of said State shall, by a solemn public 
act, declare the assent of said State to the said condition, and shal! transmit to 
the President of the United States an authenticated copy of said act, upon re- 
ceipt whereof the President, by proclamation, shall forthwith announce the 
fact, whereupon said condition shall be held as a part of the organic law of the 
State, irrevocable without the consent of Congress; and thereupon and with- 
out ret aresep? proceeding on the part of Congress the admission of said State 
in the Union shall be considered as complete. Said State ure shall be 
convened by the governor of Idaho within thirty days after he shall take his 
office, to act upon the conditions submitted herein.” S 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There isan amendment in regard to the sixteenth 
and pete derma sections, which, I believe, the gentleman from Idaho 
is to offer. 

The SPEAKER. But the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. DORSEY. I ask a vote on the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There was an amendment in to the six- 
teenth and thirty-sixth sections of land. I sup the gentleman 
from Idaho would offer it to the fourth section of the bill. This would 
make it conform to the other bills passed on this subject, and we were 
informed in the Committee on Territories that it would be made to 
conform exactly in that respect. It relates to the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections in permanent reservations—— 

Mr. PAYSON. I demand the regular order. 

Tke SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood the amendments were to be offered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing en , it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On the passage of the bill I demand the yeasand 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, nay 1, not vot- 
ing 198; as follows: 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. CRAIN, on all political questions, 


for the rest of the day. 
Mr, Comstock with Mr. PRICE, on this vote. 


Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. BLOUNT, on all political questions, for the 


rest of the day. 


On motion of Mr. DO. 


the names was 


YEAS—104, 
Abbott, Davidson, Lewis, Seney, 
Allen, Miss. Dockery, Skinner, 
Anderson, Miss, Edmunds, Mansur, nger, 
ndrew, Elliott, Martin, Ind. Stewart, Ga. 
Bankhead, is, n, Tex. Ste Tex. 
Barnes, Enloe, McAdoo, Stockdale, 
~ Fithian, McClammy, Stone, Ky. 
Bland, Flower, McClellan, Stone, Mo. 
Boatner, Forney, M 5 Stump, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fowler, MeMillin, ‘Tarsney, 
Brickner, Goodnight, McRea, Tillman, 
Brookshire, rimes, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Brown, J.B. X Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
B ‘a. Hatch, Mutchler, Turner, N. Y. 
Buin, Haynes, x Turpin, 
Bynum, Hemphill, O'Ferrall, Walker, Mo, 
Campbell, Herbert, Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Cariton, Holman, Parrett, Wheeler, 
Caruth, Kerr, Pa, l, Whiting, 
Chipman, Kilgore, Penington, Wike, 
Clancy, e, Pierce, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Lanham, Quinn, Wilkinson, 
Clements, Lawler, Reilly, Willcox, 
Cobb, x wil m, 
Cooper, Ind, Lester, Ga. Rowand, Wilson, Mo. 
Cowles, Lester, Va. Sayers, ise. 
NAYS—121. 
Adams, Culbertson, Pa. cey, fe, 
Allen, Mich, Cntcheon, La Follette, Rowell, 
Anderson, Kans, Dalzell, Laidlaw, Sanford, 
Baker, De Haven, Laws, Scranton, 
Banks, Dingley, Lodge, Scull, 
Bartine, Dolliver, McComas, Simonds, 
Belknap, rsey, McCord, Smith, ni. 
Bergen, uhar, McCormick, Smith, W. Va, 
Bliss, Featherston, McKenna, Smyser, 
Boothman, Flick, McKinley, Stewart, Vt. 
Boutelle, Frank, Milliken, Stock’ 
Bowden, Funston, Moffit Struble, 
Brewer, Gar, Moore, N. H. Sweney, 
Buchanan, N, J. Gest, Moy Taylor, E.B. 
Buckalew, Greenhalge, Morr: ii, homas, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, orse, Thompson, 
Burton, Grout, Nute, Townsend, Colo, 
Butterworth, Hall, O'Donnell, Townsend, Pa. 
Caldwell, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. Turner, Kans, 
Cannon, Harmer, Osborne, Vandever, 
Carter, Haugen, Payne, Van Schaick, 
Caswell, Henderson, NI. Payson, Walker, Mass. 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cheatham, Hermann, Peters, Wickham, 
Clark, Wis. Hill, Pickler, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, Hitt, Post, Wilson, Ky. 
Conger, Hopkins, Pugsley, Wilson, Wash. 
Connell, Houk, Raines, Wright. 
Cooper, Ohio Kelley, Randall, Mass, 
3 Kerr, Iowa Reed, Iowa 
Culberson, Tex. Ketcham, Reyburn, 
NOT VOTING—18,. 
Alderson Covert, Lansing, Rockwell, 
‘Arnold, ` Crain, Lehibach, Rusk, 
Atkinson, Pa, Crisp, Lind, Russell, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cummings, Magner, Sawyer, 
Bayne, n, Mason, Sherman, 
Beckwith, Darlington, McCarthy, Shively, 
Belden, O, iles, der, 
Bi Dibble, Mills, Spinola, 
Bingham, Donnell, Moore, Tex. Spooner, 
chard, Dunphy, ‘orrow, Stahinecker, 
b vans, Mudd Stephenson, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Ewart, Niedringhaus, Stivers, 
Brosius, nley, Norton, Taylor, M. 
Brower, tch, O'Neall, Ind. Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, T. M, Flood, O'Neil, Mass, Taylor, Tenn. 
Browne, Va. Forman, Outhwaite, Y, 
Brunner, Geissenhainer, Owen, Ind. Venable, 
Ballock, Gibson, ynter, Wade, 
Candler, Ga. Gifford, Perry, Wallace, Mass, 
Candler, Mass. Hayes, Phelan, Wallace, N. Y. 
Gatching Eoin HG | quack bush, Whitt 
n enderson, N.C. uacken! hitthorne, 
Clunie, ee Hooker, Sandali Pa, Wilson, W. Va. 
n, Kennedy, Ray, ardley. 
- Comstock, Kinsey, R n, Yoder. 
Cothran, Knapp, Robertson, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


RSEY, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
with. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the third amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to section 1 of the bill the following: 
* Provided, This act shall not take effect except upon the fundamental condi- 
tion that within the said State of Idaho there no denial of the right of 
office, or to serve on juries because me, €x- 


cept 


, or of the right to hold 
after conviction thereof 
That the right of suffrage may 


a court of competent 
denied prior to con m for a crime com- 


YEAS—129, 
Adams. De Haven, Lewis, Rife, 
Allen, Mich. Dingley, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Kans. Doliiver, Mason, Rowell, 
Baker, Dorsey, McComas, Sanford, 
Banks, Farquhar, McCord, ton, 
Bartine, Featherston, McCormick, Sculle 
Belknap, Flick, MeKenna, Simon 
Bergen, Frank, MeKinley, Smith, Il 
Bli: Funston, Milliken, Smith, W. Va, 
Boothman, ear, Moffitt, Smyser, 
Boutelle, Gest, Moore, N.H. Stew: Vt. 
Bowden, Greenhalge, Morey. Stockbrjdge, 
Brewer, Grosvenor, Morrill, Struble, 
Buchanan, N.J. rout, Morrow, Sweney, 
Burrows, Hall, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Burton. Hansbrough, Mudd, Taylor, IN. 
Caldwell, Harmer, Niedringhaus, Thi 
Cannon, Haugen, ute, Thompson, 
Carter, Henderson, Ill. O'Donnell, Townsend, Colo, 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Pa, 
Cheadle, Hermann, Osborne, Turner, Kans, 
Cheat Hill, Payne, ever, 
Clark, Wis, Hitt, Payson, Van Schaick, 
ell, Hopkins, Perkins, Walker, Mass. 
Coleman, Houk, Peters, Wheeler, 
Comstock, Kelley, Pickler, Wick A 
Conger, Kerr, lowa Post, Williams, Ohio 
Connell, Ketcham, Pugsley, Wilson, 6 
Cooper, Ohio Kinsey, nes, ilson, 
C erta Pa. La Foil tte, ae Man, = 
u on, 'olle y 
atcheon, Laidlaw, Reed, Iowa 
Dalzell, Laws, Reyburn, 
NAY—1 
Buckalew. 
NOT VOTING—198. 
Abi Brosius, Cooper, Ind, Fithi 
Alderson, Brower, th Fea 
Allen, Brown, J. B. Covert, Flower, 
Anderson, Miss. Browne, T. M. Cow Forman, 
Andrew, Browne, Va. Crain, Forney, 
Arnold, Brunner, Crisp, Fowler, 
Atkinson, Pa. Buchanan, Va. Culberson, Tex. Geissenhainer, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Bullock, Cummings, ibson, 
khead, Bunn, Dargan, Gifford, 
Barnes, Butterworth, Darlington, n 
s Bynum, Davidson, Grimes, 
Bayne, Campbell, De Lano, 
Beckwith, Candler, Ga. Dibble, 
Belden, Candler, Mass, Docke Hayes, 
Biggs, Carlisle, Dunnell, Haynes, 
Bingham, Carlton, nphy, eard 
Bi Caruth, mun Hemphill, 
Catchings, Elliott, Henderson, N, O, 
Blount, Chi Ellis, Herbert, 
tner, Clancy, Enloe, Holman, 
= : aay Clarke, te gez — S, Boo 
reckinridge, Ky. Clemen! ennedy, 
Brickner, unie, Finley, Kerr, Pa, 
Brookshire, bb, tch, 
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Mutchler, Russell, Turner, Ga. 
Lanbam, Norton, Sawyer, Turner, N. Y, 
Lansing, Sayers, Turpin, 
Lawler, O’ Ferral Seney, Venable, 
Lee, O'Neall, Ind, Sherman, Wade, 
Lehi O'Neil, Mass. Shively, Walker, Mo. 
Lester, Ga, Outhwaite, Skinner, Wallace, 
Lester, Va. Owen, Ind. Snider, Wallace, N. Y. 
Lind, Owens, Ohio Spinola, Washington, 
AR, Parrett, Spooner, Waton, 

h, Paynter, Springer, Wheeler, Ala. 
Mansur, eel, Stahlnecker, Whiting, 
Martin, Ind, Penington, Stephenson, Whitthorne, 
Martin, Tex, a Stewart, Ga, Wike, 
McAdoo, Phelan, Stewart, Tex. Wiley, 
MoCarthy, Pi rce, Stivers, Wilkinson, 
McClammy, Pri Stockdale, Willcox, 
McClellan, Quackenbush, Stone, Williams, Il. 
M Quinn, Stone, Mo. Ison, Mo. — 
MeMillin, Randall, Pa. Stump, Wilson, W. Va. 
Mo Reilly, Tarsney. Wise, 

Miles, Richardson, Taylor, Tenn, Yardley 
Mills, Robertson, Taylor, J. D. Yoder. 
Montgomery, ra, Tillman, 
Moore, Tex. Rowland, Tracey, 
The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 
During the roll-call, 


Mr. GROUT said: I am paired with the gentleman from Arkansas, 
but not to break a quorum, and voted ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I was paired with a live man, but as the 
Democrats are all dead I voted ‘‘ay.’’ [Laughter.] 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. BoATNER with Mr. ANDREW, on thisvote, Mr. BoATNER would 
vote for and Mr. ANDREW against the bill. 

Mr. MORROW. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. BIGGS, re- 
serving, however, the right to vote to make a quorum, and have accord- 


y vo! 

Mr, COGSWELL. Iam paired with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts, 
but voted to make a quorum. z 

Mr. MAISH. I voted under a misapprehension, and withdraw my 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the names of members pres- 
ent and refusing to vote. 3 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr, ALLEN of Mississippi, Mr. BARNES, Mr. BLAND, Mr. BOATNER, Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGEOf Kentucky, Mr. J.B, BROWN, Mr. Bynum, Mr, CARUTH, Mr, CLARKE 
z Mr. COVERT, Mr. CowLES, Mr. CRISP, Mr. CULBER- 
~ “7 Mr. Cum»anGs, Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. Dockery, Mr. Epaunps, Mr. 

LOE, T, 


xıcurT, Mr, H 
of North 


Mr. Wriii1aMms of Lilinois, and Mr. WISE. 


The SPEAKER, The Clerk reports the names of 67 members pres- 
ent and refusing to vote. On this vote the yeas recorded are 129, the 
nays 1, and, there beinga constitutional quorum present to do business, 
the Chair declares the bill to be passed. 

Mr. DORSEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


le. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr, BOATNER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union the Senate joint resolution No. 46—— 

Mr. BOATNER. Irise to a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman can rise to a question of privi- 
lege at any time hereafter. I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. BOATNER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand a word the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana says. 

Mr. BOATNER. .I addressed the Chair twice. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair can not understand the purpose of 
the gentleman in rising. 

Mr. BOATNER. I rose to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Iam reported by the Chair as being present and 
refusing to vote. I did not vote because I was paired on the bill. I 
was present all the time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that makes any differ- 
ence as far as the question of order is concerned. A pair is a matter 
between the gentleman and the one with whom he pairs. His duty 
asa member under the rules of the House is very plain. It is nota 
reflection upon him unless—unless it is. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I trust there will be no objection to the consid- 
eration of this resolution. It is a matter of very great importance. 


A MEMBER. What is it? 

Mr. KOUTELLE. It is a Senate joint resolution providing for the 
transfer of the naval powder magazine from Ellis Island, New York 
Harbor, toa safer place; and also authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to provide at Ellis Island for an immigrant station. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from New York [Mc. COVERT] 
desires to be heard on this bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from New York [Mr. COVERT] 
understands all about it. The gentleman is here, understands it, and 
desires it to be taken up. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is that all it embraces? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It provides for the removal of the powder maga- 
zine from this island and for fitting up Ellis Island as an immigrant 
station. A 

Mr. LANHAM. Has any House committee acted upon it? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It has passed the Senate, it has been unanimously 
reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs, and is recommended by a 
majority vote of the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would like to hear the resolution read. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman say it has been unanimously 
reported by the Committee on Immigration? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 1 say that it has been unanimously reported by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs and it has been recommended by a 
majority of the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I understand from the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. OATES] that the Committee on Immigration, of which 
he is a member, have had it in charge and have not agreed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes; they have agreed. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. McADOO. I will say to tke gentleman from Georgia that it is 
= maner involving the question of human life in the harbor of New 

ork. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that we 
can not tell whether we will object or not until the resolution is read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s point of order is a perfectly good 
one; but the Chair will state, however, that the resolution has 
read once or twice, and supposed that the House was informed as to its 


purpose. 

Mr. McCREARY. But it has not been read this evening. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been read this evening, and the Clerk 
will read the resolution. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Itis urgently reeommended by the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a suggestion to my 
friend from Maine. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] will 
object to this matter unless it is debated. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. ‘There is no objection to debate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Other gentlemen also want to speak; and I suggest 
that it had better come up to-morrow morning, so that gentlemen who 
want to debate it will have an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If ican have unanimous consent that it shall 
come up to-morrow morning immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal, I desire to meet the wishes of the House as far as possible for rea- 
sonable debate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That will be the time for the gentleman to ask 

mission for the consideration of the resolution, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Maine, that this resolution be taken up for consideration to-mor- 
row morning, immediately after the reading of the Journal ? 

Mr. McCREARY. I shall object until I know what is in the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Clerk will read the resolution; and the 
House will be in order to hear what is in the resolution. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved i 
the Navy p Papen wo a gat gg thor ec! yr neo a petag mudora 
measures for the removal of the naval magazine from Ellis Island, in the har- 
bor of New York. 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be found necessary, 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to purchase, or to obtain by condemnation, a site 
for, and for the erection of, a naval magazine; and that the Secre! of the 
Navy shall select a site at a safe distance from populous cities and from the ship- 
ping of the harbor of New York. And the further sum of $75,000, or so much 


thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated to enable the Secretary of 
the Treasury to improve said Ellis Island for immigration purposes, 


Mr. OATE*. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a statement before the 
question is put asking unanimous consent, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. The two committees of 
the House and Senate visited New York, and since their return, after 
an inspection of this island and looking into the question of the re- 
moval of the landing station for immigrants, have come to a vote on 
the question of adopting Ellis Island. The majority of the commit- 
tee voted in favor of that proposition. I voted against it, for reasons 
that I desire to give the House at the proper time, I will not object, 
however, to the consideration of the resolution. I think it isa matter 
that ought to be considered very soon and di of. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. COVERT] desires to be heard in opposition 
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to it; but I think, however, that it ought to go over until to-morrow 
morning, so that we can have a brief discussion on the question, I 
can, when it comes up, give in a very few minutes the reasons for my 
opposition. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will state that there is no desire on the part of 
any one to prevent a reasonable and proper discus-ion of this matter. 
It is, as the gentleman from Alabama says, important that this matter 
should be determined as early as possible, and I ask unanimous consent 
that it may be brought up to-morrow morning immediately after the 
reading o! the Journal. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does that request preclude consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We can consider it in the Houseas in Committee 
of the Whole, if n $ 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask if this request will preclude the idea of considering itin 
Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should hope that it might be considered in the 
Honse as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There is some objection to that. I think it could 
be disposed of in a short time. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE., I only ask to have it disposed of promptly. 

Bisa SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas demands the regular 
order, 

Mr. DORSEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

TheSPEAKER, TheChair hopes the gentleman will withdraw that 
motion for a moment. 

Mr. DORSEY. I withdraw it. 


DEATH OF HON. S. S. COX. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, so many Representatives desire to 
pay tribute to the memory of Hon. Samuel Sullivan Cox, late a mem- 
of this House, that I wish toas- unanimous consent to postpone 
the special order from this evening until 1 o'clock of April 19. There 
is not time enough to allow those who desire to speak in the evening 
session. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and that 
order will be made. 

ORDEE OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
Record a short protest against what is known as the compound-lard 
bill, without the names. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But the regular order has been 
demanded by the gentleman from Texas, and until it is withdrawn 
these requests for unanimous consent can not be entertained. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas demands the regular 
order, which is the motion t..at the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 14 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 12 o’clock m. to-morrow. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

The bill (S. 3131) for the registry or enrollment of the barges Herdis 
and Agostino C.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 389) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are in- 
capacitated for the performance of labor, and providing for pensions.to 
widows, minor children, and dependent parents—to the Committee on 
Tnvyalid Pensions, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XILI, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, in behalf of the minority of the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, submitted their views in writing on the bill 
of the House (H. R. 8919) to declare a forfeiture of certain lands here- 
tofore granted to aid in the construction of railroads, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to be printed as part of Report No. 1176. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the following bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: 

A bill of the House (H. R. 2351) for the relief of Asa Ellis, collector 
of internal revenue for the first collection district of California; and 

A bill of the Senate (S. 5) for the relief of Bessie S. Gilmore. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on Elections, to which was re- 
ferred the contested-election case of Henry Bowen rs. John A. Buchan- 
an, from the Ninth Congressional district of the State of Virginia, 
submitted a report, accompanied by the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That John A. Buchanan was duly elected to the Fifty-first Congress 
SNe iets O, district of Virginia, and is entitled to retain his 


Resolved, That Henry Bowen was not elected a pe Se reae to the Fifty- 
ae ro te ronn the Ninth Congresstonal district of Virginia, and is not en- 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 810V) to provide for 
the purchase of land for a military post at Eagle Pass, Tex., reported, 
as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 38977) to provide for the purchase 
of land for a military post at Eagle Pass, Tex.; which was read twice, 
ang referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
bill of the House (H. R. 671) for the erection of additional quarters 
and a hospital at Columbus barracks, in the State of Ohio—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
favorably the bill of the Honse (H. R, 8247) to authorize entry of the 
public lands by incorporating cities and towns for cemetery and park 
purposes—to the House Calendar, 

Mr. FUNSTON, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 4323) to erect a laboratory build- 
ing for the use of the Department of Agriculture in Washington, D. C.— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BERGEN, from the Committee on Elections, to which was re- 
ferred the contested-election case of Francis B. Posey rs, William F. 
Parrett, from the First Congressional district of the State of Indiana, 
submitted a report, accompanied by the following resolutions: 

Beana That Francis B. Posey is notentitled to a seat in the Fifty-first Con- 

as Representative from the First Congressional district of Indiana, 

P Resoleed., That William F, Parrett is entitled to a sest in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress as Representative from che First Congressional district in Indiana. 

Mr. CASW ELL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 785) to extend the time for the re- 
demption of school farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina—to the 
House Calendar, 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 8203) authorizing the construction of 
anew steam-tender for service in the sixth light-house district—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill(H. R. 8974) to provide for the con- 
servation and use of natural water supplies upon certain portions of the 
public lands of the United States, and for other purposes—to the Select 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands m the United States. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 8975) to test and try the science 
of spelling and to provide for establishing one hundred schools for 
this purpose—to the Committee on Education. k 

By Mr. SWENEY: A bill (H. R. 8976) amending section 3893 of 
the Revised Statutes, relating to excluding obscene and immoral lit- 
posers from the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. JASON B. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8978) to appropriate the 
sum of $60,000 to aid in the ornamentation of the soldiers’ and sailors’ 
monument now being constructed at Indianapolis, Ind., under the au- 
thority of said State—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HANSBROUGH: A bill (H. R. 8979) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of Agriculture to cause to be made all necessary field 
examinations, surveys, and experiments for the purpose of demonstrat- 
ing the extent, etc., with reference to irrigation of the underflow waters 
between the ninety-seventh degree of west longitude and the foot-hills of 
the eastern slope of the Rocky Mountains, and making an appropria- 
tion therefor—to the Select Committee on Trrigation of Arid Lands in 
the United States. 

By Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8980) for the pre- 
vention of trusts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 8981) providing for the purchase or 
condemnation of a lot of ground in the city of Annapolis, Md., for 
the extension of King George’s street to the Naval Academy grounds— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 8982) for the relief of 
sane persons confined in insane asylums in the District of Columbia, 
the forts and arsenals, and the Territories of the United States, by 
poe the inmates of insane asylums under the protection of the laws, 

by — to them their postal rights—to the Committee on the Judi- 


mee a bill (H. R. 8983) to change the common law of to 
the customs of modern civilization in the District of ilaer and the 
forts and arsenals of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8984). to tax incomes 
and to free certain articles of great necessity from further taxation—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OSBORNE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8985) to invalidate 
wills made in the District of Columbia ander certain conditions—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 8986) to erect a public building 
at Shelbyville, Ky—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. HANSBROUGH: A bill (H, R. 8987) to amend certain sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes relating to lotteries, and for other pur- 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 8988) to construct a road from Ap- 
pomattox station (on the line of the Norfolk and Western Railroad) to 
Appomattox Court-House, in the county of Appomattox, State of Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mtr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R.8989) granting a pension to Johana 
Judge, widow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8990) for the 
relief of C. W. Threlkeld—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8991) granting 
a pension to Elijah T. Weatherbee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr, CANNON: A bill (H. R. 8992) for the relief of the honorably 
discharged soldiers Thomas Wright and John Lamb—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 8993) granting a pension to Julia 
A. Bailey, widow of Alfred Bailey, Company D, Thirty-third Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 8994) granting an additional invalid 

sion to George W. Farnum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 8995) to provide for the remission of 
taxes on the property of the Eastern Presbyterian Church, of Wash- 
ington, D. C.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 8996) for the relief of Charles L. East- 
ergreen, sole surviving heir and legal representative of Sarah M. East- 
ergreen, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8997) granting a pension to Charlotte B. Nutting— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8998) granting a pension to Isabel Wallace, daugh- 
ter of General W.H, L. Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R. 8999) for the relief of William L. 
Orr—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: A bill (H.R, 9000) granting a pension to 

Karstetter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9001) granting a pension to Margarette Mayer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 9002) to amend the military record 
of George Miller, late captain Company F, Fifty-seventh United States 
Colored Troops—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 9003) granting a pension to William 
J. Scarbrough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bili (H. R. 9004) for the relief of the heirs or 
legal representatives of Lewis Moore, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ROWELL: A bill (H. R. 9005) for the relief of John P. Dren- 
nan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9006) for the relief of Will- 
iam R. Crain, of Villa Ridge, in Pulaski County, Illinois—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 9007) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W, Montgomery—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURPIN: A bill (H. R. 9008) to increase the pension of Zo 
B. Cook, of Wilcox Coynty, Alabama—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9009) to pension Eri P, Jackson, 
of Company G, One hundred and forty-third Regiment of Pennsyl- 
yania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 9010) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary A. Winder—io the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 


were made: 

A bill (H. R. 4913) to pay to Daniel T. Hedges and Edward B. 
Spaulding, executors of Charles E. Hedges, deceased, the amount 
found due them by the Court of Claims—Committee on Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 2218) to increase the pension of Mrs, Mary L. ae ot 
Lincoln County, Kentucky—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 

and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5028) to place the name of Jacob L. Tussey on the 
pension-roll—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitionsand papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS: Two protests from citizens of Chicago against H. 
R, 8278—to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. BELKNAP: Papers in the case of the legal representatives 
of Joshua Hill, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr, BLAND: Petition of John J. Hughes, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. _ 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A paper signed by B. V. Marshall and 19 
others, of Terre Haute, Ind., with reference to H. R. 8278—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWER: Resolutions of the Royal Templars of Temper- 
ance,in favor of universal suffrage without regard to sex—to the Select 
Committee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Con, 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of Nathaniel Craigmile and 20 others, 
citizens of La Fayette, Ind., against the passage of House bill 8278, 
Fifty-first Congress—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of H. W. Moon and 19 others, citizens of same city, 
for same purpose—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition for granting a pension to Julia A. Bailey, widow of Alfred 
Bailey, late of Company D, Thirty-third Indiana Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CHEATHAM: Protest of citizens of Wake County, North 
Carolina, producers of cotton seed, against the passage of H. R. 283, 
relative to the manufacture of compound Jard—to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

Also, petition for the relief of Alfred Hollowell—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of vessel-owners and navigators of Bay 
City, Mich., for deepening the west channel of Detroit River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of vessel-owners of Buffalo, N. Y., for same purpose— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. CLUNIE: Memorial by mayor of San Francisco, asking for 
an appropriation to pay for improving streets in front of Government 
property in San Francisco—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Gronn: 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Protest of Gardner Bros. and others, of Mas- 
sachusetts, manufacturers of leather and shoes, against putting hides 
and skins upon thedutiablelist—to the Committee on Waysand Means, 

Also, protest of Hamilton Brown Shoe Company and others, of Mas- 
sachusetts, manufacturers of boots and shoes anù clothing, against 
any increased duty on flax—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, protest of James Fairfield and others, of Massachusetts, against 
any increased duty on imported lime—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. CONGER: Memorial of Farmers’ Alliance, at Knoxville, 
Towa, in favor of Butterworth bill—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, 

Also, memorial of Randolph Post, Grand Army of the Republic, In- 
dianola, Iowa, in favor of widows’ pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of State Business Men’s Association, of Iowa, in favor 
of Torrey bankrupt bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Farmers’ Alliance, of Joy, Polk County, Iowa, in 
favor of the Butterworth bill—to the Committee on Agricalture. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of the mayor and council of Lincoln, 
Nebr., favoring the appropriation of $6,200,000 with which to construct 
a deep-water harbor at Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Bricklayers’ Protective Union No. 1, Omaha, Nebr., 
to amend existing laws relating to Government work so that none but 
citizens of the United States shall be employed thereon—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Bricklayers’ Union No. 2, Lincoln, Nebr., praying 
for same relief—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers in the case of C. M. Kennedy—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, ete., of Thirty-second district of New York against sale of fer- 
mented liquors in military and naval institutions—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. FITCH: Petition of George W. Farnum, late of Battery E, 
First Regiment Vermont Heavy Artillery, for additional invalid pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Resolution of Miehl Lodge, No. 1948, F. M. B. A., 
Jasper County, Illinois, against the ship-subsidy bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Fort Scott, Kans., re- 
monstrating against H. R. 8278, a bill to regulate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of H. E. Wing and 40 others, citizens of 
Iowa, asking Congress to prohibit the carrying of obscene literature in 
the United States mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. GROUT: Petition of 8. Newton and others, that commuta- 
tion money paid on account of the draft be refunded—to the Commit- 
tee on aiian A 

By Mr. ERSON, of Iowa: Paper from the Board of Trade of 
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Burlington, Iowa, indorsing the Torrey bankrupt bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Alliance of Farmers, No. 1023, Owasa, Hardin 
County, Iowa, favoring the Butterworth bill against gambling in farm 
produce—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Defense Alliance of Farmers, No. 1288, Greene, 
Butler County, Iowa, for same purpose—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of A. L. Anderson, asking Congress to 
refer his quartermaster claim to the Court of Claims, under the so-called 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of heirs and representatives of Mrs. Nancy Havron, 
asking Congress to refer her quartermaster claim to the Court of Claims, 
under the so-called Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of old soldiers of Gray County, Kansas, 
asking for the repeal of the arrears act and for the passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Antietam Post, No. 64, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Parsons, Kans., asking for the appropriation of $5,000 to improve 
the soldiers’ cemetery at Parsons, Kans.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KINSEY: A protest of 321 employés of the St. Louis, Iron 
Mountain, and Southern Railroad, residing in Carondolet (St. Louis), 
Mo., against the passage of the Conger bill taxing compound lard, 
declaring that such legislation taxes the food of the laboring man—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 87 employés of St. Louis Cotton Conference, against 
placing a tax on compound lard and declaring that the Conger bill is 
class legislation—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a memorial of 62 employés of the Ganahl Lumber Company, 
declaring that compound lard is a cheap, wholesome, and popular sub- 
stitute for hog lard, and protesting against the passage of the Conger 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a protest of 104 employés of the Shicke, Harrison & Howard 
Iron Company, against same measure—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

By Mr. LANSING: Petition of citizens against passage of H. R. 
5278—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Petition of the Service-Pension Asso- 
ciation of Wells County, Indiana, and of James B. Plessinger, Will- 
iam E. Kinert, and 300 others, Union ex-soldiers, for the passage of the 
service-pension, ‘‘arrearage,’’ and ‘‘ equalization ’’ bills recommended 
by the Twenty-second National Encampment of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, Columbus, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and resolution of Jacob Stahl Post, No. 227, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, for the enactment of 
the service-pension bill formulated by the national encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic at Columbus, Ohio, in 1888, and by L. O. 
Edson and others, ex-soldiers of Blackford County, Indiana—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Edward Hayon, Nelson D. Clouser, and others, Union 
ex-soldiers of Hartford City, Ind., for the enactment of the Indiana- 
Kansas service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of T. A. Howell, S. W. Turner, and others, Union ex- 
soldiers of Blackford County, Indiana, for the enactment of the Indiana- 
Kansas service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Algo, petition of Daniel Bonye and 50 others, Union ex-soldiers of 
Blackford County, Indiana, for the enactment of the Indiana-Kansas 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Bronstetter, Thomas J. Cartwright, and 100 
others, Union ex-soldiers of Jay County, Indiana, for the enactment of 
the service-pension bill proposed by the Indiana Service-Pension As- 
sociation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of B. R. Dunn Post, No. 440, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, H. M. Davis, adjutant, Department of Indiana, for the enact- 
ment of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Alexander Trimble Post, No. 213, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Indiana, and of T. A. Baker and others, 
Union ex-soldiers of Red Key, Ind., for the enactment of a service- 
pension law and the repeal of the limitations of arrearages—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of E. B. Lightfoot, a Union ex-soldier of Grant 
County, Indiana, for more liberal pension laws—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Indiana State Service-Pension Association and 
of the Kansas State Service-Pension Association, for the enactment of 
the Indiana-Kansas service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of Enoch Beals, John Ink, and 50 others, Union ex- 
soldiers of Grant County, Indiana, for the repeal of the limitation of 
the arrearages of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Protest of 697 citizens of St. Lonis, mem- 
bers of the St. Louis Furniture Association, against the passage of the 
Conger bill taxing compound lard, declaring it will deprive thousands 
of laborers of employment if passed and will tax a healthy food prod- 
uct—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Also, protest of 118 members of the St. Louis Board of Trade, against 
the Conger bill, which imposes a tax on cotton-seed lard, which, if 
passed, will create a monopoly in behalf of the large packers of hogs— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of 21 employés of the Wiggins Ferry Company, of St. 
Louis, Mo., against the of the Conger bill, which places a tax 
on compound lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a protest of 15 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., and employés of the 
Flanagan Milling Company, against the same measure—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 70 manufacturers and merchants 
of Battle Creek, Mich., sear, PE passage of the Torrey bankrupt bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Newton, Kans., 
for free ore from Mexico—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition from 49 voters of Scioto County, Ohio, 
for passage of service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. RAINES: Petition of residents of Steuben County, New 
York, for freecoinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. SANFORD: Petition of 23 officers and members of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Quaker Springs, Saratoga 
County, New York, praying for a law prohibiting the sale of fermented 
liquors within soldiers’ homes, arsenals, recruiting stations, navy-yards, 
forts, and barracks—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of 122 farmers and others, residents of the Twentieth 
Congressional district of New York, for legislation to increase the duty 
on hay from $2 to $4 per ton—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of 79 residents of Quaker Street, Schenectady County, 
New York, for same relief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: Memorial of Lodge 307, Farmers’ Mut- 
ual Benefit Association, Pinckneyville, Ill., for abolition of national 
banks, remonetization of silver, ete.—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolutions of the Pacific Board of Com- 
merce, relative to Chinese immigration, to pass such laws as will pre- 
vent it—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza' 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Subordinate Union No. 6, 
Nevada, Mo., of the Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union of 
America, asking that the laws be so amended that none but citizens 
of the United States be employed on Government work—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance No. 1305, 
Spencer, Clay County, Iowa, urging the passage of House bill 5353— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 4 

Also, resolutions adopted by William Baker Post, No. 298, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, urging the extension of - 
the pension laws to include the widows and children of all Union sol- 
diers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWENEY: Remonstrance of J. H. Kuerzel and 24 others, 
citizens of Clayton County, Iowa, against the enactment of laws ma- 
terially restricting immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, a petition of K. Touson and 29 others, citizens of Nordness, 
Winneshiek County, Iowa, praying for an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States requiring the election of United Senators 
and postmasters by the people—to the Select Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of Amos O. Rowley, E. C. Stebbins, and 120 others, 
men and women of Chickasaw County, Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of more stringent laws against sending obscene or immoral books, 
papers, or pictures through the mails—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. y 

By Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR: Petition of the Bricklayers and Ma- 
sons’ International Union of America, of Bellaire, Ohio, in favor of the 
passage of a law to prevent aliens from being employed on public 
works—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of William McCreary and 193 others, citizens of Guern- 
sey County, Ohio, in favor of the passage of an equitable service-pen- 
sion law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of William Soldert and 59 others, soldiers of Guernsey 
County, Ohio, praying for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 30 citizens of Steubenville,-Ohio, in favor of the 
restoration of silver with the same right of coinage as is now accorded 
to gold—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Monthly Meeting of Friends of Harrison County, 
Ohio, officially signed, praying for the rejection of the bill to increase 
naval expenditures—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. W. Smith and 111 others, citizens of Jefferson 
County, Ohio, praying for the passage of H. R. 5956, in favor of the 
appointment of a commission toinvestigate the alcoholic liquor traffic— 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 

Also, petition of J. W. R. Smith and 34 others, citizens of Jefferson 
County, Ohio, praying for the passage of H, R. 5978, to prohibit the 
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transportation of liquors from any State or Territory or the District of 
Columbia into another State, contrary to the law—to the Select Com- 
mitree on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of G. W. Lycett and 180 others, citizens of Jefferson 
County, Ohio, in favor of restricting foreign immigration into the 
pres States—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natural- 

tion. 

Also, petition of Hon. Thomas 8. Lussock and 202 others, citizens 
of Guernsey County, Ohio, praying for the restoration of silver to its 
constitutional place as a money metal, with the same rights of coinage 
and legal tender as existed prior to 1873—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, 

Also, petition of A. G. Kaufman and 160 others, citizens of Jefferson 
County, Ohio, for restriction of foreign immigration into the United 
States—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of various posts of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
approving and indorsing an appeal to the loyal people of the United 
States and their Representatives in Congress, by Alvin P. Hovey, pres- 
ident of the Service-Pension Association of the United States of Amer- 
ica, and praying the Fifty-first Congress of the United States to pass 
an act giving to every soldier, sailor, and marine who served in the 
Army or Navy of the United States between April, 1861, and July, 
1865, for the period of sixty days or more, a service pension of $8 per 
month, and to all who served a period of exceeding eight hundred days 
an additional amount of 1 cent per day for each day's service exceed- 
ing that period, in accordance with the resolutions of the Grand Army 
of the Republic passed at Columbus, Ohio, in September, 1888, and 
Milwaukee, Wis., 1889—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of 47 ex-Union soldiers of Scioto 
County, Ohio, for the passage of a service-pension law—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of 145 ex-Union soldiers of Jefterson County, Pennsyl- 
vania, for the passage of the per diem pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois: Petition of Captain Utt, on behalf 
of John H. Vincent’s claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: Memorial of Charles E, Louis and 42 
others, in opposition to the passage of House bill 8278—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Ey Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Petition of A. C. White, C. D. De 
Armond, George N. Dragoo, and 112 others, citizens of Fairfax, Mo., 
praying for the restoration of silver to its constitutional place as a 
money metal, with the same rights of coinage and legal tender as ac- 
corded to gold—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Burroak Alliance, No. 88, Nodaway County, Mis- 
souri, earnestly asking for the passage of the Butterworth bill defining 
options and futures, the same being H. R. 5353—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. YODER: Petition of citizens of Allen County, Ohio, against 
the passage of House bill 8278, to amend an act to regulate commerce— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 4, 1890. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to report the resolution which 
I send to the desk and ask its passage. It is a resolution of inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is informed that the previous question 
has been ordered upon certain pension bills, which must first be taken 
up. The Clerk will read the first bill. 


CATLENA LYMAN. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5206) granting an increase of pension to Catlena Lyman. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catlena Lyman, widow of William 
C. Lyman, late surgeon, United States Navy, at the rate of $50 per month, in 
lieu of pension now allowed her, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to discuss this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I desire to make a statement in relation to it, 
There are four or five bills that have come over under the order of the 
House to be of this morning, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it was agreed that 
this bill should be debated for fifteen minutes on each side or that fif- 


mare minutes on each side should be allowed for the discussion of this 
ill, 

Mr, KILGORE. Thatiscorrect, but I am not insisting now on pur- 
suing that order as faras I am concerned. Several other bills have 
come over under the same order. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
STONE] has charge of some of those bills. An order was made for two 
hours’ debate upon those bills, one hour for each side, and he desires, I 
presume, toconsume the time which is to beallowed to him, which I sup- 
pose will be one hour. Now, I am willing that these four or five bills 
shall all be taken up under the order of the House and that the time al- 
lowed for their discussion shall be given to the bills controlled by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE]; and in view of that I have 
nothing to say myself upon this bill at this time. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say, in reply to what the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] has stated, that there is nothing 
in common between this case and the other four bills to which he re- 
fers. He states that there were five bills brought over from last Fri- 
day evening under the order of the House, to be disposed of this morn- 
ing, and he intimates that all those bills are of the same class and are 
to be considered together. I wish to say that this claims to be separate 
from the other four, They turn upon an entirely different question, 
and there is no reason why this one should be considered with them. 
This is the case of an increase for a widow. The ground of the increase 
is, namely, that her husband served in one capacity while he held rank 
in another, and when he died the widow drew the pension for the lower 
rank when, as a matter of fact, she should have drawn a pension for 
the.service which her husband had actually rendered. This bill passed 
the Senate at last session and was reported favorably by the House com- 
mittee and placed on the Calendar, but failed to be reached. In view 
of these facts, unless some geutleman wishes to discuss this particular 
case I ask that it be now put upon its passage. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does this bill provide for a pension at the same 
rate that would have been allowed had the husband’s commission been 
for the service he performed ? 

Mr. LANE. Not exactly. The regular pension for the service he 
was performing would have been $30 a month, but on account of the 
extraordinary services which he rendered itis proposed to grant the 
widow a pension of $50 a month, an increase of $20 a month above 
what ske should have received under the law. Under the law she 
would be entitled to draw $30 a month, but in fact she has been draw- 
ing only $25 when she was entitled to $30; so that the Government 
will really lose nothing by this proposed increase. . 

Mr. FARQUHAR. What is the rank for which this widow has been 
drawing a pension? 

Mr, LANE. The rank was ‘passed assistant surgeon,” when it 
should have been n. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. What was the character of the service rendered ? 

Mr. LANE. This man was on the flag-ship with Admiral Farragut, 
which had yellow fever aboard, and he performed extraordinary serv- 
ices there. Admiral Farragut presented him a set of instruments in 
recognition of his meritorious services. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE] in- 
sist upon the consideration of this bill separately ? 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. This bill has nothing at all to do with the 
other four. It rests upon a different principle entirely. 

Mr. KILGORE, Well, I have no objection to its being considered 
separately. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!”’ ‘*Vote!?’] 

Mr. CHEADLE rose, y 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from In- 
diana rise? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Irise for the purpose of submitting some remarks 
on the pending measure. 

i The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE] has the 
oor, 

Mr. LANE, I will yield the floor if any gentleman desires to dis- 
cuss the bill. I thought there was no desire to debate the bill, as it 
has no connection whatever with the other four, but if any gentleman 
wishes to discuss it I will yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that the arrangement was 
that fifteen minutes on each side should be allowed for debate upon this 
bill if desired, and that the other three bills should be discussed to- 
gether for one hour. 

Mr. LANE. The arrangement was that an hour on each side should 
be allowed for the discussion of the other four bills, and that on this 
bill there might be fifteen minutes’ debate on each side. Nobody wishes 
to oppose this bill, as I understand. 

Mr. LAWLER. ‘There was no point made on this bill in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The point was made on the others. 

The SPEAKER. The arrangement seems to have been for one hour 
of debate on each side upon the four bills. 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir; but this is not one of the four. 

The SPEAKER, And fifteen minutes on each side upon this bill ? 

Mr. LANE. Yes. Now, if any one wishes to oppose this bill I am 
willing to yield the floor; but nobody does, so far as I know. : 

The SPEAKER. If no one wishes to oppose it, the question is on 
ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 
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Mr. KILGORE. I do not wish to consume any time in debate, but 
will ask the reading of the report in the time which would be allowed 
me for discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] de- 
sires that the report be read in his time. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5206) granting an increase of pension to Catlena Lyman, submit the following 


report: 
Phis bill passed the Senate of the Fiftieth Congress, and the following report 
was made to the Senate on said bill, which report your committee adopt as their 
own and which is in words as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was re-referred the bill (S. 2625) grant- 
ing a pension to Catlena Lyman, widow of William C. Lyman, have examined 
the same and report: 

“That the claimant is now a pensioner at the rate of $25 per month, the rate 
da by law for ber husband's rank, that of passed ass t surgeon in the 

avy. 

"wince the recommittal of the bill it is shown by additional evidence sub- 
mitted to thecommittee that the husband, William O. L; „although haying 
officially only the rank of assistant surgeon, did actually serve as sur- 
geon in the Navy in the war of 1861 with marked ability. He took the place of 
surgeon at the United States naval rendezvous at Chicago, He had charge of 
several ships in quarantine outside of New Orleans, He was in the expedition 
nst the forts and fleets of the enemyin the Lower Mississippi. In the dis- 
ae of his duties there he took the yellow fever and only recovered after long 
suffering. 

“Ile served as surgeon on board the Portsmouth, the flag-ship of Admiral 
F. t, and in recognition of the meritorious character of his services he re- 
mn a testimonial from the admiral, being a box of surgical instruments, in- 
scribed to him by that officer, which has been shown by the widow, in whose 
possession it is, to the committee. 

“The claimant lost all her property by the Chicago fire and is now without 
means of support save the pension, The sum now paid her is inadequate. 

“The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill.” 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make one statement in 
relation to this bill. I state upon information given me by others— 
not upon my own knowledge—that the beneficiary under this bill is 
now employed by the Government ata salary of $1,000 a year. If 
this is true, I submit that the increased pension proposed in the bill 
ought not to be granted. I suppose the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
LANE] can tell whether it is trae or not. The information has been 
given to me from a very reliable source. 

Mr. LANE. Ido not know whether it is true or not. 

Mr. KILGORE. The pensioner in this case is now receiving $25 a 
month. This bill proposes to increase the pension to $50 a month. 

Mr. LANE. I do not know whether this lady is now drawing a 
salary from the Government or not, and Ido notcare. In preparing 
the report I did not ask what salary she might be drawing. I recog- 
nized the case asa meritorious one, and considered that she was entitled 
to the amount of money which this bill proposesio pay. That wasmy 
reason for reporting the bill, and the committee approved it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Is this 
bill now subject to amendment under the order? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered, and, as 
the Chair understands, the bill is not subject to amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘The order of the House was that the bill should 
come up this morning with the right of discussion for fifteen minutes 
on each side and the privilege of amendment. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Texas is right. 

Mr. CHEADLE. If the bill is subject to amendment, I move to 
amend by striking out ‘‘$50’’ and inserting ‘*$30.’’ 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the somewhat un- 
usual order made by the House last Friday night the bill is subject to 
amendment, 

Mr. CHEADLE. An order of that kind is very often made in refer- 
ence to bills which are carried over in this way for a vote in a full 
House. I submit the amendment I have already stated. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iask the Chair to consider whether the word ‘‘amend- 
ment?’ as used in the order may not be construed as meaning amend- 
ments pending. That, I think, is the usual order entered with refer- 
ence to these bills coming over from the Friday night session. 

The SPEAKER. The order reads: 

‘The previous question to be considered as ordered, with the right ofan amend- 
ment, and debate for fifteen minutes on each side. 

This language would seem to confine the right of amendment to one 
amendment. 

Mr.CHEADLE. Imovetoamend by striking out ‘‘ $50” and insert- 
ing “$30.” Ido notwish to repeat what I have said over and over again 
on this question of private pensions. I would not, if I could, detract one 
jot or tittle from the well earned fame of the man who was the husband of 
this widow. But I undertake to say that under our theory of Govern- 
ment there can be no classes in widowhood. No widow can make a 
greater sacrifice for her country than to yield up the life of her husband. 
It has been deemed p: under the general law to give to the widows of 
one class of officers $30 a month, to thegvidows of another class $25, of 
another $20, of another $17, and to the widows of private soldiers $12 
amonth. If it be true, as stated by the gentleman from Texas, that 
the claimant in this bill is in the employ of the Government at $1,000 
a year, in addition to receiving a pension of $25 a month, making in all 
$1,300 a year from the Government, then in view of the fact that thon- 
sands of the widows of men who died that this Government might not 


perish are now living in penury and want—not pensioned at all—I 
protest here against giving to any oneany pension outside of the amount 
authorized by the gen statutes of the country. I hope that the 
amendment I have proposed will prevail. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have read a letter from the 
Admiral of the Navy in reference to this case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL, Washington, D. C., April 3, 1890, 


Fak DRR Sre: Mrs: Catlena Lyman has applied to me for a letter to you in 
r : 

Her bill (H. R. 5206) was reported favorably by Mr. Lang, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, March 1, and it only now wants a favorable consideration 
from the House to make her happy. 

When it is considered that the naval pensions are paid from the pension fund 
raised by the officers and men of the Navy from prizes captured from the enemy, 
we can not but wonder why there should exist any hesitation on the ons o 
Congress in granting pensions to the widows of officers and sailors, who in nine 
cases out of ten are left without means of subsistence, while the Army, which 
really has no fund to draw upon, is most liberally dealt with, and in most cases 
their pensioners get double what is paid to those of the Navy. 

We feel this discrimination in the Navy keenly, especially when it falls upon 
the widow of a deserving officer like Dr, Lyman, who faithfully performed his 
daty during the civil war. 

I could not undertake to eit d all of Dr. Lyman’s services, but no doubt 
Mrs. Lyman will make you uainted with all the facts in the case, 

I am always a friend to the widow, and I write now particularly to request 
tans on will do all in your power to obtain for Mrs. Lyman the pension that 
she asks, 

I remain, very respectfully and truly, yours, 
DAVID D, PORTER, Admiral, 


Hon. FRANK LAWLER, M. C., 

United States House of Representatives. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, this letter was unsought by myself; it 
came to me through the mail. Time will not permit me to recount the 
services rendered by Dr. Lyman, particularly at the time the fever was 
raging, when he filled an important position, not by appointment, but 
in the absence of the commanding officer. I did not expect there would 
be any opposition to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. KI RE. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. LAWLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. This report made by the gentleman from Tllinois 
[Mr. LANE], from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, recites that— 

The claimant lost all her property by the Chicago fire. 


Is that true? 

Mr. LAWLER. Itis true; the fact is well known. 

Mr. KILGORE. The report further states that— 

She is now without means of support save the pension. Thesum now paid her 
is inadequate. F 

Is that trne? 

Mr. LAWLER. That was the question raised; I do not know auy- 
thing about those facts. 

Mr. KILGORE. Isit not the fact that she is in the employ of the 
Government at a salary of $1,000 a year? 

Mr. LAWLER. I would like to ask you in return—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam interrogating you now; you are on the stand; 
T do not propose to be cross-examined. 

Mr. LAWLER, I will answer the gentleman, if he will state where 
he got his information. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam asking information of the gentleman from 
Illinois. I suppose this statement which has come to me must be true; 
and it must have been withheld from the committee or the committee 
must have withheld it from the House. Somebody has been uncandid 
or somebody has given me incorrect information. And the gentleman 
from Illinois himself is not entirely candid or he would answer the 
question one way or the other. í 

Mr. LAWLER. Iwill answer—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Well. 

Mr. LAWLER. I will answer that it is trae —— 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘That is right. 

Mr. LAWLER. But the lady’s health is so much impaired thatshe 
wants to retire, and will do so, from that position, and with this pen- 
sion support an aged mother. That is true. 

Mr. KILGORE. Nothing is said about that in this report. 

Mr. LAWLER. Well, I do notunderstand that the committee were 
called upon to embody everything in the report. They have taken 
this case on its merits; we have let the case rest on its merits. Ileave 
it there now. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ifthe amendment has not already been pro- 

, I move to amend so.as to make the amountof this pension $30. 

The SPEAKER. That amendment is pending. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and there were ona 
division—ayes 92, noes 54. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays on this 
question. 

The yeas and nays were refused, 23 members only voting in favor 


ereof. 

Mr. LAWLER. I ask for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused, there being 20 members only rising in favor of 
the demand. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ismot that one-fifth of the last vote? 
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The SPEAKER. But it requires one-fifth of a quorum to order tel- 


ers, 
So the amendment was adopted. 7 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—WADDILL VS, WISE. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce for the information 
of the House that, under direction of the Committee on Elections, I 
will call up on Thursday next for consideration the contested-election 
case of Waddill vs. Wise. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of bills of the following titles; in which concurrence was re- 
uested, namely: 
A bill (S, 2714) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Aurora, in the State of Illinois; 
A bill (S. 2950) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Leadville, in the State of Colorado; and 
A bill (S. 2163) to reorganize and establish the customs collection 
district of Puget Sound. : 
PENSIONS—ELLEN SHEA. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the next bill on which the 
previous question was ordered, coming over from last Friday. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2051) granting a pension to Ellen Shea. 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 

rovisions of the pension laws, the name of Ellen Shea, mother of Michael 
Ehea, late of Company A, Thirteenth Illinois Volunteers. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, there are four bills coming 
oyer under the order referred to by the Chair, and the agreement was 
that there should be an hour’s debate on each side on them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have to rule that the time can he 
exhausted on the first bill. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, there are four bills coming 
over from the evening session of last Friday. It was agreed by unani- 
mous consent that I might control one hourin the discussion when the 
first bill should be called up, to use the whole of it if I desired at one 
tine, I stated then, as I do now, that what I wish to sayin regard to 
all these bills I would say in one speech. I prefer to put what I have 
tosay in asingle speech, as I can not express what I desire to in fifteen 
minutes. I shall not therefore discuss the bills in the order in which 
they A pa on the Calendar, bnt in the order rather of the service of 
the soldier. 

Iselected these four bills somewhat at random from those which were 
considered on last Friday night as illustrating the class of pension bills 
to the passage of which Iobject. The first of these is a bill granting a 

on to Keziah Randall. Mrs. Randall is a very old lady. She was 

min1789. Sheisalso poor. Shestates that during the war of 1812 
her husband, with four others, went to Wareham and served about three 
weeks as coast guard at the time the British sloop Nimrod was *‘ mak- 
ing a raid along the shores of Buzzard’s Bay.” She says he also did 
other service, being engaged altogether about three months. When or 
how the ‘‘other service’? was rendered or what it was does not appear. 
She says, ‘‘ He did not enjoy good health after returning home, and 
thinks exposure in said service was the cause.” It appears also that 
she ‘‘disposed’’ of her husband’s knapsack and gun about fifty-five 
years ago. Several citizens of high standing at the claimant’s home 
‘certify ’? that she is a woman of good reputation. The report of the 
committee contains this clause: 

It also appears that claimant is unable to find any one now living who served 
panne ge husband in the war of 1812,and no record of the service can now be 

un 

Thereupon the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Now, I sympathize with this old lady, as I do with all ladies who 

“are old and, unfortunately, poor, But when I am called upon to levy 
a tax on other people, many of them old and poor and already over- 
taxed, for the benefit of this one, I would like to know upon what 
ground such an act can be defended. Aside from the statement of the 
beneficiary herself, there is no evidence or pretense of evidence that her 
husband ever rendered any service at all of any kind. He certainly 
never belonged toany military organization. The only specified sery- 
ice that she says he performed was watching Buzzard’s Bay about 
three week’s while a British war-ship was in its waters. 

She says "he never enjoyed good health” after that and she 
‘*thinks exposure in that service was the cause.” It does not appear 
what his disease was, how much he suffered, or when he died. There 
is no merit in the case from any proper legislative point of view. There 
is nothing in the case unless the American Congress wishes to encourage 
longevity by pensioning people who succeed in living a hundred years, 
I doubt, however, whether there is a gentleman upon this floor who 
would not enter into a solemn contract under seal to remain in this 
‘vale of tears ” a full century without any hope or promise of a pension. 

The next bill is one granting a pension to Elizabeth T. Garrett. It 


fre from the committee report that her husband was in the Black 
awk war one month and twenty-five days. He joined a military or- 
ganization in Illinois to protect himself against an uprising of sav- 
ages, just as he would protect himself against wolves surrounding 
his home. He does not appear to have been wounded or diseased. 
Whether he was in a battle, or what he did, I do not know, nor does 
the committee vouchsafe to inform us. He did live tobe an old man, 
dying only about four months ago, aged over eighty years. Being an 
old man in rather reduced circumstances, Congress passed a special act 
September 3, 1888, granting him a pension at the rate of $20 per month, 
which he drew until his death, which occurred about the first of last 
December. 

Inasmuch as Congress was liberal with the husband by supporting 
him at public expense, now hardly is he buried until the widow comes 
and informs you, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, that the only poet 
she possesses is a town lot worth $250, and that she is old, feeble, and 
partially blind, and asks that the pension of $20 per month granted her 
husband may be continued to her. Her claim has at least this merit, 
that she is just as much entitled to it as her husband was, although 
there is no pretense that his death was in any way connected with his 
service of one month and twenty-five days. 

The next bill is one granting a pension to Esther G. Bryant. Her 
first husband died in the service on February 20, 1865. On May 13, 
1868, she remarried. Two years thereafter she obtained a decree of di- 
vorce on the ground of ‘‘intolerable severity.’ Now she asks to be re- 
stored to the pension-rolls. 

I object to this sort of legislation, first, because she knew she would 
forfeit her pension by contracting a second marriage, and hence sur- 
rendered it voluntarily; second, because this sort of legislation offersa 
premium on divorce. It is as if you should say: ‘‘ You canswap your 
pension fora husband when you like, and if he doesn’t suit you you 
can swap back again.” 

I am told there used to be a law or a practice of the Department 
which authorized the restoration to the rolls of women situated like 
Mrs. Bryant. But if there was such a law it has been repealed or if 
there was such a practice it has been discontinued. Whether it was 
one or the other a stop was put to it, presumably because the thing was 
wrong. If it was wrong to apply it generally it is wrong to apply it 
specially, 

The next bill is one granting a pension to Ellen Shea, as the depend- 
ent mother of Michael Shea, deceased, who served in the Thirteenth 
Illinois Cavalry sunog the civil war. The claim of Mrs. Snea was re- 
jected at the Pension Office on January 27, 1885. This bill, ora sim- 
ilar one, passed the Fiftieth Congress, but did not receive the approval 
of the President. 

I have examined the papers on file at the Pension Office. This bill 
is predicated on the evidence on file there. The Surgeon-General re- 
ports that the name of this soldier does not appear on any hospital rec- 
ord, though his regimental medical records are not on file. The mili- 
tary history of the soldier is given in a report made by the Adjutant- 
General to the Commissioner of Pensionsin 1884. Heenlisted January 
13, 1862, for three years, and was mustered out January 20, 1865. He 
was reported as deserting at Memphis from the steamer Gladiator in Oc- 
tober, 1862. He is subsequently reported present from October 31,1862, 
to February 28, 1863, with this remark: 

Reported on last muster-roll asa deserter; since returned from arrest in Mem- 
phis, Tenn., where ho left the boat without leave. 

He was reported absent sick at Helena in July and August, 1862, 
though the Surgeon-General certifies that his name is not on the records 
of the hospital at that place. He afterwards returned to his regiment 
and deserted from the steamer Gladiator in October, 1862, as I have 
stated, and was arrested and returned to the regiment. From August 
to October, 1863, he was reported present sick. He was not in any 
hospital, nuless it was a regimental hospital, and the nature of his dis- 
ease does not appear. During November and December, 1863, he was 
absent on sick furlough. January and February, 1864, he was absent 
without leave. From March to June, 1864, he was present. From 
June to October, 1864, he was present in confinement. For what he 
was confined does not appear. November and December, 1864, he was 
with the regiment, and was mustered out in January, 1865. ‘That is 
the military record of the soldier. He seems to havespenta good part 
of his time in unauthorized absences and under arrest. 

Nineteen years after he left the service, on March 10, 1884, he was 
caught in a snow-slide at Pitkin, near Woodstock, Colo., and lost his 
life, as did a number of others at the same time. On July 12, 1884, 
the mother filed her application for a pension. Her declaratory state- 
ment, upon which she bases her claim, is as follows, that her son— 

Contracted s fever, the nature of which claimant does not now remember, at 
Pilot Knob, Ark., which resulted in insanity, and from the results of which he 
died at Woodstock, Colo. e 

That was her declaration, and the whole of it, as to the origin of her 
son’s disease and the cause of his death. Apart from her own state- 
ment, the only testimony she offered to support the declaratory state- 
ment which I have quoted were two affidavits made at different times 
by the same man, one Dr. J. R. Bullock, of Waukegan, Ill. Thoseaf- 
fidayits are very brief. One contains five lines of written matter, the 
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other fifteen. Brevity is said to be the soul of wit, and perhaps I ought 
not to speak of that feature of the testimony, and I would notif, in g 
brief, he had also been more spoe aud notso general in his statements, 
One of the affidavits is as follows: 

Michael Shea was insane most of the time since he had brain fever, while a 
soldier in the late war. I treated him when he was home on furlough. His 
mother took the best care of him. It is my opinion he came to his death from 
a contracted while serving as a soldier the late war, 

That is the whole of that affidavit. The doctor was mistaken in his 
opinion as to the cause of death, for it was afterwards ascertained by 
officers of the Pension Department that Mr. Shea was crushed or suffo- 
cated ina snow-slide. ‘The other affidavit of this doctor is substan- 
tially to the same effect, except he says: - 

Michael wandered away and got killed while suftering from a disease of the 
mind caused from a fever he contracted after one of the battles during the war. 

Now, that is the entire testimony by which this claim is supported. 
If there isany other, I could not find it. There are three or four other 
affidavits among the papers made by the neighbors of Mrs. Shea, but 
they relate wholly to other matters, such as the marriage of the par- 
ents, the birth of the soldier, his residence with the mother both be- 
fore and after the war, and to things of that sort. 

There is also a petition signed by thirty-nine ex-soldiers, asking that 
a pension be granted this lady. But not one of them, neighbor or sol- 
dier, has testified that Mr. Shea was insane or of unsound mind. The 
whole case rests on the vague, brief, unsatisfactory statements of Dr. 
Bullock. It is remarkable that no comrade of this man could be found 
to say a word in support of this case, Where are the regimental sur- 
geons? Where are all his officers and comrades, that not one can be 
found to speak? Where are all the neighbors, that no one could be 
found to give a full and complete statementof thiscase? Theattorney 
who filed Mrs, Shea’s application was Louis K. Gillson, of Chicago. 
On October 28, 1884, he wrote the Commissioner of Pensions, withdraw- 
ing from the case, stating that he had begun it under a misapprehension 
of the facts. He said that he did not know when he filed the applica- 
tion that the soldier’s death was due to a snow-slide, in which ‘‘ upwards 
of a dozen other persons who are admitted to have been of sound mind 
were overwhelmed with him,” 

Mr. Gillson concludes his letter as follows: - 


I regret that Ihave been instrumental in causing such a case to be placed 
on file, but can say that my present knowledge, obtained by correspondence 
with a gentleman who was at the place when the soldier lost his life, is quite 
different from that derived from the statement made to me by the mantand 
her friends. I think Mrs. Shea honestly believes herself entitled to a pension, 
ere I og ies charge that she sought to pervert the facts, but she took a peculiar 

w of them. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, here is aman with anything but a reputable rec- 
ord as a soldier. Here is a claim based upon his service, The theory 
is that he became insane from disease contracted in the Army, and 
wandered away in a demented condition and lost his life in the mount- 
ains of Colorado. I would not like to say that going to Colorado is an 
evidence of insanity, for there were sane men there with this soldier 
who likewise lost their lives hy thesame disaster, Besides, there are 
gentlemen in Congress who think Colorado is a pretty good place to go 
to. Theevidence supporting the claim is exceedingly unsatisfactory. 
It can be allowed arbitrarily, but no just theory upon which pensions 
should be granted can justify it. Unreflecting and ill-considered senti- 
ment is the only basis for such a claim. 

There are some pathetic letters among the files from Mrs. Shea. She 
is poor and growing old. In one of her letters, dated March 30, 1885, 
she says she lost two sons in the war— William and Michael. She says 
both boarded with her before the war, one paying $3, and the other $1 
per week, thus contributing to her support. Of Michael she says he 
* was more or less insane until his death one year ago. He wandered 
away and got killed in one of his spells.” 

Of the other son, she says: 

My son William was wounded in the ankle and one day his foot caught in the 
stairs. He fell down and broke his neck. So you see rd lost two sons by the 
war. 

Mr. Speaker, it is against the passage of such bills as these I enter 
my protest. Nearly all these thousands of claims coming into Con- 
gress have been rejected by the Department specially charged with in- 
vestigating them as being without merit. These rejected claimants 
get the ears of Representatives in Congress, and bills areslipped through 
by wholesale. It is unjust to the soldier, the deserving claimant, and 
the tax-payer. And right here, Mr. Speaker, I desire to address some 
general observations to the House on this subject of pensions, 

It is a question about which politicians generally, and members of 
Congress especially, are oversensitive, and I fear my utterances on this 
occasion will not, in their judgment, be in accord with the admonitions 
of prudent politics, But I can not help that; I do not intend longer to 
be coerced by men whose judgment or whose personal interests would 
carry me along a line of action which they themselves place on no 
higher grounds than that of mere prudential policy. I think thetime 
has come when the truth should be known or rather when the truth 
already known should be proclaimed from these Halls, 1 think the 
time has come when the visionary theories of impractical sentimental- 
ists, when the artful dogmatism of demagogues, and the pathetic ap- 


. 


peals of political trimmers, when the insatiable greed of selfish mo- 
nopoly, and the aggressive ce of the T) looter should 
cease to dominate the Congress of the United States or longer to sup- 
press the independent and self- ing members of this body. 

I give it as my deliberate judgment, I state it as a fact, that no peo- 
ple on earth, since governments were instituted among men, have been 
so despoiled and plundered in the name of patriotism and under the 
guise of pension laws as have been the people of the United States. - 

Mr. Speaker, it is the duty of every man of proper age and physical 
ability to render military service to his Government when an emergency 
demands it. I state this as true in a general way, without reference 
to possible exceptions, in the sense in which itshould be applied to our 
conditions in this country. Patriotism inspires a prompt and volun- 
tary performance of this service, but in the absence of willing hands to 
grasp the sword the Government has the right when occasion demands 
to exact even a reluctant performance of this public duty. The Gov- 
ernment has the right to offer such rewards and inducements as it may 
deem expedient to secure voluntary enlistments into its military serv- , 
ice, and whatever it promises on this account, being in the nature of a 
contract, should be kept with scrupulous fidelity. Whatever it offers 
in the way of wages, bounties, pensions, or whatever else, should be 
paid to the uttermost farthing. That much the soldier has an un- 

oubted right to demand. But beyond that he has no legal right. 

he Government is obliged, in the exercise of good faith, to go to the 
utmost limit of its promise, and the soldier has the right to demand 
that the Government shall do so. But at that point the question of 
legal obligation upgn the one hand and the question of legal right 
upon the other are exhausted. I do not say that the Government 
should stop there; I do not say it should not go further in voluntary 
beneficence. My statement is that when the Government has per- 
formed its express promises it has discharged its legal obligations, and 
the men to whom those promises were made have no lawful claims be- 
yond them. 

Promises of the kind I speak of made by the Government, however, 
are voluntary; they are not necessary. For, as I bave said, the Gov- 
ernment has the nght to command the service of its citizens when 
there exists a public need for it, and itis the duty of the citizen to 
render it. I hold it to be the duty of the citizen in times of desper- 
ate emergency to respond to the call of his Government, even without 
immediate regard to the question of compensation. Certainly he has 
aright to be compensated for any service, but where the emergency 
is imminent and the necessity immediate and pressing, the question of 
compensation may be deferred even until after the service has been 
completed. In sucha case the citizen has a right afterwards to de- 
mand ample compensation for his service according to its nature. In 
such a case there may be legitimate controversy between the individ- 
ual and the public as to the extent of the compensation to be awarded. 
But when compensation has been made the subject of antecedent con- 
tract, where it has been previously agreed upon, there is no ground 
for controversy. When the measure of compensation is fixed by prior 
agreement, the public obligation is discharged and the individual claim 
is satisfied by the execution of the contract. - 

T have said this much because there seems to be an idea abroad that 
those who have served in the armies of the United States, especially 
during the war of the rebellion, have some right or claim against the Gov- 
ernment beyond and in excess of any promise or agreement made by the 
Government at the time and as the basis of enlistment and as the con- 
sideration for the service, a right or claim which it would be bad faith 
on the part of the Government not to recognize. I utterly repudiate 
one deny the existence in legal contemplation of any such right or 

aim. 

Waiving any abstract question of duty, the fact is that every man 
who enlisted in the armies of the United States during our civil war 
did so under a contract with the Government. The Government pro; 
posed to pay certain wages, to furnish certain rations, to pay certain 
bounties, and in given contingencies to pay certain pensions to those 
who should volunteer to render service in its armies, and as the con- 
sideration for that service. So far as the Government proposed or 
agreed, by any form of action recognized as binding, to pay any - 
sion to any volunteer or his dependents, it is the solemn duty of the 
Government to observe and execute that agreement in every particular. 
But I repeat, what I have already said, that when that is done the 
Government is discharged of its legal obligations. If the Government 
does not see proper to stop short at that point and close the books, if 
it feels that it ought under the circumstances to go further and do more 
than it promised, well and good. I do not complain that it has seen 
proper to go further and do more than it promised; I heartily approve 
it, I believe there is a moral obligation upon the Government, as 
binding in conscience as if it were expressed in contract, to caré for 
those who have been disabled in bearing its arms. I believe it would 
be a public shame if the Government refused or neglected to provide 
with reasonable liberality for the support of those who suffered perma- 
nent and serious injury while engaged in its military service or for 
the needy dependents of those who perished in its defense. I should 
have felt humiliated if the Government had refused to act with noble 
generosity in this behalf. Stillit must not be forgotten that whatever 
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the Government—that is, the people of the United States—may do or 
shall do along this line in excess of the original contract is a mere vol- 
untary beneficence, and the recipient must accept it, not as the fruit of 
legal right, but as the generous gift of an appreciative patriotism. 
io far the Government should go in this direction, how far it 
should extend these voluntary gifts beyond the obligations of its con- 
tract, is a question of public policy to be determined by the disposition 


and the wili of the people. For one I think we have gone far enough. 
That there are minor inequalities and iniquities in the existing laws 
which should be adjusted, I have no doubt; that there are administra- 
tive defects in the existing system which should be removed, I am cer- 
tain; but I am equally without doubt and equally certain that we 
should call a sharp and peremptory halt on the galloping gait at which 
we haye been riding this pension horsein recent years. 1 think every 
consideration of personal patriotism, of national pride, of decent regard 
for the interests of the great toiling masses who bear this enormous bur- 
den without at all sharing its benefits, requires of us that we should not 
dishonor generosity by excess nor make noble charity an excuse for pub- 
lic plunder. 

Mr, Speaker, before we determine what more we should do, it would 
be well to recall what we have done. During the war, in 1861 and 
` 1863, a comprehensive and liberal system of pension laws was enacted. 
Since the termination of the war, since the great armies called into the 
field to prosecute it bave been disbanded and returned to the walks of 
civil life, a great mass of additional legislation has been enacted, always 
increasing in scope and liberality. For instance, pensions for the loss 
of both hands have been increased from $25 to $100 per month; for the 
loss of both feet from $20 to $72; for the loss of” both eyes, or of one 
eye, the other having been previously destroyed, from $25 to $72; for 
the loss or total disability of one hand and one foot from $20 to $36; 
for deafness from $13 to $30, and so on ad infinitum. I can not discuss 
the acts in detail. Pensions are provided for almost every possible 
disability, serious or inconsequential, whether the result of wounds or 
disease, and ranging in amounts from $2 to $100 per month. The laws 
are as liberal with respect to the persons they embrace as in the sums 
they give. 

iaa are not only provided for soldiers who suffer a disability 
while living, but also for their widows and minor children under six- 
teen years of age, and for dependent fathers, mothers, minors, brothers, 
and sisters of soldiers who fell in battle or have died during or since the 
war of wounds received or disease contracted whileonduty. The only 
important limitation fixed by the law is that the death or disability 
must have been the result of the soldier’s legitimate service while in 
line of duty. And that one limitation in the administration of the 
law has been most liberally construed. It has been held that an in- 
fantryman who shot himself with a pistol, a species of arms not author- 
ized in that branch of the service, while out on a foraging expedition 
in pursuit of a farmer’s hog, was wounded in line of duty, It has 
been held that a man injured in a wrestling match was disabled in line 
of duty, on the theory that he was taking necessary exercise. 

It has been held that a man shot at a dancing frolic, while two of 
his companions, rivals no doubt for the smiles of some nymph of the 
night, were engaged in combat, was wounded in line of duty. It 
has been held that a man who deserted the Confederate army, dofied 
the gray and put on the blue, was entitled toa pension, notwithstand- 
ing a necessary doubt as to which master he served when the germ of 
disease was contracted. It has been held likewise that a man who de- 
serted his own flag, the flag of the Union, and abandoned dishonorably 
the cause he was sworn to defend, was entitled to share in this indis- 
criminate distribution of public money. I assert on the authority of 
General Black’s report while Commissioner of Pensions that in no other 
country on earth can an instance be found where a pension is allowed 
for services dishonorably terminated or marked by a disreputable record. 

Oh, yes, Mr. Speaker, these liberal laws are most liberally construed. 
“And they are liberally administered. We havea great department 
devoted exclusively to the business of auditing and settling claims for 
pensions. It employsa force of more than 1,500 persons, who are directly 
engaged in the settlement of claims. In addition to these there are 
distributing agents located at convenient points throughout the country, 
and more than 2,500 surgeons stationed in all sections of the country, 
whose duty it is to examine applicants and aid them and the Depart- 
ment in adjusting claims as speedily as possible. The Government 
maintains this enormous establishment, employing a force exceeding 
4,060 people, at-an annual expense of more than three and one-quarter 
millions of dollars. During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, the 
Government expended through the Pension Department alone $89,131,- 
968.44, which was one-third of the total public expenditures for that 
year. This year the expenditures will amount to more than $100,000,- 
000. 


Up to June 30, 1889, the Government had paid in the aggregate on 
account of pensions the enormous sum of $1,134,993,775.63. In ad- 
dition to maintaining this vast esviblishment for the consideration and 
adjustment of pension claims, the doors ef Congress are always open, 
wide open, to those who have been denied at the Department and.come 
here in search of special relief. 

Besides all this it should be remembered that there are laws upon 
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the statute-books which give to ex-soldiers who have been disabled a 
preference over all other citizens in appointments to the civil service of 
the Government. Again, by existing laws preferences and great ad- 
vantages are given to ex-soldiers, their widows, and minor orphans in 
entering homesteads upon the publiclandsof the United States. They 
are authorized to make homestead entries in person or by agent on any 
of the public lands of the United States, including reserved sections 
along the lines of land-grant railroads or adjacent to any public work 
ot the United States. The law provides that the time which thesoldier 
who makes an entry, or in whose name it is made, served in the Army 
shall be deducted from the time generally required to perfect title, or, 
if disc on account of any disability incurred in the line of duty, 
then the whole term of enlistment shall be deducted, without reference 
to the time actually served. 

Mr. Speaker, the generosity shown by the people of the United 
States to those who have served in their armies in unexampled in the 
annalsof mankind. Itisnot only withouta parallel, but there isnoth- 
ing in history which approaches it. 

Still the cry is tor more. There is a class of people in this country 
dominating one of our great political parties who are interested in having 
high taxation. In order to maintain high taxation, that there may be 
an excuse for it, they are forced to create occasion for large expendi- 
tures. They found the ex-soldiers of the country in condition to be ap- 
proached. The Grand Army of the Republic had been organized tor 
social and benevolent purposes, and hundreds of thousands of men 
who had borne our arms were connected with it. Here was an oppor- 
tunity. They were approached by cunning artifice and misled by de- 
ceptive sophistry. Cautiously and gradually the poison of selfish de- 
sire has been breathed upon this benevolent organization until it has 
become permeated by it. They have been led step by step to make 
this demand and that growing bolder and more ve from year 
to year, until the Grand Army of the Republic has degenerated into a 
great military-political organization, whose chief object now seems to 
be to exturt pensions from the Government. 

The plutocrat has locked hands with the pretorian. One desires 
exorbitant taxation in order that monopoly may be created or main- 
tained and tribute wrung from the hand of industry; the other de- 
sires exorbitant taxation in order that redundant revenues may be 
raised for gratuitous distribution. They dictate the nomination of can- 
didates and dominate the policy of parties. Weak men are intimi- 
dated, timid men are overawed, and demagogues crook the pliant hinges 
of the knee that the thrift of office may follow personal fawning. Public 
men of all degrees and of all parties are flattered or driven into acqui- 
escence. Some demands are evaded or delayed by subterfuge, but 
scarcely a man in public life can be found bold enough openly toop- 
pose them. 

The Presidency is put up and sold to the highest bidder. Thank God, 
there was one grand man who declined to bid for it. [Applause.] He 
turned proudly from the temptation, no matter whether the bribe was 
offered to him by the velvet hand of the plutocrat or the mailed hand 
of the pretorian. He stood for the people and the right, and, though 
he fell, he went down bearing the deathless reputation of wise and in- 
corruptible statesmanship and enjoying the respect of every honest 
man in America. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Mr. Speaker, 
Didius Julianus bought the Roman crown from the pretorian cohorts of 
that ancient empire and paid for it in glittering gold. Benjamin Har- 
rison is the Didius Julianus ofthis century. He bought the Presidency. 
He paid so much in cash, raised by Wanamaker and Quay and distrib- 
uted through men like Dudley to one class of people; the remainder 
he promised to pay in largess to another class. It wasa princely promise 
he made. If he keeps faith the scruples of the apothecary must not 
be used when the demands of the Grand Army are weighed on the 
scales of the Treasury. 

I know he shrinks now from the responsibilities of his promise. I 
know that all sorts of flimsy subterfuges are being resorted to to evade 
it. And no wonder. It would bea rare thing fora man who buys 
public office to keep faith with those who sell it. But there is no cs- 
cape. The President and his party must keep their promises or break 
them without excuse. He has both Houses of Congress at his back, 
rules have been adopted which prevent obstruction, and there is no 
reason why every promise made should not be kept. It will not do to 
keep one or two and break the rest. If you are honest men, if you did 
not mean to deceive, you must perform your whole contract, and not 
merely a part of it. Whatis it you promised todo? What are the 
extraordinary promises you held ont to seduce the Grand Army of the 
Republic and with which you obtained its support in the greatstrug- 
gle of 1888? What are the promises you made which that organ- 
ization has a right to exact of you the complete performance of? What 
are the demands it has the right, by virtue of solemn contract, tomake 
upon you? Those demands have been formulated and presented to 
you here without any diplomacy of manner and with abundant em- 
phasis of expression. Whatare they? Here are some of them: 

1. The minimum pension now granted is $2 per month. You are re- 
quired to raise the minimum to $4 per month. It is estimated by the 


resent Commissioner of Pensions that a statute of that kind will add 
F568, 000 to the public burden. 
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2. You are required to pass a bill granting pensions to-all ex-prisoners 
of war, and in addition to pay them the sum of $2 per day each during 
the entire period of their respective imprisonments. It is estimated 
by the present Commissioner of Pensions thatsuch a law would require 
the immediate expenditure of $7,500,000 to pay the per diem of $2 
during imprisonment, and would thereafter entail an annual burden 
of $3,768,600. This bill, I am informed, has been already favorably re- 
ported by the House Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3. You are required to pass the dependent parents and widows bills 
and other dependent bills. The present Commissioner of Pensions in- 
timates that such laws would entail an additional public burden of 
$35,670,000, 

4, There is an existing statute which provides that arrears should 
not be allowed on claims filed after July 1, 1880, but that the pension 
on such claims, when allowed, should run from the date of the appli- 
cation instead of from the date of the alleged incurrence of the dis- 
ability. It was sup by the authors of that measure, passed years 
ago, that every soldier who left the Army conscious of a disability 
would have his application filed by 1880, and as abuses of the arrears 
act were growing with alarming rapidity it was deemed absolutely 
necessary to fix some limitation upon the granting of arrears. Hence 
the law to which I have referred was But that was before the 
Grand Army of the Republic became a great political factor. Now that 
organization comes and demands of you, Mr. President Harrison and 
gentlemen of this Republican Congress, that you repeal that limita- 
tion act and grant arrears to all who have had pensions allowed them 
since 1880 or whose pensions may be allowed hereafter, without re- 
gard to the date of application. The present Commissioner of Pen- 
sions estimates that such a law would require the expenditure of 
$471,000, 000, 

5. Not only do they demand that the minimum pension be raised 
from $2 to $4; not only do they demand the ex-prisoners bill; not 
only do they demand the dependent parents and widows bill; not 
only do they demand the repeal of the limitation-of-arrears act, but 
they come also and demand that you aservice-pension bill. Such 
a bill, the present Commissioner of Pensions estimates, would entail 
an additional public burden of $144,000,000 per year. 

These are the demands made by the Grand Army of the Republic as 
the conditions upon which it offered its support in the memorable con- 
test of 1888, and these are the demands accepted and agreed to by Mr. 
Harrison and his party associates. It was an immense obligation to 
assume, but it was assumed, and it remains to be seen how faithfully 
you will keep it. 

That is your business. For myself I made no such promises, I fol- 
lowed down to defeat the banner of a man who refused to accede to any 
such demands and declined to make any such promises. I speak upon 
this question from the high ground of untrammeled independence. I 
have no campaign promises to keep, no election debts to pay. I shall 
be influenced in my speech and conduct alone by my sense of justice and 
my conception .of public duty. Above all things I desire to be just— 
just not only to the soldier and sailor who have served their country 
in any of its wars, but just likewise to those hard-pressed and toiling 
millions who bear the heavy burdens of the nation, and who also serve 
their country in those industrial pursuits which develop it and make 
it great. I believe in generous pensions; I advocate them. But I be- 
lieve we have been generous enough already. Under the laws as they 
exist to-day every soldier who suffered a disability in the line of duty 
can obtain a pension. Under the lawsas they exist to-day the depend- 
ent relatives of every soldier who has died from wounds or disease in- 
curred in the line of duty can obtain a pension. 

The pensions granted are liberal. The machinery provided andem- 
ployed for administering the lawis ample. The facilities furnished for 
prosecuting claims are complete. Speaking for myself alone, without 
authority to speak jor any one else, and speaking I know against the 
judgment.of many of my party associates, I declare that I have gone as 
far in this direction as I intend to go; and I represent one of the est 
ex-Union soldier districts represented upon this floor. 

Mr. Speaker, as I have heretolore said, I believe that this Govern- 
ment has been already generous to the verge of fault. But to hear the 
pension agents talk—these pension lawyers to whom the Commissioner 
says he pays in fees for collecting claims more than $1,500,000 per year; 
to hear the extravagant claims put forth by the ex-soldier organizations 
and by their official organs: to hear the florid and ill-considered declara- 
tions uttered by many gentlemen upon this floor, often with a multi- 
tude of dramatic contortions, one unacquainted with the facts would 
suppose that this was the closest and stingiest nation on the earth. 
Such an one would suppose that there is a great army of ex-soldiers, 
lame, halt, and sick, without the means to live or the ability to earn 
them, limping about ignored and neglected by an ungrateful people. 
Such an one would suppose that at the beginning of the war men, in- 
spired alone by patriotic motives, rushed to the front with impetuous 
haste, filling the ranks of our armies with bouyant life aud rosy health, 
while at the end of the war there was nothing leit but grave-yards and 
hospitals. But who familiar with the facts does not know that these 
pictures are extravagant and overdrawn. ‘They are painted by those 
who dealin exaggerated metaphor. They are pathetic, but unreliable. 


Certain it is that our military history is replete with shining examples 
of heroic effort and daring exploit, the story of which recounted stirs 
the blood like a bugle blast; butit is not true that every man who 
bore our arms was a hero or put on the uniform of a soldier purely from 
the impulse of patriotism. Certain it is that much was endured and 
much suffered on the march, in bivouac, and on the red field of battle; 
but it is not true thatevery man who bore our arms suffered grievously 
in person or estate. y 

1 desire in this connection before I close to put in the record a few 
statistics which may prove interesting and possibly instructive. In 
the report of the Commissioner of Pensions for the year 1888 I finda 
mass of statistics compiled by James 8. Cowden and James D. Holman, 
special statisticians, under the direction of the Commissioner himself. 
I have compared a large part of these statistics with those compiled 
from official sources in the War Department by Mr, Spofford, the Libra- 
rian of Congress, and find that they substantially agree. From these 
statistics I learn that the total number of men furnished by all the 
States to the Union armies during the war from 1861 to 1865, for all 
purposes, was 2,778,304. This entire number, however, did not bear 
arms. By analyzing the statistics I make it out that the men under 
arms, that is the fighting force, exclusive of the regular Army, num- 
bered 2,514,670. The remainder were otherwise employed. Now, of 
these 2,514,670 men, 1,776,995 are set down in the tables as “ bounty 
men.” These bounties were of two kinds, those paid by the Govern- 
ment and those paid by the local authorities. 

The United States paid in bounties $300,223,500 and the local an- 
thorities paid $285,941,030, making the total bounties $586,164,530, I 
also find from the reports that the average service of pension soldiers 
was two years and three months, and I take it that that will not be far 
from the general average. If any one is curious to know how much of 
this bounty each man received on the ayerage and how much the share 
of each would amount to per month during the term of his service, he 
can discover it by resorting to very simple mathematical processes. 
bebe roti it was, it was in addition to the regular compensation of the 
soldier. 

There is another curious fact. In this Army of 2,514,670 men there 
were 123,190 substitutes, that is, men hired to enter the service. AsI 
understand it, those are exclusive of substitutes hired to take the place 
of draited men. Now it appears from a table prepared by Mr. Spoff- 
ord in 1889 that there were 119,954 men who were put into the serv- 
ice as drafted men or as their substitutes. Add the 123,190 substi- 
tutes to the 119,954 drafted men, and we have 242,144 men of those 
two classes. Now, whether they are included in the 1,776,995 ‘‘ bounty 
men,” I do not know. If they are not and we should add them to 
the ‘‘ bounty men*’ we would have a total of 2,019,139 men who re- 
ceived either public or private bounties as an inducement to enter the 
service or else were drafted. Subtract the 2,019,139 men from the 
whole fighting force of 2,514,670 men and we will have left 495,531 
men who entered the Army without pecuniary inducement. This lat- 
ter number would be increased, of course, if the 242,144 substitutes 
and drafted men are included among those designated in the tables as 
“bounty men.’ It also appears that 199,105 men deserted. ' 

These tables support my statement that although a wild wave of 
patriotic excitement swept the country when the call to arms was 
sounded, and tens of thousands sprang instantly into line, still every 
man who shouldered a musket did not do so from purely patriotic 
motives. And I will venture the assertion that drafted men, that 
hired substitutes, that men who thought more of the bounty than of 
the flag, will not be the last to apply for a pension nor the least im- 
portunate in urging their claims. I do not mean to say that every 
man to whom a bounty was offered and who accepted it enlisted alone 
for the sake of the bounty. I have no doubt that thousands who re- 
ceived bounties would have enlisted just as promptly if none had ever 
been offered; but I feel equally sure that there were other thousands 
who would never have enlisted at all except for the bounty. Butwhen 
we come to consider these new claims put forth on behalf of soldiers 
and when, in that connection, we come to consider what has been 
already paid to them, it is immaterial whether a particular soldier be- 
longs to one of the classes referred to or the other. It is important 
simply to know that these bounties were paid. 

In the tables of Mr. Spofford for 1889 I also find some interesting 
statistics on the casualties of the war. From those statistics I learn 
that during the war 61,362 men were killed in battle and 34,727 died 
of wounds received. Treat all these as killed, add them, and the death 
loss in battle will aggregate 96,089. That represents the number of men 
slain during the war. 

The same tables also show that during the war 183,287 men died of 
disease. Add those to the number killed, and the total death loss from 
all causes amounts to 279,376. 

I take it that all these did not have wives or dependent relatives en- 
titled to pensions on their account. I personally knew of some who 
did not. I venture to say that not over 200,000 of that number had 
wives or dependent relatives, and that pensions have not been granted 
to the relatives of more than that number of those who lost their lives 
during their service. 

But there is another and still larger class entitled to pensions, namely,” 
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those who were wounded or disabled, but did not die, I have had no 
means of ascertaining with certainty the number either so wounded or 
diseased. Statistics of that character have not’ been preserved with 
reference to the civil war. But I can approximate it by comparison. 
There are such statistics with reference to other wars. From the rec- 
ords of the War Department Mr. Spofford has compiled a table relative 
to the war of 1812, from which it appears that our military force in 
that war consisted of 471,622 men. The number killed during the 
war was 1,877 and the number wounded was 3,737. He has also pre- 

a similar table for the Mexican war, from which it appears that 
the number killed and dying of wounds was 2,501 and the number 
wounded was 5,522. It will be observed that the number wounded 
was about double the number killed. Applying the same ratio to the 
civil war, that is two wounded to one killed, the number wounded, 
who survived their injuries, would be 192,178. 

Adopting the same basis for estimates with reference to those who 
left the Army diseased, that is, two for every one who died, we will 
have 376,574 men accredited to that account. 

Now, taking these figures as a basis upon which to calculate the 


probable number killed, wounded, and diseased in any degree during 
the war, the account may be thus stated: 


yi alton ats tate torr NETRA ANNAE AANA EE i $48, 123 

That constitutes one-third of the entire Army, of all lines and of all 

lengths of service, from beginning to end. Many wounds were slight 

and many were entirely cured. Many who left the Army with diseases 

of a temporary nature shook them off and were restored to health. 

Many of the dead left no wives or dependent relatives. But let that 
I desire to present these estimates upon a liberal scale. 

One step further. By reference to the last report of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, I find that up to June 30, 1889, applications for 
pensions have been filed as follows: 
By ex-soldiers of the late war........... z 
By widows and dependent relatives.. Re 

TOMY: caus EEEN NOE A E E IE ENAN 1, 138, 585 

By reference to the same report I find that pensions have been al- 

lowed on these applications as follows: 


Now, I submit that, if my estimates as to the number wounded and 
diseased are approximately correct and keeping in view the facts that 
many who died left no dependents and many who were wounded and 
diseased have since recovered, it must follow that the number of pen- 
sions already granted equals the number entitled to pensions under the 
theory of our laws. 

But to-day there are in the Pension Department something like half 
a million of unsettled claims, and every day that number is augmented 
by new applications. There seems to be no apparent end toit. Hun- 
dreds of claims are being allowed every day. During the last fiscal 

ear 145,298 pension certificates were issued. But as one goes out ad- 
Jasted another comes in for adjudication. The further we get from the 
war the more burdensomeit becomes. Twenty-five years have elapsed 
since the war was ended. One would suppose that nearly every man 
who left the Army with a pensionable wound or disease, and nearly 
every dependent relative of those who lost their lives, would have filed 
an application by 1880, during the first fifteen years after the termina- 
tion of the war. 

On December 7, 1876, General James A. Garfield, then a Represent- 
ative from the State of Ohio, while discussing the pension appropri- 
ation bill for the ensuing fiscal year, then pending before the House, 
made this statement: 


My idea is, that we have reached and perhaps passed the summit of appro- 
priations for this object; and it took a number of years to develop, to get 
through with the regular form of laws to admit to the rolls the persons entitled 
to pensions, and that the time must necessarily come when we shall pass the 
climax and begin to go downward. I suppose we have already passed the 
maximum. i 

That bill carried $28,533,000, which was less than the bill for the 


preceding year. General Garfield then thought the summit had been 


But the fact is that the applications filed since 1880, during the last 
ten years, exceed those filed during the filteen years preceding 1880 
by more than a quarter of a million, and vastly more claims have been 

owed since 1880 than were allowed prior thereto. The number of 
pensioners on the rolls to-day is more than double the number on the 
rolls in 1880, notwithstanding the fact thet during these years since 
the war 300,000 names haye been dropped from the rolls by reason of 
. death or other causes. 

The total disbursements made through the Pension Office during the 
fiscal year ending in” 1879 were $33,780,526.19. The total disburse- 
ments made during the last fiscal year were $89,131,968. 44, showing an 
increase of about 133 per cent. in ten years, The enormous annual in- 


crease in the public burden on account of pensions may be illustrated 
by reference to the expenditures made during the last three or four 
years, In 1886 the expenditures amounted to $64,584, 270.45, in 1887 
to $74,815, 486.85, in 1888 to $79,646, 146.37, in 1889 to $89,131,968. 44, 
and this year we will appropriate $100,000,000. Still the applications 
pour in; still the pension-rolls lengthen; and still the expense increases 
from year to year by millions, i 

Mr. Speaker, I can not tell with certainty the amounts expended for 
pensions in other countries. I have found one table, prepared by Mr. 
Spofford in 1879, from which it appears that the aggregate sum then 
being paid for pensions by five European countries, namely, Great 
Britain, France, Germany, Austria, and Belgium, was $31,002,050, I 
have no doubt that the United States is to-day paying more for pen- 
sions than all the other nations of the earth combined, 

We hear much about the enormous and almost insupportable bur- 
dens imposed upon the peoples of Europe in the maintenance of their 
great standing armies. Austria maintains a standing army of 271,566 
men at an annual cost of $55,116,248. France maintains a standing 
army of 541,472 men at an annual cost of $111,689,400. Great Britain 
maintains a regular army of 149,667 men at an annual cost of $83,515, - 
640, Russia maintains a standing army of 871,764 men at an annual 
cost of $131,649, 250. 

Now, our regular Army costs us $38,522,436, Add that to our pen- 
sion expenditures, and what may be termed the military establishment 
of the United States will cost us from $135,000,000 to $140,000, 000 for 
the current year. I do not see wherein we have occasion to congratu- 
late ourselves or bemoan the unhappy fate of others. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall not longerdetain the House. My chiet purpose 
has been to enter my protest in unmistakable language against what I 
conceive to be indefensible extravagances in the distribution of public 
gratuities. I repeat at the close what I said at the beginning, that I 
favor a liberal system of pension laws, and I desire that they should 
be liberally administered. But when I reflect that nearly $600,000,000 
in bounties were distributed among those who bore our arms at the be- 

inning of their service; when I reflect that they are given preference 
in appointments to the civil service by express enactment of law; when 
I reflect that they are given extraordinary advantages in acquiring titles 
to the public lands of the United States; when I reflect that under the 
laws as they exist every soldier who suffered a disability in the service, 
and every widow, minor child, and dependent relative of a soldier whose 
death can be traced to his service, is already entitled to a liberal pen- 
sion; when I reflect that more than $1,000,000,000 have been paid out 
in pensions in less than twenty-five years and that our annual expendi- 
tures on this account have already reached $100,000,000 and continue 
Still to increase from year to year, I think it is time some one should 
call a halt and say to those who come clamoring with fresh demands 
that we have done enough. 

I favor liberality, but I am unalterably opposed to any form of ex- 
travagance or excess. I havea large soldier constituency, but soldiers 
are not the only people I represent, There are others to be remembered, 
others towards whom I must be just, others whose interests I must not 
forget. I do not complain of laws already upon the statute-books, but 
when you are asked to vote additional gratuities I call upon you to 
remember and have some regard for the tax-payers of the country who 
bear these enormous burdens. I ask you to remember that the great 
industrial classes are under thick shadows, which bode nothing but 
evil to them. [Applause.] Iask you toremember that labor is poorly 
paid and greatly distressed. I ask you to remember the mortgages 
piled mountain high on the homes of our Western farmers, who are 
to-day, in many sections, burning their gathered crops for lack of a 
market and because they are without means to purchase other fuel. 

Task you to remember these things as you go along. Ay, more, I 
turn from the President and the legislator, from demagoguesof all com- 
plexions in public place who vie with each other for mastery, to the 
soldier himself. From the hired substitute, from the deserter, from 
the bounty-jumper, from those who were unworthy, I expect no gen- 
erous response. Ido notappeal to such. I appeal to the real soldier, 
to those of high courage, whose valorous deeds have made glorious the 
pages of our military history. [appeal to those who, if they had lived 
in France during the sanguinary years of the first empire, would have 
made history in the ranks of the Old Guard, or, if they had been at 
Balaklava, would have ridden smiling down into the red valley of death 
singing the war song of the immortal Six Hundred. I appeal to them 
to illustrate by their example the true character of the American sol- 
diery. A good soldier must be a good citizen. A hero in war should 
be a patriot in peace. A brave man can not be mercenary. It is hard 
to believe that those whose fearless hands bore the flag on perilous fields 
can degenerate into an unreasoning rabble of pension-mongers. I ap- 
peal to them to stand in the way and preserve the honor of the Amer- 
ican soldier as a precious heritage to the children of the Republic. I 
appeal to them to see to it that the splendor of their achievements shall 
not be dimmed by the ignoble vice of sordid selfishness. 

Turn from the + fiestas. bribe thy scornful eye, 


Nor sell for gold what gold should never buy. s 
[Prol applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire at this time to enter 
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into a general discussion of the ion question, but it seems to me 
it is on Peer that I should say a word in defense of the Committee 
‘on Invalid Pensions, whose action has been attacked by the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I rise to a question of order. 
The congratulations being extended by the gentleman’s party on the 
other side on the sentiments just uttered disturb the House. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Burrowsin the chair). The House 
will be in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. It must be evident to every member of this House 
that it would be a matter of utter impossibility to so frame a general 
pension law as to meet all of the meritorious cases which would nat- 
urally arise under it. Cases arise and are presented daily of every con- 
ceivable shape; they come in every possible form—cases that are iso- 
lated, that are different in their character from any other cases that 
can come up or that have ever been considered by the Pension Depart- 
ment; and it is for this purpose alone, for the purpose of making en- 
actments to meet such cases, that special bills are brought before Con- 
gress, and that thousands upon thousands of such bills are presented 
at each session of Congress to the Committees on Invalid Pensions of 
the House and Senate. 

These cases are carefully examined by the committee, and the merits 
of the case are set forth in reports as briefly as possible, and each indi- 
vidual case is decided upon its own merits. The committee exerts, in 
the consideration of such cases, its best judgment and gives to each all 
the time possible. But I know, Mr, Speaker, that there are occasion- 
ally cases which pass through the committee without merit, though 
from my own long experience on the committee I am satisfied that not 
more than one in ten is an improper case, or, in fact, is a case without 
great merit, Nine-tenths of all of the claims reported by the commit- 
tee, I am satisfied, ought to beallowed; and it is a fact, and all of the 
old members of the House are aware of it, that the House has again 
and again, not only ratified the action of the committee, but has even 
gone beyond the recommendations of the committee in granting liberal 
pensions in such cases, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the cases referred to by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, and selected by him as sample cases, will be considered in detail 
by the House. In the cases to which the gentleman refers, and which 
he has thus selected, it seems to me he has been singularly unfortunate. 
The case of Esther G. Bryant is a case where the husband of the claim- 
ant died in the hospital while in the service, She afterwards con- 
tracted an unfortunate marriage, and subsequently secured a divorce 
from her second husband on grounds which are fully set forth in the 
report of the committee. Under the circumstances in this case the 
committee deemed it entirely proper that she should be restored to the 
pension-rolls. And in this connection I desire to say that for many 
years that was the general law, namely, that a widow of a soldier who 
was receiving a pension, but who afterwards married, and the pension 
was thereby withdrawn, should, on the death of the second husband 
or on her divorce from him, be allowed restoration to the pension-rolls. 
In fact, I think it will be generally conceded that good morals will 
sustain such a law; and I believe it ought to be the general law at 
rc As the law now stands it tends to discourage marriage and 

is against morals. 

But this soldier died in the hospital, his widow receiving a pension 
on account of his death; afterwards she remarried, was unfortunate in 
her second marri a divorce followed, and the committee simply re- 
stored her to the rolls, Again and again have the committee recom- 
mended similar bills, and time after time has the House ratified the 
action of the committee. 

In the next case, that of Ellen Shea, I will leave the defense of that 
to the able gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE], the member of the 
committee who reported the bill. I simply desire to defend the com- 
mittee against the charge of hasty or improper action; for I know from 
my own personal experience that the most patient and painstaking in- 
vestigation has been given in all of these cases by the committee. Itis 
impossible, of course, for the full committee to take up the papers in 
each case and examine them, because there are such numbers of cases 
pending. If that were done but very few could be reached for consid- 
eration. To cach member of the committee have been assigned certain 
cases for examination; and each member has taken the evidence in the 
particular case assigned, carefully examined it in allits details, and re- 
ported the bills favorably which are believed to be meritorious. We 
have had certain rules of action, certain precedents have been estab- 
lished, and we have endeavored in the consideration of all of these cases 
to apply these rules of action to them as they came up. 

I have no desire, Mr. Speaker, to say anything further than to say 
that no committee of this House has ever labored more earnestly, more 
conscientiously, to discharge their full duty than has the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RAN- 
DALL], who reported one of the cases which is in controversy. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the first bill re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Missouri was the bill (H. R. 6607) 
granting a pension to Keziah Randall, Mattapoisett, Mass., widow ot 
Richard Randall, who served in the coast guard, 1812 to 1815. 
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The claimant in this case is one hundred years and six months old 
and has outlived every person upon whom she has any claim for su; 
port, Although she has reached this extreme old age, her mind 
clear, and she realizes fully the fact that she is entirely dependent upon 
the charity of her neighbors and friends, and that but for that charity 
she would end her days in the poor-house. Her husband did serve in 
that war. I beg leave to correct the statement of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. STONE]. He says that the husband of this woman 
served three weeks, while the report says that heserved three months. 
It is true, as stated, that no record can be found of his service during 
that war, and that I can easily explain. The large majority of the men 
of Southeastern Massachusetts enlisted in the war, and their names can 
now be found on the rolls. 

A small number were left at home to take care of their farms, the 
women and children; but when the British ship Nimrod came and 
destroyed Falmouth and a portion of New Bedford and adjacent towns 
and a vast amount of property, these young men started as a coast 
guard and went with others to protect life and property; and there 


they served faithfully until the ship had to leave on account of their ` 


resistance. : 

The Committee on Pensions have given great attention to this case. 
They waited carefully until they could get such evidence as would 
prove to them conclusively the justice of this claim, There is a local 
history or diary, written at the time, giving every fact and every date 
and the names of those who served in that coast guard at that period 
of our history; and it is unquestionable that the husband of the claim- 
ant served faithfully, and no claim was ever made for that service un- 
til recently, when this poor old woman really required assistance, and 
your committee, after giving the claim careful attention, felt that it 
was an act of justice to grant it, for her life can now be measured by 
months, and it seems that this little pension of $25 a month should be 
gived her for the few remaining months of her life, and I hope the vote 
of this House will justify the committee in its action. 

Mr. MORRILL, I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. LANE], who reported one of the bills. 


[Mr. LANE withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. MORRILL, I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. CHIPMAN]. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have a very high regard and a 
very great respect for the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE], but 
I was surprised at the character of the remarks which he made this 
morning, and I only regret that the time which is allotted to me is so 
short that I can not follow the argument which he delivered here, that 
argument so carefully prepared and elaborated, as it should be followed. 

I think the gentleman was unfortunate, very unfortunate, in the 
selection of the case upon which he laid the most stress. Ellen Shea 
isanold woman. She was the motherof two soldiers. Two of her boys 
served the country. One of them was wounded, and, as a result of that 
wound, an accident occurred to him by which his neck was broken. 
The other incurred disease in the Army, which rendered him insane and 
made him å care and a burden to her during his life and which may 
reasonably be supposed to have hastened his death. I say ‘‘ may rea- 
sonably be supposed, = and if there is any doubt upon that point that 
doubt should be resolved in favor of the mother, have no fear that 
the House will reject this old woman’s claim, or her prayer, rather, for 
it is not a claim save as gratitude and honor make it a claim upon the 
country. 

Mr, Speaker, the general tone of the remarks made by the gentleman 
from Missouri shows that some of us begin to count the cost, that we 
begin to add up figures in regard to the pension system. Ihave heard 
a great deal of talk in this House lately in that direction; and yet I 
remember well the day when the cost was not counted, when we were 
prodigal of money, when we were lavish of blood, when the motives 
which took men under the flag were not scanned and analyzed as they 
have been here in the cold blood of this discussion, when the man who 
enlisted was the hero of the hour, when the youth, the very flower of 
our land, with stalwart form, with rosy cheeks, and with flowing locks, 
za forth, beloved and regretted, but honored, to fight the battle for 

e Union. 

I remember all that well. Nobody stopped then to ask, as the gen- 
tleman from Missouri has asked this morning, what kind of patriotism 
they had; nobody was mean enough to suggest that those men went 
out to risk their lives for the mere pittance of $13, $14, or $15 a month 
and ‘‘hard-tack.’? The man who would have made such a suggestion 
as that would have been whipped and scourged from all deceat society; 
he would have been treated almost as a rebel: he could not have liv 
in any community in which loyal sentiment prevailed. No one then 
talked of ‘‘Treasury looters,” as if keeping from poverty and want the 
men who served their country is looting the Treasury. No one then 
talked of ‘‘pretorian guards;’’ and I am amazed at the folly, the utter 
stupidity, which induces any man to talk of them now. ‘‘Pretorian 
guards’’ oncrutches! ‘‘Pretorian guards’’ with patchesovertheir eyes, 
without arms, without legs, with gray hairs, and forms bent with disease ! 
**Pretorian guards” who have not the strength to raise their shields 
above their heads! I would like to see this army of “‘pretorians’’ 
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ranged before the gentleman; and instead of being eloquent against 
them, his heart would melt with pity and he would wish that he had 
never made this speech here this morning. [Applause.] 

We are told that it was the duty of men to serve the country. That 
is a beautiful theory; noone doubts it; yet did all men serve the coun- 
try? Did all men give two sons to it, as the widow Shea did? Did 
the men of wealth, did the men who had the greatest stake in the 
country—did they, as a rule, enlist and fight the battles of the war? 
Could all men go? Wasit possible for a population to go en masse into 
the Army? Did the Government makeanysuch demand? Was there 
ever any such necessity ? 

Whom, then, did we appeal to? Weappealed to the young and hope- 
ful, to the men of sentiment, to the men whose enthusiasm would carry 
them beyond prudence, would carry them beyond all mercenary motives. 
Those were the men we appealed to, and those were the men who went to 
‘t the front.” Were they thinking of a little bounty? Why, look at 
the troops from the Northwest, from Minnesota, from Wisconsin, from 
Michigan, the men from -the farms, the decent men, the good men, 
the young men, and, as they proved themselves, the bravemen! What 
took them there? What motive had they? And yet, I repeat it, the 
Spa is here to-day in cold blood scanning their motives after the 


We are determiningas to what influenced the patriot who went forth 
to fight for his country, dissecting his heart, his patriotism. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, we shall soon hear a question as to what motives influenced 
George Washington. We shall soon hear a question as to what motives 
instigated all the patriots of the Revolution and all the patriots of 
every war. It seems from the gentleman’s speech that there were 
some men who performed great deeds and deserved great praise in the 
last war; but if we are to judge by that speech the great mass of the 
soldiers were unworthy men, mercenary men, and are not to-day en- 
titled to consideration at the hands of this Congress. In this he is 
wrong—wrong in every degree, to every extent. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the pension laws are insufficient. We could not 
foresee the future, wecould not anticipate all the evil consequences of 
internecine strife. The gentleman ‘‘ cries a halt;’’ but the time to halt 
has not come. The time to halt will not come until a reasonable pro- 
vision is made for the necessities of every soldier in this country, neces- 
sities growing out of the war and out of the condition into which he 
was brought by the war. There was his wasted youth—a youth gone 
forever.. There were the hardships of campaigns which left ineradicable 
blightsupon the person. There were wounds of battle. There was the 
fever, the gangrene of the hospital. There wasthe long march. I sup- 

all this is to be deemed sentiment now, butall these things, borne 

the heyday of youth and hardly minded then, are bearing their frait 

of suffering and misery. And all this must be paid for—no, not paid 

for, but tenderly assuaged. The gentleman speaks as if every duty to 
the soldiers has been fulfilled, as if the pension laws are perfect. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, we need aservice pension; we needa pension for 
the widows of soldiers; we need better provision for the deaf, dumb, and 
blind who are left 1n these conditions by the war; we need a provision 
by which increases of pension shall be paid from the day on which they 
are applied for, provided the disability exists at that time. We need 
act aiter act-to make our laws efficient. And above all we need and 
we ought to pass a law establishing a rule of testimony in the Pension 
Bureau by which the oath of a private soldier shall receive as much 
honor and credibility as the oathof a commissioned officer. There are 
many things we need; there are many things which we ought to do. 
The logic of the entire situation will compel us to those things—things 
which are reasonable, things which are just, things which are de- 
manded by the very best sentiment of the country. 

It is said the pension-list is large. Gentlemen must remember that 
we had a large war. No war of modern times has equaled it. Over 
two millions of men enlisted and fought under the banners of the Union. 
Some of them were killed in the war, on the battle-field; some languished 
away in the hospital or died in the Confederate prisons; some of them 
have since died of diseases contracted there; but many of them are with 
us now. I ask you, gentlemen, what will you do with those who are 
with us now? Call them ‘pension looters?” Call them ‘“‘preto- 
rians?’’ Tell them to go to the poor-house? ‘Tell them to go and kill 
themselves? Some of them are in disease and want because they 
served their country. What are we to do with them? Accuse them 
thatthey live too long? Tellthem that they ought to have met friendly 
bullets in the days of their glory? Sir, they are here; they are with 
us. This country may soon—God grant the day may not come !—but 
this country may soon need another army of volunteers; and what in- 
ducement to patriotism will there be in poor-honses filled with the 
veterans; with s class of honest, brave, meritorious, loyal men who are 
called ‘‘looters of the Treasury,’’ who are stigmatized as the ‘‘pretorian 

” of the country? 

The time for a halt has not come; and so far as any argument made 
this morning upon these bills is directed against the general pension 
system and proceeds upon the ground that the system is extravagant, 
improvident, ill-judged, I protest against that argument. We will go 
further in this system, not extravagantly, not pinchingly, not with the 
head or the heart alone, but with both combined. -We must continue 


until the last soldier who served his country in that war, and the last 
widow of a soldier who served his country in that war, who suffer by 
reason of service done for the country, have died and been gathered to 
their fathers. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MORRILL. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER]. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I did not intend when I took a seat 
in this Chamber to violate the golden rule of silence which the tradi- 
tions of the House, for its own protection, have applied to the pro- 
bationary term of legislative service. 

I am led from that purpose by the opportunity afforded by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. MORRILL] fo say a 
few words in reply to what has been said by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Stone] in regard to the rights of the veterans of the Union 
Army. And I take a deeper interest in the discussion because it has 
been said by a distinguished advocate of more liberal pension legis- 
lation, in a public appeal to the loyal people of the United States, that 
the men born since 1850, knowing little or nothing of the real suffer- 
ings and services of the civil war, can not be relied upon to do justice 
to its surviving veterans. 

Speaking in a humble sense for the men born since 1850, I chal- 
lenge the truth of that suggestion. On the other hand, the young men 
of the United States, without distinction of party politics, recognize 
that the most solemn duty of these times is to fulfill along the straight 
lines of justice the promises made by the American people when the 
Union Army was recruited, and afterwards repeated when its worn and 
faded regiments were discharged in honor and in victory. [Applause. ] 

They understand that in fighting for the unity of the Republic the 
armies of the nation carried on their swords the welfare of centuries 
and in their hearts the great hope of posterity. They understand that 
the success of the Confederate arms would have been fatal both to the 
form and substance of popular government in the world and that hu- 
man slavery was not only a felony against the slave, but an offense 
against the industrious millions oftheearth. They havenoear for voices 
out of the past that reargue the case of the rebellion and restate the for- 
gotten apology of the slave power. They perceive distinctly that the 
effort to break up the Union into fragments was a blunder so stupendous 
that it hides its odious features only in the refuge of common charity. 
So that to-day, even in the South, the generation born since 1850 un- 
derstand that the armed hosts of 1865, visiting upon Virginia and Geor- 
gia the desolation of war, were in a larger sense the enlisted regiments 
of civilization, fighting for North and Sonth, for the American com- 
monwealth, for the generations vet to come. Feeling so and think- 
ing so, the young men of the United States, while they know little or 
nothing of the real services and sufferings of those memorable years, 
are ready to join in gratitude and affection with the veterans of the 
Grand Army of the Republic in the universal popular demand for jus- 
tice, 

I have heard it said on this floor that no nation has ever yet provided 
so large a fund for invalid pensions. That is true, for the plain reason 
su; by my friend from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN], that no na- 
tion ever called into the field so great an army or ever an 
army with so grievous an affliction of wounds and disease. Our pen- 
sion laws from the beginning have been prone to discern the disability 
of a wound and to ignore the less tangible but not less fatal infirmity 
of disease. Yet the record shows that less than one-third of the death 
loss of the Army is traceable to the accidents of the field. In the 
camps of contagion and in the prison more than 200,000 men met their 
last enemy. Fever, and hunger, and exposure did for them what in 
a less visible way they did for countless multitudes, who are now be- 
ginning to realize in failing health and strength the hardships of their 
service. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] protests for himself 
against an increase of the pension-rolls on the ground that the Gov- 
ernment has already made a liberal provision for its veteran soldiers. 
While it is true that much has been done, it is equally certain that 
much remains to be done; so that I think a remark like that is either 
the invention of hostility or the hallucination of ignorance. What are 
the facts? Thirty-five men receive $1 a month. I can not imagine 

what form of disability this monthly allowance is intended to cover, 
nor can I suggest the delicate shading of disease that is relieved by the 
payment of $2 a month, now received by nearly 27,000 men. Four 
men are on the roll for $2.25, whue in one case the law has cut a penny 
into vulgar iractions and passed to the pensioner’s credit the quaint 
and princely allowance of $2.33} per month. To another we give 
$2.50. 


To five we give $2.68, having first weighed their merits upon bal- 
ances to separate them from the more fortunate eight who monthly 
receive from the Government they defended the sum of $2.663. Fif- 
teen hundred and fifty-six men have $3, while 331 get $3.75. Sixty- 
nine thousand are paid $4 a month, and 52,000 more range between $4 
and $6, receiving in many cases that highest proof of the Government’s 
attention—an attention that often cuts copper cents in twoand counts 
the halves, as Providence is said to number the hairs of our heads. 
Rising through all the grades of addition from $6 to $8 we find 70,000 
more provided for oftentimes to the fraction of our smallest coin. 
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In other words, of the 356,000 soldiers now upon the sion-roll 
more than 221,000 receive between $1 and $8. Whatsort ofa liberality 
is that which counts out to a pensioner $12 year, or $24, or $48, or $96? 
Isay that such a payment disparages both the nation and the claim- 
ant. Yet $8 a month is the accepted unit for total disability. Where 
did the idea come from that a man could live in the United States on 
$96 a year? That idea must have originated in an almshouse, must 
have been discovered in a garret. Yet we find it in the general pension 
act of 1818, when our fathers made provision for the survivors of the 
Revolution. 

In contemplating— 

Said President Monroe, in his first annnual message— 
the happy situation of the United States our attention is drawn with peculiar 
interest to the surviving officers and soldiers of our Lends pir penga Boh who 
so eminently contributed by their services to lay its foundation. ‘ost of these 
very meritorious citizens have paid the debt of nature and gone to their repose. 
It is believed th t among the survivors there are some not provided for by ex- 
isting laws who are reduced to indigence or eyen to real distress. These men 
have a claim on the gratitude of their country, and it will do honor to their 
country to provide for them. The lapse of afew years more, and the opportu- 
nity be forever lost. Indeed, so long al y has been the interval that 
the number to be benefited by any provision which may be made will not be 


great, 

The act of 1818, passed after nearly all those to be benefited ‘had 
paid the debt of nature and gone to theirrepose,”’ has ever since served 
the double purpose of justifying the delay of Congress and of fixing as 
if by a divine revelation the maximum for total disability. 

Yet that law, at the time, was commonly accepted as a tardy correc- 
tion of an almost fatal mistake, and the amount fixed by its terms 
would have been deemed discreditable if the Treasury had not had the 
excuseof beingempty. Nevertheless, that historic space of forty years 
is still the favorite measure of our duty as to time, and that historic 
$8, which in seventy years has seen the wages of every trade advance, 
the salary of every office multiplied, and the cost of decent living every- 
where increased, while it alone remains to suggest the narrow circum- 
stances of our ancestors, is now paraded as a token of our liberality. 
I think it is time to shut our mouths on the question of liberality and 
look the demands of justice squarely in the eye. 

The great body of the Union veterans when they gave their names 
to the Army were young men and poor men. In keeping step with 
the ranks they lost step with their generation; they got bebind in the 
race of business, and to-day many of them are burdened with poverty, 
more of them with disease, and all of them are in the shadows of ap- 
proaching age. To them the nation’s duty is limited only by its re- 
sources. In the words of Washington— 


It would be a comfortless reflection to any man that after he bad contributed 
to securing the rights of his country at the risk of life and at the ruin of his 
fortune there wouid be no provision made to prevent himself and family from 
sinking into indigence and wretchedness. 


The American people demand that every one who bore a part in the 
national service shall be protected from want, not with the pincbed 
and starved gift of charity, but in the exact spirit of Abraham Lin- 
coln’s t promise, to care for him who had borne the battle and for 
his widowand his orphan children. Ishallsupport every measure that 
looks towards the faithful keeping of that promise. I want to see the 
pension code of this country so simplified thatan army of claim agents 
may not be required to convey to the pensioner the certificate of his 
meager allowance. I know a man in my own district, in the last stages 
of consumption, whoseclaim had been pending ten years. Upon pre- 
senting the need of his situation I had thesatisfaction of seeing $10 a 
month doled out toa dying man witha family on his hands. 

In my own town I know asgallant a man as ever fought for his coun- 
try, who for eleven years has sat by the bedside of an invalid wife by 
night, and by day worked in weakness and bodily pain to support his 
family, whose claim is held up because his disease is remotely trace- 
able to symptoms appearing before his enlistmei. I say that, when 
the Government has found a man fit for the business of war and has 
used bim for that purpose for a term of years at the average wages of 
20 cents per day, it is in all equity estopped from referring his disabil- 
ity to the diseases of infancy. The proving of a pension claim under 
our system has become more burdensome than a lawsuit. 

In these cases we find a new rule of evidence unknown to the courts— 
a rule that determines a man’s credibility not by his character, but 
by his rank. Under this rule, as the gentleman from Michigan has 
suggested, one officer equals two privates to prove a fact; that is to 
, say, truth is more likely to be found on horseback than on foot. Ido 
not recite these examples of technicality and delay to disparage the 
present or any former administration of the Pension Office. I believe 
that the bureau has done the best that could be done under oursystem 
with the facilities at hand. I recite them for the purpose of empha- 
sizing the absurdity of sending a man for evidence of his disability to 
comrades that are scattered, to officers that are dead, to surgeons that 
have forgotten the sickness oecu:ring in their own families. In my 
judgment the time has come to give an honorable discharge from the 
Union Army its par value, in graterul recognition of the heroic service 
which, in the wor's of Abraham Lincoln’s message to the Congress ot 
1863, ‘gave to the world the home of freedom disenthralled, regener- 
pe enlarged, and perpetuated.” Letus not repeat the ingratitude ot 

e past, 


John Quincy Adams, in his first message, describes the Revolutionary 
pensioners of 1820 as ‘‘the venerable relics of an age gone by.” In 
vain had the patriots of that day interposed their influence in behalf of 
their old comrades. The spirit of mercantile times had AE topcase the 
day of justice till only a few tottering men were left to the story of 
the Revolution; and the treatment these received is one of the scan 
of ournational history. In response to some such elamor as that which 
a few months ago emanated from the White House, at the time my 
friend from Missouri says he was accustomed to fall down and worship 
before its occupant, the act of 1820 was amended to strike from the 
roll all who failed to file a schedule of their earthly possessions, and 
thereby demonstrate that they had in fact landed at starvation’s gate. 

It was against this bloodless provision of the law that Mr. Adams 
asked a question which ought to be repeated in the ears of every Con- 
gress until justice be done. ‘* May not the want,” said he, ‘‘in most 
cases be inferred from thedemand, when the service can be duly proved, 
and may not the Jast days of human infirmity be spared the mortifi- 
cation of purchasing a pittance of relief only by the exposure of its 
own necessities?” To us the veterans of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, to whom my friend from Missouri has referred, are not the 
relics ofan agegone by. They are our fathers, our brothers, our triends, 
our neighbors, our associates. If this Government is to reserve its 
bounty for the venerable relics of an age gone by, we may ‘as well at 
once complete the national humiliation by openly discrediting the 
national duty. 

The old soldiers stand before the public Treasury, not as paupers, 
not as mendicants, not even as beneficiaries. They are the prefer. 
creditors of the nation of America, They hold the bonds of the real 
national debt. To its payment the public faith is sacredly pledged. 
We must not question it. We can not without infinite penalties repu- 
diate it. Nor ought we to go into partnership with the grave and plead 
the precedent that enables us to drive a hard bargain with ol 
Now is the accepted time to complete the act of national gratitude. 
Within twenty years the most of the veterans will be gone. “Already 
the great commanders, except one, have joined the innumerable com- 
pany of their comrades on the other shore. 

Every year time touches the wasting ranks with a heavier hand. 
Soon the last will have departed, and little children playing upon the 
streets will hush their laughter to look with curious reverence upon bent 
aud white-haired men, the last of the Grand Army of the Republic. 
I do not know what others may think, but in that day I want to feel 
that the public faith has been kept in the ample measure of gratitude 
and of justice. I shut my eyes while the busy fingers of calculation 
compute the cost. It makes absolutely no difference what it costs, 
The defense of the Union was an undertaking so vast that no worldly 
arithmetic can estimate its expense. But the American people, with 
eager patriotism, were ready to pay all that it cost to the last farthing. 
[Applause.] Nay, more, they were willing to bury their dead; they 
were willing to put the signs of mourning upon nearly every family 
altar; they were willing to take back their loved ones from the hos- 
pitals of disease, from the stockades of merciless prisons, that the flag 
ped the peat Republic might live through the storm of battle. [Ap- 
plause. 

My countrymen, it was a costly sacrifice; but it was worth allit cost 
and infinitely more. [Applause.] And to-day there is not in all our 
borders one veteran of the civil war but we are his personal debtor; 
not one woman whose broken heart gave to the nation husband, or son, 
or brother, but we are her personal debtor; not one old man, stricken 
by years, the staff of his support taken away by the service of his 
country, but we are his personal debtor. [Applause. ] 

I could not help feeling a sentiment of indignation when I heard 
their necessities sneered at on the floor of this Congress. I say to the 
gentleman from Missonri, and to you, gentlemen, that the need which 
stands in pathetic eloquence behind the pressing urgency of the de- 
mands of the old soldiers of the United States is no badge of dishonor. 
[Applause. ] , 

It is rather a mournful witness, like the homeless lot of the Working- 
manof Nazareth. thatthey who wererich in the exultant wealthof youth 
and strength for our sakes have become poor. [Applause.] And so 
when I hear men talking of the extravagance of pension appropria- 
tions and read in newspapers the idle babble that the old soldiers of the 
country are seeking to loot the Treasury, I reply that every dollar of 
the national wealth, in the Treasury and out of it, is encumbered 
first of all by the inviolable lien of our duty to the men and women 
who thought not of their blood and their tears in the hour of the na- 
tional trial. [Applause.] 

Horace Greeley, in the editorial columns of the old Tribune of the 
common people, just atter the war, foresceing the hardships that must 
follow the return of the country toa sound currency, predicted that 
the popular discontent would be organized by demagogues and used to 
destroy the public credit. He was mistaken. For the American peo- 
ple stood in the midst of their shriveled and scattered fortunes for six 
patient years, deaf to every whisper cf seduction, and to-day among 
the money-c of the world the American promise is better than 
the shining gold. [Applause.] And for one I am glad that it is so. 
I am glad that in all the earth there is no bank, no bourse, no narrow 
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street of speculation that questions the credit of the United States of 
America. [Applause.] But, before God, I had rather see the whole 
framework of our financial system put to an open shame before the 
world than to see the care-worn remnant of the old Union Army driven 
from the public Treasury by the money power of the United States, 
holding in their trembling hands the broken promise of Abraham Lin- 
coln. [Loud and prolonged applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I believe there is a little of the time 
remaining of the gentleman from Missouri? Ifso, I desire to occupy it. 
The SPEAKER. There are seven minutes of the time remaining, 

Mr. FLOWER. In that time, Mr. Speaker, I desire to occupy the 
floor and to raise my voice in favor of the Union soldier and the pen- 
sion laws. In every war in which this country has been engaged, from 
the first War of our Independence until the Union war of 1861, it has 
been the policy of the Government to give pensions, and liberal pen- 
sions, to its soldiers. When these men in1861 went to the battle-field, 
we promised to make their wives and children wards of the nation. I 
am in fayor of carrying out that policy and that promise to-day. 

I am one of those Democrats who believe—and I believe I voice the 
sentiments of every Democrat in the State of New York here repre- 
sented—that they fought in a more just cause than any soldiers who 
have ever preceded them. [Applause. ] 

Napoleon fought to conquer, A poet speaks of him as one— 

‘Whose game was empires and whose stakes were thrones, 
Whose table earth, whose dice were human bones, 

Alexander wept because he had no more worlds to conquer. The 
soldiers ot the Old World fought to make their rulers stronger and 
greater over themselves. But these Union men fought to make their 
enemies equal to them. We madea line 3,000 miles long to make you 
men of the South equal to us and to save this country as a common 
heritage to you, your wives, and your children forever. [Applause. ] 
Iam in favor of carrying out the promises made at that time, when 
they went to the front. I think there may be individual cases in 
which it would be unjust to grant pensions; but there are hundreds of 
eases that are left to dangle along in this House that are just and honest, 
and I hope they will speedily have their due, [Applause.] 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr, Speaker, I believe I havea little time remaining. 
I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, LAWLER]. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to take more than a 
minute or two. I listened very patiently to the speech very ably pre- 
pared by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] and I am sorry 
that it was not directed against other cases than those brought over 
from the meeting on Friday night last. I only want to speak of one 
case, that of Ellen Shea, which was mentioned by my colleague from 
Illinois [Mr. LANE]. 

This boy did go into the war. He was continuously in the Army, 
and though absent on one or two occasions, he did come back from the 
war in this demented condition. His mother to-day, had it not been 
for the entering of this boy into the Army, would bave had his services, 
and I am sorry to see an attack made upon a woman of seventy-six 
years of age, without any support trom any source, and without the 
support that her two sons would have given her, and dependent upon 
her neighbors for subsistence. This is one of the cases that have been 
made a special mark by my friend from Missouri. 

I want to say right here that I introduced a bill in Congress that 
ought to have been considered and . It was a bill giving every 
soldier in the Army and Navy, or, if dead, to his widow, a pension of 
$12 a month. If that bill could have been passed and pension agencies 
and inspectors abolished in this country, and we could stop giving large 
pensions beyond that, we would take away a great deal of this feeling 
always manifested in Congress, and our time, in place of being taken 
up for two long hours, as to-day, with an issue against a few old, aged, 
and decrepit people, could have been devoted to the consideration of 
legislation for the people. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MORRILL. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desire to take the attention of the House 
but fora moment. A great deal has been said about the pledges made 
by the Republican party. I am in favor of redeeming every pledge 
that has been made by the American people to the soldiers of the Union 
Army. I-was one of them myself, and I sympathize very greatly with 
» every man who to day is in need on account of being in the Army. 

I will say, Mr. Speaker, that there are men upon that side of the 
House whoare to-day calling attention to the pledges made by the Re- 
publican party, but who allthrough the last Administration were unable 
to secure, and made no effort to secure, an appropriation for the relief 
of men who were in the almshouses of the country. 

It was to emphasize the demand of the American people that these 
men should be cared for, that no man who had performed his duty to 
his country in its hour of need should be committed to the tender mer- 
cies of an almshouse, that the Republican party made the only pledge 
they made to the American people in the last campaign. That was 
that these men who had been made poor by their service, who were 
disabled at the present time, end who are in danger of becoming a 
public charge shall be cared for. That pledge we made in the national 
platform; and unless I am very greatly mistaken it will be redeemed 


before the close of the present Congress. That is the only pledge that, 
as a party, we made, except the general pledge that we would be lib- 
eral in our pensions to the Union soidiers. As has heen said by every 
speaker who has spoken here to-day, this Government has contributed 
larger sums for the support of the disabled soldiers of the late war than 
any Government ever did because of any war. 

I make this remark because you who during the last Congress were 
not able to secure any such legislation are making demands upon this 
Congress and claiming that we made pledges that we never made, Just 


before the last election a message was sent here by the late President — 


advocating some general pension legislation; but the committee of this 
House never considered that message. They never made any attempt 
to do it during the last Congress, and I make the assertion that there 
is no considerable body on that side of the House that has ever been in 
favor of taking any measures for the relief of the soldiers of the Union 
Army any further than has been made by the legislation now on the 
statute-books. We propose to go further, and to provide that no man 
who was true to his country and suffered from disease or wounds in the 
service or is a loser by his service, whether able to prove it or not, if he 
is at present disabled, shall be deprived of the right to be placed upon 
the pension-rolls. [Applause.] 

The question was taken on ordering the bill to engrossment for a 
bint reading; and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to 

ave it. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Division. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would like to ask the Chair which of the four 
bills this is. 

The SPEAKER. It is the bill that has been read, The Clerk will 
read the title. ‘ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R, 2057) granting a pension to Ellen Shea. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 5. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The question then recurred on the passage; and the Speaker an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 8. 

So the bill was k 

The next bill read reported from the Committeeof the Whole House 
was the bill (H. R. 4132) granting a pension to Esther G. Bryant. 

The question was taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to 
have it. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 4. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The next bill coming from the Committee of the Whole House was 
the bill (H. R. 6166) granting a pension to Elizabeth T. Garrett. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill; and the Speaker 
announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Division, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 3, 

So the bill was K 

The next bill coming from the Committee of the Whole was the bill 
(H. R. 6607) granting a pension to Keziah Randall, of Mattapoisett, 
Mass., widow of Richard Randall, who served in the Coast Guard, 
1812 to 1815. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed ané read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

DUTY ON HIDES. 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD a memorial from Massachusetts shoe manufacturers, 
remonstrating against a duty on hides. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The petition is as follows: 


New ENGLAND SHOE AND LEATHER ASSOCIATION, 
234 DEVONSHIRE STREET, Boston, March 31, 1890, 


The honorable the Ways and Means Committee of the 
National House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Srs: The undersigned, manufacturers of leather and shoes and dealers in 
leather and articles produced from leather, believe thatany duty imposed upon 
raw hides and skins would be very detrimental to one of the largest business 
interests of New England and the Middle States, and that it would increase 
the cost to the consumer of every pair of shoes produced in this country. 

It is also the opinion of all leading houses that the imposition of any duty 
would cause great embarrassment to the large export trade, now amounting to 
$10,000,000 or $12,000,000 annually, and tend to drive it to the Dominion of Can- 
ada, where labor and materials for tanning are much lower than they are in 
the United States. 

For these and many other reasons which could be enumerated we respect- 
fully and earnestly protest against the proposed duty. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. ENLOE rose. f 
The SPEAKER, . For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
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Mr. ENLOE. *I rise for the purpose of making a motion that the 
Housé resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of business upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, Will the gentleman withdraw that motion for a 
moment, in order that I may call up a bill which has just come from 
the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Tennessee withdraws his 
motion he must do so absolutely. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not mean to say that the gentle- 
man can not withdraw it, but that if he does the withdrawal must be 
unconditional. 

Mr. ENLOE. At the request of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hopxuys] I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HOPKINS Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill S. 2714. 

Mr. ENLOE, What is the character of the bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It isa public-building bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. I can not withdraw for that purpose, I renew my 
motion, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to antagonize the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, and to move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consid- 
ering the first bill on the Calendar, the bill to create a court of patent 
appeals. I hope the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee will be 
voted down, 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the genile- 
man’s motion is in order at this time. This is Friday, a day set apart 
by the rules for the consideration of business on the Private Calen- 
dar, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has not made any mo- 
tion. The motion before the House is the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of business upon the Private 
Calendar. . 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. ENLOE; and the Speaker 
declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 64. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker appointed Mr. KILGORE and 
Mr. ENLOE. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 85, noes 67. 

So the motion of Mr. ENLOE was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER, Pending the announcement of the result of the 
vote on the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] the 
Chair desires to lay before the House certain personal requests. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. RAINES, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, for one week from to-morrow, 
on account of important business. = 

To Mr. KINsEy, until the 12th instant, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. O'DONNELL, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. WHITING, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Ray, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ROCKWELL, for two weeks. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found traly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1612) to construct a road from the city of Staunton to the 
national cemetery in the county of Augusta, in the State of Virginia; 
and 

A bill (S. 1924) to create the offices of suryeyor-general in the States 
of North Dakota and South Dakota. 


CLAIMS UNDER THE BOWMAN ACT, 


The House, in pursuance of the motion of Mr. ENLOE, resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Honse is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar. When the 
committee rose last week it was considering the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr, Kerr] upon the bill H, R. 7616, 
and the gentleman from Iowa had the floor. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, ifthe gentleman will permit me, I 
will offer a resolution which I think will do away with his point of 
order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I reduced my point of order to 
writing at the suggestion of the gentleman from Kentucky and handed 
it to the Chairman. I do not think it has been printed exactly as it 
was written, so I ask that it be again read. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the point oforder submitted 
in writing by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERE] on Friday last. 


The Clerk read as follows: A 

The committee had no jurisdiction of these claims, for the reason that no bill 
for the payment of either of these claims had ever been referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims; second, if either of Kana AIA wien peseetiy Daora tha 
committee, they had no ju ction and no right to report more 
those claims in a single bill, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, before this question is decided 
I desire to submit some additional remarks and to call attention to some 
additional authorities; but in order to avoid unnecessary delay, I will 
now yield for the resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
THOMAS]. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order. ; 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope we shall havea ruling upon the point of 
order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The first point of order that the Chairrules upon 
is that order must be maintained on the floor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. THOMAS. I would like to have my resolution read. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. My point is that while the point of order of the 
gentleman from Iowa is pending, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOE] having demanded the regular order, the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] is not in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Let us hear the resolution read first. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is not well taken until we - 


know what the resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin is. It may 
be a privileged motion, The Clerk will read the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas House bill 7616is alleged to be com: of a large number of oy 
many of which have not been referred to the Committee on War Claims by 
p otherwise by the House of Representatives of the Fifty-first Congress : 
fore, 
Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House report said bill to the House 
with the recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on Rules to in- 
vestigate the status of said bill in connection with the practice of the House, and 
as early as practicable to make such recommendations in the premises as they 
may deem proper for the consideration of the House, including pny onango of 
rules deemed by them necessary for just action on the part of the House as to 
this and similar bills. 


Mr. ROGERS. I now renew the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point. 

Mr. ROGERS, My point is that there is now a point of order pend- 
ing, the point made by the gentleman from Iowa; and pending the con- 
sideration of that point nothing is in order until it has been decided 
by the Chair or withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair holds that the resolution just offered 
is a privileged motion, being one to refer to a committee, and that if 
adopted it virtually does away with the point of order now pending. 
Therefore the Chair will entertain the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. ENLOE. I move, in lieu of that resolution, this resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will send his resolution to the 
desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: å 

Resolved, That the committee report to the House that House bill No, 7616 be, 
and the same is hereby, recommitted to the Committee on War Clai. with 
authority to report it back to the House at any time, to be placed on the - 
dar; and the bill shall be considered the first Friday after it shall have been re- 
ported agnin to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is this offered by way of amendment? 

Mr. ENLOE. Itis offered as a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is a motion to commit to another committee 
than the one named in the original resolution ? Nae 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. It seems to me that this proposition is subject to a 
point of order, because it undertakes to change the rules of the House, 
which can not be done in this way, either in the House or in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis very clear that this can not be done. ‘The 
Chair sustains the point of order. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the reso- 


lation offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin is clearly out of order. > 


If I understand it, it proposes to refer a bill relating to war claims to 
the Committee on Rules, while the rules of the House ‘expressly pro- 
vide thatall bills relating to war claims shall go to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Mr. ENLOE. ‘The resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin isas 
much a proposition to change the rules as mine. 


The CHAIRMAN. That is 4 matter of argument. It is not for the - 


Chair to argue that with the gentleman. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The point of order raised by me went to the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on War Claims—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair so understood. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The proposition of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin is to submit that question to the Committee on Rules—the com- 
mittee that frames the rnles—and have them determine the question 
a this bill was properly reported .by the Committee on War 

ms. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. 
let me ask. 

Mr. ENLOE. The point of order, the gentleman from Iowa said. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do you want to refer the point of order to the 
Committee on Rules? That is something unheard of, it seems to me. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Of course what members say is not to be treated 
as the statement of the Chair. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to be heard a moment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] 
recognized. 
Mr, HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I understand the proposition is now 
to refer this pointof order to the Committee on Rules. I do not know 
how other gentlemen may feel about this matter, but I utterly object 
to giving to the Committee on Rules any more power than it already 
. Asa Committee on Rules its function is to report rules for 
the guidance of the House in the consideration of matters that may 
arise before it. Now, here is a matter which has sprung up from the 
Committee on War Claims; a point of order has been made; it was de- 
bated all Jast Friday, and not decided by the chairman of the commit- 
tee; the committee rose and the House adjourned, leaving pending the 
question presented by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. Now, 
with that question pending, undecided by the Chairman, the proposi- 
tion is to refer this matter to the Committee on Rules—to do what? 
To decide the point of order? If so, sir, you might just as well abdi- 
eate your seat and leave the five men constituting the Committee on 
Rules to suggest everything and decide everything in this House. I 
objected to this—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOOKER, Iam not through. - 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rise to a point of order. I hold that this de- 
bate is not in order. The point of order comes too late. I make the 
point that the point of order on the resolution of the gentleman from 

Wisconsin was not made until we entered upon the discussion of the 
resolution and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] submitted 
an amendment to it; and it is too late for him now to say—— 

Mr. HOOKER. That amendment has been ruled ont of order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iam aware of that; but we had entered upon 
a discussion of the resolution—— 

Mr. HOOKER. We are considering the other resolution—not the 
one to which the gentleman from Iowa refers—and upon that question 
I believe I bave the floor. I want to get through and then I will yield 
to my friend on the other side. 

I have but a single word to say upon this matter. In the last Con- 
gress, when this House was Democratic, I opposed with as much per- 
sistence and earnestness as I do now the investing of the Committee 
on Rules with any power beyond that defined by the rules themselves. 
The subject-matters which are, by the rules, to be referred to this com- 
mittee are plainly expressed and easily understood, justas are the sub- 
ject-matters referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, the Committee on Claims, or any other com- 
mittee. But, sir, I observe that the Committee on Rules, instead of 
confining itself to its province as a Committee on Rules, is now resolv- 
ing i into a ‘‘steering committee ™ of the House, to dominate every 
subject presented for consideration here, by determining, as that com- 
mittee has done in numbers of instances, that the House shall con- 
sider certain propositions for a certain length of time; and at the ex- 

iration of that time, by resolution from the Committee on Rules, the 

nds of the House are tied, the previous question is considered as 

ordered, and in that way individual Representatives here are rendered 
absolutely powerless. 

‘The Committee on Rules is thus clothed with power to determine 
everything. The result will be that when you come to consider even 
the question of taxation—the question what burdens shall be laid upon 
the people or what relief shall be given to them—the five members con- 
stituting the Committee on Rules, two onone side and two on theother. 
with the Speaker as ev officio chairman, will determine how long the 
question shall be considered, what debate shall be allowed, and when 
the previous question shall be ordered, thus stifling entirely the senti- 
timent and the voice of the House. 

I now yield the floor to my friend on the other side. 

Mr. SIMONDS. Mr. Chairman, it is my misfortune to be a mem- 
ber of the Committee on War Claims. If I could find it consistent 
with what I conceive to be my duty, I should refrain from saying any- 
thing upon this matter, but that is not the way I look at my duty. 

As I understand it, the resolution offered by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. THomas] is practically on all fours with the point of or- 
der raised by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. That point of 
order is, first, that the Committee on War Claims has not the right to 
report this bill because no bill of the same general nature has been re- 
ferred to the War Claims Committee, and, second, if any particular bill 
or bills of this nature have been referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, it is not proper to report them all back in an omnibus bill. If 
that proposition is correct, then according to the view I take of the 
matter, the Committee on War Claims is of less rank and less power 
bes the other committees of this House. I utterly deny that propo- 

on. 


What do you refer to the Committee on Rules? 


It is conceded that the Committee on Rules, the Committee on Ways 
and Means, the six appropriation committees, and the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors may originate bills when the subject-matter is be- 
fore them and report them to this House in such shape as suits the dis- 
cretion and the judgment.of those committees. That is a conceded 
fact in regard to the rules of procedure of this House, and unless there 
is something in the rules of the House to prevent it the Committee on 
War Claims has as good a right to go along these lines of procedure as 
any other of these committees I have named. 

And when you come to consider anything which gives one committee 
more rank and power than another it isa matter to be strictly con- 
strued, because it isin derogation of the powers of the other committees 
of the House. 

The gentleman who prepared the Digest of the Rules has referred to 
this matter in one or two places. On the first point we have on page 
319 of the Digest: 

It is not competent for a committee to report a bill when the subject-matter 
has not been referred to them by the House, by the rules or otherwise. 

The clear inference from the language used by the person who made 
the Digest is that if a subject-matter has been referred to a committee 
in any way, then it is proper to report on it by bill or otherwise. 

Again, referring to the Digest on page 318: 

The committee have full power over the bill or other paper, except that they 
ean not change the title or subject. 

This means that a committee can so change asingle bill as to make itan 
omnibus bill, embracing other matters of like nature. That isthe way 
it would strike a person studying this question dispassionately and 
with no special case before his mind. There is no better authority to 
appeal to than some competent person studying the question with no 
particular case before him. 

It has been ably and ingeniously said by my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR], in the best argument I ever heard made on the spur of 
the moment and upon such a topic, that when any particular commit- 
tee exercise this authority they do so under clause 51'of Rule XI. 

What is that clause 51? Look at it judicially. Its purpose is not 
to say that certain committees may originate bills, but its purpose is 
to say what committees have the right to report at any time. 

That is the purpose of clause 51 of Rule XI, and the other question 
remains untouched as to whether the power exists to originate bills in 
committee. The purpose is to show by this clause 51 of Rule XI what 
committees may report at any time, and it goes on to say on what sub- 
jects those committees may report at any time. 

I submit that, treating this matter judicially, as it is the duty of 
every member of this House to treat it, it is not fair to base an argu- 
ment on that clause 51 of Rule XI to which I have referred, to the 
effect that it is intended to give certain committees power to originate 
bills in committee. The power to originate bills in committee is just 
the same with the Committee on War Claims as with any other com- 
mittee of the House. It isa power that does notdiffer. Itisthesame 
with the Committee on War Claims ds with the Committee on Rules, 
or with the Committee on Ways and Means, or with the six appro- 
priation committees, or with the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, I 
do not think that clause 51 of Rule XI touches the matter at all. 

Mr. Chai ; no gentleman has been able to discuss this question 
without touching upon the merits of it. I shall be the last man in the 
House to impugn the sincerity and earnestness of the chairman of the 
War Claims Committee in the opposition which he has seen fit to offer 
to the bill, bnt that opposition is based upon the idea that if we con- 
sider this bill in the way we are trying to considerit we shall pay cer- 
tain claims which we ought not to pay. If that be so the proper way 
to meet the objection the gentleman urges, is, when the bill comes be- 
fore the House, to amend it, by providing that no finding of the Court 
of Claims shall be paid until it has first passed the inspection of the 
Attorney-General, and it shall be certified by him that there is no 
probable cause for a new trial, and that he sees no reasonable cause 
why such claim should not be paid. In this connection I wish to say 
that I have draughted an amendment covering precisely that point, 
shone A is my purpose to offer if we ever reach the consideration of 
the bill. i 

Now, as to the merits of the case, permit me to say a word, I be- 
gan by saying that I was unfortunately a member of the Committee 
on War Claims; and I do consider it a misfortune. It was a surprise 
to me when I found myself there. But the Speaker saw fit to put me 
on the committee, and I shall take it with all the seriousness of which 
Iam capable and shall do my duty as well as I may. This Committee 
of the Whole should look at the facts of the case. These men came 
here with their claims years and years ago, and you, instead of acting 
upon them, then said: ‘‘ We havecreated a Court of Claims for the con- 
sideration of such matters, Go therewith your claims, and come back 
here with the findings of the court.” Now, the plain inference from the 
action of the House was that if they come back with just and reason- 
able findings of the court the House will do the just and proper thing 
by them and pay the amount of the claim so found. Has that been 
done? What are the facts? 

For six years you have sent these men to the Court of Claims; they 
have their attorneys; they have endured all the trouble and ex- 
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pense of trial; they have obtained the findings of the court, and they 
come back here to be trifled with-in a way that it seems to me is ut- 
terly unworthy of the dignity of the American Congress, 

I undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, that there is not a gentleman on 
this floor who in the conduct of his own private business would do the 
things that are done on this floor every day and which gentlemen seem 
willing and anxious to doin the conduct of the public business. Take 
the case of a man who has ample revenues to pay his debts; other men 
present claims against him, and there is a tribunal to whigh he is will- 
ing to submit the justice of the claims, ‘The claimants go to the tri- 
bunal thus selected, try their causes, and come back with the findings of 
fact by a court composed, as in this case, of five judges, whoare all reputa- 
ble gentlemen, so far as I know or have reason to think. There is not 
a gentleman in this House who would not in thecase of his own private 
affairs pay every one of such claims so passed upon. And I would like 
to know how gentlemen are justified in having two consciences, one for 
the conduct of their private business and one for the conduct of public 
business as Representatives in the United States Congress? It does not 

‘seem to be a consistent line of conduct. 

One thing you have to bear in being a member of the Committee on 
War Claimsis this: Claimantscome to you with tragedies innumerable; 
and a man would be more or less than human if he could hear the 
stories with indifference—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. SIMONDS. Are you very anxious ? 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam anxious to put the gentleman from Connec- 
ticut right. 

Mr. SIMONDS. Very well. 

Mr, KILGORE. Thegentleman assumes that it is a duty of Congress 
to make appropriations to pay claims favorably passed upon by the 
Court of Claims without inquiring as to the liability of the Govern- 
ment, Congress itself must be the judge of the law. The factis that 
having taken the findings by the courtit isthe right and duty of Con- 
gress to determine the questions of law involved. 

Mr. SIMONDS. I undertook to say nothing of the sort; and what 
I am asking for just now is that these claims may be heard in this court 
and the questions of law, if there are any, may be passed upon by this 
Congress. Thatis the only thing I have asked. Iam seeking noshort 
cut in this matter. 

I am not entirely pleased with the fact that all of these persons who 
present claims seem to be from the South; I would much prefer to see 
more of them from the North, where I come from; bnt that does not 
alter my sense of justice. And I repeat that I can see no reason why 
gentlemen should have two consciences, one for the conduct of their 
private business and another for their guide in the transaction of the 
public business in this Honse, 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman from Con- 
necticut if there is any question coming trom the Court of Claims to be 
decided by Congress, except the question as to whether or not they 
will appropriate the money to pay the claims that have been investi- 
gated by the court under the rules of law, and with all the evidence 
before it, in which they found against the Government and for the 
claimant? 

Mr. SIMONDS. Mr. Chairman, the question asked embodies its 
own answer. As I understand it, there are no other questions. But 
if thereare, the gentleman can bring them in separately and settle them 
in this forum. It would seem that these claims have been made the 
foot-ball of politics for years; and I mustsay that I suspect thata part 
of the willingness of the gentlemen on the other side to have these 
claims considered at this time is because the Republican party is in 
power; and if they are paid they will swell the total of ony appropria- 
tions. But that is not to my mind a sufficient excuse for not paying 
them. I feel that Iam called upon to do my duty and to pass upon 
these claims irrespective of any such questions as that; and I appeal 
to the other members of the House to do the same. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to make another point of order against that 
resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, ROGERS. My point of order is that this resolution is not in 
order. The consideration of this bill has been entered upon, and that 
this motion, if in order at all, would be in order after the bill had been 
reported back to the House, 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair oyerrules the point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS. Idesire to appeal from the decision of the Chair upon 
that point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to make a remark or two upon 
the point of order made by the gentleman from Arkansas. Will the 
gentleman allow—— 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state my point of order 
and then ask that the Chair will state it to the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to say a word in favor of the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Arkansas, 

Mr. ROGERS. Would it not be better to have the 


point of order 
stated? e 


Mr. ENLOE. Irise toa question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ENLOE. And that is, that on various and sundry propositions 
and on two points of order the entire time of the House on last Friday 
was consumed, and the entire time to-day has been taken up in a dis- 
cussion not for the enlightenment of the Chair and the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will be glad, of course, to proceed to 
the consideration of the matter. ` 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to know what has become of the two 
points of order raised by the gentleman from Iowa last Friday, which 
were discussed nearly all day. 

These motions are pending, and, as I understand, these were the first 
points of order to be considered by this House, and the duty of the 
Chairman was to pass upon these points of order before we can proceed 
any further. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentacky states the matter 
as itis. The questions before the committee are the points of order 
raised by the gentleman from Iowa, The gentleman from Iowa had . 
the floor upon that question at the time when the committee rose last 
Friday, but gave way that a motion that the committee rise might be 
made by another member. Upon the committee coming to order, the 
gentleman from Iowa[Mr. KERE] having the floor, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] offered a motion or resolution which the 
Chair will now have read again in connection with what the Chair is 
stating. 

Mr. McCREARY,. Decide that point of order first. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa, Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please wait and let the Clerk 
read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas House bill 7616 is alleged to be composed of a large number of canes | 
many of which have not been referred to the Committee on War Claims by bil 

= otherwise by the House of Representatives of the Fifty-first Congress: T 
fore, 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House report said bill to the 
House with the recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on Rules 
to investigate the status of said bill, in connection with the practice of the 
House, and as early as practicable to make such recommendations in the prem- 
ises they may deem proper for the consideration of the House, including any 
change of rules deemed by them necessary for just action on the part of the 
House as to this or similar bills, 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair held that this was a privileged mo- 
tion; and, further, it is privileged because of the fact that it raises the 
question of the jurisdiction of a standing committee of this House among 
other things, and properly it could be referred to the committee which 
has the interpretation of parliamentary law. ‘The Chair held the mo 
tion privileged and held the pointof order made by thé gentleman 
from Iowa in abeyance, because if the resolation is adopted the point 
of order ceases to be of any consequence and is virtually eliminated by 
the action of the committee in adopting the resolution. If the com- 
mittee fail to adopt the resolution, the question then would recur on the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Iowa. In the mean time 
the gentleman from Arkansas raised a point of order upon the motion, 
and the Chair overruled it. Now the gentleman from Arkansas raises 
another point, asecond point, which the gentleman will please state. 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope that I may be permitted tostate my point of 
order. J want to ask the Chair to state it and then I want to be heard 
upon it. The point of order I made was this: That this resolution of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin to refer this bill to the Committee on 
Rules before the bill itself had been under consideration, or general de- 
bate had begun, or any opportunity had been afforded for amending the 
bill or perfecting it, was premature and not in order. In other words, 
that this resolution can not be considered by the committee so long as 
anybody in the committee desires to be heard and so long as anybody 
sought to amend, alter, perfect, or change the provisions of the bill, and 
on that point I have asked the attention of the committee. So that 
my pointof order is that this resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin is not in order, and can not be in order in any respect, with- 
out reference to the point of order made by the gentleman from Iowa, 
until we have finished the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that the point of 
order comes too late, for the reason that we had entered upon discus- 


re- 


sion. 
_ Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Irise toa question of personal priv- 


ilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Arkansas to ask 
the Chair (in view of the fact that he is on the floor and that I can not 
obtain the floor) the question as to whether there is any power in the 
Committee of the Whole to refer a subject-matter under consideration 
to any other committee. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The Chair will say, in reply to the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Mississippi as to the scope of the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin, b itp that the committee shall rec- 
ommend to the House the referenceof the bill tothe Committeeon Rules. 
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Mr. ROGERS. Whether it is put in the form of a recommendation 
or not, the effect of it is, as the Chair has properly stated, to take this 
matter ont of the Committee of the Whole, and, therefore, if the reso- 
lution is carried, it takes the matter to the Committee on Rules. Now, 
I hold that no motion which takes this bill from the Committee of the 
Whole House until they have had an opportunity to debate and mature 
it is in order, or could be in order, even without reference to the ques- 
tion of whether it was in order at the time it was submitted for con- 
sideration, Otherwise every bill, when the House goes into Commit- 
tee of the Whole to consider it, would be subject at once, before the 
consideration began, to a motion to refer it to a committee other than 
the one to which the House had referred it; and in that way the con- 
sideration of any bill on the Calendar might be prevented, for we might 
take up one bill after another and exhaust the time in votes to refer it 
to other committees, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not only so, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. ROGERS. If theChair does not care to state my point of order, 
there are two or three things that I want to say by way of debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to have the gentleman’s 
poiat of order reduced to writing, so that there will be no mistake about 

ts being stated accurately by the Chair. 

Mr. ENLOE. Did not the Chair decide the poiut of the gentleman 
from Arkansas to be out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The first point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Arkansas the Chair ruled out, and the Chair was about to rule out 
the are d when the gentleman from Arkansas expressed a desire to be 

card., 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, I wish the Chair would rule it out and let us 
proceed with the transaction of public business. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman knows that the Chair must ob- 
serve the proper courtesies of parliamentary procedure in these cases. 

Mr. ROG . I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ExLOE] that if he will reflect for a moment he will recollect that every 
member on this floor has exactly the same rights, and I have just the 
same right to present my views as he has to undertake to attempt to 
take me off the floor or to lecture me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ENLOE, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit me to 


state—— 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas yield the 


floor ? 

Mr. ROGERS. I will yield to the gentleman if he desires to make 
a statement. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iwant to state that I had no such purpose in view as 
lecturing the gentleman from Arkansas. If any lecture was intended 
jt was meant to apply somewhere else. But, Mr. Chairman, I do not 
like to see the entire time of this House taken up in this way, to the 
defeat of these claims and the prevention of the transaction of public 
business, by the discussion of these technical points day after day. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, if, as I think, that lecture is, in part 
at least, meant for me, I want the gentleman to understand — 

Mr. ROGERS. I resume the floor, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. ENLOE. I never thought of the gentleman from Texas, 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts, I rise to discuss the point of order 
pending before the committee. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] has 
the floor. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, what is the question before the com- 
mittee, the resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. THOMAS] 
or the point of order of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the committessnow is the 
point of order of the gentleman from Arkansas, which he is discussing. 

-Mr. ROGERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the committee will preserve 
order, I will try to state as best I can the precise situation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first state the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from Arkansas, The gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Rogers] makes the point of order that the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. Tuomas] can not be considered, if at 
all, until the bill has been proceeded with by paragraphs and amend- 
ments offered; in other words, until the bill has been considered. That 
is the point raiséd by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. THOMAS. I make the point of order that that point comes too 


te. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair isof the opinion that it does not come 
too late. The gentleman from Arkansas will proceed. ; 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the fact that there seems 
to be adisposition to waste Fridays and to transact no public business, 
but I desire to be heard now because the question presented to the Chair 
now and the question which the Chair has recently ruled upon are of 
far-reaching importance in the orderly conduct of the public business. 
The question presented is this: By an act of Congress known as the 
Bowman act, either House of Congress, or a committee of either House 
of having jurisdiction of what are known as war claims, was 
given the power to refer those claims to the Court of Claims to have 
the 


facts ascertained and reported to Congress. In pursuance of that 


law the Court of Claims adjudicated various claims of individuals and 


reported them back to the House, as the report in this case, I am in- 
formed. shows. 

Under Rule XXIV of our present code it is provided that these com- 
munications, with all others addressed to the House, shall be referred, 
under Rule XT, just as a bill which is introduced relating toa similar 
subject-matter would be referred to the proper committee. 

The Speaker of the House, acting under this rule, referred these re- 
ports from the Court of Claims to the Committee on War Claims, and 
that committee consolidated various of these private claims into one 
bill and reported them in that form back to the House, and they now 
stand upon the Calendar. 

‘The House took up that bill, and on the 28th of February referred 
it to the Committee of the Whole forits consideration. On last Friday 
the bill came up for consideration. At that stage in the proceedings 
and before the consideration began, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
KERR] made two points of order against the consideration of the bill. 
Pending those points of order the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
THOMAS], the chairman of the Committee on War Claims, offers to-day 
a resolution the effect of which (without reference to its exact word- 
ing) is to take this bill, before we enter upon its consideration at all, 
and refer it to the Committee on Rules for their advice and counsel as 
to what should be the porer disposition of this icular bill. 

I undertake to say that in the history of the House of Representa- 
tives from its first session down to the present hour there never was a 
proposition of this character presented under these circumstances—never 
in the history of the whole country. But the Chair ruled that, not- 
withstanding the gentleman who made this point of order was occupy- 
ing the floor, he had the right to yield to allow the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to offer this resolution; and the Chair held this resolution, 
ponding that point of order, without its withdrawal or disposition, to 

in order; and the resolution was read from the Clerk’s desk. My 
point of order against its being in order was overruled. 

At this stage of the proceedings—and here lam somewhat in doubt as 
towhat the debate which took place on the other side wasaddressed to, 
whether to the merits of the resolution or something else—I made the 

int of order that until we had entered upon the consideration of this 

ill, until it has been open for debate and amendment, and is finally 
completed and ready to be reported back to the House, a resolution 
which seeks to take the bill from the Committee of the Whole anterior 
to that is out of order. It is this point of order which I propose now 
briefly to discuss, 

I first cite to the Chair clause 5 of Rule XXIII: 

When general debate is closed by order of the House, an 
allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he oat é offer, after which the 
member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allo to speak five minutes 
in opposition to it, and there shall be no further debate thereon; but the same 
privilege of debate shall be allowed in favor of and against any amendment 
that may be offered to an amendment; and neither an amendment nor an 


amendment to an amendment shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof unless 
by the unanimous consent of the committee. 

The clause which precedes that is in these words: 

In Committees of the Whole House business on their calendars may be taken 
up in regular order, or in such order as the committee may determine, unless 
the bill to be considered was determined by the House at the time of going into 
committee, but bills for raising revenue, general appropriation bills, and bills 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors shall have precedence, 

Clause 6 of the same rule provides: 


The committee may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, at 
any time after the five-minute debate has begun upon proposed amendments 
to any section or paragraph of a bill, close all debate upon such section or aN 
agraph, or, at its election, upon the pending amendments (which motion shall 
be decided without debate); but this shall not preclude further amendment, to 
be decided without debate. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these citations from the rules show that when we 
areproceedingin Committee of the Whole no motion that the committee 
rise can be made, no motion for a reference of the bill to another com- 
mittee can be entertained, no disposition of the bill at all in the com- 
mittee can be had, until you haye entered upon the consideration of the 
bill. But the position of the Chair is that pending a point of order 
against the consideration of the bill and before its consideration is be- 
gun a resolution is in order to refer the bill to some committee to ad- 
vise the Committee of the Whole or the House of Representatives what 
is the proper disposition of the bill. You pro) not to take up the 
billatall. The House instructs you to go into Committee of the Whole 
and consider this bill; but instead of considering it, as directed by the 
House, the Committee of the Whole undertakes by this resolution to 
take the bill out of the committee, to go back into the House and di- 
rect the House to send it to the Committee on Rules for its instruction 
and advice. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are some things which in parliamentary 
bodies ought to be tolerated and some things which ought not to be 
tolerated. If we are to have a code of rules by which the House of 
Representatives is to be governed, we ought to have some uniformity 
in the enforcement of those rules, ‘The boast of your party was that 
these rules were made for the disposition of the public business; that 
you wanted to do business. Now you are face to face with business; 
and why can we not go on in pursuance of the instructions of the House 
and face the issues involved in this business, and do the business either 


member shall be 
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one way or another? Why is it necessary, by a sort of parliamentary 
legerdemain or sleight of hand or “‘ now you see it and now you don’t 
see it’? performance, to take this bill out of the Committee of the Whole 
and send it to the Committee on Rules to have them smother it orside- 
track it in some way? Are you unwilling to trust the members of 
your own party? What is the object of tuis proceeding? It is with- 
out a precedent anywhere, I defy the production of a precedent by 
anybody. 

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate to a certain extent the questions involved 
directly or indirectly in this bill. The French spoliation claims stand 
behind it; other bills of similar character stand behind it. You want 
to devise some means to get rid of this measure, which you do not wish 
to consider, without side-tracking those that occupy the same parlia- 
mentary status which you do wish to consider. When I say “‘you,” 
I mean your party, Mr. Chairman; not you individually. This irregu- 
lar proceeding, without any sort of authority or precedent, is to be in- 
voked to get rid of these measures and to accomplish purposes which 
you could not undertake to accomplish by the regular, orderly methods 
of parliamentary law. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Will the gentleman allow me one minute for a cor- 
rection? The gentleman says our party want todo this. Not all of 
them, if you please. 

Mr. ROGERS. Iwill except my friend, if he desires to be excepted. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. We are glad to see evidences of re- 
pentance. t 

Mr. ROGERS. Iam inclined to except a good many of the gentle- 
men on the other side, 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is something behind that. chair in which 
you sit, some ‘‘power behind the throne” that wants to make some 
disposition of these measures that is not orderly or parliamentary under 
the rules. It can not be otherwise. When a bill of this kind comes 
up, embracing claims from one section of the country only, why is it 
that some parliamentary process never before invoked in this House is 
to be resorted to in order to get rid of the bill? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if there is any class of persons in this country 
who, viewed from a broad, patriotic standpoint, ought to have some 
consideration in this House, it isthese loyal claimants from the South, 
for where they were it was worth something to be loyal. 

Why is it these claims which come from asection of the country, the 
Southern section of the country, are to be driven out of the House and 
resort had by parliamentary legerdemain and trick to get rid of their bill 
when you are professing such loyalty to those friendly to the Union 
cause during the war? Why is it you do this thing? 

Let some of these gentlemen who have inaugurated this business, 
answer. Let them get up the-precedents by which this is done; let 
them point out in these rules some authority for it; let them go back 
to the history of parliamentary law in every period of the country’s 
history, and see if they can find a single instance where, pending a 
point of order in a Committee of the Whole, involving the jurisdiction 
of that committee, and before the point of order could be heard and 
decided, the bill could be taken out of the committee into the House 
ona motion and referred to another committee, before its considera- 
tion had been begun, much less without having an opportunity to per- 
fect and amend it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to yield fora minute to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. _I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Arkansas has no power to 
yield the floor. 

Mr. ROGERS. I promised to yield for a minute to the gentleman 
from Mississippi, and I do so now to hear what he has to say. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the gentleman has no right to yield the 
floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman yields the floor during the 
discussion of a point of order he yields it absolutely. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to say only that I intended to yield to the 
gentleman from Mississippi, but I forgot it when I took my seat. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Then I will rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have the floor for a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. This is my inquiry: The motion was made, as I 
understand it, totake upand consider the bill which we are now all talk- 
ing about. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. And anxious to have considered. 

Mr. McCOMAS. A motion was then made to recommit that bill to 
the Committee on War Claims, upon which the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. KERR] made a point of order as to its consideration, which was 
discussed a whole day. Subsequently a resolution, as read, wasoffered 
referring it with instructions to the Committee on Rules. An amend- 
ment to that proposition was offered and ruled out of order. Then the 
sanana from Arkansas [Mr. RocERs} made the point of order which 

has just now di 

My parliamentary inquiry is whether the Chair by deciding simply 

on the first point of order, to wit, that against the consideration of the 
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bill, disposes for the time of this whole matter. Upon that parliament- 
ary inquiry I only wish to ask the Chair whether that point of order 
is not too late on account of the discussion of the bill, as will be seen 
on page 2824 of the RECORD that there were division and debate be- 
fore the point of order was made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Kerr]. It will settle, too, this controversy pending and all points of 
order thereon. 

The CHAIRMAN. As to the parliamentary question of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, the Chair will reply by stating that the motion 
made by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] is in the na- 
ture of a privileged motion, and it is not for the Chair to say thatsach 
a motion shall not be considered in thisbody. The Chair is not ready 
to go that far. Being a privileged question, the Chair holds it is prop- 
erly before this committee for decision. 

As to the point of order of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoG- 
ERS], he had the right to make that point under the rules. The con- 
sideration of the motion made by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
THOMAS] in now pending, The Chair can not propose to do anything 
except by sitting here and hearing gentlemen discuss the question. 
That is all he can do. z 

A MEMBER, I should like to hear the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a single word in 
relation to the point raised by the gentleman from Arkansas, The 
gentleman from Arkansas seems to have pointed his heaviest ammu- 
nition towards me, as though I were in some way responsible for the 
lamentable parliamentary condition in which we now find ourselves. 

Mr. ROGERS. If the gentleman from Ohio will pardon me, I will 
state that I had no reference on earth to him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I only want to say to the gentleman that 
I am in favor of sustaining his point of order, and the reason is this: 
The original point of order raised the question of jurisdiction in this 
House as to the subject-matter under consideration. If that motion is 
decided affirmatively, then the bill goes out of consideration here; and 
I deny that there is any parliamentary procedure that justifies the reter- 
ence by this committee of the bill, pending this question of the right 
to consider the bill at all. : 

Mr. ROGERS. I agree with the gentleman fully on that point. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, Mr. Chairman, what would you say of a 
court that upon a demurrer that raised the question of jurisdiction of 
the court should undertake to refer the subject-matter to a referee? 
The court can not render a judgment for the costs; it has to stay right 
there. The proceeding must stop at that point until that is deter- 
mined. Therefore it is not in order to refer a bill, or a question grow- 
ing ont of the bill, to another committee pending the consideration of 
the question whether the House has jurisdiction or not. This is man- 
ifest for the reason that if the Chair should now overrule this point of 
order, and thereafter the House should sustain the motion affirmatively, 
why, what have you done? You have taken jurisdiction of a bill by 
its reference which you say the House had no jurisdiction of; and hence 
we have a right to the judgment of the Chair upon the question 
whether the bill is properly here or not. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, rose. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, just a word, I was not here on last 
Friday when the point of order was made—— 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Ibelieve I was recognized. [Laughter.] ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognized the gentleman from Illi- 
nois. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. What I wanted to say was more in the 
nature of a matter of personal privilege than on the poiutof order; not 
personal to myself, but personal to the family name. [Laughter. } 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will be very glad to hear the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. To pass this resolution, Mr. Chairman, 
or to entertain it, is todo what a friend of mine down in Mississippi 
would call “putting the brand of stigma on the Chair.” [Laughter. } 
For the first time, sir, in the history of this Government it is proposed 
here, where the discussion of a point of order is pending before a gen- 
tleman who has reflected honor on the Chair, whose able and dignified 
rulings have gone out and made him famous before the world, to vote 
a want of confidence in him by sending this matter to the Committee 
on Rules. [Laughter.] 

And now, sir, the names of ‘‘ALLEN, of Mississippi,” and “ALLEN, of 
Michigan,” are sonearly like each other, and occupying a position in the 
same Congress, too, that I am unwilling to have this “ brand of stigma”? 
puteven upon the family name. [Laughter.] And I tell you gentle- 
men over there, who are fathering this thing that the gentlemen on 
this side charge has something else behind it, I charge you now and 
warn you when you attempt to cast opprobrium on the Chair that you 
are making an attack upon the name of Allen. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] And I hope, Mr. Chairman—why, sir, if 1 were you I would 
rule on this question anyhow, like the justice of the peace who did 
not propose “‘to have his own proceedin’s squelched.’’ [Great laugh- 
ter.] When was there ever such effrontery? When was there such a 
proposition made toa presiding officer before, when a question of order 
has been discussed before him for a whole day —— 


3026 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Aprin 4, 


Mr. MORGAN. ‘Two days. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Yes, for two whole days—— 

Mr. COLEMAN. But one of them was a holy day. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Then to come up and face him with 
the proposition ‘* You are not capable of doing this, sir, but the 
distinguished Committee on Rules’’—a committee, I confess, that is 
capable of doing anything under God’s heaven [langhter]—'' will have 
to doit.’ But they are not the only people who are capable of doing 
anything. [Laugbter.] And with this explanation of my personal 
attitude on the question, I will let you gentlemen do as yon please. 
[Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was not here on last Friday 
when this point of order was made against the bill and was discussed. 
But I have glanced my eye over the debate on Friday last and to-day 
I was present when the resolution was offered by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. THomAs]. -It was entirely competent for the geutle- 
man from Wisconsin to offer the resolution or any resolution touch- 
ing this matter. The gentleman from Wisconsin did offer it; it was 
read at the Clerk’s desk, it was discussed, and then the gentleman 
on that side offered-an amendmentto it. The pointof order was made 
on the amendment, and the point of order sustained. There was fur- 
ther discussion, and then the gentleman from Arkansas[Mr. Rogers] 
gets up and makes the point of order against the resolution offered by 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. THomAs]. It is too late. An 
amendment had been offered to the resolution, and whether in order or 
not it is toe late to make a point of order on the resolution, as all gen- 
tlemen can see at once by the mere statement of the proposition. lam 
not saying that the resolution is not in order, even if the point of order 
had been made in the first instance. I think it is entirely probable 
that the resoJution is in order; and I want to call the attention of the 
committee just a moment now to the status of the whole question. 

These claims covered in this bill are claims under the Bowman act, 
as I understand it, that have been accumulating for two or three, per- 
haps four, Congresses; certainly for two—— 

Mr, McCOMAS. For three Congresses. 

Mr. CANNON. For three Congresses, my friend from Maryland says. 
From time to time they have been reported back to Congress; and I 
hold in my hand a statement that on the 19th of December, 1887, the 
then Speaker of the House [Mr. CARLISLE] held that certain claims 
then on the Calendar, which had been brought forward from the Forty- 
ninth Congress by operation of the preceding section, referring to the 
Bowman act, were properly there, and on the 13th of January, 1888, 
he held that such should stand first on the Private Calendar. 

That gave them astatus according tothatdecision. Subsequently— 
and I ask the attention of the committee—when one of these claims was 
reached for consideration, the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. Cox] held that 
these bills, which were reported to a preceding Congress, while prop- 
erly on the Calendar for such appropriate action as the House might 
adopt, could not be considered for final disposition. I recollect the de- 
cision very well and baveit here. The question was made in Committee 
of the Whole, when the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hatcu] was in 
the chair, and the gentleman from Missouri at once stepped down and 
out, A report was made to the House, and then Mr. Cox, the Speaker 
protempore, made that ruling, that notwithstanding Speaker CARLISLE’S 
ruling that they stood at the head of the Calendar, they did not 
stand there for consideration. Consideration was refused absolutely by 
the decision of the then Speaker of the House, and that bill was not 
considered. 

Now, in due course of time that Congress expired by limitation, and 
in this Congress certain claims under the Bowman act, in the shape of 
an omnibus bill, are reported to this House from the Committee on ‘Yar 
Claims. The position is taken that these matters were never referred 
to that committee. They do not stand on the Calendar by virtue of 
the CARLISLE decision. It has been held, as Speaker Cox held, that 
they cannot be considered. They were reported under our new rules 
not in open House, but by handing to the Speaker or to the Clerk and re- 
ferred to the Calendar, and came upon Friday lastasto what disposition 
should be made of these bills, The gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
THOMAS] said that this matter had never been referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and there is no evidence on the face of the bill 
that they had ever been. 

Mr. BYNUM. Wil! the gentleman permit me to ask hima question 
there? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, with great pleasure. 

Mr. BYNUM. I understand that the difference between the bills 
placed on the Calendar of the Fiftieth Congress and this bill is this: 
That the bills in the Fiftieth Congress never had been introduced in 
that Congress, but had been placed on the Calendar as having been on 
the Calendar in the Forty-ninth Congress. In other words, that they 
had not been considered in the Fittieth Congress or considered as re- 
ported in this bill. But this bill has been considered by the Committee 
on War Claims and has been reported to this Congress, so that the two 
classes of bills are not similar. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, it is alleged, and 
I understand such is the fact, that these bills were never referred to the 
Committee on War Claims in this House. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, Mr. MCCOMAS, Mr. ENLOE, and others.. That 
is a mistake. 

Mr. BYNUM. It was the case in the Fiftieth Congress, and they 
could never come up. f 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I understand from several gentlemen on that 
side that it is a mistake, and that someof these bills were referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and that some were not. Yetthisomnibus 
bill is reported back, not by way of a substitute, in whole orin part, 
under any jurisdiction that was given to that committee—— 

Mr. ENLOE rose. 

Mr. CANNON. And now, pending—if the gentleman will allow me 
one sentence—pending the point of order, which goes to the jurisdiction 
of the committee to report this bill, and consequently the jurisdiction 
of the Committee of the Whole to consider it—pending that point of 
order the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] introduced a reso- 
lution that this Committee of the Whole report and recommend to the 
House that this whole question of these bills (those that were referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, if you please, and those that were 
not), under the rules of the House in connection with the Bowman act 
and in connection with the Calendar, be referred to the Committee on 
Rules, to be reported back as soon as practicable with such recommenda- 
tion involving a change of rnles as will enable the House to proceed of 
its own motion to get jurisdiction to cut this Gordian knot. 

Now, then, my own belief is that, the point of order not being made 
when thatresolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin was offered nor un- 
til after amendment had been offered toit, it is in order for that reason. 
I am inclined to believe that it is in order as a matter of privilege; 
and I believe in the present tangled condition, with other claims on 
this Calendar to follow, and for the consideration of these identical 
claims themselves, the most speedy way outof the difficulty is to adopt 
the resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; with great pleasure. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I1 the Commiitee of the Whole 
had no jurisdication to consider the bill, where does it get jurisdiction to 
close consideration by recommending that it be sent to the Committee 
on Rules? If it can not consider it, it can not recommend that it be 
recommitted to the committee, if it has no jurisdiction of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON, Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I have notsaid that 
the committee has or has not jurisdiction of the bill. I meant the 
Committee of the Whole. The point of order involving that question 
was made last Friday and is pending. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. That has been argued. Pending that this resolu- 
tion was offered and considered. Now, then, whether that point of 
order first made was well taken or not, I apprehend that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, finding the bill upon its Calendar, may adopt this 
resolution and send it to the House and Jet the House do as it pleases. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, the question I asked 
the gentleman, because he is a parliamentarian and a member of the 
Committee on Rules, is this: Does not the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Iowa necessarily attach itself to this motion, because 
that point of order is that this committee has no jurisdiction? Now, 
therefore, when t at motion is made it can not possibly supersede the 
point of order which goes to the very root of the matter; that is, the 
ates of the committee to consider it, and it does not require any point 
of order, : 

We have, however, a point of order that was pending, and as soon 
as the motion was made a point of order was made against that motion 
as against all other motions; and now, therefore, in the interest of the 
Chair, meeting the responsibilities of that question and deciding it, let 
him rule, and, if gentlemen are not satisfied with his decision, upon an 
appeal let the committee affirm or reject his judgment. If the com- 
mittee shall affirm it, then we have nothing further to do with the 
question. If it shall reject it, then that motion of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin would be in order, and we could consider it and take that 
course if we saw proper. That would relieve the tangle and make per- 
fectly plain a solution of the question. 

The question as to the jurisdiction could be determined, and if any 
gentleman desires to appeal from’ the decision he can do so, and that 
is an end to it. Then if the committee determines that we have juris- 
diction let the gentleman from Missouri make the motion, and that re- 
lieves us of all apparent tangle, which is purely apparent, of undertak- 
ing to put a question of jurisdiction against a question of consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The Chair is perfectly able, I think, to take care 
of itself. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am not taking care of the 
Chair. Iam only saying what should be done with the resolution of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, and in stating that I am giving my 
opinion what it is politic to do with a view of discharging the business 
of the House, including this business. Of course I wish to be under- 
stood as not intimating that the Chair is not able to take care of him- 
self. I was trying as faras I could to relieve him of the guardianship 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin and the gentleman from Illinois, so 


that he might take care of himself. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. CANNON. I have always noticed how kind the gentleman 
from Kentucky is to volunteer in this and in many other matters. In 
fact, Ido not know any gentleman so anxious to volunteer to get 
everybody out of trouble as the gentleman from Kentucky, and he al- 
ways does it well. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, And I am exceedingly sor- 
rowful that the occasion for it should arise so often in the parlia- 
mentary life of my friend from Illinois, [Renewed laughter. ] 

_Mr. BYNUM, Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard upon this ques- 


tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to speak to the point 
of order? 

Mr. BYNUM. I do. £ 

A MEMBER. Which one? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I desire tosubmita few remarks upon 
the point of order, I do not wish to discuss the merits of the bill, as I 
do not know whether I shall support it even if its consideration is had. 
Iam free from any bias or prejudice as to the merits of the bill that 
might warp my judgment upon the point of order. I have no desire 
to trespass upon the time of the committee, who seem to be growing 
impatient, further than to call the attention of the Chair to the impor- 
tance of this question and of the necessity of maintaining the correct 
rules of parliamentary procedure. In discussing the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. RoG“rs] I may be pardoned 
for contending that the Chair should have ruled the resolutions of the 

entleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] ont of order for reasons ad- 

itional to those assigned by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Clause 4 of Rule I, defining the duties of the Speaker, declares that— 

He shall sign all acts, addresses, joint resolutions, writs, warrants, and sub- 
poenas of or issued by order of the House, and decide all questions of order, 
subject to an appeal by any member, on which appeal no member shall speak 
more than once, unless by permission of the House. 

The duties of the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole correspond, 
so far as questions of order are concerned, with those of the Speaker of 
the House. 

Clause 8 of Rule XXIII provides that— 

The rules of proceeding in the House shal! be observed in Committees of the 
Whole House so far as they may be applicable. 

When a question of order is raised in the committee relative to 
modes of proceeding with a bill referred to it by the House the Chair- 
man must decide it, and decide it before any other question, except a 
question of privilege, can be entertained or further proceedings be bad. 

The Chair, as I understand, has, on a previous point of order, held 
that the resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin is a privileged 
question; if so, under what rule of the House does it become privi- 
leged? 

Rule IX defines questions of privilege, and we must look to its pro- 
visions, and to them alone, to sustain the motion or resolution upon 
that ground. 

Ree IX. 
QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the Houss 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; second, the 
rights, reputation, and conduct of members individually in their representative 
capacity only; and shall have precedence of ail other questions, except motions 
to adjourn. 

Does the resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin ‘‘affect the 
rights of the House collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity 
of its proceedings?” Most assuredly not! Does it affect the rights, 
reputation, and conduct of the members individually in their repre- 
sentative capacity only? No one will contend that it does! Itis not 
a motion to adjourn or its kindred motion, which is applicable in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, a motion ‘that the committee rise.’’ So 
far, Mr. Chairman, as the consideration of measures in Committee of 
the Whole is concerned there is but one privileged motion, and that 
is the motion “that the committee rise,’ which can be made at any 
stage of consideration or progress. 

Clause 4 of Rule XVI provides as follows: 

Whena gossos is under debato, no motion shall be received but to adjourn 
to lay on the table, for the previous question (which motions shall be decided 
without debate), to postpone to a day certain, to refer or amend, or bed Aan pe 
pmo! which several motions shall have precedence in the foregoing 
order; and no motion to postpone to a day certain, to refer, or to postpone in- 
definitely, being decided, shall be again allowed on the same day at the same 
stage of the question. 

No one will contend that these motions are proper or can be made in 
Committee of the Whole. The sole object and purpose in considering 
measures in Committee of the Whole is to avoid the operation of these 
different motions. 

I call attention to these motions and to the fact that they are in 
order only in the Honse, so that there may be no controversy or ques- 
tion in the mind of the Chair as to whether there may be priority of 
motions in the committee as in the House. 

I apprehend, however, that no precedent can be found or cited in 
support of the proposition that any motion in the Honse, except the 
privileged motion to adjourn, could be entertained or was in order 
while a question of order was pending. Such a procedure would at 
once set at naughtall rules, all modes of procedure, and bring upon the 


House and the committee confusion and chaos, When, in the history 
of any parliamentary body, has a pending question of order been taken 
away from the chair and referred to a committee? 

What is the House to do while the committee is deliberating upon 
the question and how is their determination to become the decision of 
the House? because all points of order may finally be decided hy the 
House. Willthe committee bringinareport? Ifso,when? Willthe 
report be accepted by the House or will it be committed to some other 
committee? During the time these difficulties may arise what has be- 
come of the measure which has priority of right under the rules we 
have adopted for our government and to facilitate the proceedings of 
the House? 

There is, Mr, Chairman, a well known parliamentary rule which, 
so far as my knowledge goes, obtains at all times and under all cir- 
cumstances, which will be overturned should this resolution be enter- 
tained by the committee or by the Chair. It isa valuable rule and one 
that ought never be lost sight of, because in its violation all orderly 
procedure may be destroyed and the body involved in inextricable con- 
fusion. Itis thatcumulativemotionsareneverinorder. Similarques- 
tions can not be entertained or be pending at the same time, For this 
reason but one appeal can be entertained at the same time. While one 
appeal is pending another can not be taken. If such were not the 
case appeal upon appeal might be taken and it would become impossi- 
ble to reach a decision that would relieve the body of the objectionable 
question and enable it to proceed with the question under considera- 
tion. 

In this matter we are confronted with the same evil, with the same 
difficulty. One question of order is now pending, and while that is 
under consideration another matter is brought before the committee 
and another question of order is precipitated before us. I submit that 
no emergency, no exigency ought to arise that will for a moment in- 
fluence the Chair or the committee to depart from the pathway of or- 
derly procedure, which is so distinctly marked and so essential to the 
transaction of business. It is the duty of the Chair to decide questions 
of order as they may arise, and there is no other mode known to par- 
liamentary law of getting rid of them. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this point of order has 
been diseussed as much, it seems to me, as there is any necessity for 
discussing the real point of order. The parliamentarians of the House, 
both young and old, have had a tilt at this question, and they have 
differed as widely as the poles. I have sat here for two days and list- 
ened to the discussion of the merits of this bill and of the questions 
involved in the different points of order, and I have become more 
thoroughly convinced to-day than I have ever been before that it is 
the object the parliamentarian desires to accomplish that influences 
the argument he will make. [Laughter.] Now, the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] is, to my mind, 
clearly correct. The entertainment of the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] was clearly wrong, in my 
opinion, with all due deference to the judgment of the Chair. 

But this discussion has gone beyond the merits of these different 
motions; it has gone into a criticism of the action of the last House 
of Representatives; it has gone into a criticism of the action of the 
Committee on War Claims, and in the case of the gentleman from 
THinois [Mr. CANNON], a distinguished member of the Committee 
on Rules, it has gone to the extent of exemplifying what I have 
seen in all the proceedings of Congress since I have had the honor of 
being a member here, that the Committee on Rules and the other lead- 
ing committees of this House try to grasp all the power and all the 
legislation of Congress. I am not astonished that the gentleman from 
Ilinois should argue so vigorously in favor of the position that this 
resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin is in order. Why, sir, he 
is a member of the Committee on Rules, and if that committee can 
throw out a drag-net and bring within the bounds of its jurisdiction 
all the powers of Congress, leaving only a very small part to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, then I think that the ambition of the gen- 
tlemen who serve on that committee will be gratified. s 

The gentleman from Illinois in discussing this question to-day has 
exhibited an ignorance of the subject which is certainly lamentable 
for a gentleman occupying the position that he does before the country. 
Mr. Chairman, I have been **unfortunately,’’ to use the expression 
of the gentleman from Connecticut [ Mr. SIMONDS], a member of the 
Committee on War Claims in three Congresses; I say *‘ unfortunately ” 
because of the amount of work imposed upon that committee and be- 
cause of the small results accomplished by that work so far as the final 
action of Congress is concerned. I have been a member of that com- 
mittee, as I have said, in three Congresses—why I can not tell. 

‘The questions presented to us are largely questionsoflaw. Iam not 
a lawyer; I am a farmer by occupation; but when I came here and was 
put on the Committee on War Claims I was compelled to enter into a 
study of the law bearing on these questions in order to be able to do my 
duty on this committee. TheSpeaker of the Forty-ninth Congress saw 
fit to assign me that duty and in the Fiftieth Congress I had the honor 
to serve as chairman of this committee. In the present Congress the 
Speaker went so far as to do me the particular honor of placing me 
upon no other committee than the Committee on War Claims, I have 
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thus been compelled, perforce, in opposition to my own desires, to study 
the law governing this question of war claims; and I believe I am 
“ posted” in reference to the action of the House on these questions 
from the beginning until the present time. 

Having had this experience, having been compelled to investigate 
this matter as I have, I am astonished at the ignorance in this respect 
of gentlemen who have served longer on this floor than I have and 
who ought to know better than to make the mistakes they have made 
to-day. They tell you, in order to bring the influences to bear to refer 
this question to the Committee on Rules, that these claims have never 
been before Congress. Why, sir, I have no doubt that every page on 
this floor knows better than that. Certainly every member of Congress 
ought to know that these claims come here by the authority of a law 
of Congress. Every solitary one of them is introduced into this House 
by bill or petition. They are all referred to the Committee on War 
Claims; and the Jaw of the land gives that committee power to refer 
these claims to the Court of Claims for investigation and report. That 
same law says in express terms that these claims shall continue pend- 
ing from Congress to Congress until disposed of. 

These claims came into the Fifty-first Congress upon bills introduced 
or reports or references made in the Fiftieth Congress. They went to 
the head of the Calender by a ruling of the Speaker. Three bills at 
the head of the Calendar were passed before any question as to the au- 
thority by which they were put there was raised. Then the Speaker 
pro tempore decided that they were there for proper action by the House, 
not necessarily for final action until the House shall see fit to adjudi 
cate them. Then, Mr. Chairman, a bill was introduced and referred 
to the Committee on War Claims containing a few of those claims which 
were at the head of the Calendar. By the action of the House, under 
the provisions of the Bowman act, when these cases are reported from 
the Court of Claims they are referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
So that the statement made on the floor to-day that these claims have 
never been properly before the committee falls to the ground in the face 
of thefacts. They have been before the committee, and before it rightly. 

The committee, exercising the power given to it under the rules of 
the House, saw fit by a vote of all its members, with one solitary ex- 
ception, the honorable chairman of the committee disagreeing with the 
remainder of the committee, to put these claims into one bill and re- 
port them back here, 

It is said that there is no precedent for this action. Sir, in the Fif- 
tieth Congress a large number of these claims were reported here in one 
bill, and this House spent every Friday for about two months in the 
discussion of those claims seriatim as they came up in that bill, and 
finally the last claim included in the bill was passed by the House. So 
that these claims are here to-day in this bill in accordance with a prec- 
edent set in the Fiftieth Congress. 

The act creating the Southern Claims Commission made it the duty 
of the persons appointed commissioners ‘‘ to receive, examine, and con- 
sider the justice and validity of such claims as shall be brought before 
them of those citizens who remained loyal adherents to the cause and 
Government of the United States during the war for stores or supplies 
taken or furnished during the rebellion for the use of the Army of the 
United States in States proclaimed as in insurrection against the United 
States.” 

This act created, in fact, a judicial tribunal limited to a particular 
class of claims, and contemplated that its proceedings should be con- 
ductedin accordance with judicial methodsin common use in the courts 
of the United States. It was an inferior judicial body, and, like all 
such organizations acting under the authority of the Government, was 
bound to follow the decisions of the Supreme Court in its constructions 
of the statutes on all subjects upon which the commission was required 
to act. It was to ‘‘examine and consider the justice and validity ’’— 
judicial acts—of all claims that under the Jaw could be presented to it, 
and the members could no more disregard the law of the land, as ex- 
pounded and declared by the courts of the United States, in their ex- 
aminations and decisions, than can arbitrators in civil cases disregard 
the laws under which they are acting. 

Congress certainly never intended by the act in question to create 
a body and invest it with judicial power which should be above all 
law and know no law that interfered with the exercise of its own 
sweet will. Prior to the enactment of the statute, the Court of Claims 
and the Supreme Court had had under consideration the various laws 
of Congress requiring proof of loyalty, and had made a number of de- 
cisions defining loyalty and what constituted proof of it, and these de- 
cisions of the highest judicial tribunal known to the Constitution 
were a part of the law of the land, in full force when the law creating 
the commission was enacted, and became impliedly a part of the stat- 
ute, Congress was familiar with these decisions of the courts, and the 
presumption is strong that the law was enacted with reference to them. 

But these commissioners held that they were ‘ta law unto them- 
selyes.’? They set themselves above the Supreme Court and ignored 
its decisions. They utterly di ed all judicial methods common 
to the courts of the country, and established a system of their own 
which violated all the rules of evidence and set at defiance every well 
established principle of law affecting the rights of individuals. > 

While I do not wish to reflect unnecessarily upon the gentlemen com- 


posing the commission, I do not hesitate to say that the mode of pro- 
ceedings adopted resulted in such aperversion of justice as was never 
committed by any other legal tribunal in this country, The truth is 
that the time wasnot auspicious for the investigation intrusted to their 
hands. ‘The bitter feelings engendered by the war had not died out to 
any extent. 

It was the common opinion all over one section of the country that 
all who resided in the insurrectionary States were disloyal to the Union 
and deserved to be punished as rebels. The commissioners were all 
from what are called the loyal States and were thoroughly impregnated 
with the opinions and prejudices of their section. They entered upon 
their duties with the conviction that it was their mission to protect the 
Treasury from a horde of rebels who, having failed to destroy the Union 
by force of arms, were now determined to bankrupt it by demands upon 


favor of “the Union and an appropriation.’’ 

The rules adopted by which testimony was to be taken and the 
eighty-odd interrogatories prepared to be propounded to the claimants 
were not only insulting to every man who became a witness, whether 
interested or otherwise, but plainly demonstrated that the cases were 
prejudged before being considered. 

The testimony was taken by officers appointed by the commissioners, 
who were thoroughly in their interests and well knew what was re- 
quired of them. They were sent South not merely to take the testi- 
mony of the witnesses called by the claimants, but they were to act 
and did act as attorneys for the Government, and they were thus ren- 
dered unfit to take the testimony impartially. The claimant and his 
witnesses were examined by the special commissioners separately and 
alone, thus being treated as though a criminal ontrial. Theclaimantsin 
many cases were not allowed to have an attorney present to protect their 
rights or to afford them the opportunity to explain any statement they 
had made; and it is not stating the fact too strongly to say that these 
special commissioners in many cases did not fail to report the testimony 
most strongly against the claimants. Theaccuracy of testimony taken 
under such circumstances, and by persons in the interest of one of the 
parties to the contest, may well be questioned. 

Nor is this all. It was made a part of the duties of these special 
commissioners and special agents, in addition to taking the depositions, 
to hunt up testimony against the claimants and to report their views 
of each case. 

The more active these special agents in securing all kinds of hearsay 
statements from irresponsible parties or, as has been suspected, from 
myths existing only in the lively imaginations of the agents, the greater 
favor those agents enjoyed. 

That the claimants were not allowed to be present, either in person 
or by counsel, at the time of the taking of the testimony on behalf of 
the Government by the special commissioner, I need but refer to the 
statement of the commissioners themselves, in the case of Otey, No. 
5174 (Commissioners’ Report, 1877, page 34). 

In disallowing this claim the commissioners use this language: 

In justice to Mr. Edwards, who is charged by claimant with deceiving him 
in saying ina a go to Memphis and the testimony would not be taken in his 
absence, when in fact Mr. Edwards proceeded immediately to take it in his ab- 
scence, we deem it proper to say that as Mr. Edwards at that time, according to 
his uniform custom, did not allow any claimants to be present at the taking of 
the testimony and the examination o the witnesses we see no motive for deceit, 
as is alleged, and think that the claimant must have misunderstood what Mr. 
Edwards said. 

Under the rules of the commission claimants were compelled to bring 
their witnesses to Washington. Of course this involved a great ex- 
pense. Aiter their witnesses were examined in open court their testi- 
mony was given to a special agent and that agent was dispatched to the 
home of the witness. There he could call witnesses to disprove the 
allegations of the claimant or he could examine the residents of the 
vieinage in the manner I have shown was done and make his report to 
the commission. 

The claimant was compelled to bring other witnesses to Washington 
to disprove the statements in the agent's reports. Very few, if any, 
of the claimants were able in their impoverished condition to do this. 
The result was that most of the cases went to trial without the claim- 
ants having the opportunity to rebut the so-called testimony taken by 
the special agents, and the commissioners gave more weight to the un- 
sworn statements thus reported by their special agents than to the 
legal testimony taken by claimants. 

The agents of the Quartermaster-General adopted a similar policy. 

and the files of that bureau will show that the claims were rejected 
not upon testimony taken in accordance with the forms of law—not 
even upon ex parte affidavits—bat upon the bare reports of the special 
agents of the bureau, without any verification whatever. It was not until 
Congress, by an amendment to the bill making appropriations for the 
payment of the allowances made by the Quartermaster-General, on 
June 13, 1880 (21 Stat., 586), that claimants or their attorneys were 
allowed to be present to cross-examine witnesses before the special 
agents of the Quartermaster-General. Their investigations were con- 
ducted secretly, and so reported to the Quartermaster-General. They 
were regarded by ‘hat officer as confidential communications, to which 
the claimant or the attorney was not permitted to have access. 


the national Treasury. They were regarded as Mulberry Sellerses, in 
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It was a star-chamber proceeding in every sense of the word, and 
this practice continued for a period of sixteen years. Thousands of 
claims were disallowed withont the claimant being adyised of the 
grounds of disallowance or furnished the opportunity to meet the 
charges thus alleged againsthim. In many instances the special agents 
withheld the names of their informants, stating in their reports that 
the names were withheld for ‘‘ prudential reasons.’’ 

Now as to claims before the Commissary-General, some of which are 
included in the bill now before the committee. None of these claim- 
ants ever had a hearing before the Commissary-General. None‘of them 
ever had the opportunity to take any testimony to establish their 
claims. Congress failed to make any appropriation for the appoint- 
ment of agents to investigate this class of claims, and only those were 
allowed by the Commissary-General that were supported by vouchers 
or affidavits furnished by officials, Upon this subject the Commissary- 
General, in his report of 1873, says: 

It will be impracticable to properly investigate the claims presented under 
the act of July 4, 1864, unless an appropriation be made forthe employmentand 
transportation of officers and agents to investigate the claims. 

And no such appropriation was ever made. These cases, then, never 
had a hearing by, nor were they ever investigated before the Commis- 
sary-General, and the facts in each case for the first time are developed 
in the findings of the Court of Claims. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is not the worst, and yet this is bad enough. 
To return tothe conduct of the commission, I here make the broad asser- 
tion thatthe great majority of the cases beforethat body were never le- 
gally adjudicated. The act creating the commission provided that two 
of the three commissioners should constitute a quorum, and no claim 
could legally be adjudicated or rejected but by the concurrence of a ma- 
jority of the commission. The fact is, however, and I make the state- 
ment upon the authority of an officer of the commission, that the com- 
missioners entered into an agreement that no claim should bereported 
favorably except upon the concurrence of each member of the commis- 
sion, thus conferring upon one of the body the power to nullify the 
action of the majority, which was in itself a violation of the statute. 
Then the cases were parceled out among the commissioners, and if any 
one of them reported against a claimant—found him disloyal—the 
claim was at once laid asideas rejected, without any examination by the 
others, 

Thus one commissioner did what the law required to be done by at 
least two of them; there was no valid examination of the testimony, 
and claims were rejected in violation of the letter as well as the spirit 
of the law. And the records of the commission abundantly sustain 
the assertion I have made. ‘Those records show that few of the decis- 
ions are signed by all of the commissioners; that some are signed by 
only two; a good many by one only; while many are not signed by any 
of the commissioners at all, thus proving that they were never consid- 
ered and adjudicated by the commission. These are stubborn facts, 
supported by records of the commission, and demonstrate that the claim- 
ants have not been justly dealt with, after having been put to great 
expense to prove up their cases, 

As one who served in the Confederate army and as representing in 
pn a State which furnished many soldiers to both armies, I am not 

ere to advocate particularly the claims of men residing in the South- 
ern States during the war who claim to have adhered to the United 
States and to have opposed the Confederacy throughout that conflict. 
But Congress, by the act of March 3, 1871, which created the Claims 
Commission, held out to this class of our citizens the promise of pay- 
ment for the stores and supplies furnished the Federal military forces 
during the progress of the war which the Government, by reason of 
their remoteness from their base of supplies, was unable to supply. 
The Bowman act, by means of which the cases rejected by the Claims 
Commission have been referred to the Court of Claims, renewed that 
promise. Some of these claimants are from my State, some my con- 
tituents, and I should be wanting in duty to them if I did not insist 
that io shall receive that justice to which they are entitled under 
the law. 

Mr. Chairman, as a member of the War Claims Committee I con- 
curred in the report made by the majority of the committee, recom- 
mending the passage of the bill now before the House. While the 
amount proposed to be appropriated is a large one, it must be remem- 
bered that the sum covers the findings of the Court of Claims under 
the Bowman act, which was enacted more than seven years ago. Itis 
the result of the labors of that court in this class of cases during the 
whole of that period of seven years, and if appropriations had been 
made annually to pay these awards, as is done in the case of judgments 
of that court, they would have amounted to less than $100,000 per 
annum. At the first session of the last Congress this House passed a 
bill making an appropriation to pay the awards rendered up to that 
period, but the bill never was reached in the Senate. 

That question has been fully discussed by the committee who re- 
ported this bill; and your committee, waiving the question of the ab- 
stract right of Congress to review the action of the Court of Claims, 
reached the conclusion that effect could only be given tothe Bowman 
act Dy itatag the ruling of the Supreme Court in analogous cases, 
and holding the facts thus found by the court “‘to import absolute 


verity and conclude each party to the controversy.’’ This is the rule 
adopted by the Supreme Court in all appeals from the Court of Claims, 
and is the only practicable rule in the case of private claims before Con- 
gress. It is consonant, too, with the purposes of the Bowman act. It 
was the avowed object of that statute to afford relief to Congress in the 
investigation of private claims by leaving the ascertainment and de- 
termination of facts toa judicial tribunal, where testimony could be 
taken according to the rule of evidence, the witnesses cross-examined, 
the parties fully heard, and each case decided in accordance with th 
facts and the law. ; 
This is the course of proceedings adopted by the Court of Claims; 
each case is determined in accordance with judicial methods, methods 
followed in every impartial legal tribunal and which the experience 
of ages has demonstrated to be the best adapted for the ascertainment 
of truth. All these cases have been thus heard and determined by the 
Court of Claims, and the findings reported here, and the awards made, 
are before us as required by the Bowman act, and are the deliberate 
result of its best judgment. Are we not morally, if not legally, bound 
by this action of the court? To repudiate that action, by refusing to 


appropriate money to pay the awards thus made, would be not only to ` 


impose hardships upon the claimants, who have been put to great 
expense in taking additional testimony to prove up their claims and 
establish their loyalty, but an implication upon the court and a virt- 
ual nullification of the Bowman act itself. 

I regret to say that my friend from Wisconsin, the chairman of the 


War Claims Committee, differs with all the other members of the com- ~ 


mittee on the binding effect of the findings of fact by the Court of 
Claims and has made a minority report in opposition to the passage of 
the bill. His theory is that the decisions of the court are advisory only, 
and not conclusive, and he complains that in the ‘* preparation of the bill 
the committee has not considered a single one of the findings of fact or 
conclusions of the court;’’ in other words, he insists that the War 
Claims Committee should act the part of an appellate tribunal and re- 
view the decisions of the court, affirming or reversing its action as, in 
the judgment of the committee, we may approve or disapprove its de- 
cisions. À 

The committee do not deny the right of Congress or the committes 
to ignore the action of the court, but they deem that course impracti- 
cable and unsafe as well. The truth is that it is utterly impossible 
for any one committee, however industrious its members may be, to 
examine all these cases in detail, without utterly neglecting other 
equally important duties as members of the House. And not only this, 
but, if you adopt the theory that the findings of the court, when in fa- 
yor of the claimants, may be ignored, the reasons are equally strong for 
ignoring its decisions when made in favor of the Government, 

The claims included in the bill number 284. Of this number there 
were disallowed for other reasons than alleged disloyalty 163. And of 
this number there were rejected because the proof of loyalty was not 
deemed satisfactory 121. 

2 Mr. THOMAS. Does it include all the decisions of the Court of 
laims? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Not all. ' 

Mr. THOMAS. No, not half of them. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Notall. It is only for stores and sup- 
plies which are included in this bill. The percentage allowed by the 
Court of Claims is only about 7 per cent. of the amount referred to them. 
You go beyond that; you impeach the court; you impeach next to the 
highest tribunal in the United States by this action. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky whether it is 
not a fact that this bill does not include any class except those under 
the Southern Claims Commission, and which were embodied in an 
omnibus bill at every session under the 4th of July act. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. They are all of the very same character 
of claims, paid by bills amounting to $500,000 as coming from the 
Southern Claims Commission and passed here at every session of Con- 
gress as coming from the Quartermaster-General’s Department. _ 

' And it is thus shown that more than half of the claims rejected by 
the Southern Claims Commission and the Quartermaster and Commis- 
sary Generals were so rejected, not for want of sufficient proof of loy- 
alty, but for entirely different reasons, some of the reasons being that 
the claimants were not shown to be citizens; that some were natural- 
ized citizens, but the legal evidence of the fact had not been produced; 
others because it appeared that the claimants had become. bankrupt 
and the assignees had not been made parties; and others for the reason 
that the loyalty of the heirs and creditors of deceased claimants had 
not been established. i 

We are next told by the gentleman in his minority report that after 
these cases are transmitted to the Court of Claims they are ‘‘reopened 
and testimony unheard of at the time of the first investigation, and it 
is claimed not in all cases entirely reliable, is brought forward, estab- 
lishing, in the opinion of the court, the conclusion that claimants are 
loyal and should be paid vast sums out of the Treasury.” 

From whom comes this suggestion? Certainly no information has 
been laid before the committee upon which to base the statement, and 
it appears for the first time in the report of the gentleman. None of 
the new witnesses, whose testimony is thus assailed, have been im- 
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peached by the attorneys representing the Government, and their integ- 
rity stands without question. The gentleman kindly says that he 
t‘ does not censure the court for this.” 

should the gentleman censure the court? Whatright has heor I 
to sit in judgment upon the acts of this court, second only in dignity 
and power to that august tribunal the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and seéond only to it in the character and ability of the men 
chosen to constitute it? 

Mr. Chairman, what is the court? A body of able lawyers before 
whom, and before whom only, a citizen of the United States may come 
and say to the Government, thesovereign, ‘‘ Pay me that thou owest.’’ 
Within the precincts of this court, and there alone, the citizen and the 
Government are placed upon an equality. There the greatest nation 
of the earth delegates its sovereignty, and laying aside its power says to 
the citizen, *‘ Prove that I am indebted to you and I will place no 
privilege againstyou. I am here as your equal, not as your sovereign.”’ 

The Constitution of the United States created the Supreme Court and 
vested Congress with the power to create other needed tribunals. Con- 

gress has exercised that power and bas created numerous courts with 
limited powers. The district courts are limited to suits involving not 
more than $1,000 as against the United States and between the citizens 

: of different States; the circuit courts, to $10,000. But this court has 
no limit to its jurisdiction either in the amount involved or the class 
of cases. It has jurisdiction in law, equity, and admiralty, as isshown 
by the following extract from the law: 
aa claims hareei upon the Constitution of the poe — oe Sy ey. ns 

utiy: 
ment, or upon. Sey SARNE ERE SOA UF TAPIA EII te averamestar we 
or for damages, liquidated or unliquidated, in cases not sounding 
in tort, in respect to which claims the party would be entitled to redress against 
the United States either in a court of law, equity, or admiralty if the United 
States were suabie. 

Look at a few of the cases which this court has considered. The 
Hot Springs case, involving property claimed by individuals and the 
Government worth not less than $6,000,000. The Supreme Courtsus- 
tained its action. Take ‘the great Choctaw case,” but recently de- 
cided by the same judges now on the bench. The Court of Claims held 
that the Government was indebted to the Choctaw tribe about $300,- 
000. The Supreme Court upheld the findings of law, but said the 
amount due the Indians was nearly $3,000,000. 

It can not be charged that the judgesof this court have any sectional 
pathy with these “* rebel claims,’’ assome people choose to designate 
class of cases now under consideration. None of the judges are 

from that section or sympathized with the rebellign; but, sir, you will 
find no man from the South complaining because of this. We believe 
the judges to be honest, impartial, able, and experienced. That they 

_ are painstaking in the examination of the cases brought before them 
is abundantly proven by the-records of the War Claims Committee. 

Over one thousand cases have been examined and reported upon 
within the seven years since the Bowman act was put into operation, and 
over 90 per cent. of the cases have been decided in favor of the Goy- 
ernment. This does not show any dangerous bias of the court in favor 
of claimants. Less than one dollar in ten of the sums claimed have 
been allowed and we are asked to pay this allowance. The court has 
evidently weighed well and examined carefully the cases before it, and 
has carefully considered the rights and interests ot the Government. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one way in which this Congress can *‘ censure 
the court” and besides doa great injustice, The court was consti- 
tuted to attend to and adjudicate this class of cases. We made the 
court. Weauthorized the claimants to enter it and prosecute the Gov- 
ernment. In doing that we entered into a contract to pay the awards 
made bythe court. We have neither the right nor the power to change 
that contract. 

Alexander Hamilton, one of the greatest men this nation ever pro- 
duced, said: 

b} ize the of a promi hi bliges, 
BB Nec dfs yr meld pri a ee E SEE 

We contracted with the claimants in these cases that if they would 
go into this court of ours, to which we gave power and jurisdiction 
greater than those we have ever conferred upon any other court, and 
there establish, first, loyalty, and, second, the value of the articles 
proven to have been used by the United States, we would pay for them. 
The claimants accepted our terms when they filed their petitions. 
"They expended large sums of money to establish the facts. 

The court has discharged its functions, and we not only insult the 
court, do injustice to the claimants, but we violate law if we refuse to 
appropriate money to pay these awards, because Chief-Justice Waite, 
in rendering a decision of the Supreme Court, said: 

The United States are as much bound to pay their contracts as individuals, 


And Justice Strong, in giving another opinion, said: 

Where is the power of Congress to add new terms to any contract with the 
United States? Where isthe power to annul vested rights? It is certainly not 
to be found in the Constitution. 

And we entered into a contract with these claimants and gave them 
vested rights in the awards of this court. i 
But the chairman of the committee, while not censuring the court, 


is not so considerate of those who represent the Government at its bar, 
for he says in his report: 

The testimony is taken by deposition, and the court has no means of know- 
ing how much of it is false or whether there has been collusion between the 
claimants and the agents of the Government in any particular ease in the tak- 
ing of it or no!. 

I have no disposition to assail men who can not be heard in their own 
vindication, at least until I am furnished with some tangible evidence of 
their misconduct. I have reason to know that these agents of the Gov- 
ernment thus assailed have been instructed to make vigorous efforts to 
defeat claims of the character embraced in the bill and to examine the 
witnesses thoroughly; and the depositions taken by the claimants show 
that the cross-examinations were most rigid and that these agents 
faithfully obeyed their instructions. 

If it is intended to charge that there was corruption or fraud perpe- 
trated by the agents of the Government in any case favorably reported 
bere by the Court of Claims, then the answer is that it is not too late 
to prevent the consummation of that fraud. 1f any such fraud or cor- 
ruption has been discovered, it is only necessary for the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to make the fact known to the court or to Congress, and in that 
case, I doubt not, the court will promptly recall the case, revoke its 
findings, and punish the delinquents. Until such a case is pointed out 
I can only regard the insinuation of the chairman of the committee 
as a gratuitous attack upon those who have been afforded no oppor- 
tunity to defend themselves, and one not warranted by the facts. 

The gentleman then complains that the committee have neglected 
and refused to investigate each case, and then makes this declaration: 

If in each case the testimony taken by the court and the testimony taken by 
the Southern Claims Commission or the Quartermaster-General’s ent 
had been compared, the conviction in many instances would have forced itself 
upon the commiitee that the case was rotten from top to bottom and that claim- 
ants were well known during the entire war as disloyal. x 

This, Mr. Chairman, is a very broad assertion, and should not have 
been uttered without indisputable testimony of its truth. Nota single 
case is produced to establish so bold a proposition. Ii any such case ex- 
ists, it has not come to my know] 

As chairman of the War Claims Committee of the last Congress and 
asa member of this committee in this Congress, I have had occasion to 
examine a large number of these cases. 1 have fonnd some in which 
there was failure to prove that the claimants adhered to the United 
States throughont the war or that they refused to aid the Confederate 
cause. There may be many such cases, but none such, to my knowl- 
edge, ever passed the committee or were reported favorably by the 
Court of Claims. Besides, the assertion of the report is nota trank one, 
for it leaves the inference that the testimony taken by both the Court 
of Claims and the Quartermaster-General was not before that court 
when each case came before it tor consideration. 

All the papers in these cases were on file in the office of the Clerk of 
this House. When a case is sent to the court, under the provisions 
of the Bowman act, all the papers, including testimony of every de- 
scription, is transmitted with the order of transfer; and when the case 
is tried in the Court of Claims, all the testimony and other proofs, 
whether on the part of the claimant or the Government, is before the 
court, and that court does what the chairman complains of the com- 
mittee for not doing, namely, compares not only the new testimony 
offered, but all the testimony used on former hearings, whether before 
the Claims Commission or the Quartermaster-General, 

In other words, the court investigates and determines the facts from 
all the testimony before it, just as the Bowman act requires it should 
do, and does the work far more fully and completely, and with more 
consideration, than any committee of Congress ever can. As I have 
already remarked, the testimony in many of these cases is very volumi- 
nous; there are many such cases; small ones, as well as large ones, re- 
quire time and seclusion to investigate properly; and it must be ap- 
parent to the House that to require such examination from the com- 
mittee would oceupy the whole time of the members, to the utter 
neglect of their other equally important duties, 

But, Mr. Chairman, suppose I concede, forthe sake of the argument, 
that the court has erred in a few cases—and I know of none—and that 
awards have been made when the proof was insufficient and the claims 
should have been rejected. Should an error of this kind invalidate 
other claims against which no such complaint has been or can be made? 
Errors of this kind will occurso long as judges, as well as men, are fal- 
lible. They occur in every Department of the Government. How 
many pensions have been granted that have proved to be fraudulent! 
How many land patents have been issued that had no valid foundation 
to rest upon! It is well known that the grossest frauds have been per- 
petrated upon the Treasury in cases in which the fraud could ‘not have 
been successiul if the cases had been before a court and passed through a 
judicial examiuation. 

Errors of this kind and the mistakes of clerks are sometimes the 
result of carelessness, but more of them are caused by the haste in which 
the public business is transacted, and not fromcorruptintention. Be- 
cause of such errors shall we refuse to grant pensions or to issue land 
patents? The answer to this argument by theauthor of the minority 
report is that, if he can point out a single claim in the bill in which an 
award has been made by the court which is not supported by the tes- 
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timony in the case, strike it out, refuse to appropriate money for its 
payment; but the iact that such a case exists is no sufficient reason for 
refusing to pay other claims to which an objection can not be raised. 

It is somewhat ungenerous, to say the least, to attack a whole body 
of claimants because some one of them may not be justly entitled to 
be paid; and this the chairman of the committee does in the closing 
paragraph by his assertion that ‘‘ the real fact is that in very many of 
these claims the claimants were disloyal, and for that reason should be 
excluded under the act from receiving compensation ’’—a reflection 
upon the Court of Claims. 

I have dwelt too long, perhaps, upon the subject, but I desired to 
fully inform the committee as to the true status of these claims, to 
show the treatment to which they had been subjected by the Claims 
Commission and the Quartermaster and Commissary Generals, and to 
assure the committee that they had never had a fair and impartial con- 
sideration until submitted to the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
act for re-examination, The labor of the court is now before us in 
this bill, and the simple question is, will Congress pass the bill and 
make an appropriation for the payment of these claims? 

And, if not, why not? These claims are all for stores and supplies 
furnished for or taken by the Federal forces during the war, and were 
necessary for their subsistence, These supplies performed no insig- 
nificant part in the success of the Union armies. The soldiers had to 
live, and, if to live, they had to eat. With intervening hostile armies 
between them and their base of supplies, the Government was unable 
to reach them with the rations required for their support, and they were 
compelled to live npon the country through which they marched, The 
Union generals have all, more or less, recognized the aid received from 
this source. Without these supplies the ‘‘march to the sea’? would 
have proved a failure. The soldiers would have perished from hunger 
and exhaustion. 

If these claimants throughout the conflict maintained their allegiance 
to the Union cause and contributed no aid to the Confederacy, and the 
court hasadjudged that they did—and that judgmentis conclusive upon 
us unless we repudiate the action of a court of our own selection for the 
solution of the question—these claimants are entitled to compensation. 
And it may be well to inquire who these claimantsare. As the records 
of the commission show, some of them were foreigners who took no part 
in the conflict of arms, but remained neutral, and under treaties with 
the nationalities to which they belon were entitled to protection; 
others, again, were widows and minor heirs; while some were negroes, 
all of whom were faithful to the United States and awaited the boon 
of freedom which they confidently believed would follow the triumph 
of the Federal arms. 

All of these were non-combatants, and being such their private prop- 
erty was exempt from capture as booty of war. In thecase of Klein rs. 
‘The United States, 13 Wallace, 138, the Supreme Court went even further 
than this, for in that case the court held that “the Government recog- 
nized to the fullest extent the humane maxims of the modern law of 
nations, which exempt private property of non-combatant enemies from 
capture as booty of war.’ And the court adds, ‘‘The cases were few 
indeed in which the property of any not engaged in actual hostilities 
was subjected to seizure and sale.” Much of the property was fur- 
nished or taken upon promises of payment by military officers high 
in command, as the testimony in many of the cases shows, and these 
promises strengthen the equitable claims of the claimants. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, we have held to these men ‘‘the word of 
promise to the ear;’’ shall we ‘‘break it tothe hope?’’ By the several 
acts to which I have referred in the course of my remarks Congress has 
given them to understand that if they established their loyalty they 
would be entitled to pay forthe property used for the subsistence of the 
Army in the field; and the honor and dignity of the nation demand 
that the promise should be sacredly fulfilled. 

Mr. Chairman, I have endeavored as briefly as possible to give the 
facts and the law in these cases. So far as the facts are concerned, 
I know them to be correct, I believe I have not misstated the law. 
When the idle, the vicious, and unfortunate violate the law and set 
justice aside, the danger to the community isremote. But the patri- 
otic heart feels a pang when the law-makers of the country, upon the 
floor of this House, through honest ignorance, catering to sectional 
prejudices or spurred on by the ambition of the demagogue, propose to 
violate the Constitution, to break the contracts we have made, to take 
private property without just compensation, to set aside the decrees of 
the courts, divest vested rights, and trample with ruthless feet upon 
principles of law and canons of right consecrated in every virtuous heart 
for centuries. I yield the floor. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I made this point of order, 
and I believe I am the only one who has not been permitted to dicuss it. 

Much has been said about the delay involved in the discussion of the 
pan of order, but justice compels me to state that most of the delay 

as heen occasioned by speeches made upon the other side, evidently 
with the impression that unless their case was presented very strongly 
the decision of the point of order would be against them. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this point of order is no new matter. My po- 
sition on this question is by no means a new one. This question was 

in the last Congress on a point of order made by the gentle- 


man from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]; the ground was all gone over, and I 
am not surprised at the position taken to-day by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, in view of the fact that in the last Congress he went so far 
as to say that this House had jurisdiction of a bill of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, and to pass an act for the payment of a claim that had never 
been introduced in the Fiftieth Congress or had never been framed in 
a committee of that Congress, and found fault then because that bill 
was not > 

That question was brought to the attention of the House and the 
same length of time, about, was consumed in the discussion of it as has 
been consumed on this point of order; and in reference to that I made 
an inquiry in the following language: 

Let me ask the gentleman this question— 

Referring to Mr. Dunn, of Arkansas— : 

Can an passed f n 
A of Chatinn, th ang given cane, TINEO fies baring tee bil DENARENA ADA 
properly referred in this Congress? 

Now, that is the point of order I made in this case, I hold that 
either there must be some act of this House authorizing a committee to 
assume jurisdiction or else the matter must be referred to that com- 
mittee in order that it may be authorized to act upon it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit me just there 
a word? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. In connection with that point I desire to ask theat- 
tention of the gentleman to the second paragraph of Rule XXIV, which 
reads as follows: 


R and communications from the heads of Departments, and other com- 
munications addressed to the House, and bills, resolutions, and messages from 
the Senate may be referred to the appropriate committees in the same manner 
and with the same right of correction as public bills presented by members. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes 

Mr. ROGERS, Now, I just want to take a moment on that point, 
with the gentleman’s permission. 

Here, then, is a report made in pursuance of the act of Congress to 
the House, and the Speaker, under this rule, refers it to the proper com- 
mittee, The committee assumes jurisdictionand reportsitbuck. Now, 
is that not as regular as the jurisdiction of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee, acquired by virtue of the estimates sent to that committee, or the 
President’s message referred to it, under the act of Congress or under 
the Constitution, as either may apply to the respective case? . 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But we have no evidence that the reports of . 
the Court of Claims have ever by any action of the House been re- 
ferred to that committee. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have not myself examined the report, but that is 
conceded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no question about that. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Thatis not conceded, but, on the contrary, the 
report of the committee as presented by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. ENLor] leads to the conclusion that no such matter was referred. 
Let me read. The report goes on to say: 


The Committee on War Claims, having classified all claims for quartermaster 
stores and supplies furnished for the use of the United States Army during the 
Jate war and reported from the Court of Claims with favorable findings has 
embraced all such claims in the accompanying bill, and reports the same with 
the recommendation that it pass. 


Mr. ROGERS. My friend wants to be entirely fair, I am sure. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS, I understand from gentlemen interested in the bill— 
I am interested only in the point of order—that every single case was 
reported to the House and by the Speaker referred to the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And bills offered in nearly every one of them. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is not the case. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I deny that, and I make the denial by au- 
thority of the chairman of the Committee on War Claims. Fully one- 
half of these bills were never reported to the committee. 

Mr. ROGERS. Never referred to the committee, you mean? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Never referred to the committee. 4 

Mr. THOMAS. If the gentleman from Iowa will permit me a mo- 
ment. As I understand it, in the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fif- 
tieth Congresses the Court of Claims reported back their riser, in these 

ill, 


cases; but in a very large number of cases in this omnibus bill, atleast 
one hundred and twenty, no other action has been taken, no reference 
by any officer of the House, by any committee of the House, by the 
Speaker of the House to anybody has been had until they were found 
in this omnibus bill; and that is the exact situation. 

Mr. KERR, of Jowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not making that 
statement without authority. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman permit me just a moment? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. . Yes. 

Mr. ENLGE. I wish to say that the statement of the chairman of 
the committee is substantially correct so far as the reference of the 
findings is concerned. There are about one hundred and thirty-nine 
cases in this bill, or one hundred and forty, where bills have been in- 
troduced; and probably twenty-five or thirty, maybe fifty, I can not 
remember the exact number, that have been referred from the House 
at this session, the others having been reported at previous Congresses. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, I have quoted the report of the com- 
mittee, and in that they seem to base their jurisdiction entirely on the 
fact that these claims have been acted upon by the Court of Claims. 

That whole matter was discussed in the last Congress, and it was 
claimed that, because the Speaker [Mr. CARLISLE], on the 19th De- 
.cember, had held that the claims were properly on the Calendar, it 
followed that they were properly before the House for consideration. 
The question was discussed on the 29th day of January, 1888, and in 
that discussion a number of gentlemen on the other side participated. 
The point of order, as I said before, was raised by Mr. LANHAM, and 
the late Mr. Cox, then in the chair as Speaker pro tempore, made this 
decision: 

The Chair is ready to decide the question. After hearing attentively the ar- 

ment in the Committee of the Whole, the present occupant of the chair would 

lecide that the class of bills of which the bill referred to is one were reported 
to the Forty-ninth Congress with accompanying reports from the Court of 
Claims. They were, by direction of the Speaker, during the present session, 
ordered to be placed on the Private Calendar for consideration on Fridays. In 
the opinion of the Chair it does not follow that these bills of a former Con 
are here for passage by the present House without the formalities contemplated 
by our rules, They are on the Calendar for et tag oe action. What is that 
appropriate action? It may be the reference of them to a committee— 

Now, I make the point of order that fully one-half of these bills have 
not been referred to any committee— 

It may be to lay them on the table, The reference of bills to the Calendar 
does not necessarily imply that they are to be passed or to be considered with 
a view to final disposition. Even messages from the President are directed to 
. be placed on the ndar; but no one would suppose tbat because a message 

of the President is placed on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole the 
committee should at once consider, for instance, the question of the tariff, pre- 
sented in that message, without such preliminary steps as the rules contemplate. 

Now, that was the decision made when Mr. Cox was in the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. REILLY. But as a matter of fact were not the bills placed on 
the Calendar without any action of the House? - 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I say this, that there is no evidence in any- 
thing I have heard that there has been any action of the House with 
reference to these bills. 

Now. the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] the other day 
mentioned the fact that he had introduced one bill, and that that bill 
was in this list. I hold that the Committee on War Claims had no 
right to endanger the bill of the gentleman from Kentucky by putting 
it in an omnibus bill with two hundred and fifty other claims. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Lintroduced two other bills that are in there 
as pending, and as there are a great many others in this omnibus bill 
which were regularly introduced and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims and reported back, why do you object to their consideration ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Let me get to the point. Why not proceed 
with the consideration of this omnibus bill, and then, if your objection 
holds to these claims that have not been introduced formally, strike 
them out and let the other claims in the bill be considered. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let me tell you that when we go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole and move to strike these claims out gentlemen 
have their claims in there and are associated in this omnibus bill. 
They will all vote against striking out these items. Now, what is the 
remedy? We can not have a vote in the House on it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yourremedy isinapointof order. Youmake 
a point of order on any of those items, and it goes out. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, I have made a point of order on all of 
them. I made the point of order on all the claims involved in this 
bill, and it certainly ought to be sustained. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But you are making it against all these 
amounts claimed in this bill, in which bills were presented as well as 
those in which bills were not. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It ought to be.sustained, The question is 
whether a committee of this House shall have jurisdiction to group a 
large number of bills, bad, good, and indifferent, place them in an 
omnibus bill, and have the good ones ride the bad ones through. 

Now, I think the point of order is right. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. THomAs], chairman of the committee, proposed to leave 
this to the Committee on Rules, I wish to call the attention of the 
House to a clause of our present rule which authorizes the reference 
of these matters to the Committee on Rules. I call attention to clause 
45 of Rule XI: 

All proposen action touching the rules, joint rules, and order of business shall 
be referred to the Committee on Rules, ; 

I hold that under this provision of Rule XI the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin was in order, and that it ought to be sustained. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, in regard to the Bowman act itself. I deny 
that the Bowman act authorizes these bills to he placed on the Calen- 
dar; and, if it did authorize it, the rules of this House make it void. 
No body of men anywhere have the right to dictate to this body under 
what rules it shall proceed. That argument was forcibly made, if I 
mistake not, by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] in the last 
session of Congress 


Mr. ROGERS. I agreed to that. r 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I say there is no difference between the old 
rules and the new rulesas to the committee getting jurisdiction, The 
only diference is this: That in the rules of former sessions a bill had 
to be read in open House, whereas under the rules we have here they 
may be read and referred by the Speaker. But there is no change in 
the rules with reference to what is necessary to give jurisdiction. There 
must be a bill and a reference. 

Mr. ROGERS. My friend certainly does not comprehend the rule I 
just read. It says that ‘‘all communications addressed to the House 
shall be referred as other bills; ’’ and the Speaker refers it in that way. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, in to the Bowman act. It pre- 
scribes that when the facts shall be found the court shall not enter 
judgment thereon. The Jaw expressly denies jurisdiction in the court 
to euter judgment thereon. Why? Because it was believed that this 
body should consider the question and determine upon the merits as to 
whether or not they ought to pass, and Congress denied to the court 
the authority to enter judgment. The law says: 

Who shall report the same to the committee or to the House by which the 
case was transmitted for its consideration. 

The law further provides that if a bill is not disposed of in that Con- 
gress the court shall report again to the next Congress all bills not dis- 
posed of in the former Congress. 

Now, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] the other day 
spoke of the Tucker act. The Tucker act has no reference whatever 
to any of these claims. By an express provision of the Tucker act no 
claim can be considered unless it arose within six years before the time 
it was presented; so that it can have no application to matters that 
arose more than twenty-five years ago. Now, this report expressly ex- 
cludes and the bill expressly excludes from the consideration of the 
House the merits of every case. The court are in duty bound to re- 
port to us the facts in the case, so that we will know upon the presen- 
tation to Congress of the report as to whether the bill ought to pass the 
House or not. Here we have presented to us in a single omnibus bill 
two hundred and fifty claims in a body, without a single reference as 
to many of these cases, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule upon the question 
of order raised by the gentleman from Arkansas, 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will proceed with the rulin 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this: I had the prom- 
ise of the Chair that I should be recognized on this resolution before 
the matter was wound me: 

The CHAIRMAN, e Chair desires to say that gentlemen on that 
side who were recognized by the Chair occupied so much time that it 
is now impossible to recognize the gentleman from Tennessee, the hour 
for recess having nearly arrived. It is not the fault of the Chair. 

The point of order raised by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Rogers] is that the resolution offered by the gentleman from Wiscon- 
ide awe) can not a en until this bill has been con- 
si y the Committee of the Whole, paragraph by paragraph, and 
amendments offered if desired. The Chair thinks he states tha guste: 
man’s position correctly. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think that is a fair statement of it, but if the 
Chair will permit me, I would rather putitin this way: Until the com- 
mittee has entered upon the consideration of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. In other words, until the committee has entered 
into the merits of the question. ‘The Chair holds that the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. THomAs] is a privileged 
motion, and as such takes precedence of everything except a motion to 
rise. The Chair is not prepared to hold that he will not consider, or 
allow this committee to consider, a privileged motion or resolution as 
soon as presented, and in support of his ruling the Chair will have read 
from the Digest what is there said under the head of ‘‘ Questions of 
Privilege’’ upon this question generally. Of course it is for the com- 
mittee to say whether they wish to adopt the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, but it is not for the Chair to withhold, or 
in any way to impede or retard, a privileged motion. The Clerk will 
now read from the Digest. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whenever the Speaker is of the opinion that a question of privilege is in- 
volved in a proposition he must entertain it in preference to any other busi- 
ness, such opinion, of course, being subject to an appeal; and when aproposi- 
tion is submitted which relates to the privileges of the House it is his duty to 
entertain it, at least to the extent of submitting the question to the House as to 
whether or not it presents a question of privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. This statementin the Digest is followed by a 
long list of references to decisions bearing upon the question in all its 
aspects. Now, a point of order is addressed to the Chair, and it is for 
the Chair to consider and pass upon it; but a question of privilege is a 
very different and a far higher question, ant the Chair, considering 
that this resolution is such, felt it his duty to entertain it, notwith- 
standing the factthatinso doing itinterfered with the question of order 
raised by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr]. For these reasons 
the Chair overrules the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Rocers] upon the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS]. 
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Mr. ROGERS, And from that I appeal. ‘ 

Mr. SPRINGER. Pending that I move that the committee rise. 
It is but a minute before the regular time when the committee has to 
rise under the rules. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee according rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, from the Committee of the Whole, re- 
ported that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7616) for 
the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used 
by the United States Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
3 To Mr. LESTER, of Virginia, for four days, on account of important 
msiness. 
To Mr. DIBBLE, for ten days, on account of important business, 
The hour of 5 o’clock p. m. having arrived, the House, under the 
rule, took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at8 o’clock p. m, 
The House was called to order by Mr. Morrow, who directed the 
reading of the following communication: 
SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, April 4. 
Pronk Morrow is hereby appointed Speaker pro tempore for this evening’s ses- 
on. 


T. B. REED, Speaker. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the 
Private Calendar under the special order for Friday evening sessions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Honse accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr, PETERS in the chair. 


HARRISON WAGNER. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of business on the Private Calendar under the i 
order. TheClerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner, 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Chairman, I reported that case and last Friday 
evening I asked that it be laid aside, 
to withdraw it for the present. 


I now ask unanimous V 
JAMES H. FLEMING. 


There was no objection. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2044) 
granting a pension to James H. Fleming. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James H. Fleming, of Company E, 
One hundred and Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
2044) granting a pension to James H. Fleming, submit the following report: 

‘The soldier in this case enlisted August 11, 1862, and was discha\ June 3, 1865, 
The basis of this claim is injury to knee in battle at Jonesborough, Ga., which 
finally resulted in amputation of the leg. 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Office for the reason that the injury 
was not due to the service. It is in evidence that this man was sound and 
healthy when he entered the Army, and he was in the battle of af er Spy N 
Ga., and he swears that while on a double-quick in that battle he fell on his 
knee and received the injury in question, but no one saw him just at that mo- 
ment. It is in evidence by several comrades that just after the battle he com- 
plained of the inj to his knee, and after this several witnesses testify during 
several years after the war as to the injury of the soldier's knee, until it became 
so affected that amputation was necessary in order to save the soldier's life. 

This claimant was in the Army over three years, and in the absence of any 
testimony that he ever received any injury but in the battle mentioned, it is not 
asking too much to believe the sworn statement of this soldier, and the com- 
mittee resolve the doubt, if there is any, in favor of the soldier, and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, upon this bill I submit the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House report House bill 2044 to 
the House with the recommendation that it be refer to the Committee on 
Rules, the committee to investigate the status of said bill in connection with 
the practice of the House, as early as practicable to make such recommenda- 
tion in the premises as they may deem propos for the consideration of the 
House, including any change of rules deemed by them necessary for just action 
on the part of the House as to this and similar bills. 

Mr. LANE.. Mr. Chairman, I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would liketo know if the Chair entertains that reso- 
lution. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Illinéis [ Mr. LANE] moves 
to lay the resolution on the table, but the Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman that a motion of that kind is not in order in Committee of the 
Whole. 


Mr. ENLOE. Do I understand that the Chair rules that resolution 
out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not made any such ruling. The 
Chair has simply stated that the motion of the gentleman from Minois 
is not in order, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of or- 
der that the resolution is not in order. It sets up no alleged or real, 
facts as a reason why the bill should be referred. It is a bare, naked 
resolation to refer a bill now on the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole to a committee of this House. No reason is given for such ac- 
tion, and hence this is nota privileged motion and should not be enter- 
tained by the Chair at all at this time. In other words, the motionis 
out of order. It is nota privileged motion, If the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] wanted to be as brilliant as this attempt would 
indicate, heshould have gone furtherand made his motion a privileged 
one, which he has entirely failed todo, You can not by any possi- 
bility ofer a simple resolution to refer a bill to any committee while 
we are in Committee of the Whole; you can only recommend that it be 
done. There must be some reason alleged and that reason sufficient 
to make it a privileged question, going to the rights and privileges of 
some member of this House, of the House itself, or of some committee 
of the House, to make it analogous to the one partially Igive 
this parliamentary exposition gratuitously for the benefit of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, who evidently wants to undertake to repeat 
here this evening the afternoon’s proceedings, but he has not under- 
taken itin such a way as will stand the test. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I am very much obliged to the gen- 
tleman from Mich [Mr. ALLEN] for his reference to the su 
fact that I would like to display some of my brilliancy by offering 
this resolution, and I am also very much obliged to him for giving us 
some further evidence of his own brilliancy in addition to that which 
he gave while he was presiding in Committee of the Wholé to-day, 
The resolution I have offered is the same in terms as the one which the 
go dern; while he occupied the chair to-day in Committee of the 

ole, decided to be in order. It makes no difference whether it is 
a privileged question or not. I got the floor to offer this resolution, and 
Idid not need to make it a privileged question. There is as much priv- 
ilege in it as there was in the resolution which the gentleman ruled to 
be in order to-day. He decided that a resolution in these identical 
terms, to take a bill out of the hands of the Committee of the Whole 
and send it to the Committee on Rules, was in order. 

Iam here to-night to commend to the gentleman’s lips the chalice 
from which he made me drink to-day. And the question upon this 
resolution will be decided. Either the Chair will rule it not in order 
or he will rule it in order, and then I will proceed to take the same 
course that has been taken here with reference to the bill I had the 
honor to report to this House from the Committee on War Claims. I 
say there is as much ground, as much right, as much parliamentary law 
for taking this bill out of the hands of this committee and referring it 
to the Committee on Rules as there was for taking the bill that I had 
in charge to-day out of the hands of the Committee of the Whole and 
referring it to the Committee on Rules. What was good sauce for our 
goose to-day is good sauce for your gander to-night, and I propose you 
shall take it. 

The gentleman says this is a plain bill and there is no reason for re- 
ferring it. So was the other a plain bill, and there was no reason for re- 
ferring that, except that the gentleman, as occupantof the chair, found 
himself involved in parliamentary difficulties out of which he could not 
extricate himself, so that he needed the advice of the Committee on 
Rules, or else because there is behind this movement a deeper papon; 
because certain gentlemen who are undertaking to influence, shape, an 
control the action of this House in regard to the class of punis ot 
sented in the bill that I had in charge to-day want to take it out of his 
hands and have itreferred to them. For what purpose? To settle any 
legitimate question; to settle the parliamentary status of the bill? 
That was the duty ofthe Chair. To makea new rule? The Committee 
on Rules had that opportunity for three weeks, but they would not re- 
port any rule in regard to these cases. Is it because these claims are 
not just? There has been no man here who could successfully impeach - 
their justness, Insinuations and false charges have been made, but we 
have had no opportunity to present the facts, and we are not to be given ' 
that opportunity. 

These claims, coming as they do from eleven of the Southern States, 
are just claims of loyal citizens against the Government—adjudged to 
be loyal bya loyal court, after the Government has had its day in court, , 
has made its defense, and has had access to every department of the Gov- 
ernment for the purpose of making that defense; and yet by this parlia- 
mentary legerdemain and trickery the bill is to be taken out of the 
status given it under the rules of the House and referred to that grave- 
yard for just measures, the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I would like to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. I would be glad to know whether we meet to-night to dis- 
cuss the question of pensions or the Southern claims bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. I am very much obliged to the gentleman for the 
question. I will answerit. I will state to the gentleman that I am 
proceeding simply in accordance with the rules that have governed this 
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House for two Fridays, when every gentleman who has taken the floor 
has talked about everything else than the point of order. I have 
not attempted to discuss that question on these two Fridays, because 
I wanted a vote; I wanted action on the bill; I wanted a decision from 
the Chair. I have appealed to the Chair time and again to stop the 
discussion, to say that he was satisfied on the point and ready to ren- 
der his decision. 

If it is permissible on Friday to talk the day away on everything 
except the business before the House, I suppose it is strictly in order 
on Friday night to repeat the performance. 

I will have something to say about the merits of that bill when it 
comes up. Iam prepared to defend the action of my committee and 
my action in this House when I get an opportunity todo so. But I 
have not been willing, under pretense of discussing the point of order, 
to talk about the merits of the claims involved in that bill, Iam 
obliged to the gentleman for calling my attention to the point now. 

A MEMBER. Sit down. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, I will sit down and let the Chair rule. I have 
said all that I want to say at present, but I am going to have a vote 
taken upon it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. But I would liketo saya word in an- 
swer to what has been said by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOE]. That gentleman has failed to comprehend either the resolution 
he has now sent to the Chair or the question that was belore the Com- 
mittee of the Whole this afternoon. The resolution sent to the Chair 
by the gentleman is a naked request on the part of the mover that a 
certain bill be referred tothe Committee on Rules. That motion is en- 
tirely out of order. But the gentleman seems to think that it is simi- 
lar to the question raised this afternoon; and in his criticism of those 
who have spoken to-day, who, by the way, were two to one upon his 
own side of the House, and his criticism of the then occupant of the 
chair, he has undertaken to show that the two propositions are similar 
and that the present occupant of the chair must ruleas the occupant 
of the chair did this afternoon. 

The motion this afternoon, reciting that a bill which the gentleman 
himself reported contained matters never submitted to his committee 
(a grave charge against him and his committee), presented a question 
of the highest privilege, which any man of candor and brains must at 
once recognize as a question of privilege, And that is the difference 
between the resolution of to-day and thé resolution to-night. The reso- 
lution of to-day charged the gentleman impliedly with introducing into 
this House a bill which he had no authority to introduce. That raised 
the question of privilege at once, and to shield the gentleman, toshield 
his committee, to give members who were thus charged an opportunity 
as a matter of privilege to refute this charge, the motion was enter- 
tained as a privileged motion, not in the interestof delay, not as against 
the bill, but to see to it that the rnles should not be violated, that 
when a privileged question comes up it shall be entertained. 

But the motion before the House submitted by the gentleman from 
Tennessee has none of these elements. If the gentleman had intended 
to raise the question he should have gone further and put into his res- 
olution, what if he had put into it he would have known to be false, 
that this bill got upon the Calendar to-night underfalse pretenses. He 
did not dare do it, and there is nothing for the Chair to do but to rule 
the motion out of order. It has no privilege. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say inreply tothe remarks of 
the gentleman from Michigan that he has given convincing evidence, 
ever since he has been called upon to preside in Committee of the Whole; 
not only to this House, but to the whole country, that upon questions 
of parliamentary law he is par excellence the authority in the United 
States. He undertakes to say that there wasa grave charge against the 
Committee on War Claims. I say in reply that there isno charge con- 
tained in the motion or any propositson that is pending before this House 
that in the least degree reflects upon the action of thatcommittee. It 
is a parliamen nestion simply, going to the jurisdiction of the com- 
mittee dver this ill. 

But I am not astonished that the gentleman from Michigan is not 
able to draw a distinction between a parliamentary question and the 
right of the committee to embody the claims in the bill. It is a con- 
vincing evidence, if any further evidence was required, that the gen- 
eens does not know a parliamentary question when he meets it in 

e ` 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Do notscold; do not scold. That isan 
old lady’s prerogative, and not that of a member of Congress. 

Mr. ENLOE, Iam not going to scold; not going to scold at all. I 
am simply following the example set by the gentleman himself. He 
has criticleed my opinion. I am criticising his. 

So far as raising any question of privilege is concerned, I want to say 
to the gentleman that it is impossible a question of privilege should be 
raised upon the jurisdiction of the Committee of the Whole to con- 
sider a bill because the committee reporting that bill had transcended 
its authority. That is all there was in the bill. There was nothing 
in the proposition to-day more than there is in the proposition to-night 
to give that resolution a parliamentary standing before the Committee 


of the Whole. And I want this Chair to decide upon the same point 
that was presented to the occupant of the chair to-day, so that we may 
be able to see what is to be done in respect to questions that may arise 
when a bill is in the Committee of the Whole upon motions of this 
character, taking it out of the hands of the committee, referring it- to 
some other committee than that from which it originated, or refer it 
back even to the committee in which it had originated before being 
considered by the committee or its consideration entered upon before 
the Honse. 

Now, I will yield the floor and ask the Chair for a ruling upon the 
point of order raised. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think the motion of the 
gentleman is in order, and therefore sustains the point of order made 
against it. 

Mr. ENLOE. From that decision, Mr. Chairman, I take an sy, oe 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the ir 
stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


83. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
THOMAS J. CASSIDY, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2043) 
granting a pension to Thomas J. Cassidy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ttenacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas J. Cassidy, lateof Company 
B, Thirteenth New York Heavy Artillery. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HL R, 
2013) granting a pension to Thomas J, Cassidy, submit the following report: 

The soldier enlisted August 10, 1863, and was dise August 24, 1565, 

The basis of the claim is gunshot wound while returning from furlough and 
on board a boat between Baltimore and Fortress Monroe, about January, 1864, 
which gunshot wound was accidental. 

The claim was peer first on the ground that the inourrence of the alleged 
wound was not while in line of duty, which ground of rejection was afterwards 
Erara to the claimant's inability to farn the proof necessary to establish 

case. 

Two of his comrades testify in the record that the soldier was wounded acci- 
dentally, through no fault of his own, on a boat between Fortress Monroe and 
Baltimore, in January, 1864, by a gun falling from a stack of guns and being dis- 
charged by such fall, and the ball of said gun striking him in the right breast 
and coming out in hisarm just below his rightshoulder. These witnessesswear 
they were present and saw this matter themselves, and these facts are not dis- 
py The examining surgeons in their report state that this soldier's disa- 

ility is three-fourths total, incapacitating him from performing mauual labor. 

We see no good reason why the name of this soldier should not be placed on 
the pension-rol), and therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA RICHARDSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3531) 
granting a pension to Eliza Richardson, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Eliza Richard- 
son, mother, by adoption, of Thomas Marmaduke Hogg, who enlisted under the 
name of Thomas Marmaduke in Company D of the Tenth Regiment of Mis- 
souri Volunteer Infantry, and who died on the 18th day of February, A.D, 1888, 
and that said Secretary cause to be paid-to said Eliza Richardson a pension of 


$12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred tho bill (H. R. 
3531) granting a pension to Eliza Richardson, submit the following report: 

The claimant in this case is eighty-one years old, She was the mother, by 
adoption, of Thomas Marmaduke Hogg, who enlisted in Company D of the 
Tenth Missouri Infantry under the name of Thomas Marmaduke. 

Gilbert D. Gray, who was first lieutenant in said company, states that the sol- 
dier enlisted in July or August, 1861. That shortly after enlistment, while on 
march, by an dent, he was ruptured very badly. That in February or 
March, 1862, he was taken sick and sent to the hospital at St. Charles, Mo, and 
tbence to hospital at Keokuk, Iowa, from which he was diacha a 

The claimant states that the soldier con catarrhal fever and pleurisy in 
the service as the result of an attack of measles; that he died February 18, 1888, 
and left no widow or child. 

That her husband is seventy-eight years oldand unable to work; that she has 
had no child other than this one by adoption. 

B. V. Elliott states that the soldier's health was much broken when he came 
out of the service, and that be was never married, 

D. R. Thomber states that he was intimately acquainted with the soldier be- 
fore and after his service, and that his health was much impaired by the serv- 
ice, and that be was never married; that from infancy he was intimately ac- 
quainted with the soldier up to the time of his service and after; while be was 
in hospital at Keokuk and after his discharge; that he visited him at the hos- 
pital and he was then suffering from wounds. After his bers nage se he frequently 
complained of catarrh and pleurisy, and at times was totally disabled; that he 
was the chief support of his parents by adoption; that both nts are unfit for 
labor, and the mother is an invalid and a cripple; that their means of support 
is a small farm of 25 acres; that he firmly believes the soldier died from diseases 
contracted in the service. 

Thomas Powell states he is a physician; isa near neighbor of claimant, and 
has known the family for twenty-five years, and for twenty years has n 
their Many rh ogee ning The family consisted of Mr.and Mrs. Richardson and 
their adopted son, the soldier; they never had any other children. That since 
his service the soldier was troubled with catarrh and pleurisy, and on February 
18, 1888, he died from those diseases; that the father is feeble and often confined 
to his room. The claimant is lame and feeble. 
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Other witnesses make similar statements to the above recited. While he was 
in the service he sent money home to his adopted parents. 

Your committee believe the case is meritorious and recommend the pango 
of the bill, but amend said bill by inserting after the words “ pension-roll” 
following words: *‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,” 
and strike out the last two lines of said bill. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN C. BADDELEY. 


The next business on the Private Colendar was the bill (H. R. 6292) 
for the relief of John C. Baddeley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the parsons and 
limitations of the pension laws. the name of John ©. Baddeley, dependent 
father of James deley, who was killed in the battle of Jonesville, Va., while 
fighting as a private soldier in the Sixteenth Illinois Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
6292) granting a pension to John C. Baddeley, submit the following report: 

The committee find that James C. Baddeley, a son of this claimant, entered 
the Army in 1863, then but seventeen years of age, and that he was too young 
to be mustered into the service and was not mustered in, but notwithstanding 
this fact he joined Company J, Sixteenth Illinois Cavalry. 

That evidence shows that in all battles in which said regiment was engaged 
said James O. Baddeley took a purtand was with the regiment at the battle of 
Powell's Valley, November, 1863; also in the battle of Jamesville, Va., January 
3, 1864, in which battle he was killed while doing a soldier’s duty in the ranks. 
The father is now seventy-two years of age and been totally paralyzed 
since 1880,and thatthe soldier’s mother is sixty-eight years of age, and 
they have no means of a livelihood, and that if said son was now living they 
would both be depending on said son for their support, -The mother’s name is 
Ellen Baddeley. 

These facts are incontestibly proven in this case, so the committee recommend 
that said bill be amended by str:king out the name of John ©. Baddeley from said 
bill and insert in heu thereof the name of Ellen Baddeley: and also strike out 
the word ** father” in the sixth line ofsaid bill and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“mother,” and that the title of the bill be amended accordingly, and that the 
bill as so amended do pass, 


Mr. KILGORE. I would like to have some member of the commit- 
tee in this case explain why the mother is made the beneficiary instead 
of the father. 

Mr. LANE. That is the law now, 

Mr. MORRILL. The father can not be the beneficiary while the 
mother is living. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is that the rule? 

Mr. MORRILL. That is the law. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. : 


DOUGLASS SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5915) 
granting a pension to Douglass Smith. 
The bill was read, as foilows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piece on the pension-roll the name of Douglass Smith, 
of Cedar Falls, lowa, and pay him s pension at the rate of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (i. R. 
6915) granting & pension to Douglass Smith, submit the following report: 

The beneticiary was employed as an officer's servant by Byt. Maj. Gen. Will- 
iam W. Averell, United States Army, from November, 1561, to December, 1853, 
under the then existing laws and regulationsofthe Army. That on the 19th of 

ber, 1363, near Covington, Va., while accompanying said General Averell 
on the “Salem raid,” and while, by command of General Averell, he was tak- 
ing care of Capt. L. Markbrut in an ambulance, thesaid Smith and said captain 
were both taken prisoners, and said Smith was taken to Andersonville prison, 
Ga., where he remained about sixteen months, the said Smith being one of the 
eleven survivors of the ninety soldiers captured at the same time from the com- 
mand of General Averell. 

General Averell says of him: 

“ He was a very active and intelligent man, who, besides performing the 
duties of an officer's servant in an acceptable manner, carried arms, and was 

ucntly employed by me to carry orders when it was important they should 
be delivered clearly and intelligently. He was fearless and cool-headed inaction, 
and, being a competentand skiliful nurse, frequently gave attention towounded 
oflicers and men. 

“The hardships, privations, and horrors of the prison left him an emaciated, 
demented, human wreck, who came back to me in 1865 covered with sores.” 

Ho was not an enlisted man, but an officer's servant, whose status is recog- 
nized by the Rules and Articles of War and the Regulations of the Army. His 
employment was authorized and his conduct regulated by law. He performed 
his duties as an officer's servant, and often those of a soldier, faithfully and 
well, and it was as orderly that he was captured and held a prisoner. He is 
found so reported namely, “General Averell’s orderly,” by the enemy, His 
i hay eondition has not materially improved. 

our committee, believing this to bea very meritorious bill, would recom- 
mend its passage. 


Mr, TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of some 
member of the committee in what years this soldier was sixteen months 
in Andersonville prison, This prison was established in February, 1864, 
and General Sherman was in that part of the country in the fall of the 


year. 
Mr. MORRILL. That is probably a clerical error in the report. 
Mr. TARSNEY. For he conid not have been there sixteen months. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


EVELINE M. ALEXANDER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 4441)_ 
granting a pension to Eveline M. Alexander, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it port efe., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
rized and directed to piace on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eveline M. Alexander, and rate 
ber pension at $50 per month, which shall be in lieu of the pension she now re- 
ceives, 


The report by (Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4441) granting a pension to Eveline M. Alexander, submit the following report: 
That a bill similar in all respects to the present one was introduced into the 
Co and referred to this committee, and by them favorably reported 
upon. The bill failed to pass the last Congress. 
The committee, believing this to be a meritorious case, would ad 
portof the last Congress; hereto annexed, and recommend that the b 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
4578) granting a pension to Eveline M, Alexander, widow of Byt. Brig. Gen. An- 
drew J. Alexander, submit the following report: 

It appears from the report of the Adjutant-General, on file in the Pension 
Office, that General Alexander entered the regular Army of the United States 
July 26, 1861, as second lieutenant, and remained unti! May 4, 1837, when he 
died, holding the rank of lieutenant-colone!. He served as udjutant-general of ~ 
the Third Army Corps of Army of the Putomac, and of the Seventeenth Corps 
of the Department of the Tennessee. Served as chief of staff to General Stone- 
man, commanding Vepartment of the Tennessee, and also as inspector-general 
in 1865, Subsequcntly served with his regiment and in other ca ties in Ar- 
kansas, New Mexico, Arizona, Colorado, Texas, and Montana. in 1860 he 
was retired from active service in consequence of disabilities incurred in the 
line of duty as an officer of the Army. 

It appears thatin 1865 he commanded the Second Brigade, Fourth Division 
Cavalry Corps, Military Division of the Mississippi. 

Mrs, Alexander is now receiving a pension of per month as the widow of 
a lieutenant-colonel. 

The evidence shows that she is a lady in ordinary circumstances, with a - 
young son, about twelve years of age, and at that age when the expenses of 
education are rapidly increasing. 

‘The letter from General Wilson, one of the most distinguished cavalry officers 
of the Army, addressed to one of the committee, is annexed hereto and made a 
part of this report, 

The committee believe that this lady, the widow of so distinguished an officer, 
who bravely commanded a brigade while in active service, who was in fact a 
brevet brigadier-general, there being no vacancy in the full rank, is under the 
circumstances fairly entitied to the relief this bill seeks to give, and therefore 
recommend that the bill pass. 


the re- 
do pass. 


WASHINGTON, March 14, 1888. 

Sir: I to call your attention to the claim of Eveline M. Alexander, wife 
of the late General Andrew S, Alexander, for an increase of pension. 

It was my good fortune to know General Alexander during the rebellion— 
appointed into the Army from Missouri, and by conspicuous merit rose to the 
command of a brigade of cavalry in the corps which | had the honor of organ- 
izing and commanding. Prior to that he wasa lieutenant-colonel and assistant 
adjutant-general of the Seventeenth Army Corps, on the staff of his brother-in- 
law, Maj. Gen. Frank Blair. 

After serving with meas chief of staff through the Nashville campaign, dur- 
ing which he rendered most valuable service, I secured for him the rank of 
brevet brigadier-general (it being understood that he could not be appointed to 
the full rank because there were no vacancies in that grade) and assigned him 
to the command of a brigade of cavalry in Upton’s (Fourth) division, which 
command he held during the final campaign throws’ Alabama and Georgia, 
with which the war wasended. He greatly distinguished himself in the battles 
at Montevallo, Ebenezer Church, the assault and capture of pew boy Lena 39 
of the ma, the assault and capture of Columbus, Ga., aud y in 
operations which resulted in the capture of Jefferson Davis, 

In all these battles and operations he was conspicuous for the en , cour 
age. activity, and ability with which he commanded and led his rarae fi He 
was constantly under my observation, and I most cheerfully bear witness to his 
high qualities and character, as well as to the untiring industry and persistency 
with which he performed every duty, 

I was peeo a witness to an incident which I do not doubt was proxi- 
mately the cause of his death. During the passage of the Al; the corps 
on & ponton bridge, built for the occasion, Alexander, with a 1 boat and 
crew, was trying to protect the bridge from the drift-wood with which the river 
was filled by the Ap Sed rising flood, An enormous tree caught his frail craft 
between it and the bridge, overturned the craft, threw the general into the wa- 
ter, and as he arose to the surface and seized the bow one of the pontons caught 
and crowded him almost to death. He was rescued with great difficalty; two 
red nis a were broken, his back was severely injured, and his lungs badi 

ruised. 

Twenty-two years afterwards, while suffering from disease directly the result - 
of his long and faithful services, he died from the bursting of an abcess on his 
lungs, which I doubt not had its origin from tne injury just described. He was 
at the time in the line of hisduty as a brigadier-general, and it was not his fault 
that he did not hold the full rank. He was reguiarly assigned to command be- 
fore that date as a brevet brigadier-general, and for all purposes of the military 
service and for the law he was just as much a brigadier-zeneral as a dozen ap- 
pointments to that grade could have made him. He commanded and wasobeyed 
as such, he was injured as such, and now that he isd leaving bis wife and 
young son dependent upon the justice and liberality of country, I submit 
that they should receive a pension according to his services and command as a 
brizadier-general, and not according to the lineal rank he had when he died, 

Tam well acquainted with Mrs. Alexander and her father’s family, one of the 
most distinguished in New York, aud am suse she has nosupport and no means 
of educuting her young son except what she derives from the small pension 
now allowed her and from the meager sayings from her husband’s army pay, 
which he invested several years before he became disabled. 

She needs, and ought to have, the largest pension ever paid under such cir- 
cumstances, and no one who will take time to-read the little volume [ prepared 
and which his wife peuahes, giving an account of his life and services, can 
doubt the justice of this conclusion, 

He wre a brave, virtuous, heroic soldier, and of the highest character in all 


the relation. of life, and as the actual commission of brigad er-general of vol- 
unters cowd have imposed no additional service, danger, or command upon 
him, I trust his eva epee may be promptly granted. 
is 
will 


1 A si a He who gives. 
ease I hope there will no delay. 
es aN ih make affidavit to the tauth of the fore- 


quickly gives twice. In 


If deemed necessary, I 
going statement, 
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dependent upon this increased pension for the education a boy of such lineage 
uld receive. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, _ 


Lat: Maj. Gen. Vol, M. D. M., 


and Brevet Maj. Gen., U. 8. A. 
Hon. Jons G. SAWYER, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand exactly what 
is the amount carried by this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis $50. 

Mr. KILGORE. The habit has been when a bill of this size has 
been brought before the committee to require thatit be reported to the 
full House for consideration when a quorum is present. I think it is 
well enough to adhere to that practice. 

Mr. PAYNE, I want to suggest to the gentleman from Texas that 
this would be a good time to make an exception to that rule and to let 
it go. There will be enough bills that will go back to the House in 
all probability, and I think he had better let this case go through. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam very much obliged tothe gentleman from New 
York for the suggestion just made, but still I am not inclined to take it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam very much surprised that the gentleman is not 
inclined to take a good suggestion. 

Mr. KILGORE. There are a great many good things that I do not 
take. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. Notwhentheyaresoeasily withinreach. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, I say this, that something may turn up that 
will bring on an investigation, and it may turn outto be notas meritorious 
a case in the mind of the House as it is in the mind of the gentleman 
from New York. We had an exhibition of that to-day in a case brought 
over from the previous Friday night, where it was proposed to increase 
a prinsin from. $25 to $50. When the question was submitted to the 
full House by a large majority it refused to agree to the report of the 
Committee of the Whole. That change occurred by an investigation 
in the time which intervened between Friday night’s session and the 
action of the House to-day. 

Now, I am willing to accommodate the gentleman. Of course I 
could prevent him taking any course with it, but I am not inclined 
to. eae as I am in good humor I am not going to doso. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr, PAYNE. Oh, let it go through. 

Mr. KILGORE, I make the motion that the Committee of the 
Whole report this bill back tothe House with the recommendation that 
it be considered in the House on Friday next with the previous ques- 
tion ordered, the right of amendment and of discussion of fifteen min- 
utes on either side reserved. 

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a suggestion before 
the motionis put, To-dayis Friday—Good Friday. Wetook up about 
half of Good Friday’s regular session in passing bills that came over 
from last Friday mht relating to pensions, sik all the balance of this 
Friday and all the balance of last Friday was taken up in discussing 
points of order with reference toa bill providing for paying loyal claim- 
ants in claims that are pending and coming from the southern portion 
of the country. 

Now, I suggest, therefore, that this claim shall not go over till next 
Friday, or any other Friday, until we have some disposition made ot 
the bill that we had up to-day, unless you get a quorum. And, of 
course, when you get a quorum you can do as you choose. When 
this session opened we proceeded under general parliamentary law, 
and things worked in a way to suit the Speaker. Then we got a code 
of rules, a Draconian code of rules; and even when we come to-day 
under them to a measure that is on the Calendar, then we are switched 
off to one side and side-tracked. We have been told that for the last 
six years we have not had rules that could of the business of 
the House, and the rules have been changed. e are told that under 
these new rules business can be done, and when we come to the con- 
sideration of these bills the whole of this day is consumed without 
reaching the bill. So I state that these bills shall not go over until 
Friday unless you have a quorum to do so, and when you get a quo- 
rum you c:n take them up and dispose of them, and there will be no 
necessity for them to go over; but you can take any other day, Sun- 
day or any other day, and dispose of them, if you like, except Friday. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman to 
explain to this House why, in the Fiftieth Congress, which had a 
large Democratic majority, under the rules they loved so well, they did 
not take up and pass a similar bill? 

Mr. ROGERS. In answer to that I say we did doit. We passed 
the bill and it went to the Senate, and there it perished. These are 
claims for the people in the southern portion of the country, and we 
are not asking you to vote for them, but we are asking you that they 
shall be considered. You gentlemen are always Emap A friendship 
for loyal men, not only in the South, but all over the country, and de- 
claring everybody else disloyal, and with these men interested in these 
claims to be loyal was worth something; but when any measure comes 
up here for their relief and provision is made so that they are to get a 


just allowance of their claims out of the great taxation that has been 
imposed upon them in common with all others, you propose to switeh 
them off and side-track them and not meet the issue at all. Now, I 
want to fight it out. I do not care which way it goes, but I want the 
issue to be met. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I have voted for every claim that was 
ever brought to the attention of this House from the committee wherein 
the loyalty of the claimant was established, and I expect to do so. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not care how the gentleman 
voted, whether he voted for them or voted against them, What I in- 
sist upon is that you consider the bill, and say whether you want fo 
pay these people or whether you will not pay them. So far as I am 
personally concerned, I believe that with one exception there is not one 
of those parties mentioned in that bill known tome. The one that 
I do know is a man who had lived in Tennessee and has moved to 
my district, with whose claim I became acquainted from correspond- 
ence that has taken place. I find his matter in this list, so I insist 
that this arrangement shall not be made. I insist on it in the interest 
of fair play. I have already learned that those who want to get any- 
thing here have to fight for it, and I have the war-paint on and mean 
to fight from this time forward until justice and right shall be done 
in the di tion of public business. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. ROGERS. I will. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. Would the gentleman be willing to hang about 
two hundred and fifty pension claims together in one bill and pass them 
all, all in one, without giving any opportunity for investigation ? 

Mr. ROGERS. I propose to ‘‘ hang”’ a thousand of them until you 
gentlemen suffer the consideration of this bill to pay the claims of loyal 
men at the South. That is all there is about it. Now if youare will- 
ing to deal fairly, rightly, and properly and to consider these issues I 
am willing to do it. I have never come here to obstruct the passage 
of pension bills, and I do not want to do it to-night, but I am not will- 
ing to let you take up next Friday and every other Friday with other 
business, so as to prevent the consideration of this one bill which you 
evidently propose to side-track so as not to have to meet the issue thag 
is involved. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Mi 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I want to say to the gentleman that it 
is too late, we have passed along in civilization too far, to allow threats 
from the South or from any other portion of this great country tosway 
the action of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have made no threats, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I do not understand the English Jan- 
guage if the gentleman was not threatening the House in language that 
I thought was entirely uncalled for. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, nobody disputes the gentleman’s not 
understanding the English Janguage. [Laughter.] I agree to that. 
I do not say that we are going to threaten you with anything. What 
I do say is that you must do this business according to the rules of the 
House; your own rules, not ours; the rales that you said you adopted 
for the purpose of ‘‘doing business.’ All I ask is that you will con- 
sider these claims, Vote them down or vote them up, as you choose; 
it does not make any difference to me. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I understand that that is what we are 


doing. 

Mr. ROGERS. I understand that you are side-tracking them off. 
es have spent forty-eight hours here in the discussion of points of or- 

er. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. The only difference that I observe is that 
the occupant of the chair to-day ruled against the gentleman’s points 
of order. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman says that he understands that the 
only difference is the difference between the Chair and myself. There 
is no difference between the Chair and myself at all. It is perfectly 
manifest, Mr. Chairman, what this thing means, and we had just as 
well understand it to-night as at any other time, The French spolia- 
tion claims stand upon the very same basis in a parliamentary sense as 
the bill about which I have been speaking. If the point of order had 
been sustained, away would go the French spoliation bill and away 
would go this bill; but there is a certain party in the House who want 
the French spoliation claims to pass and who do not want these claims 
to pass, and therefore they can not afford to have this question ruled 
upon. And this remark applies not only to the French spoliation bill, 
but to a good many others back of that. 

Now, as far as I am concerned, I always thought the French spolia- 
tion claims should go to the Supreme Court, because they involved a 
great constitutional and international question, the first of the kind 
ever presented to the judiciary of this country. If theSupreme Court 
decide that those claims should be paid, Iam for paying them, as I am 
for paying every other claim that is passed upon favorably by that or 
any other competent tribunal. But it has been decided otherwise, and 
therefore I am disinclined to see those claims paid until they do go to the 
Supreme Court. Upon the question of these loyal claims I pone, asin 
to consider that the findings of the Court of Claims as to the question 
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of fact ought to be final, and that we ought to apply the rules of law 
to them so as to do justice to these claimants. ` 

But it can be seen at a glance that, if gentlemen can side-track this 
billand get rid ot it in that way, they can bring up the French spolia- 
tion bill, have a similar point of order overruled, as it should be in 
this case, and have that bill passed. Ido notintend that that shall be 
done. If you gentlemen want to do business, let us do business, The 
Speaker ot this House has lectured us oftener in the last six years than 
any school-teacher ever lectured his pupils about ‘‘doing business,’’ 
about ‘‘ obstruction,” about ‘‘filibustering,’’ and about the necessity 
of rules under which we can do business. Now you have got your 
rules. Weare not obstructing you. 

We want you to go forward and keep your pledges to the people of 
this country, not treat them as you did your promises about the Blair 
bill, by defeating it. Pass your French spoliation bill; pass these loyal 
claims; pass your direct-tax bill; pass your pension bills; pass them all 
according to your promises made to the people, and do not undertake 
to side-track them or switch them off as you have attempted to do with 
this bill. If you do, I insist that the country shall understand your 
true position; and, as to this case, I insist that you shall not dodge it, 
but back out of it, refu-e to do it, break your pledges or face the issue, 
one or the other. Now I yield to my friend from Michigan. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I was going to put a question to my friend from 
Arkansas, for whom I have a very high regard. 

Mr. ROGERS. It is reciprocated entirely. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I thiak my friend is himself ‘‘side-tracking’’ 
these matters a little—— 

Mr. ROGERS. That is what I came here for. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There are on this Calendar, I suppose, something 
like two hundred and fifty private pension bills; 1 have not counted 
them. „I suppose there is not a shadow of doubt about the loyalty of 
every one of these pension claimants. These cases have been before a 
court of claims consisting of fifteen members of this House, all good 
to true men. They have reported in favor of every one of these 

ills. ; 

Now, I want to ask my friend this question: Suppose the chairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions should ‘‘pool’’ these two hun- 
dred and fifty bills all together into a single bill; suppose he should 
bring here in one indivisible bill two hundred and filty claims, the 
loyalty of every claimant established, every case favorably reported 

' separately and individually, but the claims ‘‘ pooled’? in a single bill 
so that we could not separate them. Would the gentleman feel like 
yoting on that bill in a lump? 

Mr. ROGERS. I might not want to vote for any part of the bill; 
but I should not be here voting against the consideration of the meas- 
ure. And I think there is just the same right to bunch claims from 
the Pension Committeeas there is tor bunching these loyal claims. But 
I am not opposing any of these claims—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam perfectly willing, of course, that your bill 
shall be considered. 

Mr. ROGERS, Iam not opposing any bill on this Calendar. I do 
not know that there is a single pension claim on the Calendar that is 
not just and meritorious. I am bound to presume, in the absence of 
any knowledge on the subject, that they are just and proper claims, for 
they have received the sanction of a committee of this House who, it 
isto be presumed, haveinvestigeted them, Theproposition with which 
I started out was that you shall not take up Friday (which is now the 
only day of the week, under our rules, devoted to private business) 
with the passage of bills comingover from nightsessions. Ifyou want 
to take up these bills next Saturday, next Sunday, or next Monday, 

ou can come here and do so. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The point of my observation is that it is not fair 
to obstruct the consideration of these private pension bills, each one of 
which comes here separately on its merits—— 

Mr. ROGERS, Iam not obstructing any of them. The motion of 
the gentleman from Texas is that this bill shall go over until next Fri- 
day. To that I interpose my objection, and say that it shall not be 
carried over until next Friday unless you have a quorum here; and, 
furthermore, that you shall never do it until you have come to a dis- 
position of that bill now on the Private Calendar upon which already 
the last two Friday sessions have been consumed. 

A MEMBER. The discussion was on the point of order. 

Mr, ROGERS. That doesnot make any difference. The Chair could 
have cut off the debate at any moment and could have ruled on the 
question. Instead of havingaruling, we have had a lot of parliamentary 
roenan for the purpose of getting rid of the question without a 
ruling. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to make a suggestion. The matter pending 
here now is simply a little pension claim. Ido not want to have it 
involved with the fight upon the bill embracing the claims from the 
Courtof Claims. I suggest that this bill go over until to-morrow morn- 
ing, instead of next Friday, and that the previous question be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have no objection to that. I do not care what 
disposition be made of this bill so that it be not placed in such a posi- 
tion as to consume a part of the day session of Friday. 


Mr. PAYNE. I suggest also that there be a provision in the order 
that fifteen minutes’ debate be allowed on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition, then, of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] is that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that the previous question be or- 
dered, and that it be considered by the House to-morrow morning 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, with the privilege of 
amendment and with fitteen minutes’ debate on each side, 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam very peaceably inclined myself, but I have | 
a considerable hankering for the man who kicks up a row in the House. 
Iam generally ready to co-operate with any memberof the House who 
undertakes to make legislation dificult. Itis much too easy now, and 
this is a great and growing evil. 

To-day I was with the Republican side of the House in opposition to 
the omnibus claims bill. To-night I am wi'h a Democrat or two who 
appear to have a grievance and who are inclined to discuss pending 
l: gislation and ventilate the opposition. To-day I agreed with my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. KERR] in his opposition to the consideration of 
the omnibus bill embracing all these Southern war claims, some two 
hundred and fifty in number, involving over $500,000, There ma; 
be in that long bill claims for which I would be willing to vote. 
have seen very few of these Southern war claims that I would be will- 
ing to support. There are some, however, and there may be a num- 
ber of such in that bill. 

But I think it is the judgment of this House that the Committee on 
War Claims should treat cases of that character just as the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions treat private pension bills. They should be pre- 

ted like other similar questions; that each claim should stand 
upon its merits; and in that view and to that purpose each claim 
should be reported in a se te bill; that a bill should be first in- 
troduced providing for each claim separately; that it should be re- 
ferred to a committee, that the committee should report upon it sepa- 
rately, giving all the facts and circumstances upon which the House 
must act in passing upon the matter. -That has not been done in re- 
lation to the claims embraced in this omnibus bill. This is a fund- 
amental objection to the bill—one which I am unwilling to yield, 
however zealous and earnest may be the friends of the measure in 
urging it. 

The committee present simply a short report, saying in substance 
that the Court of Claims has passed upon these claims; that the court 
has found that the property claimed by the beneficiaries in this bill . 
was taken by or furnished for the use of the Army during the war, that 
the claimants were loyal to the Federai Government, and they have 
ascertained and fixed the amount involved in each claim. Upon that 
brief report, and that is all if contains, the friends of the measure 
in the House demand that Congress shall pass upon this great mass of 
claims without the right, without the liberty or the opportunity toin- 
vestigate the facts of each case for themselves and determine the ques- 
tion of the liability of the Government, 

Why, Mr. Chairman, they insist, or it was insisted by the friends 
of the measure to-day, that the House had no discretion and was bound 
to make the appropriation. If that be the correct view of the 
then let me ask why should Congress be called on at all to act in the 
matter? Why not authorize the Treasury officials to pay the judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims without special appropriations on the part 
of Congress? If the House has to act on it at all it must exercise its 
own judgment and discretion on a full examination of the question 
presented; and if it must do that—and noone questions the duty of the 
House in that respect—it must hive the facts before it, for it can not 
exercise that right, it can not pass upon the claims intelligently with- 
out being in possession of all the facts. Yet the committee choose to 
withhold the facts, and this committee, instead of reporting each claim 
ee y for the House to act on separately, report all in one bill, with 
a brief report, not referring to specific items of the bill, but in general 
terms to the whole batch, good, bad, and infamous. : 

Mr. LANE. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LANE. Therules of the House require the gentleman to ad- 
dress himself to the subject before the House for consideration. Now, 
I have listened to a great deal that has been said to-night, and I have 
seen a great deal of time wasted on matters entirely outside of the pur- 
pose for which we meet. The gentleman from Texas is not addressing 
the committee on the question before it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair hopes the gentleman from Texas will 
confine himself to the question. > 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, sir, if the gentleman wants to cut me off, of 
course he can do so, but it would be much better to let me have my 
own way awhile anyhow. [Laughter. } > 

Mr. LANE, Ido not want to cut the gentleman off, but this is 
pension night and our time is limited. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I will leave it to him to say, after listening 
to the discussion to-day, whether or not I am quite as much out of order 
as other gentlemen who have addressed the House during the last 
twenty-four hours, It1s his right, of course, and I have my remedy. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. LANE, You can exercise it, then. 
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Mr. BAKER. Will not my friend from Texas consent to cut him- 
self off and let us go on with the pension business? 

Mr, KILGORE. Yes; Iwill yield in a moment. I have about fin- 
ished what I wanted to say. ~ 

Mr. ENLOE. I suppose the gentleman from Texas will not object 
to a*question from me that is pertinent to the subject he is discnssing? 

Mr, KILGORE, Ireckon not. But I will have to be brief in an- 
swering it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to ask the gentleman what was the object of 
Con in referring these claims to the Court of Claims, if it was not 
for purpose of having a judicial determination of the law and the 
facts, to be reported back to Congress so that the appropriation could 
be made? 

Mr. YODER. ` I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. YODER. If the gentleman irom Texas and the gentleman from 
Tennessee can not confine themselves to the business before the House, 
would they not be willing to retire to settle their little matters? 
[Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks the gentleman does not pres- 
ent a question of order, 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, in answer to the question of the gentleman 
from Tennessee I will say, and this will conclude my remarks on this 
question, and I think it is due me that I should put myself right on 
record on this point—— 

Mr. BAKER. You are all right now. 

Mr. KILGORE. Because the gentleman from Arkansas has defied 
the Republican side of the House on this question to-night. Ie has 
discussed it, and as I have been acting with that side to-day I am in- 
cluded in the defiance. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FLOWER. May lask you a question ? 

Mr. KILGORE. Let me answer the question of the gentleman from 
Tennessee first. 

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee propounds this question: ‘‘ What 
was the purpose of reterring these claims to the Court of Claims if not 
to have the court determine the law and facts of each case?” I say 
that was not the purpose of the reference; because the law under which 
these claims were referred forbids the Court of Claims from rendering 
a judgment upon the law and facts. 

They simply find the facts, the three facts. They find first on the 
question of the loyalty of the claimant; thatis the fact which gives the 
court jurisdiction. If the finding is against the loyalty of the claimant, 
that is the end of the case. Ifthe loyalty of the claimant is established 
to the satisfaction of the court, then it proceeds to determine, secondly, 
whether the property was taken or furnished to the Government for the 
usé of the Army or not, and, thirdly, the amount of property involved. 
‘These are the facts to be determined by the court. The question of the 
liability of the Government is a question of law and is wholly within the 
discretion of the House; the court is forbidden to find upon that qnes- 
tion. It isa matter on which the House must exereise its own discre- 
tion. It is not concluded on the facts by the finding of that court. It 
may disregard the case made by the finding of the court. It may act 
on other facts showing the finding untrue or the non-liability of the 
Government. 

Mr. FLOWER. Now, let me ask the gentleman from Texas a ques- 
tion, 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, sir. 

Mr. FLOWER, The other side of the House, as I understand it, 
make a point on the Southern war claims that the Court of Claims 
have no jurisdiction and that their judgment is not worth a ruash—— 

Mr. KILGORE. That is not the proposition. 

Mr. FLOWER, Just waita moment. Now, the Silcott defalcation 
has been decided in the Court of Claims to the effect that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms is a disbursing officer of the Government. Do you think that 
wise decision will be questioned by the other side of the House? 
[Langhter. J 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, now, I do. not want to bring any more new 
matter in this discussion. The complaint now is that there is a large 
overproduction of irrelevant questions on hand and figuring in this 
contention to-night. We have enough to deal with at present. [Re- 
newed laughter. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. Iappeal to my friend from Texas to ask unanimous 
consent o! the committee that the Southern claims business be postponed 
until next Friday morning and the Silcott matter until the motion to 
reconsider is called up, and that we may go on with the pension busi- 
ness. I hope my friend will adopt the suggestion. I do not want, of 
course, to interrupt his remarks, but if he has concluded I hope he will 
allow this course to be pursued. 

Mr. KILGORE, I have said about all I desire to say just now. 
The principal object I had in view was to put myself on record as op- 
posing that omnibus bill and to give the reasons why I oppose it in the 
shape in which it is presented, and it is certainly pertinent to the dis- 
cussion to-night. I have been with the other side of this House on that 
bill, but I am not alone on this side of the Chamber in opposition to 
it; have displayed a little activity in the contest. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido not blame you for apologizing. 


Mr. KILGORE. I have no’ apology to make. I have my convic- 
tionson the question, and they are as firmly fixed as are those of my 
friend from Arkansas. Iam generally inclined to stand by them and 
to urge them. too, on all proper occasions, 

Mr. FLOWER. But you do not want to discuss the Silcott matter. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not want to give an opinion on the Silcott 
case, Itis still pending in court, I renew my proposition that this 
bill shall go over until to-morrow or to such time as will be agreeable 
to the gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. ROGERS. 3 

Mr. ROGERS. Any time, except Friday. 

"Mr. KILGORE. Then I move that the Committee of the Whole 
shall report this bill to the House with the recommendation that it be 
considered to-morrow morning alter the reading of the Journal, with 
the privilege of discussion fifteen minutes on either side, with the right 
of amendment reserved, the previous question being considered as 
ordered. With that proposition I will be content. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is to be done by the 
House after the committee shall rise, 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the understanding, 

The motion was agreed to. 


HAREIET E. BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3596) 
for the relief of Harriet E. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 

to place the name of Harriet E. Brown, widow of Eleazer H. Brown, late 

of Battery G, First Regiment Rhode Island Light Artillery Volunteers, on the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. lt. 
3596) for the relief of Harriet E. Brown, submit the peeps report: 

The claimant is the widow of Eleazer H. Brown, who enlisted in Company 
G, First Rhode Island Light Artillery, November 4, 1861, and died March 22, 1862. 
Her claim has been rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that the sol- 
dier’s fatal disease was incurred after his discharge from the military service. 

Soldier was discharged upon surgeon's certificate of disability February 15, 
1862. There being no certificate of disability on file in the War Department, 
the cause for such discha: is only known from his final statement, which 
gives the same as general debility. Š 

„From the records of Patent Office General Hospital it appears thatthe soldier 
died in said hospital March 22, 1562, of erysipelas; “that he was waiting to be 

id and had his papers for discharge, but did not live to have them executed ” 

e was admitted there on March 11, 1802, From a letter written to soldier's 
relatives by the surgeon in charge of the hospital, under date of May 15, 1862, it 
further appears that soldier had no money at time of his adinission tothe same, 
but had pay due mm from January 1, 1862. 

It is also shown that soldier, prior to his enlistment, was a very industrious, 
oe and steady man, and well thought of in the community in which he re- 


How long he remained in camp of the company at Edwards Ferry, Md., after 
receiving his final statement is not shown, but the captain, in a letter of March 
5, 1852, states that Brown, incompany with four other discharged soldiers, went 
to Washington to get his pay. He had not received iton March U, 1862, when 
admitted to hospital as heretofore shown. Tho delay in the payment of troops, 
and particularly of discharged soldiers at that period, is well known by those 


_who then served the Government. 


Whether the fatal disease was contracted before or after discharge is imma- 
terial. He was to al) intentsand purposes a soldier until the Government paid 
him the money due him for his services to enable him to return to his home; in 
fact, was bound to return him tothe place of his enrollment. 

The committee believe the claim of his widow meritorious, and therefore re- 
port favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
M. J. FOGG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 283) grant- 
ing a pension to M. J. Fogg. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limit tions of the pension laws, the name of M. J. Fogg, late a second lieutenant 
in Battery E, First Virginia Light Artillery. 


The Senate report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 253) grantin; 
a pension to M. J. Fogg, have carefully examined the same, and report as fol- 


lows: 
We adopt ph Gs hereto annexed made by this committee in the first ses- 
sion of the Fifti Congress, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


[Senate Report No. 456, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


The records in the office of the Adjutant-General show that M. J. Fogg was 

enrolled as a private in Battery E, First Virginia Light Artillery Volunteers, on 
the 9th of August, 1862, at Buckhannon, W. Va., for three years. Lie was dis- 
charged, to date from the 16th of October, 1862, for promotion tosecond lieuten- 
ant in the same battery. The muster-roll of the said batiery dates September 
13, 1862. 
The claimant filed his petition for original invalid pension August 21, 1385, 
alleging as the basis of his claim that “ while inthe service, on the retreat from 
Buckhannon to Clarksburgh, W. Va., on or about the 2ith of August, 1862, he 
incurred rupture of the stomach.” 

His claim was rejected August 13, 1837, on the ground that “the assault by 
which he was injured had noconnection with his military service; therefore the 
alleged rupture was not received in the line of duty in the service.” 

The circumstances under which the ipjury was received by the claimant are 
fully set forth in his affidavit, and are sustained by his comrades who were 


present at the time when it occurred, and also by the corruborating statement 
of Capt. Alex. C. Moore, in charge of the battery. They areas follows: 

The company had been enlisted and was in camp at the town of Buckhannon, 
Upshur County, West Virginia, when the Confederate General Jenkins madea 
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raid upon the town. The citizens fled, leaving this company to protect the 
town. They had not sufficient force, and retreated in the direction of Clarks- 
burgh, W. Va. When they had arrived within a short distance of Clarksburgh 
they meta number of the citizensof Buckhannon returning to that point, among 
whom was one Charles Trimble, who, supposing that the horse that was being 
ridden by the claimant was his, endeavored to take it by force, which caused 
the horse to leap over an embankment, throwing the claimant over his head 
upon the pike, which accident produced the rupture, 

Capt. Alexander ©. Moore makes aflidavit that— 

“Alter the enlistment of the company, and before they were regularly mus- 
tered in, on or about the 30th day of August, 1862, the claimant, with other 
members of thatcompany, took part in an engagement with the enemy at Buck- 
hannun, W. Va. Affiant recollects of hearing said Fogg afterwards, while he 
was in the service, complain of being injured by a fall he had received on the 
retreat from Buckhannon, and spvke of having a knot in his side.” 

The evidence to sustain the fact of the rupture on that occasion is the testi- 
mony of his comrades, Michatl Boyle, William F. Bryan, Lemuel Rollins, M. 
S. Thomas, and N.G. Munday, who testifiy, as dees the captain of the company, 
that when he was enlisted he was physically sound, and that after the fall he 
was injured by a rupture. so that it was impossible for him to lift any heavy 
article by reason of this rupture, . The fact of the rupture is further shown by 
the report of the examining board, who certify “tho rupture is about the size 
of a hen’s egg; all other organs healthy." 

There being no dispute as to the facts of this case, the only question presented 
is, whether theso facts present a case that is pensionable? Ifthe claimant had 
been wounded by the enemy in their attack upon Buckhannon no one would 
question his right to a pension. 

The fact that on the retreat, under the orders of his superior officer, he was 
met in the public road and attempted to be unhorsed by one claiming the ani- 
mal, which in truth did not belong to him, and which act of athird party caused 
the horse that he was riding to leap over an embankment and throw him to 
the ground, by reason of which the injury occurred, presents to the minds of 
your committee a case clearly coming within the provisions of the statute which 
authorizes the pensioning of soldiers for injuries received in the line of duty. 

The soldier is now sixty-seven yearsofage. He is, in fact, unable by manual 
labor to earn a livelihood for himself and family. His character and reapect- 
ability are certified by fifty-five of the leading citizens living in the community 
in which he resides, and the credibility of the witnesses who testify to the facts 
on which his claim rests is amply sustained by the papers in the case, His 
character as 4 soldier is not only vouched for by the captain of his company, 
but also by Brig. Gen. B.S. Roberts, (See orders hereto annexed as a part of this 
report, marked Exhibit A.) 


{Special Order No, 35.) 


HEADQUARTERS INDEPENDENT DIVISION, MIDDLE DEPARTMENT, 
Weston, W. Va., May 18, 1363. 

1. Second Lieut. M. J. Fogg, Upshur Battery, is hereby relieved from duty as 
temporary aid-de-camp in Brig. Gen. B. S. Roberts's staff, 

2. Lieut, M. J. Fogg having been deprived of his leave, granted from Head- 
quarters Eighth Army Corps, Baltimore, Md., on account of the recent rebel 
raid into West Virginia, has permission to take advantage of it now; at the ex- 
piration of which he DEAE his command without delay. 

By order of Brig, Gen, B. S. Roberts. 

JOS, McC, BELL, 


Caplainand A. A. G., U. 8. Army. 
JIEADQUARTERS INDEPENDENT Divistox, MIDDLE DEPARTMENT, 
Weston, W. Va., May 18, 1863. 
Lieut. M. J. Fogg, Upshur Battery, having just arrived at his home at the 
time of the recent rebel raid into West Virginia, reported to me at once for duty 
at Buckhannon, In the want of artillery officers, he was assigned to duty by 


me to Ewing’s Battery, where he remained until my arrival at Clarksburgh.. 


His complete knowledge of the country and inhabitants induced me, in conse- 
quence of the interruption of railroad communication and his inability to join 
his battery, to attach him to my staff, where he has since been rendering efti- 
cient and praiseworthy service. Thus he has been unable (as he has been un- 
willing under existing circumstances) to take advantage of his leave, and I 
think it but just that he now be permitted to visit his home and give hia per- 
sonal attention to his family, who haye suffered at rebel hands. 1 have there- 
aad relieved him from duty with me and granted him permission to visit his 

ome, 

By order of Brig, Gen. B.S. Roberts. 

JOS. McC. BELL, 
Captain and A. A.G., U.S, Army. 


Your committee recommend that it do pass. 


‘The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


DAVID H. LUTMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 284) grant- 
ing a pension to David H. Lutman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of David H. Lutman, late a private 
in Company F, Second Maryland Regiment. 

The Senate report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.254) granting a 
pension to David H. Lutman, bave examined the same and respectfully report : 

We adopt the report hereto annexed made by this committee in the first ses- 
sion of the Fiftieth Congress, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


David H. Lutman enlisted as a private in Company F, Second Maryland Regi- 
ment, eee 6, 1861; discharged September 50, 1864, by reason of the expira- 
tion of his term of enlistment; filed his declaration for a pension February 13, 
1880; granted a pension for one-half disability in 1885; applied for an increase, 
his claim was rejected, and he was dropped from the pension-rolls April 22, 1885. 

The evidence accompanying the papers shows that the claimant was a strong, 
healthy man when he enlisted in L-6l. That in a forced march of his regiment 
from New Creek to Romney in December, 1461, justafter his return to the Army 
from the hospital at Cumberland, where he had been ill with the measies, he 
was compelled to wade several streams, the water at that time being extremely 
cold, which exposure led to his being sent back to the hospital. When he ré- 
turned to the regiment he was still suffering from the effects of the disease, and 
continued to be so affected up to the date of his discharge, it being necessary 
during that entire period, by reason of his physical condition, to assign him to 
light duty. The evidence further shows that he has been treated from the date 
of his discharge to the present time by four or five physicians, His neighbors 


and comrades who knew him before, during, and after-the war testify to the 
effects of this exposure and the disability which followed it, He was granteda - 
pension tor *‘spinal irritation, result of measles ' A 

When examined for an increase of pension he wes certified as not entitled to * 
any rating. He cha , in ao affidavit fied November 17, 1887, that the sur- 
Reon who examined him wasin a state of intoxication and entirely unfit to 
make the examinajion,” and at the same time tiled a letter from his family phy- 
siclan sustaining bis right, by reason of his disease, to a pension. He had, how- 
ever, prior to this date been cxamined by a board at Hagerstown, and the Pen- 
sion Bureau therefore refused to reopen the case on the ground— 

“That the unsworn statement of Dr. Greene is not sufficient to controvert the 
adverse findings of two boards, and therefore does not warrant au examination 
looking to restoration. If the claimant wishes restoration be must furnish good 
and sufficient sworn testimony, medical preferred, showing as a fact, and from 
personal knowledge of the affiant, that pensionable disability, due to formerly 
pensioned cause, has existed since the date of dropping, and this testimony 
should intelligently state how the claimant is affected and what his condition is 
irrespective of the claimant's say-so to neighbors or doctors,” 

Acting under these instructions the claimant filed the following sworn state- 
ment of Dr. E. B, Pendleton, one of the most intelligent and able physicians of 
that section of the country, and a gentleman of the highest character, who 
sta es: 

“I haye on this dth day of February, 1888,made a careful ex mi ation of 
David H. Lutman, late a private in Company F,Second Regiment Maryland 
Volunteers, and find that he is suffering from Firen irritation, which incapaci- 
tates him from the p -rformance of the manual labor upon which he is depend- 
ent for a livelihood.” : 

Second, The »flidavit of Dr. C.S, Greene, his family physician, who had been 
fully vouched for by replies to several confidential inquiries fro% the Pension 
Office. His statement is as follows: 

“I have this 4ih day of February, 1888, examined D, H. Lutman, late a private 
in Company F, Second Regiment Maryland Volunteers, and find him suffering 
from an irritation of the spine, caused (as he informs me) from having taken 
cold on the measles while in the Army, and said spinal irritation prevents him 
from performing manual labor to any very great extent, aud at times he is un- 
able to work atall. I have known said D. I£. Lutman for filteen years and have 
been consulted by him in rd to his back on a number of occasions.” 

Third, The affidavit of William R. Jackson, as follows: 

“That he has been personally acquainted with David H. Lutman,who is an ap- 
plicant for reinstatement on the pension-rolls, for the last twenty years, and 
during said time said Lutman has been a su Merer from disease said to have been 
contracted inthe Army during the war, and that be further knows that the said 
Lutman has been in a t measure incapacitated from performing any kind 
of manual Jabor, and that he is at this time incapacitated from periorming any- 
thing like the labor ofa full hand, I have worked with said Lutman and know 
that he can not perform a half day's work regularly, and at many times is not 
able to work at all for weeks,” 

Fourth, The affidavit of Henry H. Michael, as follows: 

That he ıs a resident of Morgan County, West Virginia, and a farmer by oc- 
cupation; that he is personally acquainted with David H. Lutman, late private 
in Company F, Second Regiment Maryland Volunteers, who is an applicant 
for reinstatement on the United Stites pension-rolis; that the said David H. 
Lutman is now, and has been for years, suffering from, as I tirmly believe, the 
effects of disease contracted in the line of duty in the Army. I further certify 
that the said Lutman is not now, nor has he been for a number of years, able to 
perform more than the half of the work of an ordinary hand, and frequontly is 
not able to work at all,” 

These last two are also creditable witnesses. 

After these affidavits were filed the Pension Office refused to order the claim- 
ant before a board for examination, although he proposed to go to the expense 
of coming to Washington to be examined, if required by the Department. ‘The 
Pension Oltice heid "that the medical and lay evidence recently presented does 
not warrant another examination looking to restoration, as it fils to describe 
the claimant's physical condition or to show that a ratable disability has ex- 
isted from the alleged ‘spinal irritation’ since March 4, 1836," 

Do the facts set out in these affidavits warrant this conclusion? We think 
not, and for the following reasons: The claimant was pensioned in 1885 for. 
“spinal irritation, result of measles," to date froni 1864. 

Dr. Pendleton makes oath that on the áth of February, after a most careful 
examination of the claimant, he fiuds him suffering from spiual irritation which 
incapacitates him from the performance of manual labor,» “ ratable disability’ 
that had, under the decision of the bureau, existed from L861 to April, L85. Dr. 
Greene, his family physician, testifies to the same physical condition of the 
claimant, and that he had attended him for fifteen years for said disability. 
Jackson and Michael, neighbors of the claimant, testify that he has been ina 
gront measure incapacitated from performing any kind of manual labor, and 
that he is at this time incapacitated from performing anything like the labor of 
à full hand; the statement of Michael being * that claimant is now, and has 
been for years, suffering from disease contracted in the line of duty; that le is 
not now, nor bas he been for a number of years, able to perform one-half of the 
work of an ordinary man, and frequently is not able to work at all,” 

In the judgment of the committee, these affidavits from physicians of high 
standing and laymen of credibility cover every point suggested by the medical 
department of the Persion OMesc. It is not evidence of the *say-so™ of the 
claimant, but is the affirmative, personal knowledge of those who havespoken. 

The committee is of opinion that under these affidavits a pensionable disabil- 
ity has been shown, and thatthe claimant is entitied to be reinstated on the 
pension-rolls as a pensioner in accordance with the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws. 

i Senate bill No, 2206 is reported favorably, with the recommendation that it 
do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE FITZCLARENCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 755) grant- 
ing a pension to George Fitzclarence. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Fitzclarence, late private 
in Company B, Washington Territory Infantry, and Company F, Fourth Regi- 
ment of California Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to George Fitzclarence, have examined the same and report: 

This soldier enlisted April 10, 1865, as a private in Company F, Fourth Regi- 
ment California Volunteer Infantry. He had formerly served an enlistment, 
commencing March 27, 1462, to March 27, 1865, in Company B, First Washington 
Territory Voluttecks, He was discharged from his second service November 
30, 1865. On September 17, 1887, he filed an application for pension, alleging 
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that he contracted rheumatism and disease of the kidneys in California, Octo- 
ber 15, 1865. The claim was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions October 
25, 1888, on the und that there is no record inthe War Department of alleged 
rheumatism and disease of kidneys and no evidence on file showigg incurrence 
of said disabilities while in service, and claimant states his inability to furnish 
such evidence, 

The claimant states further in his application that these disabilities were con- 
tracted while en route from Fort Humboldt, California, with Indian prisoners, to 
Grand Ronde Valley, California, having no surgeon with the command. He 
was d d in about six weeks afterwards. He states that he has since 
been treated in the City Hospital at Little Kock, Ark.; at City Hospital at St, 
Louis, Mo.; also at the poor-farm, in Pottawatomie County, Kansas; and that 
he is unable to find any of his comrades, and that he is unable to make a living. 
He is now an inmate of the Soldiers’ Home at Leavenworth, Kans, He fur- 
nishes the affidavits of Dr, M. A. Malord and Dr. J. W Fulton, showing treat- 
ment for rheumatism and disease of kidneys; and the board of examining sur- 
geons at Leavenworth, Kans., rate him at four-eighteenths for rheumatism. 

The fact that this old soldier, after an honorable service of nearly four years, 

to be cared for by the supervisors of the poor warrants your commit- 
tee in recommending the passage of the bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


DANIEL A. CULMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 765) grant- 
ange pension to Daniel A. Culman. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel A. Culman, late of Company 
B, Eleventh Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. 


The report was read at length. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE L. SANDERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 772) grant- 
ing a pension to George L. Sanders, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George L. Sanders, Company 
A, One hundred and twenty-tirst Pennsylvania, and Company I, Two hundred 
and second Pennsylvania. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.772) grantinga 
pension to George L. Sanders, submit the following report: 

A similar bill passed the Senate at the first ses<ion of the Fiftieth Congress. 
The facts are fully set forth in the following report, made at that time: 

“George L. Sanders, the claimant under this bill, enlisted July 25, 1862, in 
Company A, One hundred and thirty-first Regiment Peunsylvania Volunteers, 
and served unt 1 August 19, 1862. 

“ He again enlisi August 16, 1864, and was discharged August 3, 1865. The 
latter service was as private in Company I, Two hundred and second Regiment 
of Pennsylvania Volunterrs. On June 18, 1887, he made application for pension, 
alleging ‘that while at Camp Couch, near Chambersburgh, Pa., in October, 1864, 
he contracted a severe cold and diarrhea and night sweats, from thirty-six 
hours’ exposure to cold rain at Baltimore, and was sent to the hospital at Alex- 
andria, Va. The doctor called his trouble intermittent fever,’ 

“ The claim was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions May 16, 1882, after 
a thorough special examination, upon the ground that ‘disease of lungs and 
throat and deafness, the disabilities for which pension is claimed, did not orig- 
inate in the United States service, butexisted prior to enlistment.’ 

“In an affidavit, in response to call from Pension Office to state specifically 
what disabilities he claims pension for, the claimant states: 

“* That he claims pension for loss of hearing as the result of intermittent fever, 
and for lungandthroatd , the sequence of hisarmy life’ Amos G. Becker, 
Henry W., Sanders, John M. Brown, Jacob Neyhort, and J. O. Keeley all swear 
‘that claimant was a sound man previous to his enlistment.’ The credibility 
of these affiants is satisfactorily established. Amos G. Becker, comrade, swears 
that ‘claimant contracted disease of lungs, cough, and spit up matter in the 


se 

“ This is corroborated fully by comrades Henry W.Sanders and John M. Brown. 
The presence of these comrades is verified by the report of the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral, United States Army. In the matter of continuance claimant swears : 

“* That for a considerable time after discharge he treated himself, but at last 
got so bad that he availed himself of the treatment of Dr. Thornton.’ 

“ Dr, Thornton swears, September, 1877, that— 

*** He treated claimant for four years past (1873 to 1877) for chronic inflamma- 
tion of the bronchi, of which at times he is completely disabled from all work. 

isease was of long standing when affiant first saw him.’ Jacob Neyhoyt testi- 
fies that he has known claimant from discharge to present time (May 7, 1878), 
and that he has been suffering all the time with trouble of lungs and spitting 


up. 

“Dr, A. W. Eyer swears, July 3, 1878: 

‘** From a personal examination of claimant, I find hyper-resonance and sibi- 
lant rale-, large and small crepitation over both sides of his chest, disconnected 
from any discovered disease of heart. Ibelieve him to be suffering from chronic 
bronchitis and emphysema, and unfit for any active work.’ 

“This diagnosis is corroborated by Dr, William Leiser. 

“Comrade Amos G, Becker, November 29, 1578, swears that‘ claimant has had 
an affection of the lungs and cough ever since contracting it, while in the sery- 
ice, to the prorsns time,’ 

“ Daniel ders, Joseph O. Keeley, Amos G. Becker, John M. Brown testity 
to continuance, The board of examining surgeons at Williamsport, Pa., under 
date of May, 1889, states disability as permanent and rates him U one-half total, 
The same board, February (4, 1883, rates him C three-fourths total. 

“The claim was refe toSpecial Examiner J. P, Wooten, who is of the opin- 
jon that the claim is meritorious and recommends further examination. It 
was then sent to Special Examiner John F, Fitzpatrick for further examination 
in the fleld as to merit. The examiner recommends that the claim be rejected, 
hse took the testimony of W.M. Brown, a comrade, who states 


“*He was hard of hearing prior to enlistment, but not deaf; he remembers 
well, also, that he bad a cough; he had a cough when he Piia Company 
I, Two hundred and second Regiaient, and thinks he was still bard of hearing. 
vidios Was not requested to testify for mant; can't say we are on friendly 
terms; don’t bear any malice toward him in the sense of hurting him,” 


“On this report, as before stated, the claim was rejected. Mr. Brown was 
certainly biased again-~t the claimant. Since the rejection of the claim addi- 
tional testimony has been filed, but which seems to have been considered of no 
importance by the Commissioner, showing unquestionably and beyond an 
reasouable doubt the soundness of the soldier at enlistment. With this testi- 
mony before us, your committee are of the opinion an injustice was done by 
the Pension Bureau in rejecting his claim, and therefore recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FLOWER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I w nt to make a suggestion. 
We have worked very hard here to-day all day, and it has been Good 
Friday. Now, I suggest that we try our best to make a few homes 
happy, and I ask unanimous consent that the list of members present 
be called and that each one be allowed to call up a bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
have voted unanimously that we should follow the Calendar; and for 
the very good reason that we can pass about 20 per cent. more bills 
than we could when we have the delay of hunting up the bills, Ithink 
we had better go on in the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas objects. 


THOMAS DENNIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 767) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Dennis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aus 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Dennis, late private of 
Company A, One hundred and twelfth Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows : 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Dennis, have examined the same and report: 

The claimant enlisted as a private in Company A, One hundred and twelfth 
Regiment lilinois Infantry, on the Sth day of August, 1862, and was honorably 
discharged June 20, 1865. On November 7, 1882, he made application for a pen- 
sion, alleging “that at Somerset, Ky., in May, 1863, he contracted deafness and 
was ruptu on right side; also had his left leg badly crushed by his horse 
failing on him.” 

The claim was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions February, 1886, on 
the ground of “no record and claimant's inability to furnish any evidence of 
origin.” The claimant states that he is unable to furnish the testimony of com- 
rades or a commi-sioned officer, for the reason tbat he did not let any of his 
ofticers or comrades know he was ruptured or had received injury to his left leg,” 
and that he does not know the whereabouts of his family physician, Hiram 
Nance, who treated him from about zay, 1865, to 1866, and again at sundry times 
until 18:1. That Dr. Nance provided him with a truss. * * * That he be- 
lieves Lim to be dead. The post-office address of Dr. Nance was Kewanee, Ill. 

That he has not employed medical attendance since his removal to Kansas 
for the reason that he was too poor. James R. Batten and William L. Goch- 
man, comrades, swear that claimant was an able-bodied man when he entered 
the Army, and that after his return he was not the same man, so far as health 
and being able to perform manual labor were concerned, 

Dr. Lewis J. Warren, examining surgeon, Clay Center, Kans., finds under 
date of December 27, 1882, ** that claimant is partially deaf in both ears, and from 
the several disabilities claimed gives a rating of three-fourths total." 

There was a natural disposition among good soldiers to conceal such disabil- 
ities as rupture; and taking into consideration the present enfeebled condition 
of the claimant, his poverty, and circumstances, your committee recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of replying to 
some remarks of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] with refer- 
ence to the bill under consideration in the House to-day and to some 
extent here this evening. My attention hus been called by gentlemen 
around me to a remark made by the gentleman trom Michigan which I 
did not hear, a statement that I was charged with having reported to 
this House and placed upon the Calendar a bill without any authority 
todoso. I have examined the notes of the Reporter, and the gentle- 
man is reported as saying: 

The motion this afternoon reciting that a bill which the gentleman himself 
reported contained matters never submitted to his committee (a grave charge 
against him and his committee) presented a question of the highest privilege, 
which any man of candor and brains— 

That evidently means the gentleman from Michigan himself— 
must at once recognize as a question of privilege. The resolution of toda: 
charged the gentleman impliedly with introducing into this House a bill whic 
he had no authority to introduce. That raised a question of privilege at once, 
and to shield the gentleman, to shield his committee, to give members who 
were thus charged an opportunity as a matter of privilege to refute this charge, 
the motion was entertained as a privileged motion. 

There isa plain and distinct charge that I placed upon the Calendar 
of this House a bill embracing matters which had never been submitted 
to my committee, and that the gentleman from Michigan, as Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole, entertained the resolution offered to-day 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, THOMAS] as a question of priv- 
ilege for the purpose of protecting me against that charge and giving 
me an opportunity to defend myself. Mr. Chairman, I say that if any 
goumen gave him any such information he gave it falsely, and un- 

ess the gentleman from Michigan can name the man who gave it 
the charge rests upon him. 

I say there was not an item in that bill, and nobody ever charged 
on this floor that there was an item incorporated in that bill, without 


the authority of the Committee on War Claims, and when I reported . 


the bill to this House I reported it by the united action of that com- 
mittee, with the exception of the chairman, who was the only member 


monge- WY sore e mea -n 


